
To : Lt . Colonel Doyle Rees - Po.ge 4 
Subj : Anonalous Luminous Fhenomena (Seventh Rerort) )~y 23 , 1950 

consider the most probable explanation of the r;r een fire·:)alls +;o 1::e ·,he 
one r.; iven in the first of the three para r;ra··hs belo;-1 v1hich are q uoted 
from -:rry letter of 1950 , Febn~ary 20 , t,o !.Jr . i~ . 1:. ·.,yckoff , C,1ief ~·. t::ios ­
pheric Fhys ics Laboratory , Base Direc·:;ora~e f or Geophys :.ca l :t0search . 
The last tvJo paragraDhs q uoted bel oY1 well summarize ey r eco1rnnendatio:1.s 
concernin(; t he g reen firebe.11 problem: 

11As a nr el i minary t o settin~ down -th e project recommend ...tions 
,•,hich you reques·ted , I have very carefull·r r eviev1ed all uvaile.';le 
fi reba ll data (obse r vers ' r eports , cransit meas •.:r e:--ients , cal culated 
r eal paths , e tc . ) cover i n:; inc iden-t.s from those of Dccer~b0r G, 1948 
t o the extraordinary incident of Febr ue.ry 7 , 1950 , ,,hic:1 '.,as been 
under i ntensive i nvesti,;ation l'or the l ast tv.o wcel::c . A.s a res ult 
or this cornpre!.ensive r eview, particula rl;• a s it re lates to the i n­
cident of February 7 , 1950 , I i'eol cor.:pelled to write you in s oi,le­
what differ ent terms concerninc my oy,n pa::-t i n the pr oposed fi reball 
projee t than I had in :-n.ind d1e!" we las c discussed ·thi s matter . In 
brief , I have come to the cone : usion tnat , on t he basis of t l-e 
evidence now availab le to mo , I Y1oulr., not be justified in recornn.end ­
ing a fireball project . In ~, o pi:r..io,, , this evi<leace pr oves conclu­
sh-ely tha.t the fireballs report~d on fall i nto one of t-:10 catei:;c rics : 
Those of the first category ( che l".ajorit y) are ncteori-te falls o:i.' 
unusual , but certainly not of im.nossible , r,~a'.;n it,,tde , f r eqncncy c.nd 
other characteri s tics ; t hos e of the second c a-'.;egor y ( the minority) 
are U. S . guided missiles undergoin~ tests i n the ne ighborhoods of 
the sens i tive insto.llations t:1ey a r e desi?,;ned to defend . '.l.'hi s 
inte rpretation of the latter category is ·the one tlw.t I pr o?oscd in 
answer to a qu estion raised by Dr . '.i:'ellor at~ t.k: f ir st Los ,".. l l'~>no s 
conference on Febr ,·ar y 17, 1949 . It r;as not 'Ga.lcen ser iously ·chen 
and I doubt tha.t it v1ill be tal:on s e riotisly a·t t::e pr e::io~';; time . 
However, even if my interpretation of t,tc unconventional !' ireballs 
is the cor r ect one , it is obvious t!1at ·t;Jiose i n posit ior. t o confirm 
it should r efuse ~o do so . 11 

11 0nly one ctl,c r point need be s 1;r cssod , namely , that i f I o.rr. 
Y1ron5 i n interpretin -:, tho ,~.uided ;;~i ssilcs c.s of U . S . ori:;in , t~H;r. 

cer tainl;.' intensive , svs to:---ie:tic i nvosti_ation of t.!:c~se objec·;:; s 
should nc·i; be dela.ved un t il the ter.:-.in& ;;ion o2 tLo 

O
,w c:;;ent acad€:1dc 

year . Recent int0;.1.at i onal devc lopr:cnts co!;:pe l one to ~cnse "~ho 
imperative necessity of i mmediate investie:ation of the unccnw:,ntion­
al green f ireballs . in case yov are in ~1osscssio··. o-" inf'c:::-:ne:tion 
proving that tney are not iJ . S . miss:'..les . 11 

n If such c.n irmncdi o.te inves 'vii.;a·i;i on riere t o b::: undcrte}::c:-. , I 
would r ccor,nend t:1at Dr . Freel L. ~fhipple , of Farvard Collebe Obse r ­
vator y , be placed in c har ge of the p!:oto:;;r aphic -:?'. ,as e c f tLe inves­
tigation ; the.t Dr . Pet0r :.~. J<:illrnan , of the Dor..inion Observa tory , 
be placed in c harge of t>e spectrographic :_:ihase of the investi cz:i;i o11 ; 
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