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November 6 - Whitley Strieber was a guest on WBZ radio (Boston)

The David Brudnoy Show.

November 8 - Whitley Strieber and Christopher Walken were guests

on ABC - Good Morning America.

November 12 - 7;30 & 11 PM, Ch. 25 - Current Affair carried a

segment on the S.C. wvideo.
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November 21 - 1230 NBC, People Are Talking - featured a

discussion on UFOs.

November 21 - 4:30 CBS, Hard Copy (Part 2) dealt with UFO

related events - cattle mutilations and mystery
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COMMENTARY
By: Jim Melesciuc

Strange glowing spheres darting about, pulsating discs
disappearing and reappearing, eerie nocturnal lights unlike any
conventional craft. Sound famililar? It should, because
approximately 90% of UFO reports fall into the catagory of
unusual lights or curious light forms. Researching this
baffling enigma for over ten years it has become evident that
there are rare tansient events that occur in nature, some so
very rare, that science has little understanding or no
explanation for such occurances. If this is so, what does that
have to say for the investigator/researcher who is in the field
accumalating data from eyewitness accounts? What reference does
he/she utilize in determining a transient event? After all, the
observers account is the end product, of probably, an experience
of a liftime. Consider a couple of accounts on strange unusual
light phenomena: One day in 1961, Mrs Doris Will, of

Cheltenham, England, was watching a thunder-
storm alone in her kitchen when she suddenly
felt something watching her. She turned, saw
a fireball, and screamed. She ran through the
dining room and headed for the stairs to the
second floor. The ball followed her, but
passed her in the stairwell. Mrs. Will was so
confused that she continued up the stairs,
following the ball. At the top, the ball
entered a room where her two brothers were
lying on a bed. The ball shot out of the

open window of the bedroom as it expired

with a "crash like thunder."(1)

Another example of seemingly intelligent behavior of light

phenomena occured in France in 1852:
There was a strong flash of lightning and
shortly afterwards the firescreen covering
the fireplace in the witness' room was knocked
inwards and a fireball 'the size of a child's
head' gently entered the room from the
fireplace aperture. The phenomena wandered
slowly around the room before it approached
the witness' feet whereupon it rubbed
itself against the man's legs 'like a
young cat'. The man felt no heat from the ball
but carefully withdrew his feet and avoided
further contact. The ball of light
eventually rose up to the man's head
(he was seated) whereupon it became somewhat
elongated and made it's way towards a hole
for a stove pipe above the upper cornice
of the fireplace. This hole was obscured
by wallpaper which the ball peeled away
without tearing and disappeared up the flue.
It exploded near the top of the chimney causing
some damage but no injury.(2)

It is obvious to those who are familiar with meteorlogical
knowledge/data that ball lightning commonly occurs during
electrical storms. However, it is also obvious the phenomena
ignore's known laws of govern lighting.(1) In fact lightning
has been known to occured in Blue sky.(3)

The world is teeming with unusual and mysterious lights.
The la luz del dinero- the "money lights" along the Andean
Highlands, in Peru, appear at twilight and float above the rocky

soil. They gleam white or green, then hover and fade. There
are the famed Brown Mountain lights in N.C., resembling toy
balloons, pink-orange or reddish in color. In Australia it's

the "min min" lights that move rapidly about Alexandria
station. They are white in color and have a diameter comparable
to a headlight. (1)

To conclude, it is imperative for UFO researchers to become
informed on rare, natural, events which have been occuring, on
planet Earth, most likely since the dawn of history.

Sources: (1) Mysterious Fires and Lights-Vincent Gaddis (2)Earth
Lights-Paul Devereux (3)Quarterly Journal of the Meteorlogical
Society 36-1910.
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From The Letter Box

I've recieved another letter, from former Bluebook Chief Dewey
Fournet, in refernce to some of the material the late Major
Donald Keyhoe used in his book titled, "Bliens from Space - The
Real Story of Unidentified Flying Objects". For the record
Fournet writes - in part:

"As I told you previously, by mid-1952 the USAF had adopted a
policy of releasing all unclassified information from any
official UFO report that pertained to an incident that the
inquirer identify satisfactory. Don had become aware of this
and, I believe, made a number of requests. He used some of this
material in his later books, I understand. In late 1952, some
of his work was called to my attention, and even though I was
unimpressed with the themes that he often wove into his writing,
I was impressed with his aggressiveness, background, knowledge
of the aviation field in general and his numerous personal
contacts with high-caliber personalities involved in closely
related fields of activity. I believe it was Al Chop who
relayed the message that Don would welcome an opportunity to
meet with me. Since my tour of duty was coming to an end
shortly, I agreed to meet with Don immediately after my release
from the USAF. This brief meeting was when I actually first met

Don. My advice to him was to continue his own UFO
investigation, reminding him of the then-current USAF policy re
the availability of UFO information. I also cautioned him to

resist the temptation to get involved in sensational speculation
but rather to stick to the factual material, which was abundant
because of the earlier USAF decision on releasing this
information. In no way did I even imply that the USAF and CIA
were at odds on UFO policy because I could sense no such ‘

situation -- I don't believe I even alluded to the CIA in our
conversation. Nor did I mention any scheme to release UFO
material in wholesale fashion to the public. (Ed. comment see

p.#83-86 in Keyhoe's - RAliens from Space) BAnd since I had never
considered such a scheme, it followed that I had never proposed
nor agreed to a press conference for such a purpose, so Don
simply went off the deep end in attributing to me a lead role in
such a plan, perhaps because he was told this by someone else.

I have my own ideas on how this misunderstanding might have
possibly developed; the key is in page 85 of Don's book where he
says: "Luckily the Fournet group had not given any hint of their
secret preparation plan. In February they made a determined
effort to put over the special press conference. They seemed on
the verge of winning - then the CIA moved in". After this he
mentions that "Chop told me what had happened." Don makes it
appear that I was the leader in all of this, but by February
(1953) I had already left the USAF and Washington. And on page
84, referring to the purported wholesale release plan, Don says
"I had been told off-record, first by Chop, later by Fournet and
Ruppelt." I again categorically deny any such statement and
have considerable reason to assume that Ed Ruppelt would have
done the same. When Don approached me in the early 1960s to
join the NICAP board, had I had previous knowledge about these
claims I would have had considerable discussion with him about
them and would not have accepted the appointment without some
sort of public retraction. But, of course, I didn't get any
hint of this until I read your article, prompting my original
letter." (Ed. comment - refer to Orbiter #6 Feb. '88)

*¥** UFO TRIVIA **x

Q: What two countries printed Apollo 11 UFO postage stamps?
eauLny -|eL403Lnb3i pue epeusauy :y

Q: The term "UFO" was coined by this USAF officer?

3|addny pduemp3 3d) :y
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CASE REPORT
Date of Sighting: 12 OCT. 1989.
Location of Sighting: East Kingston, NH.
Number of Witnesses: Two (2) Mother/Daughter.
Time of Sighting: Approximately 8:50 PM.
Type of Sighting: NLs.
Duration of Sighting: Approximatley 30+ sec.

Weather conditions: Partly cloudy - winds from the south at less

than 10 MPH. Temperature in the high

50s to low 60s
Account: At the above time, date, and location Mrs. Kate and
her 17 year old daughter were unpacking groceries from the
family car. While in the driveway, Mrs. Kate noticed &4-5
objects flying overhead at a distance of about 1/2 to a 1 mile.
She admitted to being very poor at judging distance. She
brought her daughter's attention to the objects. The objects
were heading West-East, speed unknown. All objects appeared to
be the same size and shape (round). The size of each object
would be much less than a dime held at arms length. The objects
flew in a tight formation and were blinking or pulsating in
color from white to a pale bluish-green. They were not blinking
in unison. Elevation angle of the objects was approximately
60-65 degrees. No sound was detected and there was no vapor or
exhaust trail noticed by the witnesses. There also was no odor
associated with the objects.

At one point Mrs. Kate thought the speed of all the objects
slowed considerably before resuming the original speed flying
out of sight over the easterly horizon. The daughter also
witnessed this maneuver before losing sight of them.

Both Mrs. Kate and daughter felt strongly that all objects
were flying independently of one another and were not affixed
lights attached to a single large object. When asked if what
she observed could have been small aircraft flying in formation

she stated, "I can't prove they were not planes, but I am
positive they weren't."
Ed. comment - In a private communication with Rick Giordano

(investigator) he gave high marks to both Mrs. Kate and daughter
for honesty.

UPDATE ON OTIS AFB REPORT

The second witness, Patrolman Jones, was finally contacted
in reference to the 28 May 89 sighting at Otis AFB, Cape Cod
MA. reported in Orbiter #19. To brief those who are not aware
of the reported sighting I will give a general summary.

While on routine patrol Sgt Trill of the Department of
Defense (DoD) police became aware of an object beneath a vapor
trail left by a high flying aircraft. The object was traveling
in the opposite direction S to N and appeared to be on a direct
descent towards the base. He started to follow the direction of
the object in his cruiser. The object appeared has a dark grey
sphere, no wings, no windows, was noiseless, and descending
quickly towards a field where a Huey UH-1 was on maneuvers.
Upon reaching the field Sgt. Trill stepped out of his cruiser
and stood approximately 120 ft, away from the Huey. The dark
sphere made a sudden dive towards the back of the Huey and then
ascended 30 ft. up and disappeared. Sgt. Trill compared the
maneuver, made by the sphere, to that of a check mark.

The second witness, Patrolman Jones, had this to say about
the sighting. "The size of the object was like a small compact
car. The color was silver and the speed was very high for a
regular aircraft. The duration of the sighting was about 1-2
minutes. I was on the roadside watching the Huey performing
maneuvers when I noticed Sgt. Trill traveling at a high rate of
speed on the main street. Then I noticed the UFO. When it came
very close to the helicopter, on the left side, that is where 1
lost sight of it. Sgt. Trill, myself, and another patrolman
checked the whole area without success. The unit on manuevers
was from CT., but that is all I have."
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Lﬁminous»Phenomeﬁa and Earthquakes
By:-Ghr.is Rutkowski

Since:the- 1970's, many scientific artlcles have been
published cqncernlng the relatlonshlp between UFOs and
earthgquakes. Morxe spec1flcally, it has been suggested that
luminous phenomena are- produced by underground stresses within
rock, and that UFOs:are these luminous bodies. The theories
actually extend. much further than this, by going on to suggest
that the energy of the rock stresses is also capable of
affecting people's minds, causing them to see ghosts, aliens,
religous figures and a host of other apparations and psychic
phenomena.

The. strongest proponént of these ideas in North America is
Michael Persinger, a physiogical psychologist at Laurentian

University in sudbury, Ontario, Canada. In Europe, their
' champion is Paul Devereux in Great Britain. Devereux's version
of the theories is known as "Earth Lights", and has not appeared

in a scientifically refereeg form (though has been described in
the magazine New Scientist)®but has been published in Fortean
journals and in one book. 3 Persinger, on the other hand, has
published many articles on the subject in psychology journals,
as well as jn a book he co-authored with his associate Gyslaine

t.Lafreniere. ' He has also published articles in journals of
psychic research.” Between the two researchers, over fifty
articles have appeared in lay and professional publications,
describing the Tectonic Strain Theory of UFOs (TST). The
theory has the support of other scientists, including John Derr
of the National Earthquake Information Center in Denver,
Colorado. Derr is an acknowledged world expert on the phenomena
of earthquake lights, which are luminous glows seen about the
time of major seismic events. These lights are not well
understood by scientists, and their formation and mechanism has
been suggested to be through static dis%yarge or electromagnetic
effects with water vapour or radon gas. - Another scientist is
Brian Brady, a geophysicist with,K the United States Geoloical
Survey. He has shown that small spark-like luminosities are
produced %uring the onset of breakage in rock samples under
pressure.

With all this documentation and scientific research to
support the TST, it might be considered reasonable to say that
UFOs have been definitely proven to be caused by the TST
mechanism. Unfortunately, this is not so. In fact, such a
"mechanism" has yet to be established. This may seem rather
odd, especially since the main proponents of the TST claim that
there are '"definite correlations" between UFOs and seismic
data. But of what value are these correlations?

First of all, most ufologists are only too aware that most
UFOs are explainable as conventional objects or phenomena, and
are thus IFOs. And if we are to accept the views of skeptics
such as Philip Klass and James Oberg, then we ca% further
suggest that all UFOs can be downgraded to IFOs. However, for
the sake of argument for this paper, let us adopt the
conservative ufological view that perhaps 5% of all reported
UFOs cannot be explained. (If we do not adopt this position, and
side with Klass and Oberg instead, then the TST has no value
whatsoever, since it would be attempting to correlate
misidentified stars and alrcraft with seismic events, and these
are clearly not related.)

The data used by TST proponents, particularly Persinger, has
been taken directly from the CUFOS UFOCAT and from various
geophysical indices. The UFOCAT UFO data, however, is an
undifferentiated list of UFO reports, many from press clippings
and magazines. Allan Hendry, in his noted UFO Handbook, pointed
out that UFOCAT could not be used for statistical purposes
because of 1nherent flaws in its’ d351gn =it ‘'was more for record
keeping than statistical analysls 9 Yet Persinger's UFO data
comes: largely from the UFOCAT flles.‘ ‘'Theé most recent TST
studies by Persinger and Derr have, attempted to address this
problem, but the data itself is still" the flawed UFOCAT sources.
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This is not to say that lists of UFO reports cannot be used
in statistical studies. J.S. Accetta published the results of
an excellent study in which he searched for correlations between
UFOs and geomagnetic events.'” These events included solar
flares, sunspot numbers, ionospheric fluctuations, magnetic
storms and other aspects of natural electromagnetic effects.
Persinger's early studies for the TST included such effects,
claiming some degree of correlation and success, ﬁ?ough his
recent work has centered primarily on seismicity. ' 'The major
difference with Accetta's work is that although he used the
UFOCAT database, he selected only high-reliability cases with
stringent criteria. Thus, out of 60,000 UFOCAT entries, he used
only 73 UFO cases that were reliable, well researched, with both
high reliability and high strangeness. In order to achieve the
standards required for the study, Accetta had each case examined
by committees which reviewed the known information to obtain the
highest possible "signal to noise ratio". His results showed
possible correlations in only three of eighteen comparisons with
geophysical data, and even these analyses may have been affected
by other variables. Accetta cautiously noted that his study has
been done in the context of TST research.

With regard to geophysical phenomena, much attention has been
drawn by TST proponents to the observation that earthquake
lights are definitely associated with seismic events, and that
UFOs are equated with such lights in many instances. It is the
contention of TST advocates that UFOs are variances of the same
phenomena and caused by the same physical mechanism.

Recently, a large earthquake was experienced in the Province
of Quebec, Canada. It occurred at about 1850 hrs local and was
felt over a wide area of the easternpart of the continent.
Dozens of people in the Quebec area reported seeing unusual
lights about the time of the event, though without investigation
reports it is difficult to say whether these were in fact ‘
earthquake lights. 12In addition, there were reports of UFOs over
1000 km northeast of the epicenter in Labrador, and nearly the
same distance southwest in Pennsylvania. TST proponents were
quick to associate the UFOs with the eafthquake. in
substantiation and support for the TST. 3

However, UFOs have been reported in New York and Pennsyvania
regularly for several years, and a book has been pubﬁ%shed
documenting the last decades' events in that region. "The TST
accounts for this by describing a "strain field" in underground
rock which alternately stores and releases energy from the
stress or compression. This energy is either visible as
irregularly-moving lights and glows, or is invisible
electromagnetic energy which affects human brains and causes
"real" hallucinations. Since high levels of energy are also
capable of phsically affecting the enﬁ%ronment, even '"landing
traces" can be explained through TST.

Published studies of UFO data and seismic events have not
shown any definite one-to-one correspodonce. Instead, "lag" or
"lead" times of several months are included in the criteria. As
well, distances of several hundred kilometres separating UFO
sightings and the detection of seismic events have been used in
TST correlations, to allow proper "temporal and spatial" windown
for analyses. 1In effect, UFOs observed many months after a
certain seismic event and hundreds of kilometres away are
"correlated" with the release of seismic energy. TST proponents
qualify this huge "window" by noting that some kinds of
atmospheric phenomena are properly understood only in terms of
large scale distances and evolve over long periods of time (e.g.
"El Nino").

But is this a fair comparison with UFOs? Although TST
advocates have produced many statistical results and graphs
whick apparently show good relationships between UFO reports and
seismic events, statistical results by themselves are not
convincing evidence for such a theory. Does a physical
mechanism for TST-Produced UFOs actually exist?

-6-



Early studies of TST relationships centered around
seismically-active regions. One study found correlations
between UFOs and seismicity in the Unitah Basin in the American
Rocky Mountains. 16 The UFO reports were in close proximity to the
seismic events, and it appeared that the TST might hold true for
the area. But as noted earlier, the UFOs had a high probability
of actually being IFOs; some researchers postulated that the UFO
sightings could be explainedj;y the luminescence of swarms of
insects native to the area.

One of the few vocal critics of the TST argued that areas
with large numbers of UFO reports but low seismicity would tend
to invalidate the theory. In particular, seismically-inactive
regions of central North America ought not to have associated
UFOs, according to early interpretations of the TST. 1In
response, the Carman area of Manitoba, Canada, was the subject
of a paper by Persinger, in which it was shown that the hundreds
of UFOs observed during a 1975-1978 '"flap" were correlated with
two or three moderaqg earthquakes in the United States, hundreds
of kilometres away. ~The Carman area, though, has no known
history of seismic events (in fact, the entire Province of
Manitoba is seismically inactive), and the vast majority oﬁgUFOs
reported there have been explained and reassigned as IFOs.

In the case of Carman, TST advocates maintain that
underground rock stress carried the energy between Carman and
the epicentre of the associated earthwuake, through the hundreds
of kilometres, through different kinds of strata and across the
various discontinuities. A simple question is: Why did the UFO
flap not occur closer to the epicentre? BAnother mystery is: Why
is the energy visible in one region but felt as an earth tremor
in a different region? TST proponents admit that they cannot be
certain of the answer, but suggest that, effectively, the
conditions "aren't right" for the observations to be consistent.

The nature of a "strain field" associated with a seismic
event is not fully understood by geophsicists. However,
calculations on the size of the strained region prior to an
actual earthquake have been made and published in various
journals. ¢YA "strain radius" can be derived, giving the distance
at which stress effects associated with an earthquake will be

‘related to a certain seismic event. These stress effects
include earthquake lights, which are only one type of seismic
precursor or concursor. For example, the recent earthquake in
Quebec had a magnitude of approximately 6. The corresponding
strain radius is less than 400 km, far less than the distance to
the Labrador and Pennsylvania UFOs considered by TST proponents
as related to the seismic event. Calculations show that the
American earthquake related to the Carman UFO flap was similarly
"out of range'", yet the TST advocates maintain that their
correlations are valid.

The problem is clearly the absence of a physical mechanism
for the TST. Although there is a great deal of geophysical
evidence that electromagnetic energy can be produced by seismic
events and rock stress, the extrapolation of this process to the
generation of UFOs is not easily delineated. Glows and
sparklike luminosities have been produced in the laboratory
under specific conditions, but to create the effects in the
natural environment may require extraordinary circumstances. It
has been suggested that the large volumes of rock in the
terrestrial strata would scale up the luminosities accordingly,
thus creating luminous UFOs of dimensions exceeding 3 metres in
radius. However, the laboratory results were found during the
actual breakage or failure of the rock samples tested, and the
observation of a UFO over undisturbed terrain would seem to be
in contravention of logic. It has been proposed also that UFOs
may be produced by the release of energy from relatively minor
earth tremors, in effect "baby" earthquake lights.ZIBut if the
tremors were strong enough to generate electromagnetic energy,
they would certainly be detectable. Most seismic stations
record events as low as 2 to 3 magnitudes, though some areas
such as the region around the San Andreas Fault in California
have monitoring networks more sensitive than this.
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But values below magnitude 2 are usually lost in the ”backgroud
noise", so it would be vexry difficult to distinguish selsmlc
events. w1th such low energy levels

)< test of, the TST was recently proposed by Greg Long, a UFO
researcher specidlizing in reports of balls- of -light (BOLS). He
suggested that since selsmLcally active areas were the usual
regions examined by TST studles, it would be very instructive to
locate an essentlally inactive reglon, and the ? serve ‘the
absence of UFOs in order to valldate the” theory Unstressed
rock would not generate energy, so UFOs would not be observed.
However,, TST. advocates have -proscribed the test, 51nce they
believe the strain _radius could be extended for very large
dlstances to aqcomodate dlfﬁerlng "terrane marglns" In effect,
if a tremor—free zone was, located, tremors very far away could
therefore be corxelated with the UFOs, if any were detected.,

The resulp .is that thexe can be no 1ndlsputable test for the
TST. . This is a dlfflcult 51tuatxon, because TST proponents. are
advanc1ng the notion that the’ theory can explain all forms of
UFOs, ''abductions" landlng traces and phy51ologlcal UFQ i
effects, as well as most psychxc phenomena including ghosts.,
poltergeists, precognitive 'experience and rellgous visions. One
could wonder whether there was. any, phenomena that the TST could
not explain.

But all lﬁ not 1ost‘ Slnce lt can be demonstrated that the
energy .can be released during rock fallure, it is possible that
the TST can be used to ‘explain some -kinds of earthquake lights,
phenomena that have baffled scientists for many years.

Similarly, some form of energy is certalnly generated during the
strain process, so it is. not unllkely that some UFQs could be
explained with the TST (p0551bly some nocturnal lights near
fracture zones) TST studies. are furthermore véry important to
draw scientists' attention to UFOsp somethlng that ufolOglsts
have been trylng to do for decades.

The best summary of problems with the TST comes not from its
critics, but from its proponents themselves . The CrlthS, such
as Greg Long, Claude Mauge, Stuart Campbell, Chris Rutkowski’,
and :‘Thomas Bullard, have constructively tried to encourage the
refining of the TST in a way .similar to the development of other
scientific theories. The understanding of meteorites and the
realization .of continental..drift both took many years before
they were fully acceptable to the 501ent1flc communlty. TST
proponents also realize they. have alot of work to do on the
theory. - John Derr and Michael, Persinger have recently submltted
another -TST paper for publication this _time to the.new Journal

of Scientific Exploration. In lt ‘they present the following
passage:  "... problems. exist w1th thls type of retrospectlve
study. Prlmarlyl the correlatlons are statistical,

rather than determlnlstlc, and so leave open
questions of actual cause and effect. We do not know
the source of the energy, how it is conducted from
source to observation point, how it is focused to
create luminosity, and how it continues for the
duration of the sighting.. Does one impulse produce
.LP. which can last 51gn1flcantly longer than ball
lightning, oxr, is some pontlnuous or 1nterm1ttent
source requ1red7 Why do some seismic areas exhibit
LP. and othexrs apparently not? Gee The LP data base
is anecdotal, anomplete. nqnunlform, ‘and notoriously
subjective. Posltlve results depend on judicious
(sic). choice of. the area to be analyzed: too small
an area reduces slgnlflcance, too large an area adds

'noise.' to the analy51s " And, .of course, many other
ways. exist to; do statlstlcal analyses Neverthe}ess,
we believe that the results... are significant.

The last line of the passage tends to be in direct contrast with
the rest of the text, which accurately reflects the concerns of

those who are cautlonlng,agalnst the acceptance if the TST as a

viable theory at this time.
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Yet Persinger, Derr, Brady, and Devereux should be applauded
for their extensive work on the TST. Their determination has
shown that ufology is worthy of scientific attention, unlike the
attitude of skeptics who will often dismiss UFOs without any
consideration whatsoever. As a theory, the TST is a valid
series of observations based on UFOs, and ufologists shouls well
consider the TST in their discussions of the origins of UFOs.

We are faces with an interesting paradox. If the skeptics
are right, and all UFOs are really IFOs, then the TST is not a
realistic portrayal of natural phenomena. If instead we
recognize that some UFOs are unexplainable, then we must
recognize that TST studies on raw UFO data are necessarily using
ineligible cases in their correlations. We knoe that there is a
mild possibility that some UFOs are caused by underground rock
stress, but the TST is so far incapable of proving this concept.
Only further research by unbiased investigators using proper
data will ever clarify the situation, and even then, the
mechanism must be understood before it can be involked to
explain an unknown phenomenon.
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.- Curious Electnc Phenomenon

AT about 4.30 p.m. this day a severe thunderstorm with a
delage of rain came up from the north-west and lasted about an
hour, At 5.30 my wife was standing at the window watching
the receding storm, which still raged in the south, just over
c » when she observed, immediately after a doable flash
of lightning, what seemed like a falling star, or a fireball from
a rocket, drop out of the black cloud about 25" above the
horizon, and descend perpendicularly till lost behind a belt of
trees. The same phenowenon was repeated at least a dozen
times ia about fifteen minutes, the lightning flashes following

- €ach other very rapidly and the thunder consisting of short and

reports.  After nearly every flash a fireball descended.
These talls appeared to be about one-fifth or one-sixth the
= : full moon, blant and rounded at the bottom,
o out into a tail above, and leaving a train of light behind
Bem.  Their colour was mostly whitish, but one was distinctly
Fink, and the counse of one was sharply zig-2agged.  They fell
82 a rate certainly not greater than that of an ordinary shooting
I have never witresred a phenomenon of this kind mysd'f:

can vouch for the trust.

worthiness of her report, F. T. MorT

Birsal 1ill, bear Leicester, June 22

-1

< Strange Star.—Meteor Tat o
(R ast Saturday evening about 8.55 P.uM.'my atten-
#stion was arrested by a large deep red star in Serpens which I had
4 Sk never seen before. " Its inagnitude ‘was greater than Arcturus,
Py s though its deep colour made it seem less bright. About ten
&7, minutes afterwards I saw it increase ard diminish in ma}nitude
233 A-two or three times producing the effect similar to a ‘‘flashing ”
74%light on the oast, aftér which it suddenly disappeared. ;
a% g.thn the 'same ; évening, at 9.56, I saw a very fine meteor of a
R 3bright pale blue colour with coruscations of ruby colour at the
{rnocleus, ¥ Its course was from Gemini over Aldebaran, disap-
2y’petring below Pleiades. . Of a long pine-cone shape, duration
cguabott three'seconds. - v a0 - L . WL M. .
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F lymg 5 aucers'

:2—-—Al Soviet
nomer,"rhas ¢ called .. for*3
t ef(ort of a.ll the screntxsls
hg: world" to: determme the

objects. 2 055 et
-The statement prov\dcd new
evidence ‘that at’ least. some So-
~viet sclentists are becom ng ln-
creasingly: ‘interested *in .
mystery’ of “flying saucers.”
— The~ statement‘.was \Ynnen
by Prof.:'Feliks | Zigel : of - the|.
Moscow ‘Aviation' Institut e. Pro-
fessor- Zigel” expressed | “pro-
foynd - -respect" “for: the . work
of "'some ; Amcncan, scientists
who, "he {said,  “are . with good
reason -trying to attract’ the" zt-
tention of America's’ scieh
public ‘to’ the U.F.O. problem
Alluding to ;difficulties ‘ex-
perienced - here's-by z pgiesitists
-like himself, who. ‘takeé seriously|:
the: reports of slghgngs ofPun-
identified* flyin cts, : Pro-
fessor Zigel sa%’f }f [asig
- “Unfortunately, . certain’ scl-
entist  both ' in “the ' Soviet
“Union and in.the United- States
.deny the very ‘existence*® of the|-
pmg tq

. rOfflclll Panel Reported.

Such references- to mternal
screntlflc controversies are in-
frequent, in « the-'Sovjet ‘Union.
acl:er this month, ' the view
of which Profgssor ‘Zigel is an
*exponentw appeared.ito have
marked an unportant ga‘ln when
a retired  Alr * Force “general
announced : on iteleylsion that
an officlal commission had been
formed lo study‘ ‘reports.

e’ of" edge -9

vxcto i has beem'ta.kem off' by
subsequent reports-that the'of
-ficer, * Maj *'Gen. "quflry' A.
Stolyarov, +* had ;- spoken pre
maturely and that the commis-
‘sion,” which "he i was. supposed
sto head, had .not yet come into
existence and -might not- do so
in such permanent and olhcnal

form PRl e
General Stolyarov 1s reported
to be il

In haslstatement. Professor
Zigel® referred ‘nat* 10: a* com-
“mission' but-only to a team of
-scientists and specialists formed
‘for-a ‘systematichstudy ol h
unexplau\ed‘ phepomena. E R
L HeM prepared' his'* statement
for dlst{rbutlon Py :Novosti, -an
.ofhclal .agency.®: deal_xpg with

forelgn pubhcauqns, v in A
.sponse: tq‘ mqumes nbout’~
‘ew gjorganization.;l
‘becn’.’publlshed,gh Te..
Prplessor & Zig|
astronomy. g
“Planetariym .|
‘cqndycting hisico

r\-methemaucs g{tshe avnauon jai

Aprll he .

‘the**Col un ,e-
ment. | 2NAT g"; 02—{ y m
Ty roup p Whlch,l’ ss0T
Zigel:'is:” Tal, membexuhaswzoo

reports) of 'sightings; the ‘scien-
_tists ;- sald: grehmmary .analy-
sls suggests’a :number ‘of !im-
-portant- l:onqlusxons
to ‘Professor. Zigel.! !5','-,' TG

= The:most characterlsuc t pe
of U.F.0! 'sig! h}fd Ry Russians

!vchl to The New York 'x'lme- * i

gland. wavy.”* A bright,’ flaming|"

s|sped equa

the|ovep+ Greenland.

'Ter|this ‘problem*would:long -have
i anpscrenuflc fiassertions’; as. re-

Jlastronomy . ‘de}eated qastrqlogy,

zins tmss?f

-lis ) +0b;
’JLE - m%nai g‘r‘ggymg ?of AThe
> Fan,

.\‘l l’i

crescent ‘throw out’ Jnls some-
times, with isparks. 'I'he -outer
contour-,of the crescent is sharp,
and- the jnner .contour blurred| .

disk preceded by ‘a crescent is
sometimes observed. Someluncs
the crescent js preccdcd and
flanked i by fWhat ‘looks: like|q
e/first magnitude stars ).hql Keep
‘lat a constant dnstam: < rom lhe
crescent B i

“Ig - “some & ‘cases, Professor v
Zigel ‘“.reported, the j, “crescent|e
dwindled into a disk” or “dot.
Such an.object, sighted in the
Ukraine ; Jast  September, : was,
rcported to ‘have “‘executed a
maneuyer when approached‘by

a

a ‘plane, s oo fe A Lo iE S Tny
* The, screntlst cau(loned how-
ever, *that ~this -report : “cer-|C

tamly needs verification’h -1
*Astronomers” in Kazan, " ac-
cording to Professor Zigel, - set
the diameter'of. t.e l:res;;env.st
they,‘observed: at 500 ;7to’ 600|
meters (1,640 to 1,840 feet) and|b
their speed .at about flye krlo-
meters (3.1'miles) a; second.
:.Professor - Zigel °_also de-
scrlbeds i daytime sightings.
{““To 'avoid ’ clashin wnth it,
we dived back into the'clouds.
After -A40. -minutes ", of . flight
in - the " direction of Medvezhi
Island, 'the ;clouds ' ‘sudcenly
receded and. as“we got into
the clear we noticed the:same
flying ' object’ to port-, again.
“To -take ‘a ‘oloser Iool( at i,
we changed our. cautse:sharply
and began to approach it. In
response, “the’ pnknown flying
object'also’ changed’ its ' courge
and ‘flew parallel. m us: at‘a
lo ours.” ' |

u

e

o

a’
b

Vil W
o Thxs' maneuver ‘was: 7epeatpd
several ‘times in 15 to! 18- min-
utes -of flight until ‘the cbject
surged ; ahead - and. ‘ppward,
"melung in 'the blue of the
sky.'t -, 4
He. noted that the classmca-
uons of ‘the- objects observed
. the - Sovie} - Union ~fit into
lhe patterns ‘observed in’ the
West, - partlcularly the» Upited
navigator. ‘of ,civil *polar. avia-
tion, observed a’vehicle re-
sembling . a "big’ pcarl -colored
lens, flying paraflel to _his plane
Mr. Akl kura-
tov, .a well- known avralorl cop
tipued: w17
*s#International * screnuhc " co-
operaliont: in the “solution of?

a;

o

q

o
e

become: a, rgality "had :pot: sen £
sationalism 1, and : irresponsible
1 gards’ thy

‘flymg saugers’: ;n-
terlered“‘wl( h'T

it.-“But 3just ~as
truth’ -will: prc-
20,

said, 'i;s lo?orsanize ﬁsarflerr.auc b
stydy of 'the rphenomepa from
astronomlcal sand;i meteorologr-
cali obseryatories, It: will “then
probably:»become -poss;ble to|s.
determine whether the! .objects|a
are .,of : prot plasmici, origin, or
come, from’ another planet, he
continued..; *The second :’hy-
pothesis merits serlous ‘consid-|s
eration,.to my mind,"’ Professor|:
Zlgel declared.. * ¥ SRR |

air, lorce general
trymg to organize a syslematlc Ay

that': the ‘rest - cannot " be .ex-
plained simply for lack ol ader

U, Eooes

broadcasts, ;and ; K
probably almost” ggilutiered a6
our own* with{iman- -mdder.
loons; . je
Iorth.\‘

SOYIET UEO. PLAN
HAS FAMILIAR Rngp

By, WALTER SULLIVAN '~
A\report from Moscow that
2 Soviet sclent’ st and a retired

have.’been

tudy of “flying saucers”  has

sgriking: parallels in_thid¢ coun-
try. ¢

e | E R
At-least " one;;American  sci-
ntist - of " national - reputation

Y ..5,,

,1,s‘r 2

has been 1naking a similar plea.
He Is Dr.: James  E. Mcdonald,

n'; authority“‘on™ atmospheric

physics. at the Unlversuy of
Arizona.,

In a talk to‘the Amencan So-
iety of Newspaper Editors last

April . he _said «visits from .an-
other world-represent the “least

nsatisfactory”.. ex?lanatl n ,of
he sightings..; i+
‘A ‘more moderate Nlew has
een’ expressed by Dr.. ~Allen

Hynek, director of Norr.hwest-
=|ern .University's Dearborn.. ob-
servatory- in’ Evanston, Ifl.:

In a letter to the Journal Scl-
nce 'last: year he sald ‘that the

Government-and: sclentific-com-
munities should regard reports
of ‘ unidentified {flying objects,

r UFO.s, as.a serious scien-

tific challenge, .instead of ridi-|l
culing them. Dr..Hynek has
served as..advlser .to "the . Air
Force in. assessing’ »such slght-
ings.,- %

s

5 Anolher -Slmilarity.

L8 gipeL

v Another parallel to the Soviet
situation is:the organization of

private investigation group
y .a:retired Marine Corps_offl-

cr, Maj."Donald E. Keyoe. It is
called t.he“Nauonal lnvestlga-

Nevertheless. it nppears that

the. overwhelmlng majority of
scientists believe the Alr Force

ssessment -of the-U. F."O.'s.

This is that most can be ex-
plained by a- variety of natural

r man-made ,phenomena ‘and

uate information, s
‘Interviews with many Sov t

scientific leaders last- summer,
including " four :vice presidents

f the Soviet ‘Academy of Scl|
nces, revpaledalmlc interest. m
R datd ,
\:The .role. -of i, condmonmg
hould be evident If enough in-
ormation iwere  availablg.;. on

Soviet sightings. The, Ruﬁsmdq

(f.-fl'om

ws
'l?m

re “completely ’cu

U. F.'0, reports, Larg n

of them. lisien to We

ba):

a'e_ur S

"But‘l.h t

treld't: or: "LJsJ(t,m SPace 08
their': televrslom- setg.s
not ~devour:.'b Doks:.

£ Theye do

g[lymg
aucers: (srnce. they Vpr 7310t
vailable) or'read: freqdcn!’rrer

ports.in their \newspapers.\.

' Hence, "if ‘conditioning plnys

a' stgmhcant role, the slghtmgs

hould be less."r" el

‘ Despite screntlhc scephcnsm
egarding saucers’ there is a
perceptible shift in attitude.’ At

was ‘ described by, stron;: |-+ *Ttie U,F.0.: phenomenon is a

omer as' lollows"‘; 4 fa challengo to mankind,”!the So- the meeting of the International
A‘lumlIWLlS-_ Fang! viet scientist- concluded. “It is{Astronomical Union .in' Prague

crescent flying the duty of-: sc'lemlsls to take up|last summer, an informal meet-

-bend; forward; this “challenge; 10 disclose "the|ing ,on the subject was .held.

only a httle. .duj nature of ‘the'd],F.0. and to es-|One participant, a professor at

the moon/' *Th tablish' the scigptifie’ l;pth " |Massachusetts Institute of Tech-|

¥ = Ry
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;| 1966. Likewise, the Air Force

‘linformation’/on

nology, criticized scientists. fo.
invariably-ridiculing reports o!
unidentified flying objects.. Thls
only seryes-ta alienate the, P b-
lic from’ science, he said. .

Ral.her, _he-urged tha the
. |public be’ ‘encouraged _ t akp

| careful observations and:,wri
' [them down Immediately: Photos

graphs should be, taken, if pos-
sible, _and ,any, - material . evi-
dence, such as scorched ground,
should be . collected and pre-
served for scjentific ‘study..”
Only in" this way," he argued
canthe mystery,be. lard .to, rest
m Lhe Jpopular. mmd
“ Letters Also Ask Sludy

Thls same..: attitude " is “re-
flected in - a number of letters
in the current issue of Science.
They. are in respopse to an ar-
ticle . in. the.Sept.-'15 'issue: of
that magazine, which sought to
dismiss. the idea of visitations
from another world :as_prepos-
terous, (i R e

The au(hor was Dr . William
Markowitz, . formerly of the

United States Naval Observa-
tory and now professor of
physics. at -Marquette. .Univer-
sity."He argued that the objects
could not be under ertraterres-
treal control,. *'if the laws o{
physics’ are valid.>*. . i

The :letter-writer" s—two" of
them associated with Dr. Hynek
at Northwesterpze—. challenged
this. argumenl ‘“even* though
some'of them agreed that. ex-
traterrestreal control was. un-
likely. - . :
Publ'c clamor in- the Umted
States ' led to~a hearing ‘on
U.F.0.s by the House Armed
Services Committee in .. April

has -‘contracted with the Uni-
versity of Colorado to conduct
an mdependenl investigation.
This ° investigation has

formidable array iof- consulting
laboratories -and specialists  at
its dxsposal in the hope of com-
ing upon' some concrete evi-
dence, ‘A .
could

s fragmept: of metal
<‘ee feste ‘tp'see if It.car-
adiationi material ac-
pace: wPhotographs

momtormg 'r‘]etworks ‘could . be
analyzed w«provxde ob;eclrve
n:s 'speFd'anq

NY Times
Ed.
a couple of interesting
clippings detailing

how the Soviets dealt
with the UFO problem
over two decades

12-2-67.
comment: Here are

ago. Comparing this
material to the rash

of UFO occupant reports
in mid- October. from the
USSR, reveals’ strong
s1m1lar1t1es how

the phenomena is treated

by the press, in both

countries.

clipping cr:R . Giordano




To the readers of Orbiter: Wishing you a happy Ho11da¥
Season and a prosperous and healthy New Year. 0);énm /«/

“Just who are those guys? They've been following us for days!"
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