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,aircralt,’) and Lhat a series of ¥ shiadows ” appeared in [the space belween successive
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..15;'; *'Ag the receding, course of the radar target could have tallied wilhi the coutsg of
the object reported by the Meieor pilot, all ihe prople toncerned were intcryiewed
by & member of Resedrch Drafch, Tightés Comindrid, fromy whose repbry the above
‘data have been taken. 1t was established thal there, was infact a discrepancy of
‘teh ‘minutes between” the times of the two Teprts,’ which wers estimpted ,as
individually sccurate to”+ 'minute. " [t must therefore be concluded thaf chrc was
.heconnechion between the unusual P,P.L response. and, the pilot’s visual observalion,
7.0 We believe: that. the radar response can.be. very simply explained as dus to
interference from another {ransmitter, a phenomenon which has been frequently
. (ibserved, and which is-described, in. detail in. Appendix A; -1t is impossible Lo be
eatirely definite about the pilol’s report. Assuming that hc way not merely the
victim of an optical illusion, the most probable explanation, which is berne aul-hy
his description of the objecl. as, “ circular,” itplywng a-spherical bady, s, that. he
saw a meteorotogical balloon and greatly over-estimated, ils speed.  We can find no
Teason whatever for adopting any sess silnple hypothesis, ... 0000 0

[3. The remaining two incidents were reported frain the  Royai- Aircrnlt
Establishment, Farnborough, and the oflicers concerned-“were! interviewed by
memberss of this Working Party. # i o THMERIGRE b Al iy

F/LL. Hubbard, an experienced pilot; said that at. 1127 on 14th August, 1950,
he and two other officers. on the airfield heard- a subdued -humming, noise, Jike, a
model Diesel motor, which caused them to séarch the sky .overhead... The weather
was fine and visibility good. The aiber two officers saw nothing: but.FfLt,. Hubbard,
who alone was wearing sun-glasses, states that he saw;-almost directly. overhendd
at first sighting, an object which he describes s a flat disc, light pearl grey in colour,
about 50 feet in dinmeter at an estimated height. of 5,000 feet.*“He stated-that he
kept it under observation for 30 seconds, during which' period it’ lravelied, at a
speed estimated at 800-1,000 m.ph., on a heading of 1107, execuling a series of
S-turns, oscillating so that light reflection came from different segments as it moved. -

We have no reason to doubt that F/Li. Hubbard honestly. described. his own
impression of what he saw, but we find it itttpassible. to,; believe, that :a most
unconventional aircralt, of exceplional speed, coud have travelled al no greal
altitude, in the middle of a fine summer morning, aver a papulous and air-minded
district like Farnborough, without allracling ‘the _atiention'of “more than one

~ubservet.  We conclude, either that F/LL TTubbard was_the vigtim-ol an: optical
illusion, or that he.observed some quite normal type.of aircraft and deceived him-
self about ils shape and specd. . SR w el ey B BT

[4. F/Lt, Hubbard was also concerned in the other incident, when, ‘at_ 1609
on 5th September, 1950, ke was slandinig on the walch-lower with five other officers,
looking south in anticipation of the display by the Hawker 1G81.. The sky was
about 3/8 obscured, with a stratg-comulgus cloud base at 4,000 feet, At about the

- same.moment they all'saw, at ati estimated range of 10-15, miles, an object which .
they described as being a llat.disc, light pearl grey in colour, and. " about. the size
of a shirt button.” They all observed it 10: follow a rectangular flight path, con-
ststing in succession of a “falling leaf,” horizontal flight " very fast,” an upward
# falling leaf,” another.horizontal stretch, and so on; " fingfly it dived 1o the horizon

“at. great speed. . The pattern - was estimated to be- executeik somewhere aver the -
Guildford—-Farmham area. ' o EENEman BLEL ST aee

F/Lt. Hubbard was satisfied that the objects. he saw.qn, ke Lwo occasions
were identical; “the other..Observers. agreed that ‘the - second.. object: fitted  the

Hescription they had been giyen of the first. . - - 0T U in B

i: ¢ have,nu doubt that,all these officers did i fact:see. g flying qbject of some
- sort. We canyot, howeyer regard the evidence of identification of-this object, which
- Was-only sten at very long range, with the earlier one as:of any value whatever.
Further, .we, apain find ji impossible to” helieve ;tfiawﬁn unconyentional, aircraft,
manceuvring for some time over:a. populous. grea, covld have, falled;to. altract, the
.. attention of other ohservers., . We, canclutie;that the oflicers, in fact.saw, same quite
. novmal aircraft, manceuvring at exireme visual tange, and,were ted by the preyious
- ¥eport 10 believe it 1 bg;something abnormal.r-an mleresting cxampls,of onc report
.inducing another, . Wo are reinforced. in this beliel by, an. experience of.gne. af our

~ .number-(Wing Commandes; Formby, RAE) wln;?,h' is, recofinted in, Appendix .B

.and ilfustrates the-ease with  which mistakeq
- experienced abservers. i, L
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