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-l. DATE LOCATION « 12. CONCLUSIONS
| O Was Bolloon
ﬂ st om = . D Fl"llht_lhlr Bolloon
3. DATE-TIME GROUP 4. TYPE OF OBSERVATION O Possibly Belloon
. ' . D Was Aircroft
Local o 3: U0 AN — O Ground-Visual D Ground-Rodor O Probobly Aircraft
eut_21/08007Z O AirVisuael O Air-Intercept Raodor O Possibly Aircraft
5. PHOTOS . 8. SOURCE i 2 I3 Was Asssncstes)
O Yes DO Probably Astronomicel
0O No Civilian D Possibly Astronomical

7. LENGTH OF OBSERVATION 8. NUMBER OF OBJECTS

(e

O mins

one

10. BRIEF SUMMARY OF SIGHTING

Sources bedroom was flooded with an
intense light, she Jooked out the
window: and saw an obj flat & circular
slowly moving north w/an oscillating
motion. Obj was emitting pinkish-grayilsh
smoke, had dull aluminum color. Obj
rose instantaneously out of sight.

ATIC FORM 329 (REV 26 SEF 52)

?. COURSE

N to E
1. COMMENTS

otherlight reflectipns
insufficient Date for Evaluction
Unknown

ao

Investigation revealed two
light sources, either or both
of which could cause the
'‘oscillation', plus ground
fog & presenese of smoke in th

area which cou ave reflected
lights, se"




She called to her husband who also saw the object, but could

not identigy it, About five minutes later she looked for the
object agein, and found that it had shifted its position in

a westerly direction,. She does not remember seeing the moon
even though she did look for it.,. She descrihes the sky as clear.
The red object did not seep to be the source of the light

which illuminated the room, According to the witness, the
object was 2 inches vide at a distance of 14 inches.

By using similar triangles the size of the object secn bty
Mrs. SE=vas claculated at atout 22 feet in & ameter,

Her first estimate was 12 feet, but later she said that it
appeared atout 1/3 the length of her front yard, which is
65 feet, from house to street. This wouild confirm the 22
feet figure..

On the same morning, about 2 am, a Mrs.*f—'

,. Lorain, watched a "big red ball" moving outside
her window. See fig. 6 |

The object made a low pulsating sound which made the witness
"gick to my stomach." She thought at first that the light
wvas due to a train or possibly a truck. A reilroad runs one
black south of the house. The witness was lying in a bed,
with her head about 15 feet from the window, which is two
feet across, and she said that the object took up the entire _
width of the window. Vhen it approached nearest to the window i
the witness thought it was giving off heat. The sound connected
with the ohject increased and decreased as the the otject
advanced and receded. An examination of the trees outside the
window disclosed nothing peculiar, even though the object must
have passed through some light branches. The witness thinks |
nhn heard a crashing sound when the object first appeared,
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On the morning of September 21, 1958, the moon set at ap-

proximately 1:07 a.n, This explains why ‘rs. S could
not see the moon at 2130 am., and makes morec mysterious the
detail about Lrisght illuntnat:lon.

\

|CAR I
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'Saucer' Territies Houscwife
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Mrs. Williem H
Fitzgorcld

Shellield Lake family examines meock-up

L
=

Fitzgerald

of "saucer.”
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CRl B S

bt il

John Fitzgerald

e

Plaln Dealer =iaff Photy ;

<% From First Tage

with his s*»pmotier's. clse.
Cothh also said that thel A

0:: a muffled, wiining sounrd.
John den.onstrated with =y
Jow whistle, Iherewsing In
prich together with a wum. )
Not Secn by Others
The "saucer” w.s de.cribrad
as ™mund from a tep or bu'..:um'
view and oval from a side view
with a rounded cap on top, it
was abou! eight feet in diam- |
etes, Lhey said, and about three
fect hizh, |
Mrs. Fitzzerald said 1t had
0penINgs on potn s:idts tn which
slic saw a senes of smal] tubes
“like small exhaust pipes.”
sheffield Lake Palice Chi:ii

Clarerce E. Hambly said he

Iwas nol notified of the sight-
From that point oo, his ac-jing and had not

count of the incident agreed|*“saucer™ reports from anyone

vicinity of the Fitzcerald hoo
had so<n the “sagsar”
Fitzzoraid and thie sepolt
examited the ground L
which: i object roported

f check of reighbers re-!traverd 2and oould not L
“saucer” made a whirring noise.| vealed that no cne else in thel anyihing unusual,
ahen, &g 1t lefo, the nolse tookl = = e v R '

i-.l'l-.i-.

— = -
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Flying S

Territi

By ALLFN D. ASHBOLT
Loraln Covnty Correapondent

Terrilied und shaken by their
experience, a Sheffield Lalie
housewife and her 10-yvear-old
|stepson yesterday related a

weird account of a 3 a.m visit
Iby a “flying saucer.”

Mrs. William H, Fitzgerald,
934 East Drive, said she
watched the obl'ect for moure
than five minutes at close
range after a bnlliant light
roused her from her bed,

 Tears filled her eyes, still
reddened from cryving until
dawn following the experience.
as she told of unsuccessiully
trying to wake her husband, an
unemployed truck driver, to
help her through the nrdeal,
“I had just gune to bed after
| the Jast movie on TV," she =naid,
when g brilliant white glave
{filled her bedroom through the|

e R e — !

B AT e

closed window drapes. The
movie was “Diacula’'s Daugh-
ter.”

Blinded at first, she hid her
head under the pillow until the
ligzht s1bsided. Then she stood
on her bed, looked through the
windo'v and watched the “sau-|
cer’’ glide over her driveway,

It hovered a f{oot above =&
neighbor's lawn, suddenly
rlowed, and dischavged a cloud
of "heavy pinkish - grayixh -
purplish smoke from the sau-
cer's back and sides,” she said.

It then swept in a curve onto
“rs. Fitzgerald's front lawn,
she sald, snd rose to about
seven [eet above the ground.

After It completed two short
circular maneuvers, she lost
sight of 1t, she said, when it
sped straight up inte the sky
over the top of her home,

TR, T ey

aucers on Top of C.acula,

os Sheffield Lake Woman

Mrs, Fitzeerald, 28, said her|
daughter, Christy Lynn, 7, and
her hushand slept peacefully as
she walched what ghe described
us "the most horrible looking
thing” she had ever secn. "It
was teerifying,” she sald.

Mer stepson, John, a fourth

grade student at Milford Ele-
mentary School in Cleveland,
was spending the weekend
visiting h.s father, He was In
the next bedroom, also at the
front of the house, and hap-
pened to be awake when the
“saucer” made ils early-morn-

ing appearance,
Since his small bedroom win-

tlow was above his eye Iern.!
he explained, he could not see
the object until he stepped on
a wall heat register. By that
time, he said, it was emitting
the cloud of smoke. .=

iContinned on Page 9, Column §)
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Ssptember 29, 1958
Rep. A. D, Baumhart
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C.
Dear Mr. Baumhart:

You no doubt have read the accounts of my experience wvith a
"flying saucer on the morning of Sept. 21. Articles appeared in
the Lorain Journal and Plain Dealer. I have sent a summary of the
sighting to the Air Force UFO Center in Dayton, Ohio.

Will you please check with the Air Force to find out their
conclusion in this case?

If these objects are landing in populated areas, it will not
be long before disaster strikes. This is deinitely a menace to
ordinary people. So if this wvas a government missile, can you
stop them from being flown in populated areas? If it 4id not
belong to our govermment, this fact should be made public, and proper
steps should be taken to insure the public safety.

I have talked to people vho have investigated similar sightings.
Thne people tell me that usually no real investigation is made by
the Air Force, and when one is made the results are ridiculous.

I would ﬁot have written this letter if I 4id not feel sincerely
that the matter must be studied closely by authorities. The obJject
which came down in my yard had no business there, under any circum-

stances.
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CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C,

October 2, 1958

Office of Congressional Liaison

United States Air Force
538, 014 House Office Building

Washington, D.C.
Attention: Major Corbin

Dear Sir:
Please find enclosed a thermofax copy of a letter I have

received from my constituent, Mrs.mmualEN

of Sheffield Laks, Ohio.

I am forwarding this to you in accordance with the in-
structions you gave me and trust you will find this

enclosure self-explanatory.

I would appreciate your advice, and ass

urance t attention
and consideration will be given to Mrs. SUImAar'y
80 that I may properly advise her.

Sincerely yowrs,

/s/ A, D. Baumhart, Jr., M.C.

ADB:bv
Enclosure




rip NEVER USE FOR APPROVALS, DISAPFPROVALS,
Mdlio ROL G ql.lP WAURRENCES, OR SIMILAR ACTIONS i
*1 NAME GR TITLE INITIALS CIRCULATE 8
SAT'IS
ki ORGANIZATION AND LOCATION DATE COORDINATION
; 2 FILE
. |
INFORMATION
; e
X
NOTE AND _
INGI.S RETURN '.
4 ' SEE ME
SIGNATURE ]
REMARLS :

SUBJECT: CONGRESSIONAL INQUIRY
| (Object landed in yard of Mrs. Williives
Sheffield, Ohio)

SAFLL: 69306 (C/M A. D, Baumhart)

SUSPENSE ¢ ASAP = not later than 14 Oct 58

ACTION: Req memo w/proposed reply per HOI 10-20
and indicate AO name & telephone number.

INCLS: 1tr fr C/M to AF L&L 2 Oct 58
cy ltr fr Mrs. SN to C/M 29 Sept

FROM NAME OR TIT . DATE |
: 6 Oct 58 :
ORGANIZATION AND LOcATioNMateriel & Operations Branch | TELEPHONE
CDH Ereésslons b ~ T 78692

Replaoces DA AGO Form 895, 1 Apr 48, and AFHQ 6—48487-4 GPO W
t DDI FEB 50 95 Form 12, 10 Nov 47, whld‘tmﬂyﬁc used. : -




DRAFT ol 4. |
Deaxr Mr.. Baumhaxt:

I refer to your inquiry concerning the interest of Mrs .Sl NG
of Sheffield lake, Ohio, concerning an unidentified flying object she saw on

Alr Force investigators arrived in Sheffield, Ohio, on 3 October 1958,

contacted m.“wd also initiated other phases of an investigation

to possibly evaluate this sighting.

Investigation revealed that a railrocad track ran near the home of Mrs.

*» The night of }trs.-s sighting a train passed the house i

at approximately the same hour of the reported sighting, The train had a
rotating headlight which under some conditions would produce unusual effects.

Contact vas also made with Chief Bosun Mate William Schott of the Lorain Coast
Guard Station. Chief Schott reported that he was using his spotlight in an attempt
to nttm;t the attention of another ship, and that the light was directed toward
shore in the general direction of Mrs.dSMJMEMMRe house. The time and date of
this incident coincide with those reported by Mrs. FNNSNEE. Hra.— of

Lorain, Ohio, a witness listed in l&u.‘ report, couldn't recall
! anything unusual on the night of the reported sighting. MrJjj® another
vitness of lorain, Ohio, was not available for interview. The weather at the

time of the incident was a misty rain with haze and smoke,
Conclusion of Aiy PForce investigators were that the combination of moving
lights, noise of the train and prevailing weather account for the illusion

experienced by Mrs. S The Air Technical Intelligence Center, after
evaluating the evidence in this case, concurred with the conclusion of the



For your information, I am inclosing the latest Department of Defense
fact sheet on the subject of unidentified flying objects, dated 6 October 1958,
This fact sheet clearly outlines the Alx Force position with respect to
unidentified flying objects.
S8incerely,




A e
Sheffield ILake, Ohio
Ocdober 29, 1958
Public Information Officer
Wright- Patterson AFB

Dayton, Chio

'Dear Sir:

This is a request for the official conclusion on
my UFO report. |

My sighting took place on September 21, 1958, at
my home in Sheffield Lake, QOhio. It was investigeted
on October 3 and 4 by Sgt. Hof and Sgt. Halistan, both
ﬁf the Air Technical Intelligence Center.

I was agsured by the sergeants that the conclusion
would be available to me within thirty days. They also
said that if the case is in the "known" category I will
be furnished with the evidence which indicated that

conclusion.
Please send the conclusion as soon as possible,

W

Sincerel




UFO SIGHTING
SHEFFIELD LAKE, OHIO
21 September 1958

On the morning of 21 September 1958 at approximately 0300 EDT, the
witness was awakened by a very bright light which illuminated her bed-
room, Looking out a bedroom window which faced her front yard, she
saw flat, circular object with a dome-shaped top. The object was
approximately six to eight feet from the ground, moving slowly in a
northerly direction, parallel with the length of the house, and descend=-
ing with a floating oscillating motion. The object was reported to be
approximately ten feet from the window when first sighted. Mrs, X in-
sists the top of the object was clear to her in every detail, and that
the color reminded her of dull aluminum, The dimensions of the object
were estimated to be 20 feet in diameter and approximately six feet
thick. The object was reported to have made several tums around the
yard and then rose instantly out of sight. Total elapsed time was
estimated at five minutes, Mrs X's stepson also viewed the object
from the bathroom window which is located on the same side of the house

as Mrs, X's vantage point,

In Sumary, the investigation revealed that a railroad track ran

near the home of Mrs, X, Contact with Mr, station master at
lorain, Ohio, reveacled that a train passes the witness's home at approxi-
mately the hour and date of the sighting. The train had an oscillating
headlight, and this light could have been seen by Mrs. X. Contact was
also made with the Officer-In-Charge of the lLorain Coast Guard Station,
The chief reported that he was using his spotlight to attract the atten=-
tion of another ship, and that his light was directed toward shore in the
general direction of Mrs., X's home, The time and date of this incident
coincide with those reported by Mrs, X. Mrs. Y of lorain, Ohio, was con=-
tacted but was unable to recall anything unusual on the night of the
reported sighting, Mrs. Z, another witness of Lorain, Ohio was not

- availlable for interview.

The weather at the time of the sighting was intermittent mist and

rain with haze and smoke., Weather is always an important factor because
of its direct effects, and the fact that it often allows for, indirect
conclusions (i.e., stars, planets, etc., may be immediately ruled out
when there was a thick overcast at the time of the sighting).

Investigation further disclosed that Mrs., X received letters from

other self-appointed UFO experts conceming her sighting. These letters
all inferred that Mrs, X may have been harmed in some way, and were toned
for encouragement to Mrs, X and all directed toward discrediting the

U.S. Government and particularly the Air Force,

The Air Force conclusion in this case is thet Mrs, X and her step-son

were victims of an illusion., This illusion resulted from the combination
of lights from the train and possibly the Coast Guard boat, the roar from
the train, and the prevailing weather conditions, It is not uncommon -for

neranmma hairine the eame nr aimilar vrantace nnint.ae +n evynerience tha ecama
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12 November 1958

Dear Mrs.~5NG—_—

Your lctter of 29 October 1958, addressed to Wright-
Patterson Alr Force Base concerning an unidentified flying object
sighting on 21 September at Sheffield Iake, Qhio, has been
referred to this office for reply.

The conclusion of Alr Force investigators were that the com-
bination of moving lights, the noise of & train and the prevalling
veather at the time accounted for the sighting experienced by you

Sincerely,

P LAWRENCE J. TACKER
MRJDI', m
Executive Officer
Public Information Divicion
Office of Information Services




Sheffield Lake, Ohio
November 27, 1958

Dear Major Tacker:

Would you kindly specify what moving lights caused !
me to see an object 22 feet in diameter and 6 feet high
hovering in my front yard ?% |

Your reference to the prevailing weatner has also
contfused me somewhat, I stated in the report form that
it nad stoppea raining some time before tne signting, I
woula appreciate it very much 1iI you woulu explain tnese
matters to me in a litcle more aetail,

Sincerely




C_ 'R SHEET ©
INU

SUSPENSE

ORIGIN OF BASIC o~ DATE C

-~

ASS IGNED BY

"N 6
DATE iR B : W 0. K
| 70 |
SUBJECT ; S ‘
(L
(@ UFQ Sighting, Mrs. UMY (Sheffield Lake, Ohio)

ROUTING

Initial "IN® column to denote review prior to action,

Initial "OUT" column to denote review of completed

action. (X for action; ,~ for coordination,)
IN . OFF ICE QUT | IN OFF I CE EUT IN l OFFICE OUT | IN OFFICE OUT| IN OFF ICE ouT
OIN-1 l OIN- 2 ' OIN- 3 OIN-4 AFO IN
OINe IX 01N~ 2X [ [oIn- ax [ oIN- ax " ATO IN- X
v 1 ! AFO I N X
| | AFOIN-X1
1 I J [ ' | | AFoIN-x2 |
AFO IN+X3 |
1 | ' [ AFOIN-x4 :
= | AFOIN- XS5 ;
N N = il il AFOIN-Z | ’
B — CABLES 1 i
-—i fosipe fo 5
- - A J ==y .__l . H___l DISPATCH
TO: ' R R I T ™ Y T DATE :
\  SAFIS=3, Attn: Maj. Tacker 10 Dec 1958 |
FROM: N COMMENT NO. '
AFCIN=4E Lo |
COMMENTS (L/se reverse, if necessary) mmj' R- Jmu/6—9216/31d5 823 :
|
l. It is evident the only explenation that will satisfy Mrs. or the ’;

so-called private UFO investigators, is that she saw a space ship. To these indivi=- |
dugls, including Mrs. F she saw a "flying saucer®, and nothing we can say |
of thinkinge. :

will change their way
2e According to the Lorain Coast Guard Station log, the weather throughout the
early morning of 21 September 1958, was alternately misting and raininge.

3. Although Mrs. ‘ claims a train did not pass her house at any time
Just prior to, or after, her sighting, a check with the Lorain railway station was
made. It was determined a train did pass her house, going west, at about the time

of her sighting, having a headlight that made a figure eight oscillation,

4 ATIC retains its original stand on the conclusions in this case. Mrs,
-was the vioctim of an illusion.

et ADFY AT v Vi ISNTRRVALSY 7,
DU\LEU . “-T-u-wz* Jrer e 1s v RAKRS, . Classification Cancelled
) DIl &dtu.lV /:Z e e
_. I uu’.h 4 - S A /'?# A . Z 5P
3 Tnolss H. K. GILBERT B
1. Tkr Atd 27 Nov 58 Colonel. USAF D
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UNCLAS3IFIE i

23 December 1958

Dear Mrowf S

This is to acknowledge your letter of 27 November 1958 con-
cerning your uniﬂentiried flying obJject sighting of 21 September

1958.

According to the Lorain Coast Guard Station log, the weather
throughout the morning of 21 September 1958 was alternately mist-

ing and raining.

Also, & check with the lorain railway station disclosed that
a train passed your house, going west, at the time of your
sighting. This train had a headlight that made figure eight
oscillations., It is the opinion of the Air Technical Intelligence
Center investigators that this was the light you observed.

Sincerely,

LAWRENRCE J. TACKER

Major, USAP

Executive Officer

Public Information Division
Office of Information Services

» Ohio |
Classification Cancelled




Sheffield Lake, Ohio
November 10, 19?8

public Informe tion Officer

wright-Patterson A.X. Fase

Dayton, Ohio

Dear 3Sir:
On October 31 you recedved a certified letter from

me requesting the official conclusion on my UFO sighting,
To date I have not heard from you. I was promiged tnis
intormation, and if necessary I will contact my congressman

asbout the matter.
Sincerely,




Information Copy for ATIC 5

14 November 1958

Mr

‘Sbeffield Lake, Ohio

Pear iirs S

Thank you for your letter of 10 November requesting information
about your UFO sighting and your previous letter of 31 October.

Your original letter stated that the investigation was conducted
by two members of the Air Technical Intelligence Center; therefore,
your letter was forwarded to that organization for direct reply to
you. Air Technical Intelligence Center is a tenant organization of
the base and is not under operational control of this office.

We have sent your latest query to the Center and you will be
hearing from them soon, undoubtedly.

Sincerely,

DENNIS E., MeCLENDON
Captain, USAF
Information Services Officer




U. $. AIR FORCE TECHNICAL INFORMATION SHEET

This questionnaire hos been prepared so that you can gi;'- the U. S. Air Force as much
Information as possible concerning the unidentified aerial phenomenon that you have observed.

Please try to answer as many questions as you possibly can. The information that you give will h
be used for research purposes, and will be regarded as confidential material. Your name will not

be used in connection with any statements, conclusions, or publications without your permission,
We request this personal information so that, If It is deemed necessary, we may contact you for

further details.

ls When did you see the object? 2. Time of day: ;'L e

Hour | Minutes

Day hﬂ onth Year (Circle One): ¢ A.E.. or P.M.

3, Time zone: E -
| (Circle One): Ca._Eastern™> (Circle One): e Daylight Saving >
. b. Central b. Standard l
¢. Mountain
d. Pacific

e. Other ——————————— I

e Mgt |

Stote or Country

A

4. Where were you when

arest Fosto idress

Additional remarks:

5. Estimate how long you saw the object, — ST

Hours Minutes Seconds I

5.1 Circle one of the following to indicate how certain you are of your answer to Question 5.

a. Certoin ¢. Not very sure
(B Foirly certain> d. Just a guess

b .

6. What was the condition of the sky?

/ - = -
R, ) der A - /A‘ 4{’ 2{’ /) [N AL77c7e Lzl AR
j’fm ( rch!OnaJ: !u. rﬁht doy light i d. Just u%uaﬂ. daylight 2
b. Dull daylight e. No trace of daylight I
¢. Bright twilight f. Don't remember

7. IF you sow the object during DAYLIGHT, TWILIGHT, or DAWN, where was the SUN located as you looked at
the object?

R3S Y




Page 2

8. IF you saw the object, ot NIGHT, TWILIGHT, or DAWN, what did you notice concerning the STARS and MOON?

8.1 STARS (Circle One): 8.2 MOON (Circle One):
a. None o. Bright moonlight
b, A few b. Dull moonlight
¢. Many €. _No moonlight — pitch dark

«d: Don't remomber> d. Don't remember

=

9. Was tho object brighter than the background of the sky?
(Circle One): o Yes > b. No c. Don’t remember

10. IF it was BRIGHTER THAN the sky background, was the brightness like that of an automobile headlight?:

A‘«‘u’ 4& y ,;z- S~ Zé%(é: (Circle One) a. A mile or more away (a distant car)?
. b; ) /6*3!'!{.{ 70 M b. Several blocks away?

22244 : J}‘é,{.uﬁ 2erer/ c. A block oway?
7 . d. Several yards away?

Ae et/
| _ . L T by (IR o 2] S
11. Did the object: (Circle One for each question)
a. Appear to stand still at any time? @ No Don't Know
b. Suddenly speed up and rush away ot any time? Yes > No Don't Know
¢. Break up into parts or explode? Yes N Don't Know
d. Give off smoke? @ N¢ Don't Know
e. Change brightness? Yes (Ng > Don’t Know
f. Change shape? Yes Qre Don’t Know
72 B licker,, throb 9 vl utu? 2. g s n et Don't Know

/
12. Did tKe object move behind something at éhytime, particularly o ¢low

(Circle One): Yes @ Don’t Know. IF you answered YES, then tell what
it moved behind: 5 RS . . e

S

L

T — T S — — e — —

13. Did the cbject move in front of something at anytime, particularly a cloud?
(Circle One): Yes @ Don't Know. IF you answered YES, than tell what

it moved in front of:

14, Did the object appear: (Circle One): b. Transparent? ¢. Don’t Know.
15. Did you cbserve the object through any of the following?
a. Eyeglasses Yes CED o. Binoculars Yes {o >

Al ™ f. Talascone Yes NO




Poge 3
16, Tell In @ few words the following things about the object.
a. Sound AL ; /7204 o R '..,,..', litials iz izl ]
b Color LA oL [ 44 e 4/ e il Adar )

| 17. Drow @ plcture that will show the shape of the object or objects. Lobel and Include In your sketch any details
of the object thot you saw such as wings, protrusions, ete., and especially exhaust trails or vaper tralls. Place
an arrow beside the drowing to show the direction the object was moving.

18, The edges of the object were:

(Circle One): a. Fuzzy or blurred o. Other
b. Like a bright star

SNy ovilined_>

d. Don't remember

19. |F there was MORE THAN ONE object, then how mony were there? —
Drow a plcture of how they were orranged, and put an arrow te show the direction that they were traveling.




20. Draw a picture that will show the motion that the object or objects made. Place an “A” et the beginning
of the path, a "B’ ot the end of the path, and show any, changes in direction dwring the course,

"o

21. IF POSSIﬁLE, try to guess or estimate what the real size of the object was in its longest dimension, 1
' feet, |

22, How large did the object or objects appear as compared with one of the following objects held in the hand
ond ot about arm's length?

(Circle One): a. Head of a pin g. Silver dollar
b. Pea h. Baseball
¢. Dime i, Grapefruit
d. Nicket |. Basketball

i s e. Quarter k. Other L Y SWAZZER ~ 7 % nehes| |
f. Holf dollor
22.1 (Circle One of the following to indicate how certain you are of your answer to Question 22,
@. Certain D c. Not very swe
b. Foirly certain d. Uncertain

— e
r

23, How did the object or objects disappear from view?

M i
' L
L e 3 i . e J.-i . ; ¥ Y Ay

. o

24. In order thaot you can give as clear @ pleture as possible of what you sow, we would like for you te Imagine thet you ceuld
construct the object that you saw. Of whot type material would you make 11?7 How large would it be, end what shape
would It have? Describe in your own words 0 éommon object or objects which when placed up In the sky would give the

seme appearance as the object which you saw,

CL/#J-’Z ALomninym 2 Lo [f7 dl/ﬂ#)#/&f’ - anﬂ&#/ﬂﬁ'

/a ) g ' _ '
M /""i"'&j“/ - WAL frige, _,/47,452151,/ Ll Drneall -
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Inclosed cre your letters from Mr. Mrs. nd Mrs.
which you loaned to the Air Foree investigators of your unie-

atified flying objeot aighting of 21 September 1958.

Your reporting of the incident, interest and the cooperation given
the Air Force investigators is greatly appreciated.
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- Sincerely,
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= o 42
Inclss H. K. GILBERT g, /<9’/
-= l. | - Colonel, UIAF //j
Deputy for Science
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25. Where were you lucated when you saw the object? 26. Were you (Circle One)
(Circle One):
a. Inthe business section of a city?
a.(nside a bm b. In the residential section of a city?
b. Ina car ¢« In open countryside?
¢. Outdoors d. Flying near an airfield?
d. Inan airplane e. Flying over a city?
e. At sea f, Flying over open country?
e TR R S O g. Other £24 L8 0 A Re £

.27. What were you doing at the time you saw the object, and how did you happen to notice it?
H” : ] : A A ' - ﬁﬁ‘ ’ . ¢ ‘. : A ! , 2 z_ .-f-‘ , ’ .
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28. IF you were MOVING IN AN AUTOMOBILE or other vehicle at the time, then complete the following questions:

28.1 What direction were you moving? (Circle One)

a. North ¢. Eost e. South g. West
b. Northeast d. Southeast f. Southwest h. Northwest

28.2 How fast were youmoving? — ______ ______ miles per hour.

28.3 Did you stop at any time while you were looking at the object?
(Circle One) Yes No

e e e e . ey = i —— — - __ S i

29. What direction were you looking when you first saw the object? (Circle One)
u c. East e. South g. West '
b. Northeast d. Southeast f. Southwest h. Northwest

30. What direction were you looking when you last saw the object? (Circle One)

0. _North :. e. South g. West

b. Northeast d. Southeast f. Southwest h. Northwest

31. If you are familiar with bearing terms (angular direction), try to estimate the number of degrees the object was
from true North and also the number of degrees it was upward from the horizon (elevation).

31.1 When it first appeared:

a. Fromtrue North ___________ degrees.
b. Fromhorizon _______ degrees.

31.2 When it disappeared:
a. From true North ~———— degrees, |




Page 6

32. In the following sketch, imagine that you are at the point shown. Place an “A™ on the curved line to show how
high the object was above the horizon (skyline) when you first saw it. Place a “B" on the same curved line to
show how high the object was above the horizon (skyline) when you last saw it.

33. In the following larger sketch place an A" at the position the object was when you first saw it, and a "B" at its
position when you last saw it. Refer to smaller sketch as an example of how to complete the larger sketch.

. ¥ |
e e i
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34. What were the weather conditions at the time you saw the object?

34,1 CLOUDS (Circle One) 34.2 WIND (Circle One)
a. Clear sky a.(No wind )
b. Hazy b. Slight breeze
c. Scattered clouds ¢. Strong wind
d. Thick or huuvy clouds d. Don't remember
el Don't rumambm_-_)
34.3 WEATHER (Circle One) 34.4 TEMPERATURE (Circle One)
a. ny a. 1[e |
b5, mist, or light rain (m.
¢. Moderate orheavy r«:;'nD c. Warm
dr 5nnw dl Hﬂ"‘
e. Don't remember e. Don't remember |

35. When did you report to some official that you had seen the object?

2/ ée’ﬁuz 4?:5 &

Day Year

—m—

38. Was anyone else with you ot thu time you saw the object?

(Circle One) Yes @
36.1 IF you answered YES, did they see the object too?
(Circle One) Yes No

36.2 Please list their names and addresses:

37. Was this the first time that you had seen an object or objects like this?

(Circle One) No |

37.1 IF you answered NO, then when, where, and under what circumstances did you see other ones? |

38. In your opinion what do you think the object was and what might have caused it?

g %zéif@ Ly /&c/ LMt/ L ?(wu/ xﬂ/zye -
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39. Do you think you can estimate the speed of the object? Ay LéL ot rev-eé ,ﬂ, AN t] LU

(Circle One) Yes [J‘f"”"’ ' M At //ai/

LrwdenZe ,,.4.. y. 5
IF you answered YES, then what speed would you estimate? . Ji %Lm p.h.

= L e e R e = = e —

40. Do you think you can estimate how far away from you the object was?

(Circle One)  ( YesD  No

IF you answered YES, then how far away wnu!d you say it was? SO - L2 feet.

41, Please give the following information about yourself:

NAME

l HIJ!LE&EI

ADDRESS

TELEPHONE NUMBE

What is your present job? Ll

Age _£L_ Stxhziﬁéézaz_

Please indicate any special educational training that you have had.

a. Grade :choul—.& e. . Technical school o
b, High school YD)

D ] 7 e YN i U R R i f. Other special training

d. Post graduate

42. Date you completed this questionnaire: ‘é YAl Z ../.. :

Y-nr
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U. S. AIR FORCE TECHNICAL INFORMATION SHEET
(SUMMARY DATA)

In order that your information may be filed and coded as accurately as possible, please use
the following space to write out a short description of the event that you observed. You may re-
peat information that you have already given in the questionnaire, and add any further comments,
statements, or sketches that you believe are important. Try to present the details of the observa-
tion in the order in which they occurred. Additional pages of the same size paper may be attached

if they are needed.
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Bty (Do Not Write in This Space)
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5 January 1959

%
ge 36, Mass,
Dear Dr-“

You and your family have my hopes for a happy and successful
New Year.

In our earlier telephone conversation I promised to send you a
wveekly summary of our activities, but after further thought I feel a bie
monthly summary would be sufficient, supplemented by telephone calls,
TviX's and letters on cases requiring immediate attention. If you have
any objections or suggestions to this procedure let me know at your

earliest convenience.

It has been some tine since you have been brought up to date,
therefore, I shall attempt to summrize the outstanding cases of the last
three months of 1958. I will not go invo figures for the period as they
may be obhtained from the inclosed chart covering the last six montha of

1958,
08002, 21 September 1958, Sheffield lake, Ohio

A housewife was awakened by an intense brignt light in her bed-
room. She rose to0 a standing position on the bed and from her window
viewed an object which she described as round (saucerelike) approximately
twventy feet in diameter and six feet high. The glowing object made several
oscillations in her front yard approximately six feet from the ground, and
then disappecared straight up moving at a very high rate of speed. The
witness stated that the sound associated with the object was a muffled

humning and whirring.

The Air Force investigators on the case discovered two light sources
which were in the vicinity of the witness' house during the time of the
reported sighting. The search light of a coast guard ship was thrown on
the coast in the vicinity of the witness' house and a train with an os~
cillating head and tail light passed the house at the same hour. The
weather at the time of the sighting was alternately mist and rain with
smoke and haze. AsS a result of these and the additional fact that the
witness watched a horror show (Dracula's Daughter) before retiring. and




was probably emotionally vulnerable, led the ATIC to conclude that the
witnoss was a victim of an illusion.

0323Z, 26 September 1958, Columbus, Miss. to Atlanta, Ga.

Object described aa a bright ball of fire with a tail and moving at
a very high rate of speed. Two of the eight witnesses claimed the object
was at an extremely low altitude (200«300 feet) and one witness, an off
duty CAP pilot, heard a roaring noise from the object. The weather at
the time of this sighting was clear. The ATIC concluded tnis object was
a meteor,

2 Septembe 8, Was ton, D C Pittsburgh, Pae

ObJject desoribed as round and flaming or burning very bright, with a
faint possibility of a tail and a roaring or fluttering sound. The object
was reported to be moving at a very high rate of speed., This object was
witnessed by twelve people and was reported to have struck the ground or
landed in both the Washington, D. C. area and the Pittsburgh area,

The ATIC concluied this object was a meteor.

0330Z, 26 October 1958, Lock Raven Dam (Baltimore), M,

Two civilians were taking a ride near the dam when, from a distance

estimated by the witnesses to be approximately 250 yerds, but which ine-
vestization proved to be approximately one mile, they s&aw an ob ject
hovering approximastely 125 feet over the super structure of the bridge.
The witnessesa estimoated the size of the object as approximately 100 feet
and a dull gray in color. The witnesses reported that as they got closer
it scamed the clectrical system of the oar was affected, the lights went
out and the motor wen!{ dead. Both witnesses got out of the car and were
greefed by a bright flash of ligcht accompanied by a thunder clep from the
vicinity of the object, then it began to rise vertically and in five or
ten ssocnds it had completely disappearsd. The witnesses were then able

t0 g6t thelr car started, make their way to a phone and report the aighting

to the Ground Observers Corps and the Towson Police Department. Both men

then proceeded to S5t. Josephs Hospital in Baltimore for a physical examinae

tion which had negative results.

The ATIC is presently chasing down the possibility of an escaped
captive balloon, however, this would lsave elements of the case unsolved.
This case lacks sufficient evidence for an accurate ecientific analysis.

Z, 28 obe 8, Charles 8. C. to Sav o

Object described as a bright burning bdball falling from the sky.
Wegther clear with )5 miles visibility. The ATIC concluded this was

a meteor.

Sincerely,

1l Incl: Robert J. Friend
Cy of Statiatiana =N ¥

. & .




UFO Sighting, Sheffie

SAFIS-3, Attn: Maj. L., J. Tacker 17 December 1958

AFCIN=-LE 1
AFCIN-4ELg/Maj. Friend/ac/69216/Bldg 828

1. Reference the questions outlined in Mr. ¥Jl$s letter of 7 December 1958,
to M/Gen. Fisher. The ATIC will not recommend any disciplinary action be taken against
the investigators. The ATIC feels that the investigation was adequate and intends no
further investigation of this case. A staff study of the UFO Program is presently
being prepared for presentation to the Commander of ATIC, this study does propose
aoﬁ‘g improvement in the Air Force's UFO investigative capability, but was in no sense

prompted by this case,

2. Reference the charges of criminal mishandling in Mr JANJIMR's letter and in
"The " Report ,* dated 21 September 1958, published by the UFO Research
Committee of Akron, Ohio. T/Sgt L. A. Haisten and T/Sgt V. J. Hof are both trained
investigators, Haisten having experience since 1948 and Hof since 1951. The following
paragraph dealing with the specific charges will substantiate the competence of the

investigators.

3. Omissions, errors and/or contradictions in "The NSV Report,” dated
21 September 1958, and published by the UFO Research Committee of Akron, Ohio are as

follows. Referenced page numbers are from the report.

a., (Page 1) No mention of the horror movie (Dracula's Daughter) which the
witness was viewing just before the sighting. It is the opinion of the ATIC that this
was a contributing factor to the emotional vulnerability of Mrs .diNDNIRS

be (Page 1) Witness mentions for the first time that window curtains were
made of heayy cloth,

ce (Page 3) The investigators did inform Mra.‘d that approximately
thirty (30) days would be required for the Air Force to get an answer to her. However,
they made no statement concerning the extent of the material wh ich would be made avail-

able to her,

d. (Page 3) T/Sgt Haisten questioned Mrs. N, for approximately two
to two and one-half hours. During approximately half of that time T/Sgt Hof and Mr.

Durant, of the UFO Research Committee were not present. T isten points out that
many more questions than those listed were asked of Mrs.

e. (Page 3) The Air Force investigators did not make a house to house check
in the neighborhood. It has already been pointed out that these men have considerable
experience, and in their opinion the evidence already collected precluded the necessity
of continuing investigation at additional expense,

f. (Pages 3 & L) It is assumed that MroWjsis the Mrs .Sl of Lorain

vho was contacted by the Air Force investigators and indicated that nothing unusual
noenrrad An the nicht Af Mee SRR - { 4 ne Mywe SRR ;. 3:irnend 4+~ &4~




UNCLASSIFIED

. ,l

R334 i Bl
g (Page L) The investigaﬁbr‘ai-'ih@ﬁ%ﬁ"-@ no one was home at th&Tp=
house, Contact would certainly have been made with Mrs, " had this been possible.

he (Page 6) The fact that this object was seen by another person from approxi-
mately the same vantage point does not rule out the illusion. The same illusion can be
experienced by more than one individual if the conditions are right. Mirages, and the
fact that there are so many successful magicians, is proof enough of this claim,

i, (Page 6) In obtaining a description of the item Mr. -admitted to
the Air Force investigators that he showed Mrs-h a drawing from Blue Book
for comparison. Small wonder that there is similarity between her description and the

item in Blue Book.

je The train time indicated here is not specified as EST or EDI'. The Air
Force investigators, however, recorded a train west bound at 2:54 EDT, the approximate
time of the sighting, while the station master's log indicates that the eastbound train,

mentioned in the {NNNNRrcport, passed at 2:52 EST (3:52 EDT) or 52 minutes after
the sighting.

ke (Page 8) The investigato:;s oint out that approximately 100 feet of track
can be seen from the window of Mrs. *bedrnom and that the train light would

not be blocked by houses or trees.

®. 1. (Page 8) The primary job of Haisten and Hof is investigation, they may or
may not offer a conclusion as a result of their findings. The resronsibility for the
analysis of all UFO cases lies with the ATIC., In no instance should investigators

hazard a conclusion for official publication as Air Force representatives,

me (Page 8) The Air Force conclusion stated that it was a combination of the
lights which was responsible for the illusion experienced by Mrs . SNGGERG- Air

-

L. The following statements align themselves with the alleged charges of blunders
conmitted by T/Sgt Haisten and T/Sgt Hof. Page 9 of *Tr iR port ."

a. The investigators indicate that the light can be seen from Mrs . SNENEGRGGEREN:
wvindowe

b. There was no claim that the light was reflected from clouds but was possibly
shown directly on the home of Mrs. Sgt Hof sta e made no commitment
concerning the impossibility of the light shining on Mrs house,

¥

¢. The impression of the investigators is that the light on Chief Schott's
ship is of the spot Jlight variety. A light source would iot be nearly as noticeable

in the lighted town as at the unlighted area of Mr home
d. Mrs.?did admit seeing a red glow on the night of the sighting,
however, she attributed this to reflections from the Ohio Edison Plant to the WNW of

her home. It is si to note that Mra.‘ home is approximately 3 miles
to the west of Mr placing Mrs, etween Mra.‘d the

Nhd a TAd aamn DYTanmsd
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e. No one was home to be contac.ted at tne :rego house.

f+« The report plays with words here. Mist is visible water vapor or rain
of very small droplets. The weather was obtained from the log of Chief Schott. The

Ohio Edison Plant is northwest of Mrs. @il house and also a source of smoke,
there was no specific claim that the smoke came from the U. S. Steel Company plant.

g+ (1) The Air Force investigators did not feel a house to house check was
necessary in view of evidence already obtained and expense involved.

(2) Mrs.""YR 123 already constructed a model made of paper plates
end a bowl which was shown to the sergeants along with a verbal description.

(3) T/Sgt Haisten obtained information concerning the motion of the

object from Mrs. "N This was during the period Mr as absent with

(4) The sergeants did take notes during the investigation and interview.
However, it should be noted that the trained interrogator is taught not to take, or to
take a minimum of notes. Witnesses are more prone to free talk if they feel there is
no record requiring exact recound,on their part in the future.

Y,

(5) The ATIC feels that it should once again be pointed out that the
apparent purpose of the UFO Research Committee, like most private organizations, is
to discredit the U. S. Covernmment and particularly the United States Air Force.

(6) The UFO Research Committee is claimed to be a scientific organization.
However, there are no indications of a high level of education within the organization.

(7) The ATIC stands firmly behind the investigators in this case. True
there were some additional phases of investigation which they could have carried out,
i.e., house to house check, but this would have resulted in additional expense to the
Air Force when in the judgment of these experienced men the collected evidence was
sufficient.

l Incl: ' He Ko GILBERT
Ltr dtd 7 Dec 58, Colonel, USAF
w/report of AFCIN-4E)
UFO sighting

C
0
P
) 4

rnﬂl‘ﬂ'{flT,g' R

n
ADED AT 2 YEAE
"”Wfawewn AP0 e

LN 1T T




T e e CO\
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ORIGIN OF BASIC | ; DATE
ASSIGNED BY
DATE i SR ‘wrz NO.
SUBJECT
(0@ VFO Sighting, MreNNNNNRNNNNNN (shotricld, Ohio)
ROUTING
Initial "IN" column to denote review prior to action. [Initial "OUT"™ column to denote reviev of completed
action. (X for action; ,~ for coordination,)
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FROM: | comMENT NO.
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COMMENTS (l'se reverse, if necessary)

LEL/Ma Fr%ﬁd/ac/G?ElG:/Bldg 828

le On 1l Ogt 8, the Air Technical Intelligence Center received a letter
from P&-%M Sheffield, Ohio, containing a report of her UFO
sighting on 21 SeptemBer 1958, and action was initiated on this date to have the case
inveatigated.,

2e Wa.qatatud in her report that on the morning of 21 September
1958, she was awakened by a very bright light which illuminated her bedroom at approx-

imately 0300 EDT. lLooking out of a bedroom window which faced her front yard, she
saw an object which was flat and circular with a dome shaped top. Object was approx-
imately 6 - 8 feet from the ground, moving slowly in a northerly direction; parallel
with the length of the house, and descending with a floating oscillating motion.

Ob ject was reported to be approximately 10 feet from the window when first sighted.
Witness insists the top of the object was clear to her in every detail, and that the
color reminded her of dull aluminum. The dimensions of the object were estimated to
be 20 feet in diameter and approximately 6 feet thick. Witness reports that the item
made several turns around the yard and then rose instantly out of sight. Total
elapsed time was estimated as five minutes,

3¢ Air Force investigators arrived in Shaffiold Ohio on 3 October 1958, con-

tacted Mrs SRS also initiated other ihisea of the investigation. Mrs,

SRS 2t 21l interviews was advised by Mr. a member of a

T e W -

B T [ ———




UFO Sighting, Sheffield Lake, Ohio (e

|
3\ Classification Cancelled
-\j ' ' 5 -
,{g SAFIS=3, ATTH: Maje L. J. Tacker
AFCIN=LE
N

Y le On 1 October 1958, the Air Technical Intelligonce Center received a letter
Q& from Mrudof Sheffield lLake, Ohio, containing a report of her

'\ sighting of an unidentified flying object on 21 September 10°80. Action was initiated
Q by the ATIC on this date to have this sighting investig.ted by the 1006th AIZS,

2. The goneral content of Kra. — 8 report ia that on the morning of
21 September 19558, she waa awakened by a very bright light which illuninated her
bedrocn at approximately 0,00 tUT. Looking out of a bedroom window which faced her
front yard, she saw an ol jcat wilch was flat and oircular with a done shaped top.
The object was apprroximately eix to eight feet from the ground, moving slovly in a
nartherly direction; parallcl with the length of the house, and descending with 2
floating oscillutip: rotione 7The ¢bject was rejported to be approxinctely ten fcetl
froa thio window winen £irst sighteds ra insista tne top of the ohject
was clear to her in every detail, and that tho color reminded her of dull alucinuz,.
\\_ The dimensions of the obujuct were eatimated to be 20 feet in diameter and ap roxie

mately 8ix feet thick,' 1iic item was reported to have made saveral turms around

‘: the yard and thon rose instautly out of sight. Total elapsed time was eatisated as

five minutes.

C/ - 9!4-"-/(79’

1. Tha Afr Foree iuvesticutors arrivoed in Cheffield Iake, Ohio on 3 Cetober
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sﬁiiui pagter at lorain, Ohio, revealed that a train passed the

!:1 _r . x_-‘: *h "'-". o
UEGLASS. ..
Lhe The general mocedure used in the investigation of this casc

vas to interview iirs. SNERMesnd other witnesses, both for infore
mation of the sighting and for evaluating the socurces; viasit the scene

of the sigshting, observe the phyusical layout, search for possible cone
ditions which could be responsible for the aighting, and to scan the
general area far possible more reuwote causea for the sighting,

5¢ In summry, the investigation revealed that a railroad track

ran near the howe of rirs. MMM Contact with i, *

houe at approxinately the houwr and date of ilirs.
Bighting. ''he train had an osecillating headlight and this li.ht could
have been seen by iira. P . Contact was elso made with Chief
Bosun kate Williun ogliott, Officer<In«Charge of the lorain Coast Cuard
Station. The olicl reported that he was using his gpotlight to atiract
the attention of another ship and that hi was directed toward
ghore in the general direotion of tn house. The tixe and
date of this inciiecnt coincide with those reported by iirs. Svenilliiiv
Mrs .ol Jorsing Ohio was contacted, but was unable to recall
anything unusual on the night of the reported sighting. [(irs.

another witness of lorain, Onio, was not available for interviev.

6. The wveatier at the tima of the sighting was intermittent wmiat
and rain with heze¢ and smoke, Weatheyr is always an important factor
because of its cdirect effects and the fact that it often allows for
indiroct conclusious (i.c., stars, plancts, etc. may be inmpediately
ruled out when there was a thick overcast at the time of the sighting)e

T My mpressed the Alr Force investigators as being
nervous, emotiounnl, apd iupressionablese At times during tiie interview
the witness waa on the brink of te=ys, and gave other indications of a
bighly emotional atute. 7icy to retiring the witness had watched a
horror movie on television (Iracula's Daughter) which probably contrie
buted to her emotionul ptate.

- B8 Investisstion further disclosed that t&'a-* received
letters from othLir selfeaprointed i) experts concerning her aightinge.
These lettors sll inferred thit iirs, WA -2y have been harmed
in some way, ani were toned for encouragenent to virs AN and
gll dircoted toward discrediting the U. 5. Covermment and particularly
the Air Foroe. (Inclse. 3, 4 & 5)

9, Mrs adzdited that the letter and report which
she sent to the Air uechnicol intelligence Center was prepared by .ir,

YT, ¢ opinion of tue investigators, and shared by the
ATIC, ia that tiis individual bad consideraebls influcnce upon the repcrt

and subsoguent ccoitliong of ;the ! witnense

10, The 111‘{1...11;15!1!;: I'B, T/-JLt Le A, llaisten and T/ t_.,t Ve !Tl 1:01..
me=e stntinnad .1 wrnichteiptterson alr ¥Yorce llase, end it waga cumrm.in.nt-




"H*.-ih s
case. Iffectively the seyr . cauls hud nothin.g, to add only to substane

tiate the information vhich 18 contained in thei;: report and to deny

the cisiums against thew in "Tho WM lcport,® which was pube
lished by the ULV l.esearch Camalttee of Akron, Ohiocs(Incl. 6)

11. The following are omissions, errors and/or contradictions
in *TheomiBNe i oport,* dated 21 September 1958. Tlieferenced
page nunbers arve irom the reporti

B (iuge 1) No mention of the horror movie (Dracula's
Daughter) which the witness was viewing just before tho sichting. It
is the opinioa of tae ATIU that this was a contributing factor tc the

enotional vulacrebility of lro. NN

be (lnge 1) uitness mentions for the first time that vindow
ouwrtaing were iave of heavy cloth.

6. {iuge 3) The inveatigators did inform Vrs. NGG_
that approximately 30 days would be roquired for the Alr Farce to get
an anaver $0 hor. Lowever, they made no statexant concerning the
extent of the toterial which would be made available to here.

de (Page 3) T/5ct Haisten qQuestioned lirs ~NNNENRM-Cor
apmoxinately two to two and one half hours. During aprroxiaately
half of that tiuc 1/Sgt riof and ilre of the UFC Research
Camittee, werc nct presente 7/9gt sten points out that many more
qQuestions than tuose listed were asked of iirs. NN

e, (Page 3) The Air Force investigators did not make a
house to house check in the neighborhood. It haa already beean pointed
out that these men have considerable experieonce, and in their opinion
the evidence alrcady collected precluded the necesssity of continuing
investigation at additional expensee

fo (luges 3 & 4) It 18 assumed taat Mra. is the Frs,
, of Lorein vho was contacted by tie Air ¥Force eaticators

and indicated ta:t nothing wousual occurrecd on the night of irs.
BilabinNge +L0e & {ndicated to the investigators
hat the red ( iow siie saw wus {rom the nills, an opinion shared by
the sergeants.

e (iage 4) The investigators indicate ttat no one was
at the h\u_ e, Gontact would certeianly have lLeen mnde with i'rs.

W had this been posoiblee

he (isze 6) The fact that tuis ob jcot was scen by another
person from apjroxiicaiely the sase vanbage point does not rule out
the illusicne 4o s illuslon can Lo experienced by more than one
individual 1f tho conditions are righte lrages, and the fact thut
thera are 80 LUy suscwssful magiociuns, is rroof enough of thls claim,




i. (rage 6) In obtainin: a desoription of the item Mr.
admittod to the Alr Force investigators that he snowed i,
a drawing from Blue Book far couparison. Small vonder that there ia
Bimilarity between her description and the item in Blue Book.

J. (Fage 8) The train time indicated here 15 not specified
ag I5T or IDT. The Air force investigators; however, recorded a train
west bound at 2:54 EUL, the ap;rox:lmto timo of the sighting, while the

statd R =2y an
*The ! B . cair. - bRk SR ites
aftey

| itely
200 { 'a bede
room : R }rees,

TR o T R LR W L 1stie

eati( Mr
£ind{ >0 ST -. ' lien
with : | : _ ‘ slusion
for { ‘

. s 8 a
comb| o m expers
iensi ) . ~ : i that
the | .
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12, The follovwing statements align themselves with the alleged
charges of blunders comnitted by T/3S:t Haisten and T/Sgt liof (Fage 9

of *"ThendiSPUIER R crort )1

a. The investigators indicate that the light can be seen

from MrsviP™ viniov.

b. There was no claim that the light wvas reflected from
clouds, but vas possibly shown directly on the home of Mrs. dNRG_G—_—_.|.

Sgt Hof states he made no nt congcerning the impossibility of
the light shining on lirs. 8 house.

¢. The imression of the investigators is that the licght on
Chief Schott's ship is of the spotlizht variety. A light source would

not be nearly aa noticeable in the lighted town es at the unlighted arca
of l-lra-*l home e -

did adnit secing a red glow on the night of

d. lirs.
the sighting) however, she attributed thiis to roflections from the Ohio
jdleson Flant to the WM of herx home, It is siznificsnt to note that lMrs.
YWEE* s hone 18 approxdmately three miles to the west of Mrs.
SRR, »lacing uas. YNEEERPLetveon rs. JHNEREENand the Ohio
Ldison Plant. e

e R ——— .. — -




i. (rage 6) In obtaining a desoription of the item ir.
admittod to the Air Force investigators that he snowed I-E“J
& drawing from Blue Book fur comparison. Small wonder that there ia
8imilarity betweon her description ani the item in Blue bBook.

J. (Fage 8) Ths train time indicated here is not specified
Ag ST or IEDT. Tae Alr force investigatorsj however, recorded a train
weat bound at 2:54 EUV, the apmroximate time of the sighting, wvaile the
stati er's log indicates that the eastbound train, mentioned in
’ teport®, passed at 2:52 EST (3:52 EDT) or 52 minutes

after the sigating.

ke (Fage 8) The investigators point out that a ximately
100 feet of track can be seen from the window of irs. bod =
room and that the train lMght would not be blocked by housea or trees,

l. (Yage 8) The prinary job of Haisten and Hof is investi-
gationj they mmay or may not offer a conclusion as a result of their

findinge. The responsibllity for the anslysis of all Ur0 cases lies
vith the ATIC. In no instance should investigators hazard a conclusion

for official publication as Air Force representatives,
m. (Fage 8) Tae Air Force conclusion stated that it was a

gombination of the lights which was responsible for the illusion expere
iensced by Mr « Air Yorce investigators v.ere informed that
the light on Chicsd cehott's ship 13 receil hevmed.

' r ; Pﬂr- 12 1"} m
chax : ge 9
of * 12. The o]'.lo tatements disprove the ~
charges in thaﬂnuport that T/S t
Haisten and T/Sgt Hof committed blunders in i
{rom conducting the investigation of this case. (Page 9
of "ThoEEN Reportt) .
clou This change was requested by Mr. Wiiiiiilir . and A .
Sgt | Ma jor Friend notified Major Tacker 8 May 1959, y of
the | by telephone.

U"‘m\ ﬁQS\ ‘ED ' bt on
of l-l ; Cm

de o. deWaid cdanit secing: a red glow on the night of
the sighting houervcr. she attributed this to roflectiong from the Ohio

jJdison ~lant to tle W I of hex home., It 18 significant to note that lirs,

home 18 anmroduately three miles to the west of Mrs,
o placing .xs, betwo&n Vs and the Chio

Idison Plnnt .

- "_“-"h-*_.#_m




e. No one was home to be contacted at tho@iiilfk house.

f« The report plays with words here. Mist is visible vater
vepor or rain of very swall droplets. The vweather was obtained from the
log of Chief Schott. '"he OUhio Fdison Flant is northwest of iirse.
house and also a source of smore; there was no specifio
claim that the smoke cawe from the U. Se Stecl Company plente.

g« (1) The Air Force investigators did not feel a house to
bhouse check was necessary in view of evidence already cbtained and
expense involved.

(2) lirs ~oogNLed alrcedy constructed a model made
of papsr plates and a bowl which was shown to the sergeants, along with
a verbal description.

(3) T/5.% Haisten obtained information concerning the
mot don of the object from vrs. SR This was during the period
Mr . vas abscnt wvith 1/5gt Hof,

(4) The sergeants did take notes during the investiga-
tion and interview. tlowever, it should bs noted that the trained
interrogatar is taught not to teke, or to take a minimun of notes.
witnosses are more prone to freec talk if they feel there isa no record
requiring exact recount on their part in the future.

13. The mon assigned to investigate this case are both well
trained and experienced investigators. T/Sgt Haisten having experience
since 19,8 and T/5gt Hof since 1951.

1. 'This report, liks all othera upon reaching the ATIC, 4s first
given general consideration; does the description and characteristics
indicate the oblect is probably an aircraft, bvalloon, meteor, ete., If
the description and characteristics places the item in a gereral catee
gory, then steps ere taken t0 determine if such an object or aircraft
was in the arca at the tice of the sightinge Neoxt it is inapected with
& view tovard its special recuirenents; i.¢., laboratory analysias, if
any mateorial acocoxnpaniesa the report, or if it requires a specianlist
$0 conduet the enalysis) i1.e. astrononer, phyaicist, etc. The fact
that the Aerial ihewnena Croup is a puart of the Alr Sclence ivision,
ard with the laboratories of the Wright Alr Developrcnt Center located
on the vri;hte,ntteraon . ir rorce Base, makes this typre cof scientifio
and technical surpart icmadiately available; further the Alr Force has
under coatract a noicd aslro-rhysicist for consultant services to this
projoect. The ATIC approach to tae analysis of these ccses is ns
soientific as t..e cvidaace allows, and vhenever noecesawy the analyst
i8 a specialist. In considering lrs. NEEEERCc:0° it 18 the
opinion of the /VTC that .rs. Sl ond her JAlanpumuninhan.er e
victins of an fllusion. This 1llusion resulting from the combimation
of lichts from the truin axl possibly the coast guard hoat, the roar




K.
1}
conditions. It 48 not

from the train and the prevailing weather
imilar vangage points %0

uncomron for persons having the same or 6
experience she same illusione Further, it is the opinion of the
t{o national goourity or & danger of any

ATIC that there was Do threat
kind sssociated with virs R 8iuhting.

15. 7This case was analyzed by a man with a background in
astronony and physicse

16- Te iMlﬂﬂﬂ!

letter from v EEE s,

and it 18 requested that they be ret
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'Saucer' Terrifies Housewif
e 4 From First Page Clarence E. Hambly said he|vicinity of the Fitzgerald home
P2 'm not notified of the sight-|had seen the “saucer.”

From that point on, his ac-|ing and had not had any| Fitzgerald and this reporter
pioss g ‘count of the incident agreed|“saucer” reports from anyone examined the ground over
el o with his s*epmother’s. else. which the object reportedly
Both also said that the| A check of neighbors re- traveled and could not find
Sl “saucer” made a whirring noise. vealed that no one else in thelanything unusual.

3 § Then, as it left, the noise took| ™ S ——
B, on a muffled, whining sound.
Y = John demonstrated with a
Vs as Jow whistle, increasing in
IR, pitch, together with a hum.
SRein Not Seen by Others
Lo 3 The “saucer” was described
: N\ i as round from a top or bottom|
B O Ty view and oval from a side view
| B - 32 R e with a rounded cap on top. It
ﬁ 9% g i Was about eight feet in diam-
hifaea s o6 s 4 . eter, they said, and about three
A -\ N - 4 5 @, feet high.

) : . '3;;‘ 7 el % & g §omd Mrs. Fitzgerald said it had
PR ¥ "‘ s i A i F _ 3 i openings on both sides in which
% g ooy | ST AT lF SIS iay Ihesaw 2 series of small tubes

, % 5 J‘u'..- T IR § | Rvis: ~ % “jke small exhaust pipes.”

ke aly Fs ____f_:;j;:-, F S Eﬁ : &“ f-- Sheffield Lake Police Chief
¥ ;__ _;*."""‘_“.? 1 a0 1;. 2 ‘,:
& Y e ,ﬁ-"ﬁ “¢

o e g
;
- . N
; i 8 B e i S 2 F
BT R s : PSR w

i Mrs. William H. Fitzgerald John Fitzgerald
~ Fitzgerald :

Sheffield Lake family examines mock-up

of “saucer.” |
\ 4 Plain Dealer Staff Photo |
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| (September 21st).
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RESEARCH ON
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responsible for bringing * this
weeks Flying Saucer story to
print. In his Monday morning
news broadcast he mentioned a

| sighting by Mrs. William Fitz-

gerald of Sheffield Lake, Ohio,

_Feeling that this event deserv-
ed a follow-up, especially be-

fore some government official
could arrive to advise her not to
discuss the sighting, I put in a
long distance call.

Mrs. Fitzgerald lives in a hous-
ing development where there

are about 85 homes, indicating
not much territory between
houses. She had gone to bed
Sunday shortly before 3 A.M.
Suddenly a
brilliant light shone through her
closed draperies with such In-

l

tensity that she was forced to
shield her eyes and bury them
in her pillow. When the light
disappeared she ran to the win-
dow. There about seven or eight
feet above her lawn was a full-
fleged UFO. Mrs. Fitzgerald
knew nothing about such phen-
omena, I'm sure she had no de-
sire to see one, and has less de-
sire to see one again. To me she
sounded like a woman who was
scared stiff. She said she felt as
if everything inside of her
changed location for good,

Not being much good on guess-

Iing sizes she did her best to give

approximate measurements. .She
thought the object might have
been eight feet in diameter and
three feet through. She described
it as looking like two paper
plates placed edge to edge and
topped with a soup dish. It was
a dull aluminum color, the only
illumination coming from an ex-
haust which gave off a grayish

pink hue sufficient to show off|

L R TR TR LY TITIL ||"IIII|IHII'HIIIHIHIIHIIIIlllllnlnllilllllllunuuu““"."““ Tl
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nidentified Flying Ubiecfs

By Lillian Crowner Desguin
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Bob:  Adkins of WTVN radio is|
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the form of this object.

She watched it for several
minutes as it did various antics,
as well as hovering here and
there. This saucer-shaped ship
even went around her house and
over in her neighbors yard. Hav-
ing played long enough, the UFO |
went straight up, disappearing
into what no doubt, must be
heaven.

Apparently, Mrs. Fitzgerald's
ten year old son was awakened
by the light, as he saw the ship
from his own bedroom. He ran

o

to awaken his father before shul

was able to navigate that far.

A mother's main concern is the
safety of her children, and this
was certainly what bothered
Mrs. Fitzgerald. After assuring

her that I didn’t feel that this

was a Russian invention or that! |
it was going to harm her chil- }

dren, 1 believe she felt relieved.

Any one would have to be the
world champion cynic to talk to
this woman and believe that she
had made up such a tale for
publicity’s sake!

I am sorry I haven't an answer
to give to this sighting. The best
I could do would be to give sev-
eral possibilities, and this will
not be forthcoming in the near
future. I can say that there are
many sightings which describe
a brilliant spotlight sometimes

turned on by UFO's. A woman
who lives on Harrisburg Pike
saw one of these ships Cross a
cornfield, with a light so bril-
liant that every clod of dirt
could be seen around the new
young corn. I wouldn’t even carc
to venture a guess as to whether
this ship was occupied or not, I
believe either answer 1s possible.
|

e e ——

|
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Terrifies S
1 !
Terrified und shaken by their
|stepson yesterday related a
Mrs. Willlam H. Fitzgerald.
than five minutes at close
Tears filled her eyes, still
as she told of unsuccessfully

ﬂ,lg,-‘lf
Flyine
Flying
By ALLEN D. ASHBOLT

Lorain County Correspondent
|experience, a Sheffield Lake
housewife and her 10-year-old
weird account of a 3 a.m. visit
by a “flying saucer.”

|

934 East Drive, said she
watched the object for more
range after a brilliant light
| roused her from her bed.
reddened from crying until
dawn following the experience,
trying to wake her husband, an
unemployed truck driver,

help her through the ordeal.

“I had just gone to bed after
the last movie on TV," she said,
when a brilliant white glare

e — e ———————

Saucers on Top of Dracula,

heffield Lake Woman‘

to

il |

ﬂ

closed window drapes. The
movie was “Dracula's Daugh-

ter."”

Blinded at first, she hid her
head under the pillow until the
light subsided. Then she stood
on her bed, looked through the
window and watched the "'sau-
cer” glide over her driveway.

It hovered a foot above a
neighbor's lawn, suddenly
glowed, and discharged a cloud
of “heavy pinkish - grayish -
purplish smoke from the sau-
cer's back and sides,” she said.

It then swept in a curve onto
Mrs. Fitzgerald's front lawn,
she said, and rose to about
seven feet above the ground.

After it completed two short
circular mancuvers, she lost
sight of it, she said, when it

L T,

 ————

Mrs. Fitzgerald, 28, said her
daughter, Christy Lynn, 7, and
her husband slept peacefully as
she watched what she described
as “the most horrible lookinz
thing” she had ever scen. “It
was terrifying,” she said.

Mer stepson, John, a fourih

grade student at Milford Ele-}
mentary School in Cleveland.!
was spending the weekeng,
visiting his father, He was ing
the next bedroom, also at thc%
front of, the house, and hap-
pened to be awake when the
“saucer’” made its early-murnz

ing appearance.
Since his small bedroom wind

dow was above his eye levei
he explained, he could not seq
the object until he stepped ot
a wall heat register. By thail
time, he said, it was emitting

!

sped straight up into the sky

her bedroom through th

filled

e
i

over the top of her home.

i —_—

the cloud of smoke. i

(Continued on Page 9. Column R}
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Monday Eve.

Dear Mrs. ST —

I have written up your story for this weeks paper, and if I do
not find that you have sent for a subscription will send you a
clipping. I forgot to ask you if there was any noise involved and
take for granted there wasn't, but I should have asked ! Most ships
make no noise but now and then they do, so it is quite important,
Also I'm wondering whether the Air Force or anyone will get to you and
suggest you do not give out your story. This happens, and I'll surely ,
appreciate it if you will keep me informed. I do wish we had time for
a few hours talk. I would be glad to share the material I have found 4
out, but I find that generally no one believes you anyway, so it's
almost useless,

Am almost tempted to drive up to see you as yours is one of the
best sightings. Do let me hear from you on any points you have forgotten
to mention, no matter how slight. Sometimes they have more importance h

Sincerely,

!';-_‘h-'.iﬂl‘-';.-lu'-""l Ll R gt | j—
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UFO Reports, Cleveland Area

SAFISe3 ‘tajor Tacker 10 Oct 58

AFCINeLTL |
Lil/¥ej Friend/ac/69216/Bld; 828

1. This Center cnecked with Flight Test Center, “ADC, conderning test flichts
around Cleveland areads ihe ALl (eater was {uformed taat f£iignt tests are conducted

{n restricted arca ii=1CY9, cast of Layton, and nons in thae Cleveland area,

2. Bailoons are relessed from all over tue Jnited sStates, some mmall, some very
largee The lorge balloons will travel thousands of miles from tae leunching site
before voning downs o—woe of tueso launchings are unsoncduled, and are S0 NUWIOrous
as to preclude cacckiug wita ull toe airporis that might release balloons.

e A thorouh cueox of tae ATIC files failed to reveal any reports of unidentie
fied flying objecis in e vieVelaid &rea on the 1ota or 1l9Yih of August 1954.

§ Incla: - He K¢ GILBERT
le¢ Ltr fr House of iWep A colonel, UJAF

2¢ Cy 1ltr ¥ AsvlinelyL
3¢ Oy 1
e Cy 1t |




b4

Inveatigation revealed that a railrocad track ran near the home
of Mrs.

P. The night of Mrs. Sl sichting a train

i passed the house at approximately the same hour of the reported sighting.
The train-had a rotating headlight which under some conditions would pro-
| duce unusual effecta. Contact was also made with Chief Bosun iiate William
r' Schott of the Lorain Coast Guard Station. Chief Schott reported that he
wap using his spotlight in an attempt to attract the attention of another

ship, and that the light was directed toward shore in the general direc- |
tion of Mrs, ouses The time and date of this incident i

|
"
j coincide with those reported by Mrs. Mr st of Lorein,
[ Ohio, a'witness listed in Mrs. 8 report, couldn't recall any-
|
E

thing unusual on the night of the reported sighting. Vr.@llls another |
witness of lorain, Ohio, was not available for interview. The weather
at the time of the incident was a misty rain with haze and smoke.

5e Mr‘ impressed the Air Force investigators as being
nervous, emotional and impressionable. At times during the interview
the witness was on the brink of tears and gave other indications of a
highly emotional state.

6. MrsR 2dmitted that the letter and report which she
sent to the Air Technical Intelligence Center was prepared by I .k s
o« The opinion of the Air Force investigators, and shared by '
the ATIC, is that this individual had considerable influence upon both
the report and subsequent actions of the witness, ,

7« Investigation further disclosed that Mrs. Sl received
letters from other self-appointed UFQ experts concerning her experience.
These letters are all written in a tone of encouragement to Mrs.
S 2nd all directed toward discrediting the U. S. Government
and particularly the U, S. Air Force. Thermofax copies of these letters
are inclosures to this correspondencee.

e e T R e -

8. The conclusions of the Air Force investigators is that the L
combination of moving lights, noise of the train, prevailing weather and
the emotional condi the witness accounts for the illusion exe
, perienced by Mrs. The Air Technical Intelligence Center,
| after evaluation of the evidence in this case, concurs with the con- |
clusions of the investigators.

————

9. Mrs. original letter and report to the Air Technical
Intelligence Center is also an inclosure to this correspondence. This
letter requires an answer directly to Mrs.

-
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SIGHTING: One of the best
sichtings to come to our ate
tention in & long time 1is
one from Sheffield Lake,
Ohio, that occurred on Sept.
2lst. According to the local
newgpapers, Mr: . SNNGGNGG

o votched & flying

saucer at very close range
for more than five mimites
early that wmorning, aftor a
brilliant light from the UFO
had roused har from her bed,
She watched the object ap it
glided along zlowly about a
foot above her neighbor's
drivewey, It was geen <o
discharge a cloud of "heavy
pinidsh-gray purplish smoke!

It then swept in a curve on-
‘o Nre P" front
lawn, and rose to about sev-

en feet above the ground,
Thereupon it made two cire
cular manouvers, and shot
straight up inteo the sky,
out of sight, Mrs,

F fusbsnd and daughe
, @lthough in the saze

room, did not see the object; bul her uw vho was thought ¢to be
sleoping petcefully 1n the nexi room, did see the UF0 ~ aud the next duy his
story tallied with hers, The saucer was described as round from a top or bot-
tem view and cval from & side view, with a rounded cap cr top. It was about
oight feetl in diamster end tnree feet high, and had openings cn btoth sides, in
wvhich Nrs.giiiPpemly c2v & saries of small tubes "like small exhaust pipes.*
- Fortunately for saucer fans, this sighting was given a therough first-hand
investigation by an Chio saucer group called the UFO Research Comaittee of
Akron,who have prapared & thirteen page report on sll aspects of the incident,
Unfortunately, spece limitations prevent us from repreducing this repert even
in sunmary form, but it is an extremely well-done job, and we heartily recom-
mend 4t to all our readers. In additien to containing many details of the
sichting that the newepapers did not carry, the report shows the sloppiness or
tho downrizht unfeirness of the Air Force's investigation ¢f tha incident, The
Air Forco® c¢ame up with an "explanation® of the sighting that simply does not
conform to the fasts,und if thias is typicsl of their investigotion precedures,
it is euny Lo mee how (the2y fre now able to seolve ovar G0% of all sightinge
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Galley 103—The world of flying saucers

gated, She enclosed a three-page summary prepared by members
of the UFO Research Committee of Akron, and added, “I assure
you that I will contact my congressman about this matter if some
action is not taken soon to explain it.”

The alleged UFO had appeared at about 3 A.M. in the yard of
the one-story, two-bedroom house occupied by Mrs. Fitzgerald and
her husband. She had been sitting up alone watching television
and had gone to bed at the end of the late movie. The bedroom
window was shut and the window curtains were closed. Outside,
the night was dark; the moon had set, there were no street lights,
and none of the neighboring houses was lighted. Lying with her
arm over her eyes, trying to get to sleep, she suddenly realized that
the room was illuminated and stood up on the bed to look out of
the window.

According to her account, a disk-shaped object with a hump in
the middle, a dull aluminum in color, was moving across the yard
at a height of about five feet. The object did not glow and did not
have lights on it; she could not determine the source of the light
that made it visible to her. About twenty to twenty-two feet in
diameter and about six feet high, the UFO moved north across the
driveway into a neighbor’s yard, losing altitude on the way until
it was only one foot above the ground. At a distance of fifty feet, it
stopped and floated motionless for several seconds while pink-gray
smoke billowed out from two openings in the rim and illuminated
the UFO. Each opening contained seven pipes. The smoke did not
come from the pipes but from the openings from which the pipes
projected. The object then moved back into the witness’s yard,
rising to a height of five feet. No longer emitting smoke, it made
two quick clockwise turns with a radius of about three feet, and
rose straight up. The roof of the house, jutting out over the window,
cut it from further view. During the entire time of the sighting,
about thirty-six seconds, she had heard a muffled noise like that of
a jet engine warming up. She had tried several times to waken
her husband, by kicking him, but without success. When the object
had gone, she went back to bed and slept.

When she awoke at 11:00 the next morning and mentioned her
experience to the family, she learned that ten-year-old John Fitz-
gerald, sleeping in the second bedroom, had also seen a strange
light. He had apparently wakened during the night to go to the
bathroom and had returned to bed, when he saw a bright light
shining into his room and heard an unusual noise. Climbing up on
the radiator to look out of his window, he saw something the color
of a tin cup moving across the yard. After watching for a few sec-
onds until the light had gone, he went to bed and to sleep.

Puzzled by the incident, Mrs. Fitzgerald telephoned the local
newspaper, the Lorain Journal, and the story appeared in several
Ohio newspapers. Members of the Akron Committee, one of whom
lived in the nearby town of Lorain, soon arrived to question her
and prepare the summary of her experience; other witnesses in
Lorain were reported to have seen the same UFO.

Even at first glance, the situation presented several unusual
features. The witness had delayed more than a week before notify-
ing Air Force investigators, yet she threatened to notify her con-
gressman unless some action were taken soon. She had not waited
for action, however, but by the same mail had written to her con-
gressman requesting him to obtain an explanation from the Air
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gated. She enclosed a three-page summary prepared by members
of the UFO Research Committee of Akron, and added, “I assure
you that I will contact my congressman about this matter if some
action is not taken soon to explain it.”

The alleged UFO had appeared at about 3 A.M. in the yard of
the one-story, two-bedroom house occupied by Mrs. Fitzgerald and
her husband. She had been sitting up alone watching television
and had gone to bed at the end of the late movie. The bedroom |
window was shut and the window curtains were closed. Outside,
the night was dark; the moon had set, there were no street lights, |
and none of the neighboring houses was lighted. Lying with her
arm over her eyes, trying to get to sleep, she suddenly realized that
the room was illuminated and stood up on the bed to look out of
the window.

According to her account, a disk-shaped object with a hump in f
the middle, a dull aluminum in color, was moving across the yard |
at a height of about five feet. The object did not glow and did not |
have lights on it; she could not determine the source of the light |
that made it visible to her. About twenty to twenty-two feet in |
diameter and about six feet high, the UFO moved north across the |
driveway into a neighbor’s yard, losing altitude on the way until |
it was only one foot above the ground. At a distance of fifty feet, it
stopped and floated motionless for several seconds while pink-gray
smoke billowed out from two openings in the rim and illuminated |
the UFO. Each opening contained seven pipes. The smoke did not |
come from the pipes but from the openings from which the pipes
projected. The object then moved back into the witness’s yard,
rising to a height of five feet. No longer emitting smoke, it made
two quick clockwise turns with a radius of about three feet, and
rose straight up. The roof of the house, jutting out over the window,
cut it from further view. During the entire time of the sighting,
about thirty-six seconds, she had heard a muffled noise like that of
a jet engine warming up. She had tried several times to waken
her husband, by kicking him, but without success. When the object
had gone, she went back to bed and slept.

When she awoke at 11:00 the next morning and mentioned her
experience to the family, she learned that ten-year-old John Fitz-
gerald, sleeping in the second bedroom, had also seen a strange
light. He had apparently wakened during the night to go to the
bathroom and had returned to bed, when he saw a bright light
shining into his room and heard an unusual noise. Climbing up on
the radiator to look out of his window, he saw something the color
of a tin cup moving across the yard. After watching for a few sec-
onds until the light had gone, he went to bed and to sleep.

Puzzled by the incident, Mrs. Fitzgerald telephoned the local
newspaper, the Lorain Journal, and the story appeared in several
Ohio newspapers. Members of the Akron Committee, one of whom
lived in the ncarby town of Lorain, soon arrived to question her
and prepare the summary of her experience; other witnesses in
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4. Other factors. (a) Between midnight at 4 A.M. a Coast Guard
cutter equipped with an eight-inch spotlight had been plying back
and forth on Lake Erie searching for an overdue cabin cruiser. At |
about 3 A.n. the cutter had been headed east toward Lorain, reach-
ing there at 3:15, had then continued east beyond Sheffield to Avon,
before turning back to the Lorain lifeboat station and berthing at
4 AM. (b) At 2:52 AM. a train had left the Lorain railroad station,
roughly three miles from the Fitzgerald house. Eight minutes later
it would have been passing south of the house at a distance of about
100 yards. The engine was using a rotating headlight.

From these facts it was possible to reconstruct the probable
sequence of events that produced the UFO: In the hour or so before
the sighting, the witness had been sitting up alone watching the late
movie on TV. The film that night was a horror movie, Dracula’s
Daughter. About 3 AM., soon after the witness had gone to bed,
the Coast Guard cutter on Lake Erie was traveling east toward
Lorain, was very near the harbor and was flashing its spotlight
toward shore. The light had briefly illuminated the two bedrooms
of the Fitzgerald house and had roused Mrs. Fitzgerald. At that
distance, between three and four miles, the beam would have
spread and would have been dispersed still more by the drops of
rain falling. By the time Mrs. Fitzgerald reached the window and
pulled back the curtains, the searchlight was gone. At the same
time, however, the train that left Lorain at 2:52 was passing south
of the house, using its rotating headlight and producing a roaring
noise made more piercing by the moist atmosphere. Looking
through the wet glass of the window, the witness saw the beam
of the train's headlight moving through the haze in the yard. Smoke ,
from the nearby foundry was also being blown into the yard. Il- |
luminated by the circular beam of light, the smoke seemed to be a |
glowing, solid object that moved back and forth and emitted clouds |
of gray-pink smoke. |

In summary, the Air Force concluded that Mrs. Fitzgerald's UFO
was an illusion produced by a combination of factors: an excited
frame of mind induced by Dracula’s Daughter, the spotlight on
the Coast Guard cutter, the rotating headlight of the train and, the
noise of its engine, the smoke from the nearby steel plant, and the
haze of the drizzly night.

This analysis provoked an explosion from the witness, who wrote
her congressman: “I was outraged when I read the Air Force con-
clusion to my sighting. The person who made it must be insane.”

“The Fitzgerald Report”

The UFO Rescarch Committee compiled and on December 1
published a thirteen-page pamphlet (later reissued in amplified
form and copyrighted) entitled: “The Fitzgerald Report, A Com-
plete and Detailed Account of the Sighting of an Unidentified
Flying Object, Shefficld Lake, Ohio, September 21, 1958.” This docu-
ment charged “duplicity” in the Air Force treatment of UFO re-
ports in general, and asserted that the Fitzgerald investigation in
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4. Other factors. (a) Between midnight at 4 a.m. a Coast Guard
cutter equipped with an cight-inch spotlight had been plying back
and forth on Lake Erie scarching for an overdue cabin cruiser. At
about 3 A.M. the cutter had been headed east toward Lorain, reach-
ing there at 3:15, had then continued east beyond Sheffield to Avon,
before turning back to the Lorain lifeboat station and berthing at
4 AM. (b) At 2:52 A, a train had left the Lorain railroad station,
roughly three miles from the Fitzgerald house. Eight minutes later
it would have been passing south of the house at a distance of about
100 yards. The engine was using a rotating headlight.

From these facts it was possible to reconstruct the probable
sequence of events that produced the UFO: In the hour or so before
the sighting, the witness had been sitting up alone watching the late
movie on TV. The film that night was a horror movie, Dracula’s
Daughter. About 3 a.nM., soon after the witness had gone to bed,
the Coast Guard cutter on Lake Erie was traveling east toward
Lorain, was very near the harbor and was flashing its spotlight
toward shore. The light had briefly illuminated the two bedrooms
of the Fitzgerald house and had roused Mrs. Fitzgerald. At that
distance, between three and four miles, the beam would have
spread and would have been dispersed still more by the drops of
rain falling. By the time Mrs. Fitzgerald reached the window and
pulled back the curtains, the searchlight was gone. At the same
time, however, the train that left Lorain at 2:52 was passing south
of the house, using its rotating headlight and producing a roaring
noise made more piercing by the moist atmosphere. Looking
through the wet glass of the window, the witness saw the beam
of the train’s headlight moving through the haze in the yard. Smoke
from the nearby foundry was also being blown into the yard. Il-
luminated by the circular beam of light, the smoke seemed to be a
glowing, solid object that moved back and forth and emitted clouds
of gray-pink smoke.

In summary, the Air Force concluded that Mrs. Fitzgerald’s UFO
was an illusion produced by a combination of factors: an excited
frame of mind induced by Dracula’s Daughter, the spotlight on
the Coast Guard cutter, the rotating headlight of the train and the
noise of its engine, the smoke from the nearby steel plant, and the
haze of the drizzly night.

This analysis provoked an explosion from the witness, who wrote
her congressman: “I was outraged when I read the Air Force con-
clusion to my sighting. The person who made it must be insane.”

“The Fitzgerald Report”

The UFO Research Committee compiled and on December 1
published a thirteen-page pamphlet (later reissued in amplified
form and copyrighted) entitled: “The Fitzgerald Report, A Com-
plete and Detailed Account of the Sighting of an Unidentified
Flying Object, Sheflield Lake, Ohio, September 21, 1958.” This docu-
ment charged “duplicity” in the Air Force treatment of UFO re-
ports in general, and asserted that the Fitzgerald investigation in
particular had been “criminally mishandled” and was a “disgrace to
the U. S. Air Force and an insult to the American public.” It further
suggested that Sergeants A and B be “disciplined” because their
investigation was not adequate or thorough, and that they had had
“little or no intention of making an honest investigation.”

Copies of the pamphlet were mailed to eminent scientists through-
out the country, members of the United States House of Repre-
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the night, picking up objects in all directions. It is hard to estimate
how many times spotlights were snapped on and off during subject
search, but they were used quite often during short periods of
time.”]

Charge 4. The statement that the supposed confirmatory witness,
Mrs. S, could not recall anything unusual for the night of the sight-
ing was a “lie,” as evidenced by her signed statement. [Incorrect.
When the investigators visited Mrs. S, she asserted that she had
nothing to contribute. At about 2:30 a.M. (half an hour earlier than
the Fitzgerald sighting) she had indeed noticed a bright-red glow
that had startled her at first until she realized that it probably came
from the nearby Ohio Edison plant or from the foundry. The signed
statement printed by the Akron Committee in the December 1958
edition of the document bears no date. The notarized statement
used in the 1959 edition is dated March 25, six months after the
sighting had occurred. After the Air Force interview, apparently,
Mrs. S had changed her mind for reasons unknown.

Charge 5. The statement that another confirmatory witness, Mr.
G, was not available for interview was “pathetic” because it was
Mrs. G, not Mr. G, who saw the UFO [The point of this accusation
is not clear. Because of a typographical error in a letter, “Mrs.”
was changed to “Mr.” The fact remains that the supposed witness,
Mrs. G, was not available. Also, the light she reported had appeared
about 2 A.M., an hour before the Fitzgerald sighting.]

Charge 6a. It was not true that a misty rain with haze and mist
had occurred at the time of the sighting; the witness herself stated
that it was not raining. [Incorrect. The Cleveland Weather Bureau
recorded continual slight precipitation between midnight and 7
A.M.: .20 inches were recorded between 2 and 4 A.M. When asked
whether it was raining when she saw the UFO, the witness replied,
“It had rained a few hours before,” a vague response suggesting that
she had not noticed the weather at the time of the sighting. Other
parts of her account, however, strongly indicate rain. Although the
night was warm (about 65 degrees F. at 3 a.».), her bedroom win-
dow was closed.]

Charge 6b. It was not true that smoke from the steel plant south-
west of the house could have been a factor in the sighting, because
the direction of the wind was wrong. [Incorrect. The Weather
Bureau recorded “WSW and SW” winds that night averaging ten
miles an hour; coming from the southwest, the winds would have
blown the smoke northeast, directly toward the house.]

Charge 7a. The sergeants did not make a house-to-house check

among the neighbors to obtain confirmatory evidence. [Correct.
Such a time-consuming procedure would not have been justified.

The neighbors had had two weeks in which to report a visiting
spaceship. No such report had been made, even by the neighbor
in whose yard the noisy object was supposed to have hovered
while emitting puffs of smoke.]

Charge 7b. They did not ask Mrs. Fitzgerald to make a drawing
of the UFO. [Correct. Before their visit she had already made such
a drawing, prepared with the help of members of the Akron Com-
mittee who had shown her a sketch of an alleged spaceship re-
produced several years earlier in an Air Force pamphlet [13]. With
this sketch before her to aid her memory, Mrs. Fitzgerald had des-
cribed her UFO to a draftsman provided by the committee. Un-
surprisingly, the resulting sketch was very similar to the picture
used as an example. A drawing obtained in this way could have no

value as evidence.]
Charao 70 Tha caracante failad ta ack ananoh Aanectinne ahant
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legal action.
The document made a number of specific accusations. Because

of the wide publicity given this attack, we shall discuss each point
fully, to illustrate the procedures followed by many civilian saucer
groups. Our comments, appended in brackets, are based on official
records of the Air Force, the New York Central Railway, the United
States Weather Bureau, and the United States Coast Guard. Most
of these facts were available to the Akron Committee itself.

Charge 1. Because of the position of the Fitzgerald house, the
headlight of the train could not have shone into the bedroom win-
dows. [Correct. But the point is irrelevant. The Air Force did not
suggest that the train’s light shone into the window. The light could
have shone into the yard, however, and would have been visible
to a witness looking out of the window. The brilliant light that
flashed in the window and roused the witness did not come from
the train but from the spotlight of the Coast Guard cutter.]

Charge 2. Events taking place on the lake could not have had
any relation to the sighting because the shore' was 3000 feet away
and, because of intervening houses and trees, a witness in the Fitz-
gerald house could not see the lake. [Incorrect conclusion from the
facts. The beam of a spotlight on a boat moving one or two miles
offshore (as was the Coast Guard cutter at about 3 A.M.) could
have been scen from the house. The beam of such a light can be
visible for great distances. Reflected from the clouds and spread
by the drops of moisture in the air, it could easily have flashed into
the window with great brilliance. ]

Charge 3a. The spotlight used by the Coast Guard cutter was
of a type that could not be focused like a searchlight; therefore
the beam could’ not have been reflected from the clouds to the
Fitzgerald house. [Incorrect. The spotlight used could operate as
either a diffuse or a: narrow beam, could be focused like a search-
light, and could have been reflected from the clouds to the house.]

Charge 3b. The Coast Guard cutter had used its; spotlight
and’ turned the bBeam in the direction of the house only once that
night, while signaling another boat at a time two hours earlier
than the sighting and a place roughly five miles from’ the house.
[The December 1, 1958, editiom of the document gives the distance
as 4% miles; the 1959 edition gives 5%2 miles; Whatever the true dis-
tance, the statement is incorrect. A signaling incident did occur
at' the time and about the place specified). but it had no relation
to the Fitzgerald sighting. The light was used frequently in the
hours between midnight and 4 A.M.,. asithe cutter carried out its
search for the missing cabin cruiser. In a statement obtained by
the Akron Committe itself, the chief boatswain’s mate affirmed that

“subject spotlight was flashed on and off a number of times during.
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z Ohio

September 29, 1958

Aerial Phenomena Group

Air Technical Intelligence Center
Wright-Patterson AFB

Dayton, Ohio

Dear Sirs:
This is to inform you ot a UF0 sighting I had on

September 21, 1958. I would apnreciate it very much if
you would send an investigator, or someone to explain
this happening to me. It was a terribly frightening
experience.

I assure you that I will contact my congressman
about this matter if some action is not taken soon to
explain it.

No private citizen should be placed in the path of
government devices, if that is what it was. If 1t was
a space craft, steps must be taken to warn the public.

The summary included here was prepared by a private
ufo investigator who interviewed me and the other peonle
who reported strange objects that morning.

Sincerely,




include questions that allowed Mrs. IFitzgerald to express aill ner
ideas of what she had seen. [Correct. The questions are designed to
elicit observed physical facts; it does not ask for the witness's in-
terpretations. ]

Charge 7e. They did not take notes during the interview. [Cor-
rect. In filling out the report form they obtained all the necessary
information. They had been trained not to take additional notes
because some witnesses become nervous when they see that their
remarks are being written down.]

Basic charge 7. These “omissions” in procedure proved that the
sergeants had little intention of making an honest investigation,
[Incorrect. They omitted no query that might have yielded useful
evidence. Their duty was to report and try to account for the
phenomenon observed by Mrs. Fitzgerald, not to record her beliet
in a hypothetical spaceship. The details of structure and motion
that Mr. C was eager to insert in the record were mere impressions
based on the assumption that the UFO was a solid object under
intelligent control.]

The document repeatedly charged that the investigators asked
too few questions, and implied that they asked only five of Mrs:
Fitzgerald—yet she answered all the many questions in the standard
report form. Furthermore, Mr. C had no way of knowing just how
many and what questions were asked; during all the latter part
of the interview he was outside the house, trying to interrogate Ser-
geant A.

There is little more to say of the irresponsible attack based on
the Fitzgerald case. The purpose was obvious. In a letter to one
scientist who received a copy of the Fitzgerald Report, a member
of the Akron Comittee bluntly stated that although “the sighting
was really unimportant,” the report had been prepared and dis-
tributed in order to prove that the Air Force investigation was
“not fair, honest, or scientific.”[14]

Perhaps the best comment on this notorious affair and on the
activities of civilian saucer-investigation groups in generdl is that
of Dr. Thornton Page, the eminent astronomer who in 1952 served

" on the scientific panel to evaluate UFO reports (see Chapter vi1).

After receiving a copy of the Fitzgerald Report, he wrote to a mem-
ber of the Akron Committee:

“As a scientist I am interested in unexplained phenomena,
but the one or ones responsible for Mrs. Fitzgerald's sighting is or
are undoubtedly highly complex. It is just as false to say simply
that she saw a flying saucer 20 feet in diameter as it is to say that
she saw nothing, or that she simply saw the train headlight on a
mist. Certainly, I would not expect a pair of Air Force investigators
to be able to explain her sighting (and the others) satisfactorily
from interviews two weeks after the event, It would be ridiculous
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to propose that a team of experts in the ficlds of physics, psychology,
meteorology, engineering and railroading be sent to Sheffield Lake,
Ohio, to study these sighting from all possible angles.

“I have already written to you and to others that your fundamen-
tal error is in oversimplifying your explanations of complex natural
phenomena by assuming a common cause without justification. If
you say that everything you cannot understand is caused by grem-
lins, then gremlins are everywhere! And the Air Force would
need a much larger budget to investigate every sighting or hearing
or feeling of a gremlin!

“ .. The onus is not on the Air Force or me to prove that no
flying saucer was present that night; the onus is on you and your
UFO Research Committee to prove that there is no other explana-
tion of what was seen and heard.”
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rr{ram
gheffield lake, Ohio
Morning of feptember 21, 1958, app. 3 a.n,

Hra”had gore to bed after watching the late movie

on félevision; This was about 3 ams She was in bed with her
eyes closed, when the room was illuminated by a very strong

light, causing her to open her eyes. The witness was as-
tonished, because the windowv curtains were drawn, and the
room was "brighter than in the daytime."™ She then rose, ard
standing on the bed, pulled back the curtains and looked out
the window. (see fig. 1 )

Looking through the window, the witrness saw a round object

(see fig, 2) avtout 20 feet in diameter and ten feet from the
house., The obiect was travelling slowly in a northerly directe
ion across the front yard, and losing altitude. At the tine o
it was first sichted the obiect was about 6 feet off the ground,
It proceeded until reaching a point about 50 feet from the
witnece, in the lot next door (see fig., 3) Here the object
gtonred for several seconds., It then nmoved sgouth into the
front yard to a point ablout 25 feet from the witness, The
object made two tight clockwise turns, then shot strairht up
and out of sight,

Close questioning ahout the motion of the object trought out
the following. During its move from a position in front of
the windw to the position in the lot 50 fect north of the
vindow, the ol'ject was descendings with a rmotion "like a feow
ther droppings," The witness explained that this was a slisht
alde to side oacillation. VWhen it returned half way into the
front yard, it made two tight turns., The witness thinks that



During the turning maneuver the object did not tip at all., It
remained flat during the turns. Then the object flew out of

sight, going straight up.

The witness was so frightened by this experience that she could
not call out to her husband, who was slecsping in the ted. She
did try to rouse him by kicking with her left foot, but was
unable to do so. During this time she did not take her eyes

off the object.

At this same tim-ears old, gol out of

bed to go to the bathroom, He also was attracted by the bricht
light., Stepping on a heat register to get the necessary he-
ight to see out of the window in his room, he watched the ob-
ject perform the same motions described by his mother, However,
neither party notified the other that he had seen the object.

Both went to sleep.

The next morning @@ told his father about the sighting, to

which his father replied " It was Just a tad drean," Several

h %
minaton later Mrs. S joined her hustand and son for

breakfast, It was then that she began telling her husband |
about the object she saw. Hr, -autioned his son |
to keep quiet, and heard his wife ropeat the s*Lory‘ had
told., The reports coincided in every point, even though
neither witnesz knew o the other when the sighting took
place. Thus the object was seen simultaneously and indepen=
dently by two persons,

Both witnesses reported a noise like ar hum and a whirr com-

bined. "Like a jet engine warming up," said I-Irsn

S sinuleted the noise by whistling and humming,

il-:- &



The object seemed to be "aluminum egolor." There were no
1ights on in nearby houses, and there are no street lights

in this neighborhood, ANSAA XN CNAANOXKNXNUXK the sky was
cloudy. The source of the original brigrht light was not

definitely established, but was assumed to bte %xkm due to
the object. During the entire perdod of observation the
object #ﬁs vigible tecause of the licht given off by two
clouds of @lowing gas which the object gave off, This gas

emanated from two sets of tubes or "mechine gums " in the rin,

The gas did not seem to be propelling the cbject. The
witness says that the light was sufficient to l1ight up the

surrounding ground, but threw no shadows on the pbject itself,
She did not notice if other shadows ( from telephone pole, etc,)

were present, The smoke was a gray-pink color,

The object seemed to be so0lid, as nothing in the brackszround
could be seen throush it. It was seen a2gzinst a stationary
and familiar background, The witness wasllookinz down on
it during the time it was siationary, so her estimates of
gize and location must te reasonably accurate,

The bright light which alarmed Mrs. “waa seen by
four other peonle in the neishborhood. One women heard the

whirrirzg noise, lo one else saw the object.

The same nisht, at 2:30 am, Mrs. ~<SiEETINRGEGRR . SR

s, orain, was starlled by a bright light which
made the room she was sleeping in like "it was 6 am instead

of 2 am," She thousht that the sun had risen, The licht
mystified her, so she went to the window to try to discover

dta conrse, Tookinsr un in the W3%W sky, she saw a red object
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