
J'vTEMO TO: John Cathcart 
FROM: Bob Pratt 
SUBJECT: Analysis od Manitoba UFO photos 

Sept ember 23, 1976 

Grant Cameron, our contac t in Winnipeg , called. today af'ter taking 
copies of the three photos we have and showing them. t o several experts 
in Winnipeg and gave this report: 

Robert Miller, who has a master's degree in astronomy and is 
supervisor of t he planetarium at t he University of Manitoba in 
Winnipeg: "If what the photographer s ays (about time of expesures, etc. 
is true, ther e is no way this could be a meteor or· a fireball. 11 

Murr ay Sut her land, head of~ Air Traffic Cont rol at the Winnipeg 
Ai rpqr t : "In my opinion, it looks l ike no plane I am familiar with." 

Dick Cowan, supervisor of the contrd tower at Winnipeg Airport: 
"The only t hing I can think of is the afterburner of an F-104, but I 
wouJdn't even venture a gues s as t o that. If it was an F-104, it would 
have to be moving away from the photographer and then it would have a 
bluish-whi te flame, not reddish white." ~ 

Th e photographer, Fredericka Giesbrecht, said the obhect was 
moving from north to sourth and more or less towarJ her at the time she 
took her phot os. 

# 
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Jumping Jupiter! Is This Carman s 
T h o s e 111ysterious saucer• 

shaped objects sighted recently 
in the skies of southern Mani • 
toba have been identified as 
the planet Jupiter. 

··There can be little doubt 
·a bout it," Dr. I an Halliday, se• 
nior research officer with the 
planetary sciences section of 
t11e national research council 
in Ottawa, said in a telephone 
inter, iew Thursday. 

.. We got the report fron1 01e 
RCMP and we saw tbe pho• 
to graphs. , 

··The 6igbtings were at the 
right tin1e and i11 the right part 
of ,the ' sky to be consistent with 
the position of the planet Ju-
piter." 

The RCl\1 P <letaehn1ent in 
Cann an, 1\1 an. received reports 
of unidentified flying objects 
Ii\'e out of seven nights last 
week. The reports were in 
agreen1ent about the shape. 
color. n10,·e n1ent and speed of 
the objects. 

Freddie Giesbrecht. who pho-
-----· ~-~- . 

togr'1phed onr of the sightings 
early l\ionday n1orning, dt!· 
scribed what she saw as a 
g}o\\ ing white saucer-shap€d 
object with a dome. At other 
tin1es, she said, she has seen 
the object turn a pulsating 
orange as it was about to take 
olf. 

Dr. Halliday explained that 
the eye-brain mechanis1u plays 
tricks on people. 

• ·The planet appeared much 
closer th"n it actually wa~. be· 
l·ause our eyes are useless for 
depth perception beyond 100 
feet. 

"The brain knows frorn pre• 
\'ious experience the size of a 
familiar object like a car or an 
airplane, and can tell how 
near or Car away it is by bow 
large or small it appears. 

··But when someone sees an 
unfamiliar object in the sky 
\\ith no bac'kground to com­
pare it with, they have no way 
of judging its size or dist3nce. 
Because it appears bigger anti 
brighter than the otht?r stars. 
Pt!ople assume it must be 
nearer. 

"People in Manitoba may 
see a very bright meteor and 

say it"$ OAl)' a qumt:r•mile 
away. 

.. But someone in Saskatc.be­
wan. 400 nules away. m~y see 
the same roc'tt~or ~t the sau1-: 
time. and report it ~ a.!I onJy a 
q u a r t e r - m i l ~ a\.\ ay from 
them ... 

Dr. Halliday said i.t' s f.aurt) 
eommoo, when the --b~t 
planets" are in certain parts ot 
the sky, for people unfamiliar 
with the position of the stan 
and the movement oi the pla.D­
ets to tbin.k they ha\ e SttD aa 
W1identi.fit'<l tlyinl obj~t:t. 

s~ i~ D t i.slS ~ ~ k'O me r~porta af. 
sightin~s uC unfamiliar obJ~ts 
i.n th~ sky bt. .. c a 1.e>e tbt'y pro­
\ kl~ inforu1ath1ll about 111ttcv1·~ 

that might otht!'r-. 1.:,~ nut ~ 
kw.>\\ n. he 3aiJ. 

It ls iaptJCU.lll tu reean.l 1k 
poattioG el. tb.c •~t in eta, 
sky .. tbr dl~too in wb:il it & 
mo, .n,. tbe t...'lle II •~ ~t­
ed .u..itl t..'k 1~n ... u ut U.."'De 11 re--­
m aillai ui \~w. Dr. H.a.: ' iday 
>aa.1 

litcteon awve qul~k.ly aeroa 
the 3-AJ 41.lJ I:!l .11 b.: ui ~ ~w for 
uALy a few k<:uru!:i, b1At ;1.Ll.!l~ts 
mu 1,, e murt." SW• t., 4DJ >Uy Ul 

si_b.l 1uc .;~t. 
R~:,..1t.:~ou .t JOIIIUtff'll lhni­

toba ue Uilt to ~ Jup,t.:-r 
r1:>1~ low ui t.be ca.st liter 
mieto,i,bC and cilmbin, to blob 
i&l tbe 30w.b by :.unn.-,e. h can 
oft~ be a ~ta...-u.lar ~bl as 
tt \:'&•"~~~ cwur trom brilliant 
r~ Ct» p~ ~. seems 
to com~ iowLr-tls the \'lewer 
l.llll then mu\ e~ •way aialn. 



Ed Barker, Winnipeg P1amtari um (phone 9/1"3/76) on series of 3 photos t:iken 
hv Freddie G~esbre cht at 11~2~? 11:?0, lJ :21 and 11 : 22 pm on .~Jly q, 1975: 

We r.heclJed ~X.1'!:t:t~ fairly r-J ~)s,":?ly as to wha t phe T".ome!la were up there, a or 
t hat was up ther e at all, a~f, and we hRve had no reports of fireballR. altt 

that ' s ot unusual. the strer¼I<: by pretty f ast somettmeso She seeme to have 
tak en t hem ins eauence in a matt er of less that a second or so inbetween. 

t hese part· cular thi-r.gs are qui te interesting. Have you s een the movies 
taken by CKY - T\r? I went thru that frame by frame and in that particular 
sequence--there ar e two se~meni:s (of film) you knowo A horizontRl Kone tha 

goes wavy an~ the otl-ier one that k!fi.8XtHfsgoBFtt1f.s "lJ1 rl the':1 t hP.re ' s a fl8sg o 
th e intPr estin.ee: oA r t about t hnt f i l m/are that onthe f ilm they do show a 

sPpar attion betwe:en==f i rst r)f all abr.i ght object that i s movi.ne; . now you bre 

5.t down fr ane by frame you ' 11 s ee that xiunra a separation takes placP. in thi 

sphere or .object, the shiny one at t he fronto it breaks into two very shiny 
l ittle objects a s f ar ~part almost as the width of that ob ject again in 
between o and t her e ' s a sort of t •,muou s kind of lj_ ttle luminous cl oud that 
goes bet wee / t now • hat ·s ·~hably fl are raus ed by t he f act tha~ they di.d 

o e rexnose it r c=tt l ea;::; t b11 □ Pd i t up durinc d eve J. opmento now , and this 
thirig wi_ll kind of co me to.Q"eth? r again 0 f orminp wh2t seems to be one an a nd 

then ·t 1ll s enarate aga i n fu r th er on and way behind it , maybe 3 or 4 or 5 
widfth s ep;:i. rati ons . as ".' ' JU take t he inj_t"ia l. w\rl h width of t hiq ob .ie~t, -:1nri V'.)' 

extend it 4 or 5 irnes to the e&r t here is a little faint object that folla 

it, a very fain t light, very fai.nt, and this cons.i.stently follows it in its 
curve s , up and dm·.rn r1o t ~.0n s a:1c' 3.s you l ook e.t the _Dri!',ts y _0--'J ' } l S£ P. ::i 

separa t j_on ( i n midd LP one• ) ~ 'T'l-)e filrr1 looks so rhur. h sj milar t o t hat elong~ted 
one . now e whe t her t a -;_s ,c i ~ :L -f'j_r ant or Yl Ot. - -the c-oln r j_s cor>s i s t ent. throu; 

wtth the film and als0 s tl-ie ~Pparatio~ bus i~ ess. nowas f ar as we could firu 

out 9 there were no fireballs in the vicinity~ t here==now i ' s over a small 

a i irport (ne:m~t diemert ' s )--that was where she shot over it. she looked 

over th e a · rport to the soutwtiftt through her front window, and as far as I 

kn.ow there was nobody fJ ying at that time. you mi ght make a:r extra che'ck on 

t ha t . check ~ ith ~- ernert to mak e sure t here were no f ligh~s at that time o 

From Winnipeg tnere w·as a fJ i gh t c1 r ound 11 something or o t her, but that 
goes a little s0uth and ea.st of Carman andthat was going in the wrong direci 
direc-ri on . , . t he t vpe of P1'1 jpmf'nt she u sed was a 200 mm zoom lens 

coupled with a o • s_he did have this bumped up dur i ng development. seve rc=t l 

times. I t ook hold of i+ and 1 put it in a 35 mm enlarger here (at the 
plane t ar ium) sml hwnped J.t up and re-photographed j_ t again and I think l 

did it up to about 8 times eKposure t which is pretty much what you have 
ther e ... As fa r a s met eo r s :io or fi.reballs --well, fireball s are a little 
slower than meteors s ome imes, bolides--there ' s no--you .'; ee, she had to shoot 
f aster t han what a normal snap wo uld beo now, even a slow fireb a l l would 
show mo e of a taj_J_ than wha t you 've goto it wouldxx.-t show a slight elonga­
tion , like he 3rd one whi ch comes out kind of oval shaped You would get 
quj te a bi l onger on that . so I would rule out a fireball, as far as 

that ' goes . o • Y0 u could expla i n it as an aircraft, except that you would 
g a 3rd or 4t I l i ght (actually 2nd and 3 rd) o I ~ she took it on a one-
s cond expo sure , 

Yo u woul d ' g • 

cn r-" o-r • _ r w nL' r' shov.' u o vou woul d get a greenaand a redo 

c at k i 'H i o•" ---you ' d also get a white light on the top of the 

a j rcro 1~ == S " ·or o •; co r i c L'i "i-,-, ~ , both ·yi e -:in r1 r" rl o and thP , . a r l? VPry very 

b i p;ht , ow n ' ( 



Barker--2 

you would not have mis s ed the red one, you would not have mi s sed thegreen on, 
a d yo11 would not have rni8sed t he w~ite one, whi ch would have been there (if 
• t w.:=i.s an airpl a P. ~ ) now the wb:\ tP one should have sho'vm un brighter thim the 

red one , and the ed one would ha ve showed up briehter than the green one. 
btt there are o other l i ghts on thtat. no~ most of the ai~craft around her~ 
.and s11ppose i t's tru~ anywhere---thP. se lights are . placed .in such posi toiora . 

that you ca not miss · one of them no matter what angle you're looking fromo 
they are d esigned in su~h a way t hat you can~ot miss them. because otherwis~ 
~u wo d have bl nd spots and you would have ~ccidents~ so this is the reas 

wh we also have thf'se str obe l i gh s and thes e are rea l ly bri ght. so as far 
a n a· . craft ~oes , I r: ouldn ' t find rn1Jch ev .i.dence of an a1rcraft . I know that 

he Mmm i Ps ,0 ok hese sho +: s ard se . t them dowri to ihe NRS and somebody do'vm 

,here s a • d 11 wel . h p._ r ' ..,., A obv • 0usl y .? • re raft II a'1ct s ent them br1ck to th"? PCMP 

1\J0w, this c oul bP Pxplaiami ble as an aj rcraft and. I suppose that's 3.lways a 
\. 

poss ib j l·ty~ we ' re s ti11 le f t w.ith a kind of myst ery ••• I \-TOulrl. h,we to 
1le out a me±0R~xex~2z±a:i~x:aK«:raicytkiNgx meteor definitely. anything fast 
han a sldw mov ing bol·cte or a fairly fast moving plane coming in for landi 

a t this field ... 

B 



UFO Skeptic 

This is G o o g I e's cache of htto://www.ufoskeotic.om/marshall.html. 
G o o g I e's cache is the snapshot that we took of the page as we crawled the web. 
The page may have changed since that time . Click here for the current page without highlighting . 
To link to or bookmark this page , use the followi ng url: http : //www . goog l e . com/sea r c h? 
cy•~.1r! ,e : t. Zryl ::- , . JGp?C : www . u f os k ept i c . org /m 0irshal 1 . h tml ~ val + j o hn son• UFO&h l-en&ie • UTF- 8 

Google 1s nor affihated with the mllhors of th IS page nor responsible for its content. 

These search te rms have been highlighted: val johnson ufo 

l!ufoskeptic.orglj 

Page 1 of 2 

Marshall County, Minnesota Vehicle Interference and Physical Traces 
Event 

On August 27, 1979 a close encounter of the second kind occurred in the Red River Valley area of 
far northwestern Minnesota that is one of the most ev identia l UFO cases on record, and one of the 
best investigated. 

Deputy Sheriff Val Johnson of Marshall County was on duty t hat night, driving not far from the 
North Dakota border, when at around 1:40 a.m. he saw a light through his side window. It was 
obviou sly not on a road and looked too glaring to be a ca r headlight. He first thought it might be a 
small plane on or very near the ground. He turned left on anot her road to try to get closer to the 
light to ident ify it. Suddenly, the light moved toward him , travelling so fast that it almost 
instantaneously was upon his car (covering an estimated mi le and a half). Johnson was blinded by 
the brilliance of the light and heard glass breaking, then lost consciousness. 

When he returned to consciousness , t he car was stalled and had skidded across the highway. He 
fel t sluggish and shaky . He rad ioed headquarters, at 2 : 19 a.m., to request assistance. Soon 
another deputy arrived, who called an am bulance. The doctor who examined Johnson found him 
to be in a mild state of shock. His eyes were irritated as if Johnson had suffered "mild welder's 
burns, " and Johnson couldn't stand to be exposed to any bright lights. 

The pa t rol car had very peculiar damage . The inside headlight on the driver's side was smashed 
but not the one to its immediate left . The re was a flat - bottomed circular dent on the left side of the 
front hood, about a half inch in diameter, close to the w indshield. There was a crack in the 
windsh ield on the driver's side, that ran from top to bottom, with four apparent impacts. The 
electric clock was running 14 minutes slow, as was Johnson's wristwatch. The shaft of the roof 
antenna was bent over at a 60 -degree angle , start ing about 6 inches above its base. The trunk 
antenna was bent over at 90 degrees, but only near the top . No damage occurred to the car's 
regular antenna on the front hood. Essentia lly, all the damage to the car occurred on the left, or 
driver's side. 

I nvest igations occurred immediately, both by the sheriff s department and by investigators from 
the Ce nte r for UFO Studies. The police determined that Johnson's car traveled about 950 feet 
after the f irs t damage occurred . No cause could be found for the event, including collision with 
another vehic le or a low- flying plane, a hoax on t he pa rt of Johnson, or anything else. In addition, 
experts from Ford Motors (the vehicle was a 1977 Ford LTD) and a team of engineers from 
Honeywell examined var ious portions of the damage . 

http ://www.google.ca/search?q=cache:tZrylCQdGp8C :www.ufoskepti c.org/marsha11 .htm1 ... 5/15/2003 



UFO Skeptic Page 2 of 2 

A windshield expert, Meridan French, from Ford, noted after examining the windshield fractures 
that "Even after severa l days of refl ection on the crack patterns and apparent sequence of 
fractures, I still have no explanat ion for what seem to be inward and outward forces acting almost 
simultaneously. I ca n only [conclude] ... that all cracks were from mechanical forces of unknown 
origin ." No cause cou ld be fo und fo r the clock running slow, the peculiar antenna damage, or other 
physica l traces. 

Fortunately, Johnson's eyes hea led quickly, and he suffered no lasting effect from the close 
encounter. 

The most complete account of this case is in The UFO Encyclopedia: The Phenomenon from the 
Beginning by Jerome Clark (1998), Omnigraphics. Other references include Allan Hendry 
"Minnesota CEIi: The Val Johnson Story," International UFO Reporter Pt. I, 4 {Sept./Oct. 
1979):4-9, and Pt II, 4 (November 1979): 4- 10. 

http ://www. ogle. a/ earch?q=cach :tZryl cl p8 :www.u~ k pti . rg/mar h II .html .. . 5/1 5/200 
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F_lying -Disc Yisit_s Texas; 
Boy Vows ·He ·Touched _It 

c _,. 

"That's not a flyi~g saucer. That's a diacus thrown hy that -
Meadow Gold Millt drinker out At D. U. Stadium." • 

AMARILLO, Texas, April 9.-(UP)_-A 12-year-old boy 
swore today he actually touched a junior-sized flying saucer 
before it "made a whistling noise and to_ok off' after a lone-

minute stay on earth • I by some sort ·of screw in the . mid-
Furtherm ore, the lad had the dle " he said. ' . 

w_ord of his companion to back _up David said he noticed the small 
his cla_im-plus a r ed arm and fac e area between top and bottom was 
he said r esulted from a gas or "real red , like it was on fire or 
spray emitted by the strange ob- something." 
Ject. T- W S . . 

Both insisted their stories were op as pmmng 
t rue. The youth said the top half was 
Believed It Balloon still . spinning as he apprnached. 

. . • "My fingers barely touched it," 
. Dav id Lightfoot told the Arna- he said. "It was sl ick like a snake 

n llo Globe :r:i-ews he an~ h;s 9- ~n1 hot, too." 
year-old cousin, Charles Ligh_.foot , Before he could get a firm hold , 
were ! ishmg yesterday about lO David said, the top began spinning 
m1l_es no~theast of here when t he faster "and m ade a whistl ing noise 
weird _episode be_gan. . and tooK off." It disa ppeared in 

Dav~d said tney sighted what less than 10 seconds. • 
they first thought was a balloon. The boy sa id the blue-gra b-
The obiect passed only a ~ew feet . Y O

. 
over their heads, he said . The con- Jee~ released _a gas ~r spray JD 
traption landed • jus t beyond a takmg off which turned his arms 
i;li ght hill . and face a bnght red , and .caused 

The boy described it ls about small welts. 
the same circumference as an au-
tomobile tire, and abou t 18 inches 
thick. 

"It was rounded on the bottom 
with a top resembling a plate . The 
top part was separated from the 
top by about one-inch of space, 
but the parts were held together 
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From: "Mark Rodeghier" <markrod@xsite.net> 
To: "Grant Cameron" <presidentialufo@presidency .com> 
Cc: 
Subject: Re: CKY Film 
Date: Mon, 15 Dec 2003 05 :51:54 -0600 

Grant, 

Page 1 of 2 

That film certainly sounds like it could be interesting if we could find it, but I've never seen anything 
like it, and we know what we have in the archives. 

lf Allen had it, he probably took it with him to Arizona when he moved there, and we never got it back 
after he passed away . 

Mark 

-- Original Message -
From: Grant Cameron 
To: markrod@xsite.net 
Sent: Sunday, December 14, 2003 1 :27 PM 
Subject: CKY Film 

Mark 

Just a short note to ask if you recall a fi lm at CUFOS called the "CKY film." It was taken in May 1975 
by a news crew and two support crews near the object which was sitting on the ground. The film was 
taken in Carman Manitoba Canada. 

When J. Allen Hynek was here in Winnipeg to speak in 1975, he asked for and was given two copies 
of the film . He did not interview any of the witnesses. 

I had a copy given to me by the man who took the film . It however is safely hidden where ever I put it 
25 years ago. There are a coupl e copies floating around including an 11 minute special done by the 
station with an analysis of the film whi ch Bob Barry of 20th century had . The only copy I have is the 
short segment used on UFO Coverup Live. 

At present I am shaking ever bush in hopes of recovering this film before it is gone forever. 

Hope you can help . 

Grant 

Sign-up for Ads Free at Mail.com 

http ://mail0 I .mail .com/scripts/mai l/mesg. mai l?folde - INBOX& .popup= l &msg _uid= 107... 12/20/2003 
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Mr. Chris Rutk owski 
RASC - Winnipeg Cent r e 
PO Box 215 
St . James Post Offi ce 
Winnipeg , Mani toba R3J 3R4 
CANADA 

Dear Chris : 

329 South Front Street 
Harrisburg , Pennsylvania 17104 U.S.A. 

June 5, 1989 

Thank you very much for your telephone call on April 15 regarding 
t h e Carman "UFO" film of May 13, 1975. I appreciate the information 
you provided and I understand that you were not speaking on behalf of 
the RASC, that you had looked into some of the Carman sightings 
independently at that time. 

Enc l osed is a draft of a review I made of the film as recently 
shown here and on Television. Your tip that two images of the UFO 
appear on a single frame of the copy of the film in your possession 
was a key. I closely looked at each frame and believe that I have 
found absolute proof that a copy was made and that a splice can explain 
this . frame with the two images and miraculous "jumping" of the UFO. 

Please look over this and note my referenoe to your information 
about the two images. If you have any suggestions or corrections, please 
let me know, ·I . will then send you a copy of the final draft. There are 
a couple of typos on this one and I may shorten it. The numbered items 
"l" thr6ugh "10" are references to claims made by a representative of 
the planetarium on the longer version presented here by lecturer Robert 
Barry. Do you know who that spokesman was on the film? 

I never received any answer to a letter I sent to the television 
station. That's not too surprising, but probably explains the so-called 
"clamp" Barry says is on the film, now. 

I have also discovered that Ed Barker is director of s~mething 
called the "Manitoba Centre for Unidentified Flying Object Studies", 
according to a Feb. 2, 1987 article in the FREE PRESS. 

Also enclosed is a draft, which credits you for your tip about 
the two images, for a re~ of the "UFO Covereup Live" TV show, which 
I am goin.g to submit to the SKEPTICAL INQUIRER. There are quite a -few 
changes from the earlier version I sent you, plus I have footnoted it. 
Please check the part about the Carman film and let me know if my ref­
erence is OK with you. 

Thanks , again, for you help. By "bhe way, I think I mentioned the 
alleged Harrisburg UFO incident of December 4, 1988. It has been the 
subject of an art i cle in the May MUFON Journal. Our independent review, 
here , shows tha t there is much less to it than meets the eye. The 
principal wi tness has refus ed to provide any information, even on an 
anonymous ques t i onna ire. Pictures were taken of his "in~uries", but 
when our Socie t y offered to have a physician t ake a look at the pictures 
t"fiey turned out to b e "los t". ' 

Con inued . .. 



Chris Rutkowski page two 

The "UFO investigators " have never (including in the article in 
their "journal") been specific about the location, exact time or , 
specific movements of the "UFO ". Never once in the article do they 
mention that both witnesses initially thought it was an airplane (the 
second witness forgot all about it until the pricipal witness later 
convinced him it was a UFO). The artist ' s conception of the incident 
in the MUFON Journal article has the witness going in the opposite 
direction (but exactly in the direction of -4.Omv Venus) and the 
drawing is really a fantasy location. I've lived in the area for JO 
years and there is not~place like that. Actually, I don't think the 
UFO investigators know~ themselves, where this happened. 

When I write up my report of this incident I will send you a copy 
for some humorous late night reading. 

Please let me know if you have any changes for the two enclosed 
reviews. Thanks , again. 

Encl. 

Clear skies, 

Robert R. Young 
Education Chairman, 
Astronomical Society of Harri~burg 
(717) 234-4616 



Robert Young 
329 South Front Street 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 
USA 17104 

Dear Bob , 

Chris Rutkowski 
Box 1918 
Wi nnipeg , Manitoba 
Canada R3C 3R2 

7 July, 1989 

Sorry for the delay in getting back to you, but the box number you sent your 
letter to is no longer the RASC mailing address. The formal address for the RASC is: 

Royal Astronomical Society of Canada 
Winnipeg Centre 
Room 110 
St. Paul's College 
University of Manitoba 
Winnipeg, Manitoba 
Canada R3T 2M6 

But you should feel free to contact me at my own mailing address: 

or the abbreviated form, above. 

Chris Rutkowski 
Box 1918 
Winnipeg General Post Office 
Winnipeg, Manitoba 
Canada R3C 3R2 

After reading your letter and reviews of the Carman film and the UFO TV special, 
I can only conclude t hat Robert Barry is certainly presenting a rather skewed 
view about events he is not that familiar with . 

The CKY film seems to have been misrepresented in several ways. I think the 
problem is that a report on t he incident has never been pUQlished, although the 
cas e file has been available for some time. Grant Cameron and I have recently 
been approached to write an authoritative article on the case, and we may have 
t ha t ready within the year. It seems that ever since the film was aired on the 
TV show las t year , American UFO buffs, unfamiliar with the case because it occurred 
in Canada , have t aken an interest in t he case. Unfortunately, it was Robert Barry 
who i s associated with the film on the TV show, and mos t people think that his 
comments on the incident are the facts about the matter. 

The "Plane t a rium spokesman" is probably Ed Barker. He is currently executive 
producer at t he Manitoba Planetarium , and does still say he is director of the 
Manitoba Centre f or UFO Studies . He is , of course , the only employee of the Centre. 
The "Centre " is at t he Planetarium t.o give it some respectability in the eyes of 



the edia and the p ub l i c . This works quite well in his favour b ecause h e is 
fr quently on TV , radio and in the newspapers as an expert on UFOs . He was 
re ent yon a Nationa l r adio program talking a bout alien abductions, although 
I told that most of his expertise on the s ubject comes from reading the 
popular literature . 

in an awkward situation with Mr. Barker in that I am President of the 
entre here , and he is in charge of the Planetarium. Al l other Centres across 

anada have good relationships with their City Planetariums, and although Barker 
isagree on the UFO question , I have to maintain a diplomatic and 

- perative pos ition with him for assistance in publicizing and organizing 
astrono y activ it i e s . I would appreciate you not conveying any negative remarks 
about Mr . Barker by me to him in any way. 

Although your detective work in analysing the CKY film is commendable, I 
personally doub t that the double image is caused by a splice. Internal reflection , 

aybe, but not a splice . Grant Cameron and I have pulled out our second-generation 
copy of the fi lm t his week, and examined it carefully unde r magnification. We will 
be getting pr i nts made from it as soon as we can. 

he f acts of the case are these: Allan Kerr was a film technician at CKY at the 
t e of the incident . (I have spoken with him and he verifies this version of the 
story . ) UFOs were being reported around Carman for several weeks, and a CKY film 
crew went to the site to film the UFOs at a supposedly "prime location". They 
wa'ted l ong into the night without any luck, then returned home to Winnipeg and 
f: _ed f or overtime on their fruitless project. The station manager was furious 
when h e saw the overtime requests, and ordered that all future trips to look for 
UFOs b e done on employees' own time. That night, Kerr, not experienced with the 
camera operation , took it out to Carman after his shift was over. 

A la~ge number of people gathered that night to see "Charlie Redstar", as the 
_o was called . Observers stationed themselves at three different positions to 

try and triangulate the position of any object that appeared. Late that night, 
an o bj ect was seen west of their positions, down near the ground. Kerr claimed 
tha t he saw the object and filmed it as he watched it motionless on the ground. 
_ t then "took off" and began moving up and to his right (i.e. north). He tried 
panni n g with it , then moved considerably ahead of it and waited for it to move 
into view . It passed t h r ough his viewfinder and continued on its way. This 
ovement was also seen by other wi tnes ses, although no one saw the "brilliant 

f lash il luminate the horizon". There was much more to the visual sighting report, 
but i r r e l evant to the film . 

Now comes t he nex t problem . When Kerr returned to Winnipeg, he went to CKY, 
unlc>aded the film and put it in a bin for later developing. Hhen he went in to 
work the next day , he found that someone had already developed the film. The 
processed film was mostly blank, and only a few feet had any UFO images. The 
rest of t h e film wa s missing , " left on the cutting room floor ". This is not too 
hard to imagine , since the images are so faint that the film would appear blank 
to a technic i a n unaware of what was being processed . You and I both know that 
film developers will sometimes think t hat a n astrophoto of a galaxy is actually 
"blank", and no t print the negative. Even Jack Newton has this problem sometimes. 

The t wo sections of t he film wit h i mages were splice d togeth er . That is , t he 
images on the f ilm we re not doctored t h emse lves . Howe v er , Kerr noticed tha t the 
order in which t h e i mage s appeared was reversed to t hat which he h a d obser v ed and 
photographed . On the f ilm, t he UFO moves through sky first , a nd t hen is st tion ry . 



This lends credence to the idea that a film lab technician mixed up the 
order after realizing the film he had developed wasn't blank after all, and 
patched together two sections that seemed to have images on them . Recently, 
Grant and I found that the most interesting section of the film, the part 
with the double images , is only about six inches in length! 

The voice- over on the film that you saw is puzzling. Grant thinks it may be 
a CKY reporter , although since Ed Barker was interviewed about the same time by 
CKY, it could be him instead . The ridiculous claims of the object jumping into 
the air at thousands of miles an hour don't ·come from anybody I am familiar with, 
although Robert Barry uses these figures in his reports on the film. 

Now for your review of the film . 

Page 1: I was associated with University College in 1975. 
A small fraction of the Carman UFO reports didn't seem to have a simple 
explanation, though of course this doesn't mean they were from Mars. 

~ruthfully, I 'm not that impressed with the film, though I find it very 
interesting in the context of the entire case including witnesses' 
testimony . Even Dr. J. Allen Hynek, the "father of ufology" was very 
careful when asked about the Carman film. He said, "It's one of the 
best films of a nocturnal light I've ever seen". How can you dispute that? 

Page 2 : It's hard to say whether Ed Barker ever investigated the Carman film. I 
don't think he ever interviewed most of the witnesses, although he did 
take a geiger counter out to the area where the UFO was seen to hover, 
and reported readings 6 to 10 times above background levels. He told me 
that an identical camera was used by the Planetarium on an unrelated 
matter, a nd that a similar flash was noted on the film as well. He said 
that the flash was likely due to a loose cover on the exciter lamp. 
However, a TV news cameraman has told me that that particular camera 
did not have an exciter lamp. 

Yes, it ' s OK to use my name if you wish. 
I don' t know how the film was slowed down on the copy Barry has, but I think 
your analysis is fascina ting ! 

Page 3: A good examination of the film shows that the main object does not "jump". 
What seems to happen is that a second object appears a few frames before 
the flash at the top of the frame, the main object fades and we are left 
with the second object. The flash occurs coincidentally with this ballet. 

Explanation #1 is likely wrong since the object was observed on the ground. 
i,lso , t here were no planes in the vicinity, according to local airport 
personnel . 

Explanation #2 is an interesting theory, though I believe there is evidence 
t o suggest that the two images were not formed (i.e. faked) artifically. 

I would suggest Explanation #3: that the second image was an internal 
reflection. This is one alternative for the "echo" sequence on the other 
clip , and may be viable in some way for this one as well, although why the 
last frame would have only the second image and not the first is a bit 
curious. 

Page 4: I have copies of the film on film itself and on videotape. No wonder you're 
having trouble analysing the film if you're working with the videotape. 
Ed Barker does not have any copies, but says he thinks Bill Kendricks 
might . Grant ' s copy of the film is a bit cleaner than mine, with fewer 
scratches (mine has been transferred to video several times; it is the 
copy that CKY borrowed from me to make a new videotape. Theirs was lost.). 



Page 4: (con t 'd) 

I n a n i n terv iew, Bill Kendricks , the reporter who went with Kerr originally 
that nig h t but was actually at a different location at the time of the 
fi lmi ng , s aid tha t he did not see the flash himself , in conflict with what 
wa s reported. --

I agree that it is difficult to see any detail in the "horizon" illuminated 
by t he flash. It does appear to be some sort of light leak , though a very 
locali zed and isolated one. 

Page 5 : Th e " e cho" is very interesting . In some frames , it is apparently brighter 
t han the main object! Al so , since our copies h a v e t he benefit of better 
colour , we can note t hat t he colour of the main object seems to change 
slight ly throug h its course. 

I agree that the shape of the object (or "light") cannot be determined . 
Claim number l is too vague to mean anything. 
Claim number 2 is false, as you had originally typed, but "incorrect" will do. 

Page 6 : Claim number 3 is also not true, though on our copies of the film, we can 
see the colours much better. But the "true" colour would be dependent on 
many factors . Even car taillights at a distance have a significant colour 
shift. 

Claim 4 is very strange. There was a different UFO sighting near Carman 
several days earlier, when a police officer observed a UFO that had a 
"x-shaped white halo around it". I suspect that these two cases were mixed up. 

My theory is that since the camera was focussed on infinity, as was claimed 
(and we have no reason to really doubt this), the problem of the object's 
diffuse shape is due to the resolution of the camera and the distance to 
the object. I doubt whether the image on film of a moving light is ever 
uniform . 

Claim 5 depends on what is meant by "hovering". The object was observed by 
witnesses t o be stationary at the time it was filmed, and therefore we 
can be reasonably sure that it did not have tangential movement. Radial 
movement, however, is another thing altogether. A light on the ground 
could certainly be a car headlight or taillight moving radially to the 
witnesses. Of course, since witnesses were separated, and all thought the 
light was stationary at first, the light would have had to have been 
fairly far away as well. 

Yes , the big problem with the film is the lack of reference objects. Without 
them , it is vir tua lly impossible to infer anything about the nature of the 
object. 

Claim number 6 . Undisputed . 
Cl aim number 7, as quoted is true . The object seems to do this, but why? 

I'm get t ing more encouraged to examine the film in more detail. 
Claim number 8 has some elements of truth , if we include the testimony of 

t h e wi t nesses who all agree the object moved. The cameraman, Kerr, did 
s a y t ha t h e waited f or the obj ect to move into view while the camera was 
steady . 

Claim numbe r 9 is true . The original object is no t visible on the frame 
immediate ly after the flash, although the second object is. So, the first 
f irst ob ject "d i sappears after this flash ". The flash is not on the last 
frame . 



Page 7: The film is at the very least, interesting. And it is definitely a " real " 
UFO. I can't positively identify it, and neither can anybody else. 
"Unidentified" , right? But what is it a film of? 

Barry's statements are quite bizarre . His comments about NASA and the NSA 
are probably related to what he claims happened on a radio station call-in 
show in Winnipeg where he was a guest in 1983. ~e s ays he learned of this 
at that time . However , his claims about NASA and other scientific agencies 
being impressed with the film have to do with a meeting he claims to have 
had in 1975 . We have been unable to confirm the names of the people he 
says were impressed with the film. · I am enclosing a copy of his version 
of the case and his investigation (if it could be called that) . 

The film is not classified to my knowledge . 

In s ummary , I think you have done an excellent job of analysing the CKY film 
as p r esented by Robert Barry . But considering that his vers ion of the incide nt is 
rathe r embellished , as well as being several generations from the original film, 
h is claims are not really listened to by anyone in a position wi t h some knowledge 
of UFOs . Jerome Clark, Stanton Friedman , Allen Hynek and several others all have told 
me they have concerns about Barry ' s treatment of cases . Grant Cameron and I were 
aghast when the Carman film was shown with Barry as narrator. He had nothing to 
do with the case, and had never investigated i t . 

One viewpoint is that the object on t he ground was a light on a car, while 
the light in the sky was an aircraft . That would be more consistent with witnesses' 
testimony and the film as well, though has problems too. 

But the film itself cannot stand alone as proof that a flying saucer came to 
Carman on the night of May 13, 1975 . The case is very complex, however, and this 
is not usually noted when the film is mentioned. There were several witnesses in 
different locations ; radiation was said t o have been found where the object was 
seen to_ land; film was taken ; etc. This suggests to me that a detailed review of 
the incident is in order . I myself was not involved in the affair at the time, 
though I have since met and spoken with many of the people involved. 

Finally , one comment about your review of the "Cover-Up" TV show. You disagree 
with Laibow about the claim t hat abductees don't want fame or publicity. That is 
actually quite t rue. The vast majority of abductees are quietly interviewed by 
psychologists and ufologists under a cloak of anonymity. Several have even come 
to me , and one threatened legal action if his name was ever made public! This is 
tru;-of most of them . The few who have agreed to have their identities known are 
definitely of a different calibre. Streiber's autobiographical account is an 
anomaly that serves to encourage people to think they were abducted as well. But 
the ones who seek treatment earnestly do not want publicity. 

I'm enclosing Barry 's version of the CKY incident, as well as a copy of the 
report file held by Ufology Research of Manitoba. The names have been deleted, 
because of requests for anonymity, although you can figure out that "D" is Kerr. 

I was asked to produce a planetarium show on amateur astronomy this summer. 
It will be opening this fall, and includes many of our Centre's own astrophotos. 
Both Jack Newton and Ian Shelton have been members of the Winnipeg Centre, by the 
way (not meaning to boast , of course). 

Hope I've been of help, 

Best wishes, 



THE CAR MAN, MANITOBA, UFO FILM 

A Critical Review by Robert R. Young 

This i s a film taken on May 13 , 1975 at about 11: 3 0 P.M. 
(local ti me) near Car ma n, Manitoba ~containing several ·seconds of 
16 mm fo otage of a n object or obj~cts. Thi s occurred during a 
period when hundred s of UFO reports were originat ing from the 
Car- mt,n ar- et,. 

Th<:? cla i m<:;; 

It i s clai me d that al l lighted, moving images on the film 
are o ·f the ~,;,rnici objec t, ;,md that!' " . ... ti.Jh at it drn-'.:'~5 makes this 
film i mpo,-t a nt." It. i s claime d that the objE•c t "jump s" from one 
pa r t of a f r a me to a noth e r a t a lmost 33,000 mil es per hour in one 
c:\ccount or " c1. l most i n s ta.nt•aneuu ,; l y" i r1 another-; that t h e UFO 
"hovE>r·-s ", that i. t pr- oduce ~.; a my<:=; teriou~0; flash which lights up the 
entire horizon, a nd t h e n t h e objec t disappears. It is also 
claimed that the film s upport s eyewitness account s of the object 
by many pE'ople, a nd thc.lt the objE.>ct is a "r-· E'c:'1 UFO'~ --.:· • ,:· . , 

The f ilm wi th the UFO images, eit her by itse lf or as part of 
a news or fe atu r e piece produced by CKV-TV, a Winnipeg television 
stat ion, ha s b een s hown on the air loc al ly. It has also - been 
shown by a UFO lecturer in the United States to a col lege 
aud i e nc e a nd to a s ub - commit t ee of the U.S. National Academy of 
Sciences . In 1988 it appeared a s part of a n etwork specia l aired 
by 134 television s tations in the U.S ., Canada a nd New Zealand. 
The film is al s o a ll eged to be in the possession of the U.S. 
National Sec ur ity Agency and National Aeronaut ics and Space 
Adminis t1- c1.tion. It h a~;; c:,ls;o beer, a ll eg<'?d that ";:1 clamp" has been 
p u t or, f u r t h er- r-e J. e i:':\ s F2 o ·f t h e ·fi. 1 m cl u c2 t o i t s; b Ei i n g " c l as-, s i f i e d " . 

What do loca l invest i gators sav about the film? 

Chris Rutkow s ki wa s associated with the planetarium of 
McC ,:::l.l. lister Coll E·~JE' !' Winn i peg 1 :i. n 1975 a nd pE;ir s onal l y 
invest ig ated ma n y of the Carman sig hting s . There were ''hundreds 
of sighti ngs" in the Cannan a r··ec\, h e s ays~ but_ those he 
investigated turn ed out to be pl a n es, brig h t planet s or twinkling 
s ta ,- s . 

Rutkowski said that h e has a copy cf t h e fil m in hi s 
po s session. He "1Nai;; not imp1··0?~.;s <;~d " w:i. th th[? ·film and believes it 
h as unres olved problems. Report e dly, the photograph e r was net 
r e pr esenting the te levi si on stati on when h e took the film . When 
h a rrive d at work , h e d iscovered t h at t he film had already b een 
e d it ed as currently shown, and it is not now in the seque nc e in 
whic h it was filmed. Report ed ly, t h ere a r e missi ng fra mes a nd 
the o r igi n a l film wa s lost for a while. 



Cc:1.rman UFO film 

According to the -fil m's . nar ration~ the mysterious 11 flash" 
was no t seen by the photogr~pher or many of the witnesses and • 
app ears on only one frame. It may be a light leak in the camera 
or darkroom as suggested l on g ago by Ed Barker, Director of the 
Manitoba Planetarium~ an other earl y investiqator o f the Carman 
UFO film . Barker thought it might . be duet~ light leaking from 
an exciter bulb housing alth o ugh others do not believe the type 
of camera used had an ex citer bulb . This ·would s till not rule 
out a light leak in camera or da r kroom from s ome other cause. 

Rutkowski called my atten tion to the f act that in the film 
in his possession two images of the a lleged UFO were on a single 
f 1ramP "-_I) Si nee one of the ·f eat ur 1=1s that seemed to mak e thi s a 
mCJvi e o ·r important. wa<;; its myste rioLl S "j ump i n g' ' mov e ment on that 
very fra me, it could be crucial it two i mages of th e object were 
visible at the same ti me . Th is mig h t s uggest t h a t two different 
objects were involved or perhap s that t wo different s equences of 
pictures of the same object were edited together~ perhaps 
i n adve1r tent 1 y. 

An e x amination of the Carman film 

A copy of a copy? I h a ve careful l y examined the sequence of 
p i c t ur es a nd f ound several curious di s cr epancies . The film s hows 
t h e objects in a 14-second seq uenc e at "l/40th normal speed," 
acco r di n g to the narrat or and a notat ion in the picture. If the 
fil m was t ak en at 16 frames per s econd a s claimed this w9uld mean 
five o r six fra mes were in vol ved on . 3 5 seconds of film. (14 X 16 
/ 40 = 5 . 6 fram e s ; 14 / 40 = .35 s econd s .) However, after 
sto~pi ng each frame a nd carefully tracing each image I discovered 
that the images "blink " two or occassi onally three times at each 
of e l even loc ati ons, (See Figure 1). All images at each location 
are identic al in size , shape and placement, but images at other 
l oc a tion s are diffe r e nt in each r espect. These differences are 
probably c a u s ed by variation s in the atmosphere which were frozen 
b y the . 0 625 second (1/16 of a second) original exposures. 

Instead of fi ve or s i x frame s of original film there seem to 
b e 1 1 fr a mes 1 bec aus e there are 11 locations. This means the 
f ilm is onl y sh own at 1 /20 normal speed and was originally about 
. 7 s econd s long (1 6 / 11). The film seems to have been copied at 
ab out 1/ 2 original speed, resulting in two or three new frames 
for each old one . 

The fact that the film was shown at twice the speed claimed 
might d1rop " spE·ed" calculatio11s by a facto1r of 1/2 and indicate 
that in v e s tigator s were working from images another generation 
~e moved from the original, but doesn't demolish the claims noted 
ab o v e. LE.'c1v ing aside the i s sue of how much "support" for 
eyevJ :i tness ,:1.ccount s or- the e:-: i stance o·f a "real UFO II can be 
pro v i ded by less t han one second of film, did this mean there 
were other gl a ring surprises to be found by a closer e xamination 
of the film? I looked closer. 
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Carman UFO film 5 

a cross the screen there is a second , dimmer , light following the 
main "UFO" i mage . It is stated that this is a "second pulsating 
red light following the first one . " Is this accurate? A close 
look does no t sh ow any pulsing and the l ight seems to be white, 
like that of the tail light of an airplane. 

Does the fi lm allow the UF0 ' 9 shape io be determined ? I 
h ave carefully e xamined the orientation of .the images to 
deter mine if the i mage has a shape which can be seperated from 
the effects of atmosphere or movement of either the light s ource 
or hand-held camer a . In t he 14 second seg me nt the el ongat i on of 
the image (Figure 1 , Images #1 through #7) was e xami ned by 
determining the lengths of its major and minor axes and comp ari ng 
t hese to t h e average apparent direction af movemen t o f the i mage. 
In every case in wh ich there s eems to be a n i mage which is not 
roun d (wit h all owance s mad e for at mo s pheric distorti on) th e 
el ongati on could be e:.:plained by s imple " s mearing" of t h e image 
by mo tiong of the light sour ce , itself, or by motion o f th e hand 
held came r a i n this . 7 second piece of fil m. 

The ovoid shape to the image in the second segment of film, 
i,ii th c,1 re el " e cho" to the right a nd a green or blue II ech o" to the 
left, could b e due t o the refraction of light into it s s pectral 
colors b y t h e camera lens . Even the rel a tively round i ma ges of 
the object on the ot her seg ment of f il m ha v e t hese " echoes". The 
var ious s hapes of the individual i mages i n Figure 1 are different 
in each original frame, as noted ab o ve~ and are prob ably due to 
at m~s pheric effects . 

Does this mean that the "ob ject" is probably round? No, a 
br i ght s ource of ligh t o n fil m (or as pe rceived by the r etin a of 
the eye , f or that matter) can b e l a rger than the actual s ource 
(Hai nes) . I ·f the sau1- ce f or thes e i mages were an ai r cr aft 
lan ding light, for example, it might appear round as do. these 
i mac;iei;;;. 

To s ummar iz e, t he fo l low ing clai ms about this film {al 1/ar~ 
s ho wn to be false or to have possi bl e a lternate e x planations: 

1) "The f i 1 m wi 11 support the evidence given by the 
peopl e ... " Since it has been demonstrated that thi s film, 
totalli ng onl y a fe w s ec onds , is not i n i t s orlginal form this 
claim has li ttle meani ng. 

2) "We can determine the shape of the object. " This has 
b E.'en s hm,m to b;(-F 71 SQ. I n the case of t he segment with a 
"trailer", i ·f one assumes t hat the second 1 ight i s connectecl to 
the br ighter light, as in the case o f an aircraft tail light, the 
"1,·e,Al " object ~._,ould at least be the size of the distance between 
the b"1 □ 1 i ght s . The actual " s hape" could not be determined. 

3) "We can determine the color of the object." In theory 
this is t rue i f the origi nal film a nd information about the 
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November 17, 1988 

Mr . Robert R. Young, 
Educati onal Chairma n 

red lion •lancaster•york 

Astronom ical Society of Harrisburg 
329 S . Pront St., 
Harrisburg, P~nnsylva nia 
17104 

Dear Mr. Young: 

Thank you for your recent letter offering your services relative to 
the footage of the Carman, Manitoba, Canada UFO as shown on the 
nationwide telecast of "UFO COVERUP-LIVE" on October 14, 1988. 

There really isn't too much that can be done relative to that footage. 
Th e backg round of the case involves first of all a UFO wave in various· 
Canadian provinces durino the Spring season of 1975 that carried through 
much of the Summer as well. 

In the province of Manitoba, there had been a number of UFO sightings 
near Carman almost ni ghtly to the point residents were taking their 
ch ai rs to an open field, sitting back and waiting for the performance 
to l:i@ci:l'lg .. ~ , 

C.qnadians nickn ame d the UFO "Charlie Red Star". The first sightings began 
in March- of 19 75 and increased during April of 1975. By May of the same 
y2c:.-..-: the UF O sightings were on the upswing again. As a result of this, 
a television stati on in Winnipeg and the localCarman newspaper teamed 
up for an attempt to film and get the story of the C~:arleyRed Star UFO. 

On their first attempt, May 12, 1975, they were at the wrong place when 
, the activity began but on the second night, May 13, 1975, they were 

successful . 

The total footage time of the CKY-TV film was nearly 11 minutes with 
more than 3 minutes devoted to the UFO footage. The UFO COVERUP-Lin:· 
telecast only used about 45 seconds of footage because of a time element. 

About 11: 30 p.m ., a UFO appear ·ed in tliat area some··t5 miles from Winnipeg. 
The TV camera man was statio ned about a mil e north of Carman. The object 
moved into the area and landed . The cameraman was about a mile from 
the object or less: ~e began fi~~i ng at_16 frames per second. At the 
same time , a car with the Duffer1n Leader new s paper editor sped west one 
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mile and· approached the landing site. Bob Diemert , Carman Airport owner , 
along with CKY reporter William Kendrick started their approach· to the 
object from a different directi on. 

As they approached the si t e. the ob iect was visi ble at 2round level and 
aooeared to be in excess of 50 f eet i n wi d t h. bein2 on a 45 de2ree an2le 
on the 2round. The Havwood Microwa ve Tower was visi bl e to the ri2ht of 
the UFO. 

The UFO then ascended au icklv a nd t he n st oooed ... hovered over the 
treeline at which time i t t he n hea ded nor th ov er the microwave tower 
at an EXTREMELY hig h rate of speed. Th is was c onfirmed in the film footage 
as well as by those ment i oned a s they a pproa che d the object in their 
cars. 

I was lecturing in t he Wi nn i pe g area du ri ng Jun e 1975 and was interviewed 
on CKY-TV reJ.ative to the - UFO subject. It was then I learned of the 
footage. I n speak i ng with CKY-TV news reporter William Kendrick, I was 
told the enti re footage was filmed at 16 frames per second. The a ct ion of 
the UFO wa s so viciously fast that THREE frames cau9&t it as follows: 
Frame 1 - Ground level. Frame 2- A tremendous flash under t he obj e ct 
that lit up the ent i re horizon and Frame 3- Airborn and hovering e ls ewh e re. 

When th e UF O flashed, this was NOT visible to the cameraman since it 
was on ONE f rame only. The flash was detected in the film edit i ng roo m 
of CKY - TV when they were doing a frame-by -frame check of the UFO foo t age. 

The fla s h lasted !/16th of a second and in that time, the UFO sho t out 
3,000 f ee t from its tree-top HOVERING position. This would mean t he 
craft woul d have attained a speed of 32,727 miles-per-hour in that I/16th 
of a secon d time f rame in order to travel that 3,000 feet. 

After the ob jec t reached its new hovering position, the cameraman started 
filming agai n, and suddenly the UFO moved at terrific speed from le f t 
to right in t he v i sual area of the motion ,picture camera and-was almost 
too fast t o f o l low it with the naked eye. However, a frame-by-fra me 
presentation i n the film shows it~ _flightpath. 

Seve ral person~ were i n te r evi ewed on t he :~~lm footag e in cluding the 
owner of the local ai rport at Carman, ~ police officer who cha sed 2 UFO 
in his ~atrol car f or a per i od of several minutes, a Canad i an co mme rc ial 
pilot and a spokesman for the Winnipeg Planetarium who spoke ve r y highly 
of the UFO footage stating t hat i t i s the best he had ev e r s een. · 
When watching the fil m, i t i s f i rst shown at r e gul a r speed ... 16 f r ames 
per second. Then it is slowe d f or a s l ow mot i on viewing a nd t h irdly ... 
frame-by-frame. 

I ma de contact with the National Academy of Sciences i n Washington to 
let them know of this unusual UFO footaoe. As a result . I received a 
letter from the executive officer Mr. John S . Coleman at which time 
I was invi t ed to sneak to nearlv 30 ·scientists and en~ineers of the NAC 
on August 6, 1975 with Mr. LaRae L. Teel, · executive director pf. NAS 
Aeronautics an d Space Engineering Board in charge. 

Members of the Natio na l Acad emy of Sciences were very impressed with the 
Carman UFO footage. Mr. Tee l s aid as follow s : "I'm an aeronautical 
enginee r and therefore pr on e to be a UFO s ke pt i c, but this film is 
I MPRESSIVE" . 



presenta tion, I was in conversation with Mr. Teel and 
her membe rs. I was questioning those· that remained as to 
ou d bla st 3,000 feet in 1/16th of a second from the 

ion at a speed of nearly 33,000 m.p.h. One of the men 
he Uni ted States gove~nment had experimented with a solid 

se a nea rby chair as a case in point and said that they 
e hair, " dis-assembled it, moved from one location to the 
e - assembl ed without anyone touching it" To my way of thinki 

ear ase of teleportation ... de-materializing ... teleporting-

ken o others on this teleportation bit and learned, 
talk I gave in the Cleveland, Ohio area several years a~ 
sa e type of experimentation was taking place in a build 

go ernmet space contractural projects and in this, 
rail was used . 

. a~e en gh to secure a copy of the footage from the tv 
eJ.s ~~untry have attemp~et same b~#._ __ 77,• 

e. ~~ )::_1flf5 ~ ~ , 11-~ ~ ~~ 
er · ewed, several vears aoo on a Canadian radio station. 

iew . I QOt into a conversation with the ,host of 
he Carman UFO footage and J~s told that a copy oft 

A and NSA . All that either reportedly said about 
they simply did not know what it was ... only that 
FO. 

ics expert, who went to the area where the UFO 
, iscover ed radiation within the SO-foot circle. 
ec nician at the planetarium of the Manitoba Museum 
in Winnipeg said the "Radiation was three to four times 

e ,er ' . He further outlined that the radiation "dropped 
i es normal on the outer edge". 

e case of the now famous ... Charley Red Star. Perhaps 
- · s ant future, should you and some of the members of. 

As ronomical Societv care to see the foota~e. if vou 
. sound nroi ector and screen I'~l brin° the film 

be shown. If so it mi 0 ht be well to even ihow it a 
often one will see or hear sometbin v missed in the 
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( CARMAN, MANITOBA, CANDA) 

It seems THE FIRST UFO SIGHTINGS OCCURED IN THE CARMAN, MANITOBA AH&A DURING 

THE MONTH OF MARCH 1975. THE UFO ACTIVITY INCREASED IN APRil, 1975 IN THE SAME AREA. 

THESE UFO SIGHTnms REACHED THE POINT OF OCCURING NEARLY EVERY EVENING AND THHJUGH 

IT ALL, THE CANADIANS GAVE IT A NICKNJJ,i;: 11 CHARIEY RED STAR". 

( CAPTURED ON FILM) 

CHARIBY RED STAR WAS CAPTURED ON FILM FOOTAGE ON THE NIGHT OF TUESDAY, . . 
MAY 13, 1975. AS 'Dill RESULT OF MANY UFO SIGHTINGS OVER A PERIOD OF NEARLY FIVE 

CONSECUTIVE WEEKS, THE NEWS MEDIA BECAME INVOLVED INCLUDING STAFF MEMIERS OF THE 

CARMAN, MANI'IDBA WEEKLY NEWSPAPER (THE DUFFERIN !EADER), REPRESENTATIVES OF CKY-TV 

NEWS STAFF OF WINNIPEG, MA.lfl'IOBA, AND BOB DIE1£RT, AIRFIELD CMNER. 

(GIAYSVILLE, MANI'IDBA) 

AROUND ll:30 PM (MAY 13, 1975) A UFO WAS SIGH'IED OOMING NEAR 1HE GRAYSVILLE, 

MANI'IDBA AREA AT WHICH TIME IT LANDED. (GRAYSVILLE IS SOME i5 MilES SOUniWEST OF 

WINNIPEG). A 'IEIBVISION NEWS CAMERAMAN WAS STATIONED OOE MILE HOR'ni OF CARMAN AT 

WHICH TrnE HE FOCUSED HIS CAMERA ON 'lHE LANDED CRAFT WHllE A CAR WI'IH 'IHE DUFFERIN 

!EADER NEWSPAPER SPED WEST ONE MIIE AND APPROACHING 'IHE LANDING SITE. 

BOB DIEMERT, THE AIRFIELD OINER, AWNG WITH CKY REPORTER WILLIAM KENDRICK 

STAR'IED 'rnEIR APPROACH TO 1HENOBJECT FROM A DIFFERENT DIRECTION. 

(SIGH'IED ON GROUND) 

• 

ON APPROACHING THE GRAYSVILLE AREA, 'IHE OBJECT WAS SIGHTED ON 'lHE GROUND AND 

APPEARED 'ID BE IN EXCESS OF 50-FEET IN WID'IH, BEING 00 A 45-IEGREE ANGLE~,,~ 'DIE GK>UND. 

WE HAYWOOD MllROf/A VE 'IDWER WAS VISIBLE TO 'lHE RIGHT OF 'mE UFO. 
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(UFO ASCENDED) 

'fflE UFO ASCENDED QUICKLY AND THEN STOPPED ••• HOVERED OVER '1HE TREE.LINE AT 

WHICH TIME IT THEN HEADED NOR'lli OVER 'l'HE MICRCMAVE rowER AT .AN EXTRE}ELI HIGH BA'IE OF 

SPEED. nus WAS CONFI.RMBD IN 'lHE FILM FOOTAGE AS WELL AS BY ALL fflOOE lENTIONED 

AS nIEY APPROACHED THE OBJECT IN THEIR CARS. 

(16-FRAMES-FER-sECOND) 

IN SPEAKING WI'lli CKY-TV NEWS REPORT.ER WILLIAM KENDRICK, I WAS INFORMED THE •• 

ENTIRE FOOTAGE WAS FILMED AT 16-!WES-PE&-SECOOD. '!HE ACTIW OF 'lHE CRAFT WAS SO 

VICIOUSLEY FAST THAT 'IHREE FRAMES CAUGHT UT AS FOLUMS: FRAME 1 - GH>UND IEVEL. 

FRAME 2 - A TREMENDOUS FLASH (\D'lder craft that lit the entire horizm) and 

FRAME 3 - AIROORN •• AND HOVERING ELSEWlfilHE. 

(SCIENTISTS & ME'IEOBOLOGISTS) 

SCJIDJTISTS AND METEOROLOGISTS WERE ~SUL'IED RELATIVE TO THE FLASH REOORDED 

ON ONE FRAME. 'rnEY DISCOUN'IED HEAT LIGHTINING AS THE FLASH WAS '100 FAST. THE FLASH 

EMMINATED FROM 'mE UNDERSIDE OF 'lliE CRAFT. 

( 'IHE UFO ACTION) 

WHEN WATCHING FOR THE UFO ACTION, HERE IS THE WAY IT IS PRESEN'IED IN THE FOOTAGE2 

FIRST IT IS SHOOJ IN REGULAR SPEED AT 16-FRAMES mRSEcam. THEN IT IS SHCMN IN SLO,l 

MOTIOO AND 'rnIRDLY ••.. FRAME-BY-FBAME. IT IS UT'JEHLY UNlELIV ABU; ••• BUT IT1 S 'lHElml 

(SECURED FILM FOOTAGE) 

BY PH&-ARHANGEMENT, I WAS SPONSORED IN A WEEKEND UFO CU:FERENCE AT S'IEINBACH, 

MANITOBA JIDlE 13, 14 & 15, 1975. THROUGH MANY DJmRVIEWS CIJ RADIO, 'IEIBVISIOO AND . . .. 
NEWSPAPER REPORTERS, C1IB OF nilQ# WAS WI1H CKY-TV IN WINNIPEG. IT WAS 'fflIS STATI~ 

• 

THAT OBTAINED 'lHE UFO FOOTAGE. I REQUESTED A OOPY 0, 'lHE FOOTAGE AND AF'lER A LENGTHY 

WAIT AF'IER RETURNING ~, IT WAS SHIBPED TO )£ ON A <IIE-INCH VIIEOTA.PE. '100 MY INOOEOOE• 

I AM 'IHE CJaY PERSON IN THE UNilED STA 'lES WI'n-t A COPY OF nus FILM. 

i 
! 
I 

l 
I .. 
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FIU< SHCMS THE OBJECT 'l'HAT SOARED FROM HEAR GRCXllD IEVAL to 

THIS WAS ACCOMPANIED BY AN 

....... ,..;,~ .. ~ fflE CRAFT 'niAT WAS filIT VISIBLE ro nm CABE.1WUN 

• I WAS DISCOVERED IN 'll!E JlDITING ROOK A'l' CKY m.EVISIOH 

FRAM3-BY- FRA1E PRESENTATION. 

VEL 3,000 FEET FBOM 'l1iE JIJVERING POSITION IN ONE-SIX'IEENTH OF 

SbCC!ID, P THE SPEED FB.:>K O MTJ&S-FER-HOUR to NEARLY 33 1000 HIIES-

(Actual- 32,77/ MPH) . 

( .. ....,.,~ ACADEMY OF SCIENCES) 

I MADE CO.TACT WI'IH THE NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES IN WASHING'l\'.IJ 'ID 

IE mE.M KNO,il OF 'llUS ~ UNUSUAL UFO FOOTAGE AND WHAT IT INVOLVED. .AS A BE.SULT, 

l?lCEIVE A LETIER FROM THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER OF NAC, MR. JOHN s. COLEMAN• AND 

A5 DNITED TO SffiAK 'IO NEARLY 30 SCIENTISTS AND ENGINEERS ON A.OOWT 6• 1975 WITH 

MR.. LaRAE L. 'IEEL, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF NAS AERONAUTICS AND SPA.CE ENGINEERING 

BOARD IN CHA1GE • 

(HAS Me:KBERS) 

MEMBERS OF THE NATIONAL ACAIEMI OF SCIENCES WERE VERY IMPRESSED WI'DII '1HE 

CARMAN UFO FILM AS WAS MR. mEL. HE OUTLINED 1'HAT THE FILM WAS "EXCELLENT AND VERY 

IMPRESSIVE II . 

('I'Yffi OF STRUCTURE) 

MR. 'IEKL SUGGES'IED HAVING EXCERPTS FROM nIE 16 M.K. FILM FRAMES OF 'lHE UFO 

TRANSFERRED ABO EBLAJiraD 00 35 M.M. FILM SLIDES . BY PROJECTING 1HE UFO IMAGE 00 A 

SCREKN , HE FELT THAT SCIENTIS'IS POSSIBLY COULD DE'lECT ITS TYPE OF STRUCTURE AND 

EVEN ITS PCWER OF K>TIV A TION. 
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(AERONAUTICAL ENGINEER) 

MR. '!EEL FUR'IHER SAID& 11 I 1K AN AERONAUTICAL ENGINEER AND 7HEREFOOE PHalE '1t> 

BE A UFO SKEPTIC, BUT nus FILM ' IS IMPRESSIVE". HE POIN'IED OUT '!HAT '1HE UNUSUAL 

MANEUVERS OF THE OBJECT WISE CLEARLY DEFINED IN 'lHE FILM. IT'S ?HERE FOR ALL '1t> SEE. 

( 'IELEPORTA TION) 

FOLWtlING nIE MEETING, I WAS IN CONVERSATION WI'ffi MR. 1EEL, COUPIEQJ WI1H A 

GEOLOGIST, PLUS A T IRD MEMBER OF '!HE N.A.S. I WAS QUESTINING 'lHIS 'lHREES<J-fE AS 

1'0 HCJtl AN OBJECT CAN BLAST OUT 3,000 FEET ATTAINING A SPEED OF NEARLY ,»,(X)O MIIE.5-

PER-HOUR? 

'lliE GEOLOGIST INFORMED MB: THAT 'lHE UNI'lED STATES GOVERNMENT HAD EXPERIMEll'lED WI'lH 

A SOLID OBJECT, SUCH AS A CHAIR, MOVE IT FIDM ONE LOCATION TO ANO'IHER WITHOUT 

TOUCHING IT. 

MOVDW A SOLID OBJECT, SUCH AS A CHAIR WHICH WAS, ACCORDING 'IO 'lHE GEOLCXUST• 

"DIS-ASSEMBIED, :t,OVED FROM ONE LOCATIOO 'ro THE OTHER, THEN RE-ASSEMBIED WITHOUT 

ANYONE TOUCHING IT, IS A CLEAR CUT CASE OF 'IEIEPORTATION. 

(TRANSFER PEOPIB) 

I WAS FUR'IHER 'IOLD 'lliAT AT'IEMPTS WERE MADE ro TRANSFER PF.OPIE FROM am LOCATIOO 

TO ANOffiER THROUGH THE 'lELEPORTATION ME'IHOD ... IE..MA'IERIALIZING AND R&-MA'IERI4I,IZD1G ... 

BUT WI'IHOUT IUCCESS. I WAS !ill,! TOLD HCW IT FllLED BUT PERHAPS THE PERSONS WERE 

PROJECTED TO A CERTAIN AREA AND FAILED TO REACH 'lHE PLANNED IESTINATION AND ENDED 

UP El..S!MiERE. • • THAT I S 'lHEOHY ONLY. 

(SHIP AND CREW 'IELEPOR'IED) 

IN CONCLUSION, THIS GEOU>GIST TOLD ME 'l'HAT EARLIER AT'IEMPTS SOME IEARS AOO 

WERE MADE ro COMPLE '!ELY TRANSFER A SHIP AND ITS CREW FOOM ITS DOCKING LOCATION 

IN PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA TO ANO'IHER LOCATICJ-J • THE GEOLOGIST GIVING ME THIS DATA 

SAID HE WAS NOT AWARE OF ITS SUCCESS OR FAILURE. ( 'rnE EXPERIMENT IN PHILADELPHIA NAVY 
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(AREA RADIOACTIVE) 

A CANADIAN ELECTRONICS EXPERT, WHO WENT 'IO THE AREA WHERE 'lHE UFO HAD LANDED 

NEAR CARMAN , DISCOVERED RADIATION IN 'IHE FIFTY-FOOT CIRCLE WHERE 'lHE OBJECT IESCENDEDo 

ERNEST SPIELMAN, 'IECHNICIAN AT 'IBE PLANETARIUM OF 'lliE MANI'IOBA MUSEUM OF MANf AND 

NATURE IN WINNIPEG, SAID '1'HE "RADIATION WAS 'fflREE 'IO FOUR TIMES GREATER IN THE <ZN'IER11 

OF THE CIRCLE 'lHAN IN THE REST OF 'rnE FIELD AND "IT DROPPED OFF TO AOOUT 2' TIMES 

NORMAL 00 THE OUTER EIXiE 11 • 

(NASA 4 NSA) 

AS IF ALL THIS WASN'T ENOUGH, I LEARNED IN 1983 AF1ER PARTICIPATING IN A 

TELEPHONE-TALK SHOW RADIO BROADCAST ON CKY RADIO, THE SISTER STATION OF CKY-TV, 

THAT A COPY OF THE CARMAN, MANI'IDBA UFO FILM FOOTAGE WAS SENT 'ID THE NATIOOAL 

AERONAUTICS AND SPACE ADMINISTRATION (NASA) AND THE NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY (NSA). 

NEI'lliER AGENCY COULD GIVE AN ANSWER AS 'ID WHAT THE OBJECT WAS EXCEPT THAT THEY 

HAD 'ID CLASSIFY IT AS A UFO (UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT)• 

"°THERS A TTEMP'IED) 

O'IBER NE.WS OUTLETS AND UFO ORGANIZATIONS, UFO RESEARCHERS, ETC., AT'lEMP'IED TO • 

SECURE A COPY OF THE FOOTAGE FROM CKY-TV BUT WI'lliOUT SUCCESS. I LEARNED 'lliAT 'lHE 

CANADIAN GOVBRNMENT rnsTRUCTED CKY-TV filIT ro RELEASE '!HAT FOOTAGE 'ID ANYONE EI.SE 

SEEKilJG SAME. 

(END) 

ROBERT D. BARRY, DIREC'IDR-NARRATOR - E.T. ~I'I'OR - l«tCB-TV-CJ-iANNEL 49 - RED LION, PA. 

tif, ~_? 
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