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Maj, Donald E. Keyhoe
Luray, Virginia, 22835

Dear Don:

‘A few days ago (1/3/70}, I talked on the phona with
an ex-Alr Force pilot involved in a 1952 UM case, which
I know would still interest you, Hence, rather than
dictating a summary version of my rough telephone notes

in ordinary file form, I*1l)] put it down in this lettar
to you.

I learned of the present location of the pilot quite
by chance. I was checking on one more case in the Condon
Report (page 151, Detroit, Michigan, 3/53) and, in talk-
ing with Lt. Col. H. €. Strand, the pilot of the F-~94
that figures in that incident, I brought up the 7/29/62
Port Huron sighting., Col, Strand not conly knew of it,
but knaw where the pilot, Edward J. Sloan, is now living,
in Valparaiso, Florida, I'll send a carbon of this sum
mary to Col, Strand, since it will doubtleas be of interest

to him, And also, I'll send one to Dick Hall, since I know
he will £find it of interest, too.

Col. Strand had thought that he was flying with Sloan
on the night in gquestion, but Sloan was smphatic in his
recollections that his was the only F=94 that went up
after the Unknown that had been detected by GCI ground
radar on the night of 7/2%/52, Conceivably, Col. Strand's
recollections applied to another sighting somewhat similar
which occurred in Michigan in that period, posailly cne
relatad to the Port Auwstin, Michigan, incident. Since my
primary reason for dictating thig is for file-summary, I

hope you will not be bothered by my numbering items for
convenience of later reference,

{1) As soon as I introduced myself on the phone and
mantioned the Port Ruron incident, Sloan remarked that he
atill remembered it gquite clearly. HEe was a Captain at
the time, flying out of Seélfridge AFB, He recalled that
he and at least one cother F-94 had been doing practice
intercepta on some aircraft, but could not diastinctly
recall that it was a B~25 {as indicated in the Bluebook
file-summary that I studied on my last visit to Wright-
Patterson last July). He thought there were only two
F~943, where the Bluebook file indicateg three.
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(2) Unfortunately, Sloan cannot now recall what
GCTI unit originally vectorad him to the Unknown. The
Blusbook file is not specific¢ on that either, though
a signed comment of Ruppelt on one of the sheets
epeculates that maybe it was tha AC&W unit at Empire,
Michigan, However, that's a long way up on the north-
west coast, and my guess would be that it might have
been the AC&W station at Port Austin or conceivably
at Selfridge itself.

(3) Sloan talked by phone with the GCI controllerx
as soon as he landed, but never spoke to him in person,
80 he lacks that clue to the locale of the GCI station,
I asked him if anyone from Bluebook or anywhere else
ever interviewed him personally, and he said not. The
Bluebcok filaa indicate that the report was submitted
from Selfridge, but it must have come up from the GCI
unit. He did not report it himself,

(4) ¥ asked him the name of hies radar officer,
and he thought it was Victor Helfenbien, who he said
was a very experienced man with airborne radar. (That
checks with the Bluabook filaes, too, incidentally.
Helfenbien was a first lieutenant, according to the
Bluebook files.) The F-94 radar unit was an APG-33,
as Sloan racalled. He said that, with a multi-prop
alrcraft as a target, he recalled getting lock~ons
out to ranges slightly greater than 20 miles with
that set. This is in rough agreement with what
Col. Strand had told me, too. I have been trying to
ruon down data on that set, which is, of course, no
lomger classified, because it is also involved in the
Haneda AFB UFO incident, w3

{(5) Sloan could not recall the climb-out direc-
tion as he left the intercept area, under instructions
from GCI. (The Bluebook files indicate he climbed out
on westerly haading,) He had a little more fuel than
the other P~34(8), 8o he was the one who chose to goO
up to investigate,

(6) As he now recalls it, he didn't see anything
until he got to altitude and was given some new vector-
ing inatructions. {(The Bluebook files indicate that
GCI t0ld him the target was at his 3 o'clock position
when he gained altitude, i,e., off to hias north,)

(7) Ruppelt's account indicates that GCI saw the
target do a 180 turn and head back north just at the
time that Sloan's F-%4 turned into it. Sloan does not
recall that., However, he did state that he remembered
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GCI Aascribing it as hovering motionless just before he
got up there, (It is conceivable that GCI remarked on

its stopping and that this led to Sloan's recollection
of hovering.)

(8) As soon as he did a starboard turn and headed
into it on a northarly course, GCI radiced that the
unknown target thay ware carrying was beginning to move
northward., Sloan does not now think that hia radarman
aver got a lock~on, though he recalls that Helfenbien
did get some transient raeturna, (Bluebook file is
guite specific in mentioning a 3I0-gecand lock=-on.)

(3) As Sloan recalled, he pursued the target for
about twenty minutes. He said he is still puzzled as
to what it was he saw visually. It was changing color
(red, blue, white) and very bright. It lay near the
horizon and near the north point, I asked him if he
thought it could have been a star., His remark was that
he had done a lot of flying, both before that and since,
in northern areas, and he had never seen a star that
looks like that, He estimated that he had about 3500
hours at that time, and he had logged 6000 hours by the
time ha retired from the Air Force in 1963, Though he
paid several times that he never was entirely sure that
the light he was pursuing was not a star distorted by
some atmospheric effact, he repeated that it was very
puzzling to him, X asked him if it evar saeemed to
change azimuth or altitude, and he sald it did not,

[13) On the other hand, a zteady pursuit course wag
just what GCI was plotting, which was at least consistent
with the visual source that he was observing from the cock-
pit., Very significantly, Sloan confirmed the Bluebook file-
statements toc the e€ffect that the distance between him and
the unknown target, as seen on GCI radar, varied during the
chase. At times he was closing and would get to a minimum
distance that he recalled as about 5 miles {in good accord
with the Bluebock file'"s 4 miles). Then it would speed up
and get out to about 10 miles ahead of him, he recollected.
And it did that speeding up rather abruptly, he recalled.
Thesa abrupt speed changex and distance changes, as well
as the digtance-range of about 5-10 miles, are in guite
closs accord with the 1852 report in the Bluebook files.

{11} The closure and recession strongly rule out any
obvious explanation in texrme of ghost-reflections, since,
if it was aome spurioua ground-return due to scattering
off his own P-94, GCI would have carried it as moving
ahead of the F-94 at a constant distance sgual to his
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altitude (which was about 4 miles above terrain).

(12) It is, of course, puzzling that the airborne
radar got no return, when GCI was getting a clear echo.
However, the APG=33 is an X-band set, whereas GCI units
almost invariably were an S-band or even L-band, It is
thus conceivable that the radar reflectivity of the
target was weaker at 3 cm than at 10 cm or greater.

(13} It would be extremely valuable to be able to
interview Lt., Helfenbien. In the Bluebook files, his
signed statement included a rather emphatic comment:

"From pereonal experience and Study of
selestial navigation and 1400 hours as
bombardier, radar observer, and navi-
gator, I have never experienced any
sighting like this before."”

In Ruppelt's account, he attributes to the radar officer
the following gquote:

"yt was juat as golid a lock=on as you
get from a B-36."

I did not find that statement in the Bluebook files,.
One wonders if it is at all possible that Ruppelt, or
someone else at Bluebook, got in touch with Helfenbien,
even though they did not interview Slcan. Another
posgsibility is that Ruppelt's gquote is not authentic.

{(14) I asked Sloan if he recalled that GCI called
up any plotted UFO speeds to him, since beoth Menzel and
Ruppelt mentioned a maximum radar-deduced gpeed of
1400 mph. He did not recall that he got any speed data
out of GCI, but reiterated the variable separation

between him and the target, as called out from GCI, and
the rapid variations thereof.

(15) Be eventually ran low on fuel and had to return.
I failed to ask him an important question about that phase
of tha incident, namely, the question of whether GCI saw

the target slow down as he broke off chase, a point that
Ruppelt indicates.

(16) He said that he came down shaking his head, not
sure what he'd seen. Although the visual appearance was
unparalleled in termns of any stars or Planets he'd ever
seen grom_the air, he did indicate that he would have
bgen inclined to write it off as some atmospheric distor-
tion of a star, if it hadn’'t been for what GCI was plotting.
When he talked to the controller, the controller was very
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amphatic about the intensity of the return and the unconven-
tional motions and maneuvers.

(17) Sloan confirmed what the Bluebook files msay about
his going to afterburner at times and hence attaining aix
speeds in the neighborhood of 550 knots in trying to close,

(18) Hynek, in his 1953 article in the Journal of the
Optical Sooiety, explaing the visual sighting as Capella,
and so does Menzel in his 1963 hook, Interestingly, the
Bluebook file specifically confronts that possibility and
rejects it because of the behavior of the taxget on the GCI
scope. The Bluehook file also rejects any relation to a
weather balloon, since the time was wrong, (Obviously,
nothing in this sighting could be equated to a weather
balloon by anyone but Menzel.) A letter from ATIC to
Selfridge, dated 7 October 1952, in the Bluebook files
gave answers to some earlier followup queries, Another
communication upgraded the report to Secret, on 8/4/52,
indicating that, 5 days after General Samford held the
big press conference on the Washington National sightings,

it was decided to take the Port Huron sighting fairly
seriously.

(19) It is, of course, difficult to decide whether to
take Sloan's 1969 raecollection or the quite Bpecific state-
ment in the Bluebook file, to the effect that the F-94 nose
radar got lock-on immediately after gaining a 360° heading.,
The Bluebook file says that lock-on was held “for about
30 seconds hefore it jumped lock.® Your account, Ruppelt's
~account, and Menzel's account (based on ATIC files), ali
refer: to the F-94 getting lock-on. My inclirnation is to
PUt more weight on thé specific statement of the Bluebook
files than on Sloan's recollection 17 years later, since
it was his radarman and not he that was working the zcope.
Obviously, it would be very deairable to talk to Helfenbien
himself on this crucial point,

All in all, what I learned from talking with Sloan and
from going over the Bluebook file on +this case, on my last
visit to WPAFB, indicates that this was, indeed, a signif-
icant case back there in 1952. Menzel dismisaes both the
ground radar and airborne radar with a wave of his hand
and a remark about “phantom returns caused by waather con-
ditions."™ I hawve gstudied the radiosonde for the time and
area in question, and thare certainly is nothing to account
for any anomalous propagation raturns. Furthermore, the
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distinct moving target that GCI was plotting, along with
the return from the F-%4 itself, is not even remotely
gimilar to AP effects. Furthermore, AP that might
influence any ground radar is essentially incapable of
influencing airborne radar at altitudes as high as were
involved here (20,000 £t altitude}. Slcocan's degcription
of the wvisual sighting, although it does not categorically
rule out the Capella explanation, pcints away from that,
by virtue of his never having seen any similar effect in
6000 hours of flying. Menzel makes much of the fact that
the luminous source held in a steady position, but, as T
remarked above, GCI also got radar-track, indicating a
steady course towards the north, compatible with Slcan's
visual sighting. Also, Capella (the only moderately
bright star anywhere in that area at the time} was so
nearly on the horizen, that one would have to expect sub-
stantial extinction., To¢ be sure, at 20,000-ft altitude,
axtinction effects are diminished, but they are not
abhsent. And Capella's magnitude is only 0.2, in the
first place,

Well, this summary has become fairly long. But, since
it concerns one of those famous cases that stirred things up
back in the summer of 1952, I knew you'd find some of this
of interest, Don. |

Best regaxds,

James E. McDonald
JEM)msr
cc: Lt. Col. H. C. Strand
Mr. R. H. Hall.



