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A STATISTICAL SURVEY AMONG ITALIAN
ASTRONOMICAL OBSERVATORY

M. PITTELLA

Centro Ufologico Nazionale
Via Vignola 3, 20136 Milano, Italy

| ABSTRACT

This statistical survey was performed between the years
1977 and 1978, among the most important 1k astronomical and
; astrophysical observatories in Italy;fIt had the purpose to
;} probe the opinion of a major slice of the Italian scientific
’ | community about the UFO subject and ‘to knmow whether the staff ' {
! of some observatories had directly sighted some UFO phenomena. ﬁ
This informative test did not supply us with new and unexpec- !
ted information. However it is a clear document emphasizing
the mediocre standard of information and sensibility of the
. scientific environment‘upén the UFO question. ‘

Such an investigation, if addressed to other sciéntific
circles too and regularly repeated, could be a suitable . way
to assess time to time possible developments of the scienti-
"fic opinion about the UFO subject.
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. our Observatory?
Bgeggﬁeﬁggwathther other Observatories witnessed such

INTRODUCTION 4, v .
B a phenomenon? 1leged UFO
On suggestion of a member of our Scientific Committee, 5.- Did your Observatory receive some reports of alleg
the Operative Team of Milan provicial division of "Centro sightings? y eived as rel-
Ufologico Nazionale" started this survey in May 1977. The 6.- Do you regard some among.the reports you rec

work was completed in June 1978 in coincidence with the an-

swer of 'the last Observatory that accepted the initiative.
From the very beginning we assured all Observatories

that we would not have divulged the papers they had filled

it. This in order to render their expression as serene ag

possible. Thus the original answers of the Observatories

are not reproduced in this report. Here we shall confine our-

selves to describe under a statistical form the gathered in-
formation.

8.-

ble ones? _
;2 you usually convey the received reports to some of

dies?
aﬁztaixgianations of the following ones do you think to

be reliable?
Natural phenomenon

Psychic phenomenon
Paiapsychological phenomenon

Extraterrestrial machines
Secret terrestrial machines
Known terrestrial machines

Hoaxes . ’ .
f another tim ,
g:ggiggg gf another dimension (Hyperspatial pbenomenon)

Something other (specify) .
9.- Do you like to know the results of this survey?

MATERIAL AND METHODS

Qbservatorie obe

We addressed this informative test only to those fourteen
Italian Observatories which might be regarded as active ones

at the moment, on indication of a CUN astronomical consultant.

ire where to
d at the bottom of the questionna
They are as follows: A blank appeare

. put the date of compilation, the signature and possible sug-

. nter.
.- Observatory of ARCETRI - L.go E.Fermi 5, Firenze gestions and/or criticism addressed to our Ce
2.- Observatory of ASIAGO - Asiago (Vicenza) tories
3.- 8gservatory og BOLOGNA - Via Zambogi 33, Bologna Dispatches to the Observato o
.- servatory of BRERA - Via Brera 2 y Milano es back to May 3
-~ Observatory of CAGLIARI - Via Ospedale, Cagliari : The first letter to the Ogierv%ggsiiiegagc the Observatories
«= Observatory of CAMPO DEI FIORI - Campo dei Flori (Varese) 1977. Two reminders were ; enithin the dates July 25, 1977
7.- Observatory of CATANIA - V.le A.Doria, Catania which had not answered ye ’tg ‘three times we sent the fol-
-~ Observatory of COLLURANIA - Collurania (Teramo) and September 1, 1977. All the
9.~ Observatory of CAPODIMONTE - Via Moiariello 16, Napoli lowing material: explained
10.- Observatory of MONTE MARIO - Monte Mario, Roma . - a letter of introduction where our project was e ghe e
11.- Observatory of PALERMO - Palermo 3 and where we stated in a full and clear way than e nat-
12.- Observatory of PINO TORINESE - Pino Torinese (Torino) phenomenon has to be looked upon as a phenomenon the na
13.- Observatory of TRIESTE - Via Tiepolo 11, Trieste g - ure of which is still unknown and has not EO :igns‘
k.- Observatory G.HORN D'ARTURO - Via Montebellg b Bologna . ivedly associated with any premature explanations;
i B ’ celvec.y t the activity, the organization
b.- informative papers abou
stionnaire use and the aims of our ginterire (Fig.1); ‘
) | - ical questionna 175 4 -
The survey was based on a one-sheet simple questionnaire 1 g'_ :h;r:Eigé:Zssed gnvelope for the return of the filled-in
(Fig.1). No previous types of questionnaire existed to which ' questionnaire.
we might refer. Also we were not aware of how many Observato- 4 of the report in which we summa-
ries would have paid attention to our initiative. So we deci- On June 1978 we sent a ?°pyve to everyone ov the 14 Obser-
ded to use a really elementary questionnaire, that might have rized the result of the :urthgse who gave no answer or those
& good chance to be favourable welcomed by its addressees. In vatories involved (also to

who stated the

the questionnaire the. following nine questions were reported. ‘!
formative test

were not interested in the result of the in-
A1l questions generally required a "yes" or "no" answer only. . {. '

1.- Are you acquainted with UFO phenoménon?

+= Do you know astronomers who witnessed alleged UFO pheno-
menon?

3.~ Did some among your colleagues witness an alleged UFO
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ure

K L 11an Observetories are not interested in the
RESULTS , T o iTer. '

4 ‘ matter. 0 subject

' Many astronomers willingly speak aboutithe'sgztionsjask
Respondent ngg;vg&prieg wﬁgﬁ newspapers , broadcast and Eelizgsoag of 14 appea-

‘ ervator

Ten only among the fourteen probed Observatories joined the : them for 1t, butszgéytg Egzw the results of this wozk
survey. The Observatories No. 1, 2, 3, k4 5, 7, 8, 9, 12, red to be integiories explicitly stated they did not
13 (according to.the 1ist shown under the chapter’"Material 1 andtt:g ﬁﬁiﬁrzhem (question No.9). This fgcaé ggikgg at
and Methods) gave us their answers, whereas the other % Ob- ‘ wan standard of information about whig e od them,
servatories did not take part in our enterprise. digcgeNo 1 and the reminders we had to 2gries in the
Answers ggsgify %he scant interest of our Observa
The histogram produced in Fig.2 illustrates both the number ' UFO metter. ome astronomers
of positive answers (positive Y-axis) and of negative ones , £ tnis still disconsolate picture, s eriously.
(negative Y-axis) coming from ten Observatories about the : In spite o roaching the UFO problem more ST 0.5 30,
questions No. 1, 2, 3, &, 5, 6, 7, 9 contained in the ques- 4 are step by step apﬂars another informative test of t? s
tionnaire. As we can see in the same histogram, some Observa- Maybe-”i§h1“£§°?§ey11ght a most comfortable situationi
tories did not answer (or they did not it with the necessary ; shall bring
clarity) the questions No, 1, 6, 7. :
The histogram produced in Fig.3 illustrates which of the pos-
sible explanations listed in question No. 8 was the most i
frequently expressed by the Observatories. Two Observatories 4 i
did not answer question No. 8, but the other ones pointed out ; _ i
from 1 to 5 possible explanations of UFO phenomena. o
DISCUSSION
The results of this inquiry suggest 4 important comments:

1.- The Italian Observatories are not acquainted with the
) UFO_phenomenon.

Also Observatories stating they have a good acquaintance i
with the phenomenon (question No. 1) assert they have no 4 ;
good knowledge upon any UFO sightings in which some pro- ; ‘ i
fessional astronomer had been involved (questions No. 2 ‘
and 4). Conversely we know very well that many cases of
this kind exist. The only Observatory answering in a po-
sitive way the questions No. 2 and 3 was on the contrary -
referring to the sighting of a balloon. |

2.- The Italian QObservatories function like gathering centers , v i
for sightings reports.

s _reports. \ v i

It should be noted that the maximum index of positive an-
swers concerns the question No. 5. But these reports,
which are seldom regarded as reliable ones, owing to the
mediocre sensibility of the Observatories too (question
No.6), are systematically lost, because they are never
conveyed to anybody able to examine them closely (ques-
tion No. 7).

3.~ The Italian Observatories do not ackowledge the realit
of the UFO phenomenon (considered as unknown phenomenon
- triggering the sightings reports).

Answers to question No. 8 are assembled around the natu-
ral and psychic phenomena, the conventional aircrafts
and the hoaxes. Few Observatories showed to have some
doubts.
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