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PROGRESS PEPO‘}_{T

I am reporting to all the members of our European group of speolallsts in 1and1ng
reports the following s e e e

1) A new Pataiogue of Type-1i. UFU reports is oe1nq bu1lt by me.i .
It will expand, and refine the previous 200-case catalogue publlshed by CUFgs il
in 1976 and in my 1978 ‘baok "OUNIS: E1 Fenomeno ‘Aterrizaje" (UFD'S° The: Lan- -
- ding Phonomenon). All cases known--are beiny r91nvestlgated ‘and revaluated :
"ifi "the process some 20 % of the cases are.being separated- from- the~ censusi as
Tnegative’ (Dxplalned) svents. A llSt of those cases 1s aualable from:-me at
request. i : :

LFBCL is hero below.

3} A oodebook (N has been prepaled, as wel a: oodlfloatlon form ( 2

3ooded data, Some 53 ‘parameters are 1noluded New definitions and quantlta -

tive assessments for indices of 1nfoLmatlod guality, strangeness, reliabi -«
lity and certitude have been developed 3) A1l items (1-2<3)"are.alsc. ‘
avaiable from me at your request., : ‘ ' i' I

4) Computer pr009831n9 of ‘an index to the catnlogue is under uay. o
Such index simply includes time and spatial: data for every case, 018351f10a—
tion and certitude index. Up to now, only 5@ cases have baen prouassed (tho—
se which match the UFO definitiofn - for those cases a Leohnloal summary has
already boon wrltten and thoy havo been ooded as well)

5)" Some 250 addltlonal casos- are being oon81dorod also. The whole uorklng pro-
386t ig expected to ‘have finished by 198u/84¢ Then, the whole. databook will
be computerized for analysis. It ,is guessed that, at 1oast, ‘a2 matrlx of
300x5% data (about 16, goc data) will be feeded into compuier. It will allow
that landing research may ‘reach much more accuracy and depth. I bope- to.ahgf
re all this will my Fellom'roqearohursa ' .

6) Suboataloguos of negative cases and 'lone blzarre croature' (b91ngs without
any assoolatlon with UFO0s=-not cataloguod) are propareo

MDDEL SUMMARY'

CASE HEADING day of the week, day, month, year (lee), iocatlon

(province ooumtry)
NANE of the witnesses, AGE of. them,. PHGFES IUN, INTEHPERSUNAL RELATIGNSHIP when
more than 2 witnosses (Famlly, prof9531onal or non-existent, for example),
ACTIVITY when the sighting took place (at work, on travol, entortalnment, etcoo.),
exact PLACE of the sighting, ENVIRONMENT (local topography), SIGHTING (descrip=
tion of how the UFD was sighted), DISTANCE of the phenomenon, APPEARANCE (how the
phenomﬁnon/obgoct looked like, shape), structural DETAILS, COLOUR, LUMINOSITY,
real or oppaLoﬂt DIMENSIONS, SOUNDS, MANOEUVRES performed by the UFo (movements
and flight feeturas), PHYSICAL PHENDMENA associated to the UrFo (llght beams, -~
adors, etc...), EFFECTS related to tho observation (meohanloal, elgctromagnetic;
shysiological, psychical, anlmal reaction, - etc...), FLTGHT DIRECTIBNS (appearanoe
and disappearance), DURATION of 51ghtlng, NUMBER DF DCCUPANTS (be;ngs a58001ated),
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L DESCRIPTIONS of* Gocupants (form, height, equipment, etc..), DISTANCE of beings
- to. wltnesses, BEHAVIQUR of entities; DURATION of beings' sighting, SODUNDS of
entities) TRACES (of UFOD and/or cccupants), SHAPE, SIZE, NUMBER (of traces),

- WHEATHER. -

- (INFDRMATIDN SOURCE. )

Flnélly, 11d llke to mention that all my Type- 1 ucrk copcentrates on cases ha-
ving occured in Spaln and Portugal {the. Iberian panlnsula)

‘ Best regards., _
% Vieente Juan Ballester Olmos - Guardia Civil — 9,D=16. Valencia 20. Spain,
_ GTE-EWT ref: VIBO 8T0731.

PR

COMMENTS TOWARDS A PROPOSED COMMON SET OF DEPINITIONS

TYPE 1 2 I am persmnally unhappy about the derivation of any dcflnltlon which re-
0 lies on the witness cstimates of altitude or distance (notorlously nac -
curqte). That is why Peter Werrington and I redifined "Ciose Encountsz®
in ‘our book UFBss A- British Viewpoint on the basis of assdoiated offpct
rather than alleged proximity. I would preFer that Type 1 cases he res -
‘tricted to: those events which do have some specific interaction between
phenomenon .and wltness/ or enu1ronment°.hlso I feel that cases invelving
photagraphic or.radar evidence (plus visual obsprvation) should be consi-
‘dered as Type I in this sense. Conssgquently, I decline to attempt to de -
fine Type-1, a2 -such, or CE V I realily do not envisage a reasonable
"meang of determining a cut=-off point between CE ﬁ and other data. But,

I am wllllng to listen to majority opinion. on this ona, :

Type 1 would thus'be; in"my view, synonymous (almost) with tlose encounters
"An observation 1nuolU1ng some form of claimed interaction betuween the phanomenon
* and the witness or the phenomenon and the environmenrt (1nclud1ng cases or alle =
ged landlng), or instances where tho phenomenon interacts with measuring or de -
tection equ1pment of some form {eg. photographlc or radar equipment)."

CE 1s Slmply a reu1sed form of the standard deflnltlon ingluding tho wordss
cMyitht the 1ncluslon of interactive effects of a transient nature only
obseruable by wltHESSES to the phenomencn allegedly responolble "

CE, 2°*As before buts wlth the addition of: _
Muith the inclusion of interactive sffects of a durable nature which are
auallabla for subsequent analysis by nan-m?tnassas to the alﬁeged stimulus®

As far sub-classes wlthln the tma CSthDrlES I mould suggest that the same could be
1 sald to apply to both with the preflx of the word “temporary“ or "durable“ L1 think
‘ mdurable is praferable to permanant) viz:

Psychologlcal Drfects : (thls would include thlngé such as "psychic“amd
_ o - "auras of silencs")’ f
Phy81olugical effects

.Environméntal effects_ _ (pﬁysical traces)
“Animal disturbance ' '_ o .
Mechanlcal foeqts“ ' {eg to watches, car’engines, radio-etc... it need

not be exclu51ue¢y EM effects and the term pre -
S N ; ) - SUDpoOsEs an explanatlon anyway ).
Radar recording . : © (I include this as radar interaction may be tem-
. Lo S ol pmrary or m?y bL rccorded on, Lape)
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In éddiﬁion.Iionld suggest.thaf CE 2 would have tuwo other pgssiglé SUb—DlaSses
vizs Photographic reecords and Artifacts (things allegedly left.by a UFo},
Both must be considered as durable . e ' ' o

I have not attempted to define each oategory as this would b a fairly simple task
in view of the specific area each one covers, S : d

CE 3 and CE 4., Personally I do something probably ‘nobody ‘else done. :I distinguish
between -CE3 and CE4 on the basis of none—contact'and'cantact, sincé this has pro-
ven to be. the basigidivision in cases involving entitios it séems to make sensd

to use this as the basis for distinguishing between these two types of CE case.

- Viz: CE3 would be cases involving entitigs and, CE4 would be cases where some

form of interzction cocurs betueen entity and withess (this .could be verbal can-

. tact or' by gesture, or am‘abductidn or whatever)., As this“is"somewhat controver~ .
sial I have not gone to the trouble of trying o specifically define the two groups.
But I would ask you to think about the point’ of calling a CE&FOnlycanfhbduction.f_
What is the root difference between an abduction {or a teleportaticn’or a’contact
with reality distorsion) and a case where an entity appears in a witness's. car

for example)? I suggest there is a case fof the Toot diétihéﬁionf(ie;{thé'deriVae
tion of the difference between CE3 and CE4) to be on the basis.of interaction be-
tween entity and witness (as I have suggested). At least the system is then con -
sistent. - ' o T '

Perscnaly, I do not use the HUMCAT method-of dividing CE3 reports, ‘This is because,
when cne thinks about it, all it is really doing is splitting"intofarbitrary groups
“(like black cars, white cars, red cars and 'so on)... rather:than as it should. be
‘into meaningful difference (eg. cars, buses, lorries, fire enginesiand so on), I
feel the must sensible way to divide CE3 cases is by behaviour of the entity. I
thave not thought out a proper systen yet, but at present I use the following (which
I present as a basis for discussion)s . ' Dl o

‘a) Observers entities who simply obscrue or fly-by

5) Samplers those who take samples from the ‘environment

c) Techniciang those using equipment or repairing equipment

d) Examiners those who' ask guestions or perform examinations

e) Messengers those who impart messages '

f) Agressors ;  those who arg agressive in some way, aven if -in defense

So far as the CE4 {or thtaéﬁ‘bases) go I have a different way of diffé:entiating:

TYPE A Simple direct contact between entity and uithéss

TYPE B Visionary contacts (eq. bedroom visitors) - where the contact does not fol-

o low a straightforward UFO encounter (as in type A) '

TYPE C Cases of abduction or voyages on board a UFO - .

TYPE D Cases of "Psychic" contact (eg. by automatic writing) or not by visual or
verbal means. . : '

You will note that there is a major discrepancy here, Some of my categories in the
CEZ section involyve implied contact. This is because in working on my necw, book I
“have decided not to yse the CE1, CE2 (etc) categories, Whilst these are still use-
full as a shorthand communication of data they are not that ualuable,tb me. in the
research I am doing at present, for reascn I will axplain in & mement, I am not
presenting the ahove points as homogeneous system to be adaptpd,fﬂe;ely:pointing
out my ideas fuwhich change all the time) for discussioen qmongsﬁ‘thé_EwTﬁﬁTE.

At the moment I usce a matrix system for classifying_report$,¥This;I“dg because any
single case containe parametefs in Seﬁerél of. the uwhole classificaﬁiqﬁ_schemgsgr

i CE3, for example, might not just be a CE3.. It might inplude-a.ca:gstqg%(possible
CEZ event) and transient effect on the witness { a CE1). The use of a matrix over= .
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,f-comes this (but I uculd not suggest a matrix for our purposes bcgause it is cum-
' - bersome and would Hot .facilitate shdrthand transfer.of data - which is what we are
:ﬁafter) But . that is why there is some overiap sbove, It is easisr for me to include

~1ll types of entlty (sven these involved in contacts) in one list. In my ma Erix

I do: not use CE3 and CE4 so the problem never actually arises.

A1 T uould say is that for Dur ourpose if we use CE1, CE2 (etc) then we should
agres a set of code suffixes for the various effects. I use PSI (psychological or
psychic)s PH (physiological); TR (traces); AN (animal)s ART (artifact) and EM (me-
chanlcal) We may need others. If a photo or rader tracing is invelved ore there
is 'a landing I add a bracketed letter at the end viz (L} Landing; (F) Filmg
(P}Photograph § (R) radar. I might suggest that an underlining of the code letters
'could be used to 1ndlcate that the effect was wdurable',

In summatlon a qontact where, antltles in @& UF2 and confronted & witnessy whose

car engine then stopped, got out and passed on a, message about nuclear war; para-
rysing him as they did soj hefore taking off again, but being phatographcd as they
did so, could be ancapsulated as a CE4 A (e) EM, PH (L) (P)

Maybe we can Flnd a way of simplyfyinge... I don't know ! (At least it conveys more
data than JUSt CEE or CEd) In a catalogue the conveying of 1nformat10n lS vital,

To progress. I uould serluusly suggest that we agree some method Qf_recordlng ths
"Invastigation level", This is again a system I worked out in coopearation with
Bernard Delair, for BRITISH VIEWPGINT., It could be medified. What it does is pro-
vide an instani visual check on the depth of 1nuestlgatlon. We could make it an

CEWT agreement that any "Prime" (see below) must reach at léast level E. There are
five : Levels 1n the schemw. I currently use.vizs

LEUEL E louest level, “simply an account which is third~hand (og. a press cutting
‘or _an account ln a buok)hfor which no known investigation exists,
LEUEL D an actount DF a sighting written by _the witness, but which for some reasmn
©oong fellow up- 1huestlgatron has ever béeén-possible.
- LEVEL € ‘riddimentary 1nuestlgatloﬂ only (ie. the withess has JFilled out a report
S form of some kind but has nevér-bae n interviswed or the case followed up)
LEVEL B where an investigation has taken plﬁce and a report mrltten, but not "on
C . site" {ie. the witness may be interviewed at his-home iff the sighting did
, , nat take place there) or a report on events without 1nvustlgatlone
- fLEUEt‘A_,the best . irvestigation has béen conducted, on site, ant with a full report
' . ..on the events. and anGStlgatlDﬂ has been written

-An eualuator would of course use his discretion. If I Felt an investigator was not
up to standard and:he produced what purported to he a level A investigation I would
:personally only regard it as level b '

;Flnallly, I mould llke to take up Maurizis Uerga's commant about tho kind of account.
I beliesve there are four stages which follow on from what 1s the initial stimulus
(what I call the UrFo EUEMT... ie what was actually presant and lead to the sighting,
account and report)

e QIGHTING MThe’ perception by a witness of the stimulus responsrble for the UrY event”
v B {This takes into account all the percoptunT, psychological and sociolos-
’ gical ?actors'which might be at work prior to and during the DbSuPVHtlDﬂ)

coa

ACCGUNT' "The description given by the urtnsss,re1ther in verbal or written Form,
o after his UFO sighting and toc a second party® _
(Uther socrnloglcal factors will be at work, and factor such as memcGry )

REPGRT . "The wrltten ‘case study of a specrflc UFo sighting made by an 1nuest1—
gator after collaboratlon Ulth the u1tnees".
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I think these terms Dught to be strictly defined mlthln ufulogy s1nce the various
stages arc 1mportant and make rasearuhers aware of the many problem lnuulued

In adultan, in line with Maurizio Uerga’s suggestlon that we haue a catalogue of
"selected reports” which have. been sifted to include only good unidéentified data,
I mould propese a new term "PRIMEM for thesc, The word seems approprlate as we will
be using ths material as the essence of our research, :

PRIME "A report which has been sualuated and whlch both 1nuestlgntor and
cualuator consider to be nohe-identifiable in t?rms of mlspercep-
tion"or cens DlOUa Fabrlcatlon“ ! :

I thlnk for nouw, that is about all I have' to say ‘on’ the SUbJECt and I look for-
ward to hearing what others have ta say in this® mutual fleld of interest. I hope
very much we can agree some sensible systom that will be a maJDr step FDrmard on
the road touvards bbglnnlng our JGlnt rgsearch’ o i :

Junny Hanﬁlaof July 259 1581

* Jenny Randles « 8 whltethruat Walk. Blrchmmod, Nanchcster MAS GPQ. England
GTE=EWT refs JRS 410729 ' . Lo

A CONCISE IIST OF CE3 ITALIAN CASBES

In my work on Italian casuistry of Type 1 sightings, I have collected some 65 cases
where entities were more or less directly associated to the repmrted UFa phenamenon
(class A,B,C and part of D, .according to HUMCAT 010551f10atlon, as a few cases from
Gl BeforL inserting these cases in the general catalogue of Type 1 sighting for
Italy (ITACAT), I have already accomplished a first selection, but the below 65 CE3
contain still some doubtful or explainable events, Selected high strangeness and
well investigated reporis are very few, about 20, though among them tere are still
some that need a new very careful examlnatlon, So, don't con81d&r ‘these reports as
really genuine ones. :

To supply a certain number aof data on ths casas,.a very simple DOdO will be uvsed,

T  Physical traces - Fax entity report (A) with number of beings

£ Physical effects cn the witness Ebx entity report (8) with number of beings

EM Presumed electromagnetic effect Eox entity report (C) with number of beings

in Presumed effect on animal Eelx entity report (D) with number of beings
V. Effect on vegetation : 0D .. doubtful case ' '

A . abduction cass PH probable heoax

- 2 I 77 insufficient data ’

The province follows the location. All cases are, draun from ITAEAT.

DATE HOUR LGCRTIGV ‘ DATA
470814 0915 Raveo (Udine) - . fb2 P D
480403 0635 * Fara:di Cigno (Camgobasso) - CEB1T P
/500424 2230 * Abbiate Guazzone (Varese) - i BRI TP
510814 - 1300 Voghenza (Ferrara) : : ;. BT D
50//52  wmorn Cellinc Attanasic (Téramc) L 7 Eat I
520725 0300 * S,Pietro a Vico (Lugca) . SRS N 7% Y S I
521116 0930 Castelfranco Emilia (Wodena):p, T * Ea3 An :
5406 1430 © Torro de Plcanardl (Bremona) T, Sio. .0l 7PER2 TD Anm
541014 20860 Ferrara R B o, Eb3 T
541015 1940 Cuasso al Monte (Uarese) : L S YRt T D
' ' 91

541016  nigh Isle of Lapri (Nepql}) R - Ecd




541021
541025
541025

541029
541101

- 541101

541101
541111

541116 °

541204
5412171
541230
5710°
571109
620409
621209
621218
630114
63

" Gang

660713
670405
680108
6580703

690319 -
~morn

721126
731116
740302
740416

741910 -
750217

- 750819
760503
. 770506

770831

7709
771006

7883157

780425

780522

780704
780517

- .780918
780927
781007

781114

781124

781206

781209

781215

.. 781215
. 181227
790103 .
790113
790118

0600
1700
1425
morn
0630
1530
1945

2300

nigh

morn,
0730

2000

0900

2300
2230

06220
2330

0200

0220

22000

nigh
0030
0135

nigh

2110 -

Cose6
1830

0230

2100

0108
- go1e
030"
12230 -
2200
0030
1430
27145
2230
*Torrita di: Siena (Siena)

2100
1530
1945

DGGG

1200

2345
2300
1215

2400

2345

0015 .
*16 km from viterbo: -

638
2330

.—"?f"‘.:

Melltc (Napoll)

Castiglione’'della Pescaia (Grosseto)
#*Coleerasa di Cingoli (Macerata) .
Palagenia (Catania)

Ponte Dese {Venezia)
*Cehmlna'(Arezzo)

‘Modigliana. {Forli)

Isola 'di Ortonovo {La SDEZLG)

LCatania -

Casella di Nogara (Verona)

Predale (Reggio Emilia)
©Clysone {Bergamo)

5,Michel Extra (Verona)

Giaveno (Totino)
Pozzetto (Torino)
Bologna

Milano

S, Pietro Vernctice (Brindisi).
Parma

' *Portogruare (Verezia)

*Fornacette (Pisa)
San Cataldo (Caltanisetta)
Milano
Orlando hill (Peacara)
Caltanisetta
near the river Pc (Cremcna)
Istrana Air Farce ‘Base (TICUlSD)
Sassari
%5, Maria al Tempio (Alessandria)’
Cagliakbi .
*Avlgllana (Tering)
Fregens (Romp)
URavanna
°Hagusa . '
*Sturno (Auelllno)
‘Caserta
°Fiescle (Firenze)
Ciserlis (Udine).
oyillamare di Sapri. (Salerma)
*Tavarnuzze (Firenze)
Msunt Sona (Catania)

*8, Giorgio dl Nogaro (Udine)

;*Cobcnza

'San .Cataldo (Ealtanlsetta)

°Celle del Castello {L'Aquila)
*Gallic (Vicenza)
*Torriglia (lenova)’

Milanere (Torriglia)

Catania ' :
*Licodia Eubea (Catanla)
°Torriglia (Genova)

Chiesanuova ¢i Mirabello (Ferrara)

Lusiana- (Vicenza)

EbT

£b1
Eb3
Fai
Ec

Ec2
fatl
£h3
Eal
Fa
Eal
Eaz?
£zl
£b2
Eb2
Fb2
Eb2
EaZ
Ead
fa1

Ec2

Eb3
£b2

£b1

Eb2
FeS

Le?,

Fe

a3
Fab
Ect

An

An

I--{

e L R i o R B R B o I S A )

Eb?? T EM PH

" Eed

Ea’
£di
Ec

Ec2-

£h1
Eh1
Ec2
Ech
EhZ
£b1
Eeh
Ea
£az
Ep2
Eclq
£d
Eb2
Ec2
A
Ed7i
Ec1
EbS

“D:l:-—e-—]-h!
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case having 4 possible explanation in conventional arp psychoinglcal terms
* well investigated high strangeness selected reports.

¥ Maurizio Verga - Via Mattuottl, 69, 22072 Cermenate (CD) Italia.;
GTE-EWT ref: MVA 810903, : ' ' } Br

PROSENTATION D'UNE CLASSIFICATION HUMCAT.

I1 s'agit ici d'un caraotere alphabétigue, o TR _
La classification de base est celle définie par Ted Bloecher {dans 1973-Year of. the
Humanoids, par Davo Webb. CUFOS 1976, p.25; Close ancounter at Kelly and. others -of
1955, par Isabel Davis et Ted Bloechor. CUFDS 1978, p. 196 pour les codes fA-3 F,
Close encounters of the third kind par Ted Bloecher, ans Fatg’ Magazlne vol, 31 n° 1
p.34, Jan. 1978; pour la totalité des codes A & G)e

_Ea présaente classification a cepsndant &ts remaniée par Jean-Luc Rluara et Hlaln
“Lamard. : : :

A, “E'Lntlta est observée & 1l'imtdrieur de ltobjet seulement (c est le Uérltable
occupant), & travors des partes, dos hublats, des Fenetres, un dbme transpa-
rent. L'association est explicite®, -

Be "L'entité est observée rentrant at/au sortant dfun cbjet. L'550001at10n est
encore explicite", :

Ce "L'entitd ost vue dans 1'entourage immédiat d'un objet mals non entrant dedans
ou g quittant. L'association est implicite,
Nous considérons qu'il faut entendre par "enteurage 1mmed1at"le fait que la dis-
tance entre lec témoin et 1l'objet est _supégrisure & celle de l'entlte & :'1tobjet,
Dans le cas contraire le cas reldvera du type D.

D. "L'entité est observée indépendemment d‘un OUNT mais i1 y a une activité OUNI
dans cette zone & ce moment- -13, habituellement rapportée par des sources indde
pendantes, L'associaticon ast clrconstanclelle"

Non seulement doit-on entrer dans cette catégorie un laps de temps défini mais
aussi une zone d'association FGl“LlUDmCﬂt étroite, Nous proposons comme laps de
temps: 24 heurass avant et/au aprés 11 oboeruatlon de 1'entité (SDlt deux Jjours

au tatal).

Pendant cet intervalle, il devra y avoir une activite DUNI plus preclse gue de
51mples lumisres dans le cicl (nécessits d’obJetS relatlvement structurés).

Guand A 1la zone d'asscciation Lnﬁlte/DUNI, nous. praposons un rayon de 25 kiloma-
tres avtour du lieu d'observation (soit un cercle d 50 kllometrea de dlametre)

E. "Ll'entitd est ohservde 1ndependamment dtun objet et 11 nt y a pas de rapport dfune
activité OVNI dans cette zope & ce moment-13% Llassocinfion’ est negatlve"
11 stagit 14 en Fait dtune catégorie "Faurre-taut"dans laquelle deuront etre
entrdes:
~ les observations d'8tres humanoides "013551qubs" (presentant les caracterls-
tigucs commungment admises de "llextra~terrestre: scaphandré - par axemple)°
~ les cbservations dites mariales ou de "saints® {sauf: ‘quand un message ‘de 1'
entite en question affirmera le cqr30tere rLllngUX de l'apparltlan et ce dt
une manidre explicite)s : :
lue observations de "fantlmes® et autres. appa21t10ﬂ8 Lxcepte celles ‘qui. auront
pu Btre identifides de manigre satisfaisante soit historiquement soit Tormel-
lement (par exumple membre décédé d‘unc famillo donnée et reconnu tel par un
membre vivant de la dite famille, etCe..) o o ' .
parmi les chservaticns d'Stres vivants ne serant pas rentrees, luS observations
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de Bigfoet (sauf lorsque ces observations reldvent des types A, 8, £) ain-
. si que. toutes: les obsarvations dt8tres ou d'animaux semblant relever d'une
zo0logie encore inconnue mais & priori bien terrestre (les critéres seront ol
. ici encore,:pour le momant, subjsctifs). _ _
' Zinclure épalement les observations de “fees” (sauf lorsgu'il y a message
précisant la spécificité de la "fee" observée ). :

Fo "Ni éﬁtité,:hi@DUNIq(cu'déns certains cas seulement un DUNI) ne sont vus mais le
' .percipient expériments une sorte de communication intelligente, soit directement,
‘soit psychiguement®. S - _ x
. Cette catégorie doit Btra restreinte afin de n'y reftTer que les cas dans laesquéls
un OUNI. est explicitement associé 2, la communication, Nous refusons en particulier
tous les cas de communicatien "spirvitel (par guelque méthode gue ce soit: table,

cui=-ja,; éoriture autometique, possession, 2tCe.e)

G. "Le percipient-a uné expérience a bord de i1gbjet, seit volontairement, soit invo-

' lontairement. Les eniités pevvent Btre ou ne pas Gtre physigyement présentos,
mais leur intervention est au moins explicite".
Cotte cafdgorie doit Btre restreinte aux cas involontaires {les cas de contacts
reldvent de l'une ou lLtautre catégorie précédentes od plusieurs dt'entres elles).
I1 nous semble en effet, que le caractere majeur de 'llenidvempnt réside dans 1e
fait que ib témoin. subit au contrairo du contacté gul souvent provogue le phéno~-
mene. '

additifs sont dé Jean-lLue Rivera et Alain Gamard et, la version n'est peut Etre pas

définitive. La définition du type G ne satisfait pas pleinement.

Les défimitions des types donnéees par Ted Bloecher figurént entre guillemebs. Les

* Alain Gamard - 9, rue Thiers, F=78110 Le Vesinet. France
Réf, eriginales Menuel de codification DATA DUNI/HUNCAT FURGPE
e T4, Bonabot, A. Gamard et J-L, Rivera {en préparation)
GTE~EWT réf, Gamard et Rivera 1980,

T

PROPOSTTION D'UNG STANDARDISATION DES DONNEES | . ...

{es dchanges de documents, la correspondance entre les membres actuels du GTE-EWT
montrent, semble-t-il gue le probitme numérc un est bien celul dvadopter, ensemble,
.et aprés consultation réciprogue, un certain nombrs de définitions, de normes ainsi
qus de codes qui pourront faciliter notre travail en commun. Cette standardisdtion
ne pourra qu'Btre bénéfique pour le GTE~EWT et, peut-gtre, gue ltensemble de la rew
cherche ﬁufolcgiqﬂe“uen furope et outre-atlantique serant , eux aussi, satisfaits
drutiliser une telle standardisation. ‘ - o

3 /Il aspparall gue le phénomene de type 1 est de par définitlon 1'ensemble de notifica~
tions d'GUNI‘rapportant 1tapparition - ou 1'objet - ay, ol ou pries du sol et ce par
‘respact & la classification du Dr Jacgues Vallée (1). ° '

* Drautre part, comme le soulignent 2 la fois Maurizio Verga et Jemnny Randles; les

' définitions concernant les rencontres rapprochees semblent insuffisantes. Le Doc-

. “teur Hynek reconnalt lui-mBme que les définitions sont généralisées, Il y a donc
tout avantage a ce que nous précisions les RR1, RR2 et RR3. Les RR4, comme le men-
tionne Jernny Randle seront’ en rapport avec les cas de contact,’ '

;_}Péﬁt—étré §st4il:intéressant de mentiomner ici - dans lé language original utilisé
par Jacques Vaillée - la définition donnée au shénomene de type I (2) '
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u1 have therefore given the denctation "Type I SlChtlﬂg" to such manlfestatlons of
the phenomenon as consist of, the observation, by the ultnesses, of an unusual ima-
ge, namely a dev1ca which is spherical or discoid in shape, or p0551bly even more
complex than this, such device being’ on the ground or close to the ground. This
image may or may not be associated with phy81cal effects of a thermlc, or lumlnous,
or purely material {i.e. tracas) kind," : :

Hynek donne la deFlnltlon genérqle pour l=a rencontra rapproché9°

"Ubjetq vus dlassez pres (generalement % moins de 150 metrﬂs) pour qua l’cn DUleE
“les chserver comme oes masses et relover le maximum de detalls." N

Cetta déFinition est reprise pour 11 renoontrv rapnrochee du fer type avec pour at-
(ditife A
#Aux dlres des témoins il n'y a pas eu dleffets physigues mesurables sur la matidre
“vivante cu-inerte, a l'exception du choc 2motionnel gue sublt l‘un ou plus1eurs da
ces témoins,

Pour la rencontre rapprochee du 2d type Hynek ajoute 3. la deflnltlon generale°‘
“faisant état d'un DbJQt généraloment un 'engin'! laissant une ‘trace visible de son
nassage. Le souvenir en demeure sous une forme matérielle quelcnnquen I1 y.a inci-
dence physique sur la matlerL vivante ou inerte.?.

Et pour la rencontre rapgrochee du troisidme types
La notlflcatlon mentionne "la présence de cr&aturea doudss de mouuements"

Ainsi comme le suggere Jenny Randlés, il ?gudra souvent prec;ser des caracterlstlw

gues secondaires aux rencontres rapprochées (RR)
I1 n'eémpiche donc gue le PHENOMENE DE TYPE 1 et ila REKCONTRE RAPPRDCHEE sont deflnls

par ure génsraligation

Présentation d'une standardisation des donnéas de hase (RR) et SGGOﬂdaerS— Codcs,

Fhénomdnes de Lype 1 classe A 14

classoc B 1B

classe 0 1€ :

“classe b 1D (3)

Rericontre Rapprochée du ter type R1 I -

du 2nd type R2 e '

du 3me type ~ R3 (4)
Phénoméne de type 1 sans prdcision . Tt T (2)
Rencontrs Rapprochée sans précision AR o )
Manifestation dfentité - classa A n ;
Manifestation d'entité - classe 8 8 - :
Mapifestation 2'entitd - classe C C
Manifestation d‘cnt ité - classe D D
Manifestation d'entitdé - classe E E
Manifestatinon d'entité - classe F P _ C
Manifestation dl'entité - classe G G o . (B)

Incidences physigues réactian animale

brlilure corporelle

chac émotionnel

déces |

interfdrence flectrique ou Llﬂctromagnethue
force (déplacement, traction, souffle, £ODSi0N.. )
“effet gravifigue (wliagement alqurdissement). '
1onlsatlon' ' :

HOD T MO OED
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: ; larmoyement

T R t interférence ménanique

oL : ' effet optigue

& S o paralysie

rougeur sur l'épiderme

80N

trace

effet aquatique (évaporation, ébullition..

Caractéristiques d'étrangeté et indicés dtétrangets

. comportement et.effets sur un animal AT A
comportement dlentitd CP1 &
effet électromagnétigue £EF1 3

; - force exerceée, ressentie FE1 a
interférences sur instruments, appareils Iﬁ1 a
variation de la température ambiante K1 a
effets luminceux particuliers Li1 A
interférence avec le milieu M1 X
gléments descriptifs du phénomdne observé  Off1 a
détection de radiations RP1 &
traces TH1 3
comportement du témoin et effuts sur témoin WY1 A

volume 9 n® 5 pages 9-12,

3)
4) HYNEK, Allen, 3. The UFD Experience (Corgi Book. London 1974},
5)

ROPE (en préparation).

tiong)..

(7) DUERAL Jean-Luc. Caractéristiques et indices d'étrangetd. L'etrangetf..

_ Document GTE-EWT JOL 810702.
* Jacques Bonabot ~ Leopold I laan, 141, Brugge. Belgique,
GTE EMT réfe NOTICE vol 1, n® 1.(3BT 810918),

)

AS9
£o9
£99
Fog
199
K99
199
M99
099
R3O
799
Wag

1) VALLEE, Jacques. Challenge to Science (Neville Spearman,london 1967) p.2718.
2) VALLEE, Jecques., How to classify and codify UFD sightings ? FSR de Londres

VALLEE, Jacgues. Challenge te Science (Neville Spearman, London 1967) p.218.

BLDECHEH Ted. Dans Fate Magazine, janvier 1978. vol 21,n° 1 pags 34,
GAMARD,Alain et RIVERA,Jean~Luc dans Manuel de codlflcatlon DATA GUNI/HUHCAT EU-

(6)

{7

Nous cfcyoﬂs que ces ensembles d'éléments standards ainsi gue leur cods apparaissent
suffisamment dans les notifications d!'CVNI, dans les dossiers d'enquBte pour qutils
soient acceptés par le G,T.E. afin d'8tre utilisé dans les documents.
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