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News Item relating to AARO 
 
Hi all 
 
At the last session of the course several people mentioned a news item related 
to a report from the All-domain Anomaly Resolution Office (AARO), the US 
Government’s (USG) current UFO/UAP office - their website 
is https://www.aaro.mil/. I strongly encourage you to look at the website - there 
is a clear mission statement that seems very sensible to me. They also provide 
interesting information on OFFICIAL UAP IMAGERY, including several cases that 
remain unresolved. There are links to 2 reports of interest: AARO HISTORICAL 
RECORD REPORT: VOLUME 1, and Fiscal Year 2023 Consolidated Annual 
Report on Unidentified Anomalous Phenomena. It is the former report, AARO 
HISTORICAL RECORD REPORT: VOLUME 1, just released, that got some media 
attention, in particular Section II Executive Summary. The Summary clearly 
states AARO’s main conclusions from this historical review:  
  

1. AARO found no evidence that any USG investigation, academic-sponsored 
research, or official review panel has confirmed that any sighting of a UAP 
represented extraterrestrial technology. 

2. AARO assesses that the inaccurate claim that the USG is reverse-
engineering extraterrestrial technology and is hiding it from Congress is, in 
large part, the result of circular reporting from a group of individuals who 
believe this to be the case, despite the lack of any evidence. 

  
Basically, the report debunks all evidence for UAP, including UAP encounters by 
US Navy Pilots and claims, particularly by David Grusch and other 
whistleblowers, of reverse-engineering programs.  Recall that US Navy Pilots 
Ryan Graves and David Fravor and whistleblower David Grusch testified to 
Congress under oath, with a penalty of prison time for lying.  
 
So, is it ‘game over’ for those of us who believe that there is physical evidence for 
unidentified craft that behave in ways that modern physics can’t explain? More 
importantly for us, the report indicates that the material I covered in the course 
is fantasy at best, lies at worst. Not so fast! There are several contextual issues 
that need to be addressed before the conclusions of the report can be accepted 
at face value: 
  

• AARO is a very controversial organization, often referred to as ‘Project BlueBook 2.0’ 
(whose official policy remember was ‘deny, ridicule and stigmatize’), whose first 
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head, Sean Kirkpatrick, was fired in the summer. AARO was grudgingly established 
because the US Congress passed legislation requiring the Pentagon to have an 
office so military pilots could anonymously and safely report UAP sightings. The 
office was barely functional and for the first year of operation didn’t even have a 
working website or email addresses or phone numbers for pilots to contact them. 
Reports from staff who were eventually hired claim that Kirkpatrick came into the 
job as a close-minded skeptic and had already decided the outcome of their 
investigations before they even looked at the evidence.  

• There are also concerns that AARO does not have access to classified ’special 
access programs’ where evidence for UAP or reverse engineering programs is likely 
held.  In addition, there is no indication in the report (although I could have missed 
it) that the people that AARO  interviewed were under oath, unlike Graves, Fravor 
and Grusch in the Congressional hearing.  

• The focus on ‘extraterrestrial technology' is disingenuous. We briefly examined 
hypotheses for UAP including ‘ultraterrrestrial’, ‘extratempestrial’ , 
‘interdimensional’ and 'extraterrestrial’, and most serious UAP investigators would 
agree that we have no idea which of these is correct, perhaps all or none.  So 
AARO’s conclusion that there is no evidence for an ‘extraterrestrial’ origin for UAP, 
based on the evidence that they (AARO) used, is misleading since we don’t know 
what UAP are. And of course, if you accept that there is no evidence for 
‘extraterrestrial technology’ then it follows that there can be no evidence for 
‘reverse-engineering’ of such technology! 

  
A source that I trust, investigative journalist Ross Coulthart, had a scathing 
commentary on the report - here is the link: https://youtu.be/KZuGvF36Y0I. The 
AARO report, and previous comments by Kirkpatrick are just the latest 
manifestation of a serious factional split in the US Government on the UFO topic. 
There are those who want at least some disclosure on UFOs, like Thomas 
Monheim, Inspector General of the Intelligence Community (ICIG), and those, 
like AARO, who do not. This is what Ghat GPT3.5 says about the ICIG: …"an 
independent and objective official responsible for overseeing and conducting 
audits, inspections, and investigations within the U.S. intelligence community. 
The primary functions and responsibilities of the ICIG include…Whistleblower 
Protection." This is where David Grusch and other whistleblowers have come 
forward - they do not go to AARO (I searched for 'David Grusch' on the AARO 
report and there are no hits - reportedly AARO has never interviewed him).   
  
I wish that the AARO report came out a day or so earlier so I could have 
commented on it in the course, although it would likely have taken too much 
time. Oh well, perhaps in a follow-up course…!?  In any event, I urge all of you to 



News Item relating to AARO.docx 2024-03-10 page 3of 3 

be an ‘open-minded skeptic’ on this topic and be careful about superficially 
credible UFO/UAP claims in the media, on both sides of the debate! 
  
Cheers 
  
Ray 
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