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Flying-saucers do not exist. How many times have we heard 
that said - from the man in the street to eminent physicist 
Dr. Edward u. Condon, who was in charge of the controversial 
University of Colorado UFO investigation programme. Now it has 
be en said by Mr •. David Simpson, chairman of that other Surrey 
group, Society for the Investigation of UFO Phenomena ( SIUFOP). 
Apparently he and his group came to this conclusion after a 
two-year investigation into the subject. Mr. Simpson was quoted 
as saying in the London Evening News of October 24 � 'We realised 
after interviewing a mere handful of people who claim to have 
seen uros, that nearly all of them had two things in common -
a large science-fiction library and a vivid imagination. Nearly 
everywhere \ve went we found bookcases full of science fiction 
and materi�l on flying-saucers. ·A lot of people &re obviously 
brainwashed by what they read and firmly believe flying-saucers 
exist. It is no good explaining that what they actually saw was 
car headlights, satellites, shooting-stars, un�sual clouds or 
some other natural- phenomena, becau_se _they just don't want to 
know". Even photographs didn·' t convince Mr. Simpson and his 
fellow researchers. ''Any photograph can be faked and virtually 
all the photographs we examined were obviously faked". The 
sightings investigated by SIUFOP may well have been misinterpret­
ations of natural phenomena, or even the work of hoaxers; but 
this still does not give Mr. Simpson the right to blandly state 
in a newspaper tha·t flying-saucers do not exist. He goes on to 
say in the Evening News� "Personally after looking into the 
subject I don't believe flying-saucers exist, or if they do, 
they certainly haven't vi-sited us yet. But we '11 wait and see". 
In all probability Mr. Simpson has only examined a very small 
sample of the increasing masses of evidence for the existence of 

·saucers. For if he had carried out a full-scale impartial 
investigation, surely he would have at least come to the conclusion 
that there was a Qossibility that a percentage of UFOs were in 
fact flying-saucers. I have my suspicions that Mr. SimpSJ n set 
out to prove that flying-saucers did not exist, especially in 
view of the follovling comment he made in the September "Pegasus", 
in reply to SIGAP member Mr. Peter Hill's views on the Condon 
Report� "Does Mr. Hill join the ranks of those who would only 
have been sati.sfied by a conclusion something like 'Flying-saucers 
originate from unknown planets and we would do well to study 
their behaviour'?" In conclusion, I would just like to point 
out that SIGAP does not share Mr. Simpson's views. Since May, 
1967 when our group was formed, 171 sightings have been 
investigated. Of these, 47 have been filed away as defying 
logical explanation. Enough said? A complete breakdown of the 
figures will be published in next month's magazine. 

- Ron Toft. 
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Few scientists have taken a responsible attitude towards 
UF Os. An exception is Professor James E. McDonald, of the 
University of Arizona's Institute of Atmospheric Physics. The 

following is a transcript ·or-a particularly interesting lecture 
·he gave in Washington this sunliner, to the National Investigations 
Committee ori Aerial Phenomena (NI CAP)� - -· . 

"If in any branch of kno\Arledge the po ssibili ties 
of penetrating a new, virgin field of investig­
ation are opening, then it must be done without 
fail, because the history of science teaches that, 

as a rule, it is preci$ely this penetration of 
new fields that leads to the discovery of those 

very important phenomena of na·ture 1..vhich most 
significantly widen the paths of the development 
of. human culturefj - Po 1 .. Kapitza (1959) o 

" By far the most usual way of handling phenomena 
s o  novel· that they would ma.ke for a serious 
rearrangement of our preconceptions is to ignore 
them altogether, or to abuse those who bear 
wit ne ss to them" - VJ o Jam_e s (1907). 

When one looks back on the _past 22 years of reports of 
unconventional objects seen in our skies, one is :forced to 
conc·lude that the sci entific challenge posed by the UFO problem 
has. not evoked the kind of response for which Kapitza was pleading 
in the above quote. Rather it seems that the more disillusioned 
viewpoint of William James applies. 

But it is quite important to realise that the history of 
science is just about as full of instances of the one kind of 
response as the other. Lavoisier brushed aside reports of what 

we now call meteorites with the suggestion that they resulted 
from lightning hitting certain kinds of soil or rock. Humphreys, 

?n outstanding American meteorologist, could review dozens of 
reports of ball -lightning only to come up with the conclusion 
that ·negative after -images and other illusory effects were 
responsible for the reports. Lord Kelvin, upon hearing of 

Roentgen's X -ray discoveries in 1896, felt sure they were only 
an elaborate hoax. Skeptics who rejected Pasteur's radical views 
concerning the role of airborne micro-organisBs in s preading 
diseases, scoffingly pointed 6ut that his ideas were absurd becaus e  
i f  there wer� such things floating around in the air all the 
time, we'd be inhaling them with every breath we took. Just four 
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years before nucle�r fission was demonstrated, Rutherford 
insisted in a speech before the British Associati8n for the. 
Advancement of Sci ence that, 'anyone who talks about getting 
power out of the transformation of atoms is talking moonshinel' 
About two weeks before the Wright brothers got into the air, 
astronomer Simon Newcomb published a sober and seemingly 
authoritative article in the North American Review, explaining 
that, si nce lift increases only as the square of the linear 
scale of a flying device, wh ereas mass increases as the cube 
of the dimensions, it would remain forever out of the question 
that any heavier-than-ai-r objects much larger than a bird ·would 
ever be able to fly. And to tell one on myself in order to keep 
due balance, I r ecall my unexpress ed reaction's of more than 
mere incredulity when a colleague, Dr. Aden Meinel, first brought 
to 8Y attention a decade ago the idea of putting a telescope 
into orbit for extended astronomical observing. That certainly 
sounded utterly impractical to mel Yet the Orbiting Astronomical 

·Observatory launched in December, 1968 is now in polar orbit 
gathering ultra-violet data on stars at a rate about 5,000 
times faster than all prior methods • 

.-· However, in studying a much longer list of such example.s 
that I have in ny files, I note that one must try to be 
careful to separate out expressions of skepticism such as 
Rutherford's or Kelvin's, in which the declaration 8f doubt was· 
made in a- context .such that there was no paralysing effect on 
other� who might disagree. One must treat such cases much more 
lightly than those other instances in which. the scorn and the 
rejection of new conceptions came from scientists ·whose very · 

position lent unfortunatjly�hoavy weight to their negativity, 
scientists whose position demanded that they make a much more 
thorough review ·of the facts in the case before pronouncing that 

·the bumblebee can't fly, th3t the chemical composition of the 
s�n and st�rs mu�t remain forever unknown to us, that stones 
can't fall from the sky, that visitation from intelligent extra­
terrestrial beings is not possible in the next 10,0 0 0  years, that 
.there is· nothing of· scientific significance in the UFO problem 
war rant i ng f ur the r se r i o us a t te n t ion , and so on • 

The cases that go down in scientific history's catalogue 
of unconscionably closed minds are those that parallel the French 
Academy's late 18th century ins istence that one cannot b�lieve 
what all those peasants are saying about stones falling out of 
the sky, above all when it's abundantly clear that -nothing in the 
beautiful Newtonian synthesis supports such absurdities. Those 
are the- disillusioning instances to review if one has a notion 
that Se ie nee always operates in the judgement-suspending, 
testimony-balancing, always-ready-to-reconsider manner that some 
textbooks would have students believe. 

We have, I believe, another such instance before us this 
year. Following upor a long series of prior assurances from the 
scientists who have, in one way or another contributed t·o two 
decades of Air Force assurances that there 1 s nothing to all this 
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talk about UFOs, nothing "defying explanation in terms of present­
day science or technology" (to use the oft-reiterated Pentagon 
press-desk phrase), we have recently been given the Condon Report 
on UFO s wi th its Conclusions and Recor.u.mendations that add up to 
about the same phrase vvith which Dr. I rving LangJ.Jlui r, back in 
1948, offered one of the first bits of advice the Air Force got 
on UFOs� "Forget itl" The saLle advice caLle frorr. scientists and 
engineers called in to advise Project Sign in 1949, froQ the 
famous Robertson Panel whose mere three days of case analyses 
back in 1953 led to decidedly adverse over-all recommendations, 
from staff members of the Battelle MeLlorial I nstitute who 
participated in Bluebook Report 14's well-known writeoff of the 
UF O  problem, froo Bluebook consultant J. A. Hynek's nearly 20 years , 
of failure to vigorously and thoroughly study the subject on which 
he served as the sole continuing Air Force scientific advisor, 
and from a lot of other less well-kno;.·rn technical advisors who 
helped convince the Air Force that the UFO problew was a trivial 
matter. As nearly as I have be en able to discern, probably the 
best scientific advice ever laid before the Air Force rEsulted 
fron a morning session of the Ad Hoc UFO Co[E!littee (O'Brien CorJ.mo) 
of the Air Force Scientific Advisory Board, w1ose roughly three-
hour review of Project Blu2book in February, 1966, discerned the 
serious lack of scientific content in Bluebook's oper3.tions and 
urged creation of an independent university-based study of UFOs 
to shed some real light on the mattera 

The O'Brien CooQittee was assembled as a cJnsequence of 
Air Force concern over bad public relations growing out· of the 
August, 1965, wave of sightings throughout the Midwesto The 
O'Brien Committee's recoooendations caLle to light and were put 
into action as a consequence of Air Force discowfiture over public 
indignation aroused by Hynek' s "s1.vamp-gas" explanation in two 
UFO incidents in southern Michigan, March 20-21, 1966. 

The net result, as we all know, has been the Condon Report. 
Dr. Condon has advised the Air Force that it night as �rell disband 
Project Bluebook and has urged that no other goverruaental response 
is justified on �ny grounds that ·science would bE furthered by 
pur suit of the UFO quest iono An ll-r:1an review pe.nel of the 
National Acadeoy of Sciences has unequivocally endorsed Condon's 
negative re cor:1ne nda t ions .. 

The title I have chosen for oy renarks ·attests to the fact 
that I unequivocally reject Condon's negative recoomendations and 
conclusions. 

0 n the basis of my exaLlina t ion of the UFO pro bler.1 during 
the past three years, I regard it as probsbly the outstanding 
s c i e n t if i c pro b 1 em of the ce n t ur y • I be 1 i eve the e vi ci e n ce 
clearly shows that Dr. Condon, like a n�1ber of other scientists 
who have previously had responsibilities in advising the Air 
For ce on it s t as k of s or t i ng o ut t he r:1y s t e r ie s of the s t e ad y f 1 ow 
of UFO re9orts, really never opened his eyes to the significant 
evid ence, never dug in and undertook the kind of extensive case-



-5-

checking and witness-interviewing that leads one to see that in 
the UFO problem we are probably confronting a phenoDenon of 
unprecendented scientific significance. 

I have been told that many NICAP Qembers are writing in 
to say they aren't interested in hearing . any more about the Condon 
Report and all of its many shortcomings. My advice to NICAP on 
that score would·be to rGflect on the all-too-cle�r evidence 
that Condon's negative c�nclusions have been received'in the 
offices that count, here in Washington, as definitive indication 
that. it's high tine to forget all this nonsense about UFOs. 
Reflecting on that point, on the goals that have led NICAP. over 
the past dozen years to push steadily for increased scientific 
and Congressional attention· to the UFO problen, NICAP oerJbers 
should-se.nse that, until the substantial ·shortconings of the 
Condon Re-·port are clearly documented and elaborated, no real 
progress towards further significant elucidation of the UFO enigoa 
will be forthcoming here in Washington. And that would be oast 
unfortunate. 

NICAP's contriblltions to clarification and airing of the UF O  
·probleD are 1:1ost iopressive, above al.l when 1:1e.asured against 
the shoestring budgets on which NICAP has had ·to operateo The 
goal of a truly adequate and truly open Congressional hearing on 
the entire spectrun of UFO· questi:Jns has been a najor NICAP 
target almost since its inception in 1956. That goal still lies 
ahead; and it certainly will not be attained· if th� credence now 
given to the Condon Report by press, by representatives of 
influential science agencies in the Capitol, and by key 
Congressional leaders, is not altered by holding up the serious 
shortconings of the Report, and p�rticularly of the Conclusions 
and Recornuendations of the Report, to searching light of scrutiny 
and discussion • . · . .  

Fortunately, NICAP is currently preparing a rEbuttal volune 
in which many of the oore glaring defects of the Report will be 
exanined in detail. NIC�P members here, �nd thrJughout ·the 
country, ollgQt to be apprised of the highly adverse impact of the 
Condon Report in those chambers most crucially· related to 
initiation of any new and more adequate prograo of UFO studies; 
the 1 o ng er -t e r r.J ob j e c t i ve s of NI CAP 1:1 u s t no t be put as i de in 
favour of secondary goals at this critical stage of the curious 
history of the UFO puzzle. Rather than hearing less about the 
Condon Report, I suboit that NICAP oeubers should hear very ouch 
more about it. The Condon Report. is now the crucial factor, the 
pivotal point, in the it1h1e dia te future evolution of insight into 
the profoundly nys te rious nature of the UFO phe nooe na. I say 
that because I feel sure that neither individual ·icientists nor 
private groups like NICAP can nount an effort capable of solving 
this mid-twentieth century r.1ystery that has puzzled us for over 
20 years. It will deoand the kind of organised scientific effort 
that will cooe only when those who guide policy in out national 
science-r-elated agencies recognise the nature and scope of the 
problem. So long as they reGain under ·the oisiQpression that the 
Condon Report is the last word on UFOs, nothing useful will be done. 

(to be concluded next Qonth) 
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Froo� Mr. R.ichard Beet, .SIGAP Secretary, of 23 Coathao· 
Place, Cranle igh, Surre y�-

"I have note d, with interest, the conclusions .re ached by 
M.r. D avid Sir1p son e.nd · SIUFOP, which have be en pr in te d in the 
Evening Ne ws. The clain ·nade by SIUFOP ·is that nearly all 
witne sses have two sioila.r characteristics - a l-:1rge science­
fic�ion library and a vivid inagination. However, these findings 
bear·no relationship to the extensive investigations carried out 
by SIGAP over the past three 2f ye ars. In fact, the najority of 
sightings that I have iave stigated on behalf of SIQAP, w�.re oade 
by persons with little o.r no interest in stories of flying­
saucers. Most witnesse s h3.ve been prepared to accept a te rrestrial 
e xplanationo Mr .. Sinpson' s hypothesis appears to crw:1ble when 
the follo\ving points are pursued�-

1� His .results.are probably based on an an?lysis of too 
few sightings • . It is raore des-irable to�-collect and collate 
a few hund.rtr<1 .. r·eport·s .. b�rorE· .. -�fly' rellclb!e trends can be 
establ_ishe de 

2. Se le ction of sighting reports. �vhe n analysing witness 
be haviour, it is necessary to include nll re ported 
sightings whether or not a suitable subsequent e xplanation 
is establishedo Is it possible that a substantial 
proportion of the sightings investigated by SIUFOP were 
oade by establishe d flying-saucer fans and their friends? . 

3. It is possible thJ.t SUIFOP he.s se t out to disprove the 
existence of UFOs and have been side-tracked by the ir 
study of ps ychic phenooena (which oay or @ay not be 
related to UFO phenoiJena) and also their pre occupation 
with dubious photographic e vidence. 

I do under stand, ho-vrever, thnt SIUFOP wish to continue UFO 
investigations despite their public cJnclusions. I can only 
ass�1e that little faith is attached to the re sults. 

After years of interest and investigation into the subje ct, 
I �1ave never seen a flying-saucer • . Yet I have no reason to 
disbelie ve airline pilots, policeoen, doctors and astronone rs whe n 
they fail to find an explanation for their own sightingso Anyway, 
what purpose would be se rve d by oe seeing anything worthwhile? 
I've a science-fiction library!! l 

NEXT M�ETING : December Sth.Investigators �raining Evening.Pt.2. 

8pm held� Canteen of �lastic Coatings Ltd,�y-Pass,Guildford. 
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Fromg Mr. Trevor Whitaker, of Elo Dene, 253 Huddersfield 
Road, Halifax�-

"Twice in your No .3 edition of Pegasus you i.�1e ntion the lack 
of support by the scientific UFO groups at the convention held 
at Woburn Abbey. Hike Parry has only hir.1self to blaoe for this. 
The original literature sent out by the···Interplanetary Space 
Travel Research Group (U.K.) gave the iDpression that it would 
be the circus that it finally turned out to be. The Halifax 
Branch of the British UFO Research .fissociation decided it would 
not support any event of this type, since in our opinion they are 
a waste of effort". 

---------�------------------

NEW MEMBERS� SIGAP welcooe s the following new rJeDber s �-

P.J. Selfe, 21. St. Helens Gardens, N. Kensington, London W.lO. 
J • T • Bar d s 1 e y , 2 8 Gate vl ay s , E p soD Road , G u il df or d , Sur re y • 

A. Coutts, 31 Alloa Road, Goodnayes, I lford, Essex. 
J.E. Haloes, 89 Bat tersea Rise, Claphao, London S.Wcll. 
F • \A! o od cock , li 1 t a V i s t a , 31 G 1 e be Road , D or k i ng , Surrey • 

Miss Sylvia Aylward5 1 Carlos .street , God.alqing, $urrey • . 
P . J . Reynolds, 14 Parkhouse Cottages, Ewhurst Ro�d, Cranleigh, 

· .. . . s ur rey . 

S.J. Cooper , 4 Sherwin Crescent, Farnborough , Hants. 
J.G. Vincent, 74 Selborne Ave nue, Tices Meadow, Aldershot� Hants. 
H.S. Cox� Chesnut Corner, Piner.1ount Road, Ca�:1berley, Surrey. 

PRICE INCRLAS�� Owing to increasing costs, SIGAP finds it 
necessary to raise the price of PEGASUS frou ls 6d. to 2s, start­
ing this oonth. 

SURREY ROUNDUP� The following is a s wmJary of sooe of the recent 
sighting reports received by SIGAPg-

1. Fifteen-year old John Miller, of 'We stfi.eld", Mupstead, 
Godaloing, Surrey, and his.l6-year old sister Chris, claim they 
saw a cigar-shaped UFO fro1:1 their attic window on the night of 
July 23. f:?,ays Chris in her report� "At about 11.30 p.m. my 
brother and ·I wsre in our attic when through the window, facing 
south, we saw sooe bright flashes lighting up the sky behind the 
trees opposi te . I thought it night be lightning, but my brother 
pointed.out that the lights were too low and there was no sound 
which there would have been if it had been lightning (?) The 
flashes cae1e every few seconds. Sooeti1:1es though the gaps between 
them ,,rere ·five lllinutes. Froo ti111e to tirJe the flashes lit up a 
sort of cigar-shaped object which seemed to oove from side to side. 

During one flash, a longer one, I thought I .saw two of these cigar­
shaped objects. It was quite eerie and scaring watching and 
waiting for the flasheso As the night progres sed, the flashes 
becaoe sore frequent and were fairly regular after Didnight. 
A f t er ab o ut 1 a . u • the y f 1 a shed .1 e s s of t e n • At 1 • 3 0 a o u o we 
phoned the police who said they did not know what the lights were 
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and that they would.look ·into it. There were only one or two 
flashes betwe en 1.45 a.oo and 2 a.o. , and we saw no nore after 
2 a. r.1. In his report, John said� "The whole sky was lit upo 
The flashes we1e irregular. They were at their peak at oidnight, 
sooetioes occurring every second. What we saw was rather like a 

· huge airship with lights at the end and sides - these could have 
been eau sing the· flashes". 

2 • �'A bright wh i t e 1 i g h t " w a s s 2 en a t 10 p • Go on A ug u s t 21 
by typist Mrs. M· G. Perkins, while walking along Walnut Tree Close 
to the Plastic Coatings Factory, off the Woodbridge Meadows 
By-Pass, Guildford, Surrey. Said Mr s .  Perkins, of Flat 1, 
3 Hunter Road, Guildford� "It -;"Uis ·r_1oVing very f.:1st. It then 
stopped, vanished, then re appeared circling on the spot". Afte r 
continuing its circling and stop/go moveoents for a short while , 
it stopped·and vanishe d coopletely. 

3·0 Six people sa'll what looked like a "very bright star'1 
perforo erratic ooisele ss uoveoents in the sky, in the early hours 
of August 22 at Shalford, ne:=:r Guildford, Surre�.T· 

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++ 
+. + 
+ F A C T 0 R F 0 L K L 0 R E ? + 
+ 
+ 
+ 

B y D a n · B ti t · ·c · h. e · r - + 
- · + 

+ 
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There is soue thing about the forE1 of Ge orge Adamski' s 
flying-saucer which puts �s in 0ind of a bell; it Qight be 
describe d as being of a squat bell-shape. Other UFOs are of 
globular form - and so too are certain types of bells such .as 
those which used to be tie6 �ound the necks of do3estic anioals. 
If the teru ''bell" be stretched to include dis coidal and tubular 
gongs, then we hav:E? two t.1ore of the nain UFO for os. If it be 
further stre tched to include the rattle c� prioitive for;.] of the 
bell ) then we can account for the QUshroon-type UFO. George Hunt 
vJ illianson, in his book "The Saucers Speak", refers to the saucers 
as "crystal-bells". The folklore· of the bell is extensive, and on 
occasion, seens to hint at the 1JFO. The practice of putting bells 
on dorae stic anir.1als, and wearing the�J on the per son, is 'tlorld-wide, 
and originally had the saue pu.rpose eve rywhere - protection froo 
evil spirits and froo bodily haru. The UFO re se.archer rJight debate 
whethe r the "evil-spirits" re fer s to. the Gal ig nan t t'lPe of UFO 
entity, and the "bodily-harD" to UFO burnso He uight also wonder 
if the practice of putting bells on anioals eight not have been 
sor;£ nagical 1:1easure to guar·d against the abduction of the beasts. 
Bells, according to legend, frighten away dwarfs, trolls and giants. 
They were also used· to· overcoue witches and sorcer·ers. 
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Furthermore, there are n uner ous tales of bells. plunging into 
lakes, and lying sunken un,9-er the ·w ate r -:- ·as there ere, of course, 
of UFOs. There are storie:·s of be lls speaking with a h unan vo ice. 

-Finally, li ke the UF O, they could fly through the air. All church 
bells were believed in oedieval Europe to oake a pilgrinage to 
Rone to keep Good Friday. People �sed to st ay indoors so as not 

to se e their flight. Was th-is particular iter.1 of folklore bo.sed 
on· an actual sighting of. Adai1s ki -type UF O s heading in t he 

direction of Ro11e? It lo oks like it. 

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++ 
+ + 
+ SAUCER LANDING IN NEW ZEALAND · ? + 
+ + 
+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++ 

"A flying-saucer oay have landed in the Nor
-
th I sl-�nd of 

New Zealand recently. A 44- year old faroer has found evidence on 
his property which supports such a theory and so f ar no alt ernat i ve 

explan�tion has be en give n.· Last Thursday (Sept eobe r 4), Mr o Bert 
0 'Nei'l of Ngatea, 70 nil es south -east of Auckland, Lfound what he . 

thinks IJay be the s-Bu·ctrr�+s·-1-:-a:-n·dtng· ··s-ptrt ·,· · -rrttldtrtr in dense scrub 
on his run-off f �ro. More t han a oile from the nearest road and 

two ciles froo the near�st faro hous e , th� fsroer found a circular 
patch of s crub th�t had withered and d�ed. In the c ent re of the 
42 ft. circle of dead g rowth were three deep iopress io ns where 
sooe heavy object had rested on a t ripod. The iopressions were in 
a perf ect t riangle and were ex act ly nine feet apart. The 

surrounding �rea was covered with perfectly healthy growing scrub 
�nd there were no tr a cks or wheel-oarks leading to or froo the 
circle. 11There has been no stock in here since last yea.r snd I 

haven't been in here nyself for at least six oo nths", - s3.id 
Mr. 0 'Ne il. "There could be a logical explan2 t ion for the wh ole 
thing, but I'rJ not too sure now that flying -saucers ·don't exist. 
"No-one has done any weed spraying for rJile s and t h e re is no sign 
of scrub blight a nywhe.r e  _ _  in th e area". Although the scrub was not 
scorched, it had withered a nd died coopletely. Even thick branches 

were conpletely dry of sap. The un der gr owth of noss and rushes 
was.unaffected. "It looks as t ho ugh sooething h as hovered over 
the patch and has p ut down hydraulic raQs and dug theo into the 
ground", said Mr. O'Neil. "On each of the. corners of the triangle 

there is a deep gouge in the ground. Then when the thing has taken 
off again it has torn up the earth where th e legs ·were 2nd has 
gone out over a line of highe r scrub, killing a section o f t hat 
too" o J.vir. 0 'Ne il, wh o has had the 50-acre scrub-covered far�J f or 

7 years, says he has never seen anything like the weird uarkings 
on his property. "If the deed section had ·been sprayed theplant 
ster:1s would all be twisted, but they are no_t", he· said. "I've 
done a l ot of p ig -h unt ing in this sort o f country and can read 
si g n s p re t t y we 11 , b ut I s-9. w no u a r king ·s her e at a 11'' o Mr • 0 ' Ne i 1 
said he h ad read of a sioil ar find in Sydney last ye�r, whe re 

soDe children had disc o ve re d a flattened circ.l� of reeds in a 
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·swat1p .. ''Froo what I can rec1ember of that, this spot on r:1y farn 
is alsost identical. I didn't used to believe in flying-saucers, 
but nowi'n not so su.re". Earlier this year, and less than 20 

ciles fron Mr. O'Neil's faro, a young �an driving at night on a 
lonely country road was aloost paralysed with fear when a bright 
hovering object began following his car. He described the object 
as giving off an intense white light 2nd being oval-shaped. It 
followed his car closely for several oiles before disappearing 
at high speed over a range of nearby hill$• The man was later 
treated for intense shock by a doctor. Several 3onths later two 
hunters re turning houe at night in the snr.1e arEa 'tvere badly 
frightened when a huge shining objact approached their truck. 
Their vehicle stalled and they were unable to start it again. The 
truck's lighting systeo failed also. The object hovered nearby 
for several minutes before vanishing. As soon as it disappeared 
the truck lights caoe on and they were able to start the Qotor. 

A PA oessage fr0o Auckland says that no positive identification 
has been sade of what - or who - caused the circle. The Auckland 

University Unidentified Flying Objects Research Group has inspected 
the spot, considers there is no hoax, and that the uarks were oade 

about a week ago''• 

SIGAP is extrecely grateful to Ca2beiley �eober 
Mrs.· B. s. Blundell for sending in the abovs_ re port, vrhich appeare d 

in the "New Zealand Post",. on Septer.1ber 9 or 10. She· also sent 
in the following report, which appeared in the '�vestern Mail" 

(Cardiff) on October 1� -

"My s t er i o us c i r c 1 e s of b 1 e ache d s c r u b s tar t e d r ur1o ur s t h ,q t 
flying-sau6ers had landed near Haoilton, New Zealand, and burned 

tha grass with their radioactivity. Sightseers floc�ed to the 
area and found oore patches of withered grass. University 
students planned to keep a weekend watch for UFOs. Then·the 

Governoent called in nuclear scientistso They caoe up with the 
answEr • • • o.�he 42ft. circles were caused by roJt rot -?nd- �light"o · 

(This official explanation is all very well, but are the 
scientists seriously suggesting that root rot and blight oa � the 
iopressions in the ground too? �Editor). 

FALSE ALARM� Don't get too excited if you s€e a brilliant star· 
in the sky on the evening of Friday, Noveober 14. It won't be a 

l:JFO, and you will not have nade a startling astronot:lical discovery, 
but it will be worth looking at all the sane,. especially through 
binoculars or a tele.scope. For t�e star, which will later appear 

as a oushrooo-shaped cloud, will be the waste fuel b�ing jettisoned 
fro� the sp ent third stage of a 8ighty Saturn 5 rocket -·after it 
has blasted three Aoerican astronauts, thecrew of Apollo 12, 

[Oonward. Apollo 12 is Aoerica's second lunar-lsnding oissi6n. 
The third stage boosts the coooand and service �odules of Apqllo 12 
froo earth orbit into a lunar trajectory. When about 25,000 oiles 
froo Earth, the third stage will separate froc the spacecraft 
proper, and the fuel ejected. It is this fuel, liquid hydrogen 
and oxygen, which will be visible. The star, and cloud, should 
be visible, weather perr:1itting, at 9.40 pou., 30 degrees alt. \vSW. 
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