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Page 57
Line 1 6:00
Line 2 ended at 6:15
Line 3 what are you doing AE
Line 4 3Q rd 36 
Line 5 J 3 
Line 6 Amelia here
Line 7 quick  Man
Line 8 let me out AE
Line 9 3630 AE
Line 10 knee deep over
Line 11 stop He was yelling again.
Line 12 I can't make it
Line 13 38-3
Line 14 huh He had got out and she was getting ready to 

go too.
Line 15 are you here
Line 16 3
Line 17 darn All above AE. She said a few cuss words and 

sounds like she was having trouble getting water so 
high the plane was slipping. 

Line 18 30  AE
Line 19 N.Y.  or something that sounded
Line 20 N.Y.    like New York AE. That was the last I could hear.

As I see the process of assessing Betty’s notebook, it looks something like this: 
  • Seek anachronisms in the related pages

• Reconstruct transmission
• Assess content

Therefore I want to look ahead to the issue of content assessment. What follows is an attempt 
to clarify the assessment process by getting criteria and definitions “on the table.” It is unlikely 
that everyone can agree on criteria, or agree on the relative importance of specific criteria. How-
ever, if a discussion begins without some framework confusion seems likely.

Already some postings have identified possible “categories” to characterize the notebook 
contents, and I think I saw: 

Authentic From AE and FN
Hoax Transmitted hoax by noncommercial radio
Drama Radio play, transmitted by commercial radio station
Fabrication Entire incident made up by Betty

This article was originally submitted to the online Earhart Forum as a way of addressing some of the issues in assessing 
Betty’s Notebook. It is a fine example of the kind of research and analysis we are able to bring to bear on each new piece 
of evidence in the Earhart Project.

by John Pratt, TIGHAR # 2373

Organizing the Argument
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A fabrication is early discounted but included 
for completeness.

The following matrix is created to identify 
some of those characteristics and compare the 
categories based on those characteristics. Note 
that in some categories a characteristic may 
have a broad range of values, therefore it may 
not be a particularly good determinant of that 
category. Poorly-characterized categories may 

also be indicators of poorly defined categories, 
which require division into finer and more 
descriptive categories. Of course, the "Authen-
tic" category will have more variability in its 
characteristics than the "Drama" category. On 
the other hand this type of analysis may identify 
some characteristics as critical indicators.

  What Betty Heard Authentic Hoax Drama Fabrication

  Heard in St. Pete (pending) Yes Yes Yes

  Duration 1 hr. 45 min. Yes Yes No Yes

  No music Yes Yes No Yes

  No commercials Yes Yes No Yes

  No story line Yes No No No

  Sporadic reception Yes Yes (Possible) Yes (Possible) Yes

  Variable clarity Yes Yes (Possible) Yes (Possible) Yes

  Multiple voices Yes Yes Yes Yes

  Action and emotion Yes Yes Yes Yes

  Attempted statement of location Yes Yes No Yes

  Specific situation details Yes Yes Yes Yes

  Specific situation details Yes No No No
      correct for Lockheed 10

  “Occult” situation details Yes No No No

  Specific personal details Yes Yes Yes Yes

  Little known correct Yes No No No
     personal details

  “Occult” personal details Yes No No No

  5 No 9 No 5 No

(This is an updated version of John’s original suggestion.)

I expect that everyone who reads that matrix 
will disagree with one or more of my character-
ization-values. That is part of the beauty of this 
formalism because the discussion can then find 
a focus. If we can’t get something like consensus 
of what these categories will be like, it is unlikely 
that we can share conclusions that result. This 
type of discussion has already started, with the 
discussion that some sort of location should 
have been available for broadcast and therefore 
real transmissions should have that character-
istic.

Another advantage is that it lets us identify 
the logic we are intuitively using. For example, 
one might say that the apparent lack of a coher-
ent story line is an indication that this is an 
Authentic transmission because the alternatives 
are likely to have a story line.

Also, intuitively, almost everyone seems keen 
to spot the “occult” details that would strongly 
indicate authenticity because few outside the 
participants would know them.

Finally, it may show places where categories 
are “degenerate,” not distinguished. For exam-

“Occult” does not refer to magic; it is only a compact notation for informa-
tion that does not appear to make sense.
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O n two other occasions, over the years,  
TIGHAR has been approached by elderly 

women who think they heard Amelia Earhart on 
the short wave in July of 1937. Here’s a summary 
of each story.

In a letter to TIGHAR dated March 21, 1991, 
Thelma L. of Ontario, Canada wrote:

On the seventh day of July 1937, early morning–
before eight A.M. as my husband had to be at work 
at eight o’clock, I was listening to short-wave radio 
[on a] DeForest Crosley–cabinet model; while my 
husband was getting ready for work.

I had the radio on “short wave” as there was a 
program of Japanese music that I got every morn-
ing. As I passed back and forth across the dial near 
the station [where] I usually got the program, I 
picked up this voice, loud and clear–the message 
was “Can you read me? Can you read me? This 
is Amelia Earhart. This is Amelia Earhart. Please 
come in.” Then she gave her position. When she 
gave it a second time I picked up a book and jotted 
down the numbers, latitude [?]–longitude. She 
continued: “We have taken in water, my navigator 
is badly hurt; [repeat] we are in need of medical 
care and must have help; we can’t hold on much 
longer.”

I rushed upstairs to tell my husband and asked 
him if I shouldn’t get in touch with someone. His 
reply, “It’s nearly a week since she’s been missing. 
What you heard was no doubt a play, some the-
ater group.” “But,” I said, “it was English spoken. 
I’ve never heard English spoken on that station.” 
I went back downstairs. Silence. I went back and 
forth over the area. Very faintly heard her voice 

Other Ears
once and then all was quiet and later only static.
At the time, Mrs. L. was living in St. Stephen, New 

Brunswick which is just across the river from Calais, 
Maine (far northeastern Maine). She has since looked 
for the book in which she wrote down the position but 
can’t find it.

In a letter to TIGHAR postmarked October  
11, 1990, Mabel D. of Vermont wrote:

On the first night of Amelia Earhart’s disappear-
ance I heard her SOS loud and clear, not on the 
frequency but on the one President Roosevelt said 
she might use. Her message stated the plane was 
down on an uncharted island. Small, uninhabited. 
The plane was partially on land, part in water.

She gave the latitude and longitude of her loca-
tion. I listened to her for 30-45 minutes. After 
waking my family to listen–two sons and my hus-
band (all three now deceased) and I had called 
our local paper to let them listen to her message 
also when one member of our family reminded 
me that our President had asked that no one give 
out any information if they heard anything, as it 
might endanger her life.

I heard her message around 2 A.M. daylight 
saving time from my home in Amarillo, Texas. 
She stated that her navigator Fred Noonan was 
seriously injured. Needed help immediately. She 
also had some injuries but not as serious as Mr. 
Noonan.

My family and myself decided not to discuss this 
with anyone. The government of the USA was sup-

ple, this set of characteristics does not seem 
to strongly distinguish an Authentic  transmis-
sion from a Hoax. The solution is to find more 
definitive characteristics or admit that the cases 
cannot be distinguished.

In conclusion, I have attempted to organize 
the logic some of the credibility asessment 
posted so far. I see two features:

1. Some people have intuitively focused on 
characteristics that would support a conclu-

sion of Authentic if found. It is probably not 
wishful thinking. If it finds the pony, they get 
the first ride.

2. It is not clear from the discussion so far that 
we can strongly distinguish between a Hoax 
and an Authentic transmission based on 
internal content. Of course post-loss hoaxes 
were recorded so this is not a new problem.






