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Wel l folks. our Web counter has 
now hit the 4,000 h i ts s ince I 
started it in 1 999. On average 1 ,3 00 
hi ts every year ! Thafs good news 
for the group as it shows we are 
being vi si ted fron1 al l around the 
world .  

A l so, r can announce i n  th i s  
edit ion of the  news letter (al though 
you have probably a lready read it in 
t h e  M a rch ed i t i o n  o f  U F O 
Magazine),  that Steve Rider and 
I are tal k ing at the 2 1 st Leeds 
conference th i s  year ! ! ! ( M ust see if 
tny suit fits n1e ! ! ). More i ns ide, 
but we vvi l l  be tal k ing alongside no 
other than a hero for both Steve 
Rider and f Stanton T. Fried1nan ! ! ! 

The last 2 1nonths has seen a 
SU FOG giving two lectures, a jo int 
BU FORA/SP I  l ecture given by 
yours tru ly and Steve Rider gave a 
tal k to the Hol i stic Experience 
group on UFO ' s  with a l i tt l e  hel p  
fr01n n1e (Tax i ! ! !). These were two 
great success and you read about 
the BU FORA/SP I  lecture i n  this 
i ssue of the newsletter. A l so, by 
the t in1e that you receive th is  
newsletter. we wi l l  be at  the 
Dorchester Conference ( 7th),  where 
we wi l l  have our own table  and a 
chance not only to rai se n1oney for 
the group, but a lso try and get n1ore 
members for the group. I ts al l go at 
present but if  you know of any 
groups that would l ike us to give a 
ta lk  to, then p lease let 1ne know. 

The last two 1nonths has seen no 
less than 3 TV groups wanti ng us 
to take part in docun1entaries on 
U FO ' s  and Crop C i rcles.  I hope 
that son1eth ing comes of the1n, but. 
hey, if we get one of the three, then 
that ' s  better than a k ick in the 
teeth. 

SUFOG also featured on TV on 
Sunday the 1 Oth March with Ernie 
Sears and my long awaited i tetn 
(fihned on 1 1 th January) that went 
out on Meridian News. S01newhat 
late and to n1y v iew s01newhat past 
the point. The progran1 concerned 
the docwnents released in January 
by the Publ ic  Relat ions Office 
concen1 ing questions asked by 
Winston Churchi l l  back i n  the 
1 950 ' s  about U FO ' s . Why did they 
not show i t  January ! ! ! I don't 
know and to be honest by showing 
it in March, people are going to 
th ink yet n1ere docmnents have 
been re 1 eased ! ! ! 

You wi l l  se an advert i n  the 
Newsletter concern ing the 1nusic 
of Janus. I mn biased here, but h is  
n1usic is  exce l l ent, and even tny 
wife said that it  was good ! ! 
Support Janus by purchasing h is  
CD·  s and who knows. I may have 
so1ne information in the next 
newsl etter ·regard ing S UFOG ' s  
very own Video o f  our very own 
exploi ts  over the past 1 0  years ! ! 

I hope you al l read your last copy 
of U FO Magazine, but Steve R ider 
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and Myse lf  are talk i ng at 
Leeds this year in front of 
possib ly 700 people ! ! ! We 
are start ing to put our tal k  
together to present a couple 
of our SU FOG sightings. 
And on that subject, we 
recently sent the MoD a 
copy of our UFO footage 
shot in May 2000 and M ay 
200 1 . of U FO act iv ity over 
the River Solent . WelL  they 
said that the video was 
viewed in Wh ite Hal l  and 
the Min istry of Defence 
consider the footage of 
N O  D E F E N CE 
SIGN I F ICANCE and does 
not consider spending any 
tnoney to further any more 
i nves t igat i o n s  i n to the  
footage ! ! ! What a load of 
C RAP ! ! We are forwarding 
copies of the letter to our 
local M P  and also to former 
Ad1n i ral of the fleet Admiral 
H i l l -Norton . 

Phe w . . . . . .  go t t h e re 
eventual ly  . . . 
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CIA's Role in the Study of 

UFO's , 1947 - 90 (Pt 2) 

CIA's U-2 and OXCART as 

UFOs 

In Novetnber 1 954, C I A  had entered i nto the 
world of h igh techno logy with its U-2 overhead 
reconnaissance proj ect . Working wi th Lockheed's 
Advanced Developtnent faci l i ty in B urbank, 
Cal ifornia, known as the Skunk Works, and Ke l ly 
Johnson, an en1i nent aeronautical engineer_ the 
Agency by August 1 955  was testing a h igh-alt i tude 
experin1ental a i rcraft--the U-2 . It cou ld fly at 60,000 
feet; in the m id- 1 950s,  n1ost con1n1ercial ai r l i ners 
fl ew between 1 0,000 feet and 20,000 feet. 
Consequently ,  once the U-2 started test fl ights, 
con1n1ercial  p i l ots and air traffic contro l l ers began 
report ing a l arge i ncrease i n  U FO s ightings. ( 44) (U) 

The early U-2s were s i lver (they were l ater painted 
b lack) and reflected the rays fron1 the sun, especial ly 
at sunri se and sunset . They often appeared as fiery 
obj ects to observers below. A i r  Force B L U E  BOOK 
investigators aware of the secret U-2 fl ights tried to 
expla in  away such sightings by l i nk ing thetn to 
natural phenmnena such as ice crystal s  and 
tetnperature i nversions.  By checki ng with the 
Agency's U-2 Proj ect Staff in Washington, B L U E  
BOOK i nvest igators were able  t o  attri bute n1any 
U FO sightings to U-2 fl ights. They were carefuL  
however_ not to  reveal the  true cause of the  s ight ing 
to the publ ic. 

According to later est i tnates fr01n C IA officia ls  who 
worked on the U-2 proj ect and the OXCA RT 
(SR-7L or Blackbird )  proj ect over half of a l l  U FO 
reports frmn the l ate 1 950s through the 1 960s were 
accounted for by tnanned reconnaissance flights 
(natnely the U-2)  over the Un ited States. (45) This  
l ed the A i r  Force to make tn i s leading and deceptive 
statetnents to the publ ic in  order to al l ay publ ic fears 
and to protect an extraord inari l y  sens it ive national 
security proj ect . Whi l e  perhaps j ustified,  th is  
deception added fue l  to the later consp i racy theories 
and the cover-up controversy of the 1 970s. The 
percentage of what the Air Force considered 
unexp lained U FO s ighti ngs fel l  to 5 . 9  percent i n  
1 955  and to  4 percent in  1 956. ( 46) 

At the satne t in1e, pressure was bui ld ing for the 

re lease of the Robertson panel  report on 
U FOs. I n  1 956,  Edward Ruppelt former head 
of the Air  Force B L U E  BOOK project, 
publ icly revealed the existence of the panel .  A 
best-sel l ing book by U FOlogist Donal d 
Keyhoe, a reti red M arine Corps major, 
advocated rel ease of a l l governn1ent 
i nforn1ation relat ing to U FOs. C ivi l ian U FO 
groups such as the National I nvestigations 
Cotntn ittee on Aerial Phenomena (NICAP) 
and the Aer ia l  Phenomena Research 
Organizat ion (AP RO)  i tn tned iately pushed for 
re lease of the Robet1son panel report . (47) 

Under pressure, the Air  Force approached 
C I A  for pern1i ssion to declassi fy and rel ease 
the repo11 .  Despite such pressure, Phi l i p  
Strong, Deputy Assistant D irector o f  OSL 
refused to declassi fy the report and decl i ned 
to d i sclose C IA sponsorshi p  of the panel .  As 
an alten1ative, the Agency prepared a 
san i t ized version of the report which deleted 
any reference to C I A  and avoided mention of 
m1y psychological warfare potential  in the 
U FO controversy. ( 48) 

The detnands, however_ for more goven11nent 
inforn1at ion about U FOs did not let up .  On 8 
March 1 95 8 , Keyhoe, i n  an i nterview with 
M ike Wal lace of CBS, claimed deep C IA 
i nvolvetnent with U FOs and Agency 
sponsorship of the Robertson pane l. Thi s  
pron1pted a series o f  letters t o  the Agency 
fron1 Keyhoe and Dr. Leon Davidson, a 
chetnical engineer and U FOlogi st. They 
den1anded the rel ease of the ful l  Robet1son 
panel  report and con firmation of C I A  
involven1ent i n  the U F O  i ssue. Davidson had 
convinced h i tnse lf that the Agency, not the 
A i r  Force, carried n1ost of the responsibi l i ty 
for U FO analysi s and that "the act iv it ies of 
the US  Govermnent are respons ib le  for the 
fly ing saucer s ightings of the last decade. 
" Indeed, because of the undi sclosed U-2 and 
OXCART fl ights, Davidson was closer to the 
truth than he suspected. CL nevertheless he ld 
fi nn to i ts pol i cy of not  reveal ing i ts ro le  in  
U FO invest igat ions and refused to declass ify 
the ful l  Robet1son panel report .  ( 49) 

I n  a tneet ing with A i r  Force representatives 
to d i scuss how to hand l e  future inqui res 
such as Keyhoe's and Davidson's, Agency 
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officials con ti rn1ed their opposit ion to the The 1natter rested there unt i l  UFOiogi st Leon 
declassificat ion of the fu l l  report and worried that Davidson tal ked with the M aier s isters in 1 957 .  
Key hoe had the ear of forn1er DC I V Adn1 .  Roscoe The si sters ren1en1bered they had tal ked with a 
H i l lenkoetter, who served on the board of governors Mr. Walker who said he was fron1 the US Air  
of N I CAP.  They debated whether to have CIA Force. Davidson then wrote to a Mr. Walker, 
General Counsel Lawrence R. Houston show bel iev ing h i tn to be a US Air Force I ntel l i gence 
H i l lenkoetter the report as a poss ib le  way to defuse Officer fron1 Wright-Patterson, to ask if the 
the s i tuation. C IA  officer Frank Chapin al so hinted tape had been analyzed at ATIC .  Dewelt  
that Davidson 1n ight have u l terior motives, "s01ne Walker repl ied to Davidson that the tape had 
of them perhaps not in  the best i nterest of th is been forwarded to proper authorities for 
country ,"  and suggested bri nging in  the F B I . to evaluation, and no i nforn1at ion was avai l able 
i nvest igate . (50) Although the record i s  unclear concern ing the results .  Not sati sfied, and 
whether the F B I  ever instituted an i nvest igat ion of suspect ing that Walker was real ly  a C IA 
Davidson o r  Keyhoe, o r  whether Houston ever saw officer, Davidson next wrote DC I Al ien Dul les 
H i l l enkoetter about the Robertson report. de1nand ing to learn what the coded n1essage 
H i l lenkoetter d id res ign fr01n the N ICAP i n  1 962 . revealed and who Mr.  Walker was. (55) The 
(51) Agency, wanting to keep Walker's identity as a 

The Agency was a l so i nvolved with Davidson and 
Keyhoe in two rather fan1ous UFO cases in the 
1 950s, which helped contri bute to a growing sense 
of publ ic di strust of C IA wi th regard to U FOs. One 
focused on what was reported to have been a tape 
record ing of a rad io signal from a fly ing saucer; the 
other on reported photographs of a fly ing saucer. 
The "radio code" incident began innocent ly  enough 
in 1 955 ,  when two e lderly si sters in Chicago, 
M i ldred and Marie Maier, reported in the Jo urnal of 

Space Flight the ir  experiences wi th UFOs, 
includ ing the record ing of a rad io progran1 in  which 
an unident ified code was reported ly heard. The 
si sters taped the progran1 and other han1 rad io 
operators a lso clain1ed to have heard the "space 
message. " OS I  becan1e i nterested and asked the 
Scient ific Contact Branch to obtain a copy of the 
record ing. (52) 

Fie ld officers fr01n the Contact Divis ion (CD), one 
of whon1 was Dewelt  Walker_ made contact with 
the Maier s i sters, who were "thri l l ed that the 
goven11nent was interested, "  and set up a t i 1ne to 
Ineet with the1n . (53) I n  try ing to secure the tape 
record ing, the Agency officers reported that they 
had stun1b led upon a scene fron1 Arsenic and Old 

Lace. "The only thing lack ing was the e lderberry 
wine, " Walker cab led Headquarters. After 
reviewing the s i sters' scrapbook of c l ipp ings fr01n 
the ir  days on the stage, the officers secured a copy 
of the record ing. (54) OSI  analyzed the tape and 
found it was nothing n1ore than Morse code from a 
U S  rad io stat ion.  

CIA en1p loyee secret. repl ied that another 
agency of the governn1ent had anal yzed the 
tape in question and that Davidson would be 
hearing fron1 the Air  Force. (56) On 5 August, 
the Air  Force wrote Davidson say ing that 
Walker "was and is an Air  Force Officer" 
and that the tape "was analyzed by another 
government organ izat ion . "  The Air  Force letter 
confirn1ed that the record ing contained only 
identifiable Morse code which ca1ne fron1 a 
known US- l icensed rad io stat ion. (57) 

Davidson wrote Dul les again .  Th is  t i tne he 
wanted to know the identity of the Morse 
operator and of the agency that had conducted 
the analysis .  C IA  and the Air  Force were now 
in a quandary. The Agency had previously 
den ied that it  had actua l ly  analyzed the tape. 
The Air Force had also den ied analyzing the 
tape and clai 1ned that Walker was an Air Force 
officer. C I A  officers, under cover, contacted 
Davidson in Ch icago and pr01n i sed to get the 
code translat ion and the identificat ion of the 
transn1 i tter, if possib le. (58) 

I n  another atten1pt to pacify Davidson, a C IA 
officer, again under cover and wearing h is  A i r  
Force uniform, contacted Davidson in  New 
York C ity. The C IA officer explai ned that 
there was no super agency i nvolved and that 
Air  Force po l icy was not to d i sclose who was 
doing what . Whi le  see1ning to accept th i s  
argument, Davidson nevertheless pressed for 
d i sclosure of the record ing n1essage and the 
source. The officer agreed to see what he cou ld 
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do. (59) After check ing with Headquatiers, the C IA 
officer phoned Davidson  to report that a ·thorough 
check had been n1ade and, because the s ignal was of 
known US origin,  the tape and the notes n1ade at the 
t in1e had been destroyed to conserve fi l e  space. (60) 

I ncensed over what he perceived was a runaround, 
Davidson told  the C I A  officer that "he and h i s  
agency, whichever i t  was, were acting l ike J imn1y 
Hoffa and the Tean1ster U nion i n  destroyi ng records 
which 1night i nd ict then1 . "  (61) Bel iev ing that any 
n1ore contact with Davidson wou ld  on ly encourage 
1nore speculat ion, the Contact Div is ion washed its 
hands of the i ssue by report ing to the DC I and to 
ATIC that it would  not respond to or try to contact 
Davidson again .  (62) Thus, a m inor, rather bizarre 
i ncident, handled poorly by both C IA and the Air  
Force, turned i nto a n1aj or fl ap that added fue l  to  the 
growing 1nystery surround ing U FOs and C I A's ro le  
in  the ir  i nvest igat ion.  

Another 1n inor flap a few months l ater added to the 
growing quest ions surround ing the Agency's true 
role  with regard to fly ing saucers . C I A's concern 
over secrecy again n1ade 1natters worse. I n  1 95 8, 
Maj or Keyhoe charged that the Agency was 
del i beratel y  aski ng eyewitnesses of U FOs not to 
tnake the i r  s ightings publ ic. (63) 

The i ncident sten1n1ed frmn a Noven1ber 1 95 7  
request from OS I t o  the C D  to obtain frmn Ralph C .  
M ay her. a photographer for K Y W-T V  in  C leveland, 
Ohio, cet1ain photographs he took in 1 952  of an 
unident ified fly ing obj ect. Harry ReaL a CD officer, 
contacted Mayher and obtained copies of the 
photographs for analys is .  On 1 2  Decen1ber 1 95 7, 
Jolm H azen, another C D  officer, returned the five 
photographs of the al l eged U FO to Mayher without 
cotntnent.  Mayher asked Hazen for the Agency's 
evaluat ion of the photos� expla in ing that he was 
trying to organize a TV progran1 to brief the publ ic 
on U FOs. He wanted to n1ent ion on the show that a 
U S  i nte l l igence organizat ion had v iewed the 
photographs and thought then1 of i nterest. Although 
he advised Mayher not to take th is  approach, Hazen 
stated that Mayher was a US cit izen and woul d  have 
to n1ake h i s  own deci s ion as to what to do. (64) 

Keyhoe later contacted M ayher_ who told h im h i s  
story of C I A  and the  photographs .  Keyhoe then 
asked the Agency to confinn Hazen's en1p loyment in 
writ ing, in  an effort to expose C IA's rol e  in U FO 
investigat ions.  The Agency refused, despi te the fact 

that C D  fie ld  representat ives were nonnal ly  
overt and canied credentia ls identifying their 
Agency association . DCI  Dul l es's aide, John 
S. Eann an,  mere ly  sent Keyhoe a 
noncommittal letter not ing that because 
U FOs were of primary concern to the 
Depart1nent of the A i r  Force� the Agency had 
refened h i s  letter to the Air  Force for an 
appropriate response. L ike the response to 
Davidson, the Agency reply  to Keyhoe only 
fueled the speculat ion that the Agency was 
deep ly  i nvolved i n  UFO sightings. Pressure 
for release of C I A  infonnation on U FOs 
continued to grow. (65) 

Although C I A  had a decl in ing interest in UFO 
cases, it  cont inued to  tnoni tor U FO sight i ngs. 
Agency official s fel t  the need to keep 
i nformed on U FOs if  only to alert the DCI to 
the 1nore sensat ional U FO repo11s and fl aps.  
(66) 

The 1960s: Declining CIA 

Involvement and Mounting 
Controversy 

I n  the early 1 960s, Keyhoe, Davidson, and 
other U FOlogists 1naintained the ir  assault on 
the Agency for release of U FO information .  
Davidson now claimed that C IA "was so le ly 
responsib le  for creat i ng the F lyi ng Saucer 
furor as a tool for cold  war psychological 
warfare s ince 1 95 1 . " Despite cal l s  for 
Congressional hearings and the release of a l l 
n1aterial s re lat ing to U FOs, l i tt le  changed. 
(67) 

I n  1 964, however, fol lowing h igh- level White 
House d i scussions on what to do if an a l ien 
inte l l igence was d iscovered in  space and a 
new outbreak of U FO reports and sight ings, 
DC I John McCone asked for an updated C I A  
evaluat ion o f  U FOs. Responding t o  McCone's 
request O S I  asked the CD to obtain various 
recent  san1p les and reports of UFO sightings 
fron1 N I CAP.  With Keyhoe, one of the 
founders, no longer act ive in the organization, 
CIA officers tnet wi th Richard H. Hal L the 
act ing d irector. Hal l gave the officers samples 
fron1 the N ICAP database on the n1ost recent 
s ighti ngs. ( 68) 
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SUFOG CONTACT 
CORNER .... 

Cornwal l  U FO Research Group : 
0 1 8 72 763 8 1  

Phenon1enon Research Associat ion : 
0 1 3 3 2  76 1 464 

Skysearch U FO Research 
Organ izat ion : 
0 1 2 73 3 00805 

Malco ln1 Robinson(SPI  England ) : 
0208 998 4936 
0208 997 3496 

Pager : 07654 663 728 
Mobi le  : 07949 1 78 835  

E .n1ai l : spi_spi@hotmai l .con1 
E .mai l : malcolm.robinson@fdn .co .uk 
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T H E  L E E DS 21st INTERNATIONAL UFO 

CONFERENCE- UFO MAGAZINE. 

Well  fol ks, I can reveal the speakers for th is  forthcmning 
1 event i n  Septetnber 2002 . The speakers are as fo l low : 

Stanton T. Friedman 

Pau l  Laviolette 

Dr. Roger Leir 

Dr. Tom Van Flandern 

Phil ip Mantle 

Graham W. Birdsall 

Alan Afford 

M ichael Hesemann 

Nick Pope 

Georgina Brun i  

Plus! 

Russel Callaghan 

Gary Heseltine 

UPRI  ( Ire land ) 
Po Box 704 1 

Harn1onstown 
Dubl i n  5 

------ - j 
STEVE RIDER 

STEVE GERRARD 
Southa�npton UFO Group 

Newsl etter Subscripti on 

Detai l s  : 

The news letter consi sts of no l ess 

than 10 double-sided 

A4 pages . .  

THE NE WSL ETTER COSTS 

£7.00 PER YEAR 

INCL UDING POST AG E 

*** BY-MONTHLY**** 

Gary Baker. 

More deta i l s  to fo l low on the May I June ed it ion of the 
SUFOG Newsletter with detai l s  of how smne members of 

1 the group can jo in  us for an excit ing weekend . 

The Next SUFOG Newsletter Edition. 

In the next edition of the newsletter group secretary 
1 Steve Rider te l l s  i t  how i t  is and why more tnetnbers 

should lend a helping hand and suppot1 the group. 
Steve fee ls  it i s  about t in1e that smneone says son1ething 

and he puts h is  head on the chopping block . I whole 
1 hearted ly stand beh ind h i tn and support h is  every word .  I t  

i s  about time SUFOG metnbers pu l l  together and helps, 
because i t  wi l l  be too late after the group folds to stand up 
and say anything. 

So, be prepared to stand by, and read Steve's 'Time for 

, Change', because it i s  certainly t i tne for change, and the 
1 sooner the better. 

Steve Gerrard (SU FOG Chai rman/Founder) 
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After OSI  offi cers had reviewed the n1ateriaL Donald 
F .  Chmnber la in ,  OSI Assi stant D i rector, assured 
McCone that l i tt le had changed si nce the early 1 950s. 
There was sti l l  no evidence that U FOs were a threat to 
the security of the Uni ted States or that they were of 
"foreign origi n . "  Chan1berlain to ld  McCone that OS I  
sti l l  n1onitored U FO repot1s, i ncluding the official A i r  
Force i nvestigat ion.  Project B L U E  BOOK.  (69) 

At the smne t i tne that C I A  was conduct ing th is  latest 
i nternal review of U FOs, publ ic pressure forced the 
Air  Force to estab l i sh a special  ad hoc cotntni ttee to 
rev iew B L U E  BOOK. C haired by Dr. Brian O'Brien, 
a n1ember of the A i r  Force Scienti fic Advisory Board, 
the panel i ncluded Carl  Sagan, the fmnous astronon1er 
from Con1e l l  Un ivers i ty .  Its repo11 offered nothing 
new. It declared that U FOs d id  not threaten the 
nat ional securi ty and that it cou ld find "no UFO case 
which represented technological or scienti fic advances 
outside of a terrestrial fran1ework . "  The con1m ittee did 
recon1n1end that U FOs be studied i ntensive ly .  with a 
lead ing university act ing as a coord inator for the 
proj ect to sett l e  the i ssue conclusive ly .  (70) 

The H ouse Arn1ed Services Con1n1i ttee a lso held brief 
hearings on U FOs in  1 966 that produced s imi lar 
results .  Secretary of the A i r  Force Haro ld  Brown 
assured the con1n1ittee that tnost s ightings were easi ly 
explained and that there was no evidence that 
"strangers from outer space" had been v is i t ing Eat1h. 
He told the con1n1 i ttee n1en1bers, however, that the Air 
Force would keep m1 open n1i nd and continue to 
invest igate al l U FO reports. (71) 

Fol lowing the report of i ts O'Brien Con1n1 ittee. the 
House heari ngs on U FOs, and Dr. Robertson's 
d i sclosure on a CBS Reports progrmn that C I A  indeed 
had been i nvo lved i n  U FO analysis ,  the Air  Force 
i n  July  1 966 again approached the Agency for 
declassificat ion of the ent i re Robertson panel report of 
1 95 3  and the ful l  Durant report on the Robertson 
panel del iberat ions and fi ndings. The Agency agai n 
refused to budge. Karl H .  Weber, Deputy Di rector of 
OSL wrote the Air Force that "We are tnost anx ious 
that· further publ icity not be given to the inforn1at ion 
that the panel was sponsored by the C IA . "  Weber 
noted that there was a lready a sanit ized vers ion 
avai lable to the publ ic. (72) Weber's response was 
rather shorts ighted and i l l  considered. It only dr.ew 
n1ore attent ion to the 1 3 -year-old  Robet1son panel 
report and CIA's ro le  in  the i nvestigat ion of U FOs. 
The science ed itor of The Saturday Review drew 

nat ionwide attent ion to the C I A's rol e  i n  
invest igat ing U FOs when he pub l i shed an 
art icle cri t icizi ng the "san it ized version" of 
the 1 953  Robertson panel report and cal led 
for release of the ent ire docun1ent. (73) 

Unknown to C IA official s, Dr. Jatnes E .  
McDonald, a noted atn1ospheric physici st 
from the University of Arizona, had a lready 
seen the Durant report on the Robertson 
panel proceedings at Wright-Patterson on 
6 June 1 966. When McDonald returned to 
Wright-Patterson on 30 June to copy the 
repo11, however, the Air  Force refused to l et 
h im see it again,  stat ing that it w·as a C I A  
class ified document. Etnerging a s  a U FO 
authority, McDonald publ icly claimed that 
the C IA was behind the Air  Force secrecy 
pol icies and cover-up. He detnanded the 
release of the ful l  Robertson panel report and 
the Durant report .  (74) 

Bowing to publ ic pressure and the 
recon1mendation of i ts own O'Brien 
COintn ittee, the Air Force announced i n  
August 1 966 that i t  was seeking a contract 
with a lead ing univers ity to undertake a 
progrmn of intensive i nvestigat ions of U FO 
sightings. The new program was designed to 
b l unt cont inu ing charges that the U S  
Governtnent had concealed what i t  knew 
about U FOs. On 7 October, the University of 
Colorado accepted a $325 ,000 contract with 
the Air Force for an l8-n1onth study of 
flying saucers. Dr.  Edward U. Condon, a 
physici st at Colorado and a fonner Di rector 
of the National Bureau of Standards, agreed 
to head the progrmn . Pronouncing h in1sel f an 
"agnostic" on the subj ect of UFOs, Condon 
observed that he had an open n1i nd on 
the quest ion and thought that possib le  
extraterri torial origi ns were "in1probab le but 
not i tnposs ib le . " (75) Brig. Gen. Edward 
G i l l  er. USAF,  and Dr. Thon1as Ratchford 
frotn the A i r  Force Research and 
Developtnent Office becatne the Air Force 
coord inators for the project . 

I n  February 1 967. Gi l l  er contacted Arthur C .  
LundahL Director o f  C IA's National 
Photographic I nterpretat ion Center (N P IC), 
and proposed an i nforn1al l ia ison through 

... 
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which N P I C  cou ld  provide the Condon 
Con1n1 i ttee with techn ical adv ice and services i n  
exatn in ing photographs of a l leged U FOs. 
Lundah l and DDI  R .  Jack Sn1 ith approved the 
arrangetnent as a way of "preserv i ng a window" 
on the new effort. They wanted the C I A  and 
N P I C  to 1naintain a low profi le ,  however, and to 
take no part i n  writ ing any con cl us ions for the 
committee. No work done for the comtn ittee by 
NP IC  was to be forn1al ly  acknowledged. (76) 

Ratchford next requested that Condon and 
h i s  con1n1 i ttee be al lowed to v is i t  NP IC  to 
d i scuss the techn ical aspects of the problen1 and 
to view the special equiptnent N PIC had for 
photo analysis .  On 20 February 1 967, Condon · 

and four tnetnbers of h i s  con1n1 ittee vis i ted 
N P I C .  Lundahl en1phasized to the group that 
any N PI C  work to assi st the con1n1 ittee 1nust not 
be ident i fi ed as C I A  work. Moreover, work 
perforn1ed by N P I C  would be strict ly of a 
techn ical nature. After rece iv ing these 
gu ide l i nes, the group heard a series of briefings 
on the services and equiptnent not avai l ab le  
e l sewhere that CIA had used i n  its analys is  of 
s01ne U FO photography furni shed by Ratchford .  
Condon and h is  con1n1ittee were i tnpressed . (77) 

Condon and the same group n1et again i n  May 
1 967  at N PIC to hear an analys is  of U FO 
photographs taken at Zanesvi l le ,  Ohio.  The 
analys is  debunked that s ighti ng. The con1n1 ittee 
was again i 1npressed with the technical work 
perforn1ed, and Condon ren1arked that for the 
fi rst t i tne a scient ific analysis of a U FO would. 
stand up to investigat ion.  (78) The group al so 
d iscussed the cotntn i ttee's plans to cal l  on US 
cit izens for addit ional photographs and to i ssue 
guide l i nes for tak ing useful U FO photographs. 
I n  add it ion, C IA officia ls  agreed that the 
Condon Con1mittee could re lease the fu l l  Durant 
report with only tni nor de let ions.  

I n  Apri l 1 969. Condon and h i s  cotn tn ittee 
re leased thei r report on U FOs. The report 
concluded that l i tt le.  i f  anything, had c01ne from 
the study of U FOs in the past 2 1  years and that 
ftn1her extensive study of U FO sightings was 
unwarranted. It a lso recotntnended that the Air  
Force special un i t ,  Proj ect BLUE BOOK, 
be d i sconti nued. I t  did not n1ent ion C IA 
part ici pation m the Condon cOinin i ttee's 

investigat ion.  (79) A special panel estab l i shed by 
the National Acadetny of Sciences reviewed the 
Condon report and concurred with i ts conclusion 
that "no h igh priority in  UFO i nvest igat ions i s  
warranted by data o f  the past two decades . "  I t  
cone] uded its review b y  declaring, "On the bas is  of 
present knowledge, the l east l ikely explanat ion of 
U FOs is the hypothesis of extraterrestria l  
v is i tations by i nte l l igent beings. "Fol lowing the 
recon1n1endations of the Condon Con1m ittee and 
the National Academy of Sciences. the Secretary 
of the Air  Force, Robert C. Semnans. Jr . ,  
announced on 1 7  December 1 969 the tenn inat ion 
of B L U E  BOOK. (80) 

The 1970s and 1980s: The UFO 

Issue Refuses To Die 

The Condon rep011 did not sat i sfy n1any 
U FOlogists, who considered it a cover-up for C I A  
activit ies in U F O  research. Addi tional sightings i n  
the early 1 970s fue led bel iefs that the C IA was 
somehow i nvolved i n  a vast conspi racy . On 7 J une 
1975 ,  W i l l ian1 Spau ld ing, head of a sn1al l UFO 
group, Ground Saucer Watch (GSW) ,  wrote to 
C IA request ing a copy of the Robertson panel  
report and al l records rel at ing to UFOs. (81) 
Spau ld ing was convinced that the Agency was 
withhold ing maj or fi les on UFOs. Agency official s 
provided Spau ld ing with a copy of the Robertson 
panel report and of the Durant report .  (82) 

On 1 4  Ju ly 1 975 ,  Spau ld ing again wrote the 
Agency quest ion ing the authentici ty of the reports 
he had received and a l leging a CIA cover-up of i ts 
U FO activ it ies .  Gene Wi l son, C IA's Infonnation 
and Privacy Coord inator, repl ied in  an atte1npt to 
sati sfy Spauld ing, "At no t in1e prior to the 
fonnation of the Robertson Panel and subsequent 
to the i ssuance of the panel 's  report has C I A  
engaged i n  the study o f  the U FO phen01nena. " The 
Robe11son panel  report accord ing to Wi l son, was 
"the sun1n1at ion of Agency interest and 
involvement in  U FOs. " Wi l son al so inferred that 
there were no addit ional docmnents in C IA's 
possession that related to U FOs. Wi lson was i l l  
i nfonned. (83) 

I n  Septen1ber 1 977,  Spau ld ing and GSW, 
unconvinced by Wi l son's response, fi led a 
Freedom of I nforn1at ion Act (FOIA) l awsui t  
against the Agency that specifical ly  requested al l 
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U FO docun1ents in  C I A's possession. Deluged by s i 1n i l ar 
FOIA requests for Agency i nformation on UFOs, C IA 
officials agreed, after 1nuch l egal tnaneuveri ng, to conduct a 
"reasonabl e  search" of C IA fi les for U FO material s .  (84) 
Despite an Agency-wide unsy1npathetic attitude toward the 
suit Agency official s, led by Laun ie  Z iebe l l  fr01n the Office 
of General Counse l ,  conducted a thorough search for records 
pet1ain ing to U FOs. Persi stent, detnand i ng, and even 
threaten ing at t i 1nes. Z iebe l l  and his group scoured the 
Agency . They even turned up an old U FO fi le under a 
secretary's desk .  The search final ly produced 3 55 docun1ents 
total i ng approxin1ately 900 pages .  On 1 4  Decen1ber 1 978 ,  the 
Agency released al l but 57 docmnents of about 1 00 pages to 
GSW.  It withheld these 57 docun1ents on nat ional security 
grounds and to protect sources and 1nethods .  (85) 

Although the re leased docmnents produced no stnoking gun 
and revealed only a low- level Agency i nterest in the U FO 
phen01nena after the Robertson panel  repo11 of 1 95 3 .  the 
press treated the re lease in a sensational 1nanner. The New 
York Times. for exan1ple, c lai tned that the declassified 
docun1ents confinned i ntensive government concern over 
U FOs and that the Agency was secretly i nvolved i n  the 
survei l lance of U FOs. (86) GS W then sued for the re l ease of 
the withheld doctnnents. claim i ng that the Agency was sti l l  
hold ing out key infonnat ion.  (87) I t  was n1uch l i ke the John 
F. Kennedy assassi nat ion i ssue. No n1atter how 1nuch 
n1aterial the Agency released and no n1atter how du l l  and 
prosaic the inforn1at ion,  people  conti nued to believe in a 
Agency cover-up and conspi racy . 

DC I Stansfield Turner was so upset when he read The New 
York Times art icle that he asked h i s  sen ior officers, "Are we 
i n  U FOs?" After reviewing the records. Don W 011man. 
Deputy Di rector for Adtn in i stration, reported to Turner that 
there was "no organized Agency effort to do research in  
connection with U FO phenomena nor  has  there been an 
organ ized effort to co l l ect i nte l l igence on U FOs s ince the 
1 950s . " Worttnan assured Turner that the Agency records 
held only "sporad ic i nstances of correspondence deal ing with 
the subj ect" including various k i nds of reports of U FO 
sightings. There was no Agency progran1 to col l ect act ively 
i nformat ion on U FOs, and the tnaterial rel eased to GSW had 
few delet ions. (88) Thus assured. Turner had the Genera l  
Counsel press for a sun1mary j udgment against the new 
l awsu i t  by GSW.  In M ay 1 980. the cou11s d i sn1i ssed the 
lawsui t, finding that the Agency had conducted a thorough 
and adequate search in  good faith.  (89) 

During the l ate 1 970s and 1 980s, the Agency continued its 
l ow-key interest in  UFOs and UFO sightings. Whi le  n1ost 
scient i sts now d isn1i ssed flying saucers reports as a quaint 
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part of the 1950s and 1960s, son1e in  US research and developn1ent intel l igence operat ion 
the Agency and i n  the I nte l l igence responsible only to the President on U FOs i n  the l ate 1940s 
Comtnunity shi fted the ir  i nterest to and early 1950s. U FOlogi sts had long argued that, fo l lowing 
studying parapsychology and psych ic a fly ing saucer crash in New Mexico i n  1947, the governn1ent 
phenon1ena associated with U FO not on ly recovered debris frmn the crashed saucer but also 
sightings. C I A  officials a lso looked four or five al ien bod ies .  According to son1e U FOlogi sts, the 
at the U FO probletn to detern1 ine government clamped t ight security around the project and has 
what U FO sight ings might tel l then1 refused to d ivu lge its i nvest igation resu l ts and research ever 
about Sov iet progress in rockets s ince. (91) In Septe1nber 1994. the US Air  Force released a 
and n1 i s s i l e s  and rev i ewed i t s  new report on the Roswel l i ncident that concluded that the 
counterintel l igence aspects.  Agency debr is  found in New Mex ico in 194 7 probably can1e from a 
anal ysts fron1 the L i fe Sci ence once top secret bal loon operat ion, Project MOGUL,  designed 
Div ision of OSI and OSWR official ly  to n1on itor the at1nosphere for evidence of Soviet nuclear 
devoted a stnal l atnount of their  t in1e tests.  (92) 

to i ssues re lat ing to U FOs. These 
included counterintel l i gence concerns 
that the Sov iets and the KGB were 
using US cit izens and U FO groups to 
obtain  infonnation on sensit ive U S  
weapon s  deve l opment  p rogran1s  
(such as  the  Stealth ai rcraft) ,  the 
vulnerab i l ity of the U S  ai r-defense 
network to penetrat ion by fore ign 
tn i ss i l es tn i tn ick ing  U FOs ,  and 
e v i d e nce  of S o v i e t a d v a nced  
technology associated wi th  U FO 
sighti ngs. 

C IA a lso n1a intai ned I nte l l igence 
C01n1nunity coord ination with other 
agencies regard ing the ir  work in 
parapsychology, psych ic phenon1ena. 
and "remote viewing" exper in1ents. 
In generaL the Agency took a 
conservat ive scient i fic  v iew of these 
unconvent iona l  sci ent i fic i ssues .  
There \\�·as no formal or official UFO 
project withi n  the Agency in  the 
1 9 8 0 s . a n d  A g e  n c y o f fi c i a 1 s 
purpose ly kept fi les on U FOs to a 
tnin i tnmn to avoid creat ing records 
that n1 ight tn is lead the publ ic if  
re leased . (90) 

The 1980s a lso produced renewed 
charges that the Agency was sti 11 
withho ld ing docun1ents re lat ing to the 
194 7 Roswel l incident, in which a 
flying saucer supposed ly crashed in 
New Mexico, and the surfacing of 
d o c u n1 e n  ts w h i c h p u r p o r ted] y 
revealed the ex i stence o f  a top secret 

C i rca 1 984, a seri es of docmnents surfaced which smne 
UFOlogists said proved that President Truman created a top 
secret con1n1 ittee in 194 7, Majestic- 1 2, to secure the recovery 
of UFO wreckage frotn Roswel l and any other UFO crash 
s ight for scient ific study and to examine any al ien bodies 
recovered fron1 such s i tes .  Most i f  not al l of these docmnents 
have proved to be fabricat ions. Yet the controversy pers ists .  
(93) 

L ike the J F K  assass inat ion conspiracy theories, the UFO 
i ssue probably wi l l  not go away soon, no n1atter what the 
Agency does or says .  The bel ief that we are not alone in the 
un iverse is too en1ot ional ly  appeal ing and the d istrust of our 
government is  too pervasive to n1ake the i ssue atnenable to 
trad i tional scient ific stud ies of rational explanat ion and 
evidence. 

(The numbers in the at1icle refer to references to sources. A 
ful l  l i st i s  avai lable if  required, as the notes take up over 5 
pages) .  

Boscovich's Theory connection to UFO 

Physics. 

Abstract: 18th centu ry theory lost i n  H istory, has a 
connection to UFO Phys ics.  

There has been a gen i us of the same ca l iber as 
Newto n ,  who has been forgotte n from the Pop u la r  
H istory o f  Physics . When this gen i u s  is re introd u ced 
i nto the p icture ,  then the 'mess' in physi cs becomes a 
lot clea rer  to u ndersta nd . 
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Roger Boscovich was a Jes u it mathematicia n 
that promoted the ideas of N ewton's theo ry in  
E u rope i n  the 18th centu ry .  He met m a ny 
famous people of his d ay,  a n d  g reatly 
i m p ressed them - n ot o n ly with N ewton's theory ,  
b ut with h is  work on that theory,  extend i ng 
N ewton's idea s .  At the t ime,  Boscovich's theo ry 
which was a fol low-on to N ewton's theory ,  was 
seen as so natu ra l that it was viewed as being 
N ewton's theory .  

M a n y  s c i e nt i sts  we re wo rk i n g  fro m 
Newton- Boscovich theory ,  s u ch as Fa raday 
and Maxwel l ,  who used pa rt of Boscovich's 
ideas to develop the i r  own theories . 

Now there are three l i n ks to cons ider: 

1. There is a l i n k  from Boscovich's ideas to 
Maxwel l's theo ry of e lectromag netism .  

2 .  There i s  a lso a l i n k  from Boscovich to M od e rn 
Atom ic Phys ics: Thomson based his ideas of 
the structu re of the atom (Thomsen's Atom) on 
look ing at Boscovich's theory .  Thomson d i d  
n ot adopt a l l  the ideas o f  Boscovich into his 
theoris in g . Thomson was work i n g  from making 
experimenta l d ata a g ree with theory ,  a n d  on ly 
needed the m in i m u m  part of the theo ry to ag ree 
with the expe riments he was looking at. When 
m o re experi ments were taken i nto accou nt, 
more of Boscovich's theo ry was needed to 
exp la in  what was g o i n g  o n .  This adva nce from 
Thomsen's ato m i c  d escript ion was made by 
N ie ls  Boor in  what was ca l led Bohr's Atom. This 
was part of the fou nd at ion for m od e rn Q uantum 
Mecha n ics . 

3. Boscovich con s idered the q u estion of the 
n atu re of l ight ,  and from thi s  a rose the 
m athematicians i nterest in non E ucl idean 
geometry .  The mathematic ian R iema n n  made a 
lot of research i nto this a rea , and was looking 
for a descriptio n  of g ravity theo ry u s i n g  
non-Euc l idean geometry .  E i n stei n  used the 
m athematics of Riema n n  to con struct his 
Theo ry of Genera l  Re lativity. 

So, we have these three l i nks from Boscovich's 
theo ry : E lectromag netic Theory, Q u antu m 
Mechan ics and Genera l  Re lativity . The m ost 
s ign ifica nt theories a re Q ua ntum Mechan ics and 
Genera l  Relativity; these two theories can n ot be 

com bined beca u se the i r  assumptions a re 
i n cons istent with one a n other. But the 
roots of these two theories come from 
Boscovich,  and Boscovich's theory is a 
u n ified theory that com b i nes Qua ntum 
ideas with Relativist ic ideas . Something 
was lost on the way from Boscovich's 
theo ry to Modern Phys ics .  What was ' lost' 
i n  theory was d ue to com p l icated human 
i nteractions .  

I n  19 19 E i n ste i n  was said to have 
revo l ut i o n ized phys i c s , ove rtu rn i n g  
N ewto n i a n  Phys ics when astronomer 
Edd i n gton observed the bend ing of 
sta rl ight i n  the su n's g ravity. The Med ia 
apparently wanted somethi ng to d ivert 
attent ion from WWI that had just ended , 
and made E i n ste in  i nto a nationa l 
celebrity . They d id not pay attention to 
E i n ste in  when he said that his theory was 
evo l ut ion of Newton's theory ,  and not 
revo l ut ion of Newton's theory .  

The Med ia's d is rega rd of  what E i nste i n  
actua l ly  s a i d  g ives u s  the pop u l a r  acco u nt 
of Physics H istory as being that there was 
a Phys ics Revol ut ion i n  19 19 made by 
E i n ste i n's Genera l  Re lativity. 

In the 1920s there then came the 
Q u a ntum Revo l utio n ,  where Q u a ntum 
Mecha n ics was created based in part on 
Boscovich's theo ry and other factors . This 
theory was incons istent with Genera l  
Relativity, a n d  E i n ste i n  said that Quantum 
Mecha n ics was wro n g ,  or  at best 
i ncom p lete . He was ignored by the 
Phys ics Com m u n ity who embraced 
Q ua ntum Mecha n ics ,  and beca use it was 
not in a g reement with Genera l  Relativity, 
'they' looked u pon that theory with 
d istrust. 

Modern Physics became d efi ned as 
G e n e ra l  R e l at i v i ty a n d Q u a n t u m  
Mecha n ics ;  a s  both being a revo l ut ion 
aga i n st Newton's theory .  What then 
happened was Boscovichia n  ideas were 
d ropped from Newton's theory when it 
was ta ught to students . i . e .  the Newton­
Boscovich theo ry was no longer ta ught ,  
i n stead the Boscovichian ideas were 
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expel led a n d  the Newton i a n  part clearly 
defined mak ing it solely Newto n ' s  theory 
that was tau g ht .  I n  th is way, it was clear 
how Modern Phys ics (GR and QM) were 
d ist inct from N ewton 's theory .  

The Phys ics Comm u n ity ignored General  
Relativity and worked on ly on Q u a ntum 
Mecha n ics unt i l  the 1 960s after E i nste in  
had d ied , a nd then became interested in · 
that theory aga i n .  The new generation of 
physic ists i n  the 1 960s who were looking at 
Genera l  Relativ ity for the fi rst t ime after a 
long g a p ,  viewed that theory throug h  the ir  
be l ief in Q u a n t u m  Mech a n i cs a n d  
proceeded t o  try t o  adj u st Genera l  Relativity 
as m uch as poss ib le to ag ree with that 
theory .  

Th is  is  the wrong approach to ta ke . 
E i n ste i n  sa id that Q uantum Mecha n ics was 
wrong , so in  a ltering Genera l  Relativity i n  
t h i s  way, i t  means (g iven E i n ste i n ' s  po int of 
view that) Genera l  Relat ivity is be ing 
corru pted . 

E i n ste i n 's approach to physics after 
Genera l  Re lativity was to have been to 
construct a Un ified Theo ry wh ich com b ined 
g ravity with e lectromag netism . Beca use · 
E i n ste in  was n ot bel ieved i n  the 1 920s,  th is 
a p p roach of E i n ste in  has been mostly 
abandoned by the M a i n stream P hysics 
Com m u n ity . 

B ut if you investig ate the method of 
E i n stei n ,  it was that of a mathematician 
p repared to look at ass u m ptions and 
ded uce their  conseq uences . And not on ly 
that ,  if the ass u m ptions d id not lead to 
resu lts that h e  deemed des i rab le ,  then he 
tried a nother set  of  ass u m pt ions .  

l t  is  recog n ized that when g ravity 
is neg l ig i b le then Genera l  Relativity 
a p p roximates to Specia l  Relat ivity . B ut the 
assumptions i n  both theories as E i n ste i n  
p rese nted t h e m  a re d ifferent !  There is no 
comm on a l ity i n  some of the ass u m ptions of . 
Specia l  Relativity a n d  the ass u m ptions i n  
E i nste i n ' s  orig i n a l  vers ion of Genera l  
Relat ivity (before i t  was amend ed b y  the 
Q ua ntum theorists ) .  i . e . Spec ia l  Relativity is 

m athematica l ly i n cons istent with Genera l  
Relat iv ity. Alth ough both theories can 
d escr ibe adeq u ate ly ce rta i n  sets of 
observat ions ,  they a re not part of a s i ng le 
mathematica l ly consistent theory .  

l t  was E i n ste i n ' s  approach to abandon 
ass u m ptions when he found them not 
des i rab le .  Th us he abandoned certa in  parts of 
Specia l  Relativ ity when he constructed 
Genera l  Relativity . H is next step from Genera l  
Relativity wou ld have been t o  do t h e  same 
again when h e  constructed Un ified Field 
Theory .  l t  is  by this method that one works 
from approximate theories to a 'fina l '  theory .  

Th is is  not t h e  approach that Modern 
P hysic ists take , rather they stick rig id ly to a 
set of assu mpt ions,  when those assu m ptions 
have proven themselves adeq uate with 
dea l ing  with d escrib ing p hys ical phenomena . 
I n  ord e r  to change ass u m ptions,  they demand 
proof that there is  a need from experi ment to 
change those assu mptions .  

T h u s  w e  can see t h e  vast d ifference 
between E i n stei n 's approach to physics a nd 
Modern Phys ic ists ' approach to physics .  
E i nste i n  was more wi l l i ng t o  abandon 
ass u m ptions as he sought mathematical 
cons istency i n  h is theorizin g .  Wh i le a Modern 
P hysicist wou ld  demand experimenta l  proof 
that there was a need to change assu mptions ,  
a nd st icks r i g i d ly  to fo l l owi n g  the 
conseq uences of the assu mptions of 
Q uantum Mechan ics . 

If one looks at the theoretica l  approach of 
E i n stei n ,  one can see that the next step wou ld 
have been to adopt ass u m ptions very s i m i lar  
to  those that Boscovich used i n  h is  u n ified 
theory .  

So,  the a p p roach that E i n ste i n  uses leads to 
the u n ification of P hys ics .  But Mod e rn 
Phys icists d o  not take that approach ; the i r  
a p p roach leads to  no such u n ification , 
beca use instead 'they' demand that one takes 
the Q u a ntum Mechan i cs approach , where 
one sticks rig i d ly to experimenta l proof rather 
than mathematica l consistency in  theory .  

Th is is  what has been ' l ost . '  Before the 
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1 920s there was a Un ified Theo ry of Phys ics 
(from Boscovich)  that led to the d isjo i nted 
theories of Modern P hysics.  There was never 
any proof that this Un ified Theory was wro n g ,  
but p u rs u i ng i t  was abandoned as t h e  Physic ists 
took pa rt of that theory's deve lopment Q u a ntu m 
Mech a n ics , a nd refused to pay any attent ion to 
the l a rger  context that Q uantum Mechan ics 
existed with i n .  

I f  one p u rsues the pa rt of phys ics that h as 
been aba ndoned by Phys icists as they p u rsue 
Q uantum Mecha n i cs ,  then one comes across 
a n othe r  neg lected g e n i u s  N ikola Tesl a ,  who had 
a lot of th ings to say which a re con nected to 
UFOs.  He was a Rad io p ioneer who cla i m ed 
contact with ETs a n d  ta lked of p lans for a i rcraft 
that cou ld operate by a nt ig ravity. Tesla was a lso 
awa re of Boscovich ' s  theory .  And there a re a 
g reat m a ny s o u rces o n  the I nternet etc . , where 
Tesla is ment ioned in  con nect ion with UFO 
P hysics . Boscovich 's  theory p rovides pa rt of a n  
u ndersta n d i ng o f  h ow Tes la 's  phys ics con nects 
with M a i n stream Physics .  

M y  web s ite : www. e i n ste i nconsp i racy . co . u k 
g ives referen ces for h ow the phys i cs of E in stei n ,  
Tes la  a n d  Boscovich with WWI I a re con nected 
to UFOs.  

(Art ic le written by S UFOG g ro u p  mem be r  Roger 
Anderton ) .  

BU FORA/SPI L ECTU RE 16th MARC H  2002. 

W i l l  I 1nake the coach I thought as I ran through 
Southmnpton shopping center . .  Yes, by the skin of 
n1y teeth . .  S01ne 2 hrs later I arrived i n  London . .  I 
don ' t  re1ne1nber any of the journey, because n1y eyes 
went to sleep. J mnped on the underground and three 
stops later arrived at the venue. As I was about to get 
n1y n1obi l e  out to ring M alcohn,  I saw J ud i th through 
the pub window. I was welcon1ed by Judith and then 
M alcohn and the news that one of the speakers was 
not turn ing up. Oh wel L  1nore t i 1ne for 1ne and Roy 
Lake. I helped Malco lm and J udith erect the seati ng, 
fought with the rad iators and sat down to l unch. 

By  now, Roy Lake had arrived and we caught up 

on old t i 1nes. I t  was 5 years s ince we had seen 
each other in the skin .  Not n1uch of a change 
Roy, bit n1ore gray hair. l ess teeth, and that 
was j ust me ! ! Roy k icked off with 90 M i ns of 
s l i des and son1e d ubious ones at that and he 
got the audience on the edge of their seats . .  
Then i t  was the b uffet and then me  ! ! ! I 
showed the progran1 ' Hooked on Hobbies ' ,  
fol lowed by 2 cases that I have personal l y  
i nvestigated . Roy and I were wel l  received by 
the aud ience and sat down to a panel type of 
Q&A. We said our good byes around 
6 .30  p .m .  to Roy Lake, L ionel Beer and Brian 
Jan1es (BUFORA Chai rman) and I headed 
back with J ud ith and Male ' s  back to the ir  
pad ! !  

There i s  one th ing I can say, that thei r  
hospital i ty i s  overwhel m ing. We drank a few 
beers and had a wonderful evening n1ea l . 
U n l ike a recent talk,  at Malco ln1 '  s I had a 
double bed and on suit  bathroom . At a 
previous lecture I had a sofa (with s leep ing 
bag) and on suit  k i tchen ! ! ! Need I say 1nore. 

On the Sunday Inorning, Malco ln1 m1d I had 
a bit of breakfast and carried on the UFO 
conversat ion.  Malco lm escorted me back to 
V ictoria  Coach Station, and I caught the 
1 1  mn coach back to Southmnpton .  
What a great weekend . .  Wi th over 40 people 

at  the lecture, i t  was a thoroughly good 
weekend, with great company. Thanks agai n 
B UFORA and S P I  and espec ial ly  J udith and 
Malcolm .  

Steve Gerrard (SUFOG Chai rn1an) 

FIRST CROP CIRCL E  OF 2002 

As I type thi s  newsletter. i nfonnation j ust 
in that Han1pshire has seen the first crop 
c i rc le  format ion of 2002, near Soberton Apri l 
1 2th) .  Fmu1y thing i s, again, Hmnpshire sees 
the fi rst crop c irc le  and thi s  seen1s to have 
n1oved away fro1n W i ltsh i re .  So who or what 
has dec ided to start creating crop c irc les i n  
O i l  Seed Rape i n  Han1psh i re? Hopefu l ly, 
p ictures wi l l  be i n  the next edit ion of the 
SU FOG newsletter a long with a l i st ing of 
any further fonnations. A l so, I wi l l  be 
hunt ing down the Han1psh i re forn1at ions and 
obtain ing photographs wherever possible.  
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T H E  DAI LY TELEG RAPH of 
February 1 5 th ope n s  a great 
selection of cutti ngs . . .  which n1ay 
not look at fi rst sight U FO related . . .  
but read on ! Th i s  regular Obituary 
section in the Telegraph features 
W o r l d  War Two fl y i ng ace  
Group Capta in M i ke Shaw . . .  sheer 
coinc idence I was n1arried to a 
Nel l ie Shaw in  that smne war ! . . .  
but th is  p i lot who flew continuously 
duri ng WW2 became i nterested in 
spi ri tual i sn1 due to h is  narrow 
escapes and by 1 975 when he reti red 
a tned i mn put h i tn ' • in touch'' 
cmnrades who had not survived the 
war. Are you read ing th is  G i l l ian? 
He  was a lso in  touch with a range of 
spiritual gu ides and healers . . .  and 
set up a cancer support group i n  
Tunbridge Wel l s  for alternative 
treatn1ent. 

T H E  DAI LY TE L EG RA P H  fur 
Decetnber 29th 200 1 . . .  yes, I know, 
but read on : A i r  Marshal l S i r  Peter 
Horsley in another obituary becmne 
fasc i nated by the paranorn1al after 
being shot down over the Channel . . .  
another warti tne p i lot who had smne 
mnazing escapes frmn death. He 
a l s o b e c a 1n e  i n t e r e s t e d  I n  
Unidentified F ly ing Obj ects and 
began a long i nvestigat ion i nto the 
1nore cred ib le  reports of s ighti ngs. 
He concl uded the n1ajority could be 
expla ined as natural occun·ences but 
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there were son1e RAF and BOAC sightings which defied 
explanations.  Horeseley eventual ly  becmne Deputy C in  C ,  
Stri ke Command unt i l ret i re1nent in  1 975 .  He  publ i shed 
"Sounds fron1 Another Roon1" in 1 997 . . .  � 'planes. princes. and 
The Paranonnal' ' .  See the com1ections with the first cutt ing . . .  
as wel l  as the h igh rankings . . .  no dtunb flyer, those two. As 
our own Steve G .  con1 mented. 

T H E  DAI LY TELEGRA P H  for February 1 6th has a good 
half page '•Reach For the Stars on a bean1 of Light" . . .  l i teral ly .  
Speaki ng Eng l i sh on the  way . . .  but leav ing the  1nen behind ! a 
NASA spokes1nan says we can leave behind the unnecessary 
port ion of the hun1an race . . .  reducing the chance of confl ict on 
the journey. Can ' t  argue with that . . .  I wouldn't  want go 
away ! The art ic le  a lso has detai l s  of a ·•solar sai l ' ' , n1ade of a 
d ian1ond fi lm ,  would take ·•on ly'' forty years to reach the near­
est star, Alpha Centaur i .  Hn1n1 . . .  of course, no ment ion of 
U FO ' s  or spec ies al ready v is i t ing us !  

DAI LY M A I L  for February 1 6th bases an artic le on a 
pred ict ion in  an A1nerican laboratory of an attack on the 
World Trade Center three hours before it happened . Col i n  
Wi l son ' s  paranonnal involven1ent argues that we have to 
reconsider a l l  our n1edias about t i 1ne. Where has he been ? 
Space/Time i s  very tnuch i n  our ren1 i t  as U FOlogists. 
Experin1ents at Princetown (New Jersey) Univers ity with a 
MAC H INE did the pred ict ion ! 

T H E  DAI LY M A I L  cont inued with Col i n  Wi l son ' s  art ic le on 
E inste in ' s  Guide to Ti1ne Travel . . .  and the astonish ing stories 
that prove it can happen to us al l .  Wel l . . .  stone n1e . . .  don ' t  
these c lever c logs L ISTEN to  the i ncreasing c lan1or out here 
frmn actual experiencers? Wel l ,  Co l in  says they DO l i sten but 
eggheads retort ' i l l us ions' . The art ic le  gives exatnples of "time 
s l ips" where people found then1selves in  past surroundings for 
seconds or tn inutes . . .  one pleasant passerby actual ly  S POKE 
to a l ady in th i s  s i tuation. Inc idents see1n mostly to be i n  the 
past. Col in  Wi l son bel ieves, in conc l usion, that not only can 
we catch gl i 1npses of the future but we can change i t .  . .  for the 
better. 

T H E  DAI LY TELEGRAPH of February 20th has an a ln1ost 
ful l  page on the latest d i scoveri es arid such on S i l bury H i l l  . . .  
ty ing in  with the news i tetn and subsequent docmnentary on 
TV . The spi ral path di scovered ( ! )  is surely the only real way 
one could get to the top in  earl ier t in1es. A sacred 1nonmnent 
for prehi storic ceren1onies . . .  nothing new ? Again . . .  " 'expe11s" 
ignore psychic and spiri tual experiences. B i l l  Smi th can tel l 
you of his  fi rst such at the A vebury stones when I 
' " i ntroduced'' h im to it .  San1e goes for S i l bury. I have thought, 
h i therto, that a previous explanation of S i lbury H i l l ' s  
construction was i t  a " 'dry accmnulator'' thus giving "'power" 
n1 istaken for spi ri tual energy. 
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THE DAILY M AIL for February 20th . . .  what a 
busy n1onth ! . . . had the ob l igatory fi ln1 sti l l  of 
"'ET'' and an art ic le  by sc ience Correspondent 
J atnes Chapn1an . . . gosh, he � s been around for a . 
t idy few years ! . . On s ignals fron1 earth wi l l  be 
picked up by other c iv i l izat ions and the scary 
heading says : ' don't  te l l  the k ids, but ET's  got h i s  
eye on us '  ! I reckon fr01n current TV adverts and 
n1y local sweetshop that -·k ids'' are be ing 
brainwashed i nto actual ET' s . . . have you not iced 
the upsurge cmnpaign? Not forgett ing the updated 
ET fi lm going the rounds . . .  and other such in the 
p ipe l ine .  

THE DAI LY M AIL ' "N ight and Day'' 
n1agazi ne for February 24th features '"A L I EN 
RESURRECTION''  and yes, ' t i s  about that ET 
fi hn go ing the rounds as you read this ,  s ince the 
29th March .  Tom Parker Bowles ( ! )  recal l s  the 
orig ina l  fi l n1 that becan1e the tnagical part of this 
chi ldhood . No doubt adu l ts to . . .  ' twas j ust that for 
n1e i n  n1y 1nid  fi fties and wi l l  n1aybe be so again .  
C lever changes . . .  no FBI  guns,  tnob i l e  phones . . .  a 
n1ore "stn i ley'' ET . . .  tnore "'fog'' obscuring that · 
l and i ng spacesh i p  . . .  now W H Y  ? What are they 
trying to h ide ? L ike tnost experiencers I shal l be 
looking for the h idden � Inessage ' .  

T H E  S U N DAY TIM ES . . .  wow! . . .  a lso features 
the ET aspect with an oh so s l ightly tongue i n  
cheek approach of Tony Barre l l a s  he  travel s  back 
25 years to the day when a U FO changed h i s  
l i fe . . .  an  art ic le in  a series of events that changed 
the l i ves of S unday Tin1es writers. Tony even 
v is i ted Roswe l l  in h i s  search for ·•answers" . . .  
� packed with nutters i n  al ien suits '  he says ! I t  
figures ! A lthough Tony actual ly  1nanaged to  get 
i n  a chat with Whit l ey Strieber . . .  who was of the 
opin ion that the Roswe l l  craft can1e fron1 the 
future ! Tony concludes the three page i l l ustrated 
with the b ig-eyed grey and various saucer shaped 
craft by confessing h i s  s ighting was, in the end, 
probably an airplane and he was real l y  sorry ! 

T H E  S U N DAY TE LEGRA P H  for M arch I 7th 
has the usual Fortean Ti tnes half page series . . .  by 
Paul S ieveking, ifs  editor. These are a lways 
i nterest i ng, son1et i n1es hun1orous . . .  "'One Eyed 
G iants'', th is  t in1e, stories of a sku l l .  . .  ' one-eyed 
giant  found in Phi l i ppines cave ' with the usual 
acc01npanying cartoon characters presentat ion 
alongside the art ic le .  Other such an01nal ies were 

d iscovered i n, various ly .  Bu lgaria ( 1 973) ,  
Corinth (Greece)  where a tetnple dedicated to 
such species stood, etc, etc . 

T H E  DAILY M AIL of March 1 1 th an "'Eye of 
Evi l"  ful l  page that caught up on the fi l m  of 
THE MOTHMAN PROPHECIES that was 
schedu led for U K  showing end of March . . .  as 
son1eone who read the original John Keel book 
in the n1 id-sixt ies or ear ly seventies I dropped 
i nto the U CG c inema one afternoon and sat 
stunned . . .  n1ostl y  fron1 the Sound Volume ! . . .  
m1d intrigued b y  how the fi ln1- 1nakers dealt  with 
an e ight foot htnnan with wings who al leged ly  
sometin1es pursued terrified couples in thei r car 
at about 60 n1ph ! An1ong other wei rd things ! 
They didn ' t  . . .  but n1ade a good job of the other 
anomal ies that ended wi th the •·prophesized'' 
lethal co l lapse of the bridge at Mount Pleasant 
West V i rginia .  R ichard Gere p layed the part of 
John Keel bel ievably .  Event to the poi nt of 
hav ing to deal with '"Cotnintmications'' etc from 
his "dead" wife .  Worth seeing the fi hn twice i f  
on ly  to  c larify the bits that suffered fr01n that 
vol ume overk i l l  ! Doubted whether mass 
aud iences would  flock to c inetnas being n1ostly  
i gnorant of the original book etc . . .  FOUR 
people sat i n  the darkened c inen1a that l ate 
afternoon . . .  i nc l uding myse lf  and my friend ! 
Wel l ,  i n  al l honesty " twas a bad t ime of day . The 
book . . .  or a successor to i t .  . .  is again in pri nt 
but not by John Keel who must have passed on 
by now ? There was, by the way, a seen1 ingly 
defin ite UFO l ink  to Mothn1an . . .  at least, 
s ighti ngs in the area were reported. 

T H E  S U N DAY TELEG RAPH's  regu lar 
'"C lose Encounters'' section ( March I Oth) by 
Fortean Ti tnes editor Paul S ieveking had ' rugby 
footbal l s '  with l egs to attract us ! ·This  year, 
there has been a rash of Unidentified F lyi ng 
Obj ects i n  Argentina, Uruguay, Brazi L 
Colo1nbia and Chi le, atnounting to what 
i nvestigators cal l a UFO flap .  . . so the art ic le 
begins .  Accompanied by a nun1ber of 
encounters with surreal and frightening 
ent i t ies . . .  frotn d istant worlds or para l le l  
un tverses . . .  or whatever ') N i ghtmare 
descript ions too weird to describe here . . .  
touches of that chucabara here ! I ' d 1nuch 
sooner st ick to n1y '·greys" thank you ! 

. .  



SUFOG · (PAGE 1 5) 

T H E  DAI LY T E L EG RAPH of March 
2 0th k ind of takes that up fr01n there with a 
coverage of the re- i ssued and updated ET TH E 
EXTRA TERRESTRI A L  al so do ing the 
c inen1at ic rounds here . . .  fortunately j ust before 
Apri l 1 st ! " "F I LM OF THE WEEK'' says 
David Gritten . . .  no j okes about ' Gri tten Your 
Teeth ' please ! An extra three 1n inutes on the 
orig inal and easing off on those F B I  guns but 
subst i tuti ng mobi le phones ! The script i s  � not 
perfect ' says David . . .  and not a scene is  
superfl uous . . .  so I shal l be going n1ysel f  to the 
Odeon at Ocean V i l lage to check i t  out, 
1nusi ng, as\I do so, W H Y  are we gett ing an 
i ncrease on ET, U FO ' s  , Moth1nan, etc etc i n  
c ine1nas and X-Fi les and such on  the box ? 
There are other such a con1 ing ! Note the 
•·new'' Mars bar on TV con1n1erc ia ls  . . .  with a 
very accurate " "al ien'' and the words ·•zero 
Gravity'' pron1 inent for one exan1ple .  Look in  
your sweetshop at  kiddies stuff. . .  again ! 
H1n1n .  

T H E  D A I L Y  M A I L  W E E K E N D  

MAGAZ I N E  ( March 23 rd )  tnight have the 
c l i ncher . . .  un less son1eth ing e l se pops up ! In a 
fu l l  page artic le  on the ET fi ln1 ,  la in Johnstone 
relates the ups and downs of the updated epic 
with ColUinbia P ictures original ly  turned down 
only to have Spie lberg and a eo-producer at 
U n i versal who orig i na l l y  ' "d i scovered'' 
Sp ie lberg do it on a deal with Spie lberg rai s ing 
the 1noney and S id  Sheinberg d i stributing it .  
President Ronald Reagan i s  reputed to have 
watched the origi nal at the Wh ite House and 
looked Spie lberg in the face afterwards, say ing 
' There are about seven people i n  th is  roon1 
who know that everyth ing in this tnovie i s  
abso lutely true ' ! Spie l berg C01n1nents that he 
has often wondered what he was on about . 
N ASA astronauts were i nvited guests there by 
the way ! One awaits the publ i c  reaction to thi s  
updated version of a very emotional fi ln1 . Wi l l  
people . . .  k ids . . .  bawl thei r eyes out again at 
the '"death'' of ET scene ? I have to admit  ifs  a 
tear jerker. . .  but then I found the "1nothership'' 
landing and takeoff n1oving as wel l  . . .  sti rring 
deep n1emories for 1nany of us ? YOU KNOW 
WHAT 1 M EAN ! 

T H E  DAI LY TELEG RA P H  of Wednesday 
3rd Apri l ran a fu l l  page artic le  ent i t led " ' I s  

There L ife on Mars T' . . .  by David Derbyshire and 
set out to prove that the l atest Mars probe has l ess 
than a year to produce the evidence one way or the 
other. The Brit ish Beagle  2 is ' the top dog� says a 
NASA spokesn1an. S ince a past probe found ice at 
the South Pole of the red planet th is  see1ns n1ore 
odd than you know, back in the fifties n1y home 
made but very powerfu l  telescope (up to 300 
tnagn i ficat ion) looked i nside the tnoon craters and 
the ri ngs of Saturn and seven of the 1 3  tnoons of 
Jupiter p lus the white areas at top and botton1 of 
Mars confirn1ed past theories that this was ice ! 
Htntn ! 

T H E  DAI LY TELEGRAPH of Wednesday 3rd 
Apri l ran a ful l  page art ic le  ent i t led " ' Is  There L ife 
on Mars?'' . . .  by David Derbysh i re and set out to 
prove that the latest Mars probe has less than a year 

· to produce the evidence one way or the other. The 
Brit ish Beagle  2 is ' the top dog' says a NASA 
spokesn1an . S ince a past probe found ice at  the 
South Pole of the red p lanet this see1ns more odd 
than you know. Back in the fi fties tny h01ne tnade 
but very powerfu l te lescope (up to 3 00 Inagnifica­
t ion) looked i ns ide the moon craters and the rings of 
Saturn and seven of the 1 3  n1oons of Jupiter p lus 
the whit  areas at top and bott01n of Mars confinned 
past theories that thi s  was ice ! H tn1n ! 

T H E  DAI LY MAI L of Apri l 6th then provoked 
1nore questions . . .  even anger . . .  when Fortean 
Ti1nes Editor Bob Rickard told us that 
" U FOLOGY I S  D EA D" and -'Convincing U FO 

footage would have been obtained by 

camcorders if Earth was being visited" and . . .  to 
conc l ude thi s  sn1al l but nasty iten1 ,  said '4The space 

around us is dead" ! My instant e .n1ai l  to the Mai l  
. accompanied a phone cal l to  Graham Birdsal l of  
UFO M agazine who was very interested . . .  wel l , he  
would be . . . .  And he rushed out  to  get a Mai l .  
Oddly, m y  e . tnai l fai led to be seen i n  Monday ' s  
Mai l  two days later (8th Apri l )  s i nce the nonnal 
Letters section was taken up with opinions on the 
death of the Queen Mother. So . . .  watch thi s  space ! 
The smne Mai l i ssue however ran a whole page 
art ic le  by the Astronon1er Royal S i r  Mart in Rees 
provocat ive ly  headed '"We May Not Be Alone". 
Knowing how astronon1er Royals have the 
unfortunate (for them) habit of being con1pletely 
wrong . . .  

(Cont. on page 1 7 )  
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R A P P O RT o pe n s  t h i s  t s s u e s  
n1agazine rev i ews . . .  t h e  Londo11 
b ased W i tn e s s  S u p p o rt G ro u p  
n1outhpiece . . .  and the news i s  that it  
has a new ed itor� one M i ke Rutter_ 
with longt in1e editor Jatnes M i l l en 
observing from the touch l i ne,  I 
th ink . . .  h is  health not being one 
hundred per cent although apparent ly 
responding to '"absent heal i ng�' he 
says .  So i ssue 1 4  January/February is  
Jan1es ' s  l ast. Those Chi l ton Down 
"Crop patten1 

� 
s" feature wi th the 

quest ion we are al l ask ing . . .  why has 
no one c lai 1ned then1 ? Witness 
n1en1ber E l sie Oakenson on Sky TV' s  
' '"Where i t ' s  Af� on  her  1 97 8  
abduct ion.  Jan1es M i l len writes an 
i nteresting art ic le  on " 'Free M asonry 
Soc iet ies'' i n  extre1ne ly capt ivat ing 
detai l and the connect ions with Queen 
E l i zabeth 2nd with England the 
undisputed supre1ne Lodge of The 
World etc . Westin inster Abbey holds 
1nuch of th is  hidden power. B i l l  Betts 
writes a thoughtfu l  art ic le  on crop 
fonnations and the '"1nessage 

., 
fron1 

poss ib le  "'outside agenc ies'� .  A one 
day " 'science exh ibit ion'' at London ' s  
Sc ience Museum features pictures 
frmn M ars by a Russian Phobos 
probe . . .  dead s i l ence fro1n the 
M usetnn s ince and only a short News 
I ten1 on Channe l  4 TV afternoon .  A 
Br i t i sh scient i st speak i ng at the 
exhibit ion descri bes the feature as 
' " l i ke looking at Los Angeles frmn the 
a i r" ,  but the i n fra red . C hr i s  
R o b i n s o n ' s  ro l e  a s  a ' "d rea in 
detective'' has got h im an invi tation to 
be '"tested'' at The Arizona Un iversity 
of  H um an Energi es  Laboratory. 
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Rapport cmnes b i-1nonthl y  at a suggested price of £ 1 . 50 .  The 
WSG is on ly  open to non-skept ics and witnesses. No 
1ne1nbershi p  fee.  Try M i ke R utter on 0 1 296 489  295 . 

U FO M AGAZI N E  chock ful l  of very interesting 
i nformation in the Apri l i ssue as was the M arch d itto. 
Archetypical UFO's  goi ng back centuri es. Underwater c it ies 
pre-dat ing pyramids ? 200 1 crop fonnations.  Japanese fi lms  
of U FO ' s . The d isappearance of the L unar rovers. BBC 
b lockage of crop docmnentaries.  L unar art ifacts. Pol ice 
Officer� s UFO ev idence gathers support .  Those '"secret'' 
papers recent ly  released . . .  or not ! Recent meteors . . .  and the 
one that zigzagged ! St i l l  only £2 .50  frmn good shops or subs 
£24 .50  annual l y  for 1 2  i ssues or two years at £45 .00. Q P I L, 
Val ley Fann Way, Wakefield Road, Stotn1on, Leeds� LS 1 0  
1 SE, West Yorks .  One notes the often suggested al l i ance 
with UK groups seemingly cmning about . . .  the grass roots of 
U FOlogy ! 

OVNI . . .  On1ar Fowler' s great Phenomena Research 
Associat ion of Derbyshi re pub l icat ion . . .  b i-n1onthly at a quid 
a t i tne ! "'At the Cutt ing Edge'' i t  says and so it i s  ! On1ar' s  
regular phone-in  broadcasts o n  Radio Derby bri ngs in  1nany 
UFO cases . . .  Those flying triangles in part icular. A 
1nysterious '"whi te van�' with d i sh aeria l  that arrived at a 
triangle  s ight ing three days l ater. More than ONE 
coincidence. That near-1n i ss asteroid of March 8th, recorded 
four days l ater ! Bet B la ir  and co knew about it though ! 
Larger than that 1 908 Tunguska one that exp loded. Major 
flying triangle  i n  East Sussex February 1 5 th during a 
stunn ing ten tn inutes. Ahnost a S U FOG n1eet ing n ight  
again ! C lassic Adan1ski  era saucer near B i rn1 ingham Ai rport 
5 th January. F lyi ng triangle seen over Belgimn 1 968/69 ! 
U FO Museum opens i n  Turkey 1 8th January 2002 ! 1 870 
''"C I GA R'' photo over Mount Washington up for auction ! A 
very good magazine, long runn ing, frmn 94 The C i rc le, 
S infin. Derby. DE24 9H .  

T H E  A U STRA L I AN U FO B U LLETIN . . .  pub l i shed by  
the V ICTORIAN U . F.O RESEARCH SOCI ETY . . .  March 
2002 . . .  and packed ful l  of sightings of smne significance 
frmn not only '"Down Under" but world-wide, along with 
other i nteresting a11 ic les etc . Even a July 7th extra 1neeting at 
Moorabbin  Airport, Men tone. A i r  1nuseun1 nearby . F l ight 
learning avai l ab le  ! Etc . Can ' t  i tnagine THAT in  the UK . . .  as 
yet ! Crop c i rc les, land ings� leaving traces, etc, l i sted . 
I mplants at1 ic le  via M U FON USA organ ization and printed 
in TH E U FO EN IGMA i ssue October 200 1 in St. Louis, MO 
63 1 3 1 .  Coverage of that Mothn1an n1ovie.  George Fi l er ' s  
F i les frmn the Uni ted States, Braz iL  Mexico, Hawai i ,  Turkey 
and even Richn1ond, Yorkshire . . .  the l atter concern ing the 
di sappearance of a sheep fron1 a flock . . .  my read ing at the 

11 
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last SUFOG tneeti ng causing 1nuch h i lari ty 
unprintable i n  a fmni l y  n1agazine ! A 1 94 1  ·•crashed'' 
saucer WITH DEAD ENTITIES ,  M issourL detai l s  
by a Reverend Huffn1an, ··cal l ed i n'' by authori t ies to 
the scene ! • •B lacked o uf' document segment and 
photo of ••dead al i en' '  on a " 'Majest ic Document" 
websi te. Another art ic le  by our own Gordon 
Creighton of FSR tnagazine tel l s  of a huge U FO 
fi hned in Argent ina June 23rd 200 1 .  At least 3 1  
other incidents frmn Down U nder regions fo l low. 
Try Victorian U . F .O  Research Society, Po Box 1 043 ,  
Moorabbin, Victoria, 3 1 89, Austra l ia  . . .  a worthwhi le 
addit ion to YOU R knowledge of this ongoing 
world-wide enign1a. 

U FO N EWSCLI PPING S E RVICE can be cal led 
"tnagazine'' types as it  is so thick  and fu l l  of 
sightings and ed ited by none other than Luc ius 
Fari sh . . .  a nmne reckoned with over rnany years . 
The stap led together 20  pager i s  a col lect ion of 
cutti ngs on crop c i rc les, bigfoot, al iens, U FO ' s  etc 
etc . An item on the new Me!  G ibson fi l m  ·•s igns'' i s  
i ntrigueing because it features crop c irc les and one in  
part icu lar ! The  actual fonnation was fi l med in 1 993 
at Kennewick, WA, and was both huge and unique in 
design . . .  who ever des igned i t  ! Strange effects on 
people and fann tnach inery were reported by farn1er 
Baten1an subsequently although he doesn ' t  think 
•·al iens'' d id i t .  A Disc losure Project enthusiast i s  a lso 
touring the States with books, l ectures, fi l n1 s  etc, 
with the stunning evidence by bel ievable  wi tnesses 
which was l argley ignored by the world n1ed ia.  The 
V i s itors. Al iens, whatever your choice, are sti l l 1nuch 
in the United States new j udging from these cuttings. 
Area 5 1  a lso features. A lso a long art ic le  from the 
C ITY PAPER Washington with cartoon style  
i l l ustrat ions.  ' 'Who' s  out there?'' asks one  cutting 
fol lowed by ··A l iens are out there'' in  another. 
Bonnybridge and Wrexhatn In the UK are 
newsworthy iten1s here and world-wide i t  seeiTIS .  
West Yorksh i re, Vancouver. Las V egas. crop 
forn1at ions, catt le  n1uti lations back, Mothn1an . . .  
THE TRUTH . . .  N ikola Tesla, B igfoot in  Texas, 
Atlanti s . . .  i f s  al l here in the U FO CUTTINGS 
col l ection . . .  and why not ? Our own Steve G,  
Ti 1nothy Good. etc. a l l  send in  cutt i ngs . . .  where tny 
own probabl y  end up via Steve ! Surely proof, 
if  proof i s  sti l l  needed, that U FO ' s  and the 
PARANORMAL is  being i ncreas ingly experienced 
world-wide and, in the end, THE TRUTH W I L L  
OUT ! 

(Cont. from page 15) 

Or even nuts . . .  I approached th i s  one with 
caut ion . J ust as wel l  s ince Rees has pub l i shed 
a book on a l ien l i fe . . .  t i t le  ··our Cos1n ic  
Habitat" . . .  ( Weidenfe ld and N icol son)  
Studded with gems  such as  ' we haven ' t  been 
vi sited doesn ' t  n1ean that al iens don ' t  ex i st '  
and he i s  open minded about the exi stence of 
al iens even though he doesn ' t  bel ieve we 've 
found then1 yet ' . 

I rest my case . . .  for now ! Al though . . .  here 
we go again ! . . .  THE DAI LY MAI L didn ' t  
print M Y  provocative and t o  the point letter 
on the Fortean Ti tnes and the subsequent 
unsat i sfactory Channel 4 TV spot. The Dai ly  
Mai l however. pri nted a l etter fron1 a Mrs. J .  
H i l l i ard of Skegness on  the 1 2th Apri l ,  
rebutting the F ortean Times and the 
Astrono1ner Royal ' s  v iews on U FO's. quot ing 
her fan1 i l y ' s  s ightings over their  hmne during 
the 200 1 l unar ecl ipse. 'one of 1nany 
s ight ings ' in an area of ' high RAF act ivi ty '  
but ' none can be  attributed to  the 1n i l i tary, to 
quote. Certain ly  the 200 1 object sounds very 
tnuch a ··u FO'' whatever that n1 ight be . S i l ent, 
abrupt change of d irection, orange heart 
shaped etc . 

SU FOG EXPENSES. 

Dear 1nembers, 

Due to my PC dying and cost ing £200 to 
repair  and tny 2nd video recorder dying and 
cost ing £ 1 50 to replace, I have decided to take 
son1e n1oney fron1 group funds to pay towards 
the repai rs/new equipn1ent. I never take 
1noney frmn the group in the past (Only for 
our web s i te) ,  and as I use the PC for approx . 
80% of the t in1e, and the v ideo recorder so1ne 
70% of the t i 1ne for the group, why should  I 
have to d ig i n  1ny own very e1npty pockets al l 
the t ime to supplen1ent the group. If  the 
co1nputer is not repaired, then the newsletter 
w i l l  have to be put to bed . Th is  sti l l  leaves 
approx . £ 1 1 5 .00 in the S U FOG bank account 
as of the end of Apri l 2002. 

Steve Gerrard ( S U FOG Chairn1an) 
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When we talk  about who' s  who in  the world 
of ghost ly  I nvest igations� one nmne that always 
springs to m ind is that of seasoned researcher 
Peter Underwood. Peter is a Iona standina 0 0 

n1en1ber of the Society for Psych ical Research� 
Patron of the Ghost Research Foundation, and 
President of the Ghost C lub Soc iety. He  has 
spent over half a century research ing the 
paranorn1al and thi s. h i s  46111 book features 
unpub l ished n1aterial and never before seen 
i l l ustrat ions perta in ing to the tnost haunted 
house i n  England . Borley Rectory . 

M uch has been said about Borley Rectory 
son1e of i t  con1plete and utter nonsense, one 
th ings for sure, j ust l i ke the Roswe l l  I nc ident 
the Borley haunt ing's have their own fai r  share 
of 1nany witnesses to test ify to the oft scary 
occurrences. The actual Rectory burned down 
in  a n1ysterious fire back in  1 93 9  (predicted by 
an ouija board session) but Borley Church st i l l  
stands and i t  too can test ify to lots of 
paranonnal  occurrences which i n  point of fact 
cont i nue to this day.  So, does th i s  book te l l  us 
anything new� has i t  anything tnore to offer 
than the n1any other books of the smne i l k  ! 
· You betcha it does·  ! 

Br iefly for those readers who are new to the 
subj ect of thi s n1ajor  Bri t i sh case. Borley 
Rectory was situated on the borders of Essex 
and S uffo lk  and was bui lt in 1 863 (on the s i te 
of an earl ier bu i ld ing) .  Various people 
occupied i t  notably the Reverend Harry Bu l l  
and h i s  fan1 i l y  and i t  was during the Bu l l ' s  
res idency at Borl ey that strange and qu i te 
frighten ing things occurred .  Footsteps were 
heard walk ing along the dark corridors yet 
noth ing or nobody was seen.  Strange sn1el l s. 
the sound of k itchen bel l s  ri nging, a phantom 
coach and horses would  race at an a lanni ng 
rate near the Rectory� a ghost ly  nun was seen 
n1any t in1es walk ing outside in the Rectory 
grounds.  Scrawled n1essages would  appear 
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iriside on the wal l s  of the Rectory and on scraps of 
paper. Cold spots and ghost ly voices were but son1e 
of the tnany reported strange things that occuned i n  
this  gloomy V ictorian m ansion house. I t  was the 
paranorn1al I nvest igator' s dreatn case, but for those 
who l ived i n  the Rectory i t  was certain ly  nothing of 
the k ind and caused tnany a s leepless n ight. O .K .  
l et ' s  take a l ook a t  why th i s  book shines above the 
other books that I ' ve read about Borley. The fi rst 
chapter of the book is n1ade up fron1 the author' s 
lecture notes from lectures given to the Royal 
Photographic Society� the Ghost C l ub Society, and 
the Soc iety for Psych ical Research .  

The author tel l s  us that the  Rectory was bui l t  
around a courtyard and a great bel l  was hung high 
up  in  the courtyard to get the attention of househol d  
n1embers, however, th is  bel l d idn ' t  a lways wait  to 
be rung natural ly  and would often ring very loudly 
of i t 's  own accord .  The author was given thi s  bel l  
and i t  now hangs i n  h is  h01ne� a lthough h e  te l l s h i s  
readers that as  yet, i t  hasn't  n1ysteriously rang of  
i t ' s  own accord, he ' s  sti l l  wait ing ! The Reverend 
Harry B u l l  was quoted as say ing that spirits always 
seemed to do n1undane th ings and that when he d ied 
and if there was a l i fe after death, he would cotne 
back and tlu·ow n1oth bal l s  around, .. so1nethi ng 
d ifferent on wou ld  say ' . M any years l ater after the 
death of Harry Bu lL  son1e researchers were enteri na 0 

Borley Rectory and were aston ished to be met and 
hit by mothbal l s  ! ! The early part of the book gives 
us numerous eye-witness test i tnonies fr01n people 
who have seen what was termed · The B l ue Nun' . 
The three Bu l l  s i sters fi rst saw the nun back on the 
28111 of Ju ly  1 900. Even after Borley Rectory was 
destroyed by fire, many people sti l l  c lai tn to see thi s  
sad w01nan walk ing along the grounds near the s i te 
of the o ld Rectory. The author continues with 
i ncident after i nc ident of strange phen01nena, 
eventua l ly  the .. goings on' in the Rectory reached 
the ears of one of B ri tain � s fore1nost psychica l  
researchers at  that t i tne, one H arry Price. Harry first 
cmne to Borley Rectory in 1 929 thi nk ing that this 
would be a short l ived case, how wrong he was ! ! 
One of the things that Harry Price did was to 
excavate the cel lars, and dur ing the excavation he 
found hmnan retnains of which a dental suraeon 0 

confirn1ed were that of a young won1an . The sku l l  
showed a deep-seated abscess which would have 
given anyone considerable pain .  The s ightings of 
the nun were always of a sad young w01nan who 
appeared to have been cryi ng. Could th i s  skul l have 
belonged to her ! 
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The author a lso te l l s  that many people who have 
v i s i ted Bore ly  Rectory found tnuch to the ir  surpri se 
that their  camera equiptnent mal functioned, or that 
on develop1nent of their photographs, they found, 
n1uch to their  surpri se " extra i 1nages ' on the i r  
photographs ! ! Pat1 2 of the  book detai l s  a 1 94  7 B BC 
radio  broadcast entitl ed,  " The Haunted Rectory ' . 
Th i s  detai l s  test i tnony frotn witnesses and al so those 
who l i ved in the Rectory p lus the test in1ony of 
researcher Harry Price. Th i s  is a fasc inating scri pt to 
read tnore so because ifs  com ing back into the 
publ i c  d01nain for the first t i tne in many years, and it 
real ly  shows how strong the en1ot ions were at that 
t i tne.  Son1ething e l se which is a lso seeing the l ight  
of day for the first t ime is  the so cal led • Anonymous 
Letter' ! Th i s  concerns a letter written by someone 
and sent i nto the Edi tor of the Suffo lk  Free Press. 
The l etter was eventual l y  given over to Harry Price 
who bel ieved it to be genuine .  Basica l ly  it  concerns 
the v ision by two n1en, of the by now infan1ous 
' coach and horses ' .  Both 1nen not only wi tnessed this 
coach and horses race by thetn almost knock ing then1 
to the ground, but were aston i shed at ifs  fi nal 
departure, and what n1akes thi s  departure so specia l  ! 
Read the book and find out i t ' s  certa in ly d ifferent ! !  
Lucie Meeker_ fonnal l y  the secretary and l ibrarian of 
Harry Price ' s  National laboratory of psychica l  
research te l l s  of the n ight they both spent at  Barley 
Rectory in  which Harry occupied the famous and 
very haunted " B l ue Ro01n ' .  Both Lucie and Harry 
were not to be d i sappointed and quite an incred ible  
paranonnal night was nervously enjoyed by both of 
which the events are descri bed in  ful l , (how I wish I 
had have been there ! ! )  

There i s  so tnany incredib le  events that the author 
relates in  th i s  book al l fron1 wi tnesses who were 
there who experienced thi ngs fi rst hand, that you 
begin  to th ink · ·surely nothing can top all this ' '  I 
But I found there were even n1ore i ncredib le 
occurrences, and again the fol lowing i s  probably the 
first t i 1ne th is  has been told, certain ly  in book fonn . 
We are told that the late Montague E l l en1an a fonner 
journal i st v is i ted the ruins of Barley Rectory in 1 946, 
whi l st there, he picked up a 1 7  inch charred piece of 
oak beam . O .K .  noth ing the tnatter with that so far, 
but th is  is where it gets i nteresting. He vis i ted his 
man·ied si ster in  London and p laced the p iece of oak 
beatn in  h is  bedroom and went downstai rs to d inner. 
Sudden ly fr01n upstairs ca1ne the sound of i ntense 
shrieking, h i s  s ister catne downstai rs and said that 
she had seen what l ooked l i ke a b lack garbed nun 
stand ing 1notion less in his roon1 ! he hadn 't ' '  to ld h is  

-------- - --- - --

s i ster anything about this p iece of wood. ! 
Mr Elehnan's brother M i ke was also a witness 
to strange phenon1enon whi l st he was in  a 
ro01n wh ich harboured thi s  very select p iece 
of Borley h i story .  Mr E le ln1an also took thi s 
p iece of wood to h is  fiancee ' s  parent ' s  house 
i n  Surrey, and once tnore the supernatural 
intervened . Shuffl ing and footsteps were 
heard i n  the home, which they cou ldn' t  
account for. Mr Ele lman was quoted as  saying 
at the t i 1ne, "// looked as ff movinK the wood 

was like shaking up ginger beer. which 
became all fuss and activity until it sellled 

down again ' '. And what becmne of this 
mnazing artefact !  Again read the book to find 
out. 

The author then relates his first ever visit to 
Borley Rectory in  1 94 7 and his  account 
1nakes for very i nterest i ng read ing. However 
ifs  the chapter on Louis  Mayerl ing, who ' s  
book, " We Faked The Ghosts O f  Borley 
Rectory ' (pub l i shed in  2000) that tru ly  shows 
the reader that thi s  chap was · barking mad ' .  
H i s  book i s  ful l  o f  so 1nany i naccurac ies and 
fals i ties that a prize should  be given to h i 1n for 
the tal l est tale th is  s ide of Jupiter ! ! !  Louis  
maintains that the Borley case was the biggest 
hoax in h i story, yet when researcher A lan 
Roper l ooked i nto Lou is ' s  background and 
checked h i s  facts how he reached h i s  
conclusions, he found Louis ' s P inocch io l ies 
were everywhere, even his bi rth cet1 ificate 
was fal se in the respect that it  did not state 
what he was c lain1 ing. Louis did adn1 it in a 
B BC TV progran1n1e in  Decen1ber 2000, that 
he had exaggerated ' here and there'  ( I ' l l  say ! )  

The author then presents numerous eye 
witness test i 1nonies, 1nany of which are given 
over for the first t i 1ne.  We a lso learn of the 
attacks by fel low researches on the cred ibi l i ty 
of Harry Price, again  total ly  unwarranted and 
they waited unti l he was dead to say these 
things. The final segn1ent of the book relates 
to Peter Underwood ' s  v i sit to Harry Price ' s  
h01ne o n  the river Arun at Pulborough i n  
Sussex where h e  tnet u p  wi th Harry ' s  widow 
Constance Mary Price, and Peter' s  wonderfu l  
sty le of writ ing tnakes you feel that you too 
are inside the hon1e of Harry Price. Th i s  is a 
wonderful  book and a joy to read, much of the 
info.nnation in thi s  book is  being presented for 
the very fi rst t in1e and the never before 
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tnentioned witnesses who tel l  graphical l y  
what they have seen, wel l  i f  you don' t  get 
shivers running up and down your spine 
after reading th is, then you never wi l l .  
Borley Rectory wi l l  a lways b e  ren1en1bered 
as the biggest case in the annals of the 
supen1atural and qui te rightly too . On thi s  
evi dence, i t  deserves i t .  

Reviewed by M a lcolm  Robinson, S P I  ( England)/ 
BU FORA. Spi_spi@hotma i l .com 

Still C rying After 20 Yea rs ! ! ! 

I n1ust adn1 it I cried my eyes out 
at the age of 39  yrs o ld  . . .  ! ! ! Why you 1nay 
ask. Wel l �  it i s  the 20th Anniversary of 
E.T (The Extraterrestria l )  and the new 
edit ion has hi t  the l arge screen. I took tny 
youngest son phi l ip (aged 1 1  yrs o ld)  along 
to hold  tny hand. I retnember, when I saw 
it when I was around 1 9  yrs old,  I cried 1ny 
eyes out . .  Nothing has changed in  the last 
20 years then ! ! 

The atmiversary edit ion i nc ludes scenes 
��������������������� that were not shown when � h� the screens 
in 1 982, and the fi ln1 has not changed at a l l .  E .T  takes a switn in E l l iott ' s  bath and we see n1ore when� 
E .T .  i s  dying� when the house i s  taken over by the authorit ies and they are trying to save E.T' s l i fe .  
The sound track and the  fi ln1 qual i ty i s  as  good as ever and has  been digital l y  enhanced with Dolby 
surround . So, I am a b ig  baby, but I atn proud of i t .  E .T .  i s  just good fam i l y  fun� and okay� thi s  tnay 
not be the way we eventual l y  are i ntroduced to E .T .  but, what the heck, it  is nice to dreatn . Go and 
see E .T.  if you can and l ive a drean1 and s l i p  into the in1aginary world  of E .T . ,  because, one day, it 
won' t  be i n1aginary, i t  n1ay j ust con1e true . . . . 

STAR WARS EPI SODE 2.  

The trai l ers for Star Wars : Episode 2 a t  the p i ctures are stunn ing and l ook as  i f  i t  l i ves up  to  the 
reputation of the prev ious Star Wars 1novies.  The fighting scenes and batt les, are breath taking and 
thi s  again� i s  another fi l n1 to lose yourse l f  i n  and just s l i p  into an in1aginary world .  Although not on 
general release unti l the 1 6th M ay 2002 in  the Un ited K ingdotn ,  n1y son and I have a lready booked 
our seats for what l ooks to be yet another Star Wars epi c  . .  

MAY T HE FORCE BE WIT H YOU . .  ! ! ! !  
COM I NG TO A C I N E M A  SC R E E N  N EA R  YOU . . .  

MAY 1 6TH 2002 . . .  

" ' 
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A WONDERFUL DAY IN 

DORCHESTER ..  

Or:  It should n ' t  have happened to a 

SUFOG Chairman ! ! !  

Wel l ,  i t  was when I set out on the 60 n1 inute 
drive to Dorchester on tny lonesmne. Over the 
years, I have attended a nun1ber of conferences 
with the S U FOG table with great success. So it 
was I t raveled wi th a feel i ng that SUFOG would 
walk away with a few tnore pennies .  Li t t le  did I 
know what lay ahead ! 

I always ask if  n1en1bers can lend a hand and 
wel l  in advance ( 1 2  tnonths ! ! ! ) , but it was not to 
be. So, I packed the car at 7 a . In .  on Sunday the 
t11 Apri l and headed off i nto the bright n1orning 
sun l ight and I arrived at around 8 . 1 0  a. tn .  I 
parked the car outside, unpacked the car and set 
up the table .  I tnet Chri s  Mart in  and had a good 
chat and the doors opened at 9 . 30  a . In .  People 
cmne in and looked around the tab les but no 
sales .  Chris Mm1in opposite me see1ned to be 
do ing a brisk trade in videotapes .  B reak, fo l lowed 
by l unch and then the afternoon break .  By 2 p .m .  
I had so ld £ 1 4 ' s worth of goods. Chr i s  Mart in  
said that he had sold over £350  worth of v ideo­
tapes and was head ing hon1e at 4 p .n1 .  By around 
5 p .n1 .  two people had subscribed to S UFOG and 
our total takings/sales had reached a staggeri ng 
£30 ! !  I packed up and headed hon1e at around 
7 p . In .  and arr ived hmne at 8 . 3 0  p .n1 . .  

So what had I achieved i n  1 2  hrs . . .  a som· ass ' 

to start wi th, as I had to s i t  with the SUFOG table 
a l l  day ! ! !  Frmn the £30, I took £ 1 0 petroL and we 
had to give smnething towards the draw (David 
Kingston does not charge for tables) ,  and that 
was another £7 ( Double video) . A lso, I d id a 
SU FOG draw, and fron1 th i s  we 1nade £5 
( inc l uded in  the £30) ,  and the prize was a book 
(£ 1 0) and 2 yrs S U FOG tnetnbersh i p  (£ 1 4) .  So, 
what d id S UFOG tnake fron1 th is  venture : A 
sti nk ing total loss of - £ 1 1 .00.  

This  was part ly because, doing the draw (which 
we do very successfu l ly  nonnal ly) ,  was that I was 
unable to go around sel l i ng the t i ckets. A lso, even 
sel l i ng n1agazines at 1 Op each, people were not 
even interested. So, I have to re-th ink what we 
are sel l ing at such ventures. I have binned a l l  the 
o ld  1nagazines I books I had and I intend to do a 
review of such ventures in the future.  

One final note, if  S U FOG i s  invi ted to have a 

tab le at such a venture again (and we have on the 
1 9th October in London) ,  and if no one offers to 
go along to help, then I an1 NOT going on tny 
own again ,  l ike at Dorchester wast ing 1 2  hrs, and 
a lso a days leave the fol l owing day ever again .  

The bal l i s  in  t he  group metnber' s court . 

Copyright Steve Gerrard (SU FOG) 2002 

SKY WATC H : SATURDAY 20TH 

APRI L 2002. 

Thi s  was one of the first chances we had or 
carrying out  a sky watch due to the weekend 
weather we have encountered over the previous 
months. A few phone cal l s  were n1ade between 
7 .30  p . In .  and 8 . 30  p . 1n .  and we decided to go 
ahead although the moon was rather hazy. We 
(B i l l ,  Jean, Mark, Andy and myse l f) n1et at the 
l ocal sky watch tneet ing point and walked 
towards the h i l l . . .  Suddenly, we saw a very 
bright white l ight i n  the sky coming towards us at 
what appeared to be a l ow alt itude. Suddenly ,  i t  
j ust d i sappeared, l ike turn ing off a l ight . . .  Was 
th is  an mnen for the n ight to come ? 

On anival at our site, we found our usual bench 
and set up cmnp and wai ted expectant ly . . .  We 
saw a number of sate l l i tes and one or two strange 
l ights . . .  aircraft l ights i n  orig in . . .  and we saw the 
p lanetary al ignn1ent . . .  We had a very good and 
jov ial t in1e and by 00 .30 a .n1 . ,  with us al l having 
to be up between 7 and 8 a . tn .  decided to cal l i t  a 
n ight. 

Okay, we did not see anything worthy of 
not ing . . .  Maybe the fi rst l ight we saw . . .  
Maybe . . . .  M aybe not . . .  As for the rest of the 
n ight, enjoyable and very soc iable  . Our next sky 
watch is p lanned for the 26th Apri l and who 
knows, thi s 1naybe the n ight when we con1e face 
to face with E .T. and al l of his friends . . .  Oh look, 
a p ig has j ust flown past n1y window . . .  

More sky watches are p lanned and Steve Rider, 
SUFOG secretary and sky watch organizer has 
drawn up a questionnai re that we wi l l  be sending 
out in  the very near future for your suggest ions 
and con1ments .  Where would you l ike us to hol d  
a sky watch if  you could attend o n  ei ther a Friday 
or Saturday even ing? 

Steve Gerrard ©2002 SUFOG 
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"With Friends Like These . . .  " 

By Ern ie Sears. 

Stunned be l ief tnust have been written on tny 
wizened face as I watched the very brief. . Seven 
tn inutes ? .. U FO spot on the Richard and Judy 
Show, Tuesday 9th Apri l , after the hooha 
sten1n1 ing from the Fortean Titnes putdown of 
the whole  U FO enign1a in the Dai ly M ai l of the 
6th . The chosen twoson1e of Georgina Bruni 
( ' "You can �t Tel l  the People'' . .  Authoress of the 
Rendlesham affair  update) and J udith Jafaar, 
B UFORA '·Tra in ing Officer" and other posi ­
t ions  with in  BU FORA, d id  thei r best (or  worst? )  
in  the l im ited t in1e against the  someti tnes i nane 
cotntnents of Richard (h i s  known forte) .  Hav ing 
been consulted tnyse lf  by the progratnme'  s 
organiser Zoe the previous  day and offered the 
opportunity of appearing on the show. . .  as 
Steve G was (he was work ing and unable)  and 
others . . .  I was qu i te wi l l ing to go . . .  See ing 
J ud ith descri bed as the '"scept ic' '  as a ln1ost . . .  
but not quite, unbe l i evable ! Her brief but 
p tmgent attack on apparent ly the bu lk of U FO 
s ight i ngs. inc idents etc. conden1 ned al l 
witnesses . . .  i nc lud ing, as it d id ,  p i lots, tni l i tary 
and other observers et a l . . .  as being badly 
· n1 i stake' in  · 1n is ident i ticat ions'  whi l e  the tnere 
idea of true "a l iens · as such ban i shed to the 
real n1s  of the i mpossib le .  One wonders . . .  not 
for the fi rst t i tne . . .  why she holds her posit ion i n  
B U FORA, and, currently, why she i sn ' t  o n  the 
staff of Fortean T in1es ! Sorry to be so b lunt .  . .  
and apologies are wel l  n1eant s ince at n1y own 
BUFORA invited talk in Novetnber 2000 J udith 
and her partner Male Robinson treated n1e wel l  
at the ir  l ovely h01ne. However, J udith d id  ALL 
of us  a d is-service, even del ivering an  insul t  to 
those of us who have " 'had the experiences'' . . .  
which she patent ly  hasn ' t !  Anyone th ink ing of 
confiding the i r  very personal experiences to 
B U FORA wi l l  now be g iv ing p the i dea ! Were I 
not total ly  c01nmitted to the TRUTH I 'd be 
seriously reth ink ing n1y 1nen1bersh i p !  Poor 
Georgina Bruni  was l ost for words and could 
onl y  j ust shake her head a lthough she put  good 
points to as the suggest ion that the Rend leshan1 
affa i r  was so tn e h o w  l i nked  to the  
Cash-Landrmn d i tto 1n  Texas . . .  J ud i th 
obviously has tn is i nterpreted some of the 
i n1portant d ifferences. 

No no no ! The progratntne p lanners did a 

poor job . . .  try ing to excuse thetn because of the 
t in1e l i n1 itat ions on a sombre day of the Royal 
funera l . . .  a lso featured on the s ixty tn inute 
progran1n1e . . .  is about a l l I can offer when 
detern1 ined and erroneous efforts were made to 
bury the hatchet firn1 ly  in the heads of U FOlogy ! 
A s in1 i lar cOintnunication to th is  i s  on the way to 
Channel Four. . .  and possib ly  to the B U FORA 
Bul l et in  M agazine . . . . 

"SCEPTICISM AS MYSTIQU E" 

I s  the explanatory t i t le to the eight page screed 
that Col in Bennett sent tne . . .  explained modestly,  
cons idering, i t 's  contents and sweep, of the b low 
by blow talk Col i n  gave at that controversia l  
Fortean Times Unconvention on the 6th Apri l 
2002 at the Con1n1onwealth I nstitute London and 
which forn1s  ' Appendix  One of his forthcon1 ing 
new book on Charles Fort. 

If the whole U FOlogical n1ovement needs a 
chan1pion . . .  and i t  DOES . . .  Col  in  shows h i s  
mett le  i n  thi s  role  with some hard h i tt ing and 
factual argmnents that tears to shreds the 
i nd iv idual and in total scept ic i s1n that we' ve seen 
i·n the past and very recent ly .  The fact that he stood 
up against the Fortean Ti mes c l ique whose tongue 
in the cheek s ideswipes at UFO's  i ncreasingly 
over the years lost them n1any readers . . .  I know of 
s ix such personal ly ,  myself i nc luded ! Points from 
Col in ' s  talk . . .  n1uch of i t  a scholarly epist le 
indeed . . .  show how scept ic istn usual ly  a l l i es itse lf  
wi th  establ i shed Authori ty . . .  and ' Chronic cu l tura l  
scepttc1 sn1 is  a dangerous inte l lectual a l lergy ' . . .  
what we see a in1ed at the paranonnal or 
anon1alous as ' an i l l usion ' .  Whereas " ' local" 
scept ic i stn is whol ly healthy. I t  protects us, the 
actual experiencers, against the ' statements of 
pol i tic ians'  to quote Col  in  freely . . .  Lord knows 
we' re aware of that ! 

Bri t i sh born gen i us duri ng the last war 
was suppressed, even its proponents " 'put down", 
if they were ei ther hotnosexual or even 
heterosexual . . .  Col in gives exact detai l s . He says 
scept ical forces can destroy l ives, i ntel lectual l i fe, 
restrict knowledge, and cause nat ional dec l i ne .  
Can we not see th is  currentl y? Den ial of  
THE TRUTH? I was acquainted wi th  I sl e  of 
Wight aerodynatn ic i st Leonard Cran1p in  the 
seventies . . .  he wrote the definit ive ' 'Piece for a 
J igsaw'' which  '"proved" George Adamsk i ' s  . . .  and 
others . . .  U FO encounters to be THE TRUTH.  I 
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even stood i n  for Leonard . . .  not very wel l  ! ! ! . . .  · 
on a Radio V ictory ( Portstnouth) broadcast 
when I was a BU FORA representat ive, when an 
i l l ness overtook h in1 !  The presenter was a paid 
sceptic !  Col i n  Bennetf s talk  c lai tns  that Cran1p 
was, l i ke AdatnskL a U FO contactee. No 
surpri se ! I t  takes one to recognise one ! 

I n  a current act of '"conspiracy'' , " an organ i sed 
attack on the i cons of U FOiogy' has becon1e 
evident. I personal ly  see i t  as "'desperation'' 
fron1 i ncreasing events in  tny l i fe and that of 
others. S FOG, the Southan1pton U FO Group. 
has fi l n1s, personal and group experiences on the 
i ncrease in the l ast few years which would,  and 
does, send '"sceptics'' runn ing in  fear ! As we 
saw fron1 that traitorous Richard and Judy show 
" ' i nspi red'' by the Fot1ean Ti tnes • t i ny tned ia 
i tetn , '"se lf  decept ion'', ' "hal l uc inations''. and 
outright "'fraud and hoax i ng'', were the weapons 
brought into p lay against THE TRUTH . . .  in · 
Col i n  Bennett ' s  talk . . .  which I regard as s in1p ly 
bri l l iant . . .  we see the age o ld war between 
' be l ief systems'  as he cal l s  i t .  Very tel l i ng i s  
Col  i n ·  s staten1ent i n  a welter of  such i s  ' whether 
scept ics replace U FO's  with spots before the 
eyes, supersonic pe l icans. ( re Arnold ! ). or n1arsh 
gas. they show that the one thing Explanation 
does is make you go away ' .  " Divert ing attention 
from the original target ' .  Shakespeare ' s  p lays 
used a d ialogue between i nner and outer 
states . . .  he recogn i sed T H E  A L L  as n1any of us 
cal l it. Who was it said son1ething l ike " i f  thou 
p ick a flower, thou wi l l  change a star' . . .  or 
such . . .  a saying I have used in n1y on MSS .  
Thus the j okes about Adan1ski ' s  '"water cooler'' 
scoutships are st i l l  in our culture . . .  we see then1 
used on chi ldren ' s  sweet packets . . .  or n1ed ia 
cat1oon ' s  . . .  al though one notes an i ncrease in 
those TV con1n1erc ia l s  of sprightly and sn1 i l ing . 
'"grey ' s'' float ing about doing i tnpossib le  th ings 
with the product. (one such carries the words 
' "zero grav i ty'' ! )  p rovi ng,  n1aybe, that 
smnewhere. and by whon1 .  TH E TH RUTH I S  
COM ING ! 

I have unashamedl y  leaned heav i ly  on the 
words of Col in Bennett . . .  " smne sort of geni us '  
i s  the  descript ive phrase that springs to  tn ind . . .  
he is  a l so a very brave n1an to enter the l i sts 
against the ' "Ev i l  B lack Knight" ! Having 
thoroughly enjoyed h is  recent Adatnski book 
" 'Looking For Orthon'' ( Parav iew Press), (a lso 
avai lable frmn S U FOG ' s  editorial address) I ' tn 

looking forward very tnuch to h is  book on Charles 
Fort ,  ' "Po l i tics of the I tnaginat ion'' (Pub l i shers 
Cri t ical V ision)  £ 1 2 .99 due out 27th May 2002 . 

©Ernie Sears SU FOG PRO. Apri l 2002 . 

ODDS AND E N DS . . .  B UT NOT AL WAYS ! 
BY E RN I E  SEARS. 

An i ntended col l ection of i tetns that don ' t  fit 
anywhere e l se and which may wel l  suit the 
ongoing demand for tnore such ! 

" 'A l iens and Marketing" says it ' s  an overv iew of 
how con1pan ies use the U FO phenomenon to 
tnarket the ir  products and comes in a neat package 
of pages written and produced by one Steward 
Edwards, BA, ACA, SCEA. Stewart has picked up 
on recent SUFOG iten1s such as al ien orientated 
confectionary for k ids . . .  a good point you ' l l 
agree? I recently spotted an example on TV 
concen1ing a " 'new flavour'' Mars bar which has a 
real l y  l i fe l ike "'grey'' float ing around . . .  spindly 
l egs etc and those b ig eyes . . .  but it  was the words 
"'Zero Gravity'' beneath wh ich n1ade me bl ink .  I 
tnean, what has that got to do with a chocolate 
based bar? Heard on that Disclosure Project a 
short wh i le ago . . .  largely ignored by the 1nedia  . . .  
but "'Zero Gravity'' . . .  hiTIITI ! I al so saw a bowl of 
sn1al l Easter Eggs in  n1y local shop with an al ien 
n1ot if.  Tak ing th is  further, what l i es behind it 
REALLY? Brainwashing a future generat ion? 
Preparing thetn? Add the cunent ET The 
Extraterrestrial updated version go ing the 
ci nen1at ic round . . .  i s  i t  j ust for the money for 
Spielberg? Then there ' s  THE MOTHMAN 
PROPHECIES . . .  how tnany kids or even adults 
would KNOW about the goings on in the USA 
backwoods of Mount Pleasant in  the sixties that 
spawned a book by i nvestigator/ experiencer John 
Keel ?  Then there ' s  the repeat of ' "Ridd le  of the 
Skies'' which I saw over Easter Weekend . . .  
seetned more gri pping than the origi nal which I 
am sure I ' ve got on tape. Whi l e  in the USA the 
popular Mel G ibson stars in "'S igns'' . . .  the outl ine 
p lot revolves around crop c i rc les and the real 
mean ing beh ind then1 . . .  should be in  our ci netnas 
in the autmnn.  Whi le  a Spielberg TV series of ten 
epi sodes or so plain ly  ent it led ' "Sighti ngs'' wi l l  
probably  reach here th i s  year too. You ' l l  have 
added your own exan1ples. (Funny, I thought there 
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was al ready an An1erican series cal led 
"'S ightings'' from An1erica ? Surely, there wi l l  
b e  l aw suits fly ing around if  the seri es t i t le i s  not 
changed ? )  

Stewart Edwards a lso gave us a four pager on 
" 'Bri t i sh A l ien Abduction Research'' . . .  a 
Discuss ion Paper . . .  and asks for cmn1nents on 
his copyright project that smns up and suggests 
solut ions to several weaknesses in the U K  
abduct ion suppoti fi e l d  . . .  one of which I often 
speak of . Th i s  is the FACT that tnost U FO 
organi sat ions are run by dedicated people who 
deal with thi s  awesmne enigma in what spare 
t in1e they have ! I hesitate to use the description 
''atnateurs'' s ince the experience or knowledge 
con1es fi rst and deal i ng wi th it second ! I ' n1 
l ucky, I adn1 it  s ince a set of c i rcumstances in 
the l ate seventies tneant I got made redundant 
frmn n1y job and, it  see1ns, a l l such future 
en1p loy1nent. Thus, at 55 ,  I had a lot of free t in1e 
which al lowed tne to invest igate, deeply,  the 
strange objects I ' d been seeing s ince 1 960 and 
1nore so in the seventies and ever s ince.  So you 
COU L D  say I becan1e a ful l y  professional UFO 
i nvest igator. Hopefu l l y, currently ,  an  author 
too ! Of course, I don � t get paid  ! That ' s  not 
the answer . . .  a l though the TV and Radio 
appearances, and SO ME lectures, n1eans, I i ke 
1nany of us, get our services for free ! There 
i sn ' t  any i tntnediate so lut ion to thi s overal l 
problen1 . Yet ! A d ifferent s i tuation prevai l s  i n  
the USA .  Paid or unpaid professionals ex i st i n  
nmnbers .  Ranged against us we  ourselves have 
the salaried M i n isters, MoD offic ial s, etc . . .  and 
those whose posit ion enables them to assure the 
general publ ic ,  the n1edi a, and even l eadi ng 
pol it i c i ans and Pr in1e M in i sters . . .  and 
Presidents ! . . .  that there ' s  · noth ing in  if ! I t  
a l lows them to L I E  ! 

Of course, we know better, don ' t  we? So 
speak up . . .  write . . .  together we stand,  d ivided 
we fal l . . .  suppoti our group i n  as n1any ways 
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that you can . . .  s i t  down and THINK . . .  there are 
ent i t ies ··out there'' who wi l l  hel p  . . .  reflect on the 
many •·coinc idences'' you have on whatever n1atter 
you are th ink ing of. 

Apropos of that last b it, a paper ''fe l l  into my 
hands'' . . .  ''Probabi l ity Theory and the U FO 
Real ity'' . . .  by Donald R .  Burleson, Ph .D .  and I 
quote : ' ' I t  fo l lows that the probab i l i ty that at least 
son1e U FO ' s  are extraterrestria l  , given the 
Roerich sight ing (Nicho las Roerich  and his party 
s ighted a fast travel l ing, h igh alt i tude, tnetal l ic, 
di sc shaped object over the H i 1nalayas, in ideal 
dayt in1e condit ions, and with the aid of 
binoculars . . .  in 1 926 ! Only 23 years after 
Kittyhawk) Total UFO scept ics, Donal d goes on to 
say, wi l l  a lways have an uph i l l  job n1ainta in ing 
the i r  posit ion when the theory of probab i l ity 
abundant ly  supports the notion that the Universe 
is rep lete with l i fe, and that we are being v is i ted 
by fly ing obj ects that are 1 n  tnany cases 
unaccountab l e  except 1n tenns  of the  
extratenestrial hypothesi s .  Some U FO ' s  are frmn 
the Great Outside and you can bet on that ! 

©Emie Sears Apri l 2002 

WHAT I S ? 

A question to ponder frmn the previous mi ic le  
by Ernie Sears : ' What is a profess ional 

U FOiogist' . . .  I an1 not a professional UFOlogi st 
and as far as I 1na concerned there i s  no such 
person as a ' Professional U FOlogist '  . .  To be a 
profe s s i o na l ,  o n e  req u i re s  p ro fe s s i o n a l  
qual ifications . . .  Who offers such . . . BU FORA 
' Trains '  I nvestigators and there i s  a course at 
' Totton Co l l ege ' that c la in1s to give you a pass 
equivalent to an 'A level ' .  Note the word 
equivalent . . .  We al l get i nto the subj ect because 
we have a general i nterest in the subject no 1nore, 
no less. There are those who want the l in1e l ight 
and think that they shou ld  be top dog. . We are 
professional in  how we deal wi th s ightings, but 
there " I s no such thi ng as PROFESS IONAL 
UFOlogist ' . I f  son1eone says they are. ask to  see 
thei r wri tten qual ifications . . .  Ren1ember, there are 
people in U FOlogy with big ego ' s  and nothing 
1nore.  Us  genuine U FO researchers have no fonnal 
qual ificati ons, j ust good at heati and want ing to 
fi nd out the truth. 

Steve Gerrard Apri l 2002 . 


