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Directors Report   

The Robertson Panel Report - What Else Is In It? 
by Dick Moss, MN MUFON State Dir.  

On the ABC UFO documentary of Feb. 24th, UFOs: Seeing is Believing, 
a short reference was made to the Robertson Panel Report.  Quoting 
the program, "It was public hysteria, not the flying saucers themselves, 
that threatened the national security.  President Truman ordered the 
CIA to make recommendations on how the Air Force should handle the 
UFO problem. The CIA convened a panel headed by physicist H. P. 
Robertson.  The Robertson Panel said we must do something to 
remove the aura of mystery from the UFO phenomenon so that people 
no longer take them seriously and don't bother to report them.  That's 
what we want."  

The UFO wave during the summer of 1952, which included displays 
over Washington D.C. along with the concerns of President Truman 
and the CIA, played the main role in the formation of the top secret 
Robertson Panel along with the objective to establish a national policy 
to deal with UFOs.  

It was assumed that Eisenhower would win the approaching election 
against Adlai Stevenson.  Administration changes always create 
difficult adjustments and adaptations, especially in the various 
agencies.  What adjustments might be made within a UFO control 
group?  Truman had been president during most of the time since 
UFOs had made their appearance.  Perhaps something could be done 
to keep this problem away from the wrong people.  A change in the 
controlling party could not be permitted to affect the handling of this 
all-important problem.  

The significance of the Robertson Panel was that it was a final 
insurance policy to steer the UFO issue away from the wrong people.  
In order to keep it from being investigated by too many departments in 
the new administration, the Panel accomplished Truman's last bit of 
house cleaning, an interesting conjecture from Rich Dolan.  

The group's official title was Scientific Advisory Panel on Unidentified 
Flying Objects and met during four days in mid-J anuary, 1953.  It was 
a distinguished group of nonmilitary scientists. Their collective 
academic disciplines included astronomy, astrophysics, atomic 
structure, geophysics, missiles, physics, radar, rockets, and statistics.  
The Panel's task was to review available evidence on UFOs and to 
consider possible dangers of UFOs to our nation's security.  

The report it generated dealt with  the potential national security 
threats of UFOs and offered surprising suggestions on how to debunk 
sighting  reports and how  to  monitor and infiltrate  subversive  groups 
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of private citizens who involved themselves in UFO 
investigations. The Panel specifically recommended 
that Civilian Saucer Intelligence of Los Angeles and 
APRO in Wisconsin be monitored for subversive 
activities.  Their report also admitted how troubled 
they were by the relentless energy of Major Donald 
Keyhoe of NICAP in attempting to persuade the Air 
Force to make UFO information public.  

The CIA strongly resisted releasing the Report or 
even admitting that the panel had been convened 
by the CIA.  The group ended up declaring that 
explanations could  be suggested for most sightings.  
They felt that the movie of the objects near 
Tremonton, Utah were caused by reflections off 
seagulls and that the two Great Falls objects were 
Air Force jet interceptors.   

The panel was unanimous that there was no 
evidence of any direct threat to national security 
nor that they were of extraterrestrial origin.  They 
did conclude that communication channels could 
become clogged with irrelevant reports and induce 
hysterical mass behavior that could be harmful to 
constitutional authority.  The CIA's main concern 
was not that UFOs were a direct threat to the U.S.  
The fear was that many UFO reports might obscure 
a real threat from the Soviet Union.  Perhaps, 
during a wave of UFO sightings, a Soviet attack 
might not be recognized as such until it was too 
late.  

The Panel recommended that the National Security 
Council debunk UFO reports and create a policy of 
education to reassure the public of the lack of 
evidence for UFOs.  The suggestion was made to 
use mass media, advertising, business clubs, and 
the Disney corporation to deliver the message.   

The conclusions of the Robertson Panel dampened 
government enthusiasm for the study of UFOs with 
Ruppelt leaving active duty in August, 1953, and 
Project Bluebook turned over to an enlisted man.  
An order called J ANAP-146 was issued in 
December, 1953, which made the reporting of UFOs 
by military personnel a national security issue, with 
possible prosecution for its violation. The Air Force 
was openly debunking UFOs, while privately 
creating a veil of secrecy around its investigations. 
When the statement is made that the Air Force is 
no longer collecting UFO reports from the public, 
as on the ABC UFO special, it's might be because 
they don't really have to.  The overall activities of 
the phenomenon seem to have remained constant 
during past decades. 

In J anuary, 1953, in concert with the Robertson 
Panel, new rules were put into place in which all 
military personnel in England who had witnessed 
UFOs were ordered to only report them covertly 
"within house."  Because the public had high regard 
for RAF pilots and any sightings reported by them, 
these would be too influential and were to be 
avoided.  

Information on the Robertson Panel can be found 
in many books and web sites with a good amount of 
duplication.  Most early books made the point 
about clogging communication channels, which 
seemed to be a valid reason for wanting to suppress 
the public's view of the UFO presence.     

UFO s in the Me dia  

[The n e w UFO do cum e n tary o n ABC 
(2/24/05)- "Pet er Jen n in g s R ep o r t in g : 
UFO's , See in g is Be liev in g "- e licite d m an y 
disappo in tm e n ts am o n gs t Ufo lo gis ts , n o t so 
m uch fo r w hat it said as fo r w hat w as left 
out (on purpose?) - Joel Henry, Editor.]   

Disappointing but not surprising  the 
Peter Jennings UFO special by Craig R. 

Lang MS, CHt - MN MUFON Field 
Investigator, 25 Feb 2005  

It was with very low expectations, but a slight bit of 
hope that I watched the special this evening (7PM 
CST) on the ABC network, "Peter J ennings 
Reporting: UFO's, Seeing is Believing."   

Unfortunately, the one thing I came away with was 
that my expectations were met. My overall sense 
was one of disappointment. I got the overall 
impression of business as usual - largely a 
repetition of the official line. Yet though the lid still 
seems to be tightly clamped down, there is, 
perhaps, a tiny crack in the artifice - and through 
this shines a faint glimmer of light.  

The first quarter of the Peter J ennings UFO special 
on ABC this evening did a good job of presenting 
what I would describe as UFO-History 101. It 
provided some pretty favorable coverage to the 
historical sightings of the US Air Force's dilemma 
with the UFO sightings that wouldn't go away. It 
referred to a large number of photographs that 
documented the early sightings and talked about 
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the gun camera footage taken during the late 40 's 
and early 50 's. It further described the favorable 
treatment given to the E.T. hypothesis by project 
sign - followed by the subsequent debunking efforts 
from the days of the Robertson Panel onward.   

Unfortunately, I think that this was the high point 
of the special. From that point, I got the sense that 
it was J ennings' job to keep the lid on, while 
offering a glimmer of hope to the "true believers". 
More on that glimmer later.   

My biggest gripe about the special was the very 
large amount of airplay that they gave to the SETI 
institute. I have the highest respect for the SETI 
community in their study of potential ET life "out 
there". However I find that they are pretty much 
clueless when it comes to the discussion of UFO 
cases. And as such, I wonder if any consideration of 
them as experts regarding the "ET visiting Earth" 
paradigm is greatly misplaced.  

The biggest claim of the SETI community, and thus 
the J ennings special, was that there is no physical 
evidence. And this was the biggest disappointment 
of the show. There was no mention of the many 
cases in which evidence exists. There was no 
mention of several reports, including the Sturrock 
Report, the COMETA Report, Richard Hall's book, 
"The UFO Evidence", and the recent paper in the 
British Interplanetary Society. There was only the 
claim that no such evidence exists.   

Unfortunately also - at least in my opinion - far too 
much time was devoted to Roswell. I tend to be a 
bit of a skeptic (though open minded) about 
Roswell. I am not a Roswell expert and make no 
claim to be. However, my understanding is that 
there have been both some very positive, and some 
not so positive, points recently developed about 
Roswell. But to me, the biggest issue is that there 
has yet to appear any material from the crash. And 
this was one point made in the show.   

Unfortunately, the biggest negative in their 
discussion of the Roswell case was the Mogul 
balloon hypothesis - which Kevin Randle and Don 
Schmitt quite some time ago pointed out, doesn't 
work. But it was this, along with the unfortunately-
too-positive airplay given to the "Case Closed" 
report published by the USAF, that presented a very 
negatively slanted view of the mystery. Something 
interesting did happen at Roswell and we, the 
public, don't know what it was. ABC made no effort 
to make an objective discovery of what it was - 

which, with all of their resources, might have made 
for a fascinating expose of - well, of whatever 
happened at Roswell.   

They subsequently turned their attention to the 
topic of "so called" alien abduction. And here is 
what I found to be the biggest disappointment. I 
noted that the majority of the airtime was given to a 
team of psychologists whose primary claim is that 
all alien abduction is fantasy. In a study summary, 
"Alien Abduction Tales Offer Clues on Memory" 
they conclude that traumatic memory is often not 
verifiable. Thus, "the physiological markers of 
emotion that accompany recollection of a memory 
cannot be taken as evidence of the memory's 
authenticity"   

Their rationale for this conclusion is that memories 
of alien abduction can elicit the same emotional 
responses as verifiable memories. Thus, they state 
that (since abduction is assumed to be fantasy) 
reality and fantasy can not be distinguished in 
emotional memory. Their core assumption is that 
alien abduction is not real, and thus they have 
actually begun their study by assuming their 
conclusion. To me this is a fatal flaw in their work.   

Alas, this was the core of the section on abduction. 
They spent an additional amount of time talking 
about Awareness during Sleep Paralysis (ASP) and 
related things that mimic (and are the null 
hypothesis for) the close encounter capture 
scenario. And while they did devote some airplay to 
the abduction scenario, unfortunately they again 
missed some very good material. The biggest 
example of what they missed was the work of Dr. 
J ohn Mack - but the list goes on. Thus, I think that 
they missed some of the best of the best in this 
wholly new field at the leading edge of human 
knowledge.   

The focus always returned to the "show me the 
evidence". In all fairness, they were right in that 
one of the hallmarks of the close encounter 
phenomenon is it's ambiguity. UFO encounters are 
not reproducible in a laboratory. They do not lend 
themselves to reductionistic experimental study. 
And so, to Seth Shostak, J ill Tartar and Frank 
Drake - all of the SETI institute, they are not 
science. But have any of those in the SETI ever seen 
a tornado? If so, then could they reproduce their 
experience in the laboratory? So, if they claim to 
have been in one, how could they prove it to me?   
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Again and again, the overwhelming focus of the 
Peter J ennings special was on the (claimed) lack of 
physical evidence. And yet during this focus, they 
missed some excellent cases which offered just such 
evidence. These are well documented in the 
literature. The Sturrock Report clearly establishes 
the evidence of a significant unexplained 
component to the plethora of UFO reports that 
reach the ears of MUFON and other organizations. 
And these alone could be considered the smoking 
gun - the indicator that there is a significant 
unexplained phenomenon present in our skies.   

Still, they did end with the ray of light - the lid 
being left slightly ajar. This was the interview at the 
conclusion of the show, with Dr. Michio Kaku. In it, 
he strongly suggested that it was necessary to think 
out of the box. The study of potential UFO visits to 
Earth requires thinking beyond conventional 
physics. And it was this with which Peter J ennings 
concluded his show: "No proof yet, but maybe, just 
maybe..."   

While I can 't say I was very impressed, perhaps it 
was about the best we can hope for from the 
mainstream news media. Yet, even in the gray, 
perhaps we saw the beginning - a slow, painful 
lifting of the lid. After the darkness comes the 
dawn.   

This article was posted by user "craiglang" in the 
news log:  "One Seeker's J ourney" on the New 
Civilization Network.  http://www.newciv.org    

Access One Seeker's Journey at: 
http://www.newciv.org/nl/newslog.php?vid=128      

Dr. John Mack Cut From  
Jennings' ABC Special  

by Will Bueche, w illbueche@yahoo.com

  

ufoupdates@virtuallystrange.net, 16 Feb 2005  

We have just received the unbelievable news that 
J ohn Mack's interview for the Peter J ennings 
special will not be present in the finished piece. It 
was J ohn's last-ever interview before his death, and 
the only interview he'd granted for a major program 
in many years.   

We are absolutely stunned by this information, and 
cannot conceive of how a documentary purporting 
to explore the subject of alien encounters could 
have been made without the views of the man who 

was arguably the world's leading authority on how 
these encounters affect people's lives. It is also 
deeply saddening news, since it was hoped that this 
program would in some ways serve as a farewell to 
a great man.  

Mack's interview for "Peter J ennings Reports: The 
UFO Phenomenon: Seeing is Believing" was 
conducted at his home in Cambridge, MA, on 
August 19. It was Mack's only interview recorded in 
high definition widescreen, which, in addition to 
the reasons noted above, makes the footage 
exceptionally valuable for production companies. 
We are therefore currently seeking out information 
on whether the footage will be able to be licensed 
out, or if they have by their decision essentially 
eliminated J ohn Mack's final words on the subject 
of alien encounters. 
- Will Bueche, Writing on behalf of the J ohn Mack 
Institute:  www.johnemackinstitute.org

   

On a more personal/ informal note: I have strong 
doubts that the quality of the interview had any 
bearing on the decision. I served as J ohn's media 
coordinator since 1999, and in those early years 
(when Passport To The Cosmos

 

had just been 
published and he was still giving interviews) I 
heard many interviews conducted, both good and 
poor.   

Several of J ohn's friends, including myself, were 
present at the ABC interview (listening, nearby) 
and as I noted at the time:  

"in my jaded estimation the interview turned out 
excellently; I heard several answers that were not 
his standard interview answers, and that is pretty 
much how I define a successful interview (if the 
interviewers manage to elicit new answers from Dr 
Mack, they ve succeeded. Good questions cause 
good answers)... I heard several paragraphs which I 
would select as 'outstanding'..."   

Budd Hopkins' Response 
to the ABC Peter Jennings "Seeing is 

Believing" TV Program 
(Courtesy of the Intruders Foundation) 
Source: John E. Mack Institute, 2/25/05 
http://johnemackinstitute.org/center/center'news.asp?id=249

   

During the past year J enning's producers 
interviewed me a number of times, and because I 
sensed what they had in mind, I made, as a 
preemptive strike, a number of careful, highly 

http://www.newciv.org
http://www.newciv.org/nl/newslog.php?vid=128
http://www.johnemackinstitute.org
http://johnemackinstitute.org/center/center'news.asp?id=249
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specific observations about the UFO abduction 
phenomenon. All of these crucial points - recorded 
by ABC on videotape - were designed to underline 
the physical reality of UFO abductions and to 
demonstrate the implausibility of current skeptical 
explanations.  

To its shame, ABC suppressed 'all' of these 
observations.  

I knew, of course, that the skeptics' favorite 
explanation du jour is impossibly simple: abduction 
reports, they believe, are all due to misperceived 
"sleep paralysis." Ranking as a distant second is 
another erroneous belief: abduction reports, they 
say, "ONLY emerge under hypnosis," and since 
hypnosis is "totally unreliable", all abduction 
reports must be discarded. In the light of these 
tediously familiar errors and misstatements, I made 
certain in my taped interviews to explain the 
following:  

* In the first two decades of our research, 'all' of the 
central abduction cases involved people who were 
outside their houses when they were taken 'none' 
were lying paralyzed in their bedrooms. They were 
driving cars, walking, fishing, hunting and even, in 
one famous case, driving a tractor on a farm. "Sleep  
paralysis" as a blanket explanation of UFO 
abductions is therefore, ipso facto, a ludicrous non-
starter. Nevertheless 'all' of my insistent statements 
on this point were systematically eliminated by the 
producers.  

* Second, I indicated that there are many abduction 
reports involving two, three, six or more people 
who were taken simultaneously and whose highly 
detailed recollections are virtually identical. This 
fact alone eliminates not only "sleep paralysis" but 
"fantasy-proneness" or any other idiosyncratic 
psychological aberrations as triggering causes. My 
descriptions of these many cases of multiple 
abductions were likewise completely suppressed by 
the producers  

* Third, I showed the interviewers many photos of, 
again, virtually identical scoop marks, consistent 
straight-line scars and ground landing traces at 
abduction sites, and other physical sequelae. 'All' of 
these vivid photographic examples of physical 
evidence were suppressed by the producers.  

* Fourth, I was not alone in making these points. 
My colleague Dr. David Jacobs was asked by ABC to 
carry out a hypnotic regression for the camera, but 

since the woman he chose had been abducted in the 
daytime while driving a car, the case did not fit 
ABC's "sleep paralysis" agenda and was thus not 
only suppressed, but Dr. J acobs' many hours of 
taped interviews were also scrapped.  

* Fifth, I made it very clear that perhaps 30% of all 
the abduction reports collected by researchers are 
recalled 'without' the aid of hypnosis, a fact which 
renders the issue of hypnosis moot. This point was 
also suppressed by the producers whose only goal, 
it appeared, was to eliminate any data that 
contradicted their transparently false debunking 
hypotheses.  

Despite my having presented - and reiterated - the 
points above, the producers chose to trot out on 
camera two debunking scientists (whose 
experiments with a mere handful of subjects have 
yet to be taken seriously by the psychological 
community) to buttress the untenable "sleep 
paralysis" theory, the false "no physical evidence" 
claim, and the demonstrably untrue "its all 
hypnosis" assertion. The smug presentations of 
these two would-be experts were accompanied by 
the producers' lurid "reenactments" of "sleep 
paralysis" phenomena, complete with flashing 
lights and spooky music.   

The taped testimony of a serious mental health 
professional like Dr. J ohn Mack was likewise 
suppressed, along with my statement that over the 
years eight psychiatrists and numerous other 
mental health professionals had come to me about 
their own UFO abductions. The producers' obvious 
goal was to conceal the fact that within the mental 
health community there are many professionals 
who look with amusement on the "sleep paralysis" 
theory, and who accept the physical reality of UFO 
abductions.  

So what can one say about such a deliberately 
dishonest presentation as Peter Jenning's "Seeing is 
Believing" take on abductions? Perhaps one can 
only shrug and warn, yet again, that the incurious 
members of the press and the many blinkered, 
conservative scientists had better collectively pull 
their heads up out of the sand and join us in our 
work. Whatever one's personal attitude toward the 
UFO abduction phenomenon, science insists that 
an extraordinary phenomenon demands an 
extraordinary investigation.    
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What ABC served up on Thursday night was, 
instead, an extraordinary whitewash of the 
abduction phenomenon, and a brutal suppression 
of the evidence for what may well be the most 
portentous event in human history.  

Peter Jennings and his staff should be ashamed.  

Budd Hopkins 
New York  

More reviews: 
Richard Dolan posted his review of the J ennings 
UFO Special. It is not a rave review - PETER 
J ENNINGS AND UFOS: SPINNING AND 
DECEIVING - See:  
http://keyholepublishing.com/peter_jennings_and_ufos.htm

   

Whitley Strieber also wrote a commentary - The 
Scum Rises: Peter Jennings on UFOs - 
See: http://www.unknowncountry.com/journal

     

The CE4 Corner 
(c)2005 by Craig R. Lang MS, CHt  

Feb/March, 2005 - Managing the Fear  

"It's only a light in the sky."  How many times has 
any given abductee heard these words?  And yet, to 
some close encounter experiencers even mundane 
lights in the sky can be frightening.  I have met 
more than one experiencer who became frightened 
at the mere sight of Venus, low in the western sky.  
What drives this fear?  How can one learn to 
manage it?   

When I first began working as a field investigator 
for MUFON, I tended to perceive strong emotional 
reactions - sometimes far out of proportion to the 
nature of the event - as invalidating.  They just have 
a vivid imagination - or so I thought.  As a result, I 
initially tended to give less weight to their sighting 
accounts.  But then, as part of my study for 
hypnotherapy certification, I began to learn more 
about long-delayed emotional reactions to trauma 
events.  Suddenly I remembered a friend of mine 
who was a Vietnam veteran, and who spent every 
J uly 4th in fear.  To him, the loud bang of fireworks 
all around him resulted in the brutal reliving of Viet 
Cong night attacks.  And so, I wondered, could the 
sighting of Venus, or of an airplane with a slightly 
unusual lighting pattern, have the same effect on 
the UFO abductee? 

A recent paper authored by Richard McNally of 
Harvard University and others, in the J uly issue of 
Psychological Science, claims to describe how "Alien 
Abduction Tales Offer Clues on Memory [Note: this 
summarized on: www.WebMD.com].  In this paper, 
the authors claim that they have proven that 
"fantasies" such as that of alien abduction can have 
the same emotional impact as "real" traumatic 
events such as being in battle or being assaulted.  
Thus, they reason that this proves that memory can 
not be trusted.  Many skeptics now cite this as proof 
that repressed memories of close encounters can 
not be considered reliable as indicators of actual 
events.    

Unfortunately (or fortunately, depending upon how 
you look at it) there is one fatal flaw in their 
argument - their assumption that alien abduction 
is, by-definition, nothing but fantasy.  Many people 
reading this article can probably describe their own 
close encounter events - and realize that these have 
every hallmark of reality.  These include physical 
evidence, perception by multiple witnesses and 
medical effects.  To me this argues that the "pure 
fantasy" argument is invalid.    

On the other hand, if we now reject the "fantasy" 
assumption, then the study reveals an entirely new 
conclusion.  The statement - that the emotional 
trauma of the close encounter has as much impact 
as that of any other traumatic event - now becomes 
powerful, indeed.  It tells us much about the deep 
effects of encounters in the emotional life of the 
experiencer.  And it is this that I have seen again 
and again, as experiencers relate the events that 
occur within the realm of the close encounter.  

One of my first impressions when I began working 
with close encounter experiencers, eight years ago, 
was the power of the emotional impact.  The 
experiencer I will refer to as "Evelyn", immediately 
and effectively dramatized this.  Evelyn has had 
many close encounters - both physical and 
metaphysical in nature.  When as a field 
investigator, I first interviewed her, an extensive 
chronology of events emerged.  These were 
accompanied by a deep sense of fear.  As she 
described her many experiences, the fear seemed to 
grow until it became an almost-physical presence in 
the room.  Its effects on her life were causing her 
difficulty.  She found herself becoming anxious at 
times when she was alone in the house, and at other 
times which reminded her of the UFO topic.   

http://keyholepublishing.com/peter_jennings_and_ufos.htm
http://www.unknowncountry.com/journal
http://www.WebMD.com



