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Bryan Dickeson

n terms of increased public interest
and acceptance in Australia, 1995
has been a phenomenally good
year for UFO enthusiasts.

For example, UFOs have be-
come a mainstay of Aussie TV
culture through shows such as
The X-Files, Sightings, Encoun-
ters, The Unexplained, and foot-
age of an alleged ‘alien autopsy’
from Roswell. Most of these
high-quality programs come
from the United States, which
continues to dominate all devel-
opments in the UFO field, but
there are plans to include a UFO
segment in a mainstream Aus-
tralian TV drama series — Mer-
cury — watch for it on the ABC
in 1996. And where the ABC
leads, others may well follow.
Perhaps Neighbours and Home
and Away will be next.

UFOs only became an item
of serious consideration during
thelaststages of World War 2. In
the fifty years since that time,
interest in the phenomenon has
fluctuated greatly. At presentin-
terest appears to be atits highest
level ever.

Fortunately, this increased
awareness has not caused the
downfall of modern civilisation
as we know it or any decline in
scientific effort, in spite of what
most skeptics would have us be-
lieve. On thisbasis, it seems rea-
sonable to assume that Western
Civilisation will continue to de-
velop in a recognisable form for
at least another fifty years, and
that UFO “culture’ will be a part
of this development. Exactly
how important this UFO contri-
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Fifty more years?

bution will be, is a matter for
continuing debate.

Meanwhile, this has been a
‘good year’, sowe should review
those important developments
from 1995 which will grow in
significance in 1996:

During 1995, US investiga-
torsincreased their efforts to get
some kind of official acknow-
ledgement for the 1947 Roswell,
New Mexico UFO crash. While
the Roswell Initiative has not yet
produced any UFO debris or
alienbodies, it has been the most
important and successful politi-
cal campaign run by UFO
groups up tonow. Aftersomany
previous revival attempts and
official dismissals for the
Roswell case, it's good to see the
debate developing both sub-
stance and public action. And
it’s far from over.

The considerable success of
the Roswell Initiative may have
helped to fuel the massive pro-
motion of ufology’s biggest ‘red
herring’ of 1995. On 28 August
1996, the film of an alleged
Roswell alien autopsy was tele-
vised world-wide. Advance
publicity for the film began in
March 1996, and was carefully
coordinated for maximum pub-
lic impact. After some days of

mild confusion, most UFO in-
vestigators world-wide de-
clared the “film’ itself to be a
fake. Given the fragmentation
and dispersal of UFO investiga-
tion groups, this quick response
and unanimity was most sur-
prising. As the autopsy film fi-
asco dies down, we can expect
the Roswell Initiative to gear up
once more in 1996.

Allegations of secret UFO
technology developments at
Area 51 in Nevada continued to
make UFO news in 1995. Cater-
ing for “UFO tourism’ in the sur-
rounding area has become such
a major industry that the Groom
Lake facility is causing the US
Military some embarrassment.
Apparently, many ‘black’ re-
search projects arenow being re-
located from the United States to
Pine Gap in Australia (our Free-
dom of Information legislationis
lessliberal, and the Government
here is very US-friendly). UFOR
receives increasing numbers of
requests for information about
this development from overseas,
but is rarely able to oblige.

Wehave heard about US sci-
entists on secret projects who
take ‘holidays’ in Australia, and
who don’t bother to return, but
that is all. (The lack of data from

Contributions to UFO Reporter (NSW)

We need articles, photographs and cartoons for forthcom-
ing editions of UFO Reporter.

If you think you can help or have something to offer, please
contact The Editors, UFOR(NSW), PO Box Q95 Queen Vic-

toria Building, Sydney 2000.




Editorial

local sources probably shows the
relocation may be working as
planned — mostinformation we
get here comes from material
published overseas.) Frag-
mented reports of unusual aerial
lights from Central Australia,
very similar to what has been
reported from Groom Lake, do
come up occasionally, but once
again, detailsarehard to get. The
relocation will most likely be-
come more of an issue during
1996.

Another important issue in
Australia ufology concerns UFO
abduction support and research.
Abduction research can take up
much of an investigator’s time
and resources. Although sup-
port services and some local in-
formation are now becoming
available, this area remains very
political, very sensitive and very
difficult to investigate. For ex-
ample, during 1995, UFOR was
able to publish an account of the
Kelly Cahill case from Victoria,
using material mostly published
in overseas publications. Many
important details of the case are
still ‘on hold” locally, pending
complex legal wranglings. This
includes two, and possibly three
books about the incident by peo-
ple directly involved, or by oth-
ers who investigated it.
Hopefully, this material will be-
come available towards the end
of 1996.

In the meantime, many local
UFO investigators have become
so disenchanted with the Kelly
case and thepoliticsithas gener-
ated, they have downgraded it’s
importance or dismissed it alto-
gether as a ‘stunt’. In 1996, I ex-
pect Australian investigators
will have the opportunity to re-
view the case properly, and ac-
cord it the value it deserves.
Doctor John Mack and Kenneth
Ring willbe visiting Australia in

1996, and this should help to pro-

mote the discussion.

During August 1996, Bris-
bane will be hosting a UFO Con-
vention to showcase Australian
UFO groups and their investiga-
tions. This will offer an excellent
opportunity for you to find out
what is really going on in Aus-
tralia; who is doing what, and
where.

Two other developmeni to
watch out for in 1996 (both from
the US), are:

(] Hoagland’s ongoing Moon-
Mars revelations. Some
astonishing aerial photo-
graphic material has beenre-
trieved and analysed from
old NASA space expedition
records in recent years. This
shows the presence of artifi-
cial structures of great antig-
uity — ‘archaelogical ruins’
where there shouldn’t be
any. With the evidence
mounting, we can expect
more startling discoveries
throughout the coming year.

[ The 1996 Presidential Elec-
tions could produce an im-
portant public debate over
whether the US Military
should disclose what it

knows about UFOs. Presi-
dential candidates are being
strongly lobbied (by the
Roswell Initiative and oth-
ers) to have it tell all. Some
UFO researchers there be-
lieve this campaign will suc-
ceed where others have
failed, given the diminished
importance of the US Mili-
tary after the Cold war.
(However, other UFO buffs
still remember the unful-
filled promises of President
Jimmy Carter and say that
given the present US A#-
ministration’s lack of com-
mitment, activity and
achievement on important
issues, we should not expect
too much.)

Perhaps the most remark-
able achievement of 1995 has
been the ability of the UFO de-
bate to survive and flourish after
50 years of*cover-up, suppres-
sion, disinformation and at-
tempts to delay the inevitable.
What a tremendous waste of ef-
fort and public monies it has
been by the Establishment to sti-
fleanidea whose time has come.

The next 50 years should be
much better. a

Next issue: (out soon)

O Doctor Mack visits Australia
O UFO Flap at Gosford

O Science discovers the Flying
saucer (again!)

UFO Reporter NSW



Alan Craddock

he search for knowledge and its
scientific applications have ele-
vated mankind to dizzy heights.
Modern technology lets us travel
in space and extends human life
expectancy well beyond its natu-
ral limit.

Throughout this long strug-
gle, examples of genius have
helped point us in the right di-
rection.

Many early scientists devel-
oped their ideas to the chagrin of
the authorities of their time and
suffered the denigration of that
Establishment, sometimes to the
death.

However, their innovations
have in turn become the basis of
today’s Establishment. Freedom
of expression in scientific circles
is now back to where it was
when Galileo and Copernicus
first brought forward their anti-
establishment theories.

If mainstream scientists can’t
understand something, then it
cannot possibly exist in our uni-
verse. If someone or something
goes against their mainstream,
in fields of expertise such as
quantum mechanics, astron-
omy, or physics — even a hereti-
cal scientist — they will be
ostracised to the point of profes-
sional suicide.

Ufology stands out as one of
the most ridiculed branches of
research. But ask yourself why is
this so? Is it because scientists
haven’t a clue on how to start
understanding them, or is there
some innate fear old scientific
theories will come under scru-
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Up the Establishment

tiny if someone rocks the boat?
Probably, its a bit of both.

Imagine, for example, what
happens to the theoretical phys-
ics Establishment if a new set of
rules came along. Physicists
would first object the heretics
.were taking over. (Heard this all
before? Sure you have.) How-
ever, we are also being manipu-
lated by people who push their
mainstream beliefs to keep con-
trol of the next grant which
keeps them in work. The SETI
project was closed down after
enough detractors yelled in the
US Congress that it was a waste
of money. Never mind about the
benefits to the rest of humanity
should something come out of it.

This is tantamount to the
Spanish Inquisition method of
casting around for witches to
burn. We waste billions of dol-
lars on finding new ways to kill
people halfway round the
world, but when it comes to
funding research on the origin of
the universe, or to search thesky
for other forms of life, its a waste
of money.

To my way of thinking,
mainstream scientists don’t
want to find out because of their
comfort factor. (If you stick to
what you know and what you
can control, you don’t have to
deal with too many hard ques-
‘Hons, and the good life goeson.)

You may take the view that
scientists already know alienbe-
ings exist, so why waste money
looking for more? Well the logi-
cal response to that would be to

tell everyone and then to get on
with handling it.

I cannot understand why the
concept of alien beings visiting
us has to be endorsed by the sci-
entific Establishment anyway,
or the military, or the Govern-
ment for that matter. Just be-
cause a few scientists or generals
say something is true, does not
make it so. Perhaps it is time to
bypass what the Establishment
thinks, to set up an international
body that can deal with the
truth.

Besides, we vote national
Governments in and fund them
to serve us. As a taxpayer I be-
lieve I have aright to know what
my Government agencies are
doing with my money. Unfortu-
nately, no one trusts a politician
any more; we elect them fully
knowing they will fail us some-
where down the line. Mean-
while, the Military is supposed
to be answerable to these sus-
pect politicians and protect us
frominvasions. Theresultisthat
both Government and the Mili-
tary continue to keep the truth
from us although no perceived
alien ‘threat’ has been found.

With the-benefit of 20-20
hindsight from the Cold War
era, we know that both the CIA
and KGB actively promoted
paranoia in their respective
Governments for continued
funding. Therewas oftenlittle or
no evidence of an enemy capa-
bility, and minimal public ac-
countability. This provided the
mandate for a few Generals to
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run roughshod over the entire
World. Since the demise of the
Cold War, their mandate has be-
come less secure.

We may now be in a transi-
tional phase where these mili-
tary agencies are attempting to
secure a new mandate by trans-
ferring the ‘threat’ off-planet. A
tricky manoeuvre, given their
past record, but not impossible.

Shortly, all candidates in the
1996 US Presidential Campaign

will be asked to release informa-
tion on the existence of aliens
and their reason for coming here,
or to at least make such disclo-
sures part of their becoming
President.

During the Cold War, Presi-
dent Jimmy Carter gave such an
undertaking, but was overruled
by the Generals. This time, with
the military mandate less secure,
UFO investigators should get to
see more and possibly all, of

what has been hidden for 50
years.

Even if the Establishment
continues toresist it, the push for
significant change now under
way is becoming irresistible.
Over the past five decades, UFO
investigators have become ac-
customed to operating as the
cultural underdog; we may now
have to brace ourselves for
something completely different
— success! a

#

Two pilots thought their last
moment had come as their
British Airways jet headed for
mid-air collision — with a
high-speed UFO.

Terrified fliers Roger
Wills and Mark Stuart ducked
down in the cockpit when the
brightly-lit mystery craft ap-
peared only yards in front of
them at 13,000ft over the Pen-
nines.

But as they waited for the
deadly impact, they saw the
triangular UFO flash down
the right-hand side of their
Boeing 737 and disappear.

Captain Wills and First
Officer Stuart, 24, immedi-
ately checked with air traffic
control.

But they were told theirs was
the only plane on the radar.

British Airlines jet pilots duck as UFO
flashes past at 13,000 ft

Their flight from Milan, It-
aly, to Manchester Ringway
was 17 minutes from touch-
down when the ‘alien’ in-
vader zoomed past.

The Boeing landed safely,
with the 60 passengers un-
aware of the drama.

Sketches

At first, the pilots didn't tell
pals about the UFO, fearing
ridicule. :

But BA bosses were in-
formed and they sent a de-
tailed log and sketches to the
Joint Air Miss Working
Group, which is part of the
Civil Aviation Authority.

An inquiry was launched
into the January 6 incident.

But a CAA spokesman
said yesterday: “Wehave not

‘i

been able to trace the aircraft
involved.”

Sensible

The pilots refused to com-
ment. A colleague said: “They
are high-grade, sensible guys.

“Everyone’s talking about
what they saw.”

Theories that the UFO could
have been a new military aircraft
were discounted by experts.

A spokesman for Jane's
Defence Weekly said: “We
know of nothing at all being
developed that could account
for this sighting.”

From The Sun (UK), 28 Janu-
ary 1995.

(Thanks to Jean Bastide, Aix-
en-Provence, France) d

UFO Reporter NSW
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Moon UFO

‘Konig 080895’:

UFO videoed near the Moon?

Graham Stewart (UFOtec Sydney)

© First printed in INUFOR Digest (November, 1995)

Soon after midnight on Tuesday 8 August 1995, an amateur astronomer in Dee Why, New South Wales videotaped
a dark object passing across the Mare Humorum (Sea of Moisture) south of Gassendi crater, in the lower south west

quadrant of the Moon.

teve has been interested in Astronomy
since his teens, and actively observing
the skies for two decades. He now uses
a 10-inch Meade reflector with a focal
length of 1140mm, which is fitted with
a clockwork-driven tracldng unit. At
the time of this observation, between
0030 and 0040hrs on 8 August 1995,
Steve wasexperimenting with using his
videocamera for astronomical observa-
tions.

His video camcorder was set at 8x
zoom and hand-held to the eyepiece (a
2x barlow lens with 25mm focal length,
rated f4.5) for several seconds to record
surface features on the Moon. (The
Mare Humorum is a favoured test area
for astronomers, with many well-docu-
mented features.)

The magnification factor was:

%XZ X 8 =729.6 times

While replaying his test video
through the viewfinder, Steve noticed a
dark object enter the field of view in the
lower right field, just above the crater
Konig. It moved very quickly, disap-
pearing in the upper left field of view.
The Moonwas 39°40’ above the western
horizon and 80% illuminated, with the
next Full Moon due on 11 August.

From the southern hemisphere, the
Moon'’s north pole was pointing down-
wards and slightly towards the south
east.

The telescopeis looking at a circle of
moonscape about 225.5km in diameter,
or anangle of sky 1’56.75" across.

December 1995

17.5" Seuth Latitude Line

2 North

&
- ‘-/\/\/
. '\/’/ S

Gassendi

/l'-

P
- e

Point of

entry into
field of view
66.5° off North

Konig Crater




Moon UFO

On closer inspection of the video
sequence, it was found that the object
appears on 26 consecutive video
frames. For a setting of 36 frames per
second, the duration of the ‘sighting’ or
video clip is therefore:

26
— =(0.72
6 0.72 seconds

Steve contacted INUFOR early in
September 1995. A copy of the video
and four photographic enlargements of
individual video frames were provided
soon afterwards for analysis. The video

shows an object

Preliminary investigations show
the object is not an aeroplane, a
man-made satellite, or a piece of

entering the
field of view at
66.5° off lunar
North. Ittravels

space junk. It appearstobe  inastraightline
situated well out 1 space ...  and disappears
from the field of

view at 246.5°.

Near-Earth objects

To gauge how close the objectwas to the

telescope, a preliminary analysis was

made:

[ The photographic enlargements
show a dark, fairly regular or
streamlined, elliptical object with a
slightly conical bulge to one side,
which is clearly silhouetted against
the sunlit Moon.

[ The object does not appear to be
generating any light itself.(If it
were, it could be a piece of space
junk, or a meteor heating up on re-
entering Earth’s atmosphere.)

0 Astronomical telescopes are de-
signed for observing very distant
objects such as the planets, stars,
nebulae and soon. They havea very
large depth of field atlong range. A
bird flying past, or an insect crawl-
ing over the mirror, would barely
register (these would only imper-
ceptablyreduce the amount of light
available for focusing).

[ If the object were some kind of air-
craft operating high up in the
Earth’s atmosphere, it would be
about 2 metres long and travelling

at about 5200km/hr (Mach 4.5) —
which is unlikely. )

[] Ifthe object were inlow-Earth orbit,
some 250km up in space, it would
be over 15m long and travelling at
about 650km per hour. This is too
slow to be either a satellite or a me-
teor. (Conversely, if it was a man-
made satellite, it would be
travelling too fast to be picked up on
video.)

I contacted Sydney Observatory to
verify these details against available
satellite orbit data, space junk re-entry
predictions or and observations. Their
information confirmed that:

[0 There were no satellite movements
for that time and date for that part
of the sky.

U There were no space junk re-entries
scheduled or recorded for that time
and date.

The preliminary investigation indi-
cated the object was unlikely to be an
aeroplane, a man-made satellite, or a
piece of space junk. It appears to be
situated well out in space, beyond the
Earth’s atmosphere.

Locating the object

Two further gamma-processed enlarge-

ments were provided. (Gamma proc-

essing exaggerates small variations in
light and shade across a videoimage —

a computer is used to compare and con-

trast small clusters of picture elements

or pixils, within the image.) This en-
hanced-contrast picture isolates the ob-
ject from the bright Moon surface, by
blanking out the background. It allows

a closer inspection of the object. These

images indicated that:

[J The object’s shape is consistent
throughout the video sequence,and
not due to atmospheric distortion.

[J The object has a dark, central mass,
and possibly a dome-like feature.

[J Careful examination of the proc-
essed image reveals a faint off-cen-
tre highlight, which suggests the
object has a solid, slightly-reflective

UFO Reporter (NSW)






Computer generated graphic to indicate the
actual shape of Konig 080895 as evident from
| the video s&ll enhancemeant.

UFOtec - 1995

core. The preliminary investigation
did notindicate any reflection atall.
The position of this area is consis-
tent with the sun’s position in the
sky, suggesting the object is reflect-
ing the sun’s light. This places the
object outside Earth’s deep shadow
(the umbra); although it may be
within the penumbra (Earth’s partial
shadow; some 7,500 to 10,000 km
out from the observer). The high-
light also eliminates the possibility
the shape on the Moon is actually a
shadow cast by something between
the Moon and the Sun.

If the object were in the penumbra
only 7,500km away, it would have a
speed of about 19,500km/hr and a
length of around 95m; if at 10,000km its
speed is about 26,000km/hr, the length
125m.

If the object were a meteor or a sat-
ellite, it would have more clearly-de-
fined edges at this distance.

Incidentally, Meteors normally re-
flect about as much sunlight as the
brighter parts of the Moon’s surface (an
albedo of 12-16%). If the object were a
meteor 10,000km out, it would not
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show up so darkly against the Moon
background.

The fuzzy margin and low albedo
(around 1-2%) are therefore likely to be
properties peculiar to the UFO, whichis
at least 7,500km from the observer, out
in space.

To set an outer limit to the object’s
position we can assume that if it is rea-
sonably close to the Moon, it will casta
shadow somewhere on the surface.
There is no trailing shadow apparentin
the video.

If the object was in fact a shadow
cast by something outside the tele-
scope’s field of view, it should be possi-
ble tore-create the effect.Isetup alarge
piece of card with the object’s trajectory
marked and aligned it with the calcu-
lated direction of the Sun when it was
45° above the horizon.

The difference between the direc-
tion of the Sun and

Moon UFO

the path of the ob-  The fuzzy margin and low albedo

ject is only 9.5°. It
was immediately

object was a

(around 1-2%) are therefore
likely to be properties peculiar to
obvious that if the  the UFQO, which is at least
7,500km from the observer.

shadow, then the

body causing it

would also be visible in the telescope,
just behind and slightly below the
shadow. There is no evidence of this on
the original video or the stills.

This leaves us with two further op-
tions, either:

[J The object is more than 120km (ap-
proximately) from the Moon’s sur-
face, or

O The object travels less than 23km
above the Moon'’s surface, so thatits
fuzzy edge blurs with any shadow
being cast.

The second possibility is aninterest-
ing one. Further careful enhancement of
the image might show whether a com-
bination of fuzzy edge and shadow is
affected by having lunar terrain close
by, or by changes in reflectivity of the
terrain.

If the object is very close to the lunar
surface, then it would qualify as a true
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| 'Konig 080895"
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"TLP" — a transient lunar phenomenon
(see box, this page).

Ifitisa TLP, there are other intrigu-
ing possibilities. When the object first
enters the field of view (video sequence
frames 1 and 2), it passes very close to
the crater Konig. It appears to be about
10% shorter than Konig, which has a
known diameter of 20-21lem. This sug-
gests the object could have a maximum
length of 18-19km.

The Moon has a slightly elliptical
orbit, which means its distance from
Earth varies between 356,400 and
406,700 km. At 11.1 days into its lunar
cycle, early on 8 August, its distance
from Earth would be about 381,550 km.

The speed of an object near the
Moon at this time would be about
1,140,000km /hr, or above Mach 950
(that is, 315km/sec). Such phenomenal
speeds and sizes are unrealistic.

Conclusions:

a The Konig 080895 video does not
appear to show any known natural
or man-made phenomenon.

b The UFO appears to be outside the
Earth’s atmosphere, is probably

closer to the Earth than the Moon,
and probably moving at high veloc-
ity (in excess of 20,000km/hr). It is
slightly elliptical, atleast 100mlong,
and may include a dome-like struc-
ture on one surface.

¢ The darkobject has a dense, barely-
reflective core and is surrounded by
an unusual fuzzy zone, which may
partially absorb light radiation.

d The very low albedo value for the
object (suggested from the gamma-
enhancement material) is consistent
with a dimly sunlit or partially re-
flective object. This could be an ob-
ject within the Earth’s penumbra or
further out in space.

e Upper size and speed limits calcu-
lated for the object if it were on the
Moon are too high to be realistic. It
istherefore unlikely tobe aTLP, but
further image enhancement might
be able to clarify this.

Further reading:

W.R. Corliss, ‘Transient Lunar Phe-
nomena’ in Mysterious Universe: A
Handbook of Astronomical Anomalies
(1979) a

UFO Reporter (NSW)



Moon UFO

Transient Lunar Phenomena (TLPs)

stronomers have recorded thousands of unusual short-

term phenomena on the Moon’s surface over the centu-
ries. These reports include flashes of light (lightning?), ‘dust
storms’ or clouds, and unusual patches of coloured light, or
geometric shadows. Sometimes, these have been interpreted
and publicised aslarge ‘structures’ or artefacts (although this
particular interpretation has not been encouraged by main-
stream science).

Previously, TLPs were assumed to be volcanic or mete-
orological in origin, but since visiting the Moon we know
both of these causes to be very unlikely.

TLPs have also been photographed by astronauts on the
Moon and continue to be reported (a reliable source has
informed UFOR about a bright point of light travelling par-
allel to the Moon’s terminator caught on video by a Canberra
astronomer in 1992). ’

Inrecentyears, TLP reports have once again attracted the
interest of UFO investigators.

US scientist Richard Hoagland and others havereopened
the debate that many of these effects may well be caused by
light reflected from vast artificial structures or relics which
are probably extra-terrestrial in origin. O

The 5th- Wave
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By Rich Tennant

Argentinian plane
buzzed by a
spaceship, says pilot
Buenos Aires, Wednes-
day, 2 August
Argentina was nerv-

ously watching the
skies yesterday after an
airliner narrowly missed
hitding a UFO that darted
in its path.

Jorge Polanco was pi-
loting an Aerolineas Ar-
gentinas jet headed for the
south-west winter resort
town of San Carlos de Bar-
iloche about midnight
yesterday when he was
forced to take emergency
action to avoid what wit-
nesses described as a
spaceship.

“As I was making the
final approach, I suddenly
saw in front of the plane a
white light which was
bearing right down on us
really fast before it halted
about 100 metres away,”
he said.

He said thatashe fran-
tically manoeuvred his
plane, carrying 103 pas-
sengers, the UFO took a
bizarre turn so that it
could follow the airliner
and flew in tandem with it
for about 100 metres.

Air Force Major Jorge
Oviedo said he and sev-
eral others also saw the
UFO and that there was a
simultaneous power cut
throughout the entire city.

The pilot said the ob-
jectwas about the size of a

/- jetliner. Officials are in-
F— : . vestigating the sighting,
‘ 3 : . T From The Age, Melbourne,
“T'VE GOT SOME IMAGE EDITING <X RE, S0 I TCOK THE LIBERTY CF Thursday 3 August 1995.

ERAGING SOME OF THE SMUTEES THAT HEPT SHOWING UP ARCUND THE CLUDS. (Thanks to KT, Syd-
) © NO NEED TO THANK MEY ney) O
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Project Aurora

Project Aurora — coming to a secret base
near here?

l.. Groenmann

UFO groups in California have accumulated numerous reports of mysterious sonic booms over the western coast of
the United States in recent years during the course of their normal UFO investigations. These sonic booms have
been linked to trials of test aircraft from secret inland research facilities such as Area 51/Groom Lake.

Investi gators in the US have now raised the

curity patrols, and black helicopters ard®
possibility that two sonic booms heard in

used routinely to discourage the curi-
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Sydney on Friday 29 May 1992 at
0450hrs and again at 1015hrs (reported
in UFO Reporter, Vol.1 No.3, September
1992), were linked to long-distance tri-
als of these secret aircraft. A testaircraft
ispresumed tohave flown from Area51
to the US military outpost at Pine Gap
in Central Australia, and back.

Area 51/Groom Lake

Area 51 is named after a grid reference
number on old maps (also known as
‘Groom Lake’ from a nearby dry lake
bed). It is a complex of giant hangers, a
control tower, fuel tanks, antennae, and
one of the world’s longest aircraft run-
ways (9.5km). The facility appears to
include extensive underground tun-
nels, caverns, production facilities and
testing laboratories. Boeing 737 shuttle
services operate daily from Los Vegas
for the 200-300 civilian employees be-
lieved to work at the facility (Groom
Lake has a very long association with
the Boeing Corporation).

The facility has been used since the
1950s for covert military research and
development. Known projects include
Lockheed’s U2 CIA Skyplane during
the 1950s, the SR-71 Blackbird spy plane
(1960s), and US Stealth fighter and
bomber of the 1980s.

Security around the facility is ex-
treme, and notices warn frespassers
that ‘deadly force’ is authorised against
intruders. Motion sensors, cameras, se-

ous (although these may have actually

intensified public interest in recent

years).

US commentators claim the area is
home to most of the United States’
‘black’ programs — secret military re-
search projects conducted outside the
jurisdiction of Congress, and that it
played an essential‘role in keeping US
technology well in front during the
Cold War. The facility is still operating
8 years after the disintegration of the
USSR, and the US Military has strongly
denied its very existence until recently:
[J In 1994, the US Air Force finally ad-

mitted publicly that the facility was
used “for testing and training tech-
nologies, operations and systems
critical to the effectiveness of US
military forces”.

[J Recently, the families of several
Groom Lake ex-employees havebe-
gun suing the US Defence Depart-
ment for deaths caused by exposure
to toxicchemicals atthe facility. (All
chemical byproducts from stealth
projects are destroyed or buried on-
site, and employees have com-
plained about noxious fumes
generated during their incinera-
tion.)

[J The conditions of the Nuclear Test
Ban Treaty agreed between the US
and the Commonwealth of Inde-
pendent States, allow both sides to
monitor each other’s “secret’” bases

UFO Reporter (NSW)



from space. Soviet satellite photo-
graphs of Area51, several years old,
routinely find their way into the
public domain (usually outside of
the United States). The availability
of such material to the public and
UFO investigators, has further com-
promised the US Military’s position
of denying everything.

Ufological interest
UFO investigators have had an on-
again, off-again interest in the facility
over the years. This depended on re-
ports (usually sketchy) from people
who claimed to have seen ‘exotic, and
possibly alien’ aircraft, either near the
base or on it:

[l Commercial airline pilo# travers-
ing that part of the American mid-
west routinely report unusual
aircraft on their radar screens trav-
elling more than 8000 km per hour
(Mach?7.5), or executing right-angle
turns at high speed, as UFOs.

[J In 1989, Bob Lazar (who describes
himself as a civilian engineer),
added to the notoriety of Area 51
with widely-publicised accounts of
having worked on extraterrestrial
craft there. So far, Lazar’s evidence
has not been completely convinc-
ing, but the increased publicity gen-
erated in the United States and
overseas since has clearly not
helped military operations there.

Recent speculation

Area 51 played an extremely important
role in the US Stealth program during
the 1970s and 80s. A greater public
awareness of thisrolehasled to increas-
ing speculation about what else may
still be happening there. It has also
meant that Area 51 has become a major
focus for the UFO investigation ‘indus-
try’. Today it is almost mandatory that
any UFOmagazine orbook from the US
containsomething about Area51. Inevi-
tably, rumour and good old military
‘disinformation’ have become an im-
portant part of this ufological phe-
Nomenon.

December 1995

For example, early unofficial ac-
counts from 1992 reported that at least
three prototype Stealth ‘robot’ aircraft
were under development there. These
‘drones’ were said to be hypersonic. That
is, they had speeds greater than Mach 5
(over 5,500 km/hr) and were attributed
various project names such as ‘Aurora’
and ‘Dark Star’. For comparison, inter-
continental ballistic missiles travel at
aboutMach 3 to Mach 4, so this technol-
ogy would have to be something very
new and very different.

Dark Star

Over recent months, more details about

the Dark Star project have been made

public by Lockheed-Martin/Boeing.

This official ‘'material’ showssignificant

variation over a short time period:

[ The UK publication UFO Magazine
(Sept/Oct 1995) reported that Dark
Star was an aerial reconnaissance
craft designed to operate mid-
altitude (at 15,250m) for up to 10
hours. It had a massive wing span
of 69ft (21m) and a tiny U-shaped
fuselage 15ft (4.6m) long and 5ft
(1.5m) deep. This elegant, long-
wing design indicated the craft was
probably subsonic. (The stresses
created at very high speeds are so
greatthatsupersonic aircraft wings
have to be short and triangular.)
Such a craft would definitely not
produce a sonic boom. UFO Maga-
zine said the Dark Star drone was
made of light, composite materials,
mostly graphite (to reduce radar-
detectability), and powered by a
single 8.5 kIN (1,900 1b)—thrust Wil-
liams Rolls-Royce F129 (FJ44) tur-
bofan, enclosed within the central
fuselage. Dark Star would have in-
dependent take-off, cruising, and
landing capabilities. It was due tobe
moved to NASA-Dryden at Ed-
wards Air Force Base, California,
for launching in November or De-
cember 1995.

0 The US mainstream publication
Popular Science (October 1995) was
able to confirm most of these speci-

Project Aurora
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The Stealth family:
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fications. It also provided greater
detail and diagrams for both a tail-
less Dark Star and a larger, more
conventional looking ‘Tier II Plus’
drone. Both drones are actually self-
propelled gliders, with top speeds
of 420km /hrand480km /hr — defi-
nitely subsonic! For comparison, a
Boeing 737 passenger plane has a
top speed of 937 km/hr. Both
drones are much smaller than the
B-2 Stealth bomber (see ’‘Stealth
Family’ diagram, this page), and
while expensive to develop, each
would presumably cost much less
than the subsonic B-2 (that is, less
than $US1billionperaircraft). Their
low speeds would make these high-
tech drones vulnerable to enemy jet
fighters during daylight, which
suggests they are planned for night-
time surveillance.

The problem is that the technical
details released for Dark Star and Tier II
Plus, indicate that while this is very
clever technology, itis technologyat the
low end of the Stealth program,; the still-
to-be-concluded business of the ‘old’
Stealth project. This is not the hyper-
sonic technology we were first prom-

———

ised, and should not be confused with
the ‘new’ technology presently being
developed at Area 61. (And here I am
reminded of the second-hand reports of
secret US aircraft tests in the 1950s and
60s which were used to fob off genuine
UFO investigations as ‘only USAF ex-
periments’ — the Stealth devices re-
vealed 30 years later were nothing like
those early UFO reports.)

Presumably this other non-UFO
hardware being reported is the fabled
‘Aurora’,

Project Aurora
So what do we know about Aurora?.

The most interesting reports tell of
unusual condensation trails (contrails —
like ‘doughnuts on a rope’), of triangu-
lar- shaped craft overall, and of unusual
roaring supersonic booms. Aeronauti-
cal engineers suggest thata ‘pulse deto-
nation system’ is being tested, where
super-cold ammonia or methane is
ejected behind the object. This creates a
series of controlled explosions which
could push the aircraft up to speeds of
Mach8 athighaltitude (40,000m). How-
ever, all of this is very speculative.

The US Military remains extremely
secretive about Project Aurora, and ap-

UFO Reporter (NSW)
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pears to be looking for somewhere

other than Groom Lake to continue de-

velopment:

0 Increasing numbers of UFO enthu-
siasts who visit the hills overlook-
ing Groom Lake routinely report
aerial lights and activity at the facil-
ity, and

[0 UFO investigators have been using
Freedom of Information (FolI) legis-
lation to harass the Military for
moredetailsaboutwhatis going on.

The Australian connection

Australian UFO investigators have re-
cently been informed that the US Mili-
tary is actively looking overseas for
suitable test locations, because public
interest in Area 51 is now too great for
comfort. Australia is seen as the best

option:

ﬁ) On-going political problems and in-
creasing local hostility towards US
bases in the Philippines and Oki-
nawa have made these less desir-
able test locations. Their location
and size also means that tests could
be readily monitored from foreign
submarines offshore in interna-
tional waters. The US base at Pine
Gap, Central Australia, is seen as
being a suitably inaccessible site for
such tests. (Well inland, it is rated
more secure than the US communi-
cations complex at Northwest Cape
in West Australia, for example.)

0 The Australian Government is very
US-pliant, and Australia’s Follegis-
lation is not as liberal or as accessi-
ble as that of the US.

[l While the Nuclear Test Ban Treaty
permits both sides to monitor each
other’s secret bases from space
without interference, thismayonly
refer tosurveillance of sites on each
country’s ‘home’ territory, and not
to overseas bases. (Satellite surveil-
lance of both US and Australian
sites is equally possible from space,
but the legalities of interfering with
spy flights over a third country are
less clear.) Recent analysis of a
video taken from the Discovery
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Space Shuttle on 15 September
1991(and described in "Star Wars
over Australia?”, UFO Reporter,
Sept. 1995 ), appears to indicate an
interference capability at Pine Gap.

[l Pine Gap is completely inaccessible
to members of the Australian pub-
lic. The nearby Waterhouse Moun-
tains are too inaccessible and too

- low to allow good overviewing.

E) Pine Gap hasbeen a major target for
Australians in the Peace Movement
protesting against foreign bases
since the Vietnam War, and base
security has always been extremely
tight. 4

[J Older maps show a nearby area
called ‘Jay Creek Aboriginal Re-
serve’, which might have allowed
non-military access to within 12 km
of the base. Recent maps do not in-
clude this area, and we have been
unable to find out why and when
this land use change was gazetted.
Presumably, this change has been
allowed to further reduce public ac-
cess.

[J Recentmaps of Central Australiano
longer show access roads to, or even
the name, ‘Pine Gap’. However, lo-
cal people and Peace Movement
members report that Pine Gap is
still in operation. (This creeping
anonymity is exactly what hap-
pened with Area 51 maps when
Groom Lake became a military test
facility in the 1950s.)

[0 The few fragmented reports of
high-speed, highly manoeuvrable
objects over Central Australia that
wehave, are directly comparable to
Area 51 reports. These suggest that
US testing has been under way since
1992 (at least).

Tier Il Plus:
(spy drone)

radome

Strict security within Australia
means thatlocal UFO investigators will
continue to rely on external sources for
information aboutwhatis happening at
Pine Gap. However, it seems inevitable
that Pine Gap will feature more promi-
nently in overseas 'Area 51’ material.[]

116 ft (36.25m)
480 km/hr)
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speed:
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