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COMMUNIQUES AND BITS N' PIECES
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Carol and Rex Salisberry said, "We entered this investigation
with a natural and favorable bias toward the Walters' case but
our investigation and analysis lend to the conclusion that
several, if not all of the photos, are probable hoaxes."

Walt Andrus, MUFON's International Director, who has for two
years endorsed the Walters' case, appointed Salisberry in_July

to _take a _second look at the case after questions surfaced about
M&h&l;xx_gf_uil;ﬁu_zhﬂgi

"I don't know how they arrived at that decision". Andrus said
from his office in Seguin, TX. "It is certainly premature. He
hgmﬂm&ﬂmwuuauwwm@
through here. He can't make representations for the
organization.

Two questions played a signifcant role in the Salisberry's
decision. The first question rose after a model was found 'in the
Walters's former residence in Gulf Breeze in March. The
styrafoam and drafting paper model was found in the attic of the
home and strongly resembled a drawing Walters' made of one of
his sightings.

The second question arose when Tommy Smith, formely of Gulf
Breeze, said in July that he witnessed Walter's fake UFO photos
Smith said Walters asked him to take some faked UFO photos to
the Gulf Breeze newspaper and claim they were real. However,
Andrus claims, "Tommy Smith can't prove any of his statements -
they are outlandish lies".

The Salisberrys said Smith's testimony and the model contributed
to their conclusion, but more convincing was an analysis of
Walters' so-called road shot that shows a UFO hovering over a
road.

Salisberry said the reflection of the spacecraft, which should
be flat, actually is at an angle that does not match the road's
surface. The triangular shape of the reflection also does not
match the round light source on the bottom of the craft, he
said.

The Salisberrys said the photo and a second photo probably was
created by a double exposure - a process by which a model is
photographed and the image is exposed again onto the same frame
film.

"With these photos reassessed as probable hoaxes, the other
photos should be considered highly suspect", Salisberrys wrote
in their preliminary report. (Source - Pensacola News Journal 27
October 1990)

In a progress report released to the public involving the
reopening of the Walters' case the Salisberrys state, "First,
two voice stress analyses have been made on a tape recording of
the telephone conversation among Mayor Ed Gray, Chief Jerry
Brown, Craig Meyers, Mark Curtis, and Tommy Smith on 15 June
1990. These analyses both indicate that Tommy Smith was telling
the truth in all respects regarding the allegations which he
made concerning Mr. Walters and the UFO case. Second we have
investigated the writing on the model which Mr. Menzer found in
the attic above his garage and have determined that the paper

Mr. Walters claims to have drawn in September 1989 for the Lynn
Thomas family. This second point has been independently
' verified by others including Mr. Philip Klass. Third, we have.
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\ used in the model could not have been made from house plans that



we have conducted alalyses of photos #14 and #19 in the Walters
book and have concluded that there is a very high probability
that the reflections shown in these photos could not have been
made by a hovering object as described by Mr. Walters and

validated by Dr. Maccabee. It is a virtual impossibility for
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demonstrated by Mr. Mark Curtis of WEAR TV. With photos #14 and
integrity digt§§g that other photos depicting the same models

1 C as hi t. This includes the
'Believer Bill', the 'Jane' and the so-called 'Tommy Smith'
photos." (the voice stree analyses indicate that Tommy Smith did

not take these photos). (Source - Paranet 29 October 1990).

The Salisberrys added that, "an independent analyses conducted
?f the purportéed 'Smith' photos by a Ph.D. level photogramatrist
indicates his conclusion that i

In asking to describe the simple demonstration and could readers
do the demonstration for themselves the Salisberrys answer,
"Yes, it is very easy to do. It is basically a demonstratidn to
show what the reflection in photo #19 should look like when
reflected from the flat road surface. The data used can be
taken from Dr. Maccabee's article in the 1988 MUFON Symposium
Proceedings. These are as follows: distance from the camera to
the object is 185 (+/-5) feet; the diameter of the light ring at
the bottom of the object is 7.5 feet; the height of the object
above the road is about 3 feet; and the height of the camera is
about 5 feet. You then set up a scale of of 1 inch = 1 foot to
do your demonstration. For example.... Cut a circle of white
paper 7.5 inches in diameter, place the white circle on a flat
surface and move away 185 inches to simulate the camera
location, then raise your eye level to 5 inches above the
elevation of the white circle, and you can see how the
reflection should look. If you look at this photograph which we
took of our own demonstration you can see that the reflection
should appear as a narrow horizontal line and not as the much
taller reflection as shown in Walters' book. Walters' photo
depicts the reflection as 'hanging in mid-air' instead of flat
on the road as should be expected."

Another issue the Salisberrys had serious doubts about were the
lie tests which they claim are - misleading. In the 16 Aug._
1990, Gulf Breeze Sentinel, Ed Walters wrote an article entitled
'"Tommy Smith's Statements Questioned'. 1In this article Ed4d
writes: On June 19 I was challenged by Tommy's father to take a
lie detector test. On that same evening I took the test and
passed. Ed Walters has now taken 4 seperate te§ts with three
different examiners and passed them all.

w viously."

"In an interview with Ed and Frances in SPT. 1990 in which
Charles Flannigan and the Salisberrys were present, we asked

"she explained that a taped interview had been teste§ by MUFON

without their specific approval. Two tapes were submitted Ey Bob

Oeschler to an examiner in Maryland. The examiner sta?ed, The _
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Instead he went by himself, on two occasions., to anpother

: d paid for a po . e esti at the
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from MUFON accompanied him to the testing site or observed the
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sightings." (However, Ed and Frances did have a book in

preparation at this time and were actively seeking publication,

which usually means money). (Source - Paranet 29 Oct. 1990).
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In another bizarre twist in Breezey Land, MUFON Deputy Dlrector

Dan Wright argued that, "the S have t
a political dispute,” (a City Council race) and further adds.

"if we find Rex (Salisberry) didn't take into consideration all
factors and didn't make all the necessary contacts, we may have
£ £ i it as an incomplet eport." (Source - Pensacola
News Journal 30 Oct. '90).

Ed. Comment: First - the Salisberrys have publicly stated they

do not live in Gulf Breeze 1d e less about the Ci
Council race. Secondly - the November issue of the MUFON Journal

published a Bruce Maccabee response to the Salisberrys findings
on the 'road shot'. Interestingly, if the report has to be
determined incomplete, as stated by Wright, _this means

Mac nded t inc ete report!

(Who's On Firstl!)
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Case Report:

Date - 4 Nov. '90, Location - Cornville, ME., (near Skowhegan)
Time - 1900 hrs.

Account: Two witnesses (17-18 yrs. old) were driving in a truck
when they sighted a glow in a field with cows. They stopped the
truck on a hill and saw a triangular or diamond shaped object
glowing pink on its outer edges with a deep red in the center.
They pulled onto dirt road and observed object for approximately
3-5 seconds. The witnesses claimed they lost sight of it when
it suddenly vanished or collapsed on itself. One of the
witnesses said he saw identical object about 5 days before in
the same place. No noise, no rain, no excessive wind. Witnesses
observed object about 1/2 mile away. Report rece}ved by NH UFO
investigator Rick Giordano. {

/” .Outer edges
- Tight pirk.

Center
- Deep Red.
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From The Letter Box:

Chris Allan writes, "The EXETER incident was most interesting.
(Refer to Orbiter #26) I have a possible suggestion for the
Robert Mark case. The Exeter incident is given by the Danish
ufologist Kim Hansen in the book 'UFOs 1947-87' published by
BUFORA and edited by Hilary Evans/John Spencer (pages 69-72).
Hansen says that Pease AFB did investigate the case and issued a
short summary, saying they could not explain it. Neither could
Project Blue Book. If Pease later denied they had any reports
of it at the base, but Mark insists his story is correct it may
well be that as Mark only related his story in 1982 to CAUS that
he has got the date wrong. How certain is Mark that his
sighting occurred on SPT. 3? If he was wrong by several weeks
or months this would account for Pease not knowing anything
about a sighting at the base during the Exeter incident."

Ed. Comment: Chris Allan is correct in stating that Robert Mark

may have his dates wrong. In a telephone conversation with

Mark, 12 Dec. '90, he again related to the 1965 encounter at
Pease AFB and stated, "The date may very well be wrong, it
could be off by days, weeks, or even a month. I _can only be sure
it ha in the of at .Y
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Too many close encounters in Gulf Breeze

UFO hysteria in Florida town

By Los Angeles Times

S AHOTBED OF flying saucer sightings, Gulf

Breeze, Fla., long ago eamned its dot on the

map — perhaps even the intergalactic map.

Nearbry are five major mililary bases,

including one where explasives are tested,
and the slues overhead are often chockablack with
blénkung lights and fiery flashes. Reparts of UFOs —
Unidentified Flying Objects — are as camman there as
powdery while beaches and lourists with third-degree
sunbums.

But now samething more amnaus seems to be
hovenng over Gulf Breeze, casting a long shadow over the
once good-natured UFO hubbub. Thvee weeks ago, local
police made a routine traffic stop and came up with six

young soldiers, AWOL from their top secret Ay posts in '

Augsburg, West Germany. Friends say that the soldiers
had come here to witness the end of the worid.

The soldiers are gone, whisked away by a team of CIA
and FBI agents that swooped down on Gulf Breeze faster
than swamp gas rises. Speauation as to what the Gls
were up 10, and why they came to Gulf Breeze, has
caused a sensation in the town.

A Penlagon spokesman said that the six were members
of somethung called the End of the Worid cult. Mention was
made of The Rapture, when some Christians believe the
saved will be taken to heaven, as was a mission to kill the
Antichnst. There also were reports that the group was
prepanng to ascend to heaven via spaceship.

*This was once known as a quiet bedroom ammunity,”
complains Jerry D. Brown, the chief of the town's 15-officer
police force. “But a lot of people are laughing at us
because 1 thus UFO business, and now this is what we're
geting — wewrdos, nuts, people we don't want here.”

Visits from mysterious strangers, from Earth or any
other planet, are unwelcome in Gulf Breeze, an upscale
cammunity of 6,000 residents proud to be an altemative
to many of the tourist-hungry beach towns along the
“Redneck Riviera,™ that stretch of scenic Gulf shore from
the Florida Panhandle to New Orleans.

Not only is the town's reputation under siege, but both
Brown and the mayor, Ed Gray lil, believe the UFO
hystenia was touched off by a clever hoax perpetrated by
a local home builder.

“1t's all negative for the community,” Brown says. “And
the only one who has gained is Ed.”

“Ed" is Ed Walters, an affable, wiry man of 44, wel-
known in Gull Breeze for his custam-twilt homes, his
active role as a high schoal band booster and for his
playful imagination.

Now Walters' renown has expandad beyond this city's
two square miles with the publication in March of “The
Gulf Breeze Sightings.” Co-authored by Walters and his
wile, Frances, president of the high school PTA, the book
relates in diary fashion what the couple says were several
months’ worth of cdose encaunters with four-foot gray
ahens who sometimes speak Spanish. The visits
euppasedly began in Novernber 1987.

Due chiefly to notonety attending Walters' accounts,
the Mutual UFO Network, a national organization that
tracks strange celestial actvity, picked neghbaring
Pensacpia 1o hold its annual canvention. Just a week
beIoremesuAWOLsolda:sMedup.bmhadsd
MUFON canventioneers toured Gutf Breeze, where they
trnqxedlfvwghlhebadtyydsolpeoplewfnhave )
reporied sightings, stopped off in Shoreline Park to
eyebal a swil in the grass that not everyane believes

was made by beavers, and gazed hapetully skyward over -

Pensacola Bay.
ANnd, of caurse, these were T-shirts. One shows an alien
family, back on thev home planet, with the youngsters

lamenung: “My folks went 10 Guif Breeze and all | got was
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this lousy T-shirt.”

For many locals, however, UFOs are no joke. “It was
bright biue, and it had several smaller lights around it,"
said Louis F. Mantin, 66, an Air Force retvee who, with his
wife, Mary, was sitting under the tall pines in Shoreline
Park on a recent Thursday maming. “| never toid anyone
but my wife here because | didn’t know what people
would think. | didn't want to look kke a fool."”

anmuaddsMaryManm “a lot of people are
caming farward.”

indeed, Duane Cook, editor and publisher of the
weakly Gulf Breeze Sentinel, estimates that in the past
2V2 years, he's heard of UFO sightings from at least 200
people, ncluding his parents. 1 don't buy the visual
hysteria bit,"” he says.

Links between the AWOL soldiers and Gulf Breeze's
reputation as a UFO spacepant are intriguing, but vague.
All were assigned to the 701st Military inteligence ’
Brigade. Each of the six — five men and one waman —
had top-secret clearance in a unit charged with provding
U.S. defense forces with seaxe camvrursation and
conducting research into “other electronic
according to the Armry. Walters says he heard that the
group had come to contact him.

The soldiers were discovered after one of the men was
stopped late on the night of July 13 bacause the van he
was driving had a faulty tad light. He had no driver's
icense. But after the name was run through the military
crime comguter, Police Chief Brown was contacted, he
says, by an officer at the Pensacnla Naval Air Station who
told him: “‘Call Washingtan. They want this guy bad. Real
bad.” R

In fact, the govestvnent wanted all of them real bad.
After being heid briefly at the Pensacpla naval base, the
six were taken to Fort Benning, Ga., and then to Fort
Knax, Ky., where the Ay quickly ckeasred them in a
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routine espionage investigation, issued them general
dischasges and tumed them loose.

Ammy Maj. Joe Padilla, a Pentagon spokesman, admits
that the desertion of six Gls with top-secret clearance and
forged leave papers, who travel 7,000 mles to a tiny town
in Flonda, ‘was not a routne AWOL "

But, he added, after all waived thei rights to present a
defense, the comvnander at Fort Knax decided to let
them go without further pursshment. Anna Foster, a Gulf
Breeze psychic in whose house the five men had been
staying for four days, refuses to talk about the visit. And
80 the locals are left to wonder.

Ed Walters tends loward the “major government cover-
up" theory, the same one, he says, that has been applied

-to his UFO experercas. “The govermment can't atford

not to (discredit me),” he says. ‘They have to do away
with me. Then the peogple of Peona are safe and can go
back to sleep.”

Some Gulf Breeze residents say that they are
afrad the rest ol the world will think the whole town is
crazy. ‘This has hut the community,”* says Gray, a Gulf
Breeze resident for 28 years. | get made tun of every
day. | try to laugh it off. But others can't.” As an example,
Gray cites the case of a resident who recently traveled 10
Tampa to present a scientific paper. "She was asked not
to present the paper simply because she was from Gult
Breeze and people woulkin't lake her senously,” sad
Gray. -

As for the sincere testimony of others, nchuding a
respected counciwaman and the county medical
examiner, that they, (oo, have seen unexplained
phenomena in the skies overhead, Gray insists he is
willing 10 believe. "t would be naive to think we're the
only ite forms in all these galawes,” he says. “They may
come. But | can tell you nght now, they haven't come to
Gulf Breeze.”
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Science In The USSR, No. 5

In 1988 thc Tomsk Toly-
technic held an interdiscipli-
nary scminar on the theme
"Nonpcriodic Transient Pheno-
mena in the Environment”.
Its program included morc
than 200 papers. Such a
representative forum  held
under thc motto Paranormal
Phenomena:  An Unbiascd
Approach should have been
welcomed if not for the way
somc of thc qucstions under
discussion wcrc  [ormulated
and  the scientific level of
many communications.

According to the organizcers
of thc scminar, this was thce
first scicntific forum of this

kind conductcd in  this
country which became
possible  thanks to grcater
glasnost (opcnness) in  the

scientific community. For [air-
ness’ sake Ict’s point out that
at lcast two similar mcctings
were  held in the 1980s,
more spccifically, the first
and  only scientific  and
tcchnical conlcrence on  the
paranornal phcnomena in the
cnvironment (Kicv, 198]) and
a plenary scssion  (Moscow,
1984) of thc Commission on
Paranormal Phcnomena in the
Environment of the Com-
mittec  of the  All-Union
Council of Scicntific  and
Technical Socictics, (sincc re-
namecd Union of Scientilic and
Engincering  Socictics).  Iach
ol these forums was attended
hy morc than 200 pcrsons.
In the cight ycars since then
the nrganizations that sponsor-
cd the mcetings have changed

as did thc compositions of thc
Organizing Committccs and
the lists of likcly participants
in such discussions. But thc
general approach to the pro-
blem has remained unchanged.
It is bricflly as follows: thc
obscrved “miracles” balfle the
traclitional scicntific schools
and the solution of the pro-
blem is only possible on the
basis of a sober and unbiascd
analysis of thc facts. The
sccond part of this approach
is [air enough, but coupled
with the first part, it lcavcs
onc disillusioncd about mo-
dem scicentific schools as being
allegedly incapable of a sober
analysis. This stand of con-
frontation with “official sci-
cnce” is all the morc puzzling
since, judging from thcir sci-
cntific dcgrees and ranks, a
signilicant part of the partici-
pants in thc scminars belong,
and fairly successfully at that,
to various “‘traditional” sci-
cntific schools of rescarch.
Incidentally, interesting  to
obscrve  that the “nontradi-
tional” approach is applicd,
as a rulc, to arcas far rcmoved
from the ficld of inquiry of
a particular rescarcher, or by
amatcurs [or whom all this
is but a hobby.

UF0: Unbiased Approach?

So what do the “nontradi-
tional schools” proposc? Sincc
their tcrminology is confusing
to say the lcast, Ict us address
oursclves to thc phcnomcena
which, [or somc rcason or
other, were incomprchensible
to cycwitnesses. It was suggest
ed that the solution of the
problem ol paranormal pheno-
mena, such as UFO, should
consist in finding a common
cxplanation for all of them.
Alter the vast majonty of
them (90-95 percent) were
identilicd  with somce known
processes® within the [ramec-

work of convenuonal physical
notions, the tactic of a “non-
standard approach to thc
problem” has bcen modificd.
UFO buffs  immecdiately
declared  that the rcmaining
10 or so pcrcent of the sight-
ings were “‘the genuine UFO™.
Admittedly, this is a surc-lirc
stand inasmuch as cven a most
authoritative pancl of cxperts
will, most probably, leave as
uncxplained a certain fraction
of sightings.

What kind of phcnomena
discussed at the latest scminar
in Tomsk werc classcd as para-
normal? They included:  ball
lightning; carthquakes: the
powerful cxplosion in the sky
over the Tungusska taiga in
the summer of 1908; sightings
of uncommon flying luminous
objeccts and also uncxplained
housc [fires and mysterious
destruction of some common
domestic  objeccts - without
apparcnt causcs “polter-
geists”, ctc. Indced, no “tra-
ditional scientific school” will
be able to provide a common
cxplanation for all these phe-
nomcna. And if we add to
that biological anomalics, we
gct not a scicntific problem,
but a hodgepodge.

Spcaking  scriously,  the
cxistence of uncxplained 2no-
malics in diffcrent arcas of
rescarch is somcthing fairly
common and natural, somc-

thing that stimulates research,
But®most such “anomalics”

fail to catch the public cye,
such  as  anomalics in  the
isotopic composition of junar

matcrial  or  the difference
between the theoretical and
the actually mecasured solar

neutrino fluxcs. It seems to be
far more important to try
and understand them than
interpret [flights of “a bright
luminous body” obscrved in
many regions of the European
part ol the USSR, for
example.

Scnsation scems always be
the result of “nontrivial™ in-
terpretations of odd pheno-
mena, from claims of sightings
of extraterrestrial visitors to
manifestitions of as yet un-
discovercd physical laws.
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* See: VoMirulin and Yu.Platov, “Iow
Anomalous Arc Apomalies

The nawral sciences have
rcached a stage of dcvelop-
mcnt when further progress
requircs  highly  specialized
experiment with highly sensi-
tive cquipment and a thorough
analysis of the results wchiev-
cd. It becomes increasingly
difficult to discover new and
hitherto  unknown  pheno-
mena. This does not mean, of
course, that our studics of
the world are drawing to a
closc. This simply mcans that
we  have  approached  pro-
cesses, objects and phenomena
which until quite recently
could not be studied by any
availuble methods. This being
so, should we assume that
what  we call  paranormal
phenomena also belong in this
category, or shall we say
that whut we are dealing
with in this case are some
cntirely new processes or even
those connected  with extva
terrestrial civilizations? To my
mind even without a detailed
anadysis ol all sightings, it is
safe to assume that this pro-
bability is infinitesimal. We
know that many extemely
rare phenomena have

ncvertheless  been  explained
in sufficient  detaill or, at
least, described in sulficient
detail. To all appearances, the
bulk of sighting reports come
from people who lack pro-
fessonal knowledge.

And cven il onc assumcs
that therc is somec grain of
truth in all thesc reports of
things paranormal, this grain
must be  very small indecd.
Investigations” conducted by
different official commissions
and public organizations have
identified several types of the
morc  widcespread c¢ffccts  of
natural  and  anthropogenic
origins perccived as something
anomalous.  The “grain  of
truth” does not fit into any
specific group. Most  likely,
this is evidence that absolutely
random reports get into this
group.

Summing up, 1 would like
to stress that claims about a
“‘confrontation” between offi-
cial science and UFO buffs
arc hardly admissible. If there
are sightings, they should be
analyzed and who, specifically,
would “do this is of sccondary
importance (although, expert
opmmion in such muatters can
hardly be ignored). But there
is a basic differcnce between
the two types of approach to
any such studics. 1 think it is
inadmissible to replace truly
comprehiensive rescarch by a
scarch for conlimations of
this or that theory no matter
how attractive it might
appear, lor this is elfcctively
a veiled refusal to do serious
rescarch
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Now, to conwe back to the
Tomsk study scminar. As |
siid  before, is participants
submitted over 200 papers and
communications. Judging by
the abstracts, they cun tenta-
tively be divided into sceveral
categorics.

There were well-substantiat-
cd  papers by well-known
authors.  First of all, they
dcalt with the question of
whether we arc alone in the
Universe  (e.g., V.Rubtsov
“Anomalous phcnomena and
the problem of extraterrestrial
civilization”, L.Gindilis “The
current status ol the .scarch
for extraterrestrial  civiliza-
tions™’).

Sccondly, there were papers
whosc connection  with the
subject of the scminar is
dubious to put it mildly.
I can mecntion, for cxamplc,
papcers such as by V.Malinni-
kov “A mcthod lor registering
the proflile of an incoming
sca wave and a device for its
implementation”, A. Mishonov
and G. Kravtsov ""The spatial
distribution ol color para-
meters of the waters of Atlan-
tic in the tropics™, A.Policnko,
“Peculiaritics  of rhythmical
occurrence of bladder stones”,
and so on and so forth.

There were papers whose
scientilic  level was  imper-
missibly low — mecre strings of
pscudo-scientific phrascs.
Inasmuch as it is not my task
to review all such papers, Iet
me give just onc example. It
was a paper by V.Fomenko
on “The gluonic nawwre of
forces  causing  anomilous
phenomena”. The central idea
of this “work™ is that the
movement of different objects
associated  with the develop-
ment ol paranormal phene
mcna is caused by a systemn
of gluonic chains generated
by *“power bases” located
inside the Larth and in circum-
tarvestrial space. Severdd such
chains coming together [rom
diffcrent  dircctions  form
nodes which can temporarily
altach to quarks inside the
atomic nuclei of the matter
which is sct into motion.
By sclecting chains coming
from ccrtain bases it s
possible to move these nodes
with an accuracy ol 107'? cm.
The rest is very simple: such
Mchains” can be  controlled
by a “supcrminiaturc  and
super-reliable digital computer
which can only be built by
3 supcrior ‘machinc  civiliza-
tion”’"  The UFOs arc the
vehicles  for  transporting
humanoids  from  their bases
in outer spacc where they
reside to the Earth to accom-
plish  various  missions.  All
this, I think, requires no
further comments.

And  there  were  papers
reflecting in varying degrees
the motto of the semnar,
These  included communica-
tions on attempts at concrele
investigations  of  particular
processes (“The level of Heo-
magnctic and solar activity
and certain types of anoma-
lous phenomena”™ by R. Goliko
and  LMirzalis; *“The Dalno-
porsky  phcnomenon™ - by
V.Dvuzhilny, V. Zhuravley,
ct al.) and also papers sugyest-
ing hypothcetical modcls (o
describe  various aspects  of
anomalous phcnomeniu Regret-
tably, somc sulficicntly in-
teresting and promising hy[{u-
theses put  [orward, for in-
stance, in  the papers by
V. Psalomschikov, ‘“Transient
clectrical and clectromagnetic
cffccts caused by the move-
mcnt  of flying vchicles in
lower atmosphere” and A. Iva-
nov, “The technical lactor in
anomalous optical phecnomena
occurring in  upper atmo-
sphere” and two or three other
papers were drowned in an
avalanchc of dull and low-stan-
dard works, somctimes con-
taining clementary mistakes.

A broad rcpresentation of
different rescarch  trends  at
the seminar did not improve
the situation. The central pro-
blem was not identificd, and
unflortunatcly, the discussion
boiled down to calls for a
businesslike  and  unbiascd
investigation of the problem,

It should bec noted that
the  seminar  rcccived  onc-
sided and  scnsationalized
press coverage. Summarics of
the papers that appcarcd in
a limited number ol copics
and  were  addressed  to
a  “broad rcadership in-
terested  in the theme of
the study scminar”, could
simply mislcad an unsophisti-
cated reader.

To my mind the concept
ol plasnost in scicnce can
hardly  be  intapreted  as
“anything gocs”. T think in
all countrics really interesting
and substantive rescarch works
arc sclected through a system
of authoritative reviews. In
this particular casc ignoring
these obvious rules has result-
cd in  the publication of
abstracts  which  would Dbe
unacceptable for any  scll
respecting  scientific * journal.

The stand of UFO bulls
who say they arc “suppress-
cd” by “official scicnce”
hinders  the development of
this ficld ol inquiry and,
frankly spcaking, is hard to
undcrstand.

I think it is regrettable that
numcrous  groups and  com-
missions including pcople of
varicus occupations have put
insomuch  cffort and timce
inte  this work but have

* This was an allepedly  parannrinal
phenomenon observed in Ussuri Terri-
tory. In reality it was connceted with the
conduct of a technical experiment. (£d.)
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achicved no practical results,
and that all thcir activitics
bail down to the collection
ol data and gencration of
“nontrivial hypothescs”.

For [airncss’ sake it should
be noted that low scientific
standards of “UFO rescarch”
arc not conlined to this
country alonc. Most similar
organizations in other coun-
trics sulfer [rom the samc
ailment.  Sufficc it to recall
that few ycars ago members
of the Committec for the
Sclence Investigation  of
Claims  of the Paranormal*
shirply condemnced all dilct-
tantc approaches to the pro-
blem and urged higher stan-
dards of rescarch in this ficld.
I, for onc, can [ully subscribe
to this call.

It has been stressed time
and again in many publica-
tions that a vast majority of
sightings ol the paranonmal
were actually connccted with
space  launchings, but no
concrete analysis of the morc
intaresting sightings was pro-
vided. For this rcason many

pcople remain  unconvinced.

It, therefore, scoms

appropriate to take

to bc
a closcr

look at somc such sightings.

Yu PLATOV,
Cand. Sc. (Phys. & Math.)

¢ A public US orcanization comprising
prolessional scicnlists working in diftc-

rent ficlds of rescarch, (£d.)
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Last bright view of

Mars this century

WASHLNGTON (UPI) — Sky .
watchers are being treated to
their best view of Mars until
2001, with the mysterious Red
Planet, Earth. and the sun
scheduled to be positioned in a
straightline Tuesday.

Mars currently is about 20
times brighter than it was about
a year ago. looking like a
yellow-orange star in the nor-
theast sky, said Alan
MacRobert, associate editor at
Sky and Telescope magazine in
Cambridge, Mass.

““This is a big time for ama-
teur astronomers to get their
last good look at Mars this cen-
tury,” MacRobert said Monday.

Alignment of Mars, Earth and
the sun occurs about every two
years, and Mars is closest to
Earth around that time. Al-
though the alignment, or ‘“‘op-
position’ as astronomers call it,
will occur about 3:30 p.m. Tues-
day, Mars was actually closest
to Earth — about 48 million _
milesaway —onNov.19. - .

However, if viewers mis.':ed

body can go out and look at it
with the naked eye, "
MacRobert said.

Except for Jupiter, which
looks iike a white star in the
eastern sky, Mars is the
brightest object in the night sky
because the moon is only a cres-
cent in late November.

MacRobert emphasized the
‘alignment of Mars with Earth
and the sun should have no
physical impact on Earth.
“People are always asking what |
is going to happen when planets °
align. The answer is: nothing,” '
hesaid. .

The scientists operating the
Hubble Space Telescope plan to
take advantage of the closeness
of Mars and train their instru-
ments on the planet Dec. 13 and
14 to see if they can spot any
dust storms. .o - ;

Mars .was closer — and
therefore brighter — during the
September 1988 opposition,
traveling within 38 million miles _
of Earth. However, the next op- |

that chance, Mars still r

Lly brilliant. “Compared -

to a week ago, the difference in
distance and brightness is very
small,” MacRobert said.

Mars rises about sunset, is
highest in the sky about mid-
night and sets at sunrise. "‘Any-

R

position on Jan. 7, 1993 will see |
Mars iderably farther away |
—about93millionmiles. .
The best viewing of Mars ex-
pected early next century will
be in the alignment that takes *
place in 2003, when our '
fascinating neighbor will be just :
35 million miles away.
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Whether you
believe in them or
meseiry NME@WS CroSSes tne WOI‘
extra-terrestrial
}“:;":i nia ‘rin:lg(e Our story on Dr Jan PaJak the May issue of the NZ Skep-
readm (right) and his UFO theories tic magazine.
orler SUE was reproduced in an
EH brings you American based UFO For those who ma{ have
lhe “low-down’’ on newsclipping service and was missed the article, Dr Jan Pa-
some high-{lying even translated into Italian for jak of Dunedin was back in
crafl as dEtermmin: the UFO Express magazine. Christchurch during the
ed througn the The story was given even August holidays and we took
wider readership in New the opportunity to speak to

ideas of one UFO
execrt. Dr .Jan Pa- him again.
of publicity about the

new circles found in
England but many peo-
le do not realise that
ere are alot of circles

Zealand by being reprinted in

New Zealand should While sightseers and
be cashing in on the researchers have flock-
worl.i wide interest in ed to the British crop-
the mysterious circles fields to view the in-
whica are poppingup in  triguing phenomenon

Obvieusly others
were as intrigued
as we were over
the that

PoSSIbly the fields of South New Zealandcould well in New Zealand too.
O’s may have England. according to be sitting on its own said Dr Pajak when he
Ianded in "Hagley ourawn UFOexpert.Dr tourist treasure. visited Christchurch
Park. " Jan Pajak of Dunedin. ‘There has been a lot gulr‘;ng the August
olidays.

“Instead of hiding
these [acts. the New
.z _ Zealand tourism in-
T d should be able to
landing _sites
+ as a tourist allra&xon u
. the sites were publicised
vit would  also attract
:cnenuhc ivnestiga-

* tiops.”

Although some of the

latest British circles

= have been impresive
with complex shapes,
Dr Pajak believes NZ
can offer better.

“In England. ‘they'
{eel threatened by the
density of the population
and only land for a few
minutes and then go. In
NZ because we have
less population. they
will sometimes land lor

One explaination

Both UFO’s had their
compensaling circuils
switched -on, thus pro-
ducing additional side
marks that jook and act

Explanalions ranging
from atmospheric
disturbance o ear-
thworms have been
touted since the ap-

a lew hours at a time —

on the land." he said.
“Some of our oldest

rings date back 60-100

years which means we

can actually lock at the
history of landings. In
England marks are

ione as soon as the
armer ploughs his

Sdme areas of the
country seem to attract
E‘h!“" UFO activity.

ese places for some
reason ttract
numerous landings year
after year while others
have none at all.

Dr Pajak believes the

- visitors are scientists

who return to the same
area time alter time to
investigate whatever it
was that attracted them
in the first place.

Weka Pass is the area
nearest to Christchurch
which has proved a
popular landing site for
a number of years.

While in Christchurch
Dr Pajak was planning
to make a gecul trip to
the \Weka Pass to look
lor new landing sites
and check up on old
ones.

farenllv between
July is the usual
llme lor new landings in
the area.

Dr Pajak has his own
replies to all those scep-
tics who prefer to
believe in the more
ropuhr belief that the

din, suzs are in fact
caused by mushroom
growth.

“Surely il the rings
were caused b
mushrooms the y would

row bigger each year

e of tEm first things I
did when [ beganmy in-
vestigations was to
place wooden pegs on
the edge of the rings.
Over a number of years
1havereturned tocheck
the sites and they are
still exactly the same

ze.r

If the mushroom
theory is tobe believed
itis logical to think that |
the rings could be any *
possible size.

Dr Pajak also points
out that landings in NZ
are not always nings and
there are in fact some
that are shaped like a
four leal clover.

earance of Lhese like il propellers in d

:lrange circles in a cor- helicopters, claims Dr leaving clearer and
nfield in Southern Pajak. more permanent marks
England.

Dr Pajak has his own
ideas and believes the
circles are an example
ul- landing site produc-

ed by a lincar cluster of
UFO's, comprising two
K6 type vehicles.

the leit oi e
shows a site pr
by a stable unit :nd lhe
right shows a site pro-
duced by an unstable
unit. The line that joins
both these sites together
was produced by a
holding circuit.

(Cr. M. Bott).

hoh
nevsletter.
U.S. and $25.
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J. Brit. astron. Assoc.
The Star of Bethlehem Apr. 1979, 89,3

Dear Sir,

Congratulations to Mr John Farquharson on his excellent compilation of
evidence concerning the Star of Bethlehem [Journal, 89 (1), 8 (1978)]. It would
seemn that he raises more questions than he answers, however, and that no
compilation of this sort can be considered really complete without at least some
reference to the book on the subject by Professor Conradin Ferrari d’Occhieppo,
Ordinarius for theoretical astronomy at the University of Vienna. The omission
presumably arises because the book appears to be scarce and is only available
in German (my copy came from an Austrian astronomer friend), but it does go
into the problem in depth and it also contains additional matter of significance.
The title of the book is Der Stern der Weisen (The: Star of the Wise Men) and
it was published in 1969 by Herold Verlag of Vienna and Munich. In his intro-
duction, the author claims to have devoted many years to study of the “Star of
Bethlehem™ legend. According to the bibliography presented, his first publication
on the subject was dated 1952, but he points out that some of the ideas presented
trace back as far as Kepler's publications of 1606. He catalogues 33 “‘modemn”
references in all. The book, which runs to 135 pages, also includes a series of
excellent photographs of the skies of the time, as set up in the Urania
planetarium at Vienna.

The principal single supplement to the information which you have already
published is the plausible explanation which the Professor offers for the way in
which the Magi obtained a fairly precise navigational “fix”* when in the vicinity
of Bethlehem. The full exposition of this is quite involved, as it embraces obser-
vation of the zodiacal light when its apex was close to the two planets (Saturn
and Jupiter, stationary in their orbits at the critical time) and when the main
body of the light itself streamed down to the horizon like a distant searchlight,
appearing to focus on a certain quarter of Bethlehem over a period of some
hours on the particular evening that the Professor claims the Magi arrived at
Bethlehem (7 Bc, November 12, by our modern calendar). A “fix” naturally only
results if the observer approaches Bethlehem from a particular direction and the
topography of Bethlehem itself is also involved, but Ferrari d’Occhieppo’s
intriguing deduction is that the part of Bethlehem so illuminated for the Magi
was one remote from the Church of the Nativity; he also offers a plausible
explanation for this which does not challenge either the authenticity of the
Church of the Nativity or the geographical location of the place where the infant
Jesus actually was at the time when the Magi arrived.

Another point of considerable interest is that Ferrari d'Occhieppo finds that
the Magi came fully briefed to predict a persecution; he even considers that to
give warning of this to the Holy family may have been a principal reason for
their journey.

His studies include reproductions of the text of Matthew 2, vv, 1-16, in the
original Greek and in the Latin of the Vulgate; his final conclusion is that the
original text was furnished by the Wise Men themselves, partly because it con-
tains an item which only they could have known, partly because it contains
technical astronomical expressions, Babylonian style, the full import of which
would not have been familiar to any Jew of that time.

It is not possible to do justice in a short letter to all the many points discussed
by Ferrari d’'Occhieppo (the conclusions of other researchers, the not dissimilar
planetary conjunctions of earlier eras, etc.), nor adequately to challenge his
claim that the Magi predicted the dates of the Herodian persecution incorrectly
(a tempting target for any would-be proponent of ‘‘astrological science””—
Professor Ferrari d’Occhieppo actually makes it abundantly clear that he regards
astrology as *“bunk’ and he positively delights in retailing the occasions when
the Magi's expectations proved ill-founded though he, of course, concedes that
the motivation for their journey was astrological in origin). The Professor
incidentally also reckons that the planetary motions concerned had been
calculated in the Babylon area at least 60 years in advance, so that it was by
no means a sudden impulse that started the Magi on their journey; he demon-
strates this from extant Babylonian tablets and he has also applied Babylonian
computing methods to fill in gaps in the surviving records. The book certainly
makes fascinating reading for anybody with at least some background of
navigational astronomy (the present writer is an experienced marine navigator),
not least for the many twists and turns which the author attempts in his deter-
mined efforts to prove his hypothesis without conceding any merit to pagan
astrologers, even if in the final analysis he cannot entirely avoid leaving them
with at least the semblance of a victory.

Yours faithfully,

MicHAEL G. READE,
Scots Gate, Checkendon, Reading, RG8 0TJ.

Dear Sir,

I see that this hardy annual (the Star of Bethlehem) has risen once again (from
the dead!). The latest review, by Farquharson on page 8 of this journal, does
well to point out that astronomers cannot satisfactorily answer the question
““What was the Star of Bethlehem ?"" since a literal interpretation of the descrip-
tion does not enable it to be associated with any one known astronomical
phenomenon. Only by bending the interpretation to suit one's own predilections
can one hope to tie it to any astronomical event or events. No one¢ who has tried
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this and also considered it to be the result of a vague prophecy in the thirteenth
century BC, has tackled the problem in a systematic manner. In other words, no
one has compiled and examined a list of all known astronomical phenomena
since then and demonstrated why any which occurred around 15-1 BC were of
such outstanding significance to spur the Magi to action.

Any satisfactory explanation of the story must surely also account for the fact
that it appears in only one gospel. For, if it was true, then the event would be
of profound significance to the people of those times, as is explained below, and
would have been eagerly quoted by other writers to support their (disputed)
claim for a divine origin of Christ.

There would appear to be much more evidence for the reality of UFOs than
for the Star of Bethlehem. Perhaps someone will develop the idea that the latter
was a von Daniken-type of UFO?

One non-astronomical but, I submit, plausible explanation has not been
explored in Farquharson's article and that is the justification for the legendary
origin of the story. The reason the story appears in only one gospel is then
apparent. I suggest that the author of St Matthew's gospel invented this charming
fairy story in order to convince his readers of the importarce of Christ's birth.
The author’s own people did not accept a divine origin for Christ then, nor do
they do so today. As Shakespeare said much later, “When beggars die, there
are no comets seen, the heavens themselves blaze forth the death of princes™.
In other words the author pretended that Christ’s birth was coincident with an
unusual celestial event in order to give credence to the rest of the story he
was telling.

Yours faithfully,

GORDON E. TAYLOR,
Five Firs, Cinderford Road, Cowbeech, Hailsham, East Sussex, BN27 4HL.

Dear Sir,

May I comment on Mr Farquharson’s paper!. It is improbable that the object
of 4 Bc of which records give no exact date and which appeared in Aquila, is
the Star. The Holy Family must then have been in Egypt and only left when
they heard of the death of Herod which is fixed by the total lunar eclipse
4 BC March 13.

It has been suggested? that, since the last conjunction was at the summit of
the zodiacal cone, the base would cover the small village of Bethlehem and give
the appearance of the star standing “‘over the place where the child was”. A copy
of this paper is in the appropriate box in the Association's Library with striking
reproductions of a planetarium reconstruction of the three remarkable
conjunctions.

Herod's two-year period can be explained by the fact that the Magi could
have told him of a previous triple conjunction, Mars, Jupiter and Saturn, in
8 Bc February;invisible but perhaps calculated. There was also a tradition that
the Star would appear two years before the birth of the Messiah3, then regarded
popularly as a nationalistic hero. Josephus certainly records disturbances con-
nected with a star and a *king of the Jews” who would expel foreign rulers
at this time®.

Lunar Section members might be interested to know that Albategnius, known
to them from his fine crater, may have been one of the Magi; the clan appear to
have survived for many centuries, and he is described as ‘““a prince and a
star-worshipper”.

Yours faithfully,
CICELY M. BOTLEY,
c/o National Westminster Bank Ltd, 32 Mount Pleasant, Tunbridge Wells, Kent.

References

1 Farquharson, J. F., J. Brit. astron. Asscc., 89 (1), 8 (1978).

2 d'Occhieppo, K. F., Quart. J. R. astron. Soc., 19 (4), 516 (1978).
3 Elliott, E., ibid., 515.

4 Keller, W., The Bible as History, 155, London, 1977.

MR FARQUHARSON REPLIES:

Thank you for letting me see the correspondence concerning my paper. I
appreciate Mr Reade’s remarks and the additional information regarding the
zodiacal light.

I quote the following paragraph from Paul L. Maier’s book which touches on
this particular theory: *“Even the artistic conceptions of the star shedding its
rays down on Bethlehem might not be quite so fanciful as one would think. In
subtropical latitudes on very clear nights, a faint luminous band similar to the
Milky Way is visible on the southwest horizon called zodiacal light. The reflec-
tion of sunlight on meteoric particles concentrated in the plane of the ecliptic,
zodiacal light appears as a luminous cone shining from the planetary path down
to earth at the point where the sun has set. /f it appeared to the Magi leaving
Jerusalem, zodiacal light might have seemed to beam down from the Christmas
.star to intersect Bethlehem at the southwest. But this is an embellishment to the
Christmas story, on which the New Testament is silent’'!.

Regarding Mr Taylor's letter and the point that the Star of Bethlehem may
have been a UFO or a *“Was God an astronaut?” bandwagon, I again quote
from Maier’s book and I think this says it all: *‘Perhaps the most grotesque
(theory) is that offered by the Russian, V. Zaitsev, who claims that the Star of
Bethlehem wasreally a spaceship from a higher civilization carrying cosmonaut
Jesus into this world! But beyond any (more serious) debate, astronomy does
play an important role in the story of Christmas”?.

The quotation by Taylor from Shakespeare's Julius Caesar (Act 11, Scene 2)
is dealt with in a paper entitled **Comet Chronology in Numbers, AD 200-1882""%,
and although no reference is made to the Star of Bethlehem, it examines the
tendency of historians to relate happenings to ‘convenient’ celestial phenomena.
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Miss Botley refers to the death of llerod as being hxed by the eclipse ot the
Moon of 4 sc March 13. Although this is coriect, it should be made clear that
Hceroud did not die on that date. Keller states: **Herod died at the age of seventy
in 4 pe, thirty-six ycars after Rome had made him kinn. It is said that immediately
after his death there occurred an eclipse of the tnoon which modern astronomers
reckon to have happencd on March 13th™3,

This, however, conflicts with events as recorded by Josephus; on 4 Bc March 13
Herod the Great was still living and Judas and Matthias, who were teachers' of
Jewish law, were burned alive that day on Herod’s orders for being the authors
of the action which resulted in the golden eagle statue being pulled down from
the great gate of the Temnple of Jerusalem. Herod, in having this statue crected,
had acted contrary to Jewish law which prohibited represent:ations of living

crcatures®. the datc ot the cxecutions ol Judas and Matthias can be determined
with absolute accuracy for Josephus writes: **And that very night there was an
eclipsc of the moon™*. Herod, althourh suflciing from a wasting disease, was
still capable of having his son Anti pater assassinated and planned the massacre
of prominent pcople in the event of his own death. He had journeyed from
Jericho to Callirrhoce to take the therapeutic waters and then returned to Jericho
where he later died. He was succeeded by his son Aichelaus.

Relerence is made by Joscephus to the Feast of the Passover and sedition by
the people during that event and it would appear that Herod had died bel'ore the
Passover in 4 nc April 11, but I quote a footnote: “This passover, when the
scdition here mentioned was moved against Archelaus, was not one, but thirtcen
months after the eclipse of the moon, ilready inentioned™.

I also quote a footnote regarding the lunar eclipse: “This eclipse of the moon
(which is the only cclipse of cither of the luminaries mentioned by our Josephus
in any of his writings) is of the greatest consequence for the determination of
the time for the dcath of Iterod and Antipater, and for the birth and entire
chronology of Jesus Christ. It happencd March 13th, in the year of the Julian
period 4710, and the 4th year before the Christian aera”*.

Doubt is therefore cast on the chronology that Herod died between the lunar
eclipsc and the Passover ol 4 sc, although he undoubtedly died at some time
during 4 BC and certainly after March 13 of that ycar. The comet/nova which
appeared in Aquila in 4 BC, sometime between February and April, could have
been the ‘star’ which the Magi saw as they left Jerusalein after their audience
with Herod.

I submit that the literal interpretation of Matthew 2: 16 (the two-year period)
should be accepted in prefcrence to the supposition and traditional beliefs as
advocated by Miss Botley.
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Rumble Not Likely 'Quake

NASHUA (AP)-— Downtown Nashua was
rocked by aloud rumble yesterday morn-
ing, prompting a barrage of telephone calls

Mystery rumble had
Nashua buzzing

NASHUA (AP) — At least 100

to police from people who thought they
were in the middle of an carthquake. Quake
watchers said their seismic necdles didn't
flicker, leaving the cause of the commotion
up in the air.

*It's a good Saturday morning mystery,”
said Dr. John Ebel, assistant director of the
Weston Observatory in Newton, Mass. I
don’t know what it was. All I can dois say it
was not an earthquake.”

“If there had becn anything at all, we
would have seen it.” he said.

At the National Earthquake Information
Center in Golden, Colo., the instruments
also were quiet.

Whatever it was kept thé Nashua police
switchboard busy after the boom at about
9:45 a.m.

“We were bombarded,” said one dis-
patcher. who said the rumble **went right
around us.”

NH Sun. Times 25 Nov.'90
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people in downtown Nashua
thought the earth moved, but
seismologists say the rumble like-
ly was something much more
banal, such as an explosion or a
sonic hoom.

Whatever it was, it promapted a
barrage of telephone calls to police
Saturday from people who thought
tsey were in the middle of an
earthquake.

“It sounded like the longest
thunder I’ve ever heard,’” said Da-
vid Brooks, a copy editor working
at The Nashua Tclegraph in near-
by Hudson..

He said some people called the
paper to report what Lhey bhad
heard or felt. Two reported their
homes shook; he said. Nashua po-
lice dispatchers said they received
about 100 calls.

Quake watchers, however, said
their seismic necdles didn’t Qick-
er, lecaving the cause of the com-
motion up in the air.

“It's a good Saturday morning
mystery,” said Dr. John Ebel, as-
sistant director of the Weston Ob-
servatory in Newton, Mass. *‘I
don't know what it was. All I can
do is say it was not ap earth-
quake.”

At the National Earthquake In-
formation Center in Golden, Colo.,
the instruinents also were quiet.

Foster Daily Democrat 26 Nov. 'S0
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Photogrammetric Analysis of a_ Photogravh of an
Aerial Anomaly. I. SQDIT (Ohio State University).

This photograph was made on July 13, 1968, near Boston
Massachusetts, The object was photographed using a
Polaroid sodel 250 camera having a 3-element, 114 mm,
£/8.8 lens, a shutter electronically controlled by an
electric eye, and using 3000 ASA black and white film.
The cbject had seven QU ares on a side that blinked on
and off repeatedly, with an on-cycle of about 1 sec. At
the time of the photography the separate sguares were
beyond visual resolution, so that only one blinking
light was seen, Rowever during each blink, two traces
were visible on the photograph. The brighter light ‘was
believed to have been the one that was visvally
observed. Since the carera system was sensitive into
the ultraviolet  spectrum (230 nanometer, nm,
wavelength), the second trace may have been from a
light in the spectral frequency range between 230 and
400 mn. This light increased in brightness briefly and
then reached a plateau as it turned on. When the object
vas photographed in a descending flight pattern, it
appeared that its forward portion was elevated compared

to the rear portion. . -
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Dear Colleague:

We are pleased to provide a poster session forum in whioch to present your
paper at the 1988 AAAS Annual Meeting in Boston, 11-15 February. Papers
were grouped by subject area into sessions, then organized by specialty
within each session and assigned sequential abstract numbers. The above
information label indicates your session number, your abstract number, and
the date and time you are scheduled to give your paper. 1

Your abstract will appear in the Abstracts of Papers (e companion volume to
the Program book), which you will receive when you register. Tou sust
register for the meeting in order to present your paper, For your conven-
ience, I have enclosed registration and housing forms. - I have also en-
closed a reprint from the Prelisinary Progras issue of Science contadining
details of the Meeting program and discount airfare information.

Below i3 the schedule of poster sessions. All sessions will be held in
Exhibit Hall A (Poster Sessfon Area C) of the Hynes Convention Center.
Please mount you~ poster on the assigned doard during the 10 sinutes iose-
diately preceding your session. Thumb tacks will be provided. Projection
equipzent and electrical outlets will not be provided in the poster area.
AAAS staff will be on hand to assist you.

SESSION DATE TIME
1. Phystcal Sciences Fri., 12th 11:00 a.e. ~ 1:00 p.a.
2. Life Sclences Fri., 12th 1:00 p.s. - 3:00 p.a.
3. Behavioral and Social Sciences Sat., .13th 11:00 a.e. - 1300 p.m.
4. American Junior Acadesy of Science Sat., 13th 1:00 p.s. - 3:00 p.s.

The poster board 13 8 feet vide and R feet high. Prepare a lightweight
sign for the top of your poster space (in letters no smaller than 1 inch
high) to fnclude (1) the abstract number; (2) the title of your paper; and
(3) the author(s). An enlarged copy of your abstract should be posted in
the upper lefthand corner of the poster dosrd.

The following tips say de helpful in preparing your satertals. Please beasr
in wind that yow poster vi_ll be vieved fram a distance of at least 3 feet.
>Do not write, paint, or use paste on the poster board.

>Do not sount iIlustratdions on hesvy doard because it may be difficult to
keep in position on the poster board.
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THE BELGIAN FLYING TRIANGLE

In SF#70, we printed a brief item from
an English newspaper about a rash of
Belgian sightings of "flying triangles".
Our invitation to our European readers
to expand on this "flap" brought numer-
ous articles from European papers and
magazines. Normally, we bypass UFO-
type observations, but the Belgian flying
triangles are so remarkable that they de-
serve a little space.

Very briefly, we have roughly 1000
observations by several thousand people,
beginning in October 1989 and still con-
tinuing. Most witnesses report a dark,
triangular object with three bright
lights plus a flashing red one in the
middle. Size estimates vary from the size
of a football field to that of conventiomal
aircraft. The object sometimes hovers for
minutes at a time. It also can move very
slowly and then suddenly accelerate to
high speeds. Some observers report a
faint humming sound; others say that it
is noiseless.

Artist's concept of the Belgian
Flying Triangle, with three white
lights on the corners, one red
light in the center. (From:
Télérama, February 21, 1990.)

The American Stealth fighter (F117)
is roughly triangular, and there has
been much speculation that people have
been seeing this craft on night missions.
The characteristics reported for the fly-
ing triangle, however, are hardly those
of a jet aircraft. But one must always
remember that human observers are im-
perfect.

The July 5, 1990, issue of Paris .
Match presented a remarkable account of
an encounter between two Belgian F16s
and one of the flying triangles. We use
here those portions of a translation pro-
vided by R.J. Durant to the Internation-

al UFO Reporter (15:23, July/August
1990) .

"On the night of March 30th, one of the
callers reporting a UFO was a Captain of
the national police at Pinson, and [Bel-
gian Air Force] Headquarters decided to
make a serious effort to verify the re-
ports. - In addition to the visual sightings,
two radar installations also saw the UFO.
One radar is at Glons, southeast of
Brussels, which i§ part of the NATO de-
iense group, and vne at Sermrerzake,

=

west of the Capitol, which controls the
military and civilian traffic of the entire
Belgian territory. The range of the two
radars is 300 kilometers, which is more
than enough to cover the area where the
reports took place...Headquarters deter-
mined to do some very precise studies
during the next 55 minutes to eliminate
the possibility of prosaic explanations for
the radar images. Excellent atmospheric
conditions prevailed, and there was no
possibility of false echoes due to tempera-
ture inversions.

"...at 0005 hours the order was given
to the F-16s to take off and find the in-
truder. The lead pilot concentrated on
his radar screen, wnich at night is his
best organ of vision. The F-16 is equip-
ped with very sophisticated equipment,
including chase radar, which is not fixed
directly ahead of the airplane, but
makes a wide ‘search in an arc of 90 de-
grees left and right of the nose...

"Suddenly the two fighters spotted
the intruder on their radar screens,
appearing like a little bee dancing on the
scope. Using their joy sticks like a video
game, the pilots ordered the onboard
computers to pursue the target. As soon
as lock-on was achieved, the target ap-
peared on the screen as a diamond shape,
telling the pilots that from that moment
on, the F-16s would remain tracking the
object automatically.

"[Before the radar had locked on for
six seconds] the object had speeded up
from an initial velocity of 280 kph to
1,800 kph, while descending from 3,000
meters to 1,700 meters...in one second!
This fantastic acceleration corresponds to
40 Gs. It would cause immediate death to
a human on board. The limit of what a .
pilot can take is about 8 Gs. The tra-
jectory of the object was extremely dis-
concerting. It arrived at 1,700 meters
altitude, then it dove rapidly toward the
ground at an altitude under 200 meters,
and in doing so escaped from the radars
of the fighters and the ground units at
Glons and Semmerzake. This maneuver
took place over the suburbs of Brussels,
which are so full of man-made lights that
the pilots lost sight of the object be-
neath them...

"Everything indicates that this object
was intelligently directed to escape from
the pursuing planes. During the next
hours the scenario repeated twice...

"This fantastic game of hide and seek
was observed from the ground by a
great number of witnesses, among them
20 national policemen who saw both the
object and the F-16s. The encounter
lasted 75 minutes, but nobody heard the
supersonic boom which should have been
present when the object flew through the
sonic barrier. No physical damage was
reported. Given the low altitude and
speed of the object, many windows
should have been broken."

(Cr. C. Maugé, P. Ferryn)
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