
















Oct. 26, 1980; Greene County, Indiana 
7:00 PM. A lopsided triangle shaped UFO was observed by a husband and wife on 
their farm in a close encounter. The object can be described two full moons spaced 
about 12 feet apart with a flashing red light in back like a lopsided triangle. Each 
white light could have been three feet in diameter and the white was so intense but 
no�ng around lit up. It seemed as if the light was somehow contained within itself. 
The object was at treetop level now and passed to the right of our security light. 
There was no reflec�on of metal anywhere. The lights were all that could be seen but 
I got the dis�nct impression that they were connected to something huge. The wife 
said: The object passed about twenty feet above the barn making no sound and 
lights making no light. When it was over the barn roof the sows with baby pigs in the 
barn jumped up and began wild grun�ng and knocking about in their pens. They 
setled down immediately a�er the object cleared the roof. The object is now coming 
very slowly towards the front of our house and yard. My husband had gone back into 
the house to watch from the front windows, my children are crying, and I am on the 
back porch having the �me of my life. 

(IUR-3,5, Leter to Center for UFO Studies, John Timmerman files) 
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Rappelons brièvement que la décision par le GEPAN d'entreprendre une 
enquête sur un cas d'observation est prise en fonction des possihilités 
d'appliquer des techniques d'analyse rigoureuses et efficaces.Parexenple 
d'une manière générale, le GEPAN n'enquête pas sur les cas ?e  rése en- 
tant qu'une seule source d'information (temoignage unique depourvu de 
toute espèce de confinnation physique) puisque l'enquêteur perd alors tout 
le bénéfice de confrontations, de comparaisons, de corrélations entre 
des informations de nature ou d'origines distinctes. 

Ainsi, à chaque type d'information disponible correspondent des cri- 
tères d'application des techniques d'anal se appr?priées. Pour les H témoignages, leur étude dépend de la possibilit de connaitre les attentes et les 
réactions de chacun des témoins. [ . De même, pour les vestiges 
allégués d'interaction physique (traces au sol), ils. ne forment une 
source d'information intéressante que si l'analyse peut en être faite 
avant que ces effets ne se soient dissipés (protection efficace du 
site, prélèvements rigoureux effectués rapidement, conditions atmosphé- 
riques normales, etc.). 

Dans l'enquête qui suit, deux types d'informations étaient disponibles : 
le témoignage d'une seule personne et d'autre part la présence de tra- 
ces visibles sur le sol en relation supposée avec l'observation du 
témoin. 

1 

Ces deux types d'information étant susceptibles d'être confrontes, il 
fut décidé de mener une enquête sur les lieux. 

[l] L'analyse des témoignages et la collecte des informations que cela 
nécessite ont été abordees dans la Note Technique NQ1O. 



1, - PRESENTATION DU CAS 

Le Ven'dredi ci Janvier' 1981, .la Gendarme'rie de A2 reçoit un appel 
téléphonique mentionnant l'observation d'un phénomène non reconnu par 
la personne qui l'avait observé et indiquant par ailleurs la 
présence de traces sur le sol. 

Ces événements se seraient produits sur la Commune de Al, le jour 
précédent. 

Le lundi 12 janvier au matin, le GEPAN prend connaissance du cas (par 
l'enregistreur d'appel de la Gendarmerie) et apprend que la Gendarme- 
rie a déjà effectué des prélèvements d'échantillons de sol dès le 
lendemain. De fortes précipitations ont lieu durant le Week-end ; le 

1 GEPAN décide après consultation de la gendarmerie locale de ne pas 
intervenir immédiatement. En contrepartie, il demande à la Gendarmerie 
de faire parvenir le plus tat possible aux laboratoires les échantil- 
lons prélevés. 

Le Telex reçu le 12 janvier dans l'après-midi confirme les événements 
et apporte des précisions sur la zone de traces observée. 

Parallèlement, nous apprenons que plusieurs groupements privés ont 
été avertis de ce cas, par la presse locale, et se sont rendus sur les 
lieux. Le groupement XYZ a dépêchd sur place un enquêteur qui 
entreprend le 13 janvier sa propre enquete. 

INTERVENTION GENDARMIQUE - ........................ 

La Compagnie de Gendarmerie de A2 alertée par les voisins du témoin 
s'est rendue sur les lieux le vendredi 9 janvier au matin vers 1 1  h 30. 
Elle a constaté les faits (observation de traces au sol), auditionné 
le témoin, pris des photographies puis effectué des prélèvements de 
matériaux selon les directives du livret gendarmique. Quelques jours 
plus tard les gendarmes expddient au GEPAN les échantillons de 
terre et à un laboratoire de l i 1 ~ R A  les échantillons végétaux (voir 
plus loin). 

Peu de temps après, des prélèvements complémentaires d'échantillons 
seront effectués à la demande des laboratoires d'analyse : 

- échantillons témoins de végétation (gendarmerie le 23.01.81) ; 

- série complète d'échantillons végétaux (GEPAN le 17.02.81). 



Dans le cas présent, la Gendarmerie a recueilli deux types d'informa- 
tions distinctes susceptibles d'une analyse comparative et justifiant 
donc une prise en charge par le GEPAN : 

- informations sur le témoin et son témoignage ; 
- informations sur les traces (description et prélévement). 

2. - PREMIERS ELEMENTS D'ENQUETE 

Le village de Al est situé à 3 km au Sud de A2. Monsieur et Madame 
COLIN1 habitent une propriété il 2 km à l'Est de cette localité, par la 
route CD1 sur les flancs d'une colline qui domine la Vallée de la 
Rise (voir Croquis 1 ci-après). 

La &llée est orientée d'Est en Ouest oh de nombreuses exploitations 
maraîchères et fruitières sont visibles. 

Les flancs de cette vallée sont recouverts de bois et d'une végétation 
de type méditerranéen. Les rares maisofis &u secteur sont orientees, 
avec leurs ouvertures (fenêtres, baies, portes) en direction de la 
vallée. De nombreuses terrasses taillées 3 même la colline (appelées 
"restanques") permettent une utilisation maraichkre ou fruitières des 
sols. Ces restanycs sont généralement construites en nierres du pays 
et leur hauteur moyenne est de 2 mètres environ (voir croquis 1 & 2, 
ci-après). 

La propriété de Mr. et Mme COLIN1 est située en retrait du chemin 
departemental ( C D 1 )  sur le flanc Nord de la vallée. 
Un chemin de terre (CRI) longe leur propriété pour aboutir 400 mÉtres 
plus'loin à une ferme isolée. 

ette propriété est agencée de manière à utiIiser au mieux le profil de 
la colline. La maison est construitelen partie sur plusieurs niveaux 
de restanques et s'encastre dans la colline (voir Croquis 2,3 et 4 ) .  



CROQUIS 1 - Légende : Echel l e  1/20 000 è 

A l  : Local i té  l a  plus proche 
RN : Route Nationale 
CD1: Chemin Départemental 
A2 : Local i té  . 
VF : Voie Ferrée 
R i  : Rivière  
t : Lieu d'observation 
C R I :  Chemin Rural 





La partie dégagée et goudronnée (entrée) niveau sous-sol est à 30 m 
du chemin départemental (vers l'ouest). Un escalier sur le côté 
gauche de la villa permet l'accès au niveau habitable (niveau l), sur 
le côté droit une butte de terre empêche l'accès à la grande terrasse. 
L'accès à celle-ci pour les véhicules se fait par le chemin de terre 
mentionné précédemment. . 

La terrasse, ou plate-forme, communicpe avec les autres restanques par un 
escalier situé derrière la maison. Cependant, cette plate-forme n'est 
pratiquement jamais fréquentée (si ce n'est parfois pour jouer à la 
pétanque). Sur le flanc Nord/Est de la colline, se trouvent deux 
restanques surélevées successivement de 1 mbtre environ (niveaux 
2 et 3) ; deux constructions prennent appui sur ces niveaux : un abri 
de pomDe (bord du niveau 3) et une habitation annexe (à cheval sur 
les deux niveaux). 

Au-dessus de la grande plate-forme, deux restanques baties servent de 
verger. Celles-ci sont de moyenne dimension : 5 0  m de longueur sur 
2,5 m de largeur. 

Des bois de feuillus et de conifères, dont certains atteignent une 
dizaine de mètres de haut, entourent la propriété de Monsieur et 
Madame COLINI, sauf sur la partie donnant vers la Vallée de la Rise 
(Sud-Ouest). 

Aucun obstacle particulier (ligne électrique, téléphone, relais TV, 
etc.) n'est visible de la propriété de Monsieur et Madame COLINI. En 
effet, de la grande plate-forme où le ph6nomène a été aperçu, le 
champ visuel en direction du Sud-Ouest est complètement dégagé sur 
près de 180. Seul obstacle visible dans le cadre de référence cité : 
la colline de l'autre côté de la vallée, distante de près de 2 km. 
(Voir Croquis 3 et 4). 



@ PRINCIPAUX ARBRES DANS LE 
CHAMP DE VISION 

A,B : POSITIONS SUCCESSIVES D'OBSERVATION \ 
CROQUIS 3 \ *ORD 

ECHELLE 1/250°  

3ème RESTANQUE FORET ET TAILLIS 

c 

HABITATION I 

2ème RESTANQUE B ANNEXE NIVEAU 3 

NIVEAU 2 
lère RESTANQUE 

PRESUME DU P H ~ O M E N E  

PLATE-FORME OU 
HABITATION GRANDE TERRASSE 

NIVEAU 1 
SUD-EST --- --- - - -  

HANGAR POUR 
VOITURE 

ARBRES FRUITIERS SUR TERRAIN EN PENTE 
4 

CHEMIN RURAL D'ACCES 





VALLEE DE LA R I S E  . 

(Vue de l a  terrasse vers l e  Sud Ouest) 

PHOTO 1 



RESTANQUES 

PHOTO 

RESTANQUE e t  FORET 

PHOTO 5 



A : ler point d'observation 
Maison de Monsieur COLINI. vue de la trace - 

B : 2è point d'observation 

PHOTO 2 

Cabanon de protection de pompe (Point A) 

PHOTO 3 



- 1 

Di rect ion dans l aque l l e  e s t  venu l e  Phénomene 

(flèche) selon le témoin 

T o i t  de 1  'habi ta t ion  annexe (2ème point  d'observation) 

PHOTO 7 



Plate-forme avec emplacement de la trace 

Eilacement de la trace (39 jours apres l'observation) 

PHOTO 9 

LES POINTILLES INDIQUENT L'EMPLACEMENT DE LA TFACE 



3 ,  le - EXTRAIT DU PROCES-VERBAL DE LA GENDARMERIE (9t01,81) 

" J'habite à Al, A l'adresse actuelle depuis bient8t quatorze ans. 
J'habite seul avec mon épouse qui est femme de ménage A la caisse 
de sécurité sociale de A2. 

Depuis le mois de Novembre 1979, je ne travaille plus. J'btais 
employé 3 la S.C.N.I. La Société a fermé ses portes et j'ai été 
licencid. Je touche une pension d'invalidité, car en 1973 j'ai et4 
victime d'un malaise cardiaque. 

Hier, 8 Janvier 1981, comme pratiquement tous les jours j'étais en 
train de bricoler. Je me trouvais derrière la maison qui est cons- 
truite sur une restanque. J'étais en train de construire un abri 
en ciment pour y placer une pompe eau. Derrière ma maison sur 
le même niveau se trouve une bande de terrain plat. On acchde a 
ce terrain par un chemin qui passe au bas de la maison. Il était 
environ 17 heures. Le temps commençait A rafraîchir. Mon atten- 
tion a été attirée par un léger bruit, une sorte de petit siffle- 
ment. Je me suis tourné et j'ai vu en l'air un engin qui se trou- 
vait A la hauteur d'un gros pin en bordure du terrain. Cet engin 
qui ne tournait pas descendait vers le sol. Je n'entendais qu'un 
léger sifflement. Je ne voyais pas de flammes, ni au-dessous, ni 
autour de cet engin. Pendant que cet'engin continuait a descendre, 
je m'en suis approché en me dirigeant vers le petit cabanon cons- 
truit en dur au-dessus de ma maison. Lorsque je me suis placé 
contre le mur du cabanon, je voyais trhs bien par dessus le toit. 
En effet ce cabanon est construit également sur une restanque. 
Je me trouvais sur la restanque supérieure A environ 1,20 m du toit. 
De là, j'ai bien vu l'engin posé sur le sol. AussitGt il s'est 
soulevé toujours en émettant un sifflement léger. Arrive au-dessus 
des arbres il est parti assez rapidement en direction de la forêt 
de Al, c'est-A-dire en direction Nord Est. 

Lorsque cet engin s'est soulevé j'ai vu au-dessous quatre ouver- 
tures par lesquelles ne s'échappait ni flamme ni fumée. L'engin 
a soulev6 un peu de poussière lorsqu'il a quitté le sol. Je me 
trouvais a ce moment la A une trentaine de metres du lieu d'atter- 
rissage. Je me suis ensuite approché de l'endroit et j'ai remarque 
un cercle d'environ deux mètres de diam&tre. A certains endroits 
sur la courbe du cercle existent des genres de traces de ripage. 

Lorsque mon épouse est rentrée le soir je lui ai raconté ce que 
j'avais vu. Mon épouse a cru que je plaisantais. Ce matin en 
plein jour, je lui ai montré la trace du cercle. Mon épouse a 
téléphoné A notre voisin, Monsieur URBAIN. Ce dernier est venu 
avec son épouse. Je leur ai également montré la trace. Ils nous ont 
alors conseillé de prévenir la Gendarmerie. 

S.I. l'engin avait la forme de deux assiettes renversées, l'une 
contre l'autre. Il devait mesurer environ un mètre cinquante de 
hauteur. 11 avait la couleur du plomb. Cet engin avait une nervure 



tout autour de sa circonférence. Sous l'appareil, j'ai vu au 
moment où il se soulevait, deux genres de pièces rondes, qui 
pouvaient être des réacteurs ou des pieds. Il y avait aussi 
deux autres cercles qui ressemblaient 2 des trappes. Les deux 
réacteurs, ou pieds, dépassaient légèrement sur vingt centi- 
mètres en dessous du corps de l'appareil. 

Je n'ai ressenti aucun trouble de la vue ou de l'ouie". 

. "L'OBSERVATION. Monsieur COLIN1 s'affaire a un travail de maçonnerie 
sur une terrasse, iuste au-dessus de sa villa. Le soir tombant, il 
voudrait en avoir ferminé avant la nuit. Soudain, au bout de la 
plate-forme en terre battue, il voit "tomber" du ciel, juste entre 
les cimes de deux grands arbres, un engin rond de couleur sombre. 
Comme cette chute n'a été accompagnée d'aucun bruit, il s'étonne 
et regarde avec attention l'endroit où l'étrange objet s'est posé. 
Il en est a une distance d'environ 80 mètres. L'engin est immobi- 
lisé contre la paroi (moitié pierres sèches, moitié terre argileuse) 
qui limite cette plate-forme du c6té de la colline (environ 2 mètres 
de haut) . 
De l'endroit où il est, le témoin aperçoit comme un gros bol ren- 
versé, de couleur gris foncé, mat. Surpris, il se dirige vers cet 
objet étrange et vient se poster au bord de la restanque, soit a 
45 mètres des traces qui seront observées après le départ de l'ob- 
jet. Alors, il découvre une sorte de véhicule ovoide, ayant la 
forme générale de deux demi-sphères de volume inégal, nettement sé- 
parées par un rebord plat, saillant, dépassant d'au moins 15 cen- 
timétres et faisant un anneau autour de la masse métallique de 
type plomb-aluminium. La partie supérieure ddpassant le mur de la 
restanque, l'engin a donc une hauteur comprise entre 2 mètres et 
2,5 mètres. Le témoin ne voit pas d'antenne, pas de hublot, pas 
d'ouverture. Il ne remarque aucune aspérite, aucune particularité 
mécanique extérieure. L'ensemble lui apparait lisse et compact. Il 
estime que le diamgtre horizontal de cet engin est plus important 
que sa hauteur. Il n'a pas le temps de continuer son observation. 
L'engin s'élève en déplaçant une légère poussière et avec un léger 
sifflement. Puis, il parait s'incliner en laissant apercevoir sa 
partie inférieure et il s'envole à une vitesse fulgurante en pas- 
sant exactement entre les deux grands arbres, point exact d'où il 
avait paru "tomber". 

Le témoin a noté que le parcours d'atterrissage et celui de l'envol 
ne sont pas similaires. AU moment ou l'engin s'&lève et bascule sur 
sa trajectoire de départ, le témoin aperçoit quatre accessoires sous 
l'engin. Il les compare des seaux de maçon pour en estimer le 
diamètre et la longueur. Mais il reconnaîkque sa description est 
imparfaite et approximative, l'observation ayant été particulière- 
ment brève 21 cause de la vitesse de l'engin et de la presque instan- 
tanéité de sa disparition. Il n'a pas entendu de bruit particulier 



de'moteur dans le silence de la campagne. Il n'a ressenti aucune 
chaleur, aucune vibration. 11 n' a éprouvé aucun malaise ni pendant 
l'observation ni après. Il a été simplement très impressionné par 
ce spectacle insolite. Il fait de l'engin le dessin suivant : 

Inquiet et étonné, il est rentré dans sa maison et a racontd sa 
vision A son épouse. Sceptique et méfiante, cette derniere lui. 
a recommandé d'éviter une nouvelle rencontre de ce genre, en 
restant chez eux. Le lendemaia matin, tous deux sont tout de 
même allés regarder l'endroit où Monsieur COLIN1 avait vu se 
poser un engin étonnant. C'est alors qu'ils ont remarqud des 
traces au sol très visibles et qui, ils en etaient convaincus, 
n'y étaient pas la veille. Constatant la "matérialit4" de l'ob- 
servation, ils ont jugé utile et rassurant d'alerter aussit8t la 
gendarmerie locale. " 

Le témoin étant unique (aucun autre témoin ne fut découvert par 
la suite), l'enquête du GEPAN mede le 1 7 . 0 2 . 8 1  était principaie- 
ment axée sur la collecte complémentaire de prélèvements de maté- 
riaux, notamment végétaux. Il fut aussitôt procédé A une audition 
du témoin ainsi qu'a une reconstitution. Toutefois, pour la rai- 
son énoncée plus haut, cette partie de l'enquête fut écourtee. 

L'enquête 

- 

- 

- 

se déroula en trois phases : 

rencontre avec le témoin et son épouse ; reconstitution 
des évènements ; 

relevé topographique, photographies des lieux et pré- 
lèvements d'échantillons ; 

entretien avec le témoin. 

3 . 3 . 1 .  - DESCRIPTION DU PHENOMENE - 
- Trajectoire - 
Le témoin indique qu'il a commencé percevoir le phéno- 



mène dans le ciel au-dessus des arbres qui sont au 
fond de la grande plate-forme, plus précisément entre 
deux grands coniféres qui dominent le bois. Monsieur 
COLIN1 indique que  ett te trajectoire était directe 
sans &-coups, rapide et qu'il n'y eOt pas d'arrêt 
jusqu'au moment du contact avec le sol (voir photos 6 et 7 )  

Monsieur COLIN1 indique comme point d'impact au sol l'en- 
droit où sont encore visibles les traces au sol. 

La trajectoire d'éloignement et de disparition est con- 
sidérée par le témoin comme similaire & celle de l'ap- 
proche. Des détails seront cependant précisés pour cette 
phase (voir "d6collagen). 

- Duree de l'observation - 
Selon la reconstitution, la phase d'approche du phéno- 
mène, du départ de l'observation jusqu'au point d'arrêt, 
a &t& très brhve (quelques secondes). Puis le témoin se 
déplace de son lieu de travail (abri de pompelet rejoint 
le mur de l'habitation annexe (croquis 3 et 4, photos 
2 et 3). Le phénomène est posé au sol sur la terrasse. 
Le témoin l'observe quelques secondes, puis, brutalement 
le phénomène s'élève, passe au-dessus du bois et s'dloi- 
gne rapidement vers l'Est en gagnant de l'altitude par 
diminution de diamètre apparent. 

A partir des données fournies par Monsieur COLINI, nous 
pouvons estimer la durée globale de l'observation & 
quelques dizaines de secondes, pour &tre plus précis 
de l'ordre de 30 & 40 secondes. 

Le témoin a toujours été placé dans de bonnes condi- 
tions pour effectuer son observation. Sa position, 
aussi bien sur la restanque derrière l'abri de pompe, 
ou derrière l'habitation annexe lui ouvrait un champ 
de vision assez ddgagé (ouverture sup6rieure 3 90°), 
ghée seulement par trois arbres. 

- Distance d'observation - 
La distance observateur/phénomène serait courte. Si 
nous considérons le début de la phase d'approche jus- 
qu'au point d'impact, la distance estimée parcourue par 
le phénomène serait d'environ 20 mètres. La distance me- 
surée de l'abri de pompe & l'annexe d'habitation est de 
17 ,s  mètres. La distance de cette annexe au point d'arrêt 
présumé est de l'ordre de 30 mètres. Probablement Mon- 
sieur COLIN1 n'était jamais & plus de 70 mètres du ph&- 
nomène, mais n'en a été & aucun moment a moins d'une 
trentaine de mètres (voir croquis 3 et 4 ) .  



distance 
30 m < phénomhe < 70 m 

t6moin 

Il faut noter que la majeure partie de l'observation a 
été faite dans un cadre de référence bien connu du té- 
moin, ce qui diminue les causes d'erreurs sur l'estima- 
tion des distances. 

- Forme - 
Dans la phase descendante, d'approche du phénomène, 
Monsieur COLIN1 mentionne peu de choses sur la forme 
qu'il observe. Ce n'est qu'après l'arrêt, lorsqu'il s'ap- 
proche, qu'il appréhende mieux le phénoméne situé sur 
la plate-forme. Ceci est aussi cohérent avec l'idée 
que l'approche et l'"atterrissage" se sont déroulés très 
rapidement. 

Deux phases ont retenu particulièrement l'attention du 
témoin,dont il donne une description précise : 

- le stationnement au sol : Phase A, croquis 5.a 

- le décollage : Phase B, croquis 5.b. . 

- PHASE-!! - 
(les termes employés par Monsieur COLIN1 sont indiqués 
par une frappe différente du texte). 

Le témoin ne décrit pas la forme générale par analogie 
a quelque chose de connu, il préfère employer le terme 
engin, ( 1  . 
Le témoin apporte des précisions sur deux points : 

. sur le c6té de l'engin il souligne la pr6sence 
d'une épaisse bande mate faisant le tour de la 
silhouette ; 

. sous l'engin deux sortes de pieds dépassent 
légèrement. 

Le croquis 5.b représente pour Monsieur COLIN1 l'engin 
vu de dessous après le "décollage". Sa forme est cir- 
culaire. Dans cette surface apparente, il indique la 
présence de quatre cercles de petit diamètre, disposés 
selon des axes perpendiculaires,et symétriques. Monsieur 

( 1 )  Peut-être par rapport un schéma interprétatif immédiat lié 
a celui d'un engin inconnu militaire, mais peut-être aussi par 
le fait qu'il ne maftrise pas compl&tement la langue française 
(il est arrivé en France il y a une vingtaine d'années), son 
vocabulaire et son élocution ne sont pas tr&s aisés. 



COLIN1 déclare à leur sujet qu'ils étaient nettement 
apparents, et les compare à des embases de seaux de 
maqon, (le tdmoin &tait conducteur de travaux). 

- Dimensions - 
Dans son discours, Monsieur COLIN1 estime les dimensions 
de l'engin par rapport aux éléments du cadre de réfé- 
rence disponible devant lui. Ceci est relativement sim- 
ple dans la mesure où la plate-forme sur laquelle est . 
situé l'engin est bordée par un mur dont la hauteur est 
connue (2,50 metres) . 
11 nous indique ainsi les dimensions qu'il estime être 
celles de l'engin posé sur la plate-forme : 

- le diamètre de l'enveloppe extérieure est évalue à 
2 , 5 0  mdtres environ ; 

- la hauteur sur pied posée au sol est estimée entre 
1,70 m et 1,80 m : il arrivait ldgdrement au-dessus 
de la restanque ; 

- le diamètre des petits cercles aperçus en-dessous au 
moment du décollage était de la dimension d'un seau de 
maqon. 

11 faut noter que le rapport diamètre/hauteur (1,421 
est très différent de celui indiqué sur le dessin du 
croquis 5 (5,66) et sur celui fait à l'enquêteur privé 
(2,251. 

- Couleur - 
Monsieur COLIN1 désigne la couleur de l'engin dans les 
teintes grises, un gris comme du zinc, plus sombre et 
plus mat sur la partie latdrale épaisse. 

Lorsqu'il observe l'engin en-dessous, quatre plots lui 
apparaissent nettement plus sombres que le reste, mais 
toujours dans le même ton. 

- Bruit - 
Le témoin rappelle que c'est le bruit qui a attiré son 
attention, ceci lorsqu'il était retournd et affaird sur le 
petit abri de pompe à 70 mbtres environ de l'endroit où 
il le localise en se retournant. Monsieur COLIN1 a beau- 
coup de mal A définir la nature du bruit dmis par l'engin 
ahsi que le niveau sonore. 

Il compare ce bruit à un souffle de vent assez fort. Il 
ne prdcise pas s'il y a eu ou non interruption de ce bruit 



au contact au sol. Le choc brutal au point d'impact a 
étt5 remarqué et le bruit rdsultant est comparé à celui 
d'une p i e r r e  tombant s u r  l e  s o l .  

Dans la phase de "ddcollage", les effets sonores res- 
sentis ont été de même amplitude que lors de l1"atter- 
rissage". 

- Précisions concernant le "d6collaae" - 
C'est la phase de l'observation où Monsieur COLIN1 ap- 
porte le maximum de précisions (description, bruit, etc...) 
ce qui peut se comprendre pour deux raisons : 

. Premièrement, c'est le point d'observation le plus 
rapproché du phénomhe, 30 mètres environ ; 

. deuxièmement, l'effet de surprise étant estompé, il 
peut se ressaisir et reagir par rapport ce qu'il ob- 
serve. 

Ainsi, selon lui, l ' e n g i n  est posé au sol, immobile durant 
plusieurs secondes et brutalement il s'dléve a la verti- 
cale de quelques mbtres, s'incline au-dessus de la res- 
tanque, continue de s'élever dans cette position et dis- 
parait dans le ciel. 



- 23 - 
CROQUIS 5 : DESSINS ORIGINAUX DU TEMOIN (ENQUETE DU GEPAN) 

Vue de c6te 

Vue de dessous 



3 . 3 . 2 .  - ENTRETIEN AVEC LE TEMOIN - 
Monsieur COLIN1 est un homme malade depuis C lu sieurs 
années (un infarctus du myocarde avec rechute l'empêche 
d'exercer une activit4 professionnelle). Au moment de 
notre visite, Monsieur COLIN1 est extrêmement fatigué. 
Apres la reconstitution effectuee rapidement, il rentre 
se reposer pendant que nous procédons aux prélèvements 
d'échantillons. 

Sit6t apr&s, Madame COLIN1 nous indique que son mari peut 
nous recevoir. Elle nous apporte des prdcisions sur son té- 
moignage mais également attend de nous des explications 
et des indications sur son observation. 

Nous sommes reçus dans la cuisine familiale où Monsieur 
COLIN1 nous attend. Il reprend son récit pour tenter de 
trouver une explication qui satisfasse sa curiosite. Il 
passe en revue les véhicules volants (avions et surtout 
hélicoptères) mais affirme : "ce  n ' e s t  pas p o s s i b l e  d 1 a t -  
t e r r i r  i c i ,  iZ y a  d e s  e n d r o i t s  dans l a  v a l l k e  beaucoup 
p l u s  p r a t i q u e s ,  beaucoup p l u s  p l a t s  " .  

Monsieur COLIN1 revient sur l l e n g i n , e n  particulier Sur 
la technologie dont il s'dmerveille. 11 r6p&te à maintes 
reprises : " i l  ne f a i s a i t  pra t iquement  pas de  b r u i t ,  i l  
s e  d é p t a c a i t  à l a  v e r t i c a l e ,  i l  a  c hu tk  comme une p i e r r e  
e t  ne s  ' e s t  pas c a s s é " ,  et pour conclure, " c ' e s t  s a n s  
d o u t e  un eng in  m i l i t a i r e ,  i l  y en a  d c ô t d w . I 1  faisait 
allusion au Camp de JOUVAN, situé non loin de la. 

- Réaction et interprétation immédiate. - 
Nous avons soulign6 dans le témoignage que Monsieur COLIN1 
n'est pas resté passif tout au long de cette observation. 
Il a effectué un déplacement pour se rendre compte de prhs, 
tout en étant sur ses gardes (derrihre le mur de l'habi- 
tation annexe), face a cet eng i n  pos6 dans sa propriété. 

Sa première idée est celle d'un e n g i n  m i l i t a i r e  inconnu.  
Il faut dire qu'elle restera sienne jusqu'à notre visite. 
En effet, malgré le passage d'un nombre considérable de 
gens venus l'interroger sur son observation (Gendarmes, 
Journalistes, Enquêteurs Privés, etc...), il maintiendra 
l'idée qu'il a été confronté un type de matériel mili- 
taire dont il avoue etre assez admiratif au plan des per- 
formances de vol et de la précision d'atterrissage. 

Il exclut tout de suite la présence d'un hélicoptère a 
cause de la proximité du mur de la restanque : " l ' e n g i n  
é t a i t  presque s u r  l e  m u r . . . " .  



L'évènement passé, il reprend son travail sur l'abri de 
pompe et lorsque son épouse rentre à la maison, environ 
une heure plus tard, il tente de lui expliquer ce qu'il 
a vécu dans l'après-midi. Madame COLIN1 ne croit absolu- 
ment pas son mari et lui conseille même d'aller se repo- 
ser vu son état de santé. Le lendemain matin il la persuade 
de venir voir le sol de la plate-forme encore marqué de 
l'empreinte. 

Madame COLIN1 accompagne son mari sur les lieux et constate 
alors de visu la présence de marques sur le sol. Elle 
réalise qu'il s'est passé quelque chose dont elle n'a 
pas été le témoin et pense alors que son mari ne lui a 
pas raconté d'histoires. 

Aussitôt elle décide de prdvenir des voisins occupant une 
certaine position sociale (cadres aux P k T) dont elle 
pense qu'ils peuvent leur donner des conseils sur la con- 
duite à tenir. Ce sont ces mêmes voisins qui ont ensuite 
alerté la Gendarmerie de A2. 

- Evolution des croyances - 
Au cours de notre entretien, Monsieur COLIN1 nous dit 
que le mot OVNI a été entendu par lui à la tdlévision. 
Il n'a pas d'autre source d'information que la télévision. 
Le poste de TV familial est placé dans la cuisine où il 
prend habituellement tous ses repas et où il passe quoti- 
diennement plusieurs heures à regarder les divers program- 
mes. Par ailleurs Monsieur COLIN1 nous dit qu'il ne lit 
pratiquement jamais, même pas les journaux. Le mot OVNI 
n'a donc pour lui aucune signification : nous lui expli- 
quons le sens et le contenu de cette abréviation. 

Il nous dit qu'il a souvent entendu cette abréviation 
depuis son observation. Les membres des Groupements Privés 
ainsi que les journalistes lui ont parlé des extra-terrestres 
pour savoir s'il en avait observé. Il rdpond franchement, 
sans ddtour, avec même un petit sourire, qu'il n'a jamais 
rien vu de semblable. 11 aborde ensuite une discussion sur 
la vie dans l'univers. Il ne sait pas tr&s bien à quoi cela 
correspond, il confond Galaxie avec Univers. 11 parle des 
étoiles et pense que s'il y a des étoiles, il y a d'autres 
vies et pense que la vie extra-terrestre se manifeste de 
façon identique à la nôtre. 

Sur ses croyances religieuses et l'évolution de celles-ci 
apr&s son observation, il répond qu'il croit en Dieu et que 
cela ne change en rien ses croyances. Son épouse qui assis- 
te à l'entretien tiendra à intervenir dans la discussion 
pour se substituer à son mari. Elle parle également de 
ses convictions religieuses. 

Elle explique qu'elle évolue vers des sentiments de moindre 
croyance religieuse depuis quelques anndes. Elle n'a pas 
d'idées précises sur le sens des mots Univers - Espace et 
partage le point de vue de son mari sur la vie extra- 
terrestre. 



A la fin de cet entretien, elle tient à nous faire remar- 
quer que l'on n'aurait pas vu son mari s'il n'y avait 
pas eu la trave visible au sol. Elle ne comprend pas bien 
pourquoi l'on s'intéresse autant à ce qu'a observé son mari. 

Comme on le voit, les différentes versions du témoignage de M. COLINI 
diffèrent très peu sur le fond ; elles ne sont pourtant pas identiques, 
loin de là, mais les différences résident essentiellement dans le 
choix des termes employés (vocabulaire neutre, vocabulaire évocateur 
ou "signifiant"). Bien entendu, il faut garder à l'esprit que ce 
choix des mots peut être di3 aussi bien aux rédacteurs (enquêteurs) 
qu'au narrateur (témoin). Dans le cas de M. COLINI, sa martrise im- 
parfaite du vocabulaire français nous pousse iî penser que ces diffé- 
rences sont dues plus aux premiers qu'au second. 

Ainsi dans la version fournie par un enquéteur de XYZ , la présentation 
est plus littéraire, plus émotive : il s ' d t o n n e . . .  o b j e t  é t r a n g e  ... 
impress ionnd par  c e  s p e c t a c l e  i n s o l i t e . . .  i n q u i e t  e t  d tonnd ... et se 
réfsre volontiers à une imagerie préexistante (chez l'eqquêteur privé) ... i l  découvre  une s o r t e  de  v d h i c u l e  o v o £ d e . .  . Le tdmoin ne v o i t  pas  
d ' a n t e n n e ,  pas de  h u b l o t ,  pas d ' o u v e r t u r e . .  . v i t e s s e  f u l g u r a n t e . .  . 
Dans le détail, on peut noter que la version XYZ néglige de préciser 
que c'est le bruit (léger sifflement) qui a attiré l'attention du té- 
moin. Par contre, le récit fait état de déplacements de poussibres 
quand l'engin quitte le sol, détail qui n'est pas apparu dans l'en- 
uête du GEPAN. Enfin, le dessin fourni à XYZ par le témoin est assez 
jifférent de celui qu'il a fourni au GEPAN : celui de XYZ semble 
plus "classique", si l'on peut dire, et fait d'une main beaucoup plus 
sOre. 

PinalementIles différents éléments recueillis ne conduisent certainement 
pas iï tracer un profil défavorable du témoin. Ni au plan des attentes 
(échelle affective) , ni au plan des présupposés (échelle cognitive), 
la subjectivité du témoin ne semble avoir eu une forte probabilité 
d'intervention. Par contre, les difficultés que M. COLIN1 a à s'expri- 
mer verbalement peuvent avoir favorisé l'intervention de la subjecti- 
vité des enquêteurs dans la rédaction des différentes versions de son 
témoignage. L'analyse devient alors trop complexe pour conduire a une 
conclusion précise et détaillée sur ce témoignage unique, au-delà de la 
simple constatation d'une bonne cohérence générale. 

A la fin de son observation, M. COLIN1 s'est rendu à l'endroit qu'il 
estimait être celui où la forme observée était posée sur le sol. A cet 
endroit précis il découvre des traces inhabituelles qu'il perçoit 
très nettement sur le sol de la plate-forme. Ces traces sur le sol ont 
fait l'objet d'examens, de photographies, de prélèvements de sol et 
de végétation pour être ensuite analysés en laboratoire. 



4,1, - L O C A L I S A T I O N  D E  L A  T R A C E  ............................... 
Les t r a c e s  marquées au  s o l  se s i t u e n t  s u r  l a  g r ande  t e r r a s s e  ( n i v e a u  1)  
à p r o x i m i t é  de  l ' e n t r é e  s u d  - E s t  ( p e t i t  chemin d e  t e r r e ) .  E l l e s  s o n t  
v i s i b l e s  s u r  l a  bande e n  t e r r e  b a t t u e  à p r o x i m i t 6  immédiate  du bo rd  
du mur de  l a  r e s t a n q u e ,  à 22 m è t r e s  de  l ' a r b r e  à l a  gauche  duque l  
M.  COLIN1 a  a p e r ç u  l a  forme a u  d é b u t  de  l ' o b s e r v a t i o n  ( c r o q u i s  3 e t  4 ) .  

4,2, - D E S C R I P T I O N  ------------------ 
L'ensemble d e s  é l é m e n t s  c o n c e r n a n t  l a  d e s c r i p t i o n  de  l a  t r a c e  r é s u l t e  
d e s  é l é m e n t s  r e c u e i l l i s  Dar l e s  d i v e r s e s  s o u r c e s  d ' i n f o r m a t i o n  
(Gendarmer ie ,  GEPAN, XYZ). 

Dès l e  v e n d r e d i  9 j a n v i e r ,  l a  Br igade  d e  Gendarmer ie  de  A 2  p r o c è d e  9 
un examen d e s  t r a c e s  : "Nous c o n s t a t o n s  l a  p ré sence  de deux c e r c l e s  
c o n c e n t r i q u e s  2 'un d e  2 ,20  m d e  d i a m d t r e ,  2 ' a u t r e  d e  2,40  m de  d i a m è t r e .  
Les deux c e r c l e s  l a i s s e n t  a p p a r a t t r e  une couronne d e  10 c e n t i m d t r e s  
d ' é p a i s s e u r .  Sur c e t t e  couronne,  s o n t  n e t t e m e n t  v i s i b l e s  deux p a r t i e s  
d i a m d t ~ a l e m e n t  o p p o s é e s  d e  0 , 8 0  m e n v i r o n . . .  e t  q u i  p r é s e n t e n t  d e s  
s t r i e s  n o i r e s  s e rnb2ab l e s . d  d e s  t r a c e s  de r i p a g e  ..." Dess in  d e  l a  gen-  
da rmer i e  ( r é d u c t i o n  1 /10 ,  C r o q u i s  7 ) .  P h o t o s  d e  l a  genda rmer i e  (NOIO, 
11, 12  e t  13) .  

4 . 2 . 2 .  - 

Quelques  j o u r s  p l u s  t a r d ,  une d e s c r i p t i o n  s e n s i b l e m e n t  d i f f é r e n t e  
est  f o u r n i e  p a r  l ' e n q u ê t e u r  de X Y Z  . Au l i e u  d e  deux p o r t i o n s  diamé- 
t r a l e m e n t  oppos6es  e t  n e t t e m e n t  p l u s  marquées que  l e  r e s t e  d e ' l a  
couronne  c i r c u l a i r e ,  i l  o b s e r v e  " p l u t S t  un f e r  d c h e o a t"  q u i  " p o r t e  
d e s  s t r i e s  r d g u t i d r e s "  ... "comme s i  on a v a i t  r i p k  un méta l  s u r  Z'em- 
placement" ... " s u r  c e t t e  s u r f a c e  s t r i d e  p a r f a i t e m e n t  n e t t e ,  t o u t e  
t r a c e  de v d a k t a t i o n  a d i sparu* '  (ce q u i  est i n e x a c t  c o m m e  o n  v e r r a  
e n  6-1 -A) . 

Le 17 .02 .81 ,  s o i t  4 0  j o u r s  a p r è s  l ' o b s e r v a t i o n  de  M .  COLINI, l a  t r a c e  
e s t  e n c o r e  v i s i b l e ,  s a n s  d o u t e  e n  r a i s o n  du peu de p r é c i p i t a t i o n s  
d e p u i s  l e  8  .01.81 (1 s e u l  o r a g e  peu  a p r è s )  mais a u s s i  du  f a i t  ' que  
c e t t e  p a r t i e  de  l a  p r o p r i é t é  n ' e s t  g e n é r a l e m e n t  p a s  f r é q u e n t e e .  V i s u e l -  
l ement  on p o u v a i t  c o n s t a t e r  l a  p r é s e n c e  d ' u n e  zone e n  a r c s  d e  cercle 
n e t t e m e n t  p l u s  c l a i r e  p a r  e n d r o i t  que  l e  r e s t e  du t e r r a i n .  La t e r r e  y 
é t a i t  f o r t e m e n t  t a s s é e ,  fo rmant  une c r o O t e  de  l ' o r d r e  de  un c e n t i m è t r e  
d ' é p a i s s e u r .  La s u r f a c e  à c e r t a i n s  e n d r o i t s  de  c e t t e  couronne  s e m b l a i t  
a v o i r  6 t é  f r o t t é e  s u r  une f a i b l e  d i s t a n c e .  





PHOTOS No. 10 et 1 1  .Vues des traces laissées par l'OVNI sur la terre et 1 'herbe 
- Lieu de prélèvement de la terre 
- Lieu de prélèvement de l'herbe ENQUETE DE LA GENDARMERIE 



Vues rapprochées des traces laissées sur l a  terre 

PHOrOS No. 12 et 13 ENQUEXEDELA- 



l P R E L E V E M E N T S  DE V E G E T A U X  
l 

VERS LA MAISON - 

I d e n t i f i c a t i o n  
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CROQUIS No 8 
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I 
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f e u i l l e s  t 

jeunes 

1 
23-01 1 



Trois opérations de prélèvements ont été effectuées sur cette zone : 

- Le 9 Janvier, deux prélèvements ont été faits par la Gendarme- 
rie en Pl (échantillon de terre) et (N4,N8) (plants de luzerne) . 
Voir croquis 8. 

- Le 23 Janvier, à la demande du laboratoire d'analyse hiachi- 
mique la Gendarmerie a procédé à de nouveaux prélèvements de 
végétaux loin des traces à une vingtaine de mètres (prélbve- 
ment végétal N11, N 15). 

- Le 17 Février, le GEPAN a procédé une nouvelle série de 8 
prélèvements végétaux notés de 1 à 8 sur des plants de luzerne 
sauvage et autres. I,es distances entre ces prélèvements et le 
centre de la couronne ont été mesurées et reportées sur le 
tableau du croquis 8. Enfin, un prélèvement en vrac de sol 
témoin (P2) a été réalisé en dehors de la zone de trace, 3 à 
4 metres plus loin sur la terrasse. 

En résumé, il y a eu : 

. Sur le sol : 
- 1 prélèvement sur la trace (Pl) 
- 1 prélèvement témoin (P2) . 

. Sur la végétation : 
- 8 prélèvements à distance variable de la trace (El E8) 
- 1 prélèvement tdmoin (~11, NI5 à 20 m.) 
- 1 prélevernent à 1 , 5  du centre : N4, N8. 

L'ensemble de ces prélèvements a fait l'objet d'analyses en labo- 
ratoire. 

Au moment de l'observation de Monsieur COLINI, jeudi 8 Janvier 
1981 vers 17 heures, les conditions météorologiques étaient 
les suivantes à la station la plus proche (17 kms au Sud-Ouest 
du lieu de l'observation) : 

- température : 6"8 
- humidité : 30 % pas de précipitations 
- vent : Sud Est à 2 m/s 
- nébulosité : 2 / 8 
- bonne visibilité 

Par la suite, des précipitations importantes ont eu lieu pen- 
dant le week-end (10 et 11 janvier). Par contre, jusqu'au 17 
Février, date de l'enquête GEPAN, il n'y a plus eu de nouveïïes 



précipitations, ce qui a contribué sans doute ce que la 
trace reste visible jusque là et permis au GEPAN de faire 
des prelèvements significatifs d'échantillons. 

Après avoir demande des renseignements aux autorités civiles 
et militaires de la région concernant la circulation aérienne 
au-dessus de la localité de Al, il nous a été indiqué, aprbs 
enquête (par ~'ALAT) qu'il apparaissait seulement qu'un vol 
d'hélicoptère Alouette 1 1  avait survold cette région, à une 
hauteur de 200 m du sol aux environs de 16h.30 locales le 8 
Janvier 1981. 

La localité de ~l est située au Sud d'une region où est im- 
plante un des plus grands camps de manoeuvre français : 
le carnp'kîe JOUVAN. Nous avons alertd les autorités militaires 
pour savoir s'il y avait eu une activité particulière ce jour là. 
Au JOUVAN, la seule activité notable à l'heure de l'observation 
a été un tir de canon de char à obus inerte à courte portée, 
exécute face à l'ouest sur un champ de tir situé à plus de 
25 km au Nord de Al. 

Le tableau ci-dessous présente les caractéristiques des deux types 
d'échantillons prélevés : 

idenfifi- 1 t e  1 Lieu 1 Surface 
cation prélevée 

9.01.81 Sur la cou- qq dizaines 
ronne de 2 
Croquis 8 cm 

qq dizaines 

couronne 

@alite 1 Quantitd 1 Profondeur du prélèv. 

en surface 
+ qq mor- 

- - - - - -  ------ 
petite pel- 
letee de 
terre 
friable 

environ 
, * D g  1 
environ en 
200 g surface 



Les analyses ont débuté par un examen visuel grossier et global 
A la loupe binoculaire puis, plus précisément, aprés le choix 
de zones présentant des aspects particuliers, au microscope. 

Cette premiére étape a été réalisée dans un laboratoire du 
CNES sur l'échantillon PI. 

Dans une seconde étape, les échantillons ont été confiés A 
différents laboratoires d'analyses physico-chimiques afin de : 

- déterminer la structure et la composition des éléments 
constituant les échantillons Pl et P2 ; 

- analyser et interpréter les differences éventuelles de 
composition, de structure, etc... entre les deux échantil- 
lons pour tenter de mettre en évidence des effets et des 
actions (mécaniques, thermiques, radiatives, etc...) 
pouvant être 21 l'origine de ces effets. 

Une série de photographies ont été prises A l'aide d'un micros- 
cope optique & faible grossissement. L'échantillon Pl a été di- 
visé en deux parties : Pla et Plb qui ont donné respectivement 
lieu A 2 et 3 photos aux grossissements variés (paramétre G ) .  

ECHANTILLON - - -  - - - - -  - : 

La photographie No 14(échantillon Pla) est prise à l'échelle 1 
(G = 1). Deux morceaux importants figurent sur cette photographie. 
Cette terre fortement compactée (croQte épaisse de 6 à 7 mm) à prédo- 
minance calcaire, d'un aspect très sec, ne laisse apparaEtre que quel- 
ques traces de végétation (mousse desséchée). 

En surface, des stries courbes apparaissent, en clair sur la photo, 
et montrent que cette terre a subi un frottement en surface qui a 
retiré des grains de silice (effet de ponçage). 

La photographie NO15 montre avec un grossissement G = 6,4, une partie 
agrandie de l'échantillon Pla. On note la présence (partie gauche) 
d'un silex qui a été non seulement enfonc6,mais également arasé 
jusqu'au niveau de la terre. 

On peut distinguer de part et d'autre de ce silex une ligne de fracture 
du sol, peut être due à l'action conjuguée d'une pression mécanique 
alliée à un échauffement du sol. 

Par contre, la partie droite de la photo No 15 paraît plus sombre et 
contient de petites pousses végétales ayant sans doute germé après 
le recueil de l'échantillon, l'effet de ponçage apparaît moins évident. 



ECHANTILLON P l a  

PHOTO 14 (G  = X 1) 

G = Grossissement ii la loupe 
binoculaire 



La photo no 16, grossissement G = 1, présente des morceaux de 
terre prélevés sur la même portion de la couronne et l'aspect 
de compression semble le même sur le morceau de gauche où les 
striures sont également visibles. Mais surtout sur cette zone 
nous notons la présence d'une partie sombre qui pourrait cor- 
respondre 3 un apport, voire a une transformation en surface, 
de matériaux. Cet aspect est nettement visible sur les photos 
17 et 18, a grossissement G = 5 et G = 13. 

On peut noter la présence sur la photo 18 d'un début de germi- 
nation de végétaux, qui repousse le dépôt noir. 

PHOTO 16 (G = XI) 

PHOTO 17 ( G  = X 5) PHOTO 18 (G = X 13) 



Ce laboratoire est habituellement.charg6 par le GEPAN des premières 
analyses pour deceler et identifier la présence de corps ou de maté- 
riaux organiques et minéraux. Le laboratoire a procédé à deux types 
d'analyses, l'une portant sur le dép8t noirdtre visible, l'autre sur 
la surface laissant apparaître des stries.(échantill~~ plb). 

Par dilution dans des révélateurs il a été possible de constater 
qu'il n'y avait pas de composés organiques décelables caractéristiques 
de produit de combustion des moteurs utilisant des hydrocarbures. 

A l'aide d'une microsonde électronique (CAMECA) portant toujours 
sur les mêmes échantillons (Plb) il a été possible de mettre en évi- 
dence la présence de fer. Cependant, cette mesure ne permettait pas 
la détermination de cet élément sous forme fer libre ou oxyde. Ce 
composé métallique est plaqué sur les grains de roche calcaire en 
stries avec une épaisseur de l'ordre du micron. Le fer c'est pas 
acconpagiié d,s Cr, Mn, Ni, etc. souvent utilisés dans leî nc;-rc. 

(UNIVERSITE PAUL SABATIER DE TOULOUSEL - ..................................... 
Faisant suite aux premières analyses rdalisdes au laboratoire de la 
SNEAP, une étude plus.approfondie est entreprise par dissolution des 
échantillons dans l'eau, dessication (dispersion par ultrason) et 
diffraction électronique. 

L'analyse de l'échantillon P2 laisse penser qu'il y a coexistence d'au 
moins trois composés : BaCalCO ) (Cao , 8H20) et en moindre quantité 
Fe304, (les deux premiers pouv3nE'rdsulZer du mode de préparation) . 
Sur l'échantillon Plb, il apparait une plus grande concentration de 
Ca0 , 8H20 sous forme cristalline. Par contre l'un au moins des cons- 
tit8ants de cet échantillon est dans un état monocristallin alors que 
cet état n'était pas constaté dans la terre de référence (échantillon 
P2). 

De manière à permettre un recoupement entre les analyses réalisées 
sur les échantillons, nous avons confié à des laboratoires différents 
le même type de problème à résoudre. Le laboratoire d'analyse commun 
de la Faculté de METZ a reçu une partie des éléments de sol (témoin 
et portion de couronne indurée). 



Pour permettre une identification des composants, ce laboratoire a fait 
une analyse en spectrométrie de masse par bombardement ionique du 
substrat. 

Sur l'échantillon prélevé sur la couronne : 

8 En ion négatif : 

Sur les particules noires macroscopiques (100/4) on note la présence 
de C2H20 avec une section efficace importante. 

On note aussi la présence des ions 63 et 79 typique de l'ion 
phosphate. 

Les spectres négatifs ainsi obtenus présentent des analogies avec 
ceux de certains polymères ou de résidus pétroliers. 

0 En ion positif : 

Les particules noires se distinguent de la terre environnante 
par l'absence d'aluminium. Le sodium, le magnésium, le titane 
sont en très faible quantité, le calcium 6tant l'élément majo- 
ritaire. Par ailleurs, la présente d'autres fragments mentionnés 
en ions négatifs confirme l'existence d'une matrice carbonée 
polymérique. 

En conclusion, les particules noires macroscopiques semblent être des 
r6s i d u s  de comhus t ion. 

Ce laboratoire est spécialisé dans l'analyse de traces physico-chimiques 
sur les matériaux minéraux et organiques.11 est bien connu des 
services du CNES depuis que, il y a quelques années il avait effectué 
l'analyse des é1Ements du sol lunaire, il partir d'échantillons fournis 
par la NASA. 

Le laboratoire d'analyse physique utilise . . un spectromètre de masse à 
étincelles !. 

Les échantillons de sol analysés ont été prélevés sur ceux fournis 
aux laboratoires précédents. Cette analyse révsle une qualité de sol 
banale, argilo-calcaire. Les résultats montrent qu'il y a peu de 
différence significative entre le sol témoin et le sol sur lequel un 
dépôt est visible. Les seuls éléments quantitativement décelables 
sont le zinc et le phosphate. Le laboratoire interprète ceci comme 
pouvant provenir d'une peinture noire primaire à base de Carbon black. 



6,2, - SYNTHESE DES ANALYSES DE SOL - .............................. 
Les méthodes d'analyse et d'observation microscopique ont 
mis en évidence des éléments indiquant que la partie du sol 
où Monsieur COLIN1 déclare avoir observé le phénombne, a su- 
bi diverses modifications, par exemple : 

- un effet mécanique - 
En observant les photographies 14 et 15, nous consta- 
tons que les zones claires et sombres correspondent à 
des stries courbes dont le contour assez precis (sillons) 
peut évoquer un effet de matissage 

De même, un silex apparaft coup6 sur la tranche et même 
avoir subi un polissage en surface. Le sol semble par- 
ticulièrement compact6 a cet endroit. La terre préle- 
vée dans cette zone présente une dureté, une consistance 
importante (croate), ce qui n'est pas du tout le cas 
de la terre témoin qui au contraire présente un aspect 
friable. 

- un effet thermique - 
Le laboratoire de la SNEAP estime qu'il y a eu chauffa- 
ge lors du frottement car le grès est plus solide sous 
la trace noire de fer (ou d'oxyde de fer) qu'a c6té. 
De plus, les grains de CO Ca ne sont pas "foisonnants". 
Ils n'ont donc pas été écaauffés à une température supé- 
rieure A 600°, ce qui aurait provoqué la dissociation 
de C03Ca, puis sa recombinaison, avec efflorescence 
"foisonnante". 

Par ailleurs, le laboratoire de la Faculte de Rangueil 
a tenté sans succès de reproduire une monocristallisa- 
tisation des composés du sol par chauffage 1000° sur 
2 heures. 

Ainsi l'ensemble des analyses peut se résumer selon le 
tableau ci-après et les constatations suivantes : 

. une forte pression mécanique a été exercee (probablement 
due a un choc) en surface ; 

. l'apparition d'une modification de structure superficielle 
du sol (stries et érosion) ; 

. un échauffement thermique du sol, peut-être consécutif 
au choc, dont la valeur n'a pas excédé 600". 

. un éventuel apport de matériaux sous forme de traces dé- 
celable~ sur les échantillons analyses tel qu'une faible 
quantité de fer ou d'oxyde de fer sur grain de calcaire, 
et une faible quantité décelée de phosphate et de zinc. 
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TYPE D'ANALYSE 

- physico-chimique 
- visuelle 
- microsonde électronique 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ,  

Micro-dif fraction 
d' électrons 

Spectrométrie de masse 
ionique en surface e t  en 
profondeur 

Spectrométrie de masse 
à étincel les  

RESULTATS ' INTERPRETATION ENVISAGEE 

Pas de trace organique 
Dépi3t de matière 
Présence de f e r  l i b r e  
ou d 'oxyde de f e r .  

Corps de masse importante ayant 
f ro t t é  l e  s01,'et l a i s s é  u n  d é p ô t  
Mise en évidence d'un e f fe t  thermi- 
que e t  mécanique . 

Présence d'un compose 
monocristallin qui n 'est  
pas retrouvé dans l e  sol  . 

témoin . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  -------------a------------------------, 1 
Apparition des masses 
63 e t  79 typiques des 
phosphates a i n s i  qu ' une 
m a t r i c e  ca rbonée  
polymerique 

Possibilité de résidus de 
cornbus t ion 

Identification de tous 
l e s  composés présents 
dans l e  témoin e t  l e  sol  
marqué 
Apport de phosphate e t  de 
Zinc 

Trace laissée sur l e  sol  pouvant 
provenir d'un revêtement primaire 
(peinture) ayant é té  f ro t t e  

TABLEAU REWI'ZULATIF DES ANALYSES AYANT ETE EFFECNEEÇ SUR LES PRELEVINENTS 



Cette partie de l'enquête a été prise entièrement en charge par 
le Docteur BOUNIAS du Laboratoire de Biochimie a l'Institut Na- 
tional de la Recherche Agronomique (Centre d'AVIGNON-MONTFAVET). 
Il a lui-même rédigé une synthèse des travaux qu'il a effectués a 
ce jour (Mars 1 9 8 3 )  et c'est son texte qui constitue les sections 
suivantes (7.1. 7.5.) 

7.1. - INTRODUCTION 

A la suite de l'observation d'un "objet non identif ié' '  le  8.1.1981, 
dans des circonstances prdcédemment décrites, boir les di f fgrentes  
p a r t ' i e s  d e  l ' e n q u ê t e  ), des prélèvements de végétaux ont été effec- 
tués en vue d'une analyse biochimique des conséquences éventuelles du 
"phénomène". Dif férentes sortes de traumatismes physico-chimiques peu- 
vent, en ef fet ,  se manifester à plusieurs niveaux : ef fets primaires des 
radiations sur les péroxydases e t  les CO-facteurs d'oxydo-réduction 
(GIACOMELLI e t  a l  1964, Rad. Bot., 4, 395-403) ainsi que sur les pig- - 2' 
ments chlorophylliens e t  caroténoidiens (BOUNIAS, 1973, Arabidopsis 
Inf. Serv., 10, 26-28) ; ef fets des "chocs hydriques" sur les péroxydases, 
les glucides e t  les amino-acides (THAKUR, 1981, New Phytol., 89, 25-32; 
1980, Biol. Plant., 22, 50-56 ; 1982, Environ Exp. Bot., 22, 221-226) ; 
effets de l a  température e t  de l 'éclairement sur les inter-relations entre 
pigments photosynthétiques e t  amino-acides libres (BOUNIAS, 1972, Thèse 
Doctorat ès Sciences, LYON 1, n098, 262 p. e t  1975, Can. J. Bot., 53, 
708-71 9). 

Les résultats numériques présentés i c i  constituent l a  première par t ie  
des Recherches effectuées : ils seront suivis d'une série de données com- 
plémentaires en cours d'analyse. 

7 2 - PRELEVEMENTS D'ECHANTILLONS 

L e  principe consiste à choisir une même espèce, animale ou végé- 
tale, dont il soit  possible de trouver une suite de "stations" écologiques 
situées sur un axe prenant son origine au centre du "phénomène" et 
s'éloignant au maximum. Les points les plus éloignés sont alors assimi- 
lables à des "Témoins" tandis que les points intermédiaires doivent per- 
met t re  de détecter une éventuelle gradation des conséquences du "phéno- 
mène" jusqu'aux échantillons les plus exposés c'est à d i re ceux qui sont 
situés dans le plus proche voisinage du point de "contact" ou de "rappro- 
chement maximum", ce qui ne signifie pas que le maximum d'émission 
éventuelle d'une forme quelconque d'énergie soit forcément situé sous 
l 'objet lui-même. Dans le cas de l'observation du 8.1.81, les échantillons 
sont constitués par des plants d'une luzerne sauvage : Medicago minima . 
Deux séries de prélèvements ont été effectuées successivement : 

a) Par la  gendarmerie de A2 

. le  0901.81 dans l 'une des traces ( l m 5 0  du centre)(jour J + 1) 

. le  23.01.81 à 20 m de la trace, au t i t r e  de témoin ( J  + 15) 

b) Par l e  GEPAN : le 17.02.81 ( J  + 40) 
. les prélèvements sont effectués B par t i r  du centre, sur l a  péri-  



phérie, et à des distances croissant jusqulà 10 m du centre. 

Leur disposition est i l lustrde par l a  f igure 1. 

lère série 

F ig .  7 - Disposition des prélèvements 
(schéma de principe) 

Sélection des parties analysées 

Les deux cr i tères ayant présidé au choix des fragments analysés 
sont les suivants : 

a) Identité morphologique ( y  compris la  couleur) des échantillons homolo- 
gués provenant des divers points de prélèvements. 

b) Répart i t ion des Bléments retenus pour analyse sur toute l a  surface 
des prélèvements. 

Description des prélèvements analysés (d=distance du centre) 

l è r e  série : (regroupement de fragments morphologiquement semblables) 

N - 4 = feuilles âgées (o=1,5m) : 103'78 m g  sec ta i l le  des feuilles 
N-11 = feuilles âgées (d=20m) : 96,14 mg sec 1 5 à  20 m m  

N - 8 = jeunes feuil les (,d=l ,Sm) : 51'7 mg sec ta i l le  des feuilles 
N-15 = jeunes feuil les (d=20m) : 25,14 mg  sec 3 à 4 m m  

2ème série : (entièrement constituée de jeunes feuil les)(tail le 3 à 4 mm) 

E-1 = 8 feuilles ( d  % 0) 76'8 mg frais P = 9,6 mg/feui l le 
E-2 = 8 " (d=1,5m) ,79,0 mg " p = 9,88 mg/ 
E - 3 = 1 8  " (d=2,lm) 52,Omg " ' p  = 2,90 mg/ 
E-4 =16 " (d=3,5m) 45,O m g  " p = 2,82 mg/ 
E-5 = 8 " (d=lOm) 96,O mg " P = 12,0 mg/ 
E-6 =15 " (d=lOm) 73 mg P' = 4,87 mg/ 

Les échantillons E-5 e t  E-6 encadrent les valeurs des poids moyens 
individuels de l 'échanti l lon E-1. L a  comparaison entre E-5 e t  E-6 pourra 
en outre rendre compte des ef fets éventuels imputables l a  croissance 
des jeunes feuilles (au  cas oii E-3 et t -4, par exemple, présenteraient des 



anomalies inhérentes à leur moindre développement, l ié  au hasards de l a  
distribution éco-physiologique). 

Relat ion poids fraislpoids sec 

Deux lots de 5 feuilles de l a  2e série ont été desséchés à l 'étuve 
(6  heures à 100°c) : l e  poids sec f inal  représentait alors 28,5 2 !:,O % 
du poids frais. 

7.3. - TECHNIQUES 

Les techniques d 'extract ion e t  de chromatographie des lipides (dont 
les pigments ph~ tosyn thé t i~ues ) ,  des glucides e t  des amino-acides ont été 
décrites dans diverses publications : M. BOUNIAS : Chimie Analytique, 
1969, 51, 76-82 ; Analusis, 1976, 4, 87-93 ; Analusis, 1980, 8, 287-295 ; 
Analusis, 1981, 10, 31 -35, ainsi que dans un ouvrage de l 'auteur paru chez 
Masson éditeur en 1983 (L'analyse biochimique quanti tat ive par nanochroma- 
tographie en couche mince1' - 204 pages - ISBN 2-225-78914-2). Les dosa- 
ges sont effectués après enregistrement des chromatogrammes au moyen 
d'un photomètre VERNON PHI-5 et d'un Spectro-Densitomètre à "balaya- 
ge" CS-920. Les calculs d'étalonnage sont effectués selon un protocole 
mathématique rigoureux (sans aucun report graphique manuel) comportant 
une courbe d'étalonnage spécifique pour chaque composant analysé ; dans 
le cad des glucides, l a  méthode bénéficie des performances d'un nouveau 
réact i f  chromogène mis au point par l 'auteur (M. BOUNIAS, Analyt ical 
Biochemistry, 1980, 106, 291 -295). Des dosages spectrophotométriques 
de pigments chlorophylliens ont été effectués à par t i r  d 'extra i ts  de feui l -  
les de b lé pris comme étalons de référence. Dans ce cas, les concentra- 
tions pigmentaires ont été calculées d'après les équations de COMAR et  
ZSCHEILE, i n  : Rev. Cytol. Biol. VBg., 1959, 20, 1-160, de GOTTSCHALK 
et MULLER, Planta, 1964, 61, 259, VERNON, Anal. Chem., 1960, 32, 1144, 
toutes dérivant de celles de MAC KINNEY : J, Biol, Chem., 1941, 140, 
31 5. 

7 - 4  - RESULTATS 

L a  f igure 2 i l lust re un chromatogramme-type obtenu à par t i r  de 
plants de Médicago minima situés au maximum de distance du "phéno- 
mènet1 (20m) e t  considérés comme Témoins de comparaisons - (N-15). 



ABSORBANCE 
A 

f i g .  2 - Chromatogramme d'extrait pigmentaire de l a  lère série (Phase chloroforme 
-sans révélation- Photomètre Vernon P H I - 5  - Lumière blanche). 

O = Dépôt (chlorophyllides + phéophorbides + tannins) L = Lutéine 
1 = Méthyl chlorophyllides 2 = Protochlorophyllides B = chlorophylle B 
3 = type Lutéine-époxyde ou Zéaxanthine A = chlorophylle A 
4 = type cryptoxanthine ou carotène-époxyde P = Phéophytines 
5 = Oxy-chlorophylles C = B carotène 

Nx = Néoxanthine Vx = Violaxanthine 

L e  tableau ,l exprime en nanomoles par  mg  de tissus les résultats 
d'analyse des échanti l lons de l a  l è r e  série. Les coef f ic ients  de  var iat ion 
atteignent C = 0,22 pour 3 mesures. 

Les di f férences d'équipement p igmenta i re  inhérentes au vieil l issement 
(abaissement des chlorophylles, augmentat ion des xanthophylles) déjà 
observés chez l ' o rge  (BOUNIAS, Thèse 1972) se retrouvent i c i  sans équi- 
voque dans les échanti l lons prélevés à 20 m. 

Les échanti l lons provenant de l a  périphérie ( d r l  ,Sm) montrent  un  a f -  
faiblissement général des teneurs pigmentaires. Quel  que soit  l 'âge des 
feuil les, les chlorophylles A sont abaissées de 3396, les chlorophylles B 
de 28% e t  l a  phéophytine de 31% : ces t ro is  valeurs montrent  une grande 
homogénéité. 

Parmi  les caroténoi'des, l e  plus a f fec té  est l e  6 carotène qui  est 
abaissé de 50 à 57% au voisinage du  "phénomène", ainsi que l a  violaxan- 
thine (-80% chez les jeunes feuil les). 



Tableau 1 - Analyse des pigments dans les échantillons de l a  première 
série : jeunes feuilles (N-15=Témoin e t  N&=exposées) e t  feuilles âgées 

Pigments 

Chlorophylle A 
Chlorophylle B 

( A + 8.1 

Carotène 1 

chlorophyllides 1 
Potoch loroPhYl 1 ide I 

Au cours de ce t te  série d'analyses, il est apparu diverses formes 
isomères ou oxydées des chlorophylles A e t  B, ainsi que des phéophytines. 

Les formes A '  e t  B' semblent correspondre 3 des dérivés al loméri- 
ques légèrement oxydés de polari té accrue, donc de mobi l i té  chromatogra- 
phique moindre, dont l'existence est connue depuis longtemps (JOHNSTON 
et WATSON, 1956, J. Chem. Soc., p. 1203). L e  dérivé B' peut se trans- 
former réversiblement en sa structure in i t ia le B, tandis que l e  passage 
de l a  forme A aux formes A' et A ' '  s'est avéré irréversible. L a  forme 
A" pourrait correspondre B l 'une de celles décrites par STRAIN, 1955, 
J. Am. Chem. Soc., 77, 5195 e t  par .  FREED et  al., 1954, J. Am. Chem. - - 
Sc., 76, 6006. De telles transformations, également décrites dans l e  cas 
du méthyl-phéophorbide B par CONANT - -  et al., 1930, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 
52, 3013, pourraient affecter l e  cylce III du noyau porphyrinique selon 
l e  schéma suivant : 



Ces modifications moléculaires se traduisent également par des ma- 
difications du spectre d'absorption. Ces dernières sont de deux types : 
d'une part un décalage vers les courtes longueurs d'ondes et,  d'autre 
part une augmentation du rapport des absorbances X 410 n m  (bande de 
Soret)/ X 677 n m  (p ic dans l e  "rouge"), qui peuvent ê t re  interprétés, 
selon STRAIN e t  al., 1963, B.B.A., 75, 306, comme l ' indice de tendances - -  
à l'oxydation. 

Les formes A e t  B présentent une mobil i té chromatographique nor- 
male et la  position des maxima de leur spectre est également conforme 
à cel le des étalons. Les formes A '  montrent un léger décalage du p ic 
"rouge" de 677 vers 675nm. L e  rapport A 410 n m  / X 677 n m  y est 
élevé (supérieur à 2) e t  sa couleur est constamment plus fo r te  dans 1'6- 
chantil lon l(d=O) que -par exemple- dans l 'échanti l lon 4 (d=3,5rn). Compte 
tenu des relations entre l a  structure moléculaire e t  les propriétés physi- 
ques des chlorophylles (STRAIN THOMAS & KATZ, 1963, B.B.A., 75, 3061, 
cela semble traduire une tendance à l 'oxydation : 

3 C 9 G 

t d ' u n  radical -CH3 en -CH= O par exemple, de Chl. A B Chl. B 
z c  z d  

*Peut-être d'un radical éthylène -CH=CH2 en époxyde : 

- CH - CH2 (instable) 
\ / 

O 

qui inf luerait  alors peu sur l a  mobil i té , masqué par les carbones 
a - 2a - 2b de l a  molécule. 

L a  phéophytine A est surtout caractérisée au voisinage du "phénomb- 
ne" par un abaissement du rapport X 410 / X 675. 

Notons, enfin, que les relations ''structures/spectres" sont extrême- 
ment délicates à manipuler : ainsi, les radicaux électrophiles de substl- 
tu t ion exercent un e f fe t  bathochrome lorsqu'il s'appliquent aux carbones 
2-6 et y et un e f fe t  hypsochrome en position 3 ... (VERNON & SEELY, 
Op. cit. p. 75 ; SEELY & JENSEN, 1965, Spectrochim. Acta, 21, 1835). 

Au niveau des caroténoi'des, l a  mobi l i té  chromatographique n'est 
pas significativement affectée, mais l'analyse des spectres révèle parfois 
également une tendance à certaines modifications des structures molécu- 
laires comme l ' i l lust re l a  f igure 4. 

L'analyse comparée des divers extraits a montré que ces modifica- 
tions structurales sont plus marqudes dans les échantillons provenant du 
voisinage immédiat du "phénomène". 



C h l o r o p h y l l e  A 
e t  d é r i v é s  A ' - A "  

C h l o r o p h y l l e  0  
e t  d é r i v é s  0'-BI1 

Phéophyt ine A 
e t  v a r i a n t e s  
m o l é c u l a i r e s  

f i g .  3 - H é t é r o g é n é i t é  des formes m o l é c u l a i r e s  des c h l o r o p h y l l e s  e t  ~ h é o p h y t i n e s  
dans l e s  é c h a n t i l l o n s  de l a  2ème s é r i e  (comparaison avec l e s  pigments du 816)  - 
R = X s o r e t  / X rouge.  



8 carotène 

A 450- 430 : 

époxyde 

X 475 - 460 : 
torsion moléculairt 

trans - cis 

Lutéine 

X 400 - 410 : 
substituant 

C O 

X 470 - 465 : 
trans - cis 

Fig. 4 - Modifications du spectre des caroténoides dans les échantillons de la 2ème 
série : significations structurales. 



Les tableaux 2 e t  3 précisent les résultats des analyses quant i ta t i -  
ves effectuées à pa r t i r  des d i f férentes formes moléculaires séparées e t  
ident i f iées d'après leur  mobi l i tés chromatographiques e t  leurs spectres 
respectifs. 

Tableau ' 2 

Ces données numériques font  apparaître 'd i f férentes relat ions quant i-  
tatives ent re les teneurs pigmentaires e t  l a  distance qui  sépare les échan- 
t i l lons du point  cen t ra l  du  "phénom&ne". 

Abréviations ut i l isées : 

E-6 

0,0082 

1,28 

0,0398 

0,031 

O, 14 

0,026 

CChlA = Ch1.A + CH1.A' + Ch1.A" 
CChlB = Ch1.B + Ch1.B' X h l A  + CChlB = CChl (A+B) 
CPhA = PhA + PhA'  

a) Chlorophylles f ( c f )  

E-4 

0,017 

1.17 

0,0116 

0,037 

0, 15 

O, 12 

Pigments 

Chlorophyl le A 
Chlorophyl le A' 

Chlorophylle A" 
Chlorophylle B 
Chlorophylle B '  

Phéophyt ine A' 

Les teneurs en chlorophylles (A)  croissent en fonc t ion  de l a  distance 
( d l  du centre du "phénomène" : N = 6 ; p = + 0,6868 ( p  = 0,546) (fig.5). 

E-5 

0,021 

1.25 

0,0281 

0,049 

0,18 

0,098 

E- 1 

0,005 

0,353 

trace 

0,030 

0,13 

0,174 

Phéophyt i ne A 

8 carotene 

Lutéine 

Violaxanthine 
+ Néoxanthine 
+ chlorophy I l  ides 

Protochloroph. (4) 

Protochloroph. (3) 

E-2 

0,010 

1.08 

0,008 

0,031 

0.23 

0,21 

L a  corré la t ion devient beaucoup plus é t r o i t e  si l ' o n  expr ime les t e -  
neurs en fonc t ion  de l ' inverse des distances, après changement de coordon- 

.0,27 

0,090 

0.089 

0,327 

0,061 

0.071 

E-3 

0,016 

1,14 

0,0088 

0,030 

0,22 

0,16 

0,50 

0,106 

0,087 

0,538 

0,13 

0,23 

Seuil de signification/calculatrice II59 ; Programme 21 ; module "statistiquesn. 

0,61 10.58 10.53 10.50 

0,251 

0,287 

0,655 

0,13 

O, 16 

0,12 

0,123 

0,468 

0,12 

0,21 

0,158 

0,140 

0,746 

0,18 

0,20 

0,195 

0,175 

0,592 

O, 13 
O, 16 



-nées te l  que : D = d + 1 (pour éviter 0 - l )  : 

(pente - 1,054 - intersections : 1,448 et 1,37) 

Les chlorophylles B ne montrent pas de corrélat ion significative, 
mais la somme (A+B) conserve les mêmes propriétés (f ig. 5) 

C Ch1.A 
L e  rapport augmente également avec- d ( p = + 0,7509) 

C Ch1.B 
. . 

( p  = 0,031) e t  l a  relation, comme précédemment, se rapproche de l a  
l inéati té en fonct ion inverse des distances : (d+l) -1 

(pente b = - 5,02 ; intersections : 6,925 e t  1,371 

Chez diverses plantes, le  rapport ChlA/ChlB diminue avec l'âge, tan- 
.d is  que les phéophytines tendent à s'accumuler (BOUNIAS, Thèse 1972, 
n098). Ainsi, chez l 'orge l e  rapport A/B passe de 4,13 (au stade 4 jours) 
à 1,52 (au  stade 24 jours) et chez IlArabidopsis : de 2,16 (au  stade 13 
jours) à 1,70 (au stade 25 jours). Dans l e  même temps l a  teneur en 
phéophytines passe de O (à  13 jours) à 0,15 (à 24 jours) puis décroit en 
raison de l a  baisse de teneur en chlorophylles. 

C'est ce que nous allons examiner également ici. 

b) Phéophytines 

L e  tableau précédent montre que l a  teneur en phéophytine A' va en 
décroissant du point d = 1,5 (E-2) au point d = 10 (E-5 e t  E-6). Cet te 
relat ion prend toute sa signif icat ion lorsque les phéophytines sont expri- 
mbes relativement aux concentrations en chiorophylles (A)  dont elles 
sont issues : il apparaît ainsi que dans l 'ex t ra i t  E-1 (au  centre du "phé- 
nomène") l a  proport ion relative de phéophytines est de trés lo in  au point 
maximum. Les variations sont plus prononcées dans l e  cas du rapport 
Ph.A9/ C ChlA que dans le cas de C Ph(A+A1)/ Z ChlA ( f  ig. 6). 

1 Lorsque ces rapports sont exprimés en fonct ion de (d+ l ) -  , celui qui 
englobe Ph(A+A1) donne l ieu à une relat ion l inéaire : 

N = 6 .  , p = + 0,990 (P = 4.10-~) 
Intersections : (0,359 ; - 0,41] (Fig. 6 E) 

Par contre, dans l e  cas du rapport Ph A ' /  c Chl(A) = f (d+ l ) - l ,  la  
courbe n'est pas complètement redressée quoique l a  corrélat ion reste 
très fo r te  : p = 0,993 (P = 1,4.10-~). (Fig. 6 B) 

L a  courbe peut êt re redressée de maniére plus satisfaisante par 
l 'emploi des coordonnées b i  logarithmiques naturelles : la régression de 



Ph A '  
Ln sur Ln (d+ l )  donne pour N = 5 ; p = 0,916 (~=0,28.10-3, 

CChl A Insections : - 0,72 ; + 0,68 
pente : b = - 1 ,O6 

c) Caroténoïdes 

L a  figure 7 montre les variations respectives des concentrations en 
carotène et en Lutéine en fonction de d. Les paramètres résultant du 
calcul de corrélation-régression linaire sont rassemblés dans l e  tableau 
ci  -dessous. a 

0 N = nombre de couples 

Coef f . de correl . p 

Probab. signif. P 
Pente b 

Intersections /x .  

/Y - 
Point médian (Y ; y) 

Tableau 3 

i i g .  5 - M o d i f i c a t i o n s  q u a n t i t a t i v e s  a f f e c t a n t  l e s  c h l o r o p h y l l e s  A e t  8 en  f o n c t i o n  
de l a  d i s t a n c e  (d )  au c e n t r e  du l'phénomènev. 

Lut4 i ne Param&res statistiques B cacotene 



Ph. A' 

fig. 6 - Modifications en fonction de la distance "dm de la proportion 
de phéophytines A et A' relativement à la chlorophylle A totale : coor- 
données naturelles ( A - D )  inverses (8-1) et bilogarithmiques ( C I .  



Fig.  7 - Variations de concentrations en caroténoides en fonction de l a  distance "d" 
au centre du "phénomène". 

p carotène 

. B - AUTRES DERIVES CHLOROPHYLLIENS 

0.0 

Cette série d'analyses (81-35) a permis, par ailleurs, de mieux ca- 
ractériser deux dérivés chlorophylliens notés (1) e t  (2) sur l a  f igure 2. 

Les spectres respectifs de ces deux composés sont présentés sur la  
f igure 8 . L e  premier; de faible mobilitb, devrait correspondre à un 
Méthyl chlorophyllide (moins polaire que l e  chlorophyllide, en raison du 
radical méthyle) e t  l e  second à un proto-chlorophyllide, ( f o rme  réduite) 
selon l 'échelle des mobil i tés relatives de SCHNEIDER (Op. Cit. 1969). 

L e  Méthyl-chlorophyll ide A présente au moins deux pics principaux 
à 427.5 et 660,5 n m  '(PENNINGTON et - -  al., 1964, J. Am. ~ h e m .  Soc., 86, 
1418). 

L e  second composé présente une couleur bleue : son spectre se ca- 
ractérise par l'absence (ou le déplacement) de l a  bande d'absorption 
dans le rouge. Par comparaison avec un spectre de protochlorophylle dans 
l e  Méthanol, (KOSKI, FRENCH & SMITH, 1951, Arch. Biochem- Biophys., 
31, 1) il est possible de relever l'analogie des rapports d'absorption bleu/ 
rouge : 6,6 pour la  protochlorophylle contre 5,7 pour l e  dérivé étudié ( * ) .  
Toutefois, d'autres travaux montrent une disparit ion du pic 630 n m  chez 

( * )  Ces analogies s'étendent l a  chlorophylle C de structurb m a l  connue ! ... [ I l e s  sug- 
gèrent également une structure de "porphinen plutôt que de nchlorine" (JCFFREU, 1963, 
Biochei. J., 86, 31)). 



l i g .  8 - Spectres de 2 dérivés chlorophylliens de polarités élevée ( A )  et faible (B)  compa- 
rés aux spectres dans l'éther de lléthyl ohlorophyllide ( c )  des protochlorophylles 0 - 1  
et des protophéophytines ( O  ---1. 



les protophéophytines dans l 'éther (KOSKI & SMITH, 1948, J. Am. Chem. 
Soc. 70, 3558). (Fig. 8 C et 0). 

Ce point est important eu égard aux vaies de biosynthèse de l a  chlo- 
rophylle A dont WOLFF & PRICE, 1957, Arch. Biochem. Biophys., 72, 293, 
ont montré deux étapes photo-contrôlées de manières opposées : 

Tableau 4 

I 
I lumière obscuri te i 
1 Protochlorophyll ide -pchlorophyll ide A --Pchlorophylle A i I 

L' importance que nous pouvons at t r ibuer à ces deux composés, que 
nous désignerons par MeChld e t  PrChld, t ien t  à leurs variations en fonc- 
t ion  de l a  distance des échantillons par rapport au centre du "phénomè- 
ne". (fig. 9) 

L'al lure sigmoïde des graphes suggère une équation générale du 
type : 

C = C M .  D" 

dans laquelle : C = concentrations 
0 = (d+ l )  avec d = distance du centre du phénomène 
k = constante dépendant de Il "af f in i té"  entre le méca- 

nisme et D 
n = paramètre exponentiel 

L a  transformation en : L N  ( c ) = I I L , ~ E I - L N ~  

CM C 

permet d'obtenir les courbes correspondantes : fig. 9 C-D,  les valeurs res- 
pectives de CM ayant été estimées à 2200 e t  2600 après transformation 
en coordonnées inverses et extrapolation sur l 'axe des ordonnées à part ir  
des deux points les plus éloignés de l 'or igine (cf .  BOUNIAS, 1979, Comp. 
Biochem., 638, 407-41 7). - -- 

Me. Chld. 

Correl at ion 

Pr. Chld. 

p = + 0,970 (P = 0,67.10-~)  

n = 1,78 

k = 4,41  

p = + 0,955 (P=0.0015] 

n = 1,61 

k = 2,61 
-. -- 



Fiq .  9 - V a r i a t i o n s  d e t  c o n c e n t r a t i o n s  en mSthyl  c h l o r o p h y l l i d e s  ( A )  e t  p ro toch lo -  
r o p h v l l i d e s  ( B I  en f o n c t i o n  de ( d l .  (Cl e t  ( D )  : t r a n s f o r m a t i o n s  r o s ~ e c t i v e s  
en coordonnées de H I L L .  



C - COFACTEURS PHOTOSYNTHETIQUES 

L e  terme recouvre un ensemble de composés dérivant de l a  structure 
quinonique (plastoquinones, vitamines K, vitamines E) et participant aux 
mécanismes de transport d'électron associés à l a  photophosphorylation. 
Les techniques ont é té  décrites dans des publications antérieures : 
M. BOUNIAS, 1969, Chimie Analytique, 51, 76-82, et Thèse d8E ta t  de 
Doctorat ès Sciences, Lyon 1, no ordre 98, 262 p. 

Les Tableaux 6 e t  7 expriment les résultats obtenus respectivement 
B part i r  des échantillons de la l è r e  e t  de la 2ème série. 

Tableau 6 

Composes -types 

locophery 1 -qu inone 

locophéry 1 -chromeno1 
Chroménol phosphorylé 

Vitamine K 
Plastoquinone A 
B carotene 
Plasto chromeno1 "A" 

Derive vitam. A 

jeunes feuilles 

- - 

feui lles âgees 

(*N=2 mesures ) (**N=4 mesures) 

Tableau 7 

ilerivé vit. A 

Tocoph . quinone 
Tocoph. chraméno 1 

Chroménol - P 

44 O O O O O 

32 2 1 17 10,6 8.7 6,6 

14.4 I 1.2 4.8 4,3 1.8 1.7 0.8 

71,5 5,7 3.7 0,8 0,6 0,2 



S'agissant i c i  de jeunes feuil les, l e  dérivé correspondant à l a  vi tamine 
A est par tout  absent, sauf dans l ' e x t r a i t  E-1, ce qui  conf i rme les résul- 
ta ts  de l a  l è r e  série, mais "recule" l 'observat ion au centre de l a  t race  : 
dans l ' e f f e t  retardé, r i en  ne subsiste en bordure. 

Les chroménols sont dominants dans l ' e x t r a i t  1, pr incipalement l e  
chrom4nol-phosphorylé, de même que l a  quinone du tocophérol. Les varia- 
t ions du composé 5' ne  sont pas interprétables. 

Comme pour les chlorophylles e t  caroténoi'des, des relations quant i -  
tatives apparaissent en t re  les distances e t  les concentrations, dans l e  
cas de la  tocophéryl  quinone (Tq) ,  du  tocophéryl  chroménol (Tc) e t  du 
chroménol-phosphorylé (CP). Les courbes i l lustrées sur l a  f igure 10 ont 
é té  analysées en coordonnées bi- logari thmiques par  l e  calcul  de régres- 
sion l inéaire sur O = ( l +d ) .  

rig. I O  - Variations des concentrations en tocophéryl quinone (Ip), tocophéryl chro- 
inénol ( Ic)  et chrornénol-phosphorylé (C-P) en fonction de l a  distance "d" au "centre 
du phénomènen : coordonnées naturelles et bi-logarithmiques. D = ( l + d ) .  



Les résultats sont résumés ci-dessous (N = 6 couples de données) 

Tableau 8 

variables 

aleatoire : .. LN (Tq) L N (Tc) L N (C-P) 

Correlat ion - 0,973 - 0,951 - 0,961 

pente - 0,623 - 1,OQ 

Intersect ionslox 5,60 2.44 i,n 

IOY 3,49 2.55 3.84 
P (P) 0. 00054 0,0018 O, 001 1 

Les pentes traduisent l a  c inét ique de décroissance des concentrations 
en fonct ion de l 'é loignement du phénomène : elles croissent dans l e  sens: 
quinone - chroménol - chroménol-P 

Observons que ces équations rappel lent celles qui re l ient  l a  proport ion 
de (Ph A8/Chl. A) 3 l a  distance "dl1 ( f ig .  6) : l a  pente bi- logari thmique 
é ta i t  alors : b = - 1,06 (comme pour Tc). 

Les chroménols sont des formes inactives par rapport  aux quinones, 
de même que les Chroménol-P par  rapport  aux Quinols-P : l a  phéophy- 
t ine  est el le-même une f o rme  physiologiquement inact ive de l a  chloro- 
phylle. 

D - LIPIDES N O N  PHOTOSYNTHETIQUES 

L a  f igure 11 i l lus t re  quelques chromatogrammes provenant des échan- 
t i l lons de l a  l è r e  série. Les f ract ions 1-2-3-7 e t  11 correspondent à des 
dérivés chlorophylliens, e t  l a  f r ac t i on  5 para i t  correspondre au p ic  du 
chroménol-phosphorylé analysé. avec les CO-facteurs. L a  f r ac t i on  12  e t  
13, .situées respectivement au niveau de t r i -g l  ycérides à chaînes courtes 
(< C16) et à chaînes longues ( > C18) présentent des variations caracté-  
ristiques : l a  f rac t ion  12 est abaissée au voisinage du "phénomène" mais 
e l le  est peu dépendante de l 'âge de l a  feu i l l e  ; au contraire, l a  f rac -  
t i on  13, prat iquement absente chez les témoins jeunes est t rès concen- 
t r ée  chez les feui l les âgées e t  augmente toujours au voisinage du "phé- 
nomène". Ces observations ont é té  conf irmées par les analyses opérées 
sur les échanti l lons de l a  28me série. 



rig. 11 - Chromatogrammes des lipides des échmtillons de la ?ère série. les étalons 
sont désignés par les abréviations suivantes : Pl = phospho-lipides. MG ; DG ; 1G = 
Mono, Di et Iri-glycérides. AG = acides gras. St = stéroïdes. [AG = esters d'AG. 
Ist = esters de stéroïdes. Les chromatogrammes d'extraits correspondent à l m 9  de 
poids frais. Les courbes en pointillés indiquent la position des pigments chlorophy- 
lliens. 



E - GLUCIDES LIBRES 

Les chromatogrammes des ex t ra i t s  de l a  l è r e  sér ie sont i l lustrés sur 
l a  f igure 12. 

I 

L e  saccharose const i tue l a  f r ac t i on  dominante : sa teneur est tou-  
jours abaissée au voisinage du "phénomène" ; c e t t e  d iminut ion est moins 
accentuée dans les feui l les âgées (-15%) que dans les jeunes feuil les 
(-25%). L e  p ic  9 qui correspond aux pentoses var ie  peu chez les feuil les 
âgées tandis qu ' i l  d iminue très sensiblement dans les jeunes feui l les p la-  
cées au voisinage du " p h é n ~ m è n e ~ ~ .  En  revanche, l e  glucose augmente 
dans ce dernier cas, ce  qui  t radu i t  u n  ratentissement du métabolisme, 
également moins perceptibli dans les feui l les âgées. 

rig. 12 - Chrornatogrammes 
de glucides des échantil- 
lons de l a  lère série. Les 
étalons sont désignés com- 
me su i t  : 
1 = raffinose 
2 = gentiobiose 
3 = cellobiose 
4 = maltose 
5 = saccharose 
6 = glucose 
7 = fructose 
8 = sorbose 
9 = xylose e t  ribose 

10 = rhamnose 
11 = digitoxose 



Les analyses ef fectuées 3 par t i r  des échanti l lons de l a  2éme série 
sont en cours. Les premiers résultats ne f on t  que conf i rmer  les obser- 
vations précédentes avec ,dans l ' ex t ra i t  1 ,(au centre du  "phénoméne"), 
une augmentat ion du  glucose : (+30%), une Iégére baisse du fructose 
(-15%) et une baisse assez accentuée du saccharose (25% minimum) 
relativement aux ex t ra i t s  provenant d'échanti l lons plus éloignés. 

F - AMINO-ACIDES LIBRES 

Les amino-acides e t  l 'ensemble des dérivés aminés de fa ib le  masse 
molaire ont é t é  analysés selon les méthodes décri tes dans Analusis, 
1980, 8, 287-295 e t  dans l 'ouvrage paru chez MASSON, 1983 (Op. Cira). 
Plus de 15 composants .ont é té séparés, parmi  lesquels les suivants ont  
pu ê t re  ident i f iés : lysine, arginine, histidine, cystéine, acide aspartique, 
asparagine, acide glutamique, c i t ru l l ine,  thréonine, alanine, proline, va- 
l ine, t r yptophane, iso-leucine et leucine. U n  composé de mob i l i té  compa- 
rable à ce l le  de l a  taur ine, un autre de polar i té  comprise en t re  ce l le  du 
glycocol le et ce l le  de l a  c i t ru l l ine,  e t  deux autres de polar i té  voisine de 
celle de l 'ac ide a -amino-butyr ique sur s i l ice e t  respectivement du  t r yp -  
t o ~ h a n e  e t  de l a  val ine sur cellulose ont  é t é  mis en évidence. 11s sont 
désignés successivement par a 1, a2, a 3 e t  a: 4. ( f ig.  13). 

1 = Lysine 
2 = Arginine 
3 = Histidine 
4 = Ac. Aspartique 
5 = ,Ac. Glutamique 
6 = Glutamine 
7 = Citrul l ine 
8 = Thréonine 
9 = Alanine 

10 = Proline 
11 = lryptophane 
12 = lyrosine 
13 = Va l i ne  
1 4  = Methionine 
15 = Phinyl-alanine 
16 = Iso-leucine 
17 = Leucine 

F i q .  13 - Chromatogrammes dqamino-acides dans les échantillons de l a  lère série. 



Dans l'ensemble, les acides aminés tendent & évoluer en fonct ion 
inverse des concentrations' pigmentaires, comme cela a déjà été démon- 
t ré  sous l 'act ion d'autres formes de traumatismes (BOUNIAS, 1972, 
Arabidopsis inf. serv., 9, 13-15 e t  1975, Can. J. Bot., 53, 708-719). 
Toutefois, le  composé = 4, plus abondant chez les feuil les jeunes "Té- 
moins:' voit sa concentration diminuer de 50% dans les échantillons si tu- 
és au voisinage du "phénomène". D'autres études sont en cours pour 
approfondir ces résultats ; les données préliminaires obtenues, par a i l -  
leurs, & par t i r  des échantillons de l a  2ème série montrent des variations 
concordantes des concentrations de 04. 

7 . 5 .  - DISCUSSION ET CONCLUSIONS 

Les feuilles provenant de plants récoltés au voisinage l e  plus immé- 
diat du "phénomène" présentent certaines part iculari tés communes aux 
deux séries d'extractions, donc encore perceptibles 40 jours après I'évé- 
nement : l'équipement pigmentaire chlorophyll ien et caroténoïdien est 
affaibl i  de 30 & 50% en formes actives e t  enrichi en formes inactives ou 
dégradées. Les jeunes feuil les subissent l a  per te l a  plus importante au 
niveau du 8 carotène (-57%) e t  de l a  violaxanthine (-80%!). Dans tous 
les échantillons de l a  2ème série, les chlorophylles sont part iel lement 
décomposées en formes oxydées, mais les modif ications sont plus pro- 
noncées au voisinage immédiat du "phénomène''. 

Dans l a  plupart des cas, il existe des corrélations quantitatives 
entre les perturbations observées et l a  distance des prélèvements au cen- 
t r e  du "phénomène" : les paramètres de régression varient en fonct ion 
des différences d'enthalpie l ibre associées aux transformations. 

Dans l e  cas des glucides e t  des amino-acides, il apparaît également 
certaines modifications quantitatives du spectre des divers composants. 
Les plus importantes tendent à fa i re  évoluer le  contenu des très jeunes 
feuilles vers une composition plus caractéristique de feuilles âgées. 

Les perturbations observées au niveau des pigments photosynthéti- 
ques peuvent êt re examinées par comparaison avec celles produites dans 
les feuilles cotylédonaires 'd'Arabidopsis thaliana (crucifère) après expo- 
si t ion des graines à une irradiat ion y ( B ~ s ,  1973, Arabidopsis inf. 
serv., 10, 26-27). Les données numériques suivantes montrent qu ' i l  est 
nécessaire d'appliquer une dose très importante de rayons 7 : 106 rads, 
pour obtenir des altérations tout  au olus équivalentes ou inférieures à 
celles observées dans les feuil les de Medicago. 

Chlorophylle A : - 30% violaxanthine : - 40% 
Chlorophylle B : - 46% Lutéine : - 30% 

B carotène : - 20% 

II apparaît, en outre, vers 250 K.rads, un composé rouge de mobil i té 
comprise entre cel!e du B carotène e t  cel le des phéophytines : ce com- 
posé, de polari té inférieure à cel le des chlorophylles, et de spectre dé- 
calé vers les longueurs d'ondes croissantes ( A  max  = 490 à 520 nm) pa- 
raîtrai  t correspondre p lutôt  à un dérivé réduit de la chlorophylle A , te l  
que celui décri t  par KRASNOVSKII, 1 9 4 8 T o k l .  Akad. Nauk, SSSR, 60, 
421), caractérisé également par une colorat ion rouge e t  une bande de 



Soret décalée à 525 nm. Un  dérivé transitoire présentant un maximum 
d'absorption à 475 n m  a d'ail leurs été décelé par ZIEGER et  WITT, 
1961, Z. physik. chem., 28, 286, au cours de l a  réduction chimique de 
la chlorophylle A ,  ce qui confirme l a  relat ion entre réduction e t  ef fet  
bathochrome. L I  action du rayonnement nucldaire ne présente donc pas 

I d'analogie avec celle de la source énergéti.que impliquée dans l e  phéno- 
mène observé. Par contre, une intensif icat ion spécifique de l a  transfor- 
mation des chlorophylles en phéophytines et des chlorophyllides en phdo- 
-phorbides (par per te de Mg++) pourrait  êt re l iée à l 'act ion d'un champ 
énergétique de type électrique. D'autres expériences, actuellement en 
cours, ont pour objet de compléter les ,résultats actuels e t  de tenter 
d'établir une comparaison des modifications de certaines inter-relations 
entre pigments et amino acides, avec celles observées sous l 'act ion de 
divers autres traumatismes physiques. 



En résumé le témoignage de Monsieur COLIN1 fait état d'une obser- 
vation qui se serait effectuée en plein jour, a une trentaine de 
métres de distance et pendant quelques dizaines de secondes au 
cours desquelles le phénomène était la plupart du temps immobile. 
L'enquête n'a pas mis en évidence, dans les discours successifs 
du témoin ni dans son comportement, d'indices qui pourraient être 
considérés comme révélateurs d'un processus particulier d'inven- 
tion, d'exagération ou de déformation conduisant mettre en doute 
son témoignage. Mais l'absence de preuve n'étant pas, là non plus, 
la preuve de l'absence, ceci ne suffit pas a certifier la v&acité 
du témoignage. 

Des approches compl6mentaires ont ét6 tentées par le biais d'ana- 
lyses physiques sur des perturbations visibles dans l'environne- 
ment. Au plan pédologique les conditions particulières du terrain 
ne permettaient guère une appréciation quantitative précise de mas- 
se, de pression, d'bchauffement. Il a été toutefois possible de 
montrer qualitativement l'occurrence d'un évènement de grande am- 
pleur ayant entrahé des déformations mécaniques, un échauffement, 
et peut être certains apports de matériaux en trace. Les interpré- 
tations possibles (choc, frottement ...) restent cependant trop 
diverses et vagues pour que l'on puisse considérer qu'elles four- 
nissent une confirmation définitive des narrations du témoin. 

Au plan biochimique, les analyses ont port6 sur l'ensemble des 
facteurs de la photosynthèse, les lipides, les sucres et les amino- 
acides. De multiples différences sont apparues entre les échantil- 
lons éloig~és de la trace (temoins) et ceux qui en étaient plus 
prhs. Dans'la plupart des cas, ces différences se traduisent gra- 
phiquement par des fonctions logarithmiques ou bilogarithmiques 
les liant A la distance. Toutefois les connaissances actuelles 
sur les traumatismes que peuvent subir les végétaux, restent trop 
parcellaires pour que l'on puisse fournir dés à présent une inter- 
prétation précise et unique & ce remarquable faisceau de résultats. 
Force est au moins de constater qu'il y a là une nouvelle confir- 
mation d'un événement de grande ampleur intervenu a cet endroit. 
Reste a savoir si cela correspond bien a la description fournie par 
le timoin. 

En fait il y a constamment un balancement entre deux aspirations : 
réussir a prouver que le témoignage est "vrai" (ou qu'il estWfaux"), 
ou réussir a comprendre pr4cisément, physiquement, les 6vhnements 
intervenus. Mais il ne faut pas perdre de vue que que ces deux 
perspectives ne sont pas contradictoires et se rejoignent étroite- 
ment au sein de la démarche scientifique : c'est en permettant de 
comprendre que l'on prouve et les "preuves" apportées par les ana- 
lyses physiques sont à la mesure de la clart6 et de la précision 
de leurs interprétations. 

Elles sont vagues à l'heure actuelle et le resteront tant que 
n'auront pas été entrepris des programmes d'études A la fois spé- 
cifiques et systématiques sur la caractérisation des grandes clas- 
ses d'interactions physico-chimiques. 



Ainsi une enquête comme celle que nous venons de prgsenter pose 
plus de questions qu'elle n'apporte de réponse mais cette fois- 
ci les questions semblent être bien posees et, ce titre, cette 
enquête du GEPAN est plus enrichissante que toutes celles faites 
jusqu'a présent. 



 
April 8, 1981; San Luis Reservoir, California 
2:30 GMT.  Mr Dennis was flying his Piper Archer II from Palm Springs, California to 
Novato, California. He was just above San Luis Reservoir, 45 miles SE of San Jose, 
when he saw the same object that he had seen in November 5, 1980. It pulled 
alongside his 3 o’clock posi�on. At the same �me his DME (Distance Measurement 
Equipment) went out, and then his naviga�on and communica�ons radios. When his 
transponder went out, this caused some concern at the tower for he had 
disappeared from their scope. Now the object shot forward of the aircra� some 500 
yards, the pilot es�mates, and executed some very erra�c mo�ons. Then, slowly 
dri�ing backwards un�l it was at his 9 o’clock posi�on, it paced him, "obviously 
looking me over", maintaining a steady course. He dri�ed behind and somewhat 
below it, as close as 500 � to it at one instant. The pilot con�nued to drop back, 
placing the object first at his 1-2 o’clock posi�on and then finally at his 11 o’clock 
posi�on. The object was bullet-shaped emi�ng an orange glow with a whirling bluish 
ring. This bluish ring started close to the body of the cra�, whirling at right angles to 
it, and then, as it whirled faster and faster, it expanded, becoming thinner and finally 
dissipa�ng. Then the front part of the object began to pulsate, faster and faster, and 
now appeared as a bright solid intense red-orange glow. It then shot forward to 
about four or five miles ahead of the plane, about twice as far as the first �me, then 
made an instantaneous right-angle turn upward, and in 4 or 5 seconds it was lost in 
the black sky above. At the same �me all the radios came back on again, by 
themselves, and the pilot could hear the Center frequency talking and called them 
up. They had been concerned since they didn’t have a primary target on him. 

 (From Interna�onal UFO Reporter – IUR – CUFOS, Janvier 1982 and Dr Richard F. 
Haines’ Files, Case 48) 
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--TYPE OF REPORT:

DATE OF REPORT:

DATE OF UFO SIGHTING:

TIME OF UFO SIGHTING:

PLACE OF UFO SIGHTING:

LOCAL EVALUATION:

UFO Report Fowler 81-2

Aerial Sighting Report

8 July 1931
18 June 1981

1800 EDT

5-6 miles South of New Haven, Connecticut

Unknown (Significant)

TO: JMUFON
CC : CUFOS

R. Haines
R. Hall

FROM t Raymond E. Fowler

MUFON/Director of Investigations

SIGHTING BACKGROUND

On 18 June 1981, at 1845 EDT, I received a telephone call
from the FAA Air Traffic Control Center, Nashua, New Hampshire.
The on-duty Watch Supervisor informed me that the Center had
received a radio UFO report from the witnesses in-flight shortly
after the event which was relayed from the Boston tower.

SIGHTING ACCOUNT

On 18 June, 1981, Witnesses, Paul Cook, 308 Taunton Street,
Lakeville, MA 023̂ 6 (617/947-5925): Joel Anapol, 1115 Tucker
Road, N. Dartmouth, MA 02747 (6l7/996-2615); and, two companions
were flying (VFR) on an easterly course at 170 knots in an Aztec
Piper twin'engined aircraft (#6?l6A) at 5400 feet. Cook, with
700 hours flight time, was pilot. Anapol was in .the front seat
beside Cook. The two others were asleep in the back seats and
were not participants to the UFO sighting.

The object was first sighted at 1800 EDT at the pilot's
7'3° position. It appeared as a bright reflection which quickly
took on the appearance of an approaching silver balloon. However,
as it came closer it appeared clearly as a highly polished stainless
steel disc on edge. Anapol stated that - "It seemed to me that the
outer perimeter was moving fast and the inner diameter was
stationary...It seemed like it was on an angle...It didn't seem like
it was a 'tire' going out straight parallel to us. It seemed like
it was on a slight angle so you couldn't really see the size of it.
...I would say a full moon would be a little bit bigger, it was that
close to us. (i.e. angular size)...The outer perimeter was oscillating,
was spinning, like a wheel going down the street and the inner hub
was not moving, it was stationary."

r \

ftf
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SIGHTING ACCOUNT (continued)
;M

Cook sighted the object firs^t. Although it was still daylight,
he thought that it might be an approaching aircraft with its landing
lights on so he turned his landing lights on so that the oncoming
craft would see him. Then, as it took on a round shape, he thought
it was a weather balloon. He stated: "It looked like a weather
balloon but it reflected like metal. It (then) looked like an "
egg floating by.. oblong, more like a stretched out globe". Cook
immediately put his aircraft into a 180° turn to chase the object
as it passed by them at about the same altitude. He told me that:
"When I turned around, I saw it silhouetted. .black. .and it was
disappearing. .rapidly. .There was no way in the world that I could
keep up with it." Cook had increased the Aztec's airspeed to 200
knots but the object outdistanced them and disappeared on the
horizon at an estimated speed of it-00-500 knots in 8-10 seconds.
Total sighting duration was about 18 seconds. Cook then returned
to his original heading and Anapol called Boston Tower, Logan
International Airport, Boston, Massachusetts, who, in turn, notified
the Air Traffic Control Center, Nashua, New Hampshire.

The estimated angular size by Cook and Anapol was between a
third to slightly smaller than a full moon. Cook guessed that if
it were about a half mile away that it could have been 12 feet in
diameter but, since the object did not pass between the Aztec and
a known reference point, real size was difficult to judge.

SIGHTING INVESTIGATION !

ACTIVITY LOG

18 June 1981

1900 - Received report from FAA and questionned radar
operator for possible track of the object in his
sector. Since the Aztec was on VFR, it was not
being tracked at the time of the UFO event. By
the time radio contact was made and relayed, the
object was out of the scope's range.

- Checked Madison, CT Police - No ground reports.

1955 - Checked N. Guilford, CT Police - No ground reports.

2000 - Checked Westbrook, CT police - No ground reports.

2130 ~ Phoned/taped witnesses' sighting description

19 June 1981

- Mailed sighting forms to witnesses.

- Queried CUFOS Investigator/Police Officer, Larry
Fawcett. His police network had not relayed any
UFO reports to him in the Connecticut area.
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ACTIVITY LOG.(continued)

1 July 1981

Received signed..report form from Pilot/Witness,
Paul Cook. • v • . . .1 • .

8 July 1981

- As of this date, Anapol had not returned signed
report form so wrote up report without it. It
will be sent as an addendum when and if I receive it.

INTERVIEW AND INTERROGATION "'' : , . ;

. t .

Both gentlemen seemed to be intelligent and not the type to
exaggerate. They were very careful to qualify their statements.
Both had attempted to identify the object in terms of something
known. Cook is a professional pilot with 700 hours flying time.
Anapol is a student pilot and also does a lot of flying during the
course of his daily business. Although I did not meet with them
personally or conduct a character reference check, I feel that it
is highly improbable that an exaggeration or hoax is in evidence.
Cook did not notice the rotating rim that Anapol reported.
Anapol was the first to conclude that the object was a UFO just
before it passed them. He also thought the object veered away
from them slightly. Cook did not notice this either. Cook
was not completely convinced that it was not some kind of balloon
until he tried unsuccessfully to catch it.

ADDITIONAL-WITNESS CHECK

See Activity Log. No additional witnesses known at this time.

NATURAL PHENOMENA CHECK, ) NQ applioable in my estimation.

MAN-MADE OBJECT CHECKi ( See Evaluation .

OTHER POSSIBILITIES» )

WITNESS BACKGROUND CHECK -

FAA Watch Supervisor gave Cook a high rating. I did not
check further.

SIGHTING EVALUATION

Although the real size and distance of the object could not
be accurately determined, the angular size was large enough so that
its unconventional configuration could be plainly seen by both
trained observers. The weather was clear with visibility greater
than 15 miles. The sun was shining brightly. The object reflected
the sun and did not give off its own light.

The possibility of a weather balloon was ruled out for several
reasons. The primary reason was because the object had outdistanced
the pursuing plane at a speed estimated between 400-500 knots. Also,
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SIGHTING EVALUATION (continued)
! ;!•
* . • ' '

the metallic sheen of the object and the sighting;! >time did not
correspond to weather balloon color or general launch time (0?00
&1900). In addition, the wind was only 15 knots and blowing in
exactly the opposite direction to the object's flight path. Since
nothing else either man-made or natural corresponds to the object's
reported configuration, color and speed, I have evaluated this
sighting as being in the Unknown (Significant) category.

Bowler
MUFON/Director of Investigations
CUFOS/Scientific Associate

REF/ref
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LEAVE BLANK

AERIAL SIGHTING
CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION

ALL NAMES AND PERSONAL INFORMATION YOU PRO-

VIDE WILL BE KEPT CONFIDENTIAL UNLESS YOU

GIVE SPECIFIC WRITTEN PERMISSION TO DISCLOSE IT.

THIS INFORMATION IS ONLY FOR RESEARCH PURPOSES.

Return tot R.E. Fowler :
B°x 191 -
Wenham, MA 01984- 4ozz

_

Time:

No. Obs.:

Altitude:

Corhm. Prvt. Military

USA Foreign

Parti. DETAILS OF THE ANOMALOUS PHENOMENON:

1.

2.

Please describe what you witnessed. Be as
complete as possible (use opposite aide of
page if necessary).

S '

/*Y // '. JO A5V77'-V - f

T
• i.o-:.--'

Now draw a sketch of what you saw. If you
were able to see it from two or more dif-
ferent angles simply draw what you saw and
label each sketch (A), (B), etc. to indicate
the order in which you saw it. Also, draw
an arrow pointing gravitationally upward and
aircraft windshield struts (frames, etc. ).

If the Earth's horizon was visible draw
it in also.

Finally, draw magnetic compass heading
tick marks across the bottom of the box and
label several-according to your heading-related
to your sketch.

SKETCH OF OBJECT OR PHENOMENON

3. Did the object (phenomenon) appear to move
relative. to your aircraft's window frame(s)
during your sighting? (check one)

If "yes" please use a dashed line to indicate
this apparent motion in the box to the right.
Mark an "a" at the location object was first
seen, a "b", "c", etc. for subsequent locat-
ions. Be sure to include aircraft window
frame(s) if present to allow angular estimates
to be made. For uneven, jerky motion try to
place the "a", "b", etc. at one -second inter-
vals.

I I No |~~| Unsure

SKETCH OF OBJECT'S APPARENT MOTION

4. Did the object (phenomenon) appear to move
relative to any stable background detail
during your sighting? (check one).

Page 1



(Continue narrative here)
• (

4. 1 If the object appeared to move please estimate
its apparent angular velocity.

Deg/_
. Sec.

behind in front of (circle)
5<?<T

4.2 Did the object move
anything ?

4. 3 Did the object (phenomenon) appear (check)

4. 4 Did you observe the object through (check) _

i — i „ _
D No

Motion seen in relation
to:

„ ...
Unsure Yes

| | Transparent I | Couldn't tell

Q Binoculars
1 [Telescope
CD Camera viewfinder
HOther: . ^V<=

4. 5 About how large did the object appear as compared.
with one of the following items held at arm's
length? [Note: The equivalent visual angles
are based upon an average arm-reach distance
of 26"].

(If object changed size during the sighting just
. place a "1", "2", "3", etc. in the boxes
to represent the order in which the size change
occurred).

QjHead of pin
QPea
QDime
DNickle
IQtJuarter
Q Half-dollar
D Baseball
Q Grapefruit .
Q Basketball
D Other:

Equiv. Visual Angle
[0° 4.1'] (Assume
[0° 8. 2 '] (Assume
[1° 31'] '
[1° 4 7 ' ] . ;

:- [2° 3.9']
[2° 37']
[6° 17']
[10° 53'] (Assume
[20° 10']

.031")
.062")

5" diam)

4. 6 How certain are you of your answer to question
4 . 5 ? (check one)

J3<e:

4.7 Did the object (phenomenon)? (check all" that "'
are appropriate ) •

(a) Change shape
(b) Flicker, throb, pulse
(c) Break up into parts or explode
(d) Suddenly accelerate
(e) Give off smoke, vapor, trial
(f) Appear to stand still whole time
(g) Change color(s)
(h) Appear on your aircraft's radar
(i) Appear on any ground radar

.4. 8 Did you experience any buffetting which you think
was caused by the.encounter ?

ery sure
D Fairly certain " .
1 I Not very sure
O Uncertain (only a guess)

QfJo D Don't know
Q Don't know
Q3 Don't know
fuH5on't know
n Don't know
QDon't know
QDon't know
QDon't know
DDon't know

elaborate here:

ow nYes
,ow QYes
.ow QYes
rtxn 1 I V o C,ow | | i es
iOw (~|Yes
LOW I |Yes
,ow QYes (If
LOW nYes (If

"yes" elaborate)
"yes" please

CJPossibly QYes (If "yes" elaborate) O

Page 2



5. How did the object first become noticed?
(check all appropriate boxes)

I I It was already present and I happened to look at it.
CD Someone else saw it first: [ Give name: ]
Udlt suddenly appeared at or near where I was looking.
LJ It gradually faded into sight where I was looking.
CD Other (specify): _^

6. How did the object disappear? (check all
appropriate boxes)

L~JI looked away and when I looked back it was gone.
LJ It suddenly disappeared from sight for no reason,

i. e. , it didn't pass behind a cloud, etc.
I lit gradually faded from sight without changing size.
®Tj.faded from sight by becoming smaller and smaller.
n^flt faded from sight (apparently) by travelling away.
CH Other (specify):

7. What distinguishable detail(s) did you see
on or nearby the object? (check all
appropriate boxes) •

Did you notice anything unusual happen in
the cockpit just before, during, or just
after the sighting? (check one)

If "yes" describe as fully as you can.

EQ'None
Cj Sharply defined edge(s)
d Fuzzy edge(s)
CUDarker porthole-like areas:[Shape was
C3 Lighter intensity portholes:[Shape was
CDSeam(s), rivets, etc.
DKJarkings
^Atmospheric effect(s): [Describe

0 AJ

^ts

Q Unsure

9. What do you think made the object visible?
(check all appropriate boxes) :

Ufa r
[

reflected ambient light (,gu'nj-J> moon) (circle)
lit emitted its own light (If checked elaborate on

colors, brightnesses, .etc. seen)

10. Where was the Sun
during the sighting?

11.

Moon (circle)-

If you experienced any physiological sen-
sation s _dujrinj* the sighting check
all appropriate boxes to
the right.

-CD At

If you experienced any non-normal
.sensations within 24 hrs after the sighting
please place an X at the right of the
appropriate line(s) provided.

12. What do you think the object (phenomenon)
was? Be as precise as possible including
whatever supporting facts you desire.

13. Have you ever seen anything while flying
or on the ground that you thought was an
unidentified flying object prior to this?

at

degrees elevation above horizon, and

degrees bearing relative to aircraft t
Right Cef£)(circle one). f6*!?heading to

LJ Eye strain due to very high brightness
CjEye strain for any other reasons: [Explain
CjTingling sensation( s): [Body location

pain: [Body location
I [Intense, acute pain: [Body location
L~j"Heat
CjOdor(s): [Describe
L^jTastes: [Describe

dJSounds: [Describe .

nOther [

Unsure 0Y.Yes (If "yes" please

give details:
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Part II. AIRCRAFT FLIGHT DETAIJLS: (Spatial)

14. Where did you take off from? Airport Name (Initials): / <£"
o ' ' " o

Lat. N S; Long.

15. What was your intended final destination? ^
o ' "

Lat. N S; Long.

16. Sighting location. Where were you when
you first sighted the object? Be as precise Q '
as possible.

E W (if known)

_ E W (if known)

I LETS' Sot/f"

(If appropriate, specify)
o

From VOR RADIAL DME

Lat.

Long.

" N S- Elaborate if necessary:
it E w :

17. Check box to indicate where you were during
the sighting.

18. Check all appropriate boxes to indicate
what you did as a direct response of
sighting the object (phenomenon). —

(Please elaborate on all items on
the opposite side if necessary)

QTaxi to takeoff
| (During takeoff
ClClimb to cruise altitude at [

cruise altitude of [ ~
escending for approach to land at [

ft]
__

QFinal approach (i. e. , within outer marker)
D Landing or rollout
DOther: [Specify _

ft/tnin]

_f t /min]

J

ON°thing that was not already planned
0Changed heading by turning right vdteftj^ (circle)
DChanged altitude by climbing descending (circle)
DTook immediate evasive action [Describe

f^TTurned my landing lights /^n/ off (circle)
QUsed rny radio to contact: [Specify whom

t-MfKL. '
DChanged my power setting
QPointed it out to [Specify name(s)

jAttempted to follow chase (circle) it for the fol-
lowing reason(s): [

}

1

DOther:

Q

">V.'

19. Please use this space to add any other
details/observations/facts that are re-
lated to the geographic/spatial location
of your sighting.

Part III. AIRCRAFT FLIGHT DETAILS: (Temporal)

20. When did you takeoff?

21. When did you plan to land (scheduled)?

2Z. When did you first see the object (pheno-
menon) ?

Page 4

( local) ' [GMT
~.Time zone

Q-Daylight savings
r=( Ci . , ..1 1 Standard time

[GMT ^?..'J^Z

Time zone (if different from above)

I ''Jlocal) [GMT^ 2 - ' cr7\



SIGHTING DATF 'ft

23. When did you last see the object (pheno-
menon)?

(Calculated total sighting duration)

PM)(local) . [GMT

/-2 '0 sec. ] Comments:

z]

24. What did-you look at (or do) to determine
the above times ? !

25. Did you have any indication (real or imag-
inary) of a loss of time, i. e. , a period
for which you cannot account?

26. Did you land at your pre-planned or
scheduled time ?

[^Looked at my wristwatch: [Est. accuracy to
CZl^ooked at cockpit clock: [Est. accuracy to
dlRadioed to crewmember for time
LjRadioed to ground for time: [Info, rec'd. from

J

I |I did not determine initial final (circle) time(s)

Qother:
>b - - " ' "
*•»

I I Possibly yes
ODefinitely yes: [Elaborate .

LJUnsure but probably no
ItXTBefinitelv no

(within normal tolerance limits)
I iNo: [Please explain why

27. Use this space to add any other details/
observations/facts that are related to the
timing of your sighting.

29. Model name /number/ airframe mfgr. :

30. Aircraft registration number.

31. Airline name (if appropriate).

32. Scheduled flight number. ,

33. Object (phenomenon) was seen through
the following window(s).

34. Describe as precisely as you can the
apparent clarity/scratches/etc, of these
windows.

Part IV. SIGHTING AIRCRAFT DETAILS:

28. Type of aircraft (check) Ll Single engine
i engine [no.

ropeller

C] Rocket
CH Glider
I i Balloon

CL/MJ -? y.

35. About how familiar were you with this | FffiVery familiar: [I had about
particular aircraft and its "peculiarities" 1T~I Reasonably familiar: [ Comments
of flight control? .

hra. fit. time]

36. Use this space to add any other pertinent
details about the aircraft in which you
were located during this sighting.

37. What was your indicated airspeed?

38. What was your ground speed (if known)?

mph

mph
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•[Part V. WEATHER DETAILS:

f ? 39. I obtained the following weather information from:
(check all that apply)

40. Visibility and clouds: (check)

light service station
Q} Terminal forecast
QJSIGMET or AIRMET
£jFD (winds-temp, aloft)

I |—| Other:
>w^.^«<.

Q^Tigh

{visibility greater .than 15 miles)
I I Clear (visibility from 3 to 15 miles)
IH] Broken clouds - sky cover in tenths was

Cloud type(s): QCumulus
n Stratus
CD Cirrus
QOther:
belowLJ Heavy overcast

aircraft
CU Flying in clouds at the time
CU Other: ^

above (circle) my

41. Did you file a flight plan? (check one)

42. Were you flying: (check one)

43. Sky condition was: (check one)

D Yes

44. Outside air temperature was:

45. What was the wind direction and velocity?

46. Use this space to add any other details about the
weather at the time and location of the sighting.

|Part VI. EYEWITNESS DETAILS: |

OFR
daylight

daylight (slight overcast, smog)
O Twilight
Q Trace of daylight
CD Dark - no Moonlight
CD Dark - Moonlight present from: I I Full

O 3/4 visible
LI] 1/2 visible
LJCrescent

CD A few stars visible
DAI! stars visible (very clear)

remembjer
{, o r^ TAT =

[Note: This information will be kept confidential unless you indicate in the space below
that it may be disclosed publically. ]

47. Your full name:

48. Your mailing address:

O

r>

Street

49. Your age at time of sighting:

50. Your sex: (check) \~PrfAa\e

51. Occupation:

PLEASE READ CAREFULLY
I I Female

52. Marital status: (check one) QSingle [3^Hvfarried[~~|Divorced/wido\ved

53. Telephone: area code [ _—- ] number [ *^~ ]

54. Highest education level: /5. S. &iT5 f /̂ 5S" A0/»/-/

55. Describe military aviation experience (if any): T

56. During the sighting were you wearing: (check)

Prescription eyeglasses (no tint)
Prescription eyeglasses with tint
Contact lenses

^'Polarizing sunglasses only
Non-polarizing sunglasses
No eye-glasses of any kind

Page 6 of 6

[Sign one of the two statements
that expresses your wishes. ]

"1 hereby permit my name to
be publically associated with
the information I have freely
given on this & Pa£e

"I do not permit my name to
be publical-ly associated with
the information I have freely
given on this 6 page form"



National
UFO REPORTING CENTER

P.O. box 1807 Seattle, WA 98111
Tel. 1-206-722-3000

O71°l -

The following report was received at our office on

The incident occurred on /**"/ /~~Q/ at

SvpoyGamb on nwa, 17*f/Near: City

AM //f<jQ PM

State

Reporting Party;

(X) Witness
( ^Reporting f

/^l - L
Name Uh^lSTo

o

witness

Description;

Shape

size r>Q
\ /js? //T)» ;/ r\

777 {rill 4 UKAddress
n y/

tip J/City UUiH State

Zip Code

Witnesses &- Sound __

Distance Q 00 feet

Observed for: Sec,
Age

Al t. i tud e

2U" .7Q_ Mm.

A / / / /j y»~7
Home phone (j / V Grey / ""

Work phone
/ / »

Remarks: TCf /< CO O
,p r ! /_

0lOPi £-<£T~

, /.
pnjripht
/ fy

( )Light form only
(X)Vehicle/Be*i<*j
I )Animal reaction
( )Physical trace
( JPsychological event
•( )Parapsychological event
( )Physiological event

. ̂ )Electro-magnetic event

feet

Hr.

( )Landing
( JHumanoid
( )Creature
OQTime loss
( JMemory loss
( )Fassed

overhead
( jMsneuvered



MUTUAL UFO NETWORK, INC.

HALTER H. AHDRUS, JR.
International Director

103 oldtowne Road
Sequin, Texas 7S155 D.S.A.

Phone.(512) 379-9216

Please address reply to:

De.-j.r

The Mutual UFO Network has been advised directly or through one of our
cooperating reporting agencies via their telephone UFO Hotlines that
the following person has reported a sighting, that they believe to be
a UFO:

Name
Address^ '77 6?/-6A>? ^/^,.
City a/}LLu>/tJ State /"« Zip 630 tf
Telephone fcf/-f)-^7~^7£& ̂ /? ,/
Date and Location of Sighting S^4>7<<£ (0/hnj) 0 *J Tvtvy.

A brief statement of the sighting as reported by the witness is attach-
ed to this letter. Please contact the witness initially by telephone
for more details. If the report warrants further investigation, please
make an appointment for a personal interview at the convenience of the
witness and the investigator.

MUFON UFO sighting report forms are enclosed for your convenience. A
narrative report is also very acceptable and quite often advantageous
if it is a detailed sighting. Please conduct an interview, complete
the sighting report, and mail it to MUFON at the address at the top of
this letter in care of the Staff Investigator. .

Since MUFON is dedicated to the scientific investigation*of UFO sight-
ing reports, it becomes our responsibility to respond to witnesses who
care enough to make long distance telephone calls to report their ob-
servations. It is in this manner that we are able to obtain the raw
facts needed to distinguish between an "IFO" (identified flying object),
a hoax, or a UFO (unidentified flying object). We are cognizant that
80 to 90% of the reports received in this manner can be explained after
a thorough investigation by a competent investigator as mundane items
such as aircraft, meteors, satellites, advertising planes, stars, plan-
ets, balloons, etc. However, we are seriously interested in the 10 to
20% residue of sighting reports that defy any earthly explanation,
since these constitute the valid UFOs.

If you do not have the time or are unable to interview the witness for

The MUFON UFO JOURNAL
I-THE OFFICIAL PUBLICATION OF THE MUTUAL UFO NETWORK

THE S C I E N T I F I C STUDY OF U N I D E N T I F I E D FLYING OBJECTS



any reason, please return this material to MUFON so that it may be as-
signed to another investigator. The reporting witness and MUFON thank
you in advance for your cooperation in conducting this investigation
and filing a report.

Sincerely,

Ed Bowles ^ Walter H. Andrus Jr. •
Staff Investigator International Director

Jud~M>"d~



National
' UFO REPORTING CENTER

P,0. fcox 1807 Seattle, WA 98111
Tel. 1-206-722-3000

Tne following report w^S received at our office on

The incident occurred on /^~/ / ~~<rT/

City

Partyj

n an //we/, 17
AM PM

State

(X) Witness
( ^Reporting fop witness

Address

City

Zip Code

State

Age

Home phone

WorH phone ' . . . . .
i l l

i sTa tst* o o

L_J

Remarks
^» / ' /

c? i ft Pi f^l

ai
/

Description;

Shape

Size

Witnesses cr~ iound >_
A

Distance \300 feet

Observed for: Sec

Alti tude

Min.

( )Light form only
(X)Vehicle/&e*4«*
\ )Animal reaction
( )Physical trace
( )Psychological event
( )Parapsychologieal event
(vx)Physiological event
"'Electro-magnetic event

f e e T.

hr.

( )Land ing
( )Humsnoid
( )Creature
(V)Time loas
( )Memory loss
( )Fassed

overhead
)Maneuvered

1 car



Artists capture UFO sighting in paintings
BYVICKIMIAZGA

— Whether or not you believe
in Unidentified Flying Ob-
jects (UFOs), the account of
an alleged eye witness
always makes one take
notice. Why do some people
see them, -and others don't?
A photograph is often taken
as evidence of a sighting, but
how many have painted -a
picture of what they saw?

Chrystal Jackson and her
son Chris reportedly saw a
UFO Sunday evening, July
20. Both Chrystal and Chris
are watered or artists, and
they each painted a picture
of what the> saw that night.

Chrystal, her mother and
I her son, Chris were return-
{ ing that night to where they

were staying in the Sayner
area from a demonstration
at Nicolet College in

Rhinelander. It was about
11:30 at night, and Chrystal
was tired after a par-
ticularly draining demon-
stration. There had seemed
to be a special magnetism in
the workshop that night. She
and her students were drawn
together, and Chrystal'had
worked feverishly to correct
something in her painting
that wasn't quite right. Now
she was exhausted and
rested in the back seat as her

- son drove. '
Chris spotted the UFO

first. They were just outside
of Sugar Camp on Hwy. 17
North, when he spotted a red
orange object over a potato
field on the left side of the
road. "We were about 300
feet away from it," he
recalled. "The bottom side
was tilted up towards us, and
I could see three orange

~nuu*.

-;̂ Ji"o,G A '<5 '
'\}*isSt£L La? Vfeux

| Minocqua (Wis.)
| LAKELAND TIMES,
: Aug. 6, 1981 (the
sighting was really

. Sun. , July 19)
(Sugar Camp is about

; half-way from Rhine-
lander to Eagle
River) (OVER)

AMERICAN
LEGION
STATE
FOREST

See

lights on the botton, and
stripes. There were two bars
hanging down from it that
joined to form a triangle. It
glowed, and it didn't make a
sound."

He turned to his mother
and said, "I think you'd
better look through the back
window. There's a UFO out
there." Chris was-a skeptic
about UFOs and science
fiction in general. Hearing
that from her son, Chrystal -
turned around and looked
out the back window.

"I saw a red orange object
' just over the trees. It was

elliptical in shape and
slightly tipped up," she
recalls. "It couldn't have
been a sign because we were
in a wooded area. It was too
big to be a helicopter."

It seemed.** be following
the car. "I saw it again, low

i—over the trees," Chrystal
said.l "It didn't get smaller
as we went away from it.. As
we went around curves, it
was always on the right as I
looked out the back win-
dow." She thought it was
going at the same speed as

' the car.
Mean white, the cars ahead

of them had disappeared.
Wanting to catch up with
them, Chris pressed on the
accelerator. "But the car
wouldn't gain power," he
said. "We~had been going 55,
now we were going 25 or 30.
We have an Olds 98,-and it
had just been tuned up." •
, .The object followed them
for about 10 .minutes, .until
they got to the Hwy. 70

-turnoff between St. Germain
and Eagle River. Then it
disappeared,' and their car
regained speed. . •

. The next day they
discovered the dash and tail
lights had gone out. .They
still had head lights, but
Chris7didn't think their

T*C lights worked. -They

and said they almost hit the -
Jacksons, because the tail
lights were out.

"We hadn't used the car
since the night before, so it
must have happened the
night we sighted the UFO,"
Chrystal says.
-The next day they took the •

car to Woodland Auto in St.
Germain, where it was
discovered that a fuse had
blown. "The man at the
garage was puzzled because
only one fuse had blown,"
Chrystal said. "Usually they
go together."

"What I saw that night
was what I saw physically,
vnth my eyes," Chrystal
emphasizes. Her "mentor,
Marie Larsen, a summer art
instructor at Nicolet College,

-has another theory about the
UFO sighting.

"When an individual
becomes engrossed .in what
they are doing, especially in

painting, the thought or
intellectual process seems
not to exist," Marie ex-
plains.

That night, at the
workshop, Chrystal was
giving a water color
demonstration. Marie
recalled that.. the other
people at the workshop
seemed to be especially in
tune with Chrystal. "You
give your all when you do
this," Marie said. ."There is
a secret place within
yourself, and when you
reach it, it touches the secret
place of other people. It's
intangible, who can define
it?" • r.-'-.f."

Chrystal was very worked
up about something in the
painting that didn't look
right; She pressed on to
continue the workshop long
after the allotted time was
over, to perfect the painting.
"I couldn't stop, I wouldn't

let them go. We were all held
together forming a huge
pressure of energy. There
have been heat sensitive
photographs taken showing
an aura surroundvng people.
I think that together with the
workshop students, we sent
out an aura, a vibration,
there in the middle of the
woods, that touched or at-
tracted whatever 'was out
there." ..
-"Or it attracted .you,"

Marie adds.
Whatever they saw, or

thought they saw, the con-
troversy about UFOs con-
tinues. According to the
Oneida County Sheriff's
Department, no other UFO
sightings were reported that
night. It seemed to turn the
Jacksons into believers, but
until hard, tangible evidence
is presented, much of the
world remains to be con-
vinced

Both Chrystal and Chris painted their Impressions of what the UFQ looked
like. In Chrystal's, the object hovers just behind-the trees,,and looks
/. . . ;-•.-•-...-. ••; . -. *»,••*" \> s;- '̂v »•'-•-rv-isR.-iur^o' ;<s . ̂ .^.••^;-fl"T-•--.'-. - ••--r«5:--sw-.'--.

?decldely elliptical in shape.
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slightly tipped up,.'.' she
recalls. "It couldn't have
been a sign because we were
in a wooded area. It was too
big to be a helicopter.','

It seemed-to be following
the car. "I saw it again, low
over the trees," Chrystal
said, i "It didn't get smaller
as we went away from it..As
we went around curves, it
was always on the right as I
looked out the back win-
dow." She thought it'was
going.at the same speed as
the car.

Meanwhile, the cars ahead
of them' had disappeared.
Wanting to catch . up with
them, Chris pressed on the
accelerator. "But the car
wouldn't gain power," he
said. "We~had been going 55,
now we were going 25 or 30.
We have an Olds 98, and it
had just been tuned up."

The object followed them
for about 10 minutes, until
they got to the Hwy. 70
turnoff between St. Germain
and Eagle River. Then it
disappeared, and their car
regained speed. . -

The next day they
discovered the dash and tail
lights had gone out. They
still had head lights, but
Chris didn't think their
brake lights worked. They
found this out when a car
pulled up alongside them

W4th my eyes,' (Jhrystai
emphasizes. Her mentor,
Marie Larsen, a summer art
instructor at Nicolet College,

•has another theory about the
UFO sighting.

"When an individual
becomes engrossed in what
they are doing, especially in

it.'
Chrystal was very worked

up about something in the
painting that didn't look
right. She pressed on to
continue the workshop long
after the allotted time was
over, to perfect the painting.
"I couldn't stop, I wouldn't

OHI.IIU „
Department, no other UFO
sightings were reported that
night. It seemed to turn the
Jacksons into believers, but
until hard, tangible evidence
is presented, much of the
world remains to be con-
vinced.

Both Chrystal and Chris painted their impressions of what the UFO looked
like. In Chrystal's, the object hovers Just behind'the trees, ̂ and- looks
decldely elliptical In shape.

Chris's painting is more detailed, shouting three lights and stripes on the
underside of-the, object. Both said the UFO was tilted up so they could see
t h e bottom. . < . • • • • . - . -
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UFO Study Group of Greater St. Louis

Case * 811003-1

C£ I with Electrical/Magnetic affect

Sighting Date: July 19, 1981

11:30 p.m.

Sugar Camp, Wisconsin

Investigator: Charles K. .Adams

MO



Sighting Background

Upon returning from "Wisconsin, Chrystal Jackson, of St.
Louis, contacted the UFO Study Group of Greater St. Louis,
Previous to this, she contacted one of the local papers,
the Lakeland rimes of Minagua Wisconsin. while still in
Wisconsin she was contacted by Mrs. Hynek.



Sighting Account

KTiile travelling north from Rhinelander "Wisconsin, in the
vacinicy of Sugar Camp at about 11:30 p.m. on July 19,
1981, a UFO was observed by Chris Jackson and Chrystal
Jackson. Chris vas driving the 1970 Oldsmobile 98, and
initially Chrystal vas a sleep in the back seat.

Chris had a strong feeling to look to his left (vest) when
passing a potato field. Upon looking, he sav a triangular
shaped object vith 3 lights on the bottom, and 2 bars
forming a V shape extending from the bottom. His first
impression vas the bars vere .a: tethering.: device of some-,
kind. The lights did not cast a beam, bus seemed to glow
like portholes. It vas hovering about 60 feet off the
ground, and vas about 300 feet from the car. Although
he reported that is covered about 2 inches at arms length,
he estimated the size at 8 to 10 feet. Indications are
that it vas about tvice this size. There are several sketches
of his viev of the object.

Chris vas a skeptic before the sighting, but nov believes
that there is something there. He admitted, and Chrystal
backed him up, to being clairyoyant to a small extent.

Chrystal Jackson, the mother of Chris, vas asleep in the
back seat when Chris made the initial sighting. He voke
her up and told her to look. She knelt on the back seat
and looked out the vindov. She looked out across the field
to her right (vest) and sav an elliptical object gloving
red-orange. After passing the field they drove through tall
pine trees on both sides of the road. The object appeared
again, this time tipped slightly and appearing slightly
closer. The object appeared to be gloving, and following
them. Chrystal vas awe struck and felt very privileged
to see it.

Both Chrystal and Chris reported that the moon vas out
and the sky vas clear.

Chris tried to catch up vich a car vhich left Rhinelander
just ahead of them, but the car slowed dovn to 25 to 30
miles per hour, and would not go faster. The car radio
vas not or., but it vas not noticed if the car lights vent



dim or out. They were sure that the lights did not go out,
and did not think that they went dim. This persisted until
they came upon some lights at the Eagle River corner. This
is the last they saw of the object, and the car resumed
speed.

After rhe initial sighting, Chris did not see the object
because it was to the rear left side of him, and he was
driving. He tried to see the object in the rear view mirror
but could not see it.

iVhen they arrived at 5t. Germaine, their destination for
ihat night, the occupants of'the other car were watching
TV and wondering what happened to them. The occupants of
the other car mentioned that they had seen some deer
on their trip, but Chris and Chrystal saw none. Normally
deer are seen along this route, especially at night.

The next day it was found that one of the electrical fuses
was blown and one of the tail light bulbs was blown. The
car was thoroughly checked before leaving St. Louis. It
did not act up again before or after the incident. The
response was and still is good, and never refused to go
when the. accelerator 'was depressed, as it did that night.



Natural Phenomena Check

Moon--The sighting vas in the vrong quadrant of the sky
for the moon. See map, hand drawn sketches, and
the vrite up on the moon and it's position. Granted
that Chrystal Jacksons' sighting is a classical
moon sighting when there are some clouds, it does
not fit because of the position and that they
reported seeing the moon.

Stars and ?lanets--The objects sighted by both Chris and
Chrystal Jackson were too large to be a star or
Planet. Also, the object seen by Chris had a
definate shape.

Ball Lightening--Ball lightening is normally associated
with thunderstorms, and none vere reported in the
area. Both observers reported objects that vere
larger than the typical ball lightening sighting.
Chrystal observed at least once vhere the object
vas behind some trees, giving a'relative distance
and size larger than the inches to fev feet of
the typical ball lightening sighting.



Man—Made Object Check

Aircraft—Any check for aricraft or other man made objects
must be done by a field investigator in the
area of the sighting. The only aircraft that
seems possible is a helicopter, but due to
the original sighting description by Chris
Jackson and chat there vas no noise, .this
possibility may be ruled out. Also, the
normal running lights for an aircraft or
helicopter vere not observed.

Advertising Display-Due to the remotness of the area of
the initial sighting, and the lack of the display
lights, this must be ruled out.

3allon--A local investigation should be conducted by
an investigator to determine if any hot air
ballons or weather ballons were in the air at
the time of the sighting. Very few, if any
hot air ballons are 'flown at night, and weather
ballons normally do not have bright lights.

Internal Reflections—Internal reflections for the object
seen by Chrystal is ruled out because the
object" was seen behind some trees.



Sighting Evaluation:

The preliminary sighting evaluation by this investigator
is that this is an unknown, CEI sighting with electrical/
mechanical affect. This evaluation may be changed if
additional investigation is conducted by an investigator
in Wisconsin.

':"ne witnesses saw something, and believe that what they
saw is what they reported. They are sincere, and related
their story to people in the area of the sighting. These
reports are basically the same as given this investigator.
Chrystal Jackson appears to enjoy talking about the sighting,
and this is her privilage. She feels honored to have
seen it.

Both the witnesses are artists, so they have provided
several sketches and drawinas.



Additional Witness Check

Letters vere sent to the editors of some of the newspapers
in the area of the sighting. Three newspapers printed
the letters under letters to the editor. The letters
requested that any vitnesses to the particular sighting,
or any sighting around that time period contact the
investigator. I recieved one letter from an investigator
in Milwaukee, letter and clippings enclosed, and a
letter from an individual who talked to Chrystal Jackson
vhile she was still in the area.

Any additional witness checks should be done by investigators
in. the area .
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r'-F-ASE COMTLETE THIS FOR.". v?rin:) AM) RETl-SS TO INVESTIGATOR (Kor H.TON Use)

NAME OF INVESTIGATOR:

STREET ADDRESS:

TOWS/CITY:

PHONE: A/C

STATE: ZIP CODI: COUNTRY:
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DRAv: A SIMPLE SKETCH OF THE OBJECT. (Label any lights, colors, protrusions)

TWO VIEWS OF A UFO: HIS
by Chris Jackson

At approximately 11:30 p.m. July 19, 1981 we were
driving home from Rhinelander, WS on Rt. 17 North-
bound a mile outside of Sugar Camp. To my left,
behind a large potato field and over some tall pines, I
spotted a glowing red triangular object. (I was in the
drivers seat.) The distance from me to the object was
about 300-350 feet; and, at that distance, it looked as if
it was about the length of a small car (8-10 feet). There
were three orange colored lights on the underside
which did not send down any sort of beam. The object
had stripes on it (black) and two iron-type bars hang-
ing down. I then woke up my motherasleep in the back
seat and she noticed the glowing UFO as well. It was
with us for about 10 minutes as we drove. As we drove
away (with the object in constant sight), I noticed I
couldn't get the car to go above 25-30 MPH. I have a 98
Olds Rocket 450 V-8engine that can go over 100 MPH.
The next-night, we were informed that our taillights
were out and our dash lights were out as well. Both sets
of lights had been checked just a month before.

, i and the cbioct's ;-'«ition.

; i vc t was nnvin^.)

i'DF.S THE FOLLOWING:

1 !'r
!>JECT.

(Conrinue narralivp on reverse side)



HIS MOTHER'S VIEW
by Crystal Jackson

On Sunday, July 19. 1981, I gave a lecture-
demonstration about my Dematerialistic Theory of
Painting in Watercolor. This program was held in the
Theatre Building of Nicolet College in Rhinelander,
Wisconsin. There was an unusual tension connected
with the demonstration which is not present as a rule.

We left the college an hour late. The program was to
have been from about seven to nine, but it was after ten
when we left to have a late supper in Rhinelander. It
was 11:30 p.m. when we set out for St. Germaine where
we were staying. I was with my family. Chris, my 21
year old son was driving our 1970'98 Oldsmobile. and
my 89 year old mother was sitting beside him. I was
tired and said I would rest in the back seat.

All at once my son said in a very serious low voice. "I
think you better look through the back window. There's
a UFO out there." Chris had never believed reports
about UFO's and had laughed when I had said I
•thought there might be such things. I knelt on the back
seat and looked out the rear window. Looking back
across a large open area to my right, there were tail
distant pines beyond the open place. We were driving
north along Route 17, somewhere near Sugar Camp.

Just above the tree tops, was a glowing red-orange
eliptical object. I would judge to be the width of three
tree tops. I (did not move and there was no sound.' It did
not flash or pulsate. I watched it fo ra minute or two and
then we drove through tall pines on either side. The
road curved once or twice and there was the object
again. This time it seemed closer and it tipped slightly

up on the right. It was as if it was playing peek-a-boo.
We'd drive among more tall pine trees and the object
would keep appearing at about the same distance from
us.

I was getting alarmed and said, "Chris, catch up with
Andrea!' She was in one of the cars ahead that was out
of sight. Chris answered. "I can't!"

"Why not?" I asked.
"I can't get the power up. The car won't go more than

25 or 30 miles per hour." We had been traveling 55
MPH. Our car had had a complete tune-up before leav-
ing St. Louis. Missouri for the fourth annual watercolor
workshop I was teaching in Northern Wisconsin.

We came to some houses and we didn't see the
object af ter that. This was about ten minutes laterafter
first seeing the object. Our power came back on. The
next night we were told that our tail lights were both
out. Also the brake lights and dash lights. The head
lights and signal lights were on.

When I told Mary B. Good, a journalist in the Rhine-
lander area about this experience at the Manitowish
Waters Art Show reception, she said she had seen
three UFO's in the same area we had seen ours, and
that people didn't want to go in that area. She said she
wished someone would investigate that place.
EDITOR'S NOTE: Field Investigators in Wisconsin will
be notified of this narrative report.

II
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1 OH.iKCT DESCRIPTION (Ch^ck/Fi l l In As App' i icahic)

( AN OBJECT V ) NUXI1ER OF SHAPE OF COLOR(s,
OliSESVEO: (

( A LIGHT ( ) t.-JMiJER OF SHAPE OF COLOR(s)

N .• e -\ -
PiiSCKiBE: SOUND SMELL SPEED -S--^ O—-.1 - ' C ' N

., ( LARCES { ) SMALLER ( ) SAKE SI7.E ( ) ,V. T H E ORJEI7T LISTED IlKl.m'

•+*•;•*, ,<-^:"" ( BASKETBALL ( ) COMPACT CAR ( ) STANDAP.D CAR ( j HOUSE ( ) OTHER

( HOW NAr."Y TIMES LARGER ( ) OR SMA1.I.FH ( • ^ PUT IN THE SKY BESIDE OBJECT BELOW?
APPARENT Sir.E: (

( TIMES THE. SIZE OF A STAR TIMES THE SIZE OF A FULL Mi'ON

BRIGHT AS: A STAR { ) THE MOON 0x2 Of. A LIGHT IF PLACED AT SAME DISTANCE AWAY

DID THE onJF.CT(s) OR LICHT(s): (P lease e laborate on i ccms chct'urd below by using a s e p a r a t e siirrc.)

CHANCE DIRECTION? vI/S) HOVER? ( ) AFFECT RADIO/TV? ( ) FLUTTER? ( )

TURN ABRUPTLY? ( ) DESCEND? ( ) AFFECT ELECT Rir.ITY? ̂  J SPIN? ( )

FALL LIKE A LEAF? ( ) ASCENT)? ( ) AFFECT KAf.SLTlSN? ( ) BLINK? ( )

ABSORB O B J E C T ( s ) ? ( ) - O V E R POWERL! Ni.S? ( ) AFFECT TIMEPIECE? ( ) PULSATE? ^XjCr->* '̂ ( )

K.:ECT onjEcr(s)? ( ) OVER A BUILD;::;:? ( ) AFFKC: ENGINE? (^) APPF.AK SOI.ID? ^~~T^)

Clt/\Ni"r: Sli/vPE? ( ) LAND ON GM.;1 :::>? ( ) AFFECf VEHICLE: ( ) HAVE FUZZY F.UCF.S? "N,)

CAST SHADOW? ( ) Lj'.NIJ IN W.ATLS? ( ) AFFECT ANIMAL? ( ) HAVE OUTLiNE? C^ )

CAST L1CHT? ( ) CARRY OCCl'PA.MS? ( ) AFFECT HUMAN '. ( ) W03BLE? ( )

REFLECT LIGHT? ( ) COMXUNi CATE? ( ) AFFECT WATER? ( ) VIBRATE? ( )

» ^
LEAVE A .rvkIL"? ™ i ••7""Ci:VC-Crf -ItfAT? .t^-*> A-rr£07"<;S5i;KF-?~ ( ) GLOW? - . . C^J

\ ( )nlSINTF.CRATE? ( ) LEAVE KES'.IVE? ( ) AFFF.CT VF.r.Ei A'. . n:.' * APPEAR TKA.'.'RPARCi": ? C )

::DW MAN'I OTHER W I T N E S S E S ? _

F_EA5E P R O V I D E THE :^>:ES'<M':
ISVESTICATOKS OR A G E N C I E S 0!

D i D AN':' OTHER AGE.'.'Ci' CONTACT YOU?

isE.csES/nioM; :.VXBEI»<: OF OTHER WITNESSES AND/OR
N SEPARATE SHEET IF APPLICABLE AND KN1VN.

S I G N A T U R E OF OESEr .VKR

YOU MAY ( 1 KAY NuT ( ) USE MY
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PE°.S.'-.AL ACCOUNT (Include en Form 1)

Descr ibe the e x a c t chronolog ica l order of Elec t r icnl /MjRnet i c even ts as they occurred.

KAnlO/RAtV.R E"}L'iP.".F.CT

TYPE nF ETJl'IPMENT: fUF.D ( ) MCSILE ( ) PORTABLE ( ) RECOVER ( ) TSiNSMiTTrn ( )

HANVFACTl'KER: .w.£ M?DEL YEAR

Pn'-'ES Sr.L'SrE: A; ( ) DC i ) LINE ( ) GENERATOR ( ) BATTERY ( ) OTHER

rr-T.S V.-.I.7AI-.E: i:0v ( ) 12v ! ) 9v ( ) OTHER

OPERATINf. ".iT:: A.-. ( ', FM ( ) VHF ( ) UHF ( ) STATION raEQl'ENCY

ANTENNA l.cr.\T:.\S: INTiR.VvL ( ) EXTEB.W. ( ) CESCRiSE

lST£RrE"A'L T Y P E : STATIC ( ) r.L .-. i ) 05C1LLAT10K < ) OTHER

INTE=r.r=r.NCL L.X7-.N7: PARTIAL ( ) INTENT TENT ( ) COMPLETE ( ) 1THER

oPEK,\7ir~: rr.NXTioN: FR:OR UFO SICHTIN.:- DICING? .\FTER I;FO SIGHTING?

_ v r K i c ' r "̂

fVNLKSliiP: PRIVATE Kl) COW.ERCIAi, ( ) COVEKNXEN7 ( ) OTHER

ENGINE TYPE: REGULAR NS> DIESEL ( ) ELECTRIC ( ) PROl'ELI.E:! ( ) JET ( ) OTHER

ENGINE ^ATA : NVMBEX/O'LINUERS? "̂  WATER-COOLEO Kl) A ) R-i HOLED { ) OTHER

ICNIT'.P.v'ELECUlCAL: STANDARD fSi") ELECTRONIC ( ) ALTERNATOR <V) CI.NLRATOR ( 1 OTHER

HIRING KENT - ON fV> OFF ( ) f.OLJLD RE-iTArT ( ) COl'LH SOT RF.-START ( )
IGNITI. N y.-;TCii: (

AFTER EVENT - 0!> fXJ OFF ( ) COl'LD RE-^TART ( ) CO'.'I.D NOT RE-STAKT l )

EFFECTS N.^TED: t.-JXHEK SEQUENTIALLY IN-ORDER-OF OCC"R,\NCE IF KOHE THA:: ONE T.'ENT TOOK PIACE :

K-Ricc EVENT - ON (*><: OFF ( ) Di:riE3 ( ) PI'LSATED ( ) OTHER
(EXTERIOR LIGHTS) (

AFTER EVF.NT - ON 1r<) OFF ( ) Sl-'r-^O ( ) I'l.'i.SATED ( J OTHER

rH'RINC EVENT - OIV V ) OFF (X) DII-.MED ( ) PULSATED ( ) OTHER
(INTERIOR LIGHTS) (

AFTEK EVENT - ON 1 ) OFF OO DIMMED ( ) PfLSATuH ( ) OTIIEK

nilKIN- KENT - ON > N> OFF ( ) ni.-u-ED ( ) PULSATED ( ) OTHER
(INDICATOR LIGHTS)---!

AFTF.R EVENT - ON (»J ) OFF ( ) DUVU1P ( ^ I'ULSAIEn ( ) OTHER

DURING EVENT - OOOD ( ) OTHEU V-'-fc-'0^^^- Ia-«j-'-»O-» '̂ O-T^ t>-O ' VA\ V\
(ENGINE PERFOS.MANCf)-(

AFTER EV-.'.T - CDOD (V"') OTHER

BEFORE EVF.NT - C«t>U Cii) PA 1 H ( > POOR ( ) OTHER
(BATTERY CONDITION; -- (

A F T E R EVENT - GOOD (_i<l FAIR ( ) Pl'OS ( ) Oi l i ^B

OTM rrl AFFKCTEP ITEMS

(Check and Describe In de ta i l on reverie ildc of thi* nheet )

CIRCUIT BREAKER ( ) FUSE ( ) • HOUSE LIGHTS ,' ) YARn LIGHTS ( ) ST>-EE'I LIGHTS ( ) COMPASS { )

HEARING AID ( ) VliES HEATED ( > WIX:.1: ML'LTED ( ) ELECTRIC SHOCK ( ) STATIC ELECTRICITY ( )

METAL VAHNLTIZED ( ) T IMEPIECE STOI'i'ED f ) A IK CLOSED ( ) TELEPHONE ( ) OTI'.LR

CO.'C'lE.ViS

rVAY ( ) KAY NOT ( ) USE Hi KA.-.L
Sir.V.TJRL 07 -1TKESS DAY MONTH YEAR

Figure 3 46
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PERSONAL ACCOUNT (Include on Fon 1)

y } .

j'SYCIIilI.ljeiC.AL F.FTKITTS

CALMNESS ( ) £ i TKISXIW IMPAIRED ( ) £ i PERSONALITY CliANCE ( ) £ A

CURIOL'S ( ) ~5S jT\ INVOLrSTARY ACTIONS ( ) £ i RELIGIOUS EXPERIENCE f ) £ A

EI.ATED ( ) 2 A TRANCE-LIKE STATE ( ) £ A MEMORY LAPSE ( ) £ 6

FEARFUL ( ) £ i MENTAL TELEPATHY ( ) £ A TI.-.E LAPSE ( ) D A

PANICKED ( ) D A BREAMS-ir".',' ' ~\ ' ( ) 3 A" OTHER ( ) n A '

COUNTS : . $,' OX-V^C - * \>4 -< ^ '

-i -

p-Ys:,i:,rv:cA:. EFF^S

liAIR S-.P.-D OS END ( ) D A SiiT-.K NEKVCVSLY ( ) £ A FF.I.l ELE.T. HIC SMOC< ( ) £ A

11AIH S'.-SK-iP ( ) D A Tc-'LT E'.r.JY ( ) a A S£CA.-1£ IAKALYZEJ ( ) £ A

KAIS FELL O'JT ( ) D A FELT .V.USFJFED ( ) P> A FELT hr-'tlN: SENSATION ( ) D A

. , ,

F.Y.-.S S.'^^TED ( > D A i.Si:.-,N:S V I B n A T K D ( i D A EX FT*. 1 EN :tD SKIS HASH ( ) D A

EYES OVT Of FCC'JS ( ) £ A PKY-Hi'.AVED ( ) D A ESTtR lENIED WARTS ( ) £ A

EYF.S BLI:.:iED ( ) £ A VHKl'i t3 ( ' i £ A EXPER I L'NCF.i) h03Y MARKS ( ) D A

CAXnKV.'iS V1BHA1ED ( } D A PASPKD UKINE { ) H A EXPI.K I E::CE!> BODY WOUN3S ( ) 0 A

E,\RS Hl'ST I ) U A P'ASSEn STOOL ( ) P A SKIN PEF.I.LII OFF ( ) D A

E.-.RS DEAFENED ( ) £ A FKLT '.-ARNER ( ) £ A SiCK K'SCI.CS ACIED 1 > D A

NOSE IRRITATED ( ) n A FELT COLDLR ( ) £ A ARM Ml'Sfi.ES AC!IED ( ) D A

KnSE BLED ( ) U A FELT Lir.lliEK ( ) 1) A I.Kc: MUSCt.ES ACHED i ) D A

BI.E3 TKR'.'-JCh MVJTH ( ) D A FELT IIE,\V1ER ( ) P A SPIXAL COLUKS ACKED ( > £ A

1001H FtLLINHS VIBRATEH ( ) D A FLP/.TED I:: AU I ) D A Pill > 1 ) ^ A

RELATIONSHIP OF t'Fcl PR F.NTITY 10 AFFECTIIU I'LXSON

INDIRECT: UFO KEKELY OVERFLEW ARF> w:il| NO APPARENT INTEREST IS TH'I U1TNKSS ( )

API-ARE.1- DIKE.TT: UFO APPROACHED WITNESS r-: Si:.T EFFECTS ( ) UFO HOVERED iu'EB WITNESS DURINC EFFECTS ( )

ACTUAL I.' = SI.C1: WITNESS TOUCHED BY: lIFu ( ) LIGHT BEAM ( ) ENTITY ( ) AN INSTRUMENT { )

n ,..,.., -..-,,;.

PSYCHIC ISIERESTS AND A B I L I T I E S

:.~!CREST:-.n :N PSYCHIC i IIE::I;.-:I..V,? YES ( ) NO \ 1 -"IAT TYPE?

HAVF. PSYCHIC ABM.ITIF.?'1 \f.f ( ) NJ ( ) DESCRIBE

IIAVK A R I ; :T :F .S RKF.N TESTED? YIS < ) so ( > BY '.iinM/ RESULTS?

MA>' [ ) f«Y NOT ( ) USE m' NAME
Slr.r^TUi-'L OF •-•llNLf.S DAY KOM H YEAR

— — • ..-.., ^ —

Figure 5



Witness Information

Sex

Age

Build

Height

Hair

Eyes

Chrystal
Jackson

F

58

Medium

Chris
JacKson

M

21

Medium

Occupation Artist Musician
& Artist



Back Up Information

l-~he Moon and Its' Position, By investigator

2-Sketches by Chrystal and Cris Jackson

3-;'-'ap of the Sighting Area

4-Arcicie Appearing in the Lakeland ^iir.es Newspaper

5-Letter and Clippings from Investigator in Milwaukee

6-Ietter from Chrystal Jacksor. to the I.ational Unquirer

7-Correspondence from the Investigator



The Moon and it's position

Cn the night of July 19, 1981, the moon was shortly past
full. It'rose at 10.15 PM. This would put it about 20
degrees above the horizon, and in the eastern quadrant.
This information is from the Sc. Louis Planetarium.
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P*f)«30—The Lakelfl Imos-August 6.1981

BY VtCSt MZAZGA
\

Whether or not you believe
to) Unidentified Flying Ob-
jects (UFOs), the account nf
nn alleged eye witness
always makes one take
notice. Why do some people
BCO them, and others don't?
A photograph Is often taken
M evidence of a sighting, hut
Iww many hive pulnled u
picture of what they saw?

Chrystnl Jackson and her
won Chrto reportedly saw a
UFO .Sunday evening, July
»i. Both ChryBlol and Chris
.nre wutercolor arthta, and
they eucl> pninlcd n picture
of what they saw Hint night.
. Chrystnl, her mother nnrl
her (ton. Chris wen- return-
Inif th«l night U> where they
were ntaytng In ttie Snyner
nrca from n demonstration
tit .Nlcolet ..College jr.

U w;t:< nlxrnt
11:30 at night, nnd 'Jhry.stal
was tired aftrr a par-
ticularly draining demon-
stration. There had seemed
to bo a special magnetism in
the workshop that night. She
and her students wore drawn
together, and Chrystal had

• worked feverishly in correct
something In her painting
that wasn't quite right. Now
she was exhausted and
rented in the back scat as her
son drove.

Chris spotted Hie UFO
first. They wen- Just outside
of Sugar Camp on Mwy. 17
North, when he spotted a red
orange object over H potato
field on the left side of the
road. "We were about .100
feet away from it," he
recalled. "The bottom side
wan tilted up towards as, and
.' could see three orange

lijjlus on the boiUm, ;md '
stripes. There were two bars
hanging dowr. frmn It !.hftl
joined to fornj a triangle:. It
glowed, and it didn't make *
sound."

Me turned to his mother
and said, "1 think you'd
better look through the back
window. There's a UFO out
there." Chris was a skeptic
about UFOs and science
Fiction in general. Hearing
that from her son, Chrystal
turned uround and looked
out the back window.

"1 saw a red orange object
just over the trees. It was
elliptical in shape anrl
slightly tipped up," she
recalls. "It couldn't have
been a sign because we wore
in a wooded area. It was too
big to be a helicopter."

it seemed to be following '
tne car. "I saw it again, low
over !*»!• 'reus," Chrystnl

.said. "It didn't get smaller
• as we went awny from it. As
we went around curves, it
was always on the right as 1
looked out the back win-
dow," She thought it was
going at the same speed as
the car.

Meanwhile, the cart ahead
of them had disappeared.
Wanting to catch up with
them, Chris pressed on the
accelerator. "But the car
wouldn't gain power," he
said. "We had been going 55,
now we were going 25 or 30.
We have an Olds 08, and it
had Just been tuned up." -

The object followed them
for about 10 minutes, until

(tin! swiii ihey almost hit live
Juck»>ns, because the tail
itj^t:; worn .::•*.

"We hadn't used the car
since the night before, so it
must have happened the
night we sighted the UFO,"
Chrystal says.

The nc.xt day they look the.
car to Woodland Auto in St.
Germain, where it was
discovered that a fuse had
blown. "The man at the
garage was puzzled because
only one due had blown,"
rhrysUI said. "Unually they
go together."

"What T saw lliat night
>v<iS what I ".aw pl>>>: ;«;:., .-
with my eyes," ChrysUtl
cmphnsi/es. Her mentor,
Murie [.arsen, a summer art
instructor at Nicolet College,
has another theory about the
UFO sighting.

"Wtien an individual
bo'.'omns engrnasc*! In what
they arc doing, especially in

pointing, the thought Or
intellectual process stems
not to ezis'.," Marie 01-
plaias.

That n igh t , a t the
workshop, Chrystal -was
giving a water color
demonstra t ion. Mar ie
recalled that the other
people at the workshop
seemed to be especially In
tune with Chrystal. "You
give your nil when you dn
this," Marie said. "There Is
a secret place within
yourself, and when you-.
reach It, It touches the secret
pl&ce of other peo{>li>. U's
•«;u/:i({ibitf. "who can define
it?"

'Chrystal was very worked
up altout something in the
painting that didn't look
right. She pressed on to
ountinue the workshop long
after the allotted time was
over, to perfect the painting.
"I couldn't rtop, I wouldn't

lei them go. We were all held
together forming a huge
pressure of energy. There
have been heat sensitive
photographs taken showing
an aura surround'ng people.
I think that together with the
workshop students, we sent
out an aura, a vibration,
there in the middle of the
woods, that touched or at-
tracted whatever wax out
there."

"Or it attracted you,"
Marie adds.

Whatever they, saw, or
thought they saw, the'con-
troversy about UFOs con-
tinues. According to the
Oneiila County Sheriff's
Department, no other UFO
sightings were reported that
night. It seemed to turn thv
Jacksons into believers, but
until hard, tangible evident
is presented, much of the
world remain* to be con-
vinced.

^

liQ • ^:«&:-

.̂ ^O^r , > NUu^^^^^|jte. ?•;;^, •
1 * ' • & * ' • - • . ' . . LU-*'vft)V.v ,

Chrfs'a painting U more detailed, showing three light* and stripe* on Ihc
underside of the object. Both aald the ilPOvu** tilted up so they could **a



199 Gllla Drive

Ballwln, Missouri 63011

October 1U, 1981

Articles Editor

The National Enquirer, Ire.

La.ntana, Florida 33^6U

Dear Sir: Fhone: 31̂  2?7-B?62

After talking with your office briefly, & few weeks

ago. It was suggested that I write you our experience

concerning a U.F.C. seen at close range In the North

Woods of Wisconsin this sumn-.er. if you consider this
t

to be acceptable for publication, I will be hapoy to

receive your normal payment for such articles.

On July 19th of this ye*r, I h*d been Invited to give

a lecture-demonstration, concerning my new Decaterlallstlc

Theory of Painting, at Nicolet College In Rhlnelancer,

Wisconsin. This was to celebrate an opening of an exhibit

of watercolors' by my son, Christopher Jackson, and myself,

and also to nark the beginning of my fourth annual Wisconsin

Workshop at the surfer hone of one 01* my students, who lives

near St Gerialne.

My lecture had gone well and sy full-sheet watercolor of a

butterfly-fantasy therie was, to ell purposes, finished. Pecole

were gathered around the larc-e table and were pleased. Then.

I h*=-d a stroncr urge to add a splderv:eb to sy pelntInc. I

have to say that I do like to DP.lnt sp^rkllnr s^lcerwebs



6635 K. 75 St., Apt. 8
Milwaukee, V;I 53223
Oct. 3, 1981

Dear Mr. Adams,

Yesterday I got from my clipping service a copy of your letter
to the editor on the July 19 Jackson UFO, in the sister newspapers of
Eagle River and Three Lakes (V.'is.). Are you an investigator for
APRG or CUFOS?(I know both groups were aware of the case)

Although ray service sends me only about a third of the articles
they should be, based on what it did send, there were no sightings
in the Rhineiander/Eagle River area in mid-July other than the one
you are already working on. But there have been a lot of sightings
in the area through the years. Tomahawk and Minocqua have had a
couple (just late last year, if memory serves), and the Rhinelander
paper has run a number of articles through the years. I am sending
along a couple of articles, of which I had spare copies lying around
handy. I can visualize another' article that even had "Sugar Camp"
(where the Jackson incident started) in the title, SSLbut I'm not sure
when it was--probably since August 1979, though.

I'm curious about your inquiry about the pseudonymous Mary B.
Good. Did she do a news article on the Jackson case? The only one
I have is Vicki Miazga's, in the Minocqua LAKELAND TIMES of Aug. 6,
and would be interested in seeing any other articles on it. (At the
CUFOS conference last weekend, Mimi Hynek told me that Mrs. Jackson
had a copy of this article, so I trust you've seen it, and have had
a chance to make your own copy--or I'd enclose it now.)

A few years ago XJCEHXS the Eagle River/Three Lakes paper (which
at that time was published as a single paper, with the two names on
the masthead) was looking to do a story on local UFO sightings (see
"seek data" item enclosed). Months /pset and the clipping service
didn't send me the expected article, so I wrote to the paper, and on
Aug. 4, 1977, Assistant Editor Herman Baumann wrote me that it "was
never written because we received no response from our readers. We
wanted to present local experiences on UFO's, but nobody wanted their
[sicl stories in print."

I hear that the St. Louis UFO Study Group is publishing THE UFO
EXIGMA. Lou Farish had the April 1981 issue on his latest sale list,
and I asked him about it. Maybe I'll subscribe once I see what it's
like.

A man who came to our local shopping center UFO exhibit last Karen
19 told me he had a sighting in St. Louis, in July 1972 (or 1971), a
nocturnal light, making abrupt maneuvers. Later friends of theirs who
lived under where he though it was said they had company at the time,
and the kids carne in to report it, so they went out to look too. They
also saw it to the Kri., and described it the same. Duration 9-10 minutes
(at least that's how long he saw it). He lived in a suburb south'of St.
Louis, actually. I sent him a questionnaire later, but never got it
back, and I've sort of dropped it. (.-nfter all, l-.'Ls are a dime a dozen'.)
But if it sounds like it might be corroboration to what is actually an
'above-average UFu event, 1 can pursue it. Give me some details on it.

I hope the above and the enclosed are of some help.

r-.S. If you don't publish an article ^logically yours,
on the Cackson case, please tell me -g> .
vhat your conclusions are, as I've '̂ C-K\-
L-a-en a particular interest in Wis.
cases, for pbvioas reasons. (Re- Richard '..". Heicen

•<' s request. }



lYouth claims seeing 2
green men from UFOo

By MARY SONDERCARD who was working outside on
(Rcporitr siiti wrntr i lhe ziegeibauer (arm around

An unidentified Hying object 10 p m
landed on a Malone farm T£c e|der Ziege,hauer called
Saturday night and two green , his and hQ,h h
men were seen briefly More mu|t|<o|ored „ h|J w n j c h
Chev disappeared according lo Mark said w.cre ..k|nd 0/ |ow-
a 15-yair-old Malone youth. and ..^ 0, b, ., He said

Mark Ziegeibauer. of Route ^ „ h wer£ . ^ around>.
1, Malone. said he saw the as ^ went *, t h e

green men after the object ziegeibauer1* new silo and
landed on a neighbors ' farm. , §^ ta „ ,jeld ou, oj

The "saucer" was first view '
spotted by his father OrviUe M([rk 8ald he drove over to •

. . . • . . the area where the object had
landed and &aw the. two green
men when he shone the car's
bright headUghts. He dimmed

s-* the Jlghts as the two men put
§• their hands up, he said, and
o "disappeared aomehow" to
£jj front of his eyes. Mark did

not see. tjxs grounded flying r
^ saucer, he said.
3 One of the two men wai
0 slightly bigger than Mark, who
<u Is fi.teet.7, iBCbes mil. he said,
a) Thf other was smaller. He was
u fo "flCAred'' be did not noiico
™ anything panicular aboqt their''
c features, he said,
o vo The object, which was about

£ the size of a "small camper-
•H ^ trailer," Ma/k said, was not '
•« « seen''when It left by Mark or •
€ o his father. Murk said they both
•3 ^ hava. seen almost the same
< • thing, minus the green men,
c 3 once before.
to < On Sunday,: a woman from
„ .the UFO Education Center.In

•H &- Appleion came U> Malone and
)_, " spoM with, the Zlegelbauenu i
o> ^ She- also showed them some
c £ photos. Mark said.
$ g Mik Thompson. 17. of rural

Campbellsport, r e p o r t e d
g ̂  Monday that he saw an

-H ui unidentified flying o b j e c r In
^ ^ the Doiyvllle area about 9 p.m.
u -^ Saturday, an hour before the
.3 u Zieyelbauer's sighting.
tJ « Thompson said it looked like
o » big meteor, but added he
^ ^ was positive it was not. He
3 "° said be saw the UFO as he
j|i "̂  was driving with a friend along
u o County Trunk W near founty
^ ^ Trunk B south of Dotyville.



Friendship Reporter

"O JReported to
Sheriffs Dept.

A March 24 report to the
Sheriff s. Dept. said that a break-
in had occurred at the Silver
Mobile Home Park,

From a break-in in Adams, a
stereo and records were taken,
according to a March 26, report.

A boat, motor and trailer were
taken from the yard of a Town
of Springville home. The theft
was reported March 26.

Two CB antennas were broken
and another stolen from vehicles
parked in Adams Saturday night,
iMarch 25. '

A rusty, white or tan 1966
Buick was seen leaving a Town
of Springville home, following a
break-in that resulted in the
loss of an antique baby crib and
some old black door handles.
The break-in was reported March
27.

A small car tore up the church-
yard of the Community Church,
located on Co. *C*. west of
Highway 13, the vandalism was
reported March 28.

Five chainsaws were reported
stolen from the Bear Trap in
Friendship, according to a March
29 report to the Sheriff's Dept.
The stolen saws have been
entered in the Crime Information .
Bureau.

Lumber and nails were stolen
from a building site in the Town
of Strongs Prairie according to
another March 29 report,

A March 30 report said that
a number of windows were bro-
ken at Roberts Brothers Sales.
_ Two juveniles were appre-
hended March' 30rwhfle they were
breaking into a trailer home in
the Town of Preston.

At about 9:25 p.m. Thursday
evening. March 30, a Friendship

reported seeing a UFO at
location 2 or 3 miles south

of Co. *J*. on 16th Ave. The
person making the report said
that the UFO hovered overhead,
and then landed.

Eagle River-
Vilas Co. News Review

[AN 2.6 19ft

More than fifteen million
Americans reportedly h a v e
seen UFO's. That's an awful
lot of people to have neigh-
bors who think they're a lit- : •
tie flaKey.

Stand
2, 1978
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ling* are through March

Reported to
Sheriffs Dept.

A flying saucer was spotted
near Lake Sherwood, according
to a March 4, report to the
Adams County Sheriffs Dept.
The report was made .by the
Wisconsin Rapids PD. The UFQ
was encountered by a 12-yeaf-
old, Chris Marceau, who lives
on Lake Sherwood. .

Chris described the object as
a little bigger than a golf ball,
in apparant size. It was flying
low, and zigzaging from side to
side and up and down, tt left
no tail He and his two bro-
thers took it for a.flying saucer.
The sighting was made about
7:00 p.m.

Also, March 4, a Friendship
man reported the loss of 4 tires
and rims from his .terrestrial •

vehicle, which was parked at
Trez's Mobile. Later on March
4, a car parked in Friendship
was reported vandalized.

At 5:31 a.m., March 6, a call
to the Sheriffs Dept. said that
18 horses were running loose
near 1769 16th Ave. The horses
split up, one group heading south,
the other group heading north.
With a deputy's assistance, the
horses were corraled.

Space fallout
adds 1,000 tons
to Earth dally
Washington, D.C. —AP—

A little bit of outer space falls
to earth every day, says Na-
tional Geographic. About a
thousand tons of space dust,
space particles and microme-
teoroids reach the earth's
surface daily, they report.

Larger heavenly visitors,
meteorites, are not so com-
mon, but arrive in a more
spectacular manner, says
Geographic. A meteor show-
er In 1833 was described as a
"constant succession of fire-
balls, resembling rockets."

Scientists are divided about
the origin of meteorites,
called meteors before they hit
the earth's surface. ,

Article below also in Monroe Evening
Times of Dec. 29, 1977, Harinette
Eagle-Star of Jan. 20, 1978, and
(without last paragraph and picture)
Milwaukee Journal of March 8, 1978.

Antigo Journal, Friday, January 13,1978, Page 6

Miracles or TJFOs?

Lady of Fatima: was she
part of a UFO sighting?

Has there already been a
mass UFO encounter simi-
lar to that in the last scene of
"Close Encounters of the
Third Kind"? Dr. Jacques
Vallee, a computer special-
ist who has done extensive
research into UFO reports,
points out that the miracu-
lous events at Fatima in 1917

were very similar to many
•UFO experiences.

The World Almanac Book
of the Strange notes that
Vallee has found reports
that witnesses at Fatima
saw a bright spinning disc
that fell to the earth in a zig-
zag path and then sped off
into the sun.

The Fatima visions began
in May 1917. when three
peasant children saw a tiny
lady in the midst of a bright
light. Similar visions were
repeated each month, with
ever-increasing crowds of
witnesses until, on October
17, 1917, some 70,000 people
gathered in a pouring rain to
see the promised vision.

According to Vallee, the
various elements of Fatima
— a luminous flying disc, its
zig-zag path, bright light
effects, thunder claps, buzz-
ing sounds, and a strange
fragrance — are commonly
reported by people who
claim close encounters with
UFOs.

Many of the Fatima wit-
nesses reported that, in spite
of the pouring rain, they and
the ground were dry when
the disc flew off into the sun.

Richard W. Heiden

.T. lilt 310 CUITA)



hcss (JL* Rhinelander News

By Lance J. Herdegen
IK A-ess InternationaljjA-e

;\1K\; \ \ U K E E - What is bright
orange, shaped like a canister vacuum
cleaner, larger than a helicopter and
fast on the getaway?

Harold and Shirley Peters don't
know after about three weeks of think-
ing and talking about their encounter
of the first kind. But they telieve it
was a^£0.

£^^wy say the reaction of their
frienSRd neighbors — aside from a
few prank telephone calls — has been
one of curiosity rather than disbelief.

"On the whole, most people, I
think, really believe in it n< w, espe-
cially the people who know iis," Mrs.
Peters said. "They saw how excited
about it we were."

'It was bright orange'

The couple were en route to a bowl-
ing alley at Rhinelander in northern
Wisconsin last month when they saw
an object in the sky above their car.

"It was bright orange," she said in
a telephone interview. "It was shaped
like a canister vacuum cleaner —
that's the only way I can describe it. II
was going very fast."

The UFO appeared to move along-
side their car for a time, they said,
then crossed in front of it and hovered
over a supermarket.

"Then it went up, straight up —
reai fast until we couldn't see it any
more," siid Mrs. Peters. She said the
object — "larger than a helicopter" —

r, meteor:'. <> or balloon or
he had ever seen before.

we weren't goir.g to tell
anyone about it. But we were pretty
excited and when we got to the bowl-
ing alley we started talking. We just
had to tell somebody. I guess- most of
the people believed us because they
knew us. They said they wished they
could see one."

fg about UFOs

"When I run into someone who
doesn't believe it, I don't push it," said
Peters, 52, a paper firm worker. "I
just tell them: 'There's no sense talk-"
ing about it with me when you don'J
know what I'm talking about' I just
dropi* there."

Mrs. Peters, 50. office manaper for
a propane gas company, said she is
reading everything she can find on the

FEB 1 I 1978
—ne is sorvrvea by three ~-
dettghters. Mrs-.- Pm'Hip" 4.
( J e a p V Kriesel , Mrs.. J'11

Ronald A ( Jud i th ) Berby, be

all newspapers are
Wisconsin (USA)

Alleged UFO Spotted
An unidentified flying ob-

ject was reportedly spotted
by a Rhinelander man Fri-
day night. Oneida County
authorities were told about
the apparent sighting.

Richard Hazelquist of
Star Rte. 2. said he saw the
alleged UFO from the 1200
block of Eagle Street
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around 6:30 p.m. He told
deputies he was looking at
the object with binoculars,

Jtfut couldn't identify it. He
described it as having a red
top and the bottom was
flashing different colors. It
was stationary for a while
and then flew upward, he
added.

News

___ WAR 9 _ J1978_
St. Germairf: _____ . .

I/

UFO Reported
Another UFO was reported to the

Oneida County Sheriff's Department
— this one had pulsating yellow
lights, according to the report. •

Trudy W a l t i . Crescent Road.
reported at 8:45 p.m. Wednesday
thai a round object which appeared
to be quite a distance away was mov-
ing through the east sky. 'it was yel-
low. and went brighter and dimmer,
Walti reported.

(Rhinelander is 195
miles north-northwest
of Milwaukee, Wis.)

Deaf/75 |
in Other Places |

John (Long John) Nebel, 8
66, f ixture for 28 years ol P
late night radio in New York g
City, Monday in New York.
Had last live radio show on
station WMCA Friday night.

Endre Slk, 67, Hungarian
foreign minister from 195S to
1961 and Hungarian envoy to
US in late 1940s, Tuesday in
Budapest.

Allan SpranJ, 82, member
of President's Council of*^
Economic Advisers and vice
chairman of Federal Open j£
Market Committee. Saturday ««j
in Kentfield, Calif. ' *>

February 1978
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Cordon Cooper

Ex-Astronaut *
Talks of UFOs.

Washington Post Service

Washington, D.C. — In a
television program to -be
broadcast Monday, former
astronaut Gordon Cooper will
say he believes alien space-
craft may be buzzing Earth.

"I keep hearing these sto-
•rles from credible sources
inside the government, and
they Just won't go away,"
Cooper said of his comments
In a telephone Interview.

An already taped appear-
ance on The Merv Griffin
Show," In which both Cooper
and Griffin Imply that In-
formation on UFOs has been
withheld, is scheduled for
broadcast Monday.
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Winter-Sawyer Co_u.nty Gazette

u
TTE, WINTER, WISCONSIN

UFO SPOTTED BY FORMER
WINTER RESIDENT

! We are in receipt of a letter from
Dagmar Noel of Waukesha that she

' and her friend, Lloyd Pringle were
in the "Winter area on May 1st and

_ 2nd. On Sunday they left to return
to Milwaukee and Waukesha. They

I took Highway W and stopped off
for & short time at Big Bear Lodge

, and then left and took Highway M
off of Highway W to Highway 8.
They saw three deer along the road

• and slowed down. All at once in
I front of them on the road was a
I machine that looked like a car and
! yet it didn't look like one. It was a
' sort of faded white or bluish ma-
chine. JJoyd told her later he saw j
it following them but thought it;
was an pod 'looking car/She stowed)
down again and then the machine'

: slopped in the road and a person
. ran out — very fast. He ran as fast
j as a road runner about 200 feet
! ahead. He ran towards the ditch on
. the left side. She didn't see him
turn around but he was back to the
machine just as fast as he ran
across the road. He got into the
machine — but 6he never saw him
open a door. At the same time they
saw the large space ship about 200
feet past the smaller machine. This
machine was dark red — the shape
wag like a "bowl upside down. It
covered from one side of the road
to the next side. It didn't have a
front or back — the same all the
way around. There were some dark
markings end there was* e IKtle

I c.-vered :rom one side of :he roau
' to the next side. It didn't have a
front or back — the same all the

. way around. There were some dark '
markings ar:d 'there was a little \
vapor or haze around it. They both
disappeared at the same time. The
big one she never saw it land or

: lake off. They both were gone at j
j the same time. •

On May 12th Dagmar told her,
doctor about the episode and he ad—

: vised her to contact the U.F.O. Cen-
ter. She did and a Mr. Thomas H.
Keiman, Associate Director of the
U.F.O. Center, Midwes: Hdqts., of
Apple:on talked to her on the phone
and told her it was a space man she
saw. •

Lloyd and Dagrr.ar were invited [
to Appleton Hdqts., and went there'
on May 15th. They were asked!
questions and cross-examined over)
an hour. There were about 40 oth-

', er people at the place that had sten
j U.F.O. space ships in the past and
of late.

They were informed the space
people are harmless and peace-lov-
ing people and have flesh and blood
like us and are not war-like.

The man ehe saw wore a dark
colored jump suit, was slender, and

i was about 5 ft. 6 inches or 5 ft. 7
' inches and 'was a light-colored hu-
man or person.

• Editor's note:
Several years ago the late John

Pavloe of Winter informed the late
Roy Martin, then Editor of the Ga-
zette, that he had seen a U.F.O. He
drew a picture of .how the space
ship looked. His description was
similar to the above write-up sent
to us by Dagmar Noel.
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UFO here July 19?
I am investigating the July 19,

1981, UFO sighting by Chrystal
JPJJ^^I of St. Louis. The sighting
o ^^P*d in the area between
RWraander and Eagle River. As
pan of this investigation, I am try-
ing to find out who carried the story
of this sighting,, and if other
sightings were reported before and
around this date.

I would appreciate any mforma-
tion^or copies of stories on UFOs

could send me.
i looking for a free lance

journalist who goes by the pen name
of Mary B. Good. I would ap-
preciate it if you would put me in
contact with her, if you have her ad-
dress.

Thanks.
Charles K. Adams
12702 Shady Creek
St. Louis, Mo. 63141
EDITOR'S NOTE: If anyone can

help Charlie, why not drop him a
line? We didn't run any stories
about any UFO sighting here. The
last one we got involved in must

identical in 2 sister
papers, Sep. 16, 1981:
Eagle River VILAS COUNTY
NEWS REVIEW and Three
LaJtes News (Wisconsin)

have been 15 years ago when we i
kind of embellished a tale told by \
the late Joe Simoriton in which he \
claimed a UFO landed on his pro-'
perty on Perch Lake Road — and
claimed he swapped them a jug of
water for some pancakes made in
outerspace. We had a lot of fun with
that story, but it got out of
hand — and we lost a lot of time,
answering phone calls. What wor-
ried us was when the Army Air
Force sent an investigation team'
here from Wright-Patterson Air
Force Base. It began to look
as if some taxpayers'" money were
being wasted, and we felt guilty.

Eagle River-Vilas County
News-Review &

Three Lakes News
December 23,

' • U
Seek local data
for UFO story

The News-Review is starting
an investigation into UFO sight-
ings and experiences for a fea-
ture to appear in February, and
we need help from the commun-
ity. .

If you have ever seen an UFO
please write a letter to: UFO's
Vilas County News-Renew, Box

• 100, Eagle River, WI 54521, orj
phone 479-4421.'

Interest in UFO's reached a.
high point here about 12 years
ago when Eagle River farmer-'
Joe Simonton, now deceased, j
said he saw a flying saucer land)
n e a r his home. He further
claimed that he talked with'the
space people, and that they gave
him a perforated pancake. He
received national attention for
his experience. •

Ms.



at tl-es, but this was an Intrusive ides and I felt, although

It didn't belong, I had to add it. The result was very

exhausting and, after finally changing the solderweb into

a seconi butterfly, we left to have a late suprer.

It was about 11:10 when we set out for St GernMne in three

car . We were the last c=.r and the other two vent on ahead.

*

Chris, seelr.e that I w<=s t i red, offered to drive, srA so

I fell aleep in the back see.t of our 1970 '98 Cldsnjoblle.

>!y eic-hty-nine-ye^r-old mother ??t beside Chris.

I should mention th«t before we left St Louis, Kls

to go to Wisconsin, about a week prior to this ex oerlelnce,

we had had a complete tune-up and check of the llchts and

wiring system at Ballwln Sinclair.

I will describe Cr.ris's story, which can be checked with

him, since he never was interested In science fiction and

U.F.O's before this incident and now he wants to forget it.

He related to us that he was drivi.ntr about 55 T.lles per hour

or. Highway 17, hendlnc- north to St Ger~??ln, *nd v:?s approaohlna-

Sucar Cnmp. There were no houses or cars around. There were

only tall Wisconsin pines and a snail lake to the rlc-ht.

To the left he came to what was probably R potatoe field.

Nothing was in sight. He got hnlf way down thr flel.1 when he

had & sr.r-n~ fselln? to turn his head to the left. He did so

and about 300 feet across the field, at tree hlgnt. hr,.verlr.c-
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perectly still, wes a triangular-shaped object about the s i ze

of a car. It glowed red and orrir.^e 2nd w s s sade of a pl». s t lc-

llke asterial. beneath I t , s ince he was looking up under it .

were three Isrce orange orbs, which cv°. st no be^2, and h?.rsrinr

down x?.s ?> ~i-- - l-l 5 >e ~ po^.TvA -~e. (sv?e sketch). There was

striped r ibb ing or the chassis . Chris ssid he w?s so su rp r i sed

by wh?.t he saw he could do nothing but stare. He s=-. id he

cc-'jrt.ed «»bout the er.^iv&lent of tn seven, to estiiriPte the t l ze

for r-e, Pnd then I hesrd hini shcut , "Ko^I K n r f , ws>:e up «?.nd

lock out the back window. There's a U.F .C. b".- :.hereJ" My

f i r s t Impu l se w-s to ^ay, "Oh sure!" end ro b=>ck to sleep but

he sounded toe urgent *=.nd so I looked out. the window and sav; !*-.

37 then the object >:ss fu r the r away (about 350 feet a w n y ) ( and

took on ?- rr.ore ell pt leal shape. Ky f i r s t impulse wss to

explain it rationally. Sonehow I couldn't talk much w h i c h I s

very unusual for m e . I could only t.hln1,:. It ^nust be a slr.i,

I t h r > u f t h t . It looked l ike neon. . . bright red and oranee but

what would. 1+- be doir.;- in the pot-^toe f ie ld? It r-ust be a

hellr.cpoter but it was too solidly i l lun ln^ ted w i t h no ser/=r-- . te

lights ?;nd it r^de no noise and Just remained f lo^t in? in t h r

air . It reminded nie of the top of a c i rcular b u l l d l n p wh ich

we hrid looke-1 down on fron our hotel in HCNolulu at nierht ,

two years a=:o. It was rlncred around w i t h red neon and our slide

of it locked very ~uch like this object only this object w?.s

solidly red-oranare!

I retainer' "slued" to the back seat. I he>?.rd Chris say, "I

w i s h I had had a camera. He said he looked in the re^r v iew

nirror to see it Bra in but neither of us ever ^ h o u - h t of s trp-
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plnr the car, or of su;<cestlner that my mother be helped to see

It. In fact It w?s an effort to voice any feelings. I was

In awe of what I saw. I realized that It v;as a U.F.O. when I

couldn't explain It. We left the field behind us and the

road wound a-r.ons; the tall pines. I stayed where I was,

expectl-ir to sesn It a^aln, although it had been lost fro.T.

vlew. 3':re <=r->'.:=:h , It peeked froT. behind the trees f>nd ke~t

t'r.ls up as we -drove down the hlehway. No cars were cosine or

go ins;. Now I w?.s suddenly afraid ?nd I said to Chris. "Catch

up with Andrea!" There was a p-rose and he said, HI can't!

There's no power!" HIS FGCT, >:£ SAI^ W.̂ 5 CK THE FLOOR 3CAHD!

He WP. s eoinc; about twenty-five -lies per houf! We crpwled

along at this slov: r̂ .te of speed ?.nd I v.-?.s terrified! Tnere

were no houses until we ~.ct to the outskirts of 5t Germain

and then we saw the U.F.O no lor..---r. H~-v-v?r -he power c=--;e

b.-ii': ••.nd o-^r t-tll ll--v.ts were shot and ?ur dash lights v.rent out.

We have had to have all kinds of electrical work done on ovr

c°.r at the St Ger-alne ,=:as station, In Chicago, on the w-.y

hone, and back in St Lo'Jls.

s ted. t!'.st « '^ r l s ani I .->•- Ln t our I-:;-.re~- ; • •'.•-." - .="

-••••i at we saw -.-id these palnt lnc-s were included in an A r t i c l e

publ i sher , ab/--.:' h i s Incident In the Dakeland Press.

I now am intensely interesed in the whole subject of U.F.O's

and want to tell everyone of our exoerience. There are E?>r.y

cur ious thlnrs about •/:h:-t has happened and what Ir; hapoenlr .f

"Why d id I wri te ny book about a de-^ter la l ls t lc theory In

four days? Why do I paint sp lderwebs? Why are opople so

Interested In this forn of pair : r lnr I ar; dolr.f 'wh ich I P nr-t

real is t ic?
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When I re^d :-.bout U.F.Ofs after this, I re'-ii about The

Cobweb Theory" and ie^terlsllzlng of U.?.0'£. It is all so

strange! I cust add that I have a strong Tcotlvatlnar force

to paint the hlch'est form of besuty on this earth. I do not

want to paint evil. I p°-lnt a lot of butterflies, v-.terf^-Il

br by bird? :-..";d flowers. It's ?11 " --<rsr'" ~>f --y theory.

Please feel free to edit or change Anything for conciseness.

Oh yes, Chris and I both would like to see another U.F.O.

next summer. "Next time", said Chris" I'll have o camera!"

. sincerely,

Chrystsl Jackson



19? Gill« .Drive

Ballwin, Missouri 53011

Cv.̂ b̂ i- 13, 19S1

12702 5;-:=Ldy Cre<?k

3t Louis, Missouri

Desr Mr. Ad=.~s :

?h: 3Hi 2

I a:a senli-'i: ;TU tr:.̂  jaterl.-.l i nro.iisel In c~mr:tion with

our V.7.0 jl^htlng on July lp, i/Bl. I hope t.'i-- .you

You r. -"-.t "TS l:iter3-7 •;> * TJ u. o.le -jho^ u .1 _V:r:"li.-~t "'ho

lives in Hinaqur., iv'lscons In. 3he has seen three U.F.O.--;

In the vicinity where I and. ny son saw ours. ->r L'.J Ir^ss

;!ary 3. Good

Route # 3

Mlnaqua, Wisconsin Tel: ?15 356-9096

I rp.ve no idea if she r.'lll "03 wi

about her experiences but p(=rh.'-.y.:

r-23'.j.-irc'.i!-.,-. o-:' : i-'-.tl.-.- rnr! vr.r.

int to v;ri"e or t - < .': tu

y-i'.; c-iv.ld r--^y th-. t y-/:. ;

*:•> *".-'' n n t ^ ^ l a l fv\ t 'i

-", Ir-t re v..^r.r Gno^ 1'.

V ,-:,,,,,/2-



12702 Shady Creek
St. Louis, .Mo
63K1

August 30, 1931

Editor
The Rhinelander Î
714 Courtney St
Khinelander, l-:i.f 54501

Dear Sirt

I O.T; investigating the July 19, 1981 UFO sighting by Chrystal
Jackson of St. Louis. ?hi sighting occurred in the area
betveen Rhinelander and Eagle River. As part of this
investigation I am trying to find out Teho carried a report
of this sighting, and if ctiher sightings vere reported
before ar.d around that time.

I ivculd appreciate any information or copies of stories of
U:"C's that you could send me.

I am also looking for a free lance journalist that c.oes
by the pen name of Mary B. Good. I would appreciate it
if you would put me in contact vith her, or send me her
address.

har.ks

Sincerely

Charles. K, Adarr.s



Charles K.
12702 Shady Creek
St. Louis, l-'.o
63141

August 30, 1961

Editor
Vilas County :;ews
330 h*. Division St.
Eagle River, :\i. 54521

Dear Sir*

1 am investigating the July 19, 1981 UJO sighting by Chrystal
Jackson of St. Lcuis. The sighting occurred in the area
bee.ween Rhinelander and Eagle River. As part of this
investigation I am trying to-find out who carried the story
of this sighting, and if other sightings were reported
before and around this date.

I vould appreciate any information or copies of stories on
UFC's that you could send rr.e.

I am also looking for a free lance journalist that goes
by the pen name of Wary B. Good. I would appreciate it
if you would put me in contact with her, if you have her
address.

ihanks

Sincerely

Charles K. Adams



Charles *. . Adar.s
12702 Shady Creek
St Louis, o
63141

Editor: Lakeland
Box 50
.'•rinocqua, i-.'i . 5^

Dear Sir:

I a,n investigating the July 1981 UFO sic.Vtinc by Chrystal
Jackson of St. Louis. t'he sighting occurred in the area
betveen Hhinelander and Eaole River. As part of this
investigation I am trying to find out vho carried the
story of this sighting, and if other sightings were
reported before or around this date.

I have a copy of the article which appeared in your August
>.;, 1981 issue. I vould appreciate any information or copies
of other stories of UTO's vhich, cou would send me.

I am also trying to contact a free lance journalist that
coes by the pan ma^e of .'-iary B. Good. I understand that
she works your area. I vould appreciate it if you would
put ,Tie in cent-act with, her, or send me her address, if
possible.

i' hanks

Sincerely
Q̂iŝ

Charles K.



Charles II. Ado'r;s
12702 Shady Cretk
St. Louis, Mo
63141

Nov. 2, 1981

B. Good
Route =3
-Minaqua, "ivi

Dear Mary:

My name is Chuck Adams, and I am a certified investigator
for the UFO Study Group of Greater St. Louis. I am investigat.
ing the sighting on July 19, 19S1 by Chrystal Jackson (of
St. Louis) in the area betveen Hhinelander and Eagle River.
I understand you have seen UFO ' s in this area, arid I vould
appreciate it if you could relate some of the information
about the sightings to me. I need this information to
serve as background information for the Chrystal Jackson
sighting.

I vould also appreciate any information you vould send about
your impression of Chrystal Jackson and Chris Jackson. .̂ 11
information you supply vill be treated 'in the strictest
confidence, especially information relating to the Jackson's.

If you so desire, any sighting accounts vill be held in
confidence.

Enclosed is a self addressed, stamped envelope, to facilitate
any response you vould care to send.

Thanks

Sincerely

C. K. Adams



BARBARA SCHUTTE
Field Investigator

(319) 372-7340

CENTER FOR UFO V STUDIES R . R . I BOX 138A WEVER, IOWA 52658
a not-for-profit Illinois corporation

uFos-1

, I A. A toll bridge operator, two teenage boys, an

anonymous person and six wild rabbits were the unsuspecting witnesses

of three separate UFO sightings on three consecutive nights of late

July in Muscatine, IA.

Muscatine City Police reported to the Center For UFO Studies

several strange events in their jurisdiction and this author was

assigned to investigate.

The primary event occurred on July 22, 1961 at the Norbert F.

Beckley Toll Bridge at Muscatine, IA; dividing Iowa and Illinois by

the Mississippi River.

For the previous two years a 33 year old male (in this case our

primary witness) reported for work at the toll bridge in the capacity

of lone operator on the 11 p,n, to 7 a.m. shift. The night wore on

with the usual leisure until 0259. The operator, hereinafter A.W.,

rested his eyes by surveying the trighty Mississippi River to his east*

Scanning further south on the river his eyes could hardly believe the

lar̂ e oblong object that seeaingly hovered there. A,W, called the

police and reporter; the object. The police arrived within the minute,

saw nothing and left within four minutes.

MORE
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MUSCATINE UFOS-2

Settlinr back in the toll booth, he quickly dismissed the flight,

"Probably an airplane or something," he thought. Realizing the tine
•»

to be a quarter past three, A.\V. remembered that the bridge crew's

adopted rabbits were probably wondering where their snack wraa. The

workers pooled their money to buy carrots, lettuce, etc. to feed the

dozen or so wild rabbits that have inhabited the bridge area ever

since its existence. With the food in hand, A,W, walked out of the

toll booth and onto the cemented square to set down the food, Esqpecting

the wild rabbits to flee as always as he approached, A,W, set the

food down within inches of the aninals. To his amazement, the rabbits

did not raove.

He then noticed that the rabbits were different. They were

stretched out - front legs out, back legs out, ears flat against

their backs. He rose slowly with a sinking feeling that something

was not right; something eery strange was happening, "It was as if

sotieone was watching you behind your back," He looked around as a

trained observer and was amazed at the orange object on the opposite

side of the river. He walked up the roadway about fifty feet; then

further as he realized he had never seen anything like this before

in his life.

MORE
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MUSCATINE UFOS - 3

One-half mile away an orange glowing ess-shaped object lying

on its side moved slowly, smoothly toward the Iowa side of the

Mississippi River where A.W. stood. The object appeaaedd to be

15 by 20 feet. A bright yellow light could be seen lighting up

the interior of the object. "It was like looking through a window^ "

A.W, recalled. Once parellol to the sain bridge span which runs

east-west, the object began to ascend in a "stepping but smooth" motion

until Just a few feet above the level of the span. The object glided

sideways across the top of the span in seecinjtly one motion as

the object itself was Just two feet short of being as wide as the

top of the bridge or 30 feet. Having cleared the bridge span, the

orange object began its descent of fifty feet toward the water with

the sane stepping motion used to ascend the obstacle. A whizzing

noise was heard as the object moved as if "a water pump was pumped

dry". The object now appeared to be 20 by 25 feet at soae 350 yards

from him.

The object now moving west and again toward A.W., moved slowly

and when 250 yards away from hire the yellow interior light simply

went out! "Like someone turned off the switch, " A.W. told Be.

The orange object appeared to be 25 by 30 feet at this point. The

object then very quickly sped off in the west up over the Observation

Point above and north of the toll booth. A«W* told ne that as he

realized it was so close, he hurried back underneath the hooded portion

of the toll booth drive.

MORE
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MUSCATINE UFOS - ̂

"Must be some sovernrcent project, " he kept telling himself.

Looking back to the rabbits he noticed that they were beginning

to stir and soon scurried off to the brush nearby. They had not

touched their foocS however; nor were they to return to the food

that night.

The somewhat shaken toll booth operator went to the booth and

phoned the police. Still nervous and shaking whan police arrived,

he told the officers of his sighting. The officers drove around

but did not see any object or anything else unusual,

The policecien stopped the patrol car in the Riverfront Park,

In the quiet of the ni^ht they heard a loud whizzing sound. One of

the officers described it this way: "It was like a cross between

a baseball whizzing by your ear and skyrocket shooting up into the

sky like during the Fourth of July," As the officer of the Muscatine

Police Department recalls, "I said,Did you hear that? My partner

said, Did YOU hear it? Then the noise caTie up again, we looked around

and decided to /ret the hell out of there!"

Another officer reported hearing the noise off and on as he

patroled four blacks west of the river around 0326, An officer

walking the beat in the downtown area next to the river reported that

cats were running wild and acting crazed in the alleys at the tine,

A«H« trying to put it all together at the toll booth, a/»ain

heard the strange whizzing sound but saw no object at 0400, The rest

of the night remained quiet and peaceful and 0700 hours was readilj
•

welcomed! IVOR'S
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MUSGATING UFOS - 5

THE RABBITS

Certainly the most unique feature of this case is the reaction

of the wild rabbits present at the UFO sighting. This is also the

reason that we cljose to classify this case as a Close Encounter of

the Second Kind.

The wild rabbits have been routinely fed in the early AM since

1972. Our primary witness has fed them for two years antf describes

the rabbits as wild, active, healthy and readily scurries away srhen

approached by hunans. Although this author was unable to sen the

animals, they were captured on filir. by a local "W cameraman after

the July 22 si^htinp",

In review, July 22, 1981 these rabbits were seen flat against

the cement with leps stretched out and ears flat against their backs

during the UFO sighting and stayed that way oven when approached by

our primary witness. After the UFO departed, the animals moved about,

refused to eat ard then took off for the nearby brush. The rabbits

behaved normally the nert day and every day since the incident.

One of two veterinarians that I consulted informs us, "Rabbits

have a behavior of freeze and FLEE IF they feel that they can get

away from the danger. Also they are ejqjetrer,ely sensitive to vibration."

MORE
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MUSCATIHE UFOS - G

The second veterinarian adds, "Babbits have a wider range

of hearing than hunans - mostly in the higher pitched tones,"

So we have the wild rabbits, alerted by the high-pitched

whizzing noise and possibly associated vibration, that froze but

decided not to flee as their instinct told them that they could

not get away from this danger,

THE PRIMARY WITNESS

The 33 year old male toll bridge operator r̂as visibly shaken

et excited by the UFO sighting. He was not interested in IIFOs prior

to the incident. He i;i not seek publicity even when approached by

the press an annoying number of tir/ies. Through talking to hie al:

a later date and discussing the whole picture, he decided to r^o

before the public and on caraera in order that others may feel easier

about coning forward with what they may have seen,

Reference checks revealed this roan to be of good moral character,

honest and not easily frightened,

He is also involved in his community as a member of the Kuscatine

County Deputys Posse, He is well-liked both among C£—workers as well

as at horae and community.

A,E. found it difficult to describe certain aspects of the UFO

sighting, Hhersther leaned toward tbe notion that the TTFO was a

government project and that CUFOS would know all about it and explain

it to him. To this date he still expects an answer - a definitive one.
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Usually having to be dragged to the doctor's office for nines F^

A,V/, cou.fTht medical treatment for a severe headache with vomiting smcs

back pain on August 1. He told the doctor that he had fallen, not

wanting to disclose the UFO sighting* X-rays were negative and the

Doctor prescribed a pain medication. These symptoms are probably

explaindeo by the recent pressure from the press , an unfimiliar

stress to deal with.

He also suffered nightmares and stated that he heard the same

noise of the UFO in his sleep the night after his sighting. So loud

was the noise that he ewore the UFO was above his head and he Jolted

upright in bed.

A,Y,r. was also bothered by a late model brown Chevy which followed

his activities for a day and a half follovrf.ng an anonymous phone call

from a male, stating that he wanted to talk to hire about what he had

seen over the river. Both A.1.'/, and this author were surprised by a

strange beeping on our phone lines in a conversation the day before

I returned to Muscatine A1TI) after the brown car had appeared.

A.IV. felt that it might be government agents, having read accounts

of such in articles since his sighting. I reassured him that there

was no danger to hie and even if it was government agents they were

just nosing around.
5

HOPE
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Overall I consider the witness to be credible ana I believe

that he caw anJ heard exactly what he told me,

•«

THE FIRST SIGHTIIIG

The story be/tins at 000? July 21, 1981 as two teenage boys

drove alon^t the highway next to the riverfront in Muscatine, The

teenage passenger drew his friends attention to an orange disc-

shaped object over the Illinois Bide of the Mississippi River at

approximately 200 foot, The boys drove their car down into the

riverfront park, cot out of the car to fret a better look at the

cysterious object (the size of a full moon) that appeared to change

shapes.

The sky that ni.̂ ht was partially overcast at thie time and could

account for the illusion of changing shapes, although the witness

disagrees with this explanation. The object then disappeared behind

the cloud cover five minutes later.

Just when the two boys thought the show was over, the orange

object reappeared north of the Herbert F, Beckly toll bridge close

to the Illinois side. The teenage driver went to a nearby phone and

called police. Two officers met the boys at the upper end of the

riverfront park but saw no object. The teenage driver returned to

the police station to fill out a report and to call CTTFOS.

the driver frave his name and hone number for contact by CUFOS,

He was hesitant at first but after reassurances of privacy, he agreec"
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to tell what he orpovionced, lie said thai he was not frightened

but was stunner an' excited. So e;:cited that he called his mother
•»

who was visitin~ several states mvay to tell her about the sighting,

Unfortunately his friend has not corr.e forward to hel$ validate the

story,

The teenager holds a steady Job, has a clean police record

and I have foun^ no reason not bo believe what he has told tae.

THE THIRD WIGHT

r;1his third UFO event was not investigated in any detail as once

again the inforiaant to the police department refused to tfive his

naae, exact address or phone nuBber.

'Jhe police report tells us that an orange object •• round in

front and tapered toward the back was seen West on Linn Street-

five blacks from the riverfront on July 23, 1931 at 0104. Although

sounding similar to the previous night's sighting, one difference

was reported by this witness - a streak coming froiu the back.

A policeman patroleri the aroa« Ke saw no ob.ject but did novice

an oil slick £ block long in the vicinity of -Vest 5th and Linn Streets.

1'he Lt. noted this as the officers usually report oil slicks to the

fire department to be flushed away due to the fact it aay pose a

driving hazard. The police department also informed rae that an oil

slick that size is usually seen after an onto accident. Won eras

reported !:hat ni,r;ht ana a hard rain the ne:rt day flushed away any

remaining saciple.



BARBARA SCHUTT. E
Field Investigator

(319) 372-7340

CENTER FOR UFO V STUDIES R . R . I BOX 138A WE VER, IOWA 52658
a not-for-profit Illinois corporation
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A dutiful citison brought in an object to the police station

that ninht. He stated that he found the potato chip wrapper aith

an orange bot con wishing arounct in the wind and felt that it laight

have prompted the UFO sighting.

He may have been right; we will never knot? because the UFO

sighting witness was too embarrassed or frightened to cone forward.

ADDITIONAL CHECKS

The usual IFOs were eliminated due to the object's maneuverability

anc light patterns. The local Muscatine Airport has an uncontrolled

tower and all weather information cones from the Flight Service out

of th;-s Quad Cities some hours drive North. The weather on all three

nighIs was of broken overcast with no precipitation. Ad plane checks

t;ere negative, especially when you consider that a 1,000 foot aliinide

over obstructions mist be kept to keep their waiver. The nearest

military bases were not contacted as we felt that the cost would not

merit the expected result at this time.

It should also be noted that many of the measurements in the

toll bridge sighting were based on the specifications of the

Herbert F* Beckly bridge*

MOHE
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AND THEM ....

Having considered the Kuscatine cases closed, I fcegan a
t

retrospective look at the events. Soraethin^ strange indeed has

occurred in Muscatine for three consecutive nights. The only

questions left unanswered were who or what the IF Os are and why

they »ere in Muccatine, IA.

And then other cases came to our attention. The case of the

riissinr^ 30,000 gallons of chlorinated water in Port Bryon, IL, eoiae

1 f- nilss across the Mississippi t<iver froa Huscatine and an anonymous

v/o roan's acazin,̂  account at Salabury Recreational Area Just West of

Huscatine over a tributary of a river.

The wo.vian called our primary witness of the toll bridge sighting

Making aure she had the right person she ber^an, "I think I saw what

you saw."

She described a large bright object that changed colors as she

first savr it ascending toward the river. She described a whizzing

noise 'of dry pumping* she recalled. As it sot closer to the wateer

it was more orange in color WITH A YELLOW LIGHT INSIDE LIGHTING OP

THE IIIT13RIOR! Then she heard the splashing of water as she saw the

object set down on the river. All lights went out and she could

neither see or hear anything. Frightened, she ran back to her camp

site. Despite encouragement from A.W., she hung up without leaving

a name or phone number to be reached.

WORE
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COINCIDENCE OR CLUE ?

Gome nkopticc :*iay bo acreaoin^ about psychic phenomena. Butf
••

let us a fate this: Arc v7il<i rabbits capable of experiencing psychic

phenomena?

So ivo have tho Mississippi ftiver with A.W.'s sighting anil the

CTJO teonagc boys, tho ssrin.'nin;; pool at Port Bryon and now the

tributary at Salsbury Recreational Area; all within a 15 mile

raius of Muscatino, IA,

Is it coincidence or a clue to the answer of why these UFOe

v/ero in Muscatine on tho three consecutive nishts?
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APPEARANCE

I NUMBER OF OBJECTS SEEN:

APPARENT SIZE S I M I L A R TO:

( )

ACTUAL SIZE:
(optional)

)STAR
)DISTANT PLANE
)FULL MOON

MOONS:

SOUND: ( )NONE

7?COLOR(S):( ) WHITE

Sketch the UFO's SHAPE here
e 3

OUTLINE: (t^HARP DISTINCT
( )VAGUE, FUZZY
( )TOO DARK
( )NOT APPLICABLE
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FEATURES:
(number) (colors) (where on UFO body)

/ LIGHTS COLORED y L-II&-J SITUATED
LIGHTS COLORED ""'
LIGHTS COLORED

SITUATED
SITUATED

'FLASHING
STEADY/FLASHING
STEADY/FLASHING

;.( )TRAIL? ( )SURROUNDING HAZE? ( )BEAMS? ( )SPIKES?
COLOR rtrtL.nQ<^ LENGTH/POSITION DfO DURATION 5 >* •)

1 OTHER DETAILS:

OPACITY: (i>OPAQUE (^TRANS LUCENT ( )TRANSPARENT ( )NOT APPLICABLE
TEXTURE: ( )SMOOTH ( )ROUGH1 ( )METALLIC ( )

( )YES

.W

HEAT: . 70DOR: ( )YES

POINT OF APPEARANCE: DIRECTION

MOTION
(0 to 90°)

ANGLE MANNER Ca.Sh/>. U&

TRAJECTORY: (In terms of direction and angles above the horizon - include durations)
~ \.i*o +J-

T* j
f'.' PO 4\fr\ ŝ t<t>b'm

a -fop' '
4 fru. "-t> ?/->

(

POINT OF DISAPPEARANCE: DIRECTION L/u; ANGLE (j (_ '• MANNER _j

DURATION: HRS ^j M I N SEC
SPEED: ( )STATIONARY £*)SLOW PLANE ( )FAST PLANE ( )FASTER THAN PLANE ( )EXTR. FASY

- PATH: ( )STRAIGHT ( )CURVED (^CHANGING,
"'' PASSED: (X)IN FRONT OF: ( )BEHINB: ( )CLOUDS OCTREES ( )BUILDINGS { )OTHER:
' ESTIMATED ALTITUDE (optional) : //frf & "<S>/?/ti*:

-/ INTERNAL MOTION: ( )ROTATING ( )CHANGING SHAPE ( )SPLITTING UP ( )COM ING TOGETHER



7

''.I'

INTERNATIONAL

REPORTER

CASE g _- _ -

TYPE:
EM PH/TR PHTS

REFERRED BY:

RAO PHOTO HUH

Send comcleted forn\ to:
Allan ffendni
c/o Internaticnal UFO Reoorter
1609 Sherman Ave., Suite'207
Evanston. II 60201

WITNESS
PHONE 3/£ - 263-J
NAME RqjyX^
ADDRESS
CITY
STATE

o-r

SEX: (^fMALE ( )FEMALE AGE_: / /
OCCUPATION.- £-&">
EDUCATION:
ANIMALS PRESENT? ANY REACTIONS7

ZIP

LIST OTHER WITNESSES' NAMES AND PHONE NUMBERS:

YOUR ACTIVITY PRIOR TO THE SIGHTING?
WHAT ATTRACTED YOUR ATTENTION?
D I D YOU WATCH THE BBJECT CONTINUOUSLY? W>'YES ( )NO ( J'OTHEBS SUPPLIED SOME
VISUAL AIDS: ( WNE ( JGLASSES ( )BINOCULARS/TELESCOPE ( )CAHERA:

010 THE OPTICS IMPROVE YOUR OBSERVING?

WHAT WERE YOUR REACTIONS? ,.. c1 ,r <:/ T

WHAT AGENCIES, Ofp YOlI CALLT^l^POLICE •{ J.CENTER C )PR£SS ( )MILITARY~OA<Rf>OR:fi> . • : -'• .
( ) SEEK ON RADAR? "' ^" ' . . .J .. •••' rf-Htf-i^V-v-;

HAVE YOU SEEN A UFO BEFORE? ( )YES ("^Q "- . . . • . •'~'^.:'^':.^.
INTERESTED IN SUBJECT P.R I OR TO S'lGHT.INC? (cJwrtS ( ) INDIFFERENT ( }NO ' •?,- -"••--•! "•;'.-/
UFO KNOWLEDGE OBTAINED FROM: ( )UFO BOOKS ( )HFO 'f\c.AZ INes ( )TV/NEWSPAPERS ': "

ENVIRONMENT
DATE: 7- ̂y ~
TI ME :

STREETS

(X)AM ( )PM

MILES OF

) EXACT ( ) ESTIMATED ONLY COUNTY q
,

f?A<. .
(city)

STATE

TYPE OF AREA: DURBAN ( ) SUBURBAN ( ) RURAL .
( ) R E S I O E N T I A L ( )AGRICULTURAL ( HNDUSTRIAL ( )UNDEVELQP.ED (/) CDMMERC.! AL

ES IN AREA? * /£), <><>/ S ST/>/^x /• / ~ L-^/t* • •"' : •<? ""~~SPECIAL FEATURES _
ff .

YOUR LOCATION: ( ) INDOORS {)0 OUTDOORS ( )IN A VEHICLE: { )CAR7 ( )PLANE7 ( _
SPEED'; _ DIRECTION: _ ._ TRAFFIC?; - .'- .•..

0<)STANDING ( )SITTING ( )LYING DOWN ' ' ' ~; '- , ; '

y_l_EW: V-^NOBSCURED { ) TREES/6LULDING IN THE WAY ( ) THROUGH A WINDOW: ( JiOPEN?. (' )CLOSED?
SEEN CONCURRENTLY: (yXOON (̂ STARS ( )AIRCRAFT ( )BIRDS ( (METEORS ( ) _ __

WEATHER

CLOUD COVER: ( )CLEAR (-BROKEN ( )OVERCAST ( )FOGGY ( )RAIN/SNOW
^S <, WIND DIRECTION? __/'/?47" '• -/ ̂  *>'



APPEARANCE

NUMBER OF OBJECTS SEEN: ( )

APPARENT SIZE SIMILAR TO: ( )STAR
( )DJSTANT PLANE

ACTUAL SIZE: (/-fRILL MOON
(optional) ( )SEVERAL MOONS:

OUTLINE: ( )SHARP DISTINCT
(l^-tfAGUE, FUZZY
( )TOO DARK
( )NOT APPLICABLE

SOUND: ONE

COLOR(S): ( ) WHITE

•

Sketch IKe UFff'B SHAPE here

LUMINOSITY: ( )UNCERTAIN (H'SELF-LUMI NOUS ( )REFLECTED LIGHT ( CLASHING
INTENSITY: ( J S T A R ( ) A I R C R A F T (oMNTENSE ( )BL INDING (CHANGING

FEATURES:
(number) (colors) (where on UFO body)

LIGHTS COLORED SITUATED STEADY/FLASHING
LIGHTS COLORED SITUATED ZZIZZIIZIZZIZZZIZ
LIGHTS COLORED SITUATED

STEADY/FLASHING
STEADY/FLASHING

( ) TRAIL? ( ) SURROUND ING HAZE? ( ) BEAMS? ( ) SPIKES? (*-fCtOW7
COLOR LENGTH/POSITION DURATION

OTHER DETAILS: - /I/,

OPACITY: ( JOPAQUE ( )TRANSLUCENT ( )TRANSPARENT (4WOT APPLICABLE
TEXTURE: ( )SMOOTH ( )ROUGH' ( )METALLIC ( )
HEAT: MtiO ( )YES ODOR: (<J^tC ( )YES

POINT OF APPEARANCE: DIRECTION

MOTION

(0 to 90")
ANGLE ysT MANNER

T R A J E C T O R Y : (In terms of direction-and angles above the horizon - include durations,/
Fi-Cf^\ & A ~

£-4. CLuf^. >?>/
•/r of- ±-(//

r xa

POINT OF DISAPPEARANCE: DIRECTION

DURATION: ̂

ANGLE /Q MANNER

HRS MIN SEC
SPEED: (^STATIONARY ( )SLOW PLANE ( )FAST PLANE ( )FASTER THAN PLANE ( )EXTR. FAST
PATH: ( )STRAIGHT { )CURVED ( )CHANGING
PASSED: ( )IN FRONT OF: (VftfEHINB: (î ctOUJS ( )TREES ( )BUILDINGS ( )OTHER:
ESTIMATED ALTITUDE (optional) : 3OC T/,
INTERNAL MOTION: ( )ROTATINC (feflfcNGtNG S H A P E ( )SPLITTING UP ( )COMING TOGETHER



NATURE OF INCIUytJ

CJPED.

DKJTURBANCC QOOMESTlt OVER QAMMALa)(QOTHER

PejBoir'S;- ;-; ':*\. "i O JMJ. D MBaNCUBUMAWAY Q AS»«T^»«P*C-

•r •: ..-.-'" 4v:.--. ^

PARKIMG/TftAFFlt DJ4MR. D.W HR. DM0 PARKING ZONE

^•^-'•'- V'
R''

1. RECEIVED
2. DISPATCHED
3. ARRIVED
4. COMPLETED

•>

¥• - l-;->-|-^ f̂eî p^ - fv^:>-^' • - * ̂ ^.-:s
•"- -; "̂  •_/'^ -^"."a'^''^-"v ••'"•'•.'.;•' 'r*ip-'. • ' ?S* ~ - "•••>:* "' •:- v.-f•.-.••••-;••fc^a^a^afts- *>f»t:' •,• A -rr*

LOCAtJOBOF

CHK>80IIIiAfPUCABt«

ALARM QAUW«t* QMMMIIV -

Acaoewr D«> OF QM»* a WED-

CMSTUflBANCC DJUV. QFIOHT

PERSON. Q MJ. O MSSMO/RUMAWAV Q ASSIST. D SUSPtC.

OVB»«Ct£ CCVCLE
Q DOTMER

PARKIMC/TRAFFIC O24HR. O 48 Hft. D NO PARKING ZONE

DATE

1. RECEIVED
2. DISPATCHED
3. ARRIVED
4. COMPLETED

n^r9

•n..



NATURE OF

\ — sij
JMEgBMAHTS HAKE

X $ > : -fi 3 -t V

PHONE

CHECK BOX IF AmjCAMJE ^QFIM QUtCNT O AUOWLE Q ROMWIY

ACOOCNT Of Q>B).

Q<>uv. QnoMT ODOMCSTK QVEH.

PCR»ON O <NJ. D MeuiNa/mjNAWAv

Qvtwcu Qcrtxi QFHOMAUTO

PARKIHG/TRAFFIC O24HR. O « HR. OHO PARKING ZONE

DAT

1. RECEIVED
2. DISPATCHED
3. ARRIVED
4. COMPLETED

1 rw h<-4

, o J o s

TL.
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BARBARA SCHUTTE
Field Investigator

(319) 372-7340

CENTER FOR UFO V STUDIES R . R . I BOX 138A WE VER, IOWA 52658
a not-for-profit Illinois corporation

ABOUT AL WAGNER

Deference checks revealed this nan to be of good moral
character, honest, not easily frighttened, a nervous type
of person since knowing him, "sticks to his guns". Involved
in community,

He was visibly shaken by UFO sighting. He found it
difficult to describe aspects of the case as other witnesses
do. He rather leaned toward the notion that the UFO was a
government project and that CUFOS would know what It was all
about. To this date he still wants an answer- a definite one.
Just like every ono else. He was not interested in TJFOs prior
to this incidei t. Since the sighting, he has been bothered by
the press a great deal but through talking to him and discussing
the r/hole picture he decided to go public and on camera In order
that others may feel easier about coming forward with what they

ttay have seen,
He is well like and I noticed that even the nelghborhaod

children admire him and consider him a friend. He bought some
ducks to put in the slouch near his hone to help perk up the
place and give the children a pet. Also member of Sheriff's Posse.

Overall I consider the man to be credible and I believe that
he is telling the truth.

FOLLOW OP Al related to me that he sought nodical treatment for
a severe headache with vomiting ano back pain on Aug 1, He lied
to the Dr. saying that he fell not wanting to tell him Aout the
UFG si.~hti.ng. X—rays were ne?. anr' V.he Dr. prescribed pain med.
As a nurse I feel that it was due tc -he pressure of the press.
He also suffered nightmares and state"5 he heard the sane noise
in his sleep so loud that he swore the WO was above his head on
July 23, 1981. Plaase note that Al Joes have to be dragged to

a Doctor usually for illness.



BARBARA SCHUTTE
Field Investigator

(319) 372-7540

CENTER FOR UFO V STUDIES R . R . I BOX 138 A WEVER, IOWA 526S&
a not-for-profit Illinois corporation

ABOUT AL WAGNER CONT.

Al also exprecsed co ncern about a late model dark brotm
Chevy car which followed his actions for a day and a half
following an anonymous phone call. The car contained two
very well dressed men. He became impatient with this activity

of the brown car and thought he would approach them but did
not out of fear. He thought it nifht bo government agents,
I assured him there was not danger and even if it would be

£ovt. men they were just nosing around,
We also heard a beeping on our phone lines in a conversation

about 10:00 am the day before I returned to Muecatlne and after
the brown car appreared.



BARBARA SCHUTTE
Field Investigator

(319) 372-7340

CENTER FOR UFO V STUDIES R . R . I BOX 138A WEVER, IOWA 52658
a not-for-profit Illinois corporation

FOLLOV/ UP Or! ANIt-IAL EFFECTS

•Six rabbits routinely fee in early aw since 1972. Primary

witness Al '.Vainer, toll booth operator has fed them for two

years and '-"escribes these rabbits as wil'.', active, healthy an/'

readily scurries away when approached by humans,

July 22, 1901 these rabbits were flat against the ceaent

::uriy.?r the UFO sitrhtins; an;: stayed that way even when approached

by Al V/a^ner. After the UFO depart^ the animals ,-noved about

an^ refused to eat then took off for the brush. The rabbits

behave^ normally the next .-'ay an.? over since the incident.

Dr. Mulch DVH

Ft. Madison, I A

Rabbits display a behavior of freeze and flee if they

feel that they can ~et ay/ay fror; the Banner. Also they are

extremely sensitive to vibration.

Dr. Hutchcroft

Burlin-ton, IA

•\abbitfs have a ',vi:'er ranrre of hearinr than humans-

aostly in the higher pitched tones.

~>r. Beaver Ar,i -nl P-ehaviorir.t

Unable to reach Dr. Beaver.



BARBARA SCHUTTE
Field Investigator

(319) 372-7340

CENTER FOR UFO V STUDIES R . R . I BOX 138A WEVER, IOWA 52658
a not-for-profit Illinois corporation

LOCAL AIRPORT CHECK

Kuscatine Airport is an uncontrolled tower. No info
available* All weather cames from Flight Service at the
Quad Cities*

AD PLANE CHECK /

.Mark Poupos, IL
No flights in the Muscatine area on July 21 - July
Also stated that they must maintain 1,000 ft, altitude over
obstructions and in order to keep their waiver*

MILITARY BASES

After discussing situation with Mark Rodeghier at CUFOS
we felt that the cost would not merit the expected result at
this time.



BARBARA SCHUTTE
Field Investigator

(319) 372-7340

CENTER FOR UFO V STUDIES R . R . I BOX 138A WE VER, IOWA 52658
a not-for-profit Illinois corporation

NORBERT F. BECKLY BRIDGE Tb// flfvfe C <^£>I l~

Clearnace 1? feet 1 inch
3,018 fUlong
32 feet wide
512 ft« center span length
500 ft* navigational channel
Mississippi River one-half nil© wide at toll-bridge



BARBARA SCHUTTE
Field Investigator

(319) 372-7340

CENTER FOR UFO VSTUDIES R.R. 1 BOX 138A WEVER, IOWA 52658
a not-for-profit Illinois corporation

REPORT ON POWER OUTAGES

July 19 to July 25

Muscatine Power and Water CO.
Muscatine, IA

DATE TIME DURATION **

7/22/81 2:OAam less than 1
minute

7/23/81 6:18pm less than 1
mi nute

7/25/81 l$:i»0am less than 1
minute

7/25/81 6:25pm less than 1
mi nute

AREA AFFECTED

Gravel p i t area south
of Muscatine

Gravel pit area south
of Muscatine

Gravel p i t area south
of Muscatine

Southeast area of the
ci ty of Muscatine

REASON . •'

Raccoon in 13-8 KV
capaci tor bank

Unknown

Unknown

Storm

** Circuit breakers tripped and reclosed automatically in a l l cases.

Signature and Job Title

Richard E. Muebner
Energy Management Supervisor



BARBARA SCHUTTE
: Field Investigator

(319) 372-7340

CENTER FOR UFO V STUDIES
a not-for-profit Illinois corporation

R.R. 1 BOX 138A WEVER, IOWA 52658

REPORT ON POWER OUTAGES

July 19 to July 25

Shirarrt Powez- Company

Reynolds, IL

DATE TIME DURATION AREA AFFECTED REASON

I am sorry, but we do not show a Leo Marriott in our files. Is it possible
that they receive their bills under anoUier party's name?

Following are the outages which occurred during the above named time span*

7-18-81 6:30 am - 7«2? am Rte.#67 Milan - Branch Fuse Out

On 6-26-81 our records indicate that a Leo Mallie .was without power from
!:!!> an to 2:30 am due to a Branch Fuse out.

If you desire more information from our records, please enclose name, address,
and location of our customer* •

Sorry we couldn't have been a greater help.

Thank You.

- k, (Z
Signature and Job Title



ROCK ISLAND CO. SHERIFF'S DEPT. UFO REPORT

1-309-794-1230

A Rock Island Co. Deputy questioned primary witness to

Muscatine sighting as he had responded to a call in Rock Island

Co. regarding a UFO sighting.

I put a call through to this dept. July 29, 1981 and spoke

to a Lt. DePugh. He could not locate a report on the incident

but promised to leave a note for the Watch Commander for'the

11 to 7 shift to determine who the deputy was that responded to the

call and have him call me collect.

The LT. also stated that they have several numbers to call in

UFO reports to - he thought that the one was in Washington State

or Oregon. He also said that they might have had the CUFOS hotline

number but did not kiow for certain.
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POTPOURRI NEWS

PATE. NO.

!S*

By WILLIAM RYBERG
:0» Tfta Roartir'i Oavcnwrt BUTMO

Alan Wagner, a toll-taker on the
Norbert F. Beckey Bridge in
Muscatine, vras getting ready to feed
wild rabbits early one morning in
July when he noticed something
strange.

The rabbits, who usually ran away
when humans come around, were
stretched out flat on the cement
pavement

That's whan he noticed a strange
object fcovering over the treetops on •
the Illinois side of the Mississippi
River.

Wagner is ons of three persosa who

reported seeing unidentified flying
objects in Muscatiae on three con-
secutive nights In July.

Barbara Schutte, 29, of Wever, a
volunteer field investigator for the
Center for UFO Studies ia Evanston,
HI., a privately funded center that in-
vestigates UFO sightings nationwide,
said, "It's the best (sighting) the
center has had for quite a while. The i
UFO scene has been rather, ciuiet
lately." :

Schutte said Wagner described the :
UFO ES ao egg-shaped-object that i
gave off an orange glow and hacf "a
yellow interior light.

The object moved to within about
250 yards of Wagner, and he
estimated that it was about 30 feet
wide and about 25 feet tall, Schutte
said. The object flew at an altitude of
about 350 feet, but shot straight up to
about 500 feet to cross the top of the
bridge. Then it descended toward the
water, veering off toward the west
before it disappeared from view,
Schutte said.
Whizzing Noise

Wagner reported the sighting to
police, but a policeman reported no
sign of the ojbect. Later, however, the
officer reported hearing a whizzing
sound as he patrolled about a block
from the station, according to his
written report.

Shortly before the sighting, said
Schutte, a power outage was reported
on Muscatine's south side and she
planned to check to see if there could
be any connection. Electrical outages
sometimes are associated with UFO
sightings, she said.

Clyde Bowen, manager of the
Muscatine Power and Water Co., said
an outage of less than one minute
occurred in an area south of
Muscatine at 2:04 a.m. July 22. But,
said Bowen. the cause is known: A
raccoon got into some electrical
equipment, temporarily shorting out
a circuit. The animal was killed.

Toll-taker Wagner could not be
reached for comment about the
sighting, and Schutte said he has
asked that his name not be used in
accounts of the sighting.

"He's been pretty well harassed
today with phone calls from various
newspapers, television stations and .
what not," she said.

The sighting was mentioned on
national television earlier this week
on the NBC television program,
"Tomorrow Coast to Coast." Host
Tom Snyder interviewed Dr. J. Allen
Kynek, director of the Center for
UFO Studies, who mentioned the
Muscatine sighting. — —
First Sighting

Schutte said the first Muscatine
sighting occurred at 12:07 a.m. July
21,-when two young men were riding
in a car near the river. A police
report showed that the sighting was
reported by Randy Reynolds of
Muscatine.

The third sighting occurred about 1
a.m. July 23, but the caller refused to
give his name.

"This person described it as an
orange object, round in the front (arid)
tapered toward the back," Schutte
said, adding that the caller reported
seeing it on the east side of town not
far from the river.

The object hi the July 21 sighting
was described as a "large orange disc
that changed shapes." The object was
seen over the riverfront and "disap-
peared from their sight at one time
arid reappeared close to the bridge,"
Schutte said.

Schutte, a licensed practical nurse,
became involved with the Center for

: UFO studies after she had a sighting
of her own in 1978 at her home near
Wever.

The objects she saw were "three
huge red lights at approximately
1,000 feet away in a cornfield."
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INFORMATION, DATA, COMMENTARY AND S P E C U L A T I O N

BY JOHN F. S C H U E S S L E R

P. O. BOX 5 8 4 8 5 ! '

HOUSTON, T E X A S 77058
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PLEASE COMPLETE THIS FORM ( T r ! n ' , j * ' . . > " U T U R N r<~i ! v/TST WTCW (For KIJTON Use"i ^

NAME OF INVESTIGATOR: WayHC E » SCOTT

STREET ADDRESS: 1 6'2 W. Spanish MOSS PI. PHOSE: A / C "805 /^84-5?5?

TOWN/CITY: Camarillo STATED Ca. '/LP COPE: 93 010 COUNTRY: USA

i

DRAW A SIMPLE SKETCH OF THE OBJ TT. (Label a n y l i gh t s , colors, protrusions)

tfe
„ "* ^ />A \r * « vi X^ /
t U 1̂ J ^-\ ^ /^v I-1 ^x^A ^ x

^<3 VxT - 1 ^4*<^r ; - h ^fiS ^\ I vl <

"JTo ^ V * * KI 1
c4^ ^^* * 1 •

>J^J
1%

(On a separate sheet, please sketch a si-,iple man of t'lc- area shcwii-o your position and the ob jec t ' s position.

Include an arrow denoting the direction of Nor th . Indicate d i r e r ' - j o n rhat the object was mov ing . )

PERSONA'. ACCOUNT

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE INCIDENT AS IT HAPl'ENCD. bE SUHF, THAT YOUR NARRATIVE 'NCLUDES THE FOLLOWING: !
1

1. WHERE WERE YOU AND WHAT WERE YOU DOING AT TIIL TIME?

2. WHAT MADE YOU FIRST NOTICE THE OBJECT?

3. WHAT DID YOU THINK THE OBJECT WAS WREN YOU FIRST N O T I C E D IT?

It. DESCRIBE YOUR REACTIONS AND ACTIONS, DURI.NT, AND AFTER SIGHTING THE OBJECT.

5. DESCRIBE THE OBJfCT AND ITS ACTIONS.

6. HOW DID YOU LOSE SIGHT OF THE OBJECT?

See Supplement I

(Cu.i t i i 'Ji.- narr.'.Llvc o -i revor^r s ide) M



UFO SIGHTING QUESTIONNAIRE • GENERAL CASES [FORM 1]
PACE 2 OF 2
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ENVIRONMENTAL SITUATION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)

VIEWED FROM: OUTDOORS( INDOORS( ) CAR( ) AIRCRAFT( ) BOAT( ) OTHEK_

( GLASSES.( ) WINDOWC ) SCREEN( ) BINOCULARS( ) TELESCOPE( ) STILL CAKF.RA( )
VIEWED THROUGH:( M l

( MOVIE CAMERA( ) THEODOLITE( ) RADAR( ) OTHER NOne-CyeS Only

AREA/LOCATION: CITY( ) SUBURBAN( ) RURALOt ) INDUSTRIAL( ) COMMERCLAL( ) RESIDENTIAL( )

AREA/TERRAIN: FIELDS( ) WOODS( ). HILLS( X) MOUNTAINS(X') RIVER( •) POND( ) LAKE( )

AREA/TECHNICAL: AIRPORT( ) POWERLINES( ) POWER STATION( j RAILROAD TRACKS( ) OTHERNOng

SKY CON'DI-TION: CLEAR( X) PARTLY CLOUDY( ) OVERCAST( ) FOGGY( ) HEAVY< ) MEDIUM( ) I,IGHT( )

PRECIPITATION: NONE(X ) RAIN( ) FOG( ) SLEET( ) SNOW( ) HEAVY( ) MEDIUM( ) LIGHT( )

UFO DIRECTION: FIRST SEEN IN liW LAST SEEN IN SE IT MOVED FROM NW___TO_SE_

( FIRST SEEN - 1/4(
UFO ELEVATION: (

l/2( ) 3/4( ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD( ) OTHEP._

( LAST SEEN - l/4( ) I/2( ) 3/4(A ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD( ) OTHER

UFO DISTANCE:

l!KO PASSED:

WHEN CLOSEST TO

( IN-FRONT-OF

( BEHIND g .IV

MEOVerhead UFO ALTITUDE: WHEN CLOSEST TO THE GROUND 2200'
WHICH WAS IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNEJC

WAS i mile IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS

ALSO IN AREA: A1RPLANE( ) HELICOPTER( ) BALLOON( ) SEARCHLIGHT( ) OTHER NOn.6

BEFORE WITNESS SIGHTED UFO( ) DURING UFO SIGHTING( ) AFTER UFO SIGHTTNG( )

Object was the approximate size of an P̂ » jet. Big as 50gcoir|

OBSERVED:

DESCRIBE:

REAL SIZE:

OBJECT DESCRIPTION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)

( AN OBJECT (X) NUMBER OF one SHAPE OF triangle COLOR(S), too dark
( A LIGHT ( x> NUMBER OF many SHAPE OF round COLOR(S;

SOUND very Slight SMELL
nun

( LARGER ( ) SMALLER ( ) SAME SIZE ( ) AS THE OBJECT LISTED BEU!V'

( BASKETBALL ( ) COMPACT CAR ( ) STANDARD CAR ( ) HOUSE (X1) OTHER

( HOW MANY TIMES LARGER ( ) OR SMALLER ( ) IF PUT IN THE SKY BF.SIDE OBJECT BELOW?
APPARENT SIZE: (

( TIMES THE SIZE OF A STAR f OUT __ TIMES "HE SIZE OF A FULL h.

BRIGHT AS: A STAR ( )

JTIMES THE SIZE OF A STAR

THE MOON ( ) OR A LIGHT IF PLACED AT SAMS DISTANCE AWAY

DID THE OBJECT(s) OR LIGHT(s): (Please elaborate on items'checked below by using a separate sheet)

(XO AFFECT RADIO/TV? ( )

( ) AFFECT ELECTRICITY? ( ) SPIN? (

X ) - AFFECT MAGNETISM?

AFFECT TIMEPIECE?

AFFECT ENGINE?

AFFECT VEHICLE?

AFFECT ANIMAL? *

AFFECT HUMAN?

AFFECT WATER?

AFFECT GROUND? (. ) f£LOW? i. >

CHANGE DIRECTION? ( )

TURN ABRUPTLY? ( )

FALL LIKE A LEAF? ( )

ABSORB OBJECT(s)? ( )

FJECT OBJECT (s)? ( )

CHANGE SHAPE?

CAST SHADOW?

CAST LIGHT?

REFLECT LIGHT?

LEAVE A TRAIL?

DISINTEGRATE?

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

HOVER?

DESCEND?

ASCEND?

OVER POWERLINE3? ( )

OVER A BUILDING? ( )

LAND ON GROUND? ( )

LAND IN WATER? ( )

CARRY OCCUPANTS? ( )

COMMUNICATE? ( )

GIVE OFF HEAT? ( )

LEAVE RESIDUE? ( ) AFFE-

FLUTTER?

SPIN?

BLINK?

PULSATE?

APPEAR SOLID?

HAVE FUZZY EDGES?

HAVE OUTLINE?

WOBBLE?

VIBRATE?

LOW?

AR TRANSPARENT?

X)

HOu MANY OTHER WITNESSES? DID ANY OTHER AGENCY CONTACT YOU?nO John S. Muennh
PLEASE PROVIDE THE KAHES/ADDRESSES/PHCNt; NUMBERS OF OTHER WITNESSES AHD/OR
INVESTIGATORS OR AGENCIES ON SEPARATE SHEET IF APPLICABLE AND KNOWN.

Possible affect in distant city at same time frameYOU HAY
SIGNATURE OF OBSERVER

MAY NOT ( ) USE MY NAME

DATE THIS FORM SIGNED



Sutmlement I

Personal Account

Questions 1 & 2 are answered in attached transcript of the
cassette tape.

3. What did you think the object was when you first
noticed it?

(When I) first noticed it it was going up and it looked
like it had two bright lights and a green and red land-
ing light. And I considered a helicopter or some type
of aircraft that could acsend vertically.

4. Describe your reactions and actions, during and after
sighting and object.

My actions?

Well, how did you feel?

I was looking at it (object) being skeptical since
other ranger (Kathy D.) reported it as a UFO with alot
of light illuminating the water. And I wasn't able to
see it until it climbed above the tree line (trees on
the ranger station) and it was from my vantage point.
So I continued to watch it and it began coming towards
us (John Muench & Dave Wilson) and I forget the direction
(southeasterly) and I just continued to watch it. As
it went by overhead, I noticed that it was going too
slow for a normal aircraft. They (it?) had more lights
than a normal aircraft. But it did look, the dim out-
line that I could see, did appear to be an aircraft
type that would be a swept wing jet of some type, where
there weren't wings sticking out, but they were swept
back into the ,body.

Your reactions during and after the sighting, how did
you feel? . • • ' /

•}
How did I feel? We joked about it and we felt it was
important enough to -tell somebody. That's why we called

.- the navy. (Pti, Mugu- approximately five miles north of
ranger station, £o', 000 Pacific Coast Hiway) to find out
if they were aware of it, to see if it was one of their
jets. I didn't believe it was a UFO or something extra-
terrestrial. I figured it was probably a secret plane
that the armed forces had developed or something.



Describe the object and its actions.

O.K., it rose vertically about an eighth of a mile
(approximately 700 feet). Then it slowly flew over
us probably between 50 and 100 miles an hour. And it
raade very little noise at all —if any noise at all,
it was a low humming rather than a jet type of a noise.

How did you lose sight of the object?

It went over the mountains.

Over the Santa Monica Mountains (located behind ranger
station)

Yes.



Malibu Ca. sighting of Aug. 23, 1981 by rangers John Muench and

David Wilson.

WSi Wayne Scott

JMi John Muench

DWi David Wilson

Tape transcript of conversation.

WSt This is Sep. 14, 1981, John Muench is relating his sighting

of Aiag. 23. 19811 at approximately 12130a.m.

JM: I was called initially by Cathy Dolinar who said she spotted

a strange light over the Pacific Ocean near the Ventura, Los

Angeles county line. She said it appeared to be hovering

over the ocean approximately 100 yards off the water and was

i1laminating-

WSt That's in heighth(100 yards), about 300 feet off the water?

JMt Yee, and it was illuminating the whole ocean. She said, you

really have to go and see this. So, I walked outside-first

I made a joke about it(to David Wilson?)-! walked outside

and didn't see anything at first. I couldn't see it from my^

vantage point. Then I saw what appeared to be two very bright

headlights, like a car or aircraft, and they(?)

were several planets alined that was in that direction-the

Jupiter, I believe, Saturn,Venus, I think. So anyway, it
t

was traveling slowly up in a vertical direction. It stopped

then it started coming in our direction which is towards1

Angeles-from the ocean to Los Angeles.

WSi That's about a southeasterly course I belie've.
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JMt Yeah, and it flew right over us and appeared that it flew

about a quarter of a mile above us, an eighth of a mile to

a* quarter of a mile above us. It looked like it was probably

as large as this office-about 50 feet.

WSt In other words the size of a house would you say?

JMt Size of a house.

WSt How far was it initially from the deputy, lady(ranger Dol»nar)

that first sighted it?

JMt She first sighted it about a mile away. Actually about a

mile and a half because it was out in(over) the ocean.

WS t And. it was about 300 feet above the ocean?

JMt That is what she estimated. --She said it hovered there for

about five minutes then it went straight up and it came slow-

ly over this building and at that time me and Dave Wilson who

was working that evening and the dispatcher all came out and

we looked up and we watched it fly fight over us. It didn't

make any sound or if there was any sound at all we heard a

very low humming, there was no sound of. an aircraft and that

was strange. It did have a green and red landing light on

either side.

WSt Green and red?

JMt Green and red and that made me think that it was probably a

jet or something, but the way it. was acting was really unusual,

we watched it go over us and as it went over us it-had more

then enough lights, more than a normal plane would have. It

had about 20 or 25 little lights on the bottom most of them

were white lights. It had a flat nose and a kind of trian-

then it did look like it had some kind of. taiL.

WS« Did it dovetail in or-?
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' JMi No it didn't dovetail, it seemed to go straight ^across

WSt This was at the "Leo Carrillo State Park/ complex in South-

ern California?

JMi Yes,

(JM draws object)
0"'

JMi Did I talk about the lights on the tape(recorder)?

WSi It was underneath you said. It was in a circle?

JM: There was 20 to 25 lights some of them were flashing it

seemed to me.

WSt Were they in line,circular, in rows, or in—?

JMi Some of them appeared that they »ay have been in line but

most of them were just there, there were alot of lights it

seeas. It also was flying very slowly-it was not flying like

you would see a normal jet fly over or even a plane.

WS: How fast would you say it was going approximately if you had

to judge?

JMi I would say under 100 miles an haur probfebly 50 mph.

WS» That is probably stalling speed on some jets.

JMi I was really going slow and that was unusual.

WSi Was there alot of wind that night that could have blotted

out the sound?

JM: There was no wind at all. It was a calm night. We thought

it was a special plane or something from navy or since we

are by aOnavy base(Pt. Mugu). So we called them.(Pt. Mugu)

We asked them if they knew anything about about it and they

gave us your number it was none of ours.

WSt Our number? Where'd you call?

JM: I,called Seattlet

WS: It was a low humming that you heard?



JMt Yeah, it was a low humming sound that I heard. It was barely

audible. You had to try and hear it. It wasn't the sound

of a normal jet.

WSi The time you sighted it at this address(4o,0000 Pacific

Coast Highway), the time you sighted it and time it went be-

hind the Santa Monica mountains it was approximately fen miniates?

JMtsYes.

WSi This is Dave Wilson the witness to the sighting at Malibu at

the Leo Carrillo Park, 23 Aug. 1981.

DWi We received a call from one of the field units that something

was illuminating the water just northwest of our licafetsanandd

John and I went outside and looked in that direction and in-

deed there was a what appeared to a craft of some sort

moving in our direction but moving at a slow rate of speed. I

couldn't say it was illuminating the water as had been indi-

cated on the radio transmission, but it did move a slow rate

of speed-I would estimate that we were out in front of the

office looking at this craft for about 5 minutes and as, it

traverst across the air way overhead we watched it and tried

to silhouette the light pattern to get some shape out of it

and there were a dozen lights.

WSt On the bottom?

DWt --silhouetting the craft of some sort, you couldn't complete-

ly get a good picture of what it was.

WSt Were some of the lights blinking?

DWt Yes.

WSi Were they in a line, a circle, a row, how were they?
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DWi The craft looked like it had a possible fan JEail on it(?)

wider at the beam than up front. The ends and the two mid-

dle lights, I beleive, were blinking greens and reds bet that

I could recollect.

WSi What they would call running lights?

DWi (That's)what I thought but I cant—not having seen the craft

in daylight—I couldn't tell you what it was. As far as

whether they were running lights, that could have been run-

ning lights. Then it continued its line 'till it disappear-

ed over the mountains. .

WSi Do you have a map that might show where it might have gone as
c

far as toward Los Angeles from here map of the area?

DWi Probably.

WSt Did you say you heard the humming yourself?

DW« I virtually didn't hear much of anything which I couldn't

understand or justify. Normally a craft of any type has some

type of sound, even a prop plane and I wasn't hearing anything.
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PLEASE COMPLETE THIS FORM (Print) AND RETURN TO INVESTIGATOR (For MUFON Use)

NAME OF INVESTIGATOR: Wayne E . SCOTT

STREET ADDRESS: 162 W. Spanish MOSS PI. PHONE: A/C 8 0*5 /^84 ^7 57

TOWN/CITY: CaiBarillO STATE: Ca. ZIP CODE93010 COUNTRY: USA

DRAW A SIMPLE SKETCH OF THE OBJECT. (Label any lights, colors, protrusions)

lU 4- DerT\ fclOS l"i^ ^5 Mitt /s \ LJn iTt . (f£*~>\ v *- ' 6t-/' /fc- l*irlf$

1 rt\ %I
L V_.^^^r^^~cy (5 ^^^x^

/ X^ 0\1 ^^ >v

/ ' ^^ (\

/^• ° r~^-~~^3 n n ^
X /

(On a separate sheet, please sketch a si-nple map of the area showing your position and the object ' s position.

Include an arrow denoting the direction of North. Indicate direction that the object was troving.)

PERSONAL ACCOUNT

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE INCIDENT AS IT HAPPENED. BE SURE THAT YOUR NARRATIVE INCLUDES THE FOLLOWING:

I. WHERE WERE YOU AND WHAT WERE YOU DOING AT THE TIME?

2. WHAT MADE YOU FIRST NOTICE THE OBJECT?

3. WHAT DID YOU THINK THE OBJECT WAS WHEN YOU FIRST NOTICED IT?

4. DESCRIBE YOUR REACTIONS AND ACTIONS, DURING AND AFTER SIGHTING THE OBJECT.

5. DESCRIBE THE OBJECT AND ITS ACTIONS.

6. HOW DID YOU LOSE SIGHT OF THE OBJECT?

See Supplement I

•

(Continue narrat ive on reverse side)
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ENVIRONMENTAL SITUATION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)

VIEWED FROM:

VIEWED THROUGH:

AREA/LOCATION:

AREA/TERRAIN:

AREA/TECHNICAL:

SKY CONDITION:

PRECIPITATION:

UFO DIRECTION:

OUTDOORSK ) INDOORS( ) CAR( ) AIRCRAFT( ) BOAT( OTHER_

( GLASSE3C ) WIKDOW( ) SCREEN( ) BINOCULARS( ) TELESCOPE( ) STILL CAMERA( )

( MOVIE CAMERA( ) THEODOLITE( ) RADAR( ) OTHER 6VeS Only

CITY( ) SUBURBAN( ) RURAL& ) INDUSTRIAL( ) COMMERCIAL( ) RF.SIDENTIAL( )

FIELDS( ) WOODS( ) HILLS(X) MOUNTAINS(][) RIVER( •) POND( ) LAKE(

AIRPORT( ) POWERLINESC ) POWER STATION( ) RAILROAD TRACKS( ) OTHER

UFO ELEVATION: (

CLEAR(X) PARTLY CLOUDY( ) OVERCAST( ) FOGGY( ) HEAVY( ) MEDIUM( •» I.ICHT(

NONEQE ) RAIN( ) FOG( ) SLEET( ) SNOW( ) HEAVY ( ) MEDIUM( ) LIGHT ( )

FIRST SEEN IN NW _ LAST SEEN IN SE _ IT MOVED FROM NW TO SW

( FIRST SEEN - 1/4 (X) l/2( ) 3/4( ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZOH; OVERHEAD( ) OTHER

UFO DISTANCE:

UFO PASSED:

ALSO IN AREA:

( LAST SEEN - l /4( ) 1/2<X ) 3/4( ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD( ) OTKEk_

WHEN CLOSEST TO ME Qfip ffljl^ UFO ALTITUDE: WHEN CLOSEST TO THE GROUND 1 OOP*

( IN-FRONT-OF WHICH WAS IN DISTANCE FROM THE WjTHF.Fs

( BEHiNoSantaMonica M-teregCH WAS -^ mile IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS

AIRPLANE( ) HELICOPTER( ) BALLOON( ) SEARCHLIGHT( ) OTHER Nopg

BEFORE WITNESS SIGHTED UFO( ) DURING UFO SIGHTING( ) AFTER UFO SIGHTING( )

OBJECT DESCRIPTION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)

OBSERVED:

DESCRIBE:

REAL SIZE:

APPARENT SIZE

BRIGHT AS:

( AN OBJECT ( 35 NUMBER OF -

( A LIGHT X ) NUMBER OF ^ Q_^ ,

SOUND Humming SMELL

SHAPE OF COLOR(s)_

SHAPE OF rQUrUJ

SPEED mnh

( LARGER ( ) SMALLER ( ) SAME SIZE ( ) AS THE OBJECT LISTED BKLCV Big;- £g

( BASKETBALL ( ) COMPACT CAR ( ) STANDARD CAR ( ) HOUSE ( ) OTHE& B~52

( HOW MANY TIMES LARGER ( ) OR SMALLER ( ) IF PUT IN THE SKY BESIDE OBJECT BELOW;

Doesn't TIMES THE SIZE OF A STAR Three TIMES THE SIZE OF A FULL MOON
know

A STAR ( ) THE MOON ( ) OR A LIGHT IF PLACED AT SAME DISTANCE AWAY

DID THE OBJECT(s) OR LIGHT(s) : (Please elaborate on items checked below by using a soparare sheet)

(X) AFFECT RADIO/TV? ( )

( ) AFFECT ELECTRICITY? ( )

CHANGE DIRECTION? ( ) HOVER?

TURN ABRUPTLY? ( ) DESCEND?

FALL LIKE A LEAF? ( ) ASCEND? ( ) - AFFECT MAGNETISM? ( )

ABSORB OBJECT(s)? ( ) OVER POWERLINES? ( ) AFFECT TIMEPIECE? ( )

EJECT OBJECT(s)? ( ) OVER A BUILDING? ( ) AFFECT ENGINE? ( )

CHANGE SHAPE?

CAST SHADOW?

CAST LIGHT?

REFLECT LIGHT?

LEAVE A TRAIL?

DISINTEGRATE?

LAND ON GROUND? ( ) AFFECT VEHICLE?

LAND IN WATER? ( ) AFFECT ANIMAL?

CARRY OCCUPANTS? ( ) AFFECT HUMAN?

COMMUNICATE? ( ) AFFECT WATER?

GIVE OFF HEAT? ( ) AFFECT GROUND?

LEAVE RESIDUE? ( ) AFFECT VEGETATION?

FLUTTER? ( )

SPIN? ( )

BLINK' ( )

PULSATE? ( )

APPEAR SOLID? X )

HAVE FUZZY EDGES? ( )

HAVE OUTLINE? X )

WOBBLE? ( )

VIBRATE? I )

GLOW? ( )

APPF/R TRANSPARENT? ( )

HOW MANY OTHER WITNESSES? DID ANY O'IriER AGENCY CONTACT YOU? ffft Mike McAdams
PLEASE PROVIDE THE NAMF.S/ADPKESSES/PHONE NUMBEKS OF OTHER WITNESSES AND/OR
INVESTIGATORS OR AGENCIES ON SEPARATE SHEET IF APPLICABLE AND KNOWN.

SIGNATURE OF OBSLRVER

YOU MAY ( ) MAY NOT ( ) USE MY NA.VE

DATE THIS FORM SIGNED



WSt Wayne Scott
MMi Mike McAdams

Mike McAdams relating his views on the contact of 23

August 1981 approximately 12130 am.

WS» Mike, where were you and what were you doing at the

time?

MM: Riding along with the Ranger (Kathleen Dolinar),

•oatroling North Beach.

WSt When did you first notice the object?

MM: When we first came down the hill.
f

WSt What made you notice it, was it the lights?

MM'.t T The lights.

WSi How far up do you think it was?

MMt About 300 yards.

WSi 300 yards, which is about IpO.GO feet. How far out would

you say it was --your own opinion?

MMi Out to sea?

WSi Out from the beach?

MMt half a mile, a mile.

WSt What did you think the object was when you first noticed it?

MMi A new navy jet hover(s) (craft?)

WSt (I was trying to clarify if the object was a hovering

craft) --Describe your reactions and reactions, during

and after sighting of the object?

MMi I did't know what it was.

WSt Did you feel anything after? ,..ixited?

MMi No.



WSt Can you describe the object and its actions, in your

own opinion?

MM« Sat out at sea for awhile. Just sat there and hovered.

We just sat there and watched it then it came over.

WSt Did it acsend or descend at all? ;

MMi" No, it just, sat there—hovering.

WSt You did call the attention of Dave Wilson and John

Muench to this? (Ma'in Ranger Station)

MM: Kathy did.

WSt How did you lose sight of the object?

MMt How? It went over us and took off.

WSi Was it last seen over the mountains?

MM: The way we were sitting (in the car) it went over the trees.
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UFO SIGHTING QUESTIONNAIRE - GENERAL CASES (FORM 1)
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PLEASE COMPLETE THIS FORM (Print) AND RETURN TO INVESTIGATOR (For MUFON Use)

NAME OF INVESTIGATOR Waynp E. SCOTT

STREET ADDRESS- l62 W. Spanish Moss PI.

TOWN/CITY Camarillo STATE- Ca.

PHONE A/C 525?
ZIP cooE-93010 COUNTRY USA

DRAW A SIMPLE SKETCH OF THE OBJECT. (Label any lights, colors, protrusions)

(On a separate sheet, please sketch a si-nple map of the area showing your position and the object's position

Include an arrow denoting the direction of North. Indicate direction that the object was moving )
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PERSONAL ACCOUNT

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE INCIDENT AS IT HAPPENED. BE SURE THAT YOUR NARRATIVE INCLUDES THE FOLLOWING

1. WHERE WERE YOU AND WHAT WERE YOU DOING AT THE TIME'

2. WHAT MADE YOU FIRST NOTICh THE OBJECT'

3. WHAT DID YOU THINK THE OBJECT WAS WHEN YOU FIRST NOTICED IT'

A. DESCRIBE YOUR REACTIONS AND ACTIONS, DURING AND AFTER SIGHTING THE OBJECT.

5. DESCRIBE THE OBJECT AND ITS ACTIONS.

6. HOW DID YOU LOSE SIGHT OF THE OBJECT'

See Supplement I

(Continue narrative on reverse side)
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VIEWED FROM:

VIEWED THROUGH:

AREA/LOCATION:

AREA/TERRAIN:

AREA/TECHNICAL:

SKY CONDITION:

PRECIPITATION:

UFO DIRECTION:

ENVIRONMENTAL SITUATION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)

OUTDOORSJt ) INDOORS( ) CAR( ) AIRCRAFT( ) BOAT( ) OTHER_

( CLASSES.C ) WINDOW( ) SCREEN( ) BINOCULARS( ) TELESCOPE( ) STILL CAMERA(

( MOVIE CAMERA( ) THEODOLITE( ) RADAR( ) OTHER

RURAL OCCITY( ) SUBURBANC ) RURALQC ) INDUSTRIAL( ) COMMERCIAL( ) RESIDENTIAL(

FIELDS( ) WOODS( ) HILLS( X> MOUNTAINS( Jf) RIVER( • ) POND( ) LAKE( ) OCEAN

AIRPORT( ) POWERLINES( ) POWER STATION( ) RAILROAD TRACKS( )

CLEAR(X) PARTLY CLOUDY( ) OVERCAST( ) FOGGY( ) HEAVY( ) MEDIUM( ) L1GHT(

NONE(X ) RAIN( ) FOG( ) SLEET( ) SNOW( ) HEAVY( ) MEDIUM( ) LIGHT( >

FIRST SEEN IN NW __ LAST SEEN IN SE _ IT MOVED FROM NW TO SE

UFO ELEVATION: (
( FIRST SEEN - l/4( JO l/2( ) 3M( ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD( ) OTHER

UFO DISTANCE:

UFO PASSED:

( LAST SEEN - l/4( ) I / 2 (X) 3/4( ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD( ) OTHER_

WHEN CLOSEST TO ME A. fpilg UFO ALTITUDE: WHEN CLOSEST TO THE GROUND 1 000 *

( IN-FRONT-OF WHICH WAS

WHICH WAS mile

IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS

IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS

ALSO IN AREA: AIRPLANE( ) HELICOPTER( ) BALLOON( ) SEARCHLIGHT( ) OTHER

BEFORE WITNESS SIGHTED UFO( ) DURING UFO SIGHTING( ) AFTER UFO SIGHTING( )

OBJECT DESCRIPTION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)

could not
OBSERVED:

DESCRIBE:

REAL SIZE:

( AN OBJECT (X ) NUMBER OF

( A LIGHT ( ) NUMBER OF

SOUND low humming SMELL

SHAPE OF halibut COLOR(s)dist T ngii \ gh

SHAPE OF round COLQRCS^^ Blue, Red
SPEEU —\ o mph

( LARGER ( ) SMALLER ( ) SAME SIZE ( ) AS THE OBJECT LISTED BELOW

( BASKETBALL ( ) COMPACT CAR ( ) STANDARD CAR ( ) HOUSE X ) OTHER

( HOW MANY TIMES LARGER ( ) OR SMALLER ( ) IF PUT IN THE SKY BESIDE OBJECT BELOW?
APPARENT SIZE: (

( - TIMES THE SIZE OF A STAR dOBSn.'t TIMES THE SIZE OF A FULL MOON
know

BRIGHT AS: A STAR ( ) THE MOON ( ) OR A LIGHT IF PLACED AT SAME DISTANCE AWAY

DID THE OBJECT(s) OR LIGHT(s): (Please elaborate on items checked below by using a separate sheet)

CHANGE DIRECTION? ( . )

TURN ABRUPTLY? ( )

FALL LIKE A LEAF? ( )

HOVER? $ ) AFFECT RADIO/TV? ( )

DESCEND? ( ) AFFECT ELECTRICITY? ( )

ASCEND? ( ) - AFFECT MAGNETISM? ( )

ABSORB OBJECT(s)? ( ) OVER POWERLINES? ( ) AFFECT TIMEPIECE? ( )

EJECT OBJECT(s)? ( ) OVER A BUILDING? ( ) AFFECT ENGINE? ( )

CHANGE SHAPE? ( ) LAND ON GROUND? ( ) AFFECT VEHICLE? ( )

CAST SHADOW? ( ) LAND IN WATER? ( ) AFFECT ANIMAL? ( )

CAST LIGHT? ( ) CARRY OCCUPANTS? ( ) AFFECT HUMAN? ( )

REFLECT LIGHT? ( ) COMMUNICATE? ( ) AFFECT WATER? ( )

LEAVE A TRAIL? ( ) GIVE OFF HEAT? ( ) AFFECT GROUND? ( )

DISINTEGRATE? ( ) LEAVE RESIDUE? ( ) AFFECT VEGETATION? ^ ^

FLUTTER? ( )

SPIN? ( )

BLINK? ( )

PULSATE? (X)

APPEAR SOLID; ( )

HAVE FUZZY EDGES? ( )

HAVE OUTLINE? (X )

WOBBLE? ( )

VIBRATE? ( )

GLOW? ( )

APPEAR TRANSPARENT! ( 'i

HOW MANY OTHER WITNESSES? DID ANY OTHER AGENCY CONTACT YOU? NO
Dnl j

PLEASE PROVIDE THE NAMES/ADDRESSES/PHONE NUMBERS OF OTHER WITNESSES AND/OR
INVESTIGATORS OR AGENCIES ON SEPARATE SHEET IF APPLICABLE AND KNOWN.

SIGNATURE OF OBSERVF.R

YOU MAY ( ) MAY NOT ( ) USE MY NAME

DATE THIS FORM SIGNED



WS« Wayne Scott
KD: Kathleen Dolinar

Seirtembe'r 24, 1981, Kathleen Dolinar relating her ex-

experience (sighting) on the morning of the 23rd of Aug-

ust (1981) 1200am, (at North Beach, Leo Carrillo State

Beach, near Malibu, Ca»)

WSt Where were you and what were you doing at the time?

KDt Patroling the North Beach area of Leo Carrillo State

US Beach.

WSi What made you first notice the object?

KD: It lit up the whole ocean.

WSt How high up was it-; approximately?

KDt About 300 yards (approximately 1000 ft.)

WS» Was it hovering?

KD: It staid still for about ten minutes, about a hundred

yards off the coast. Sat there for ten minutes and then

it went over•- (inaudible)

WSi .When you say it went over us --you were at the north

Beach when it went over you?

KD» (nodding in the affirmative)

WSj And'you also notified the main office (Ranger Statiori-

40,000 Pacific Coast'Hiway)

KDt Yes, they went out--

WSt- It hovered(this should have been-it flew) over them and

reached you just after. Did you hear any noise?

KDt Yeah--low humming noise.



WS« What did you think it was at first?

KDi I didn't know.

WSt Had no idea?

KD t Noi

WS: Describe your reactions and actions, during after sight-

ing the object. What was your reaction to it?

KD: (I) asked the person with me (Mike McAdams) to look at it.

And we sat and watched it for about ten minutes. Then

I called (by radio) up our office to go outside and look

at it, thinking it was a UFO.

WSi How fast do you think it was going, approximately?

KDt Slowc. Under five miles an hour.

WSt Under five miles an hour? Where did you lose sight of it?

KDt After it went over the top of us.

WS: Did it go over the Santa Monica Mountains?

KD: I don't know. It went over the top of us when we were
j

sitting in the car. So we didn't seeiit (disappear).



MALIBU SIGHTING

The Malibta sighting of Aug. 23, 1981 at approximately

12t30a.m., by Ranger Kathleen Dolinar and witnessed by rangers

John Muench, Dave Wilson and maintenance man Kike McAdams. All

four are reliable especially John Muench who was highly praised

by Chief Ranger Allen Oliver Jr. Mr. Oliver said Mr. Muench

was very dependable and of outstanding character. Ranger Dave' -

Wilson received praise for his dependability. Kathy Dolinar

has been on the job for approximately six months and her conduct

was not in question. Maintenance Supervisor B.J. Clary said

only that Mike McAdams " wants to be a ranger in the worse way ".
» i

The'most reliable that I_ can detect, is ranger John Muench.

He appeared sincere and cooperative during the interview. Ranger

Dave Wilson cooperated in the first interview, but he did not send

me the questionnaire that I gave hira. He claimed he mailed them,

(last of Sep.) but so far I have not received it. Kathleen Doli-

nar was suppose to meet me at a prearranged location at the parkj

but she failed ̂ o appear. I was unable to contact maintenance
f

man McAdams. Perhaps signing the questionnaire scared them, how-

ever, I did explain the signature was needed for permission to use

their name in future publications.

I checked the following areas on the sightingt

1. Checked with the Mallbu sheriff's station concerning

" phone calls received on sighting. No calls were re-

ceived concerning object.

2. Questioned the Malibu Times newpaper if they had received

any reports on the contact. No reports were received.



3. Contacted the Pt. Mugu Range Control Officer about poss-

ible tadar contact on the object. I was given a negative

reply(although there was a lenghthy silence after I asked

the question).

*»•. The nearest radio station is on University of Pepperdine

campusaand they were not operating at the time of sighting,

There are no television stations in or about the town of

Malibu.

5. Contrary to what Ranger John Muench had said, there were

no planets in sight at the time of sighting according to

the Farmer's Almanacd believe I read it correctlyl)*

The moon was in the last quarter.

6. Called the Goodyear blimp office in Carson, California

and they stated they were on the ground at the time of

sighting.

7. I questioned five people at random who lived within one

mile of the sighting £fta-/none of five had seen or heard

anything concerning the sighting.

With the information I received in this investigation, I

would consider this sighting unknown or a possible experimental

aircraft from Pt. Mugu. However, I would doubt if the Navy would

take a chance and permit a classified experimental aircraft to fly
V

inland with the possibility of an accident. A hoax is possible

especially with rangers who become bored on a quiet shift. Obvi-

ously their job*would be in jeopardy if this was the case. Too,

all of my interviews with the rangers and the maintenance man was

at the state park and I was allowed the freedom of these interviews

on state (tax paperlll) time.





Wayne &. Scott
162 V. Spanish MOSH ?1
CamariHo, CA 93010
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By John F. Schuessler

DARK SURFACE

One of the more puzzling aspects
of the UFO problem is the variety of
shapes reported by the witnesses.
Predominant are the saucer, cigar, and
ball. However, since 1973, there have
been an ever increasing number of
triangular and diamond shaped ob-
jects and a few witnesses have
reported objects with five or more
sides.
- Statistically, the number of

reported UFOs having five sides is in-
significant; but that fact has not
eliminated such sightings. The offset-
ting factors are the high strangeness
of the incident and the high reliability
of the witness.

Two separate reports from near the
city of Houston, Texas, bring the pen-
tagonal UFO problem into focus. In-
terestingly, both of the incidents took
place to the southwest of Houston,
and were separated in time by only 9
months.

The first incident was reported to
MUFON State Section Director Dave
Kissinger by an Alief, Texas, high
school senior. It was December 1975
and the time was 10.30 p.m. when
the young woman observed a bright
flashing light approaching her home.
Immediately, she ran to the window
to get a better view and then went
outside. The UFO was moving in a
northerly airection at an estimated
speed of 100-150 mph. It passed
directly overhead at no more than
1.000 feet altitude. The view was
spectacular as the witness watched
the unusual pentagon-shaped object
move along flying point forward. In
her words, ". . . it appeared solid
with a sharp outline." She described
lights on the points and a flashing
light in the middle of the bottom sjjr-
face. As the UFO flew away she
could see it was not just a flat plate,
but had a definite thickness. The only^
sound detected was a steady TiurrK

Investigation of the Aliet case in-
cluded visits to the local airports, the
Goodyear Blimp operations, and

LIGHTS

'LASHING LIGHT

:OLD YELLOW

BOTTOM VIEW

REAR VIEW

Pentagonal UFO,. .ef, Texas, December 1975

advertising airplane businesses. No
explanation for the sighting was
found.

A similar incident occurred during
September 1976 when a Missouri
City, Texas, oil company executive
and his son saw a pentagon-shaped
UFO. It was first observed as a steady
bright light hovering about one mile
to the southwest of the observers'
home. After a couple of minutes the
object seemed to rise upward and
come toward them, flying directly
over their heads. Because their home
is located on a golf course, they had a
wide open area for viewing the
strange sight. Their initial reaction
was to accept the possibility the ob-
ject was a star. Once it started to
move they revised the identification
to helicopter, and finally to aircraft.
However, as the UFO went overhead

they could see only a crisply outlined
pentagon shape — no wings, tail, or
engines.

Each point of the pentagon con-
tained a steady white light. A blink-
ing light marked the center of the bot-
tom and 30 to 50 red lights ringed the
edge and bottom of the vehicle. Once
the UFO began to move it was over-
head and out of sight in about 30
seconds. The witnesses estimated the
speed to be 200 mph at an altitude of
1,500 feet. The only sound was a
"whoosh" like a jet engine that had
been throttled back.

At first only the bright light on the
point could be seen. As the object ap-
P'oached, other lights came into view
a. d as it went overhead the total
lighting pattern was visible. Then as it

(continued on nat page)
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Pentagonal, Continued

flew away only the two aft point
lights could be seen. Although the
witnesses were still skeptical, they
notified the Mutual UFO Network.

Pentagon-shaped UFOs have been
noted in other parts of the world as
well. On July 1, 1979, one was
sighted over Vigo and Puertos de
Morrazo, Spain. A greenish-yellow
light emanated from the middle of the
bottom surface. Hundreds of people
in both cities observed the strange
sight. In addition, the crew of a
DC-10 airplane flying over the area
spotted the same UFO below their
aircraft and about 12 miles away. The
official explanation given was the
American Skylab satellite.

Three pentagonal UFOs were seen
over West Germany on September
17, 1979. Workers at the Ingolstadt,
Bavaria, Audi-NSU car manufacturing
plant were the first to report the
UFOs. Eyewitnesses said, " . . . they
were very big and beamed brightly.
They flew very fast and without
engine noise. In doing so, they
flickered yellow and red." Ten off-
duty police officers watched the three
objects as they flew over Ingolstadt in
a north-westerly direction toward
Eichstaett.

Several minutes later Eichstaett
police said two of the UFOs flew on
to Weissenburg, where police veri-
fied their overflight. One of the
UFOs hovered at an altitude of 1,500
feet before it flew off at high speed.
An Ingolstadt police spokesman said,
". . . the observations made by our
officers are beyond any doubt"
Although a nearby air base and the
Munich air traffic controller were
alerted to the incident, they had no
explanation for the phenomenon.

A slight departure from the pen-
tagonal shape is the octagonal UFO.
According to the Watford City,
North Dakota, newspaper, local
citizen Barb Johnsrud and her son
Kent saw an eight-sided UFO go over
their house on November 2, 1978.
Each witness claimed the UFO was
first seen as a bright light that quickly
came down from the sky like a bad
storm. It passed overhead just 60 feet

BLUE LIGHTS

LIGHT

Hexagonal UFO, Watford City, N. Dak., November 1978

1981 SYMPOSIUM PRO-
CEEDINGS

Theme: UFOs — The Hidden
Evidence; Cambridge, Mass.

"Ufology as a Profession," by Dr. J.
A. Hynek.

"What th? Government Would
Know About UFOs If They Read
Their Own Documents," by Peter A.
Gersten.

"Faith, Theory, and UFOs," by Dr.
Barry H. Downing.

"UFO Abductions — The Invisible
Epidemic," by Budd Hopkins.

'The Human Factor in UFO
Sightings," by Dr. Ron Westrum.

"Missing Time: A Psychologist Ex-
amines the UFO Experience," by Dr.
Aphrodite Clamar.

"African Encounters: Case In-
vestigations," by Cynthia Hind.

"Close Encounters of the Second
Kind: Physical Traces," by Ted R.
Phillips.

'The Roswell Incident: Beginning
of the Cosmic Watergate," by Stanton
T. Friedman and William L. Moore.

$1-.50 including postage & handling
from MUFON, 103 Oldtowne Rd ,
Seguin, TX 78155.

W. Sussex, Eng. UFO, Jan. 1981

above ground and was moving quite
slowly — only 25 mph. The UFO
was 40 feet across, with a large red
light in the middle of the bottom sur-
face. Blue lights ringed the whole
vehicle. It had no tail, nose or pro-
pellers. After the UFO disappeared to
the northeast each of the witnesses
made independent sketches.

The pentagonal UFOs remain a
mystery. No satisfactory explanation
has been found. To aid in this in-
vestigation, additional reports and
data should be sent to John F.
Schuessler, Mutual UFO Network,
P.O. Box 58485, Houston, Texas
77058.
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MONTGOMEKI JOU3WA1, Chevy Ciaao, M> - March 25, 1981
JIT

tdruin r»ll plu
t'adrtobUuk
Ailion'
II «a\ /u\l a wi-rk

»hrn Rt-lhcsd.1 s Mj run Bux
baam — but knon n for Ins Ji
tears. of cdmnn Hoi shopt*- * re*
tauranl's 'Tabli Talk — w a s
driving mi \\iliun Lain » i t h his
vtfc and nu tuvd ihi. unusual ub-

kilhuuuifd against the da rk

The ubjtt-t had th< H mgspan of
a 747 bul vt as fl) mg luu hesa>s
Itvasarrriiird fa> a rim at square
«rindo«s in the frunt and ( M O
"cherry red exhaust lights to the
rear

Bui mini mysterious of all the
nfajeci made no sound at all as it
continued a s t ra ight north to
»outh f l i gh t c u t t i n g d iagona l ly
across the path of the car. f ina l ly
becoming obscured b% s < i m e
tne\. Buxbaum said Nor aid it
hive port or ^larboard l igh ' s as
rnjuirtd b\ planes fl> ing at night

Buxbium. author of ni le poetry
books and a freelance wr i te r
• hose sluneb have appeared in
numerous publications including
the Natwntl Lnquircr had l ime
to pull ihf car o\t- r b\ P j l e J r
Ililih Sihtxil and bulh hi and his
wife gut a good look at the object,
whith he estimates w a s H > m g at
an altitude o[ 1000 ftxt and speed
cMOOmph

He b certain that it v, as a UFO
to Uul it HJS iinidtnlifird il was

This is Martin Buxbaum s drawing of an object he claims to hdve seen flying m the skies abow

and it was an object But
beyond tha t he liii t certain what
it was

'< t h i n k it's man made," Bux
baum said "1 think it s an expen
mental aircraft and they're trying
it out at night For some reason
they don t want it seen "

Who ' they ' are is not exactly
clear, but B u x b a u m suggests it
may have come from nearby mill
l a r j bases or even a pr ivate
a i rpark Nor is it dear why
"they don t wanl u seen

But Buxbaum said he saw U and
is hoping others H i l l come for
ward wi th an explanation That
' would m a k e me feel hotter —
thai I hadn't blown my cork," he
said

Bethesda one Sunday evening

"Neither my wife nor I drink and
our eyesight is good "

Upon returning home, Bubsum
drew a sketch of the object and
began listening to the news to see
if others had seen the mysterious
flying object

If anyone did see it, they have-
n't reported it to the police county
police said yesterday Ironically,
one of the last UFO sightings In
the counly was reported by three
Gerniaiilown district policemen
•* ho saw an objcu about 60 to 75
feet across and with no i lear defi
ni t ion mak ing q u i c k ao degree
turns in the skies above Gailhers
burg

Nor lias anyone reported the lat
est JijjhlioK lo the Center for UFO

Studies in Kvanslown, ( I I , a clear
inghouse for LFO informat io i ^
Thri most recent sighting in !*ieM
Washington area was a March 3 J
sight ing b> an Adelphi womaft i,
Researchers at the UFO center^
believe she saw a lighted advertu •-,
ing plane The) had no nutck.|
explana t ion fo r the B u x b a u m ?
sighting but said they uould looki
into it i

Dr Jay Allen Hvnek.diretlor of j
tht tenter, said the u-nlcr usualh •
rccuves between two and foar re !i
ported sightings a night 'butcicsii
of them can be explained, ' h»i
said f

'Only about one out uf 10 3ft. {
really puzzling," he said (-"very -
thing (hat glitters M (tot» UFO "
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National

UFO REPORTING CENTER
P.O. Box 1807 Seattle, WA 98111

Tel. 1-206-722-3000

The following report was received at our office on

The incident occurred on

City

Q DnJ 0 /

at /C7/ q U AM PM

State

Reporting Party;

) Witness
I )Reporting for witness

Name rJo/7/1

Description;

Shape

Size

JU)h 3-

Address P. 0,

City

Zip Code 7 cl # c

State

Age

Witnesses y~

Distance

Observed for:

iiound

feet Altitude

Sec. Qg-f^ Win. tir.

Home phone

Work phone oVo*""

Remarks:

( JLight form only
mVehicle/Bevtce
( )Animal reaction

7-<£&~£jT' ( )Physical trace
( )Psychological event
( )Parapsychological event
( )Physiological event
( )Electro-magnetic event

• I I
]Y\laVia

( )Landing
( )Humanoid
( )Creature
( )Time loss
( jMemory loss
()0 Passed

overhead
( )Msneuvered
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UFO SIGHTING QUESTION

SHEET I OF 2

GENERAL CASES (FOR!* 1)
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•» PLE.ASE COWLETE THIS FORM (Print) AND RETURN TO INVESTIGATOR (For MUFON Use)

NAME OF INVESTIGATOR: _~J)AtJ lfJfc.l(rfJJ1~/^J0#kjtJl* C Î*A înA>id>t) '

"̂  // "~"\ '
STREET ADDRESS: //c? fl[M&tf-JsK.- PHOME: A/C •$"/ 7 / 637-9V? "7

TOWN/CITY: C3J£A*it> Lr£.bA-&. STATE: //[/C^/WfeAJ ZIP CODE: •y^S?37toUSTRY: iJ^Xf-
"

DRAW A SIMPLE SKETCH OF THE OBJECT. (Label any lights, colors, protrusions)

^r^^

(On a separate sheet, please sketch a sl-nple map of the area showing vo^jr posit ion nnd the o b j e c t ' s position.

Include an arrow denoting the direction of North. Indicate direction that the ob jec t was rcovi.-.g.)

•

PERSONAL ACCOUNT

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE INCIDENT AS IT HAPPENED. BE SURE THAT YOU?. NARRATIVE INCLUDES THE FOLLOW I NC:

1. WHERE WERE YOU AND WHAT U'F.RE YOU DOING AT THE TIME?

2. WHAT MADE YOU FIRST NOTICE TKR OBJECT?

3. WHAT DID YOU THINK THE OBJECT WAS WHEN YOU FIRST NOTICED IT?

It. DESCRIBE YOUR REACTIONS AND ACTIONS, DURING AND AFTER StC.HTlXC THE 03JECT.

5. DESCRIBE THE OBJECT AND ITS ACTIONS. '

k. HOW DID. YOU LOSE SIGHT OF THE OBJECT?

\ ^ .,» * ly£y
VC^fr^ •

'.;. . -_^^

(Continue n a r r a :. i. ^- <v on reve rse s L d e ) ^**^ ^»^^



UFO S I G H T I N G Q U E S T I O N N A I R E • G E N E R A L CASES (FORM 1)
PACE 2 OF 2

in — :i

2 J3

X =» cj

vfl

V.

HOW MAMY OTHER WITNESSES?

ENVIRONMENTAL SITUATION (Check/F i l l In As Appl icable)

VIEWED F_ROM: OUTDOORSf «*7 INDOORS( ) CAR( ) AIRCRAFTf ) BOATf ) ^MHER

»^4BPew^w^
ELESCOPE(xn STILL CAMERA(( CLASSES^ ) WINPOW( ) SCREF.N( ) BINOC'>J!JRS( ' )

T H R O U G H : (
( MOVIE C\MERA( ) THEODOLITE( ) RADAR( ) OTHER

AREA/LOCATION:

AREA/TERRAIN:

AREA/TECHNICAL:

SKY CONDITION:

PRECIPITATION:

UFO DIRECTION:

CITY( ) S U B U R B A N ^ ) RURAL( O INT>USTRIAL( ) COMMERCIAL( ) RESIDENTIALC )

FIELDS( /) WOODS(/) HILLS( ) MOUNTAINS( ) RWER( ,/f POND( )

X / <s^v
AIRPORT( ) POWERLINES(^/' POWER STATION( ) RAILROAD TRACKSd/) OTHER r(

CLLAR(Sf PARTLY CLOUDY( ) OV£RCAST( ) FOCCY( ) HEAVY( ) MEDIUM( ) LICKT{

NONE(X) RAIN( ) FOC( ) SLEET( ) SNOW( ) HEAVY( ) MEDIUM( ) LICHT( )

f < t < . \ , \ <>, \ ' t/MLi^oi,
FIRST SEEN IN<£. S^^k*. <M LAST SEEN IN Of^£__ IT MOVED FROM TO-

( FIRST SEEN -
UFO ELEVATION: (

UFO DISTANCE:

UFO PASSED:

( LAST SEEN - l / 4 ( f t

WHEN CLOSEST TO ME3«O

( I N - F R O N T - O F

( BEHIND,

-F

l /2( ) V4( ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD( ) OTH£R_

) 3/4( ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD< ) OTHER
-itLO ,"

ALTITUDE: WHEN CLOSEST TO THE GROUND tQO& ̂

IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS

IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS

UHICH WAS

WHICH WAS

ALSO IN AREA: AIRPLANF.( ) HELICOP7ER( ) BALLOON( ) SE/\RCHLICHT( ) OTHER_

SEfORE WITNESS SIGHTED UFO( ) DURING UFO SICHTINGC ) AFTER UFC SICHTIMC( )

OBJECT DESCRIPTION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)

OBSERVED:

DESCRIBE:

RF.A!. SIZE:

S ~-t .7^ aMTMt BflO<KfclUr*»JT»/

( AN OIUKCT ( /) NUMBEB or /-*t£j .SHAPE or/ caitt,/&A-t.L~ COLOS(S)
( A LIGHT

SOUND

NUMBER OF SHAPE OF COLOR(s).

SHELL SPEED

( LARGER ( ) SMALLER ( ) SAME SIZE ( ) AJ3 THF. OBJECT LISTED BELOt'

( BASKETBALL ( ) COMPACT CA!( ( ) STANDARD CAR ( ) HOUSE ( ) OTHER

( HOW MANY TIMES Ij\RCi:R ( ) OK SMALLEK ( ) tF PUT IN THE SKY BESCDE OBJECT 3 EL."
APPARENT SIZE: (

(

HKIC

TIMES THE SIZE OF A STAR

A STAR ( ) THE MOON (/) OR A

TIMES THE SIZE OF A FULL MOON

LIGHT IF PLACED AT SAME DISTAIJCE AWAY

DTD THK nnjF.fTfs^ OR I.Tf:ilT(s> : (Fleasi; i.-lahorflC:«? on tcc-ns chockci! below by using a separate sheet)

( /) AFFECT KA'JIO/TV? ( ) FLUTTcS? (

(X) AFFECT ELECTRICITY? ( ) SPIN?

X
AFFECT M A G N E T I S M ? ( ) BLINX?

</r

CHANGE D I R E C T I O N ? (

T;:RN ABRUPTLY? ( /)

FALL LIKE A LEAF? ( )

ABSORB O B J E C T ( 3 ) ? ( )

HOVER?

DESCEND? (.

ASCEI'JD? (

O V E R IWERLl?iF.3? ( A F F E C T T t M t l ' l E C t ?

EJECT OBJF.CT(s)? ( ) OVER A B U I L D I N G ? ( ) AFFECT ENGINE.?

( ) LAND ON GROUND? ( ) AFFECT V E H I C L E ?

( ) LAND IN WATF.R? ( ) AFFECT A N I M A L ?

( ) C A R R Y OCCUPANTS? ( ) AFFECT HUMAN?

( ) COMMUNICATE? ( ) AFFECT WATF.R?

( ) G I V E OFF HEAT? ( ) AFFECT GROUND?

CHANGE SHAPE?

CAST SHADOW?

CAST LIGHT?

REFLECT LIGHT?

LEAVE A TRAIL?

DISINTEGRATE? LEAVE RES I HUE? AFFECT VEGETATION?

( )(y</
( )
< )
c )

/

$PULSATE?

APPEAR SOLID?

HAVE R'ZZY EDGES?

HAVE OUTLINE?

WOBBLE?

VIBRATE?

CLOW?

APPEAR TRANSPARENT? (

*
/

DID ANT OTHER AGENCY CONTACT YC

PLEASE P R O V I D E THE NAMES/ADDXESSES/ ' . ' i lONE N K M B t K S OF OTHER W I T N E S S E S A N i i / n n
INVESTIGATORS OR A G E N C I E S ON SEPARATE SHEET IF A P P L I C A B L E A N D K N O W N .

SI
' f /

YOi; "AY ( ) -^WY NOT ( )

DATE T H I S FORM SIGNED_
DAY



On Friday, October 2, 1981, I received a call from Mrs. Betty Novotny
j

of rural Bancroft, Michigan. Mrs. Novotny had contacted the Capitol City

Airport in Lansing where tower personnel referred her to MUFON. She sounded

quite agitated because, as she explained, her husband Tony had emphatically

instructed her not to contact anyone regarding certain anomolies which they,

their nephew Joe Huffman and four others had witnessed four nights before on

Monday, September 28. Concerned that she was breaking a trust, Betty neverthe-

less felt it was very important that an investigative authority look into the

matter.

After she had briefly described the multivarious event over the phone,

we set up an appointment for Saturday. State Section Director Joe Stewart was

out of town that weekend on business, and former Field Investigator JoAnne

Christenson agreed to join me in conducting the interview.

We found the Novotnys to be a warm, caring family well suited to their

country lifestyle. Their three small children attested to the affection and

caring attention shown them. Tony Novotny is a line worker for the Flint Buick

plant. At the time of the incident, he was in a leg cast and on crutches from a

knee injury suffered in a Softball game the summer before. For that reason, he

had missed some portions of the total episode due to his inability to stay upright

for long periods. Tony is a.friendly, responsible, no-nonsense husband and father,

a service veteran. He has had some flight instruction and is generally familiar

with airplanes of all types. He has a college degree.

Betty Novotny is a very congenial young woman, a high school graduate who

is a full-time housewife and mother by choice. A naturally astute and curious

person, she more than her husband or nephew was to become caught up in the events

of September 28, developing an intense interest in the matter, and so proceeded

outside on several subsequent evenings to check for further happenings. Later

in this report, her accounts of events occurring on two of those dates will be

recounted.



Joe Huffman, Betty's 17-year-old nephew, had left school the year before

to live with the Novotnys and tend to the chores on their small farm. He is a

pleasant if reserved individual of few words. His main objective, he stated,

was to establish livestock on the premises.

Me were immediately impressed with the utter honesty and genuine puzzle-

ment displayed over their experience. As Tony recounted concerning this point

during the episode when he contacted a friend in Flint: "I came back inside to

get on the phone because they were having an air show out here, you know?

I said, 'There's something out here and we don't know what it is. In fact,

there's a whole bunch of them flying all over the place! They're going kind of

crazy, just buzzing around1."

To relate the events of that evening, then, the incident began a few

minutes before 8:00 pm, EST when Tony's widowed mother, Mrs. Julia Novotny,

was called to her livingroom window by her retarded brother, Joe Dodok, who

lives with her. She noticed a few white lights moving low over a field to the

south of Tony's property (a few hundred yards west of her own home). She went

outside to listen for the familiar sound of helicopters, as this general area

is sometimes used as a training ground for Air National Guard exercises which

operate throughout the state. After a few minutes, unable to hear anying in the

still, clear night, she proceeded back inside to call Tony in order to check on

the nature of the lights. Thereafter, Julia soon lost interest and returned to

her normal activities.

While speaking with his mother, Tony asked Betty to look outside. Doing so,

she saw three or four lights moving erratically with both horizontal and vertical

darting motions. She and Joe ran outside for a better view, with Tony hobbling

along behind on his crutches.

The lights then moved into what was described as a formation of sorts over

the nearby field some thirty degrees above the horizon, approximately 150 yards from

the Novotnys1 driveway. Here some confusion arises in the retelling. Using the



hours of an imaginary clock laid flat, Betty stated their positions as 10, 11, 12

and 1 o'clock and hovering at approximately the same height. Joe's first

impression, by contrast,, was of three lights in a rough triangle, one above the

other two. And Tony, while recalling that a few others were present, concentrated

on one light in particular, attempting to discern a shape around it. In any

case, they stared at the motionless lights, hushing themselves to detect sounds

but hearing nothing.

Suddenly, the light descended vertically, then rose again to its original

height within the span of a second. Tony expressed his surprise: "That didn't

seem quite right to me, especially as I didn't hear anything. Weather balloons

don't move that fast; neither do any other kinds of balloons I know of. They

can't descend and go back up that quickly. All of a sudden, out of the east, two

more objects came in this direction (indicating southeasterly). They just kind

of moved out and stood there a minute in the southeast, as this one (the brighter

light originally seen) went up. Then one or two came out from the southwest, over

the trees by the neighbor's house. One of them stayed right here (to the south)

and I lost track of it. One of them came around in a half-horseshoe and stopped.

It went up then and joined these other two and either this one or the other one

kind of went up on an angle. This one and the other two took off for Detroit (i.e.,

to the southeast). There were so many around, I didn't pay any particular

attention to one."

As explained above, soon after their arrival, one of the lights moved

considerably closer, that is, in a "half-horseshoe" path, and they strained to

identify the shape of its outline against the nearly black sky. They could detect

that its surface was a dull grey as it first hovered from some seventy-five yards

away,'then dipped its forward section toward the subjects.



At this point there is again some confusion in the separate accounts of

the three. Betty distinctly recalls seeing a pulsating, opaque red dome atop what

she drew -- from looking straight on — as an object with dyhedral, or bat-like,

drooped wings. On each wingtip was a steady red.light, while a piercing white

flashing strobe was on the underside.

Meanwhile, Tony's attention had become riveted on a separate object still

over the adjacent field which slowly glided into what he described as a "45-degree

angle of attack". Hesitating, it then moved off in a veering manner into the south-

west, revealing its underside as a round-edge triangle, or arrowhead shape. Its

surface appeared to be shrouded with an inexplicable light grey shadow or fog.

At or about this point also, he said, two of the remaining objects flew off to

the southeast. The veering maneuver of the first ("...nice and easy; nothing

abrupt at all.") and consequent revelation of its outline gripped Tony:

"As soon as I saw that outline, I knew it was something I had never seen before.

That's when I really woke up. I was a skeptic, all right. I 'm not saying that

there is or there isn't. And it takes a lot — Well, I ' m a skeptic and I ' m not

going to say something that isn't true — And what I saw.. .To my knowledge we don't

have anything that can take off like that, especially on that angle of attack."

In relating its contours, Tony added: "What I saw, the object wasn't flat

by any means. It was nice £ smooth; it wasn't real boxy or real sharp. The whole

thing and the shape of it to me was nice rounded edges and so on."

He believed this one had some type of dull colored lights at three corners,

but added, "There was so much going on at the time, it was like seeing a herd of

deer running through a field and you're trying to pick out which ones are the bucks."

Why Tony did not notice the red dome and other details on the object which

ventured closer to the witnesses cannot be answered. Neither can the question of

why Betty took little notice of the vehicle which Tony watched move away into the

distance. Joe had already wandered out to the end of the driveway, some sixty feet



or so away. Tony told Betty to .run out to join Joe there and follow the path

of the object he was viewing since it had gone beyond a treeline which borders

the road. But when she arrived there, it was no longer in view. (Joe said later

that he did notice its angular flight into the southwest; however, his attention

was also diverted.)

When Betty reached the road to accompany Joe, she observed an entirely

different intruder on which his gaze was already fixed. Approximately 500 yards

or so distant in the west-southwest, a "room-sized" irregular ball of light of

brilliant intensity was seemingly just beyond a line of trees separating two

neighboring fields. With Tony soon joining the other two, they stared at the

huge light for five minutes or more while it remained motionless. It is worth

noting here that none reported any twinkling or other refraction effects indicative

of stars near the horizon on these cool autumn nights. Using a standard arm-length
****•

calculation, Betty estimated that this light approximated the size of her thumbnail.
\

Feeling some discomfort from his knee, and anxious to call his friend

Jerry Cole in Flint, Tony proceeded inside. Moments later, Betty sent Joe in

as well to retrieve two rifles, each with four-power telescopes attached. He

returned with them shortly, and together they attempted to peer at the light.

(Note: At no time did any of the three consider shooting at any object and, by

all appearances, they were never conscious of a need to defend themselves. The

thought of trying to snap a photo did occur to Tony, but he quickly dismissed it

for lack of anything proper in the way of equipment or film.)

When they had trained their scopes on the big light, Betty and Joe found it

to be too brilliant to concentrate on, filling up the viewing area of the lenses.

In the few seconds that Betty looked through hers, she thought that she noticed a

left-to-right rotation in the light, with reddish-orange "tracers" (i.e., horizontal

streaks) of light along the outer edge. Joe noticed .only white in the few seconds

before Betty's attempt. As the light hurt his eyes, he walked back down the drive

to pick up on the remaining activity.



At this point, Betty for some reason felt fatigued. She followed her nephew

back to their original position whereupon she spotted eight to ten more lights in

a grouping high in the sky. She took these to be something other than stars as well.

Something - a sound or light - diverted the attention of both and, looking directly

upward, they saw one of the triangular objects pass over their house at a height

of perhaps a few hundred feet. (Betty estimated one hundred, based upon how many

times the house would be stacked on top of itself to reach the vehicle's height.

After initially declining a guess, Joe decided that six hundred feet seemed accurate.)
£*r/«.y

Lifting their rifles into places they could ̂ Hftf see markings on its (unshrouded)

grey undersurface. At each of its rounded corners was a depression or hole,

surrounded by a ring or groove. Outside of these at the edge were blue flashing

lights in the right and left rear and a red light at the front. Centered on its

underside as she had noticed before, was a white flashing strobe, much sharper

in its glare than the other three. Extending from the central light toward each

ring was a bar-like attachment. The composition of the craft was described as

lead grey. The three outer lights together with the central strobe were flashing

in regular sequence thus: Front, right rear, left rear, center.

As it passed by, they heard a quiet yet distinctly audible "swoosh" akin to

the sound of a large yacht or cutter moving swiftly through the water. Though

their perception of size might have been distorted by means of the small scopes,

they estimated it to be about the size of a small private airplane, perhaps 25-35

feet in length and 15-20 feet across the rear of the delta wings. This is the same

approximation given by Tony regarding the craft which lifted up and glided away

earlier.

Betty and Joe were eager to tell Tony of this latest happening and so went

inside to find him still on the phone. Locating a handy shopping bag, the three

began to draw sketches of what they had seen to that point from the various angles

of observation.
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When Tony had ended.the.conversation with Jerry Cole, having urged him to

drive out, he grabbed a variable-power targeting scope, ranging from twenty to

sixty magnitude. They all went back out and attempted to look at the bright

"ball", of light to the west once again. But, as with the rifle scopes, the light

proved too bright to focus on.

While outside, they noticed that a few of the objects, each displaying

separate colors and configurations of lights, were cruising slowly over the few

small farms in the immediate area. Forming wide arcs, they seemingly caused the

dogs at each residence to bark excitedly when the vehicles passed overhead. None

of the witnesses recalls hearing other animals react abnormally, though as Tony

offered, "Out here, you're always hearing something."

After only a few minutes outside the second time, Tony's knee again required

rest, and so he returned to the house. Betty and Joe continued to watch the odd

ball of light for a few minutes longer until a jet aircraft was seen and heard

coming from the east, heading westward. At that moment, the light slowly but

visibly descended below the treeline and was lost from sight.

Joe stated, "Over there, it just went down and we lost interest in it."

So they returned inside at about 8:35-8:40 p .m. Apparently there was nothing

over the field to the south either at this point, as neither recalled seeing any

"lights when they went inside. Brewing coffee, they continued making sketches of

the objects from the separate angles they'd seen. When they had filled one side,

there was basic agreement on each other's drawings.

At 9:15 p.m. Jerry arrived in the company of his parents, Elmer and Madelyn Cole.

After offering them coffee and showing them the sketches, the six proceeded out

again at 9:30 p.m.

Joe took Jerry down to the end of the driveway and found that the ball of

light was once again in the same location as before, above and perhaps beyond the



treebreak five hundred yards or more in the west-southwest. They took up the

larger telescope and, resting it on the family's mailbox, attempted to focus on

the light. Despite using the full range from twenty to sixty power, however,

they failed again to pick up anything but a white glare which immediately stung

their eyes. Meanwhile, the others watched the continuing display of lights to

the south, making no sense of the movements. Mrs. Cole grew frightened after a

few minutes and returned to the house.

Either Joe or Jerry then noticed a different type of anomoly in the southwest,

an indeterminate but lengthy distance away. This was a ring of multicolored

lights - red, blue, green, yellow and white - with larger red lights above and

below. Propping the tripod telescope on the Cole's auto and setting it at

sixty power, they were able to see the individual lights fairly clearly, as many

as a few dozen in the complete circumference, while the lights rotated from left

to right. The individual lights offered a diamond appearance, the result of a

gleaming effect or possibly the actual shape of each.

Within the next few minutes, the various anomolies moved off without extra-

ordinary acceleration into the southeast and southwest in turn. Going back to

the road, they discovered that the big white light was gone as well. With the

end of the activity, all retreated to the house to discuss the events and refine

their sketches.

Discussion

The Novotnys, Joe Huffman and Jerry Cole were all found to be open and

cooperative in discussing the activities of September 28. Moreover, they were

each contemplative in their judgments and assisted each other as much as possible

in determing accuracy and the sequence of events. Overall, their veracity was

beyond question.

As to a written account of what they had seen, however, only Betty Novotny
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was without a fundamental distrust of how the information would be used. More

precisely, we discerned a mild to inordinate reaction among the four males over

the possibility of either public scrutiny or some undefined governmental reprisal

if their identities were known. In the case of the elder Coles, in fact, no

direct follow-up communication was attempted, at Jerry's request. And while Jerry

himself was very interested in the subject of extraterrestrials, with a discriminat-

ing approach to his thinking on the matter at hand, he too has shown to be very

reluctant to put his testimony into writing. At least part of this is due to the

number of close as well as distant lights and objects which made up the entire

experience. As Tony explained, "You hear 'UFO ' , you know, and you think of just

one. But, hell, there was so many of them!" Their natural reluctance to be

connected to any tale of an actual sighting was thus magnified by the uncommon

circumstances surrounding this particular event.

Finding purpose in the events is problematic. The first question is whether

the observers were intentional subjects or only accidental witnesses to the

gathering.

It seems logical to suggest that the initial sighting by an older, semi-

retarded and confused Joe Dodok was a matter of chance. Mrs. Julia Novotny did

not hear the full extent of the incident until the following morning since she retired

rather early that night. Her conclusion was that the lights were most likely from

a series of helicopters conducting exercises, and* not receiving word back

immediately, naturally lost interest in the affair.

So the three main observers - Tony, Betty and Joe - came to encounter the

objects most likely by accident. However, within the first few minutes they were

approached by one of the vehicles momentarily. It tilted down as it hovered,

giving Betty the impression that she was being intentionally afforded a close-up

view and leaving her with the feeling of being privileged. (Note: this reaction



differs dramatically with that on a subsequent evening when she felt not like

the observer, but the observed.)

Also early on, one of the crafts glided directly over the Novotny home

while Betty and Joe trained their rifle scopes on its underside. This may have

been an extension of the general reconnaissance effort since three or four area

residences were likewise the apparent subjects of fly-overs. While it did allow

for yet greater clarity and detail, the path taken by one of the vehicles over

the Novotny home, then, did not necessarily make Joe and Betty the subjects of

intentional surveillance.

Taken as a whole, the greater likelihood is that the witnesses to the first

night of activity were merely that and not human subjects central to the visitation.

Since at no time did any of the crafts near the ground, and because no pattern

was detected in their movements, actual purpose is open to speculation. One

point worth noting is that a few of the objects were seen arriving from the

southeast and southwest, respectively, though no major population center or

installation is located for a considerable distance in either direction. The only

point of interest close by is a gravel pit a few miles away.

In respect to the smallish grey, triangular vehicles, mention should also

be made of the fact that each apparently had a configuration of lights unique

from any other. These included steady white lights at each of the three rounded

corners; multicolored lights at the same corners or wingtips; an oscillating red

light on the bow of one; a centered strobe light on the underside of one or more;

and, of course, the pulsating deep red dome. Though each was separately identi-

fiable, the variety of configurations together with the hectic activity in the first

twenty minutes served only to confuse the witnesses. Moreover, since each of the

three primary witnesses concentrated on different aspects of the whole, the initial

recounting was somewhat disjointed. By means of additional interviews, most of

the vagaries were able to be placed in proper sequence.
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At one point after the Coles had arrived, Jerry and Joe observed one of

the four or five low-flying vehicles ascend to a much greater height where it

appeared to "communicate" briefly with what were taken to be several additional

objects.

Reminiscent of Morse code, the particular order of light flashes emitted

from the wingtips of the first was returned in kind by one of the several

hovering high. After a number of such signals were given, the first returned

to its original position near the Novotny property. Again, no conclusion could

be drawn by the witnesses to connect this interlude with any subsequent movements,

though it is noteworthy that all of the anomolies left the area soon thereafter.

The row of multi-colored "diamonds" seemingly forming a circular band as

seen by Jerry and Joe gives the impression of being an entirely separate type

of vehicle, if the sketch made by Joe accurately reflects the sight. The left-

to-right rotation of the lights together with larger red lights above and below

would suggest a disc-shaped craft, though no other evidence gives rise to such

a conclusion. As no one else viewed these lights (Jerry and Joe having seen it

through the large, targeting telescope) this aspect remains an open matter.
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Events of October 2, 1981:

Just hours after contacting the Lansing control tower, about 8:10 p .m.

on Friday, October 2, Betty Novotny answered a call from her mother-in-law,

who said some sort of light was again over a field to the southwest. Julia

Novotny had noticed it from her livingroom easy chair and felt an obligation

to call. After telephoning, Mrs. Novotny went to her upstairs west window

and watched it for a few minutes longer, then intermittently until discovering

after an hour or so that it was gone. From her more distant vantage point,

the light was an oversized star of white, remaining continuously in the same

position to the south of its location four nights before. She noticed no other

activity other than what she took to be airplanes, and she preferred to think

of the light as a military vehicle despite the absence of sound or motion.

Upon answering the phone, Betty looked out a south window to see the mis-

shapen ball of light in the southwest at treetop level, or about fifteen degrees

above the horizon. She hung-up the phone, grabbed a pair of borrowed seven-

power binoculars and headed outside. The light was undetermined hundreds of

yards away, stationary beyond another treebreak and presumably over a cornfield.

As she peered through the binoculars Betty perceived an appendage unseen

on the Monday before, a "V" or funnel shape of soft red, its brilliance self-

contained, together with the plume of white 'above giving an overall appearance

of a torch.

Betty ran inside to call her neighbor to the south, Ralph Schussler:

"I told him, "Ralph, hurry up and run outside and look northwest and call

me right back.1 About a minute later he called and said, 'I can't see anything;

you're just into that wine Tony's making,' or some kind of funny stuff.

"I couldn't believe that he couldn't see this, so about ten minutes passed

and I said, 'I can't take this.1



"So I called Pat (Mrs. Schussler) and said, 'Pat, please run out there and

tell me if you can't see in the northeast corner (from the Schussler .residence)

any kind of a big white ball in the sky.1 She came in and Ralph again answered

the phone because I had hung up, and he said, 'Well, Betty, the only thing she

saw was a light, but she thought it was an airplane.' Since they had company

there, they didn't want to go back out."

(The Schusslers1 inability to see the brilliant light in the west continued

to bother Betty. So, a few days later, she walked up the road to their driveway

and looked in the appropriate direction. She then realized that a stand of trees

alongside the west side of the road would effectively block their view since the

light had been quite low in the sky.)

A few minutes after returning outside, Betty spotted two pairs of red and

white flashing lights arriving slowly from the southeast and seemingly headed

toward the ball of white light. The pairs were identically spaced red from white

as if attached to objects; one set trailed the other by a considerable distance.

No sound could be heard on this still clear night.

Betty then heard the sound of a jet overhead and watched as the moving lights

suddenly stopped. Now all four became white steady lights, blending into the starry

background (at least from her perspective). When the jet was on the western horizon,

the lights returned to flashing red and white and moving westward toward the big light.

When almost directly under the moon (which was high in the south-southwest), the

lead pair of lights stopped and reversed its direction, putting it on a direct line

with the other. Just as Betty thought they would collide, the right pair lifted

up vertically, permitting the following pair to continue on its path toward the

large ball of stationary light.

Betty continued to watch the lights which had reversed direction as they headed

slowly and directly into the east until lost from view. She then returned her atten-

tion to the southwestern sky to find that both the other set of flashing lights and



stationary light were gone.

Betty went inside to call Jerry Cole again. He drove out from Flint but

saw nothing after he arrived around 9:45 pm.



October 3, 1981 Interview and Events of October 12, 1981:

The initial interview was conducted with Betty, Tony and Joe, and

separately with Julia Novotny, on the morning of Saturday, October 3. After

going through the somewhat disjointed account of their experiences (each, of

course, concentrating on the aspects he or she had given the most attention),

we answered questions about natural and conventional objects and asked them

to telephone immediately should anything further transpire. Tony was inclined

to let the whole matter drop, though he remained adamant that he had witnessed

something out of the ordinary:

"As far as I 'm concerned, I know what I saw. They could give me a lie

detector or do whatever they want and I 'd still say the same thing. This is

just exactly what I saw."

By contrast, Betty's excitement over the repeated episode was growing,

and she offered to take a few moments on succeeding nights to look outside.

We did not discourage her interest but explained the light configurations of

various aircraft and cautioned all three against approaching.

A A A

The following week was quite rainy and generally cloudy during the evening

hours. Betty strolled outside on several occasions but saw nothing unusual.

Then, at 8:45 p.m. on Monday, October 12, under a starry sky, Betty was

standing in her driveway when she noticed a reddish-orange light, flashing

slowly in the distance due west of her house.

"The object appeared to look as though it had a shadow or double exposure

effect preceding it, if this is at all possible. The shape was circular.

Actually, I couldn't see the top of the circle, just three-fourths. The top

seemed to be darkened in some way. It was moving to the southwest." (Meaning

in a southerly direction.)



"I noticed another light now. It came from almost due south and it's

solid white, flashing on and off about every half-second. It's moving to

to the east now when-;, it seems out of nowhere, another two, red and white

flashing lights, appear at a lower altitude than the first...The first object -

or strobe, we'll call it -- joins the lower two vertically while the bottom

two move into a position of a triangle."

"I hear the neighbor plowing in the southeast field just below the

objects. The upside-down "V" pattern moves east. They all moved in an exact

triangle. They are too far now to keep track."

Betty then noticed two bright stars due west at 45° from the horizon and

decided to use them as reference points. A few minutes later when a jet was

heard overhead travelling west, the two stars had disappeared.

"I now noticed a solid red cone shape. The cone is heading west and it's

almost over the house. It's pretty low. I 'd even say three large car lengths

above a standard size telephone pole. It looked to be as big as a van (and)

a translucent deep... or lowkeyed.. .red with a slight orange hu:e to it. .. Like

a lamp with a red lampshade and you get a kind of see-through effect to it...

You know at airports, those windsocks? That's what the doggoned thing looked

like, a windsock...The outline was pretty distinct, around the edge was dark...

not the top but just the corner of the bottom of the back and the other side

seemed quite dark...It was beyond the edge. I could see the absolute cone,

the whole shape."

After this object had passed into the distance to the west, Betty noticed

another pai r of white lights coming from the east and assumed them to be the

headlights of a low-flying plane. As she continued to keep an eye on them,

however, they seemed to be taking too long to reach her location, as if flying

very slowly.



When the lights were above but still beyond the family's barn, perhaps

a quarter mile away and a hundred feet or so aloft, they stopped. At this

point, whether by reason of general excitement or otherwise induced, she had

a peculiar reaction to this latest intruder's silent presence:

"I kept thinking I should kneel or hide or something as this was

observing me, my every thought and action. I wasn't sure if I should feel

fear, humility or what. Very confusing! I then tried to hide behind a

nearby tree as I didn't want to be conspicuous. This has only been about five

minutes the object has hovered, then it starts moving closer slowly, so I

dashed into the house to exchange the 30/30 rifle scope for binoculars to

view the object better. Twenty to thirty seconds at the most elapsed when I

got back to the exact spot where I tried to hide — behind the tree."

"The object — I'm assuming this is the same object — was very high up in

the sky, almost directly overhead, and it sounded like a low deep rumble, or

like a barrel or echoing sound." (Betty later clarified that it was quite loud

and reminiscent of the sound of an earthquake in the movie of the same name.)

"It wasn't really a triangle, that is, everything would have been triangular

except it had - I think of one of those fish, manta rays..."

The perimeter of the object gave a scalloped appearance, with white lights

at each point along the two leading edges. These blinked on and off simultaneously,

Along the underside were rows of steady"fluorescent" lights, each succeeding

row comprising more lights, as with bowling pins. The color spectrum was encom-

passed within the rows, red being at the lead point followed by orange, yellow,

green, blue, indigo and violet along the rear. The individual colored lights

were either rectangular or oval.

Betty stared in awe at the giant structure, judged to be much larger than

any commercial jetliner. At the rear of the craft were either six or eight



contrails which dissipated in a span approximating the length of the vehicle,

leaving no lasting visible vapor. Trailing the object and centered amidst the

contrails was a single white strobe which flashed at one-second intervals.

In the 8-10 seconds she watched until the vehicle accelerated from view,

several dogs in the area including her own howled repeatedly.

While speaking with the author after the event, about 11:00 pm, one more

anomoly occurred. As she was relating the earlier events while continuing to gaze

out her south window, a baseball-size, lime green light with a tail streaked over

the house and faded out over the field beyond the Novotny property. Startled by this

final development, Betty yelped over the phone and called out to her husband, but

he was in the next room and failed to see the light.

Discussion

The ball of light seen in the southwest on the night of October 2 was immed-

iately taken to be the same light observed four nights before, even though this

light included a red pointed base. Moreover, Friday's reappearance was some

twenty degrees south of Monday's position. A fraction of the space encompassed

by the moon —which was high in the sky -- yet still far bigger than the stars

in the background, she recalculated its actual size with and without binoculars

and again decided it would fill the space of her dining room. Uhether this was

in fact the same light seen Monday is speculative.

As to the Schusslers1 involvement at this point, little could be learned

due to the brevity of their attempts and reticence to "get into that sort of thing".

They did vouch for the Novotnys1 honesty, however, and were keeping an open mind

on the matter.

No shape was seen surrounding the two pairs of red and white lights which

approached the larger anomoly in the southwest, though Betty's impression



was of objects rather than independent lights.

As with the September 28 episode, one is inclined to view the October 2

incident as a reconnaissance effort of some sort. Beyond such a conclusion,

there are few clues as to specific purpose.

The October 12 occurence began with what seems to have been a light or

<fcfl
object not seen in the area on earlier nights,jincomplete sphere of flashing

red-orange with some type of shadow or otherwise darkened area on the upper

portion.

The silent, red conical-shaped craft that proceeded directly over the

house might be attributed to direct observation of the witness, and this vehicle

likewise had a shadowy area along one side.

The presence of "headlights" above the Novotny's barn and their effect

on Betty's state of mind reach to the heart of the entire matter. For now not

only did it appear that the subject was under direct observation, but Betty
\

herself felt a sudden and intense response. Whereas on earlier nights she

had experienced only excitement and a sense of privilege, she now was somehow

awed by what should have been viewed as an anomoly of no extraordinary

proportions, by comparison. Perhaps it was only a psychological reaction,

a natural consequence of the totality of events welling up, which brought

about her overpowering sense of insignificance in the face of what was taken

to be a superior intelligence. Regardless, Betty was so affected that she

actually hid behind a tree for several.moments, behavior which afterward she

found difficult to explain.

Whether the same or a separate object, the huge triangle of lights

seen overhead a moment later offers an obvious parallel with the diminutive



triangular craft which flew directly over their home. In the several seconds

it was in view, Betty noticed a fair amount of detail, including the order

of colored lights on the inner portion of its underside. Only later did she

realize as she recited them that the order of these rows was consistent with

the color spectrum. Could these lights possibly have been essential to the

operation of the vehicle? Or was this some form of communication?

Finally on this night, even as she spoke to the author by telephone, yet

another apparent phenomenon presented itself, a small lime green light with

a short tail that streaked over the house and "dissolved" over the neighboring

field. At that moment, Betty was calmly explaining the evening's episode,

looking out a window to assist her in recalling position and direction. Her

immediate and forceful reaction gave even greater credence to her remarks.

A few additional concerns were given attention during the initial followup

interviews with the witnesses regarding the incidents as a whole. These are

as follows:

At the October 3 session with Tony, Betty and Joe, they were asked why

no one had called the county sheriff's department. Tony responded, "What could

they do about it?"

To verify whether military helicopters might have accounted for at least

some of the more distant lights observed, the Air National Guard support unit

in Grand Ledge was contacted. A public information officer there stated that,

while regular flights are conducted throughout the state, no exercises were

scheduled on Monday, September 28 or Monday, October 12. There were squadron

flights on Friday, October 2, though Shiawassee County .was not included in the

flight plans. Further, the officer stated that at no time would any helicopter

descend below 500 feet unless by reason of an emergency.

Five neighbors in the immediate vicinity were approached in order to



elicit any additional observations. Unfortunately, none recalled having

seen or heard anything out of the ordinary. Among those contacted, only

the Schusslers were very acquainted with the Novotnys, as the residences

are scattered and families mind their own affairs.

With the owners' permission, a sweep of two fields (to the south and

southwest) was made. As earlier mentioned, the corn in the south field

belonging to the Schusslers had been harvested during the week preceding

the initial incident. The tractor heard by Betty in that field on October

second was in the process of plowing under the remains. A stand of corn

remained in the field across the road awaiting harvest. In neither loca-

tion, nevertheless, was there any evidence to indicate a landing.

Finally, some mention should be made regarding the religious con-

victions of Betty. While she is not obsessed with the subject, her beliefs

are deeply rooted in scripture and she does read the Bible routinely.

In so doing, she had developed strong notions relating to the intervention

of extraterrestrials in the past. She also is inclined thereby to believe

that modern day visitations are the harbinger of a second coming. These
*

concepts are clearly shown in her own lengthy narrative enclosed .

Though a trust has been established with the three main witnesses

as well as Tony's mother, they insist on anonymity in terms of any recount-

ing of the events described herein. This accounts for Betty's use of

fictitious names throughout her narrative.

As a postscript, reference is made to the author's January submittal

concerning an enormous triangle of three orange lights seen by many indi-

viduals as it floated over portions of Ontario and Michigan on the night of

September 14. Inconclusive though such a determination must be, there is



reason to suspect that this craft was the same as observed by Betty

Novotny on October 12, displaying a great many more lights in the

latter event.

In summary, this series of occurrences is considered by the author

to be an outstanding CE-I by reason of the number of witnesses, their

obvious integrity, and the details garnered.

* In a second followup interview, comparing initial testimony with this

later written account, Betty corrected certain statements in her account,

primarily dealing with sequence, as shown above.
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Author's conception of the possible actual shape of the small triangular crafts
seen on the night of September 28, 1981.

Dan Wright







I '
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'"?, , Flcticous J NMonday,^ names applied)

My husband "Al" , nephew "Joe", our three saall children and myself, were

watching T.V. when my mother-n-law, who lives around Northest, corner

approx, t nil from^us; phoned and asked us if there were lights above our

neighbors felld, whos property adjoins ours, Al asked me if I'd go out-

side and take a look, but before I did, I looked through our South win-

dows and saw 3 o'r 4 "lights" moving irradicately In a direct vertical,

then horizontal motion at about I second Intervals. It was then Joe and

I ran outside with Al bringing up the rear (as he is on crutches) to see "

just what was outside'. The night was EXTREMLY clear, crisp and cold as

we all 3 now stood in driveway facing due sou#.h, w« counted 4 lights....

positioned relative to numerals on a clock, the first object being at-

10:00,' the second at 11:00, third at 12:00, and the 4th. at 1:00. The

lights were "hovering" or seemed to be cushioned on air, There was pos-

itively WQ sound as Al told us to be absolutely quiet so as to make sure

there was'nt, The lights at this time were approx. 150 yrds. away and

aoprox. 2 large car lengths between lights and trcetops. The object at

12:00 moved slightly to my "left as I was at a 12:30 position, A.L| 12-

noon posit, and .Joe at^II:3O. The object at 12:00 position moved tow-

ards us slowly, once again as if cushioned on air, It came to a stop ab-

out 75 toIOO yrds. away and started hovering again. # At this point,

I —the otoject Appeared to be treetop level, I k«pt thinking at this time,

"if/hy are you here, and what purpose?" I remember telling al to look

at the shape of the object arid he said he noticed also. I saw what ap-

peared to be a "boomsrand" shaped object with a "dome" shape or bubble -5'iir e /

on what I belelve to be the top of object. The dome was pulsating a soft

red color slowly, which was hovering with no noise. I presume the bot-
!

torn of object was flashing a brilliant white light at about I second in-

tervals. I could not detect anyobher color of object at this time oth-



(2)1 -
"9-28-81.

er than previous color of lights mentioned. Al went into house to call

"fom" his good friend in Flint_who was visiting his parents, as he lives

in Washington state, Tom has an avid intrest in UPOs and we knew he'd

be- interested in this event. While the call is transpiring, Joe and

myself are watching the 4 objects move slowly away with still no sound.

The 10 arid II O'clock objects were movling at a southeasterly direction,

as the 12 and 1:00 objects move slowly also at a Southwesterly direction.

Joe and I notice to our right , a huge big brilliant white light, I shall

call it a "ball" as that best describes the shape, There appears to be

no 6ther colors at this tine noticable , Also no noise eithor. This ob-
^j^fTchAy

Ject or light I should say , i<§ definitely #jz%£g' to big for a star or

Venus'. My first thoughts were this could be the "mother" ship maybe.

I asked Jo« to hurry in house and grab 60 power telescope, and 2 rlfel

scopes, we both looked at object through rifel scopes, but the brll-

lant white light of Ball was to bright , so Joe mounted telescope on the

mailbox to get a better view. I saw only I revolution of ball and it

pppeared to Iftave reddish-orange tracers behind it, It moved in a

left to right motion, (theione revol. that is) The ball was to bright
*s ' ^

to look at any longer as my eyea #)#/, hurt and such. I felt very fat-

igue now and looked around radius of farm and noticed 8 toIO lights

flying high ib the sky, I still did'nt hear anything. (I should men-

tion the ball appeared to b» treetop lewel, and about. the size of a

ball at 275 to 300 yrds away.) Just a thought, we are located upon high

elevation and seem to get a pretty full scope of things. I left tele-

scope on mailbox and walked over to where Jo« was standing facing south

and he appeared to be iii a daze of sorts, he handed me my rifel back and

it was at this point when I get confused, I donTt know weather lights

above me caugnt my attention or possibly a "swooshing" sound as of a v_ac-
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-Ume of air, Anyrate Joe and I simultalnously looked directly ahead and

saw what appeared to be the bottom of an object, (WE Beleive this could

possibly be the bottom side of the boomerang objects we saw tarlier). I

saw a triangular shaped object with "rounded Points" as opposed to sharp

points, There were 4 lights altogether, one on each rounded point, and

one in the middle of what I assumn to be the bottom of object, I noticed
V

for the first time the actual color of object, Grey, a dull unpolished

lead color. My husband said later he noticed the first objects were grey

in color also. I beleive the full moon helped to ehhanca the color of

objects for us. The lights on the points of ob$ect)( ware flashing in

succession which appeared to be red in kHit' front, then lower right i

corner of which I caimot recall, and. lower left hand corner of which un-

fortunately I can't recall eithor, But all is not lost, I remember at

the bottom center of object there was a white £ sec, interval of light

that flashed while the object whizzed by. ( moving directly westward).

The object was approx. 5 4><bi>1L stories abpva house top (house is 2 stories

itself) also it appeared to be at least 30'x I5to 20' wide,. The only

other thing. I can rcaall at tthis tim« is there were 3 dark circles or

holes .at each point, which was encircled by a dark circular ring. I

shall draw objects on sheets following. Joe and I ran in house and told

Al what we saw anfi he was still on phone talking to Tom, Tom said He'd

be out with folks in about 30 to 40 minutes, I noticed at this time ife

was 8:30, I ran outside as I thought I heard a Jet flying from east to

west overhead, it was a Jet, I looked for the big white ball and it was

gone, A3 the Jet aoproched the horizon, th<* ball appeared again, for 5

minutes maybe then Just sunk or disappeared'. Very strangeV It appeared

t$ sink into the trees, I went back into house to recap preceding events

and Jot down a few notes, when ^o«, Al and my self compared notes, un-

surprisingly they were almost identical, the difference being only that

of angle. Very exciting stuff. I What I cann6t recall though that Joe
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LIGHTS
and Al saw were red, green, and blue that oscellatfcd^ on the first 4 ob-

jects. 1 wish I could remember this, I just cannot. I checked the time

and It was 9:15. Tom and his folks pulled in driveway driving tourquiae

caddy, I could'nt help but notice the color as the reflection of the

moons light upon it was most alluring. We all had coffee as I remembered
J*^looking at clock , it then was 9=40-9:45, Then as if^impulse or aggress-

ively I went out side and sure enough the objects were back., But very

high up. There were at least 7-10. I hollered for everyone to come outr

side and take a look. I ran to mailbox to get telescope when I came to

an abrupt halt as I noticed comtoing from due west^a white light, pretty

low in fact, just an inch above treetop level at a 25U stretch. I

thought it was a plane at first until I realized it veered northeast-

ward at split second timing. There was no sound and it startfcd hovering

at about iOO yrds. away when Toms mother who was behind me, asked me why

there was no sound, I told her I wished I knwwl The object started das-

hing lights. Imaging if you will, an upwright diamond shape, with lights

rotating as auafa: tHi/t^U/H^il4i^^U/^^Ui/U/UM^i^/Ji^/i^

pV^y/j Cpnce againit fŷ /tVî /t'̂ rf/̂ P̂ p'ĵ / ^om top to left hand side,

to bottom , up to right hand side. The colors were red, white, and green,

I can't remember in wnac, sequence though, Than there was a short series

of "blips" of white light that appeared to be the middle of .object|(.

Al and Toms parents went inside the house so I remember thinking my

neighbors owned a pair of blonoculars, I wont in #ous* to burrow u^era

and neighbors saia it was/ 10:06 and they had Just gotten home, Tom toon

me to th®rr house and I picked them up. Ĵ p'̂ /P?;/ I walKea over to

Joe as I returned, when we saw two objects southeasterly flashing colors

ana i beisivQ uuvering, they were quite a bit higher thaii the other ob-

jects so it seemed a little bit harder to see colors vivioiey. 1 def-

inatoly saw red, white and possibly gr«en. The light** seemed to oscel-



late ̂ counter clockwise, My eyes ones again were burning and I felt ex-

tr«meiy tired again. I handed Tom the blnoc. The dogs were Just howel-
cut

ing and raving all sorts of havlc through^tne nelgnoor hood. I failed

to mention earlier that when Joe, Al and myself saw the first 4 objects

tne dogs In Imrafcdiat* vacinty barked In a frenzied manner also. Joe In

meantime w^nt to get talosco^a /£# mailbox, Tpm said he felt "lighj;-

headed and dizzy and Joe also said same thing aft»fc retriving t«l«.-

but I don't remember feeling that feeling. Ton told me to try through ,.

ESP to communicate with the same previous objects, so for the fun of it

I did, as I'm not really into that sort of thing as Tom Is , I went along

with him In concentrating the objects turn all white color and belelve

it or not, thay did1.'. Right after that Tom claims they started flashing

white lights back and forth like a ball in a pinball machine at rapid

speed, I Just wish I could remember this, Joe also claims he saw this

and said I even commented on it also. I can assure who ever reads this

you boleive what you read, for I did not add nor subtract from angl thing

that would altar the authenticity of this log. Joe then set tha tele-

scope on the hood of the Buick to look at an object to the southwe_st. I

was to short to see through the scope mountod from tha hood ;so I did

not get a chanci. to see folio*ing otoject through scope. All I can 'say

is what they said, "Joe, whats this look like to you?" Tom said, Joe re-

plied," A diamond" (after he looked through the scope) Tom said "Yea

I thought the same thing also'" They then commented and bogh agreed di-

nond shape with a. diamond on top and one at the bottom all revolving at <.

same time. I told them they were crazey ahd to l*t me have a look with

the binoculars and it appearred to me to be a bail shaped object with

a "tail" or "point on the bottom. It s^emem I saw red on bottom but

I've bean told that bionoculars can at times leave a reddish cast. It

seems object^ faded or went behind trees as I don't remember seeing it
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j

J

leave, jn thinking back I remember Tom and myself watchingto the south-

east pretty high altitude, a white strobe flashing light and wondering

what it would do when an̂  approaching Jet would be kind of close to it,

Well would you' know I was looking through binoculars and Tom throughthe

scope and the flahhing just white light turned to star white,'In fact

If we wern't /̂ jtfjriXjJt̂ g' watching it you could'nt have told the differ-

ence between a star or the object. When the Jet waa out of rang» the

object then lit up once as like~ a surge of white light then dimmed a bit.

I remember Tom4 an<^ myself chuckillng thinking Wero glad "whatever"
i

pulled a fast one on whoever was flying the Jet and for whom. It them

flashed red and green" and took off southeasterly in not to big. of ji &
i i i

hurry. Inced«ntly in retrospect I recall being very tired, irritable,

moody aiid depressed,This ~f.$,£%4 $/$$$/ laatar for approx. I week.

END

(tfoAnne and Dan, I certainly hope one, of you will please re type thia

before submitting this to aufon. The typing alori'e would cert-

ainly TflSS^zl discredit this whole Bonanza'.1. Thanks much1.1
B.J .N. 1
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names wltnheld
upon request,
ficticous used.

MUFON

As I recall my mother-n-law who is to our Northeast approx. t mi. away,

called me and said there was a light in the Iky, so I looked out our

South windows and I saw a brilliant whlte"ball" such as I saw on 9-28-

8115* I grabbed binoculars and noticed it was clear and there was a be-

autiful full moon out that fright. I was watching the ball when I saw 2

red and white ̂  flashing lights that were heading Southwest or towards

"ball*1 when I h®ard a jet overhead (I should day the sound of a Jet) and

the two objects Just stopped and somehow turne.d to all white.. 3TAK-

WttlT-E1. I In fact, a passerby^ would hat have known or been able to tell

the difference. Fortunially I kept my eyes on th«m and when th« Jkt hi

the horizon the same two objects started flashing red ahd white again1.

The 2 objects were on an exact horizontial plane with on« another, one

following the other... For some reason they stopped almos-t directly un-

der moon (moon was high in S'xSw direction) midway between moon and tree-

tops. They gave I or 2 flashed of wnlte I beleive, thefcl started towards
/ Ieach other on the stil/ same horizontalJplanea, I thought they were

cojUde when the oiie objedt the right, Just "lifted" straight

up and let the follower continue right towards ball, meantime the object
in

thajs lifted up V̂ ^ about I second, moved due East now and I followed it

till I could see it no more, I was thinking how dumb I was/if or not wat-

ching the other object approaching'T^bal! , so by the time I turned ray att-

ention back to object and ball, they ware both gonei It seemed we call-
tfP

0/

ed our friend "Tom" who we notified on the 9-28-jT 81 sightingsAand he

cam* out I beleive, But he saw nothing. $ As of now, I cannot recall

any other events pertaining to this night, but should I , I will

notify Dan Write, State Director for the Mufon network.

END

•4
^ 3
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MUFQN /

JIiM preper-ation of this report I hqnestly did the best I could with

strairhtinlng out my skotch^y notes of events .that transpired on tho'

above time and data mentioned. I.hope anyone reading will.be able to

understand the jest of this. Thank you...

At a^prox. 8:45pm., du« wast, as I was standing in front of house, a

red light "appeared" in th® sky, I don't remember noticing how it cam®

to be, or from where unfortunately. Through tKe bionoculars I could

see the object taking shape or form. I -saw a //̂  slow red flashing of

light, Tho object appeared to loo^k as though it had a shadow or double-

exposure preceding it , if this .is at all--possibl*? The shape of the

object was circular, actually I, cou?.d no*r ses the top of the circle,

just 3/4 of it. the top schemed to £• darkened in some way, The object

was moving slowly to the southwest"^ I notice now another object rotating
* <; ^

counter clock wise, I should say the.lights on the oteject. My notes say

this object is pulsating or flashing-rVd light about etoery second,also

pulsating white, green, _and possibly yellow. '1 hawe ho recall of what
T

f~

sequence the lights pulsatad. Darnl My hubby calls ma to com* in house

as I hav« a. phone call from Dan \vrit», our state director for MUFON, I

notico it is 9-55pm. and. I'm back out at 10:00. I notice 2 objects

of tho same color going in tha opposite directions, they w«rc both in
I

th* westerly direction and the one on the l«ft w«nt south, while one on

ri£,ht logically went north. I notice another light bow, It came from

almost due south and its solid white flashing on and off about every

^ a«c. This is a brilliant stiuob* whit» color I might add, the object

is moving to th© east now. When It seems out of nowher®^ red and white

fiashirig lights or objects appear skower altitude than the first, or

whit* atrobo object. The red and white objects are on the esact plane



IO-I2-QI

•fey, ' vertically. The first object or strobe we'll call it,.

joins the lowar two objects verrtTc'ally (it still holds the aummot

i t ion) while the bottom two mov« into a position of a triangle with the

whit® strobe being the connector as in tho letter "V" (Sketches on foll-

owing shcsts.JO^ly a upside down V. I hear tho neighbor plowing in the

southVfleld just below the objects. The upside down "V" pattern moves

sim^ultaniously east,, they all moved in an exact i*gs£fJ5I-(}u«ii triangle

or as stated befora^"VH pattern. They are to far now to k^op track.
i

In looking West I remonber thinking how clear it is and how beautiful

the moon was. I noticed then 2 very large what I thought w«re stars in -

tho sty due west. I doclded to use these "stars" for warsurB or ref-

erence guided to judga distance botwesn tr0o^//iyiQ/ top level and other

objects, lights or stars. These two "star^" were on exact horizontlal

planes about 10 Inches apart , 1 used my inkpen to measure,as I held up

Lne pen the two marker stars met at each end. of the pen. 1 thougnt I

saw a Jet coaming over and also heard what sounded llkm a J«t even coroe

from due oast to due west, Tne object I presumed to D« the jet was on

a nrmch hlgnsr altitude than tne two marker stars, but it was flying exa-
botween

ctly 4#/£>l*5/(rfi!2l$,£*'/0/iVtha two"stars when I notecsd the so called Jet

aecond.3 to a bottom position, or below two stars in order to matte \,ns

connactiling point or &. "v" or upside down triangle. I heard what appoa-
1

red to b© another Jet I guess, and the three objects are gone now1.'.'.

Y«3*. My two marker stars as 1 thought they were and the 30 called
i"er

PJ-^fe»» I looked nigh and low in sky but could 3«e nothing at all i t

I now notice a solid red cone shppe with whit* light blips 01- snort

nasiaes or wnite light on the tnrtfC points or cone or it would even be

safe to say thore was density to the? cone, oven as much t'o say a pyramid

shape, Th« cons is neaaing wast and its almost over tne house its pr«tty

mf&e*
low. I 'd fiMM even say ihrae*fcar*i0ngtiia abo

o u u v w rt standard size telephone pole.
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Tne, cone object to be a translucent deap or "Itowkeyed rnd with a slight

orange hu« to it. The outline was vivid, as if yoii took a peice of con-

struction paper then took a black magic marker and drew a cone with tha

point of cone heading west or loft .if your looking. North that is, (to

t ry and oak® ray Impossible 4 1 & 6 & pojsalbie just simple taka a cone
ssr^lsori •^r^xplanatlons ,T

and turn it #£ /#APl»f t . Side,, I hear what I think is a Jet

going over h»ad from east to west moving fast. The supposed Jet flashes

white in front, and rod in back, and both sides were green. JHTow... com-

m&nr from due cast heading due south I viow through a 30/30 fif«l scope

two round white distinct lights next to each other, I would say at least

1/8" apart. The object was /Quit® low, in fact was two barns higher than

our own 2 story barn. This id only on» object with two lights. (sofarj

Th« object was hovoring and. soundless at the tim« I was watching it,, and

I kept thinking that I should kna>al, hid or something as this was ob- .

serving ma , my svery thought and action, I wasn't sure If I should f sol-

fear, huaility or what. Very confusing'. I I then tried to hid behind a

near b.y trc* as1 I did'nt want to be conspicious this has only b«on about

5 minutes the object .has hovered then it starts moving closer slowly so

I dashed, into house to axwhangs 30/30 rifel scope ̂  for bionoculars to

view obj«ct better, 20 to 30 seconds at the most laps«d when I got back

to exact spot where I tried to hide (behind true) the object, I'm assum-

ing this is the- same object was very high up in the sky almost dir«dtly

overhead, and it sounded like a low deep rumble or like a barrlad too ft

echoing sound , in fact, if you saw tha novfte ^"earthquake" the sound

was similar to that and of the damo magtitude, LOUD!'. The object wan ar-

rayed with the whol« spectrum of color, red, orange, yollow, gfcoen, blue

indigo and violet. When I think of it, It just hit me'.... That IS tho
«

order 0(5 light ton tfche spectrum, or rainbow which ever you prefer, And

that WAS The order I viewed the.m in, In rows, 5" to be exact'. STAeTI rm

Ui'oLeT -



and while in conversation, I saw through south windows, a baseball^TTime-

florecont green object "whizz" across the sky headsd south, I msan In

£•& a matter of^sccionddit covered at least 300 yrds. Well This about

wraps up this report.

C4) • • •
+*- ' '
•10-12-81.

ThV colors were like flourecent or volcanic type, bright and beautiful1.
5

I then*happen to notice eithor 6 or 8 jet streams jL% I guess thats

what you call th« axaust lines, There wars eithor 3 on each side of ob-

Ject, or 4-, darn if I can remember'. They were perfectly round Jet streams

and they appeared1to be a whitissh, silver- grey color, The dogs were hcr

weling all th« while, The obj®ct la almost feone from view ,and I should

mention I feel I was viewing the object from the bottora, and it appeared

to bo of a triangularr shape. Also tEe~slae was enornas in comparison

to ?47s you could fit at least. 2 of them (747s) length wisa in object,

and at least three possibly 4 in width, The noise preceding object was-

nt as afar back as a jsts/̂ / are, The nois© of engin® 00? whatwver, was

closer behind object. At this point, my hubby callsd for the second #jtf

time to come in as fian Write called for the second time as I was not-

ifying him of the sightings, I belclvc it was II:oe when lio called,

7
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, ABRAMS PLANETARIUM CURRENT SCHEDULE
I

Feb. 12-14, - WINTER SKIES/YEAR OF THE PLANETS: Friday & Saturday at 8 PM
: Sunday at' k PM.

Feb. 16, 7:30 PM - J I M LOUDON: SPACE SHUTTLE: What Lies Ahead - Admission $3.25.

Feb. 19 thru A p r i l 1 1 , SERENDIPITY: "The Serendipity Show" opens with a 16th Century
Venetian folk tale of the Three Princes of Serendip, who went
on an exotic journey in search of 100 lines of magic verse.
The princes never found the prize they sought, but along the
way they made many unexpected discoveries simply because they
were looking for something. "The Serendipity Show" investigates
nine astronomical breakthroughs that have come in a s i m i l a r way.

Show times: Fridays & Saturdays at 8 PM - Sundays at k PM.
Admission: $2.00 adults, $1.50 All students (with ID's) & senior citizens, $1.00

children, NO preschoolers admitted.

March 2, 7=30 PM - JIM LOUDON: How a Planet Works.

A p r i l 6, 7:30 PM - J I M LOUDON: The Soviet Space Program.

For current show information call 355~4672/current sky information call 332-STAR.

MSU is an Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Institution
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The Sun, on the ecliptic, is shown for the beginning and end of the month. The Moon's symbols give its phases roughly,
with the dates marked alongside. Each planet is located for the middle of the month or for other dates shown. All positions

are for Oh Universal time on the respective dates.

l/c- 4esc*>f4,t 5ee*»es- /?8< \/0\ 6*,^o.J
Sun, Moon, and Planets This Month

B INOCULARS will be needed to appre-
ciate fully this month's abundance of

planetary conjunctions in bright evening
twilight. Even so, observers in the southern
states have a distinct advantage in viewing
these events.

Begin your observations around sunset,

PLANETARY DATA FOR SEPTEMBER, 1981

with Venus. The unaided eye can easily
find it, some 40° to the Sun's upper left. A
telescope will show the planet's waning
gibbous disk, which during the month
exhibits the sizes and phases listed in the
table. In mid-twilight, about 45 minutes
after sunset at latitude 40° north, as many

_,.„...

Object Date R.A. Dec.
o •

Elong.
'• •'

Son

Mercury

< Venus

Mars ;

Tupiter

Saturn

Uranus

Neptune

Pinto

Sep 1
16

Oct 1

Sep 1
11
21

Oct 1

Sep 1
11
21

Oct 1

Sep 1
Oct 1

Sep 1
11
21

Oct 1

Sep 1
11
21

Oct 1

Sep 1
Oct 1

Sep 16

Sep 16

10 40.4
11 34.5
12 28.4 .

11 49.3
12,41.2
13 25.0
13 55.7

12 58.9
13 42.2
14 26.4
15 11.9

8 06.8:
9 23.4

12 44.7
12 52.1
12 59.8
13 07.7

12 35.3
12 39.5
12 43.9
12 48.4

15 36.5
15 40.8

17 26.1

13 49.8

+8 24
+2 46
-3 04

+1 24
. -5 38
-11 34
-15 30

• -6 11
-11 08
-15 42
-19 42

- +21 13
+16 38

-3 35
-4 23

. -5 12
-6 01

-1 23
-1 50
-2 19
-2 47

-19 10
-19 25

-21 54

+6 30

Mag.

-26.8
-26.8

'-26.8

19 Ev
24 Ev
26 Ev
25 Ev

37 Ev
40 Ev
41 Ev
43 Ev

39 Mo
50 Mo

33 Ev
26 Ev
18 Ev
10 Ev

30 Ev
22 Ev
13 Ev
5 Ev

78 Ev
50 Ev

89 Ev

34 Ev .

-0.2
+0.1
+0.3
+0.5

-3.5
-3.5
-3.6
-3.7

' +1.8
+1.7

-1.3
-1.2
-1.2
-1.2

+1.2
+1.1
+1.1
+1.0

+5.9
+6.0

+7.8

+13.8

Dian.
t it

31 44.9
31 52.3
32 00.2

5.3
5.8
6.5
7.8

14.2
15.0
16.0
17.2

4.2
4.5

31.4
31.0
30.8
30.6

15.9
15.8
15

Ulna.
,*

85
75
63
44

77
74
70
67

96
94

7 —
15.7 —

3.6 —
3.5 —

2.4

0.1

Dist._
J

1.009
1.005 I
1.001: i
1.268 j

' 1 .159'- . '
1.021 !

. 0.857

1.188 i
1.119 •
1.048 j
0.976 t

• -|
2.233 j
2.071 |

6.269 1
6.344 i
6.400
6.435

10.462
10.534
10.584
10.609

19.018
19.470

30.274

30.847

For the principal members of the solar system, this table gives the right ascension and declination (equinox of
date) at 0 hours Universal time on selected days. Elongation is the angle in degrees between a planet and the
Sun. in the morning (Mo) or evening (£V) sky. Then follows the'visual magnitude, and the apparent diameter of
the object in arc minutes and seconds (neglecting phase). Only equatorial disk diameters are given; Jupiter's
polar diameter is 93 percent of its equatorial diameter, while Saturn's polar diameter and ring extent are 89 and
225 percent, respectively. For planets that show an appreciable phase, the percentage of the disk diameter that is
illuminated by the Sun is listed. Finally, distances of all objects from the Earth are expressed in astronomical
units. One a.u. corresponds to 149.600.000 km or 92.960.000 miles.

as three additional planets can be seen to
Venus' lower right. To identify them, as
well as the star Spica, use the illustrations
on the facing page.

The observer's latitude plays an impor-
tant role in the visibility of individual
planets, especially Mercury. For the 6th
through the 12th, two sets of diagrams are
given. The upper row shows the sky for
such cities as Philadelphia, Denver, Ma-
drid, Ankara, and Peking, at 40° north
latitude. The lower set, for 30° north
latitude, represents the view at New Orleans
and Houston, as well as Cairo, Egypt, and
the Canary Islands.

From the more northerly cities Mercury
will be barely above the horizon in mid-
twilight, even on September 23rd when it
attains greatest elongation at 26° from the
Sun. But for the second set of places
Mercury is 3° or 4° higher at the same
depth of twilight, and should be seen with
the naked eye.

Why does such a small difference in
latitude improve Mercury's visibility so
much? The answer has much to do with
the arrival of the Sun at the autumnal
equinox, which happens on September 23rd
at 3:05 Universal time. During evening
twilight around this time of year, the
September equinox in Virgo is setting in
the west while Sagittarius, containing the
December solstice, lies near the meridian.
Thus, for mid-northern observers the eclip-
tic (great circle through the array of planets
and Sun) now makes its smallest angle with
the horizon.

In Philadelphia and Denver, this angle is
about 27°, while in New Orleans and Hous-
ton it is about 37°, placing Mercury at
greater elevation. Conditions for viewing
the planet are much better still from the
tropics, as well as from the south temperate
latitudes.

In September, watch for the following
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MOON PHASES AND DISTANCES
First quarter September 6, 13:26
Full moon September 14, 3:09
Last quarter September 20, 19:47
New moon September 28, 4:07
First quarter October 6, 7:45
Full moon October 13, 12:49
Last quarter October 20, 3:40
New moon October 27, 20:13

Lat 30°H 20
Mercury 0.6° from Spica; they
were closer earlier today.
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Lat 30JH. 23
Mercury at greatest elongation,
26" from Sun.
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events involving the four bright evening
planets.

On the 1st: The Moon is a few degrees
north of Venus this evening.

6th and 7th: Spica is 1°9 to the south of
brilliant Venus.

8th: Four bright planets and Spica sub-
tend a 16Vi° angle, from Mercury to
Venus. On this and the next three eve-
nings. Mercury makes a "trio" with Jupiter
and Saturn; that is, all three fit within a
circle 5° across. The formation begins this
evening, as Mercury passes 3°.l south of
Saturn.

10th: Jupiter and Saturn are now just 4°
apart, with their separation 'increasing by
0°.l per day. Try to observe each until its
last possible date. Saturn, dimmer and
lower, will disappear first. Observers in
southern states will follow them longer.

111h and 12th: Mercury, 2°.5 south of
Jupiter, concludes its trio with the two
giant planets.

20th: Mercury lies 21 arc minutes south
of Spica around 11 a.m. Central daylight
time. By dusk over the central Gulf Coast,
they will be nearly 0°6 apart. From how
far north will readers report seeing this
conjunction?

25th: Look for 3rd-magnitude Alpha
Librae (Zubenelgenubi) 1°.8 north of Venus.

Let's not forget the faint outer planets,
which are also in the evening sky. You'd
better look for Uranus by the time twilight
ends, because it sets only about an hour
later. According to Belgian astronomer
Jean Meeus, this 6th-magnitude planet
moves to a scant 7 arc seconds due north of
5.5-magnitude 41 Librae on the 12th at
19:37 UT — an ideal time for viewing in
parts of Europe and Africa. As was men-
tioned on page 40 of the January issue,
neither Uranus' rings nor its known satel-
lites will occult the star. But will anything
unexpected happen?

Since Uranus is moving eastward about 5
arc seconds per hour, the planet and star
will be much wider apart — about half a
minute of arc — when darkness falls in
North America. The next bright star Ura-
nus will approach, though not so closely, is

These diagrams from the
Abrams Planetarium Sky
Calendar show Spica and the
planets at mid-twilight on
September evenings. The
double frames above com-
pare the views from north

latitude 40° and 30°.

September
Apogee 5, 7h
Perigee 17, 4h

October
Apogee 3, Ih
Perigee 15, 2h
Apogee 30, 16h

Distance
404,447km
365,637 km

405,359 km
360,480 km
406,293 km

Diameter
29' 33'
32'41"

29- 29"
33' 09'-
29' 25'

5.0-magnitude Kappa Librae on October
1st (0°.2).

Neptune is stationary on September 3rd,
Vi° southeast of a 6th-magnitude star that
lies almost 1° east-southeast of 4.4-magni-
tude Xi Ophiuchi. With gathering speed,
Neptune will have gone 6°.2 eastward by the
end of the month (see the finder chart on
page 41 of the January issue).

The solitary morning planet is Man.
Though still rather faint, it is well placed in
the morning sky, and on September 13th
will lie within the southern fringes of
Messier 44, the Beehive cluster in Cancer.

ROBERT C. VICTOR

tell Portrait BT H. E. BRANDT

LARGE CUSTOM
ACHROMATIC OBJECTIVE LENSES FOR ASTRONOMY

CLENSCWORKS
Oak 'Knoll 'Drive
Groom Creek cRouie
cPnxon.cfi2 86301
(601) 445-5469

• Pleau wnd $1.00 far Brochure.

Vacuum Coatings
Enhanced aluminum, silver,

gold, 96-98% reflectivity
Vacuum UV mirrors

Telescope mirrors up to 72"dia.

Sun filters: 2.5-6.0 density

Beam-splitters: high-efficiency
with anti-reflection coating
on rear side

Sizes to 30" x 42"

Opaque and partial mirrors
up to 48" x 66"'

Coating to Mil. Specs.

Custom coatings on glass,
plastic, metal and ceramic

Transparent conductive
coatings

Front-surface mirror cleaner

Call or write for price list

Keim Precision
Mirrors Corporation
2117 Empire Ave.
Burbank, California 91504

213/ 842-4543
849-6905
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(415) 525-9452

YetlStar is a trademark ot Scharf Software Services.
Apple is a trademark ot Apple Computers, Inc.

CELESTIAL CALENDAR
Universal time (UT) is used unless otherwise noted.

SOME CHALLENGES IN THE SEPTEMBER SKY
APART from offering its deep-sky ob-
f\. jects, planets, and changing lunar
phases for telescopic enjoyment, the autumn
sky has much to challenge a painstaking
and diligent amateur. Two of the projects
we present this month are even suitable for
the naked-eye observer, whose only equip-
ment is a pencil and paper.

New meteor shower. Last year, P. Mac-
Kinnon and R. A. Keen of Boulder, Colo-
rado, announced a possible new meteor
shower from the direction of southern Lyra
or Cygnus. Despite fairly poor sky condi-
tions, on September 16th, 17th, and 18th
G. Kiladis had noticed that about 15 or 20
meteors per hour seemed to be aligned with
a radiant near right ascension 19.Oh, dec-
lination + 25°. A good number of them
were of magnitude 2 or brighter.

A few weeks later, MacKinnon and Keen
themselves noted a similar hourly rate for a
radiant at about declination +32°, near
right ascension 20.3h (October 1st) and
21.2'h (October 5th and 6th).

Because a meteor shower radiant is a
perspective effect, it is usual for the direc-
tion to shift eastward during the several
weeks it takes the Earth to pass through a
meteor stream. Therefore, it is possible
that these observers witnessed a hitherto
undetected meteor stream. Opposing this
view, however, are P. Roggemans and sev-
eral other Belgian observers, who did not
find any meteors associated with a radiant
in this part of the sky for the same range of
dates. These conflicting reports appeared
late in 1980, in IAU Circulars 3528, 3542,
and 3545.

Will the shower be confirmed this year?
The presumed radiant is well placed for
viewing in the early evening hours. By
September 17th, the Moon will rise late
enough for observers to have an hour or
more of dark sky.

Companion of SIrius. This month, ac-

cording to the orbital elements calculated
in 1960 by W. van den Bos, the companion
of Sirius passes through the ascending node
of its orbit. Ever since 1945 this dim and
massive white dwarf star has been seen
slightly closer to us than the dazzling
primary, because the plane of the orbit is
canted 43 '/i ° from broadside. But between
now and 1995, the companion will be
slightly farther from our solar system than
is Sirius itself.

Sirius is now in the morning sky, and by
month's end will rise around 2 a.m. local
daylight time. Thus its 1981-82 apparition
is already under way, and there are several
reasons why amateurs with medium-size
telescopes should not miss the chance to see
it this season.

First of all, notice on the diagram of the
orbit (below) that the companion is now
rapidly approaching the primary. Because
the dwarf shines feebly at magnitude 8.1.
while Sirius itself is 7,000 times brighter at
magnitude —1.5, detection is always diffi-
cult. But the companion will be easier to
see this fall and winter than at any time
until the year 2012!

Interestingly, three 50.09-year revolu-
tions earlier than 2012 (and hence at the
same spot on the orbit) brings us almost
exactly to the 1861-62 season. No human
being had yet seen the star, even though
astronomers already suspected from the
wobble in Sirius' proper motion that it was
a binary. On January 31st that winter,
Alvan G. Clark was testing the 18-inch
refractor lens being finished by his firm for
Dearborn Observatory in Illinois. On look-
ing at Sirius, he exclaimed',' "Why, Father,
it has a companion!" This coming winter,
the separation is the same 9.6 arc seconds
exhibited in 1862. By knowing what to
expect and where to look, amateurs with
instruments as small as 8-inch aperture
should be able to share Clark's thrill.

Sirius (Alpha Canis Ma-
joris) is the brightest
star in the night sky, so
dazzling in a telescope
that the ' white-dwarf
companion is usually
lost in glare. Here,
the Belgian astronomer
Jean Meeus has plotted
the apparent, relative
orbit of this system.
The position angle axes
indicate north (0°) and
east (90°), and include
linear scales in seconds
of arc. The shaded pan
of the orbit lies closer
than Sirius in distance

from Earth.

1996

Alpha
Canis Majoris

270°

1980



The dwarf star now lies at position angle
44°, almost exactly northeast of the pri-
mary, so it will not be hidden in the dif-
fraction spikes that emanate from the image
of Sirius when a reflecting telescope's spider
vanes run north, south, east, and west.
Further diffraction tricks to improve the
companion's visibility were described by
Dennis diCicco on page 407 of the June,
1975, issue. Great care is needed to be
sure you are really seeing the companion,
rather than an optical ghost image of Sirius
itself.

Asteroid Decollation. In the wee hours
of Sunday morning, September 20th, West
Coast amateurs might want to train their
telescopes on an 8.7-magnitude star in
Aquarius, about 10° north-northwest of
Fomalhaut. David W. Dunham predicted
on page 38 of the January, 1981, issue that
the Hth-magnitude asteroid 14 Irene would
occult this star, sometime within 10 minutes
or so of 2:48 a.m. Pacific daylight time (see
the finder chart below).

The exact location of the path within
which the occupation will be seen remains
uncertain. One prediction puts it across
San Francisco and northern Nevada; an-
other implies Vancouver Island instead.
Should an observer happen to be centrally
located within the path, he or she can
expect to see the star dim suddenly by 2.2
magnitudes to the brightness of the asteroid
alone, for perhaps a little more than 10
seconds. Observers should also be on the
lookout for any secondary occultations.

Observing Algol. An Italian professor of
mathematics, G. Montanari, first noticed
the light variations of Algol (Beta Persei) in
1667. Since William Herschel's time, much
attention has been paid to this eclipsing
binary star, which normally shines at mag-
nitude 2.1, but which regularly every 2V,
days fades to about 3.3 and then recovers,
during the space of about nine hours.

Yet there are also some puzzling, subtle
shifts in the times of these eclipses. The
formula used by SKY AND TELESCOPE to
predict the minima each month has required
slight modification every few years to keep
step with the star. A change in the period
typically only amounts to a few seconds,
but this can accumulate in a year or so,
until it shows up plainly in timings of the
minimum made by a naked-eye observer.

• 66 .

.•68

An arrow represents the approach of
asteroid Irene to an 8.7-magnitude star
near 66, 68 and Upsilon Aquarii.

North is up.

Anthony D. Mallama of the Computer
Sciences Corp., Silver Spring, Maryland,
has recently observed five minima with a
photoelectric photometer on 12-inch and
36-inch telescopes at the Goddard Space
Flight Center. His Universal times are
compared in this table with those that had
been predicted in this magazine:

Date

Feb. 5, 1979
Oct. 21, 1979
Dec. 29, 1979
Nov. 17, 1980
Jan. 19, 1981

Mallama S&T O ~ C

3:41
,5:14
0:46
0:49
2:51

3:49
5:06
0:42
0:48
2:48

-8
+8
+4
+ 1
+3

The last column gives the differences,
observed minus computed, in minutes.
Since the same linear formula has been
used for this magazine's predictions since
1976, there seems no need to revise it now.
Mallama expects the formula to be good at
least until 1985.

Other anomalies in Algol's behavior may
show up unexpectedly, underscoring the
need for continual watch. This month, on
the night of September 10-11, the predic-
tions below list a minimum at 5:40 UT,
which is 12:40 a.m. Central daylight time.
An amateur working visually should make
the first estimate about 10 p.m., and do so
repeatedly every 10 or 15 minutes until well

Looking for the right price...
on Celestron, Meade, Questar, Unitron, Edmund,
Quantum, Brandon, TeleVue, Day Star, University...

You just found it!
Before you buy a telescope or accessory from
anyone, send for our free discount price list
showing over 70 telescopes and 500 accessories
— or send a stamped self-addressed envelope
(52<f postage) for catalogs and information on
how to pick the right telescope, and more!

Ad*Libs Astronomies
2140 Melrose Court, Norman OK 73069

/figS (405) 364-0858 T5
'WIHM e 1981 bv Ad -Libs Advertising, inc. •••

SPECTACULAR RESULTS FROM NASA!

SPACE SHUTTLE/VOYAGER — SATURN

NASA PHOTOS

-SPACE SHUTTLE SLIDE SETS-
ya,* 20-Slide Set -$12.95

40-Slide Set (Including Narrative Cassette) — $16.95
Postage and Handling for EACH Set Above — $2.50

•SPACE SHUTTLE PHOTOGRAPHS-
High-Quality Prints

Set of Two 8 x 10 - $6.00 Set of Two 16120 - $16.00
Postage and Handling for EACH 8 x 10 Set — $3.00:

16x20 Set-$5.00 :

t -
e\e^ VOYAGER II — SATURN SLIDE SET
20 Slides (With Photo Analysis Report) — $12.95

VOYAGER I — SATURN SLIDE SET
20 Slides (With Photo Analysis Report) — S12.95

.VOYAGER — SATURN POSTER SET
Two 11 * 17 Color Posters — $5.00

Postage and Handling
for EACH Slide or Poster Set — $2.50

NEW! Space Catalog — $.75

California Residents Add 6% Tax
Foreign Orders Add an Additional S2.00

Allow 3 Weeks for Delivery
' Postage and Handling MUST Accompany Order

SPACE GRAPHICS
P. 0. Boi 764, Dept. ST, Chatoworth, Calif. 91311

(213)341-4216

September. 1981, SKY AND TELESCOPE 237



REPAIR CO.

Sales and Service for telescopes, binoculars,
microscopes, and other optical equipment.

In the last 30 years we've grown to be the largest
dealer in the Southwest.

Call or stop by our showroom for products by
Bausch and Lomb, Bushnell, Celestron, Clave,
Edmund, Fujinon, Leitz, Meade, Nikon, Orion, Sky
Publishing, Swift, University Optics, and Zeiss.

3209 Milam, Houston, Texas 77006

(713) 529-3551

4" Maksutov is dwarfed by Nustar
24.3" blank

NUSTAR BLANKS
Lightweight, 1/2 standard

weight
Excellent mechanical and ther-

mal performance
Low-cost mirror mounting
Low cost plus rapid delivery
Available in 24.3", 16.1", and

14.5" sizes
Optical design and fabrication

available

405 Cheryl Ave. - WR
Los Alamos, NM 87544

OPTIf*^ 505-672-3999\jr i iv,j 7_10 pm M T and Th eves

r
PRECISION

PHOTOMETER

CAPTURES

FAINTER

STARS

Designer and- Manufacturer, of"
Optical and Electronic Products^

The new Model SSP-2
STELLAR PHOTOMETER
with optional Model SSC
Thermoelectric . Detector
Cooler Increases sensitivity
by three magnitudes com-
pared to uncooled detectors. In addition, the SSP-2 has many new features
reflecting the latest advances In technology. Included are: UV-enhanced PIN
silicon photodiode detector, computer designed U, B, V, R, I filters, and
amplifier circuits with virtually no temperature drift or error voltages. Con-
tact Gerald Persha for further information.

!199 Smith- • Loweirr Ml 49331' • (616). 897-9351 Cat. $1.00 ($3.00 foreign).

past the minimum. Use a chart that shows
the magnitudes of neighboring comparison
stars, like that on page 212 of the Septem-
ber, 1980, issue. Take care that each esti-
mate is not influenced by earlier ones, or
by anticipation of the star's behavior.

A graph-paper plot of these points ver-
sus time can then be folded symmetrically
on itself and adjusted, with the paper held
above a lamp, until the points before and
after minimum blend into one curve. The
location of the fold will mark the time of
minimum clearly, even if some scatter
occurs among the individual estimates.

VARIABLE STAR MAXIMA
September 3, T Ursae Majoris, 123160,

7.7; 10, RT Sagittarii, 201139, 7.0; 21, RV
Sagittarii, 182133,7.8; 25, S Ursae Majoris,
123%1, 7.8; 29, W Lyrae, 181136, 7.9.

October 3, T Centauri, 133633, 5.5; 8, U
Orionis, 054920a, 6.3; 9, T Normae,
153654, 7.4; 11, T Columbae, 051533, 7.5;
15, R Canum Venaticorum, 134440, 7.7.

Above are predictions of variable star maxima by the
American Association of Variable Star Observers, 187
Concord Ave., Cambridge, Mass. 02138. Stan are
listed only if brighter than magnitude 8.0 at average
maximum. Some, but not all of them, are nearly as
bright as maximum two or three weeks before and after
the date given. The data include, in order: the day of
the month near which the maximum should occur; the
star name; the star designation number, which gives the
rough right ascension (tint four figures) and declina-
tion (bold face if southern); and the predicted visual
magnitude.

MINIMA OF ALGOL
September 2, 15:15; 5, 12:03; 8, 8:52;

11, 5:40; 14, 2:29; 16, 23:18; 19, 20:06;
22, 16:55; 25, 13:44; 28, 10:32.

These predictions are based on observations from
1970.to 197S, and are calculated from the heliocentric
elements Win. = 2,440.953.4657 + 2d.8673075£P. The
derivation of this revised formula was explained in SKY
AND TELESCOPE for July, 1976, page 48. The times
listed here are geocentric; they can be compared
directly with observed times of Algol's least brightness.

UNIVERSAL TIME (UT) .
In Celestial Calendar, Universal time (Greenwich

meridian) is used unless otherwise noted. This is
24-hour time, from midnight to midnight; times
greater than 12:00 are p.m. Subtract the following
hours to convert to standard times in the United
States: EST, 5; CST, 6; MST, 7; PST, 8; Alaska-
Hawaii or AHST, 10. (To obtain daylight saving time
subtract 4, 5, 6. 7, and 9 hours respectively.) If
necessary, add 24 hours to the UT before subtracting,
in which case the result is the standard time on the
day preceding the Greenwich date shown. For ex-
ample, 6:15 UT on the 15th of the month is 1:15 a.m.
EST on the 15th and 10:15 p.m. PST on the 14th. ^

Sky and Telescope on Microfilm
Volumes 1 through 8, 9-15, 16-20, 21-28,
29-34, and 35-40 are available as units on
35mm microfilm at $24.80 per reel. The
price for this entire file, covering 1941-70,
is $148.80. From January, 1971, to De-
cember, 1977, reels covering a single year
(two volumes) are $7.70 apiece. Currently
available are Vols. 41-42, 43-44, 45-46,
47-48, 49-50, 51-52, and 53-54. Vols. 55-
56 (1978) and 57-58 (1979) cost $5.80 per
year.

University Microfilms International
300 N. Zeeb Rd., Ann Arbor, Mich. 48106
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The year will be an interesting
one for planet viewing. Despite
the lack of an exact alignment of

all nine planets, the Earth will align
with each planet separately over a five-
month interval as shown here:

Celestial "Goose Chase"

January 21
January 31

March 30
April 8

April 15
April 25
May 23
June 1

June 16

Venus passes Earth
Mercury passes Earth
Earth passes Mars
Earth passes Saturn
Earth passes Pluto
Earth passes Jupiter
Earth passes Uranus
Mercury passes Earth
Earth passes Neptune

Here is a summary of planetary
visibility for 1982, with a list of1 some
outstanding events:

• Venus, the brightest of the
planets, reaches its greatest brilliancy
in late February, and gleams jn the
southeastern sky for more than two
hours before sunup. Venus remains a
striking telescopic object through
March, and shows a crescent phase
which seems unusually large because of
its closeness to Earth. By April 1,
Venus reaches its greatest angular
distance from the Sun, 46°, and
appears half full through a telescope.
Gradually moving into the Sun's
predawn glare, Venus becomes dif-
ficult to observe by early October. In
November, it passes on the far side of
the Sun and emerges in late December
as an evening "star."

• Mercury can be seen low in the
western evening sky during parts of
April-May, August-September (poor
from mid-northern latitudes), and De-
cember. It can,be seen low in the east-
ern morning sky during parts of Feb-
ruary-March, June-July, and October-
November. For details, see Sky Calendar
in each issue of this:magazine.

• Mars, Jupiter, and Saturn appear
in a relatively compact group for most
of 1982, with Jupiter as the brightest
member. The gathering, not more than
35° wide until mid-September, includes
the star Spica. From July 5 through
August 7, the angular span of the four
objects is only 15°.

By mid-March, Mars rises at the end
of evening twilight (about IVi hours
after sunset); Saturn follows wi th in a
half hour, and Jupiter within two
hours. At tfie end of March, Mars
reaches opposition (180° from the
Sun), and is low in the east at dusk and
visible all night; By lale April, all three
bright planets can be seen im the south-
eastern sky during evening twilight. A
fourth planet, Mercury, can be seen
low in the west-northwest for four
weeks beginning around April 20. This
period provides the greatest number of
bright planets visible in the evening sky
during 1982.

Thereafter, Mars, Jupiter, and Saturn
continue as evening planets, gradually
drifting toward the western horizon
during spring and swrxraer Saturn and
Spica disappear from the western even-
ing sky in mid-September,pass coni'unc-
ttoji (behind thie Sun) in Ofitofeer, then
emerge into the1 eastern sky at dawn by
early November. Jupiter leaves the
western sky in mid-October and
emerges into the eastern morning sky
in late November. Mars fades as its dis-

tance from Earth increases. By year's
end Mars will shine at only one-tenth
the brilliance attained, during its earlier
approach in April. Mars remains in the
evening s.ky u-i-iti! April 1983,.

OAit'he to'b'fe, notice that Earth passes
all three of these planets within a 26-
day interval, beginning with Mars' op-
position on March 30-31 and conclud-
ing with Jupiter's on April 25. An inter-
esting result of this passage is retrograde
motion. This occurs when a planet tem-
porarily moves backward, or westward,
against background stars. On the first
two panels. Mars goes to the east, or
left, approaching to within 2,.7° of Sat-
urn on February 23. This is the closest
they will appear m 1982, Mars reaches
a stationary point around that date,
turns west, or right on the chart, ret-
rograding away from Saturn and Spica
until May 11. On the fourth panel,
Mars reaches a second stationary point,
then turns eastward, passing 2 9° south
of Saturn on July 6. Continuing east-
ward;. Mars passes 1.4° north of Spica
on Ju ly 22. This is the closest these
objects will appear in this century! Fin-

December 11, 1981

Morning sky

February 23, 1982

Morning Sky

March 30-31, 1982

All night

May IX 1982

Evening sky

July 6> 1982

Evening sky

July 22, 1982

Evening sky

August?, 1982

Evening sky

September 13, 1982

- ^Mars

Evening sky

Jupiter -)f

-^-Jupiter

-)(- Jupiter

Jupiter^-

Jupiter -)(.

Jupiter -)f

* Saturn Mars*

* Spica

Saturn* #Mars

* Spica

Saturn * •)£ Mars

* Spica

Saturn*
Mars -M-

-X- Spica

* Saturn

* Mars
#Spica

* Saturn

Mats*
*Spica

*, * Saturn
Jupiter -%-

# Mars ,. - .* Spica

-^-Jupiter
* Saturn

# Spica
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SKY CALENDAR FEBRUARY
Use this scale to
measure angular dis-
tances between objects
on diagrams below.

M
a

g
n

itu
d

es: 
V

enus 
-
3

.9
 to

 
-4

.4
; 

J
u

p
ite

r 
-1

.6
 .to

. -1
.8

; M
ars 

+
0

.3
 

to
 

-0
.5

; 
S

a
t

(F
eb

 
1

5
) 

to
 

+
0

.3
 

(F
eb

 
2

8
). 

M
o

tio
n

s: 
S
u
n
, 

g
o

in
g

 
eastw

ard
 

1
° 

p
er 

d
a
y

, 
c
ro

sse
s

1
5
-1

6
. 

M
ercury 

is 
sta

tio
n

a
ry

 
in

 
C

a
p

ric
o

rn
u

s 
F

e
b

 1
3

, 
resu

m
es d

ire
c
t m

o
tio

n
,

V
en

u
s, 

in
 

S
a
g

itta
riu

s
, 

is 
sta

tio
n

a
ry

 
F

e
b
 1

0
 a

n
d

 resu
m

es d
ire

c
t; 

it 
is

 
6

° 
fa

r
are 

1
1

° 
a
p

a
rt 

F
eb

 1
0
-1

9
, 

th
en

 
sp

read
 

to
 

1
5

° 
a
p

a
rt 

b
y

 F
eb

 2
8

. 
M

ars 
an

d
 S

a
tu

r
g
o
es 

e
a
st 

2
° 

F
e
b

 1-20, 
th

en
 
b

eg
in

s 
to

 
re

tro
g

ra
d

e 
(m

ove 
w

eat) ; S
a
tu

rn
 

re
tro

g
r

a
p

a
rt 

o
n

 F
eb

 
1

. 
M

ars 
p

a
sse

s 
1
.2

°
 

N
 o

f 
T

h
eta .V

irg
in

ia 
F

eb
 
6

, 
th

en
 

ap
p

ro
ach

es
c
a
lle

d
 

a q
u
a
si-c

o
n
 ju

n
c
tio

n
 b

ecau
se 

M
ars 

d
o

es 
n

o
t 

p
a
ss 

S
a

tu
rn

) , 
a
n

d
 th

e
n
 b

e
g

i
a
c
ro

ss 
th

e 
b

o
rd

e
r 

in
 

L
ib

ra
, 

g
o
es 

0
.8

° 
eastw

ard
 

F
eb

 1
-2

4
, 

sto
p

p
in

g
 

5" w
e
st 

o
f

> C O * 3 p . ID* 3 l-h rj
r- H- (D (S (D P. rl 3
•O rt it CD ri H O
a- o ^r ro ro 0 +PI M- o ro 3 o

T3 3 . H- to O. O •
r< c ^ j p c n t f l t o c oH. j_» to o n *o
cr (_• - < 1̂ n n
i-t -J CL H- C> (D H- O
pi pi o e >i rt o* o
(B £ H 00 O +

PJ £: H- O n !-• 3 O
to *< 3 J-« O p •
3 -• o CQ <-j- o a c -j
P. i-n C « to •••

CD hrj tD rO t-h
I-J (t) C/l (D rt tot-^2
- v i r o w c r o n 3 r o

o r t » 3 i-n ft rt H
Tl C O 3 * 0 0Q> ro n n ^ ro cc r y Z r t r o i-t > n

O PI 3* CT .Q v<-
i-n ro nj i-l «: . ( D P

w ro co ro PJ pi +w » cr L en « n |_i
T3 C/i rt pfi rt M. «
J - t t f O N S p i fD » C)-1

n oo ui rt o n to
to • e iti o H- '-*
-• <*"\ rt p 3 O T!

rt 3 W rl p ro
cr tj :r -o ^ > cr
(D C H- to H- .03
O Q ^ a W H O t o e H - H
M. k*. (t» to 3 to QQ o

5 <D <I Ln H- rt
h n> • < c rt

f j - * 3 ro 3 re w o o
fD rt o to 3 • i-h
rt <-"• H C +h c H* w a ^ o
o ca en ro •
. rt CT -o

CURRENT SKY INFORMATION: 0° 10° 20°
call (5i7)-332-STAR I n f o r m a t i o n for he lp ing teachers and students observe the sky 1 i i i i I i i i i 1

SUNDAY

VENUS THROUGH A TELE-
SCOPE shows a crescent,
shrinking in size from
about 1 to 0.6 arc-
minute across and in-
creasing from 5 to 28
percent full. At sun-
rise, phase is easy to
see with 7X binoculars;
dist upper right of Sun:
Feb 1 19°; Feb 28 41°.

End of evening 7
twilight O
(about 14 Full
hours after Moon
sunset) : in

Cancer

• Regulus

ENE ^£ E

1 *l I
Morning: 14

Moon in Libra

0 Mara

J*piter Saturn* ^

•
Spica

Mercury gets 21
lower each morning next
2 weeks.
Morning:

n Venus

Mercury

ESE X« <° l d 2°" SE

_L~j*fc4Slfe2L_SV
Morning: Mars- 28
Saturn still less than
3" apart; they'll be
16° apart in early May.

* Jupiter M*rs

Saturn* •

Spica •

MONDAY

1
O A t sunaet tonight,

Moon is just over
90° east (left) of Sun
and is just past First
Quarter phase. Note
Moon's shape is just
over half full. Moon
is in Aries tonight and
in Taurus next two
nights.

End of evening i 8
twilight:

Moon,"»
in ^ * Regulus

Leo -*,
ENE j^ E

1 .^t. 1.
One hour 15

0 before sunrise:
Moon in Libra.

As Sun rises, note Moon
is just over 90° west
(right) of Sun and is
approaching Last Quar-
ter phase. Note Moon's
shape is just over half
full. Follow Moon for
several hrs after sunup.

Morning: From 22
northern states, Moon
rises less than % hour
before
sunup ~7T Venus
and can ' t
be seen.

ESE * Mercury Sri .dirt d
ALL 5 BRIGHT PLANETS ARE
Mercury emerges from th
light, about 3/4 hour b
"star", is low in ESE t
(see diagrams) . The 3
orbit) form a fairly cot
in morning sky, is well
(right) of Jupiter. SA1
bluish star Spica 5° low
in morning sky are 3 fa
in Sagittarius, PLUTO ii

TUESDAY

Evening (in 2
mid-twilight,
about 3/4 '
hour after 'Pleiades
sunset) :

OMoon

Aldebaran*
in southeast

End of evening 9
twilight: (Moon will
rise about 10-15 min-
utes later.)

•Regulus

ENE ^^f E

Morning: 16

A Moon in
south, in
Scorpius

• Antares

Morning: Mars 23
2.7° W of Saturn; their
smallest separation in

* 1982'
Jupiter Saturn* •

Mars
Spica.

® New Moon 23
4:13 p.m. EST (1:13
p.m. PST) , not visible.

WEDNESDAY

Evening: 3

Pleiades t

Aldebaran ' •
*»•• '

0
Moon

Morning: Mercury 10
is 11° lower left of
Venus February 10-19.

•)(• Venus

ESE Mercury . SE

Morning: 17

t Moon in Ophiuchus

• Antares

Morning: Venus 24
at greatest brilliancy;
rises 2.3 hours before
sunuo.
Evening: Look 24
early for very thin
crescent Moon.

Young .-,
WSW Moon^g*' VJ " . . i^»M , ̂

VISIBLE IN MORNING beginning around Feb 10, when
E Sun's glare. Here's where to look in mid-twi-
=fore sunup: VENUS, the most brilliant morning
D SE. MERCURY is 11° to 15° to Venus' lower left
Bright superior planets (those outside Earth's
npact group: JUPITER, the second brightest "star"
up in SSW. MARS is in SU, about 21° or 22° west

URN is about 3° to 5° east (left) of Mars. Note
ET left of Saturn. (See morning diagrams.) Also
Int distant planets: URANUS in Scorpius, NEPTUNE
^ Virgo. Using telescope or (cont'd next panel)

THURSDAY

Morning (in
mid-twilight, about
3/4 hour before
sunrise) :

n Venus

ESE A

1 4̂1*4 J
11

For rest of month,
all 5 bright planets
(and 3 faint ones)
are in morning sky.
This and next two
mornings , Moon
joins Mars, Saturn,
and Spica in Virgo.
Jupiter is just east
of border, in Libra.

4

££

M(

*Ji
ii

Regulus at 18
opposition, 180° from
Sun and visible all
night. This occurs
about Feb 18 each year
as Earth passes between
Regulus and Sun. At
dusk, Regulus is very
low, jus tn of due east,
In middle of night, it
is high in south.

Evening: Moon 25
higher, much easier to
see than last night.
Note earthshine on its

dark side.
vj

Moon

WSW >j^- W

-' *&•- -^
binoculars and finder c
Jan '82 Sky and Telesco
morning twilight begins
planets fit into 104° a
from Mars in Virgo to M
This event is related t
alignment" of the plane
tion, see Sept '81 issu
pp. 220-221 (includes t
for 1982) , and July-Aug
pp. 72-74. Least Sun-c

FRIDAY

Evening: 5

• Castor oMoon ln

east, in
•Pollux r-_jl4Gemini

Procyon •

jrning: 12

Moon
in
SW
o

Saturn • Sar«apiter Mars

1 SSW Spica •

Morning: Three 19
planets span only 21°
angle in the sky.

. Mars.̂ Jupiter N

Saturn* •

.Spica

This angle will grow to
34° by May 1, then
shrink to 15° in July.

Morning: Mercury 26
at greatest elongation,
27° from Sun and 14°
from
Venus . TV Venus

ESE • Mercury^ Sp

harts on pp. 65-66 of
pe, look for them before
. In mid-Feb, all eight
ngle in morning sky,
ercury in Capricornus.
o the so-called "unusual
ts . For more informa-
e of Sky and Telescope,
able of planet positions

'79 issue of Mercury,
entered angle=95° on3/10.

SATURDAY

Evening: 6

•Castor

* Pollux

MoonQ

Procyon •
Cancer '

Morning: 13

Moon

^ Saturn * *
Jupiter Mars

Spica *

Morning : 20

'•)(• Venus

C
Moon

• Mercury
ESE _ ^ SEJ

Six hours 27 1
after • Mars
sunset :

• Saturn

•
Spica

-H- Jupiter

ESE ^ SE

I .ME+ m
PLANETS/ LATE EVENING:
MARS rises just S of E
about 10:30pm local tine
Feb 1, shifting to 9pm
by Feb 28; JUPITER rises
within 2 hours later.
See diagram for Feb 27.

Robert Victor and Jenny Pon Subscription: $3.50 per year, from Sky Calendar, Abrams Planetarium, Michigan State University, East Lansing, MI 48824.
Sunrise/Sunset East Lansing: Feb 1 7:53a.m./5:51 p . m . ; Feb 15 7:36 a .m. /6:09 p . m . ; Feb 28 7:16 a .m. /6 :26 p.m. EST.



This chart Is drawn for Latitude
40° North, but should be useful
to stargazers throughout the con-
tinental United States. It repre-
sents the sky at the
local times:

Late January
Early February
Late February
Early March

This map is applicable one
either side of the above times.
A more detailed chart by George
Lovi appears monthly in the pub-
lication Sky and Telescope.

February Evening Skies

following

10 p.m.
9 p.m.
8 p.m.
7 p.m.

hour

Evening Skies appears monthly
in Science and Children.

Abrams Planetarium
Michigan State University
East Lansing, Michigan

The planets are not plotted on
this map. Check the Sky Calendar
for planet visibilities. At
chart time 9 objects of first
magnitude or brighter are visi-
ble. In order of brightness they
are: Sirius, Capella, Rigel,
Procyon, Betelgeuse, Aldebaran,
Pollux, Deneb, and Regulus.
In addition to stars, other ob-
jects that should be visible to

the unaided eye are labeled on
the map. The double star (Dbl)
at the bend of the handle of the
Big Dipper is easily detected.
The famous Orion Nebula, a cloud
of gas and dust out of which
stars are forming, is marked
(Nb) in that constellation. The

open or galactic cluster (OC1)
known as the "Beehive" can be
located between the Gemini twins
and Leo. The position of an ex-
ternal star system, called the
Andromeda Galaxy after the con-
stellation in which it appears,
is also indicated (Glx). Try to
observe these objects with un-
aided eye and binoculars.

—D. David Batch
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Call (S17)-332-STAR

SKY CALENDAR MARCH llflS
Information for helping t e a c h e r s and students observe the sky

Use this scale to
measure angular dis-
tances between objects
on diagrams below.
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SUNDAY

Morning and Evening
diagrams show sky in
mid-twilight, about
3/4 hour before sunrise
and 3/4 hour after sun-
set, respectively, from
latitude 40°N. Other
diagrams, times noted.

Evening : O,, 7
Moon Moon

in Leo .
tonight Regulus
and next
two
evenings.

E

l±*'*
Morning: Mercury 14
higher, still visible
from southern states.
Look 23° lower left of
Venus. .̂

Venus

Mercury

Morning: 21

Venus 3k

<L
Moon

ESE »

Evening: 28

Aldebaran in WSW
•

Hyades * .
Pleiades

^Moon in Taurus

MONDAY

Evening : 1

Aldebaran ^
Pleiades

J) Moon
in SW

Evening : 8

• Regulus

OMoon

E

tltl Û Ajat ^̂
Morning: Q 15

Moon

• Antares

S .̂.S.4 A SSW

Morning: 22
±L

Venus"^

ESE ( Moon »
i ̂ t̂4

Evening: Moon 29
passes Aldebaran. See
March 2.

^ Moon in Taurus
Aid •

>
Lunar Pleiades
cycles: Sidereal period
27.3 days; synodic 29.5
days. See Mar 2,29,31.

TUESDAY

Evening : 2

<3First Quarter Moon

Aldebaran •"
* Pleiades

Flow long does Moon take
to orbit Earth? Hint:
Moon passed Aldebaran
earlier today; when
will it do so again?

Tonight Moon rises 9
very nearly at sunset.
For rest of week, Moon
comes up about one hour
later each night.
Tonight, % hour after
sunset:

Full Moon
0 E

- IBB -A

Morning: 16

Moon

• Antares

S Jfcî -»l ssw

Moon comes up V/TT 23
just before Sun, so is
hard to see. Use bin-
oculars % hour before
sunup.

.ESE
Old / ^ A
(•Moon 1 ^±4^^^^f__

1% hours after 30
sunset:

* Mars (at opposi-
tion tonight, 180°

from Sun and
visible all

•Saturn night)

0 . • ESE »

Spica i ^̂ î

WEDNESDAY

Morning: If you 3
can see Mercury, then
5 bright planets are
visible. _^_
See Mar 6 ""
for Venus

ilanets
in SW.

Mercury A

ESEI • ̂ jfem
This week, watch 10
nightly shift in place
along horizon where
toon rises. Moon in
Virgo tonight and next
3 evenings. 1% hours
after sunset:

Q Moon
EI±^A _

n Moon at 17
^ Last Quarter phase,
90° (or one-quarter
circle) to west of Sun
in morning sky. Face
south at sunrise. If
you observe before
sunup, you will see
the Moon among the
stars of the constella-
tion Ophiuchus.

Mars is now retro- 24
grading (moving west)
0.4° per day. Nightly
changes in its position
will be easy to detect
next week, as the plan-
et goes only 0.2° north
of Y Vir on April 1.
2% hours 31
after sunset: Mars
Note 3rd -mag
star 0.3°
from
Mars. .Saturn
See
March 24, .s
April 1.

Moon
at First
Quarter

Jupiter tonight.

* fK >̂ BBi 4

THURSDAY

Evening: 4

•Castor OMoon
in SE

•Pollux

Procyon ,

Moon in Virgo, 11
in descending part of
zodiac. Therefore
Moon rises farther
south each night.
2% hours after
sunset :

*Mars
E OMoon
Iĵ ĵA "Saturn

Today and 18
tomorrow the Moon is
in Sagittarius, the
southernmost of the
zodiac constellations.
Accordingly, the Moon
rises farthest south
these two mornings.
Look for Moon in south-
east about 3 to 4 hours
before sunrise.

<@h 25

^̂  New Moon,
5:17 a.m. E.S.T.
(2:17 a.m. P.S.T.),
not visible. For the
rest of March, the
Moon will set over an
hour later each night.

MORNING PLANETS: Brilli
sunup. Look for MERCUR
3, 14). In the southwe
and an obtuse triangle
right (see March 6) . T
HOURS: MARS rises near
end of twilight around
end. SATURN follows cl
March 1, increasing to

set March 1, decreasing

FRIDAY

Evening : 5

•Castor

•Pollux

O
Moon

in ESE

Procyon •

3% hours after 12
sunset:

*Mars

• Saturn

•Spica

QMoon ESE _^ i

~- \ -A«aaaaV-3
FOLLOW CHANGES IN THE
POSITION AND PHASE OF
THE MOON with a 12-page
study guide containing
many diagrams, activi-
ties, and answers.
Send $1 to MOON PHASE
GUIDE, c/o address
below. It's a good
activity for ASTRONOMY
DAY, May 1, 1982.

Evening: Moon, 26
in ascending part of
zodiac, sets farther
north each night, as
does the Sun.

Young
Moon *J in

Pisces
££. W

ant VENUS rises in ESE a
Y to its lower left earl
stern sky in mid-twiligh
formed by MARS, SATURN,
HftEE PLANETS can also be
ly due east 3 hours afte
March 15, and is already
osely on the heels of Ma
9° by March 31. Don't c
away. JUPITER rises wit
to just over 2 hours af

SATURDAY

Morning : 6
Face southwest.

"""Jupiter
Saturn

Note faint • +
star 6 Vir Mars

iy south •
of Mars. SPlca

4% hours 13
after Mars *
sunset:
Moon Saturn *
and
Jupiter spica •
in
Libra.

•M- Jupiter

MoonOESE ̂ ^ J

Equinox. Sun, 20
directly over Earth's
equator, rises nearly
due east and sets near-
ly due west. Spring
begins in Earth's
northern hemisphere.
It's a good time of
year to make weekly
observations of posi-
tion of setting Sun.

Evening: 27
^JMoon

in Aries
Note
earthshine
on Moon's
dark side.
Beautiful
sigrht:^ î ft
.bout 2 hours before
y in month (see March
t are bright JUPITER
and Spica to its lower
seen DURING EVENING

T sunset March 1, at
up at dusk at month's
rs, within 3° of it on
onfuse Saturn with
hin 5 hours after sun-
ter sunset by March 31.

Robert Victor and Jenny Pon Subscription: $3.50 per year, from Sky Calendar, Abraras Planetarium, Michigan State University, East Lansing, MI 48824.
Sunrise/Sunset East Lansing: Mar 1 7:14 a.m./6:27 p.m.; Mar 16 6:49 a.m./6:45 p.m.; Mar 31 6:22 a.m./7:03 p.m. EST.



This chart is drawn for Latitude
40° North, but should be useful
to stargazers throughout the con-
tinental United States.It repre-
sents the sky at the following
local times:

Late February 10 p.m.
Early March 9 p.m.
Late March 8 p.m.

This map is applicable one hour
either side of the above times.
A more detailed chart by George
Lovi appears monthly in the pub-
lication Sky and Telescope.

March Evening Skies
Evening Skies appears monthly

in Science and Children.

Abrams Planetarium
Michigan State University

East Lansing, Michigan

The planets Mars and Saturn are
plotted for mid-March 1982. At
chart time 11 objects of first
magnitude or brighter are visi-
ble. In order of brightness
they are: Sirius, Mars, Arctur-
us, Capella, Rlgel, Procyon,
Saturn, Betelgeuse, Aldebaran,
Pollux, and Regulus.
In addition to stars, other ob-
jects that should be visible to

the unaided eye are labeled on
the map. The double star (Dbl)
at the bend of the handle of the
Big Dipper is easily detected.
The famous Orion Nebula, a cloud
of gas and dust out of which
stars are forming, is marked (Mb)
in that constellation. The open
or galactic cluster (OC1) known
as the "Beehive" can be located
between the Gemini twins and Leo.

Coma Berenices,"The hair of Ber-
enice", is another open cluster
(OC1), between Leo and Bootes.
The position of an external star
system,called the Andromeda Gal-
axy after the constellation in
which it appears, is also indi-
cated (Glx). Try to observe these
objects with unaided eye and bi-
noculars. '

—D. David Batch



©ABRAMS PLANETARIUM

CURRENT SKY INFORMATION:
Call (51?)-332-STAR

SKY CALENDAR APRIL llfiS
Information for helping teachers and students observe the sky

Use this scale to
measure angular dis-
tances between objects
on diagrams below.
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SUNDAY MONDAY

EVENING PLANETS: Bright reddish MARS adorns the
dusk. JUPITER, even brighter, is roughly 30° ea
so rises later, about 2 hours after sunset Apr 1
date of its opposition, Apr 25. About midway be
prominent evening planets lie SATURN and Spica,
diagrams on this calendar to identify these four
A fourth planet, MERCURY, becomes visible in eve
(about 3/4 hour after sunset) by Apr 20. Look v
right of Aldebaran. Its distance from that stai
13°_on_Apr 30. At month's end Mercury sets at
close of twilight and is very easy to observe.

Evening: 4

'Regulus
Moon O

Mars nearest Earth to-
night. Distance: 95
million km (59 million
miles). At year's end,
4ars will be only one-
tenth as bright as now.

Mercury at 11
superior conjunction
(beyond Sun) . Next
week it wi l l emerge
into the evening sky.
When will you first
see it?
Apr 18, Mars *
evening:

* Saturn

• Spica

Jupiter ESE

* 1 ^^^
Evening: 25

Aldebaran• *
• -j Pleiades

Moon i.
Jupiter
at
opposition.

J |̂̂ M» * WNWj,

Mars will again 5
be close to Earth in
May 1984, July 1986,
and September 1988. At
each successive approach
until 1988, Mars wi l l
be closer and brighter.
Morning:

•n O Moon
, , Mon

APr 13 Apr 12
m

Antares

A SSW

Hkjl^iMa
Morning : 19

Venus " oon

ESE

1 .dfc
Evening: 26

Aldebaran

• • Pleiades

Mercury •
W WNW

^^^ -L

TUESDAY

east to southeast at
st of (below) Mars, and
, and around sunset on
tween these two most
6° to 8° apart. Use the
bright objects,

ning mid-twilight
ery low WNW, to lower

is 29° on Apr 20,
Evening: 6

*Mars

• Saturn

E ESE
14,. .A Spica • |

Spica at opposi- 13
tion, 180° from Sun and
visible all night.
This occurs about Apr
13 each year as Earth
passes between Spica
and Sun. At dusk,
Spica is very low in
ESE. Don't confuse it
with planets; see
April 9, 18.

Morning: 20 Tuesday 27,
Venus * evening:

M°°n C ESE

- U

• Saturn

• Spica

^Jupiter

ESE SE

1 , r f>+ ^

WEDNESDAY

MORNING PLANETS: MARS,
JUPITER, and SATURN
remain in view for most
or all of night. Rotate
diagram for Apr 9, 18,
or 27 about 90° clock-
wise to show their
orientation in western
sky as morning twilight
begins. VENUS has then
just risen, s of east.

Evening: 7

Mars *

Full Moon O

•Saturn

E ESE

lAa^tA Spica " I
Once Mercury 14
becomes visible (about
a week from now) , there
will be four bright
planets visible at once
in the evening sky.
Use diagrams for the
latter part of April
to locate them. Four
planets are also visi-
ble in morning.

Morning: 21
Binoculars will help
you locate thin cres-
cent Moon in bright
twilight.

Venus -)(•

E Old Moon ESE

\£AL( _. |
Evening: 28

Castor

Pollux*

J> Moon

• Procyon

. THURSDAY

Morning : w 1
Venus reaches Venus
its greatest angular
dist from Sun for 1982,
46°' ESE

' ^^»
Morning and eve- 1
ning: Mars 0.2° N of
3rd-mag star Gamma
Virginis.

Evening: 8
Mars*

Saturn at
opposition,
visible
all night.

• Saturn

E . E S E
1*4*"°°"° SPica 1

Look at the 15
planets nightly, and
watch them retrograde!
Tonight Mars, going
0.3° per day, passes
1.1° N of 4th-mag Eta
Virginis. Jupiter,
crawling at just over
0.1° per day, passes
1.0° N of 4th-mag
Lambda Virginis.

^.Sirius

Look for these .
stars each evening.
Keep records, and
determine the last
date you can see
each star.

SW
| . f » • ̂ t A _ ||J

Evening: 29

Moon, near ing • *
First Quarter, Twins
will have passed
that phase by
tomorrow
evening.

• Procyon

FRIDAY

This is a good 2
month to study retro-
grade motion. Between
April 1 and 15, watch
*1ars go from y to n
Virginis. See Apr 15,17.

End of evening 9
twilight *
(about Mars
Ik hours
after
sunset) :

• Saturn

• Spica

Jupiter ESE

Moon L / —
n * 1 ^^^k.

(] Last Quarter; 16
Moon 90° west of Sun

in morning sky.

g^New Moon 23
^^ 3:29 p.m. E.S.T.
(12:29 p . m . P.S.T.)

•Betelgeuse

Orion's . .
belt Aldeb;

• Rigel

WSW ^^ V

fl^^^__— jbi^^l
Evening: Use 30
binoculars to see
Pleiades 2° N of
Mercury.

Aldebaran * .'

Mercury •

W WNW

SATURDAY

Evening 3
(mid-twilight) :

OMoon
in SE

" Regulus

Next week, on 10
the night of April 12,
Jupiter will retrograde
from Libra back into
Virgo. Then three
bright planets and a
bright star will appear
within that constella-
tion until mid-August,
when Mars wil l leave
Virgo.

Next week Saturn, 17
retrograding less than
0.1° per day, drifts
very slowly past Theta
Virginis. (Saturn is
1.0° N of Theta on Apr
21.) It may take
several days for you
to notice Saturn's
motion.

Saturday Apr 24,
evening : Mercury

iran «_ .' easy!

Hyades *
Pleiades

Young Mercury
1 ^ Moon ̂  1

SATURDAY, MAY 1 is
NATIONAL ASTRONOMY DAY.
Participate in the
activities planned by
your local astronomy
club, planetarium,
observatory, or group
of amateur or profes-
sional astronomers.
Uranus wi l l pass between
double star that weekend.

Robert Victor and Jenny Pon Subscription: $3.50 per year, from Sky Calendar, Abrams Planetarium, Michigan State University, East Lansing, MI 48824.
Sunrise/Sunset East Lansing:.Apr 1 6:21/19:04; Apr 12 6:02/19:16; Apr 24 5:43/19:30 EST; Apr 30 6:34/20:37(= 8:37 p.m.) EOT.



This chart is drawn for Latitude
40° North, but should be useful
to stargazers throughout the con-
tinental United States.It repre-
sents the sky at the following
local times:

Late March 10 p.m.
Early April 9 p.m.
Late April 8 p.m.

This map is applicable one hour
either side of the above times.
Add one hour for daylight savings
time. A more detailed chart by
George Lovi appears monthly in
the publication Skvand Telescope.

April Evening Skies
Evening Skies appears monthly

in Science and Children.

Abrams Planetarium
Michigan State University

East Lansing, Michigan

The planets Mars, Jupiter, and
Saturn are plotted for mid-April
1982. At chart time U objects
of first magnitude or brighter
are visible. In order of bright-
ness they are: Jupiter, Sirius,
Mars, Arcturus, Vega, Capella,
Rigel, Procyon, Saturn, Betel-
geuse, Aldebaran, Spica, Pollux,
and Regulus.

In addition to stars, other ob-
jects that should be visible to
the unaided eye are labeled on
the map. The double star (Dbl)
at the bend of the handle of the
Big Dipper is easily detected.
The famous Orion Nebula, a cloud
of gas and dust out of which
stars are forming,is marked (Mb)

in that constellation. The open
or galactic cluster (OC1) known
as the "Beehive" can be located
between the Gemini twins and Leo.
Coma Berenices, "This-hair of Ber-
enice", is another open cluster
(OC1), between Leo and Bootes.
Try to observe these objects with
unaided eye and binoculars.

—D. David Batch



6 Oakhill Avenue GreensbuiK. Pennsylvania 13601r Phone frl2-83&-7768

PA
"30401

This information is important in helping to find an Answer to these mysteries. Please
coaplete this fora caref ully, and return it promptly to the above address. Thank you.

Haaet \\ . & . V\QnS?COVS _ Date filled outt 4 ' H '
™*̂ ^T

Address t^V^ . *2 - ^OX. 4^4 U^E^y

Phone i (A l2VoS7-2<£<3Z(-/0r70 Occupation*

Location where sighting took place V\o^\\ LU K3&\U-£T7C^ *-/ 'Pfi .

_ _ closest toim/Cityi /^3£r// fo03//&£7ad County ofi

Date of Sighting ( 4"/~#2. _ Tiae 7-' X^"~ ( '̂'OC) (AM)

How aany witnesses were there including yourself? ' ̂  5 --- Please list" their names and

address for us.>A\A ^(^ £ fY) O iJ } 7~£IZ&1 frig <±Ji FE ' £)U£) filL

Vhat was the witness(es) doing at the tiae of slghting?g/?p

What direction were the object(s) traveling? grTt^V \QUfl02L) g

TUl

How many objects were seen, and what did they look like? please describe.

}JU î U/flP^? /Q*j£//jA OP #T

Approxiaate altitude of the objecti

Give an indication of the size of the object. Compare it to something you are faalliar
with. D&R.

What color was the object? QQF%_\ _ Was the entire object the sane color?

If not please explain i _ . _ Did the object appear solid?

Did the object give off light? U 6^ — -_-If so, how bright was it and did the brightness
remain at the aaae intensity? /J/T/^-fg CiU CP-QFT OJ^gg vffcVTj 5^ ftm^^TLrtKUg)-^

Were any flashing lights visible?J^SS Did the °^J«ct appear steady, or
did it appear to wobble? JjsTg^ Dui Please describe t

Was there any smoke,flame or exhaust visible at any tlme?_

Did the object move continually, or did it at any time stop or hover? Please explain.

How long did you observe the object(s) ? 4^ Tin

Was there any indication of Intelligent control of the object? Please explaini

Were any physical markings or residue found at the scene? Explain, and Indicate if any
samples are available for analysis i "2" 7>/I> jLJbT" 2g)O £1

Were you moving in a vehicle when you observed the object? JLJ(O If so did you

stop at any tiae to watch it?



,re the weather conditions at the tiae of the sighting? C, Lp,C\ (2

yroximate teaperature at the tiae of sighting? oO "^

Did the object create any Bound?jLQ If so please describe i_

Did the object at any tiae, emit a beaa or shower of Bparks?̂ ^ If BO please describe

err TiniE o/^ mi-n f>i /Thug, TT T^T^ocgf) TT> C^T^ETT^ RisniLn® TQ
*~" -

Do you feel the object was intelligently controlled? If BO please explain

If Bore than one object, did they keep a formation Please describei

Did you notice any change in your body teaperature during the observation?

Did you notice any unusual odor or smell? If so describe

Was there any loss of power or other electrical interference at the tiae of the sighting?

j If so please describe!

Vas there any radio or TV interference noted? T£S describe i>S\tf-NL«ju. V

^ .Vas there any unusual animal behavior? If so describe i /JQ

Vas the object (s) observed through any optical device? If BO what type of instrument
and what magnification?

Did you see any fora of life in the area of, or emerge from the UFO? If so please
describe and sketch on back showing any details you saw« /-/U

Have you had any period of time you can't account for? JL/O Please explain i

Have youhad any unusual «• reoccurring dreaas after your sighting? If so describe ayouhad

Did you notice any burning, itching or tearing of eyes, during or after the observation?
please explain jL/O _ _ _

Have you noticed any unexplained bruises or acars on your body? If ao pleaae explain

Did you experience any other physical discomfort during or after the observation? Pleaae

explain t _ f^}G _ ' _

Do you wear glasses or contact lenses? If so were you wearing them, at the time of the
sighting? Vg£ _ Do you have knowledge of Astronomy? /JO _

Save you ever seen a UFO before? SoP£Zf so when and what did you see?



/ou report the sighting to
an investigation^

Pfcge-3

agency? If so state agency's naae and whether they

After reporting the sighting, did any one question you about the sight ing ?_
who was the person? "

If so

Are there any military installations, water reservoirs, power stations, or
la the area where the sighting occurred? V^S Descries bJpr&2 . & Tf^Co

or power lines

In the following apace ple&se draw & sketch of what you saw. Please use additional
paper if necessary. Indicate with arrows any features and show any details that were
apparent. Please indicate any colors that could be seen.

(Sketch by witness)

Yere any photographs taken? If ao please enclose the photo or negatives for us to study,
These will be returned if you wisht ,jUO _ _

Use this section and the back page to describe in your own words details of the experience.
Start at the beginning and include all details no natter how unimportant they may sera to
you. This is actually the aoet important section of this fozn.

Pil
.
J

r.LAAS 44*

£UBUJLJ6 dfrr
£r\Llr>U

Xt, SGJLJpne-'Roe±. Or Xome Ttie

gun c,c»Jr^rr$
. To



Page-5

continue your narrative description on this paget ~T~ ~\ ^\ro6 y\T -3>l

Ttif: FLUID PemPiueb T T?&J PS t

TT

kv -~r\\e

,

EFFECT. &f> 1*1^ LUBurr ou QEtooT OUK.

(^omfe OPT "TM TA/F

LiT> TO ILUSTftll

TO

"T^Xt=: IVNRST T^jT TlllS T^P.OSTJf. /Qmnojc^r- C->F fXl^uT I ti

~Ttt& c.aP . Ps T Srfrre EDizti&fc MJ

If you need a ore space ple&se continue oa tack or use additional paper,

" I declare the above to be a full and true account of my experience, to the "best of
ay knowledge and belief."

(1) My naae may be used in conjunction with f\i

- ' ̂
this study, and in serious publications re-
suiting therefrca." (SENATURE)' (̂  (DATE)

(2) " I prefer to remain anonymous.1
(SICKATUHE; (DATE)

If you have had any other type of strange or unexplained experience in your life which
•ay or Bay not be related to your UFO sighting pleaae give details.
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AadUU.LAl.jLUn run ifli. OlUUl ur 1/u, uniy/u-i^ jnp.n

Oakhill Avenue Greensburg, Pennsylvania 13601

Slghting Report

Phone *»12-838-7766

This information is iaportant in helping to find an answer to these mysteries. Please
complete this form carefully, and return it promptly to the above address. Thank you.

Kane i To^iO Date fined outi •$/- /5"-

Address

Phone t

i 7? b . M?-

Oceupationt

Location where sighting took place QUeA. pen* e f t .

,
closest town/City i

Date of Sighting t

County ofi

/ /£££. Tine 7//S"" _ (AM)

y ,̂g/y(
7

(PM)

How many witnesses were there including yourself?

address for us. He A> ##,*/ f/^c/ ~7*&# V

Please list their names and

7 ̂ // ^ <-/

;cj Lf4- -rtj t/ do-i i/eWhat was the witness(es) doing at the tiae of sighting?

What direction were the object(s) traveling? jU0/V IT

How many objects were seen, and what did they look like? please describe. Cf-r -f/ZSr O/" C

of the objects / /

Give an indication of the size of the object. Compare it ta something you are fan! liar
wi th /f/g.w Ldda-e tesr\ -4-h.Y £o«A)cA

What colr was the object?^y

If not please explaini

y><y GetHs Was the entire object the sane color? v/y»5

_ Did the object appear solid?

Did the object give off light? yS
remain at the sa^e intensity?

If so, how bright was it and did the brightness
I-f aa&*4v iJefl-t* haioM ~t\*-t*Jcti*\. -H<»5 i s u j K t > v ?l

_
Please describei Q^ X-l-

Were any flashing lights visible?
did it appear to wobble? ^-/^g/cJ
tutu lot T

Was there any saoke,flaae or exhaust visible at any A tine?ff.S
~

Did the object appear steady, or

Did the object nove continually, or aid it at any tine atop or hover? Please explain.
(&

f j. * '
How long did you observe the object(s) ? 4 00*1 T

Was there any Indication of Intelligent control of the object? Please explain t
k^4 eouf/i Uo^^

Were any physical Barkings or residue found at the scene? Explain, and indicate if any
samples are available for analysis» ̂  L*J ^ G/ft/ /^ci^ /sioK A/? t>^u^, Oft-

a a *st*- —
If so did youWere you moving in a vehicle when you observed the object? f\)$



Bage-2

were the weather conditions at the tine of ^he sighting? li^o^ a.\je£y cUt> A.

Approximate temperature at the time of sighting? 0*>/uJg?/<J £o " ofl-

Did the object create any sound? /Up If so please describe!

Did the object at any tine, emit a baaa or shower of sparks?vH5f^ If so please describe ^7^

c-l- S^QolrfJ TO

Do you feel the object was intelligently controlled? If BO please explain Z /•"///

CoM \gu-e

If aore than one object, did they keep a formation Please describe! ftjfl

Did you notice any change in your body temperature during the observation? ~L 4f(4 a* T/
T/foj/n **i w h-recT -fc my VorS + AJStsrA- hoc/ //cs -ft/'i^ij t^c/t.^_
Did you notice any unusual odor or saell? If so describe /t>of Sf/A.*€ c^<?<> u€Vi^ £JLLC.i4ffJ

Was there any loss of power or other electrical interference at the tine of the sighting?

If BO please describe i _ T i*JQ5 o^-r 5 lfj<e _

Was there any radio or TV interference noted? _]/?$ describes-?-~-
Vas there any unusual anlaal behavior? If BO deacribei

Was the object (s) observed through any optical device? If so what type of instrument
and what magnification? W-fs ••E'gl-f $cQ/>"g CgO X

Did you see any form of life in the area of, or eaerge from the UFO? If so please
describe and sketch on back showing any details you sawi

Have you had any period of tiae you can't account for? fi)p Please explain i

Have you had any unusual sr reoccurring dreaas after your sighting? If so describe »

Did you notice any burning, Itching or tearing of eyes, during or after the observation?
please explain flJt> _ _ _

Have you noticed any unexplained bruises or scars on your body? If so please explain tVO

Did you experience any other physical discomfort during or after the observation? Please

explain t CT/A./31. k-S*. d.

Do you wear glasses or contact lenses? If BO were you wearing them at the time of the
sighting? /t> O _ Do you have knowledge of Astronoay?

Have you ever seen a UFO before? If eo when and what did you see?_



id you report the sighting to any agency? If so state agency's nsae Aai whether they
conducted an invest igatiom

? If
u4 !•Ku4 !•/>&. folC O lirtflt

After reporting the sighting, did any one question you about the sighting? V5 If •<>
who was the person? /

Are there any military installations, water reservoirs, power stations, or power lines
ia the area where the sighting occurred? Vte Describe uWf/z~ 4- oouo <? (L i i ^ r v

la the following space please draw & sketch of wh&t you s&w. Plaaae use additional
paper if necess&ry. Indic&te with arrows any features and show any details that were
app&rente Please Indicate any colors that could be Been.

(Sketch by witness)

Were any photographs taken? If so please enclose the photo or negatives for us to study.
These will "be returned if you wishi

Use this section and the back page to describe in your own words details of the experience.
Start at the beginning and include all details no matter how uniaportant they may seen to
you. This is actually the most important section of this fora.

_L s> u~+ o~ rib"""***

TO ~^ JZT-A

,
b/2f

ujQu

T-t-

/•/



continue your narrative description on this pag«» #S IT t^w zkiri uJ<H

a

V\<L\ i*sQ5 aoiA' f$sJ Sn^ ecu (<? Qp-f~ ejymy u'~ Av^iQfcS

,3 gA1 / >i. Hout ft, f /Z. <> » C

u/\

. o

/ f Jl /
y «3 iCTti'A.t° USOH'Cr a*ST~ 1/rR.i-i/ ' ~ J /

ua\ L* n/f^coo , -L.'^c-/

^ w <A) & tvgs--u^Qftr niO-gc-HQ-^ <3,̂  - - ^ on\tcZ\ UJ<*£ ff*

'T'&r- 4(&* 0/y>lf /J5rifi'*JC} C/j) (&O/>£f/ ~fctSQ 5/no//^/£ O/tlfC^TS O/JZ <fti-nr^ fQCsfa <ilCff 0*~
— ' " ' i/

cx

•̂  J
If you need aore space please continue on back or use additional p&per.

STATEMENT

" I declare the above to be a full and true account of ay experience, to the best of
ny knowledge and belief."

(1) My name say be used in conjunction with
this study, and in serious publications ___________
suiting therefrom." (SIG1KTURE;

(2) " I prefer to reaain anonymous."
(STSKATURE) (DATEj

If you have had any other type of strange or unexplained experience in your life which
•ay or may not be related to your UFO sighting please give details.
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UFO NO APRIL FOOL'S PRANK - Dan Eageman, of North Washing-
ton, holds a sketch of an unidentified craft he and two otters claim
they sighted Thursday evening over the wooded area in the backround.
Kageman said the metallic, triangular object hovered noiselessly, over
the trees for. about a'half hour and had bright lights but no wings. A
similar sighting was reported by two 'motorists in the area the previ-
o u s evening. - . . . . _ Leroy Andre photo

(r'/^N f" •rU 5&%
' No Fool's Jrke

CEICORA - T!.ree ar.j ix;,i-
dcr.ls believe Jheir sIjjLtiag of a
UFO on Thu.fdsy evening vrrs nnt
an April Fool's joke.

Ban KcjjsfSED' cud Kor.xsd £r«J
Tesri Koaston v:atcbed en era-
itfeatjfiedl object for over a tr!f an
S*OQr at fifoe ITfgcrK^n resic'vace
r»car XorClb WEfcfcilBjjtoa ES ".*«ey
we -! ed on Kegeiraan's Jcsp.

"'^e two mea v.'?{cLed ^e p; y
irri U;!!ic, tracagdar olbJSect ES it
fciovsred over t^e wcads rHwet 2"?D
feet away. After getttrg bSrf5cr??rs
£L>jd a telesce^e, Teeri j'.Lie,^ Cr..c
nen £nd waltcted ES t!»e f !»jc.ict
[tested ove"Le£d.

¥i':2g§ or raate a astse, bat bright
lights b!«aied in rotation in the
front wuich gave a fca!o illumina-
tion.

When the craft was overhead, it
divided. "The parent craft contin-
ued vest crossing Route 38 and
circled back with the lights much
brighter," said Hageman. "Then a
jet plane approached from the east,
and the craft silently and instantly
went straight up, and disappeared."

He said the lights were brighter
than a dusk-to-dawn light or the
lights of an airplane, and that no-
body lives near the area where he
spotted the object. .

A resident of his present home
for the last two years, Hageman
said he never viewed any similar
objects, but many planes and heli-
copters fly overhead. He added that
the sight of the object gave him
"cold shivers." .. - ' ,

Similarly, two motorists who
were traveling from West Sunbury
to Hooker on Wednesday evening
said they saw bright lights in the
sky that seemed to hover over
North Washington. Both said that
the lights were top stationary to be
aircraft. • - ; .



CLEVELAND, TEXAS UFO SIGHTING

May 22, 1932

Witness: Jon Mark McDonald, P.O. Box 1377, Cleveland, Texas
77327. Telephone: (713) 592-9788

Investigator: John F. Schuessler, P.O. Box 58485, Houston, Texas
77258-8485. Telephone: (713 488-2884

vrt Sighting time and location: Saturday, May 22, 1982, at 10:57 pm,
^ near Cleveland, Texas, on Gladstell Road near the pipeline

crossing.,

•5 The witness is employed as a deputy sheriff for Liberty County,
k~ Texas.

^ SUMMARY REPORT

Q Officer Jon McDonald was on routine patrol on Gladstell Road at
— approximately 10:57 pm, May 22, 1982, when he observed two very

bright lights in the sky just above the trees at the pipeline
crossing. He stopped the patrol car and watched the lights bob

ff up and down behind the treeline. He then trained his patrol
** car's spotlight in the direction of the unidentified lights and
— the lights immediately blacked out. Theuhe turned the automobile
^ lights off also.

** The unidentified lights came back on and the object appeared to
y be flying in his direction (southwesterly). The object f1ew
^ slowly over his location at about 1000 feet altitude. He again
2 turned the automobile spotlight toward the object, a large dull

gray diamond shaped thing, half the size of a football field.
The object had a blinking red light in the center and steady red
lights on each point. A bright white light was seen on each side
of the forward point of the diamond. After he looked at the
object, .he turned the spotlight off and watched the object fly
away to the southwest.

a
2 *
<* INTERVIEW NOTES
-J
w
JTj The following notes are from an interview with Jon McDonald on
j May 28, 1982. The interview was conducted by John F. Schuessler.

0
Code: JS = John Schuessler JM = Jon McDonald

10 JM: At about 10:55 or 56 I went back in service from a
<" restaurant out there on Hwy. 59, just, oh I'd say, three miles



out of Cleveland, south of Cleveland, called the M and L
Restaurant. We've been having a lot of hot cars come up on
Gladstall road and so I was headed north on Hwy 59. I turned o-f-f
in about one and one half miles, about hal-fway between Cleveland
and the truckstop I was at. I turned down Gladstall road and
while looking for stolen cars I noticed they'd wired up a
pipeline crossing where we normally -find 'em. Off to my left
there was a bunch of towers, radio towers, with red blinking
lights. To the west of the towers I saw a very bright light,
barely above the treetops. I shined my spotlight at it. I
figured it was an airplane or something or another, and it kept
getting closer. Course, I got out of my car and I looked around.
Then it went behind the treetops so I couldn't see anything.
It's sort of like a stair-stepping deal. It would be up and then
it'd stairstep itself back behind a tree. Thenit would come back
up the same way. Then I noticed there was five lights on it all
together '— red lights. And they were in a diamond formation.
And the middle one was blinking. There was one at the front, one
on each side, and one on the tail. And there was two bright
lights that were coming at me. They would just come up and go
down. I mean, stair-step itself down and stair-step itself back
up. I shined my spotlight at it and the lights went out.

The whole thing just disappeared actually. So, I turned out my
headlights and everything so I could get a better view if it came
back into my view. I got out of my car and was standing there.
I did not hear anything at all; but it wasn't a minute or so and
it re-appeared and this time it wasn't very far away.

JB: About what distance would you consider that to be — fifty
feet, or a mile, or what?

JM: No sir, it was about 5OO yards to where I last saw it. I
was on one side of the pipeline and it was on the other side of
the pipeline. The pipeline is 100 yards wide at that point. I
was on the west side of the pipeline and the object was on the
east. It was headed in a southwesterly direction, in other
words, towards me. It was about 1000 feet in the air and not
even 500 yards away. When 1 saw it I turned my spotlight on and
it went right over me. It wasn't 800 feet in the air, oh, 1000
feet maybe. And it didn't-make a single solitary noise.

I looked at it and shined my spotlight on it and I could plainly
see it. It was in a diamond shape, y'know, all four corners were
rounded; but- it was in a diamond shape. I followed it with my
spotlight in a southwest direction.

There is no artificial lighting other than my headlights and I
didn't even have them on. The only thing I had on was my
spotlight.

When I turned my spotlight off, it wasn't. 15 seconds until I
heard a whine and it just took off. That was all.



JS: A whine and it was gone then?

JM: Yeah, it sounded like a, not a turbine, but it would have to
be something nuclear powered.

JS: When you -followed it with your spotlight, did you get a
reflection off it from the spotlight?

JM: My beam wouldn't reach it. The only thing I could really
see was a grayish color. Uh, I don't know how you'd say grayish.
It was like a dirty galvanized steel. You know what that looks
like?

JS: Yes, I sure do.

JM: It's not shiny, but it's a gray, dirty, dirty gray. That is
all I could see.

JS: Why do you think you could see that being it was night?

JM: Well, I was able to see the shape of the object and I was
able to see just the color and configuration of it and that was
about it.

JS: Those lights on the points - were they all red?

JM: All red. All five lights were red.

JS: To recap: It went out for a short time period and it came
back on. When it came back on, you put your spotlight on it and
it went overhead and continued to the southwest and then it came
up with a whine and was gone.

JM: Right!

JS: OK, did you get any other calls on your network?

JM: No sir.

JS: Could you estimate the sire of the abject as it went
overhead? How much of the sky did it black out?

JM: I'd say you could fit 10 cars into the square it would form
if it was placed on the ground.

JS: What was the condition of the sky? Was it cloudy or clear?

JM: It was partly cloudy. They had forecasted rain. It was
humid.

JS: Did you notice any effects on the trees? Did they move as
the object went overhead?



JM: No. There wasn't movement of anything. Fact is, it was
extraordinarily still. I couldn't hear anything.

JS: There were no animal sounds either then?

JM: No.

JS: Do you normally hear animal sounds when you're out like
that?

JM: You hear crickets and stuff like that.

JM: My radio wasn't even talking I don't believe. Cause I
wasn't listening -for it. I was infatuated with the object, so I
wasn't listening to my radio.

JS: You got out and turned the car off so there was no way o-f
knowing if it was affected.

JM: No, other than my radio wouldn't work. I'm saying there was
nothing I could hear. See, I have like a scanner, police
scanner, in my car, a police radio, and another police radio.
I've got three radios that are on constantly even though you turn
the key off.

JS: And you heard nothing on any of them?

JM: Not that I could think of. I don't remember hearing anybody
call for me or anything like that.

JS: When the object went overhead, did it have any effect on
your spotlight, any change of intensity, or anything like that
affected the field of the car? Did the light dim?

JM: No.

JS: Did you personally feel anything?

JM: No, other than being excited. I was sort of nervous, but
other than being infatuated with it, I was just - over
energeti c.

JS: You didn't suffer any ill effects?

JM: NO.

JM: I submitted an Offense Report to the sheriff's department at
the instructions of the dispatcher.

JS: Will you send me a copy of that report?

JM: Yes.



JS: Can you summarize the sighting for me?

JM: The object was -flat on the bottom side. It had a blinking
red light in the middle and a steady red light on each corner.
There was one bright white light on each side of the nose. A-fter
I looked at the object and turned off my spotlight, I heard a
high-pitched whine and the object diasppeared in a second heading
in a southwesterly direction. After seeing the object I called
my sargeant and advised him of what I had seen. He advised me to
write a report.

JS: Do you have any objection if I use this report publicly?

JM: No.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

At 11:00 am on May 22, 1982, Mrs. Vickie Landrum and her
neighbors watched five CH-47 Chinook helicopters pass over
Dayton, Texas going in the direction of Cleveland, Texas. This
helicopter report was made by Mrs. Landrum to John Schuessler and
to Lt. Col George Sarran of the U.S. Army Inspector General's
Office on May 25, 1982 <three days before the interview with Jon
McDonald). There may be no significance to the overflight of
five CH-47s on the same day as a large diamond shaped object was
seen over Cleveland, Texas; but it is entered here for the
record.
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OFFENSE REPORT
LIBERTY COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

LIBERTY. TEXAS

Case No

Distnrt .

—* f " • ' T-?T ^
14./DATE, DAY. TIME /(x, T 15. VEHICLE USED (Tag No. & State)

S - M - T - W - T - F f V £-

17. WEAPON, TOOL, FORCE USED 18. PHOTOS CODE: 0 - Owner R - Reportee

YES NO W - Witness P - Parent. Guardian

19. NAME (Last. First. Middle) CODE RES. ADDRESS RES. PHONE BUS. PHONE

20.

21.

22. NATURE OF INJURIES & LOCATION OF BODY 23. HOSPITAL ADMITTED

DISMISSED

24. TRANSPORTED BY: 25. TREATED BY.

26. TYPE OF PROPERTY TAKEN 27. VALUE 28. EXACT LOCATION OF PROPERTY

29. POINT OF ENTRY 30. VEH.FROM WHICH THEFT OCCURED (Year. -Tag. etc.)

31. M.O.. ACTIONS OR EXACT WORDS OF SUSPECT

32. IDENTIFY SUSPECTS BY NUMBER (Name, Address. Sex. Race, Age. Height. Weight. Eyes. Hair, Etc.)

1.

2.

SHOW-UP

YES NO
MAGISTRATE OR LEGAL WARNING

(Attach Form, Time, Deputy)

MULTIPLE CLEAR UP

YES NO
(Use other case numbers
and co-defendant's name)

EVIDENCE OR PROPERTY RECOVERED

YES (Describe) NO

IN PROPERTY ROOM

YES NO
TAG NO. TO CRIME LAB

YES NO.

A. REC'D.'CALL

AM

PM

RADIO

P.S..

ARRIVED

AM

PM

AMBULANCE

DVR.

RIDER

HOSPITAL

DR.

TIME M.E. INJURY

INSTRUCTIONS: Record activity in case subsequent to last report, give names, address, dates, and time of all personal interviews and
attach witness statements, if any. Record statements of unfavorable facts or of spouse of defendant.

ITEM NO

INTRODUCTION:
A. Your location when you received call.
8 . From whom you received cal l .
C. Time you received call.
D. Time vou .irrivud nt scene.
E. F i r s t o f f i c e r or o f f i c e r s at scene.
F . immediate f indings nt scene.

1. Type offense. (Shot. stab, direct violence.)
2. Victim still nt scene or moved by ambulance.
3. Of fense committed by whom.
4. Defencinnt n r res tec ' - s t t l l nt scene-f led sc



SCENE SUMMARY:
A. Description of scene
B Signs of struggle lit any)
C. Exit-entry.
D. Recovery of weapon or instrument used, if found HI scene.-
E. Visibil i ty. (Night-dey-how lighted)

HEAL EVIDENCE:
A. Movable.

1. Guns or weapons recovered at scene.
2. Other instruments used and recovered at scene.
3. Articles dropped or lost by fugitive.

(Hat. pants, pen. pencil, lighter, etc.)
4. Articles dropped by victim.
5. Notes.

B . Immovable.
1. Bullet holes in wall, door, floor, etc.
2. Broken furniture, doora. windows.

C. Scientific Aids.
1. Fingerprints.
2. Photos.
3. Measurements.
4. Sketches.
5. Footprints.
6. Tool Marks.

DETAILS OF OFFENSE:
A. Summary of facts leading to commission of crime.
B. How committed.
C. With what commuted (if known.) "^*TJK%~VJL*

x 9\~L-t* ^J-flL .rv,-

PERSONS WANTED:
A. Full description.
B . Address (last, if known.)
C. Mode of escape or flight.
O. Description and license of car.

DISPOSITION:
A. Arrest (if any.)

1. Wh«re
2. By whom.
3. When.
4. Assisting officers on arrest.
5. Other details of arrest.
6. Oral Warning by who. lime.

B . Unfounded.
C. Cleared due to lack of prosecution on the part of complainant.

34 REPCjRTING DEPTY, UNIT , S.S. NO. 35. STATUS (Ch«ck one) 36. DATE & TIME OF

UNFOUNDED OPEN REPORT:

CLOSED SUSPENDED

37. SECOND DEPUTY UNIT. BADGE, S.S. NO. 38. SUPEFIV1SOR, APPROVING UNIT, BADGE NO.



JOHN F. SCHUESSLER
P.O.Box 58485
Houston, TX 77257-8435

POl_[CEMAN ENCOUNTERS HUGE DIAMOND UFO

Flying discs, spheres, and cigars have been reported nearly
continuously ^or the past, thirty-five years. However, during the
past decade an ever increasing number of triangular and diamond
shaped objects have been 31? en in the skies, adding a new
dimension to the UFO my^Ler y .

During the 1980 Chr i stmas holiday season, three people
encountered a large,, glowing., diamond-shaped object, havering
over a dart east Texas road. The injuries they suffered are now
familiar to UFO investigators around the globe. Nevertheless,
the object remain s un i. d t:i 1 1 i f i ed ..

A similar object was sighted near Cleveland, Texas, on May
22, 19B2. Jon McDonald, a deputy sheriff for Liberty County, was
on routine patrol just a few miles from the location of the
earlier incident when he cb--;c->r vecl two bright lights just over the
top of the tall pine trees.

Officer McDonald explained how stolen cars were being driven
from Houston and abandoned in that darh wooded area. At 10:57
that night he was alone in his patrol car when his UFO encounter
began,. The? surroundings were -familiar. He was at the pipeline
crossing on Gladutall Road, a favorite dumping spot for stolen
cars. Because the pipeline is the only open area in the dense
woods he checked to see that I he area was closed to traffic by a
heavy wire fence.. To his 1 t.'-f t he could -i-.ee the red blinking
lights atop some-: towers; but. just beyond the towers appeared two
very bright white lights.

The east Texas Piney Woods is stiJ.1 relatively unspoiled;
covered with trees and dense undergrowth. The human population
is sparse and the nights dark. An officer on patrol must know
the location of homes., businesses, and other man-made items.
When an unusual light is spotted the officer is immediately
alert. Therefore, when Deputy McDonald saw the two lights just
over the trees he immediately flashed his spotlight in their
di recti on „ He figured the lights were on a i ow flying airplane.
Nevertheless, he got out of the car for a look around; but the
lights sunk out of sight below the treetops.

Soon the Ijqhts reappeared,. Ht> said "They would just come
up and go down. I mean, stairstep itself down and stairstep
itself back up- I whined my spotlight on it and the lights went
out. "

The office?"- was on one sidto of the pipeline and the object
was on the other - about 500 yards away. At that point he could
see red lights in e\ diamond fcDrmation, with one? blinking red
light in the center. Its flight path was from the northeast to
the southwest, directly over the? officer's head. He said it was
about 100O feet in the: air and closing rapidly.

When the object went overhead he shined his ,spotl ight on it.



"I could plainly soe i t , " he said. "It was in a diamond shape,
y•"!••• now., all four corners were rounded; but it was in a diamond
shape." He went on to describe? the color as grayish? like a
dirty galvanised s-teel - "a dirty, dirty gray.." And it was
large. "I'd say you could -fit ten cars into the square it would
form if it was plactjd on the ground."

The night was warm and humid and the sky was partly cloudy!
but the forest was very still.. In fact, he didn't hear tha
normal sounds of the crickets and small animals. The object,
too, was silent as it glided overhead.

Officer McDonald swi uht->d off his spotlight and stood in the
darkness as the huge diamond shaped object moved on to the
southwest. In a few seconds he heard a whine1 and the object just
tool; off. That, was all. When asl--ed to describe the sound, he
said "it sounded like a, noL a turbine., but it would have to be
something nucleared powered."

Fortunately., the officer had an interesting experience
without ill effects.. When he reported the experience to the
dispatcher via the poli.ce radio, he was told to submit an
official Offense Report, Officer McDonald gave his permission
for this report to be made? public! suggesting it might be helpful
to others in future sighting situations.

end,

NOT FOR PUBLICATION:

Jon Mark McDonald, P.O. Box .1.-I'77, Cleveland, Texas 77327.
Telephone: (713) 592-9788

Copy of the police report attached (also not for publication)
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•i
OFFENSE REPORT

LIBERTY COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT
LIBERTY. TEXAS

Case No.
District

1. NAME OF DEFENDANT (S) (Last, First, Middle)

3. COMPLAINANT (Last, First, Middle) 4. ADDRESSi 5. HOME PHONE

*•"—• r ""^.T '^*" - -•• -*-- vlls
j£jl-'"-^^T^y g •<-» i I J*̂

8. DOB 9. COMPLAINANT'S EMPLOYER (Occupation)/6. SEX 7. RACE

11. HOURS EMPLOYED (Describe name & type premises)

U.jQATE. DAY, TIME /O,' T 7 15. VEHICLE USED (Tag No. & State)

17. WEAPON, TOOL, FORCE USED 18. PHOTOS CODE: 0 - Owner R - Reportee

YES NO ^-Witness P - Parent. Guardian

19. NAME (Last, First, Middle) CODE RES. ADDRESS RE îsPHONE BUS. PHONE

20.

21.

22. NATURE OF INJURIES & LOCATION OF BODY 23. HOSPITAL/ ADMITTED

DISMISSED

24. TRANSPORTED BY: 5. TREATED BY:

26. TYPE OF PROPERTY TAKEN 27. VALUE 28. T LOCATION OF PROPERTY

^

29. POINT OF ENTRY 30. VEH FROM WHICH JHEF> OCCURED (Year, Tag, etc.)

31. M.O., ACTIONS OR EXACT WORDS OF SUSPECT

Height, \e32. IDENTIFY SUSPECTS BY NUMBER (Name. Address, SeifcRace, Age. Hei t. Eyes. Hair, Etc.)

1.

2.

SHOW-UP
YES NO

MAGISTRATE OR LEGAL WARNING "VV
(Attach Form, Time, Deputy) xv MULTIPLE CLEAR UP

YES NO
(Use other case numbers
and co-defendant's name)

IN PROlfERW RO\W
yh NO

EVIDENCE OR PROPERTY RECOVERED
YES (Describe)

TAG NO. TO CRIME LAB
YES NO.

_\
A. REC'D. CALL

AM

PM

RADIO
P.S..

ARRIVE: \ HOSPITAL

DR.

TIME M.E. INJURY

INSTRUCTIONS: Record activity in kase subsequent to last report, give names, address, dates, and time of all personal interviews and
attach witness statferVtentS., if any. Record statements of unfavorable facts or of spouse of defendant.

ITEM NO

INTRODUCTION:
A. Your location when you received call.
B. From whom you received call.
C. Time you received call.
D. Time you drrivtid ot scene.
E. First o f f i cer or o f f i ce rs at scene.
F. Immediate findings at scene.

1. Type offense. (Shot, stab, direct violence.)
2. Victim still <it scene or moved by ambulance.
3. Offense committed by whom.
4. Defendant arrested-stil l at scene-fled scene.



SCENE SUMMARY:
A. Description of scene.
B Signs of struggle. (If any)
C. Exit-army.
D. Recovery of weapon or instrument used, if found at scene.
i. Visibility. (Night-dayhow lighted)

REAL EVIDENCE:
A. Movable.

1. Guns or weapons recovered at scene.
2. Other instruments used and recovered at scene.
3. Articles dropped or lost by fugitive.

(Hat. pants, pen. pencil, lighter, etc.)
4. Articles dropped by victim.
5. Notes.

B. Immovable.
1. Bullet holes in wall. door, floor, etc.
2. Broken furniture, doors, windows.

C. Scientific Aids.
1. Fingerprints.
2. Photos.
3. Measurements.
4. Sketches.
5. Footprints.
6. Tool Marks.

DETAILS OF OFFENSE:
A. Summary of facts leading to con-mission of crime.
B. How committed.
C. With what committed (if known.)

/•vA_/(/yjr>.fl<-tAy -Jk&f. nj'./w^i/ £J-> '/a. PL/ /?
:£££? gkr̂ lfaR oXo flT/̂ J

PERSONS WANTED:
A. Full description.
B. Address (last, if known.)
C. Mode of escape or flight.
D. Description and license of car.

DISPOSITION:
A. Arrest (if any.)

1. Where
2. By whom.
3. When.
4. Assisting officers on arrest.
5. Other details of arrest. ———————
6. Oral Warning by who. time.

B. unfounded.
C. Cleared due to lack of prosecution on the part of complainant.

34. REPORTING DEPUTY. UNIT. BADGE, S.S. NO.

£fry\y})\. yW^r^JilJ/m f&
u
37. SECOND DEPUTY UNIT, BADGE, S.S. NO.

•'

35. STATUS (Chech one)

UNFOUNDED OPEN L^

CLOSED SUSPENDED

36. DATE & TJME OF

REPORT: ///5~o«?/'<—
f

38. SUPERVISOR, APPROVING UNIT. BADGE NO.



By John Schuassler

TEXAS DEPUTY HAS
CLOSE ENCOUNTER

"Police^officeTs^aTe'frequent spotters ~
of Unidentified Flying objects. Many
get involved during routine patrols,
while others are called to the scene by
frightened citizens. Whatever the case
may be, the officers are trained to
observe and report in a detailed, fact-
ual manner, their testimony is nearly
always accepted as ture in a court of
law.

On May 22, 1982, Liberty County,
Texas, Deputy Sheriff Jon McDonald
was on routine patrol near Cleveland,
Texas. He was hoping to catch car
thieves from the Houston area in the
act of stripping stolen automobiles,
leaving the unwanted hulks among the
trees of the dense Piney Woods. In-
stead, he found something much more
bizarre.

At 10:57 p.m. he came to an opening
through the woods caused by a pipe-
line right-of-way. Some distance away
he could see two very bright lights just
above the trees. Knowing the area was

"devioid"of"any"manTrna(le~lighrsources-
he immediately assumed the lights
were on a low flying airplane and exited
his patrol car for a better view.

The lights just disappeared, then
reappeared He said: "They would just
come up and go down. I mean, stairstep
itself down and stairstep itself back up.
I shined my spotlight on it and the lights
went out"

At that point the officer was on one
side of the pipeline and the object with
the lights was on the other - about 500
yards away. In addition to the two white
lights he could see four red lights in a
diamond formation with one red light in
the center. The flight patrmas from the_
northeast and heading right at the
officer's location. He said it was only
about 1000 feet in the air and closing
fast

When the object went overhead he
shined his spotlight on it "I could plain-
ly see it," he said "It was in a diamond
shape, /know, all four corners were
rounded; but it was in a diamond
shape." He went on to describe the
color as grayish, like galvanized steel,
"a dirty, dirty gray." He described the
size as very large. "I'd say you could fit
ten cars into the square it would form if
it was placed on the ground"

The object was silent except for a
strange sound he described as "some-
thing nuclear powered" As it flew away
he switched off his spotlight and stood
alone in the darkness pondering what
.he had just witnessed

Then, with proper.police protocol,
he contacted his dispatcher and told of
the encounter. He was advised to file

jan_ official (Wejse^flejwrt^pfficer^
"McDonald was unharmed, but shaken
and his report showed that fact Under
title of offense, he had written - U.F.O—

You may direct any questions or
inquiries to: Mr. John F. Schuessler,
P.O. Box 58485, Houston, Texas
77258.

6 BINGO BUGLE
MARCH, 1984

SAN ANTONIO EDITION



By Joftn Schuessler

TEXAS DEPUTY HAS
CLOSE ENCOUNTER

_ Police officers are frequent spotters
of Unidentified Flying objects. Many
get involved during routine patrols,
while others are called to the scene by
frightened citizens. Whatever the case
may be, the officers are trained to
observe and report in a detailed, fact-
ual manner, their testimony is nearly
always accepted as ture in a court of
law.

On May 22, 1982, Liberty County,
Texas, Deputy Sheriff Jon McDonald
was on routine patrol near Cleveland,
Texas. He was hoping to catch car
thieves from the Houston area m the
act of stripping stolen automobiles,
leaving the unwanted hulks among the
trees of the dense Piney Woods. In-
stead, he found something much more
bizarre.

At 10:57 p.m. he came to an opening
through the woods caused by a pipe-
line right-of-way. Some distance away
he could see two very bright lights just
above the trees. Knowing the area was
devoid.of any man-rnadelight sources,
he immediately assumed the lights
were on a low flying airplane and exited
his patrol car for a better view.

The lights just disappeared, then
reappeared He said: "They would just
come up and go down. I mean, stairstep
itself down and stairstep itself back up.
I shined my spotlight on it and the lights
went out."

At that point the officer was on ojig
side of the pipeline and the object with
the lights was on the other - about 500
yards away. In addition to the two white
lights he could see four red lights in a
diamond formation with one red light in
the center. The flight path was from the
northeast and heading right at the
officer's location. He said it was only
about 1000 feet in the air and closing
fast.

When the object went overhead he
shined his spotlight on it "I could plain-
ly see it," he said. "It was in a diamond
shape, y*know, all four corners were
rounded; but it was in a diamond
shape." He went on to describe the
color as grayish, like galvanized steel,
"a dirty, dirty gray." He described the
size as very large. "I'd say you could fit
ten cars into the square it would form if
it was placed on the ground."

The object was silent except for a
strange sound he described as "some-
thing nuclear powered." As it flew away

Jie.switched.ofthis spotlight and.stood_
alone in the darkness pondering what
he had just witnessed.

Then, with proper police protocol,
he contacted his dispatcherand told of
the encounter. He was advised to file
an official Offense Report Officer
McDonald was unharmed, but shaken
and his report showed that fact Under
title of offense/he had written - U.F.O

MARCH,
-votn-

1984
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GRAY COLOR RED LIGHT

BRIGHT WHITE
LIGHTS

ROUNDED CORNERS FLASHING RED
LIGHT



Contents of this report:

NH
05 QUO'WO' oool

1. MUFON sighting questionnaires... 3eav

2i Pages of drawing photos ... 2ea."

3« Map with sighting points marked, lea.

4. Pages of photos of the sighting
points marked on the map. ... 2ea.

5. Pages of news coverage. ... 3ea»

6. Pages of investigators report...

7. Pages of activity log. ..V

This report is submitted by: Mr. Peter R. Geremia ^

571 Brackett Rd.1

Rye, NH. 03870

( 603 ) 436-9283



Page 1 of 3

Subject: CE I sighting of a UFO in Madbury, NH. by three people.
t

Type of sighting: Close view from a car. CE I

Date of sighting: June 10, 1982

Time of sighting: 10:30 PM through 11:30 PM.

Place of sighting: Madbury, NH. near the Bellamy reservior dam.

Date of this report: Nov. 28, 1982.

Local evaluation: Great Significance.

To:

Investigator: Mr. Peter R. Geremia
571 Brackett Rd.
Rye, NH. 03870
(603) 436-9283

Sighting background:

I first heard of this sighting from my wife Fran Geremia. She was
told about it by Mr. Bob Grynkewicz a fellow worker at Hampshire
Controls Corp. Portsmouth NH. .Mr. Grynkewicz and two other persons
sighted an object at close range in Madbury, NH.. I asked Fran to
see if he would let me interview him. He agreed. The following
information is a result of that meeting and others with the witnesses.



CE I Madbury, NH. Page 2.

Sighting account:

On June 10, 1982 at approx. 10:45 PM Mrs. Miranda Grynkewicz was
driving her 1979 Omni North on Ibwhhall- Rd. With her in the car was her Son Bob and
his girl friend Roberta. Roberta was being, driven to her home at 25 Fitch Rd. While
in route Mrs. Grynkewicz saw strange looking lights in the distance to the left of the
road. At first the lights seemed to be. a strange type of aircraft. Not the normal
type of aircraft they are used to seeing. Note: this point is a few miles north
of the runway at Pease AFB. The lights were low in the horizon fading behind trees as
they drove. The object came closer and closer to a point where they could see it was
not an aircraft. As they drove tward Mill Hill road they lost sight of it due to the
thick tree line. Mrs. l§ryhkewicz continued to drive at about five miles per hour while
they tried to see it again. When they reached the dam of the Bellamy reservoir there
it was, hovering over the water. The UFO. was about three hundred feet from the car and
about fifty feet above the water. The lights on the bottom of the craft reflected off
the water. Mrs.'. Grynkewicz stopped the car. They could see the white lights as well as
smaller or less intense Blue, Green and Red lights. No sound was heard, fhey could
see the bottom of the craft Clearly, Mrs. Grynkewicz moved the car down the road to get
a better look, as she did the 'UFO started to move with them and continued to a point
where the trees again blocked the view. They continued driving slowly still looking
for the craft. They found the UFO again, this time it was hovering over a yellow house
on the left side of the road. They described the movement of the UFO as a back and
forward , side to side almost like it was. going to crash. At one point it tipped itjs
front tward the ground. This allowed Bob to get a look at part of the top. Note: some
sort of window or hatch in the drawing by Bob. Bob recalls, a red beam of light coming
out of the UFO. He stated the beam was shining on the house then moved to the car. It
looked to him like it was used to evaluate whatever it hit. Mrs. Grynkewicz and Roberta
do not rember the red beam. At this point the UFO moved sideways and went behind the tree
line again. As they drove down the road the lights from the craft could be seen through
the trees from time to time. At one point it came close to the car again but moved back
to the trees. They continued to the intersection of Mill Hill road and Old Stage road.
This time the UFO came from behind and passed over the car, and straight out in front.
All in the car agree it was not more than thirty feet above them. Bob was sitting
in the front seat and was able to get a good look at the rear and bottom. Note: the
so^iared back on Bobjs drawing. All in the car lost sight of the craft. Mrs. Grynkewicz
turned the car right onto Old Stage road, and continued to Fitch road where she turned
right. As she drove tward Roberta|s house, Roberta was still trying to locate the UFO.
Looking out the rear window she saw it '.again as it crossed behind the car from her
left to right. She did not see it again, however her family did see some lights in the
distance I was told later. After leaving Roberta at her home Bob and his Mother started
th*ir return trip back to thiir home. They spotted it again in the area of the dam.
This time it was at the tree line to the left of the road. It now becomes clear , the
UFO made a turn and came back on the other side of the road.. They were again driving
at five miles an hour when the craft came close to the ground. This time Mrs. Grynkewicz
stopped"the car, shut off the engine and lowered the window. Again no sound was heard.
They continued home.1 By the time they reached route 155 it was no longer in sight. Total
time of the trip was approx. one hour.
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Additional Data

Weather conditions : Clear night, no wind.

Animal reaction None

Craft description : Shape was that of a flat iron. Common to this area.

Color of lights : Predominantly white •

Others were, red, blue, green.

May have had a red beam.

* Lights pulsated at a one second rate.

No intensity change- -noted when craft moved.

Length = Thirty feet.

Width = Fifteen to twenty feet.

Eight = Eight to ten feet.

Backup data on file
Four audio tapes :

Tape #1 and #2 is the interview with Bob in

the parking lot of Hampshire Controls Corp.

Tape #3 is the interview with all three

witnesses as we drove the sighting route.

Tape #1* is the WHEB interview.

Photographs of aT1 pictures drawn by the witnesses.

Geodetic survey nap of the area'.'

Original of this report.



Activity Log.

June 10, 1982 Madbury NH. CE..I Three witnesses

.Investigated by Mr. Peter R. Geremia

Page 1 of 3

June 11, 1982 5:00 PM

My wife Fran told me about a UFO sighting by Mr. Bob Grynkewicz. Bob is
an electronic technician at Hampshire Controls Corp. Portsmouth, NH. Bob
was excited when telling Fran and drew a rough sketch for her.

June 12, 1982 7:00 PM

June 14,1982

June 15, 1982

June 21, 1982

Call to Mr. Grynkewicz. Phone number is 603 868-5779.
Sighting was June 10, 1982 in Madbury NH. Three witnesses, Bob Grynkewicz

his Mother and his girl:."friend Roberta. UFO paced the car. His Mother
was driving. They saw it hover over a yellow house, a red light seemed to
be evaluating the house and then their car. It also hovered over the
Madbury water supply resivour. They could see lights from the UFO reflecting
off the water. The craft followed them to his girl friend,s house and
back to route 155. Bob stated he always wanted to see a UFO. He also
stated the propultion system must be a time travel device to be able to
get from one place to another instantly without making a sound. ( He must
know something about UF@,s ..PRG ) Mrs. Grynkewicz spotted it first.
Thinking it was a plane she stated, no wonder people spot UFO.s when air-
planes look like that.

Purchased a geodetic survey map of the area. Noted location of dam and
roads in sighting area. Note: This is the area where the Bamberger,s
had a red light hover over thetr car. It is also located a few miles off
the north end of the Pease AFB. runway.
Just received a call from Fran. Mrs. Grynkewicz and Roberta do not wish
to be interviewed. I will do the interview with Bob in the parking lot
of Hampshire Controls.

Meeting with Bob Grynkewicz at 12:00 PM.
I recorded the interview on audio tape. First impressions : Sincere,
prone to think in the abstract. He is a good artist, and made drawings
of what he saw. I think he may be able to get Roberta to talk with me.
He agreed to a later visit at the site.

Call to Bob to confirm saterday. afternoon as the day to view the site
and take pictures of the drawings and the area of the sighting.

Call to Nitetime Skywriter, Phone 603 434-9417 . No answer.
Call to Mr. Raymond Fowler to discuss the progress of the investigation.
Ray suggested I do not try to push for the cooperation of
Mrs. Grynkewicz .



Activity Log.
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June 26, 1982 2:00 PM

July 10, 1982

Aug. 3, 1982

Meeting with Bob, his'Mother and his girl friend Roberta. ( I was
surprised to see Mrs. Grynkewicz. She turned out to be an excellent
witness ) We drove the route of the sighting and took pictures of
all important areas. I recorded all the conversation throughout the
drive. I was able to refine the data on my map with the excellent
help given by the witnesses.

My evaluation after the drive:

1. Bob.s importance placed on the red light was not shared by his
Mother or Roberta.

2. Mrs. Grynkewicz was very cooperative, shy about the sighting
but did talk about it with a friend at work. I believe fear of
ridicule as well as a lack of knowledge of the subject, contributed
to her reluctance at first.

3. Roberta gave accurate, concise descriptions of her views of the
UFO. She also made a drawing of the craft.as she viewed it from
the back seat of the 1979 Omni four door. Roberta also stated
the whitp lights did not blink, but pulsated at a slow.rate.
A rate of•once a second or so seemed to be about right. The
predominant color was white with the other colors less noticeable.

4. Bob stated his previous estimate of ten beings in the craft may
have been excessive. He was trying to give me an idea of the size
of the craft by how many beings would fit in it.-We decided about
thirty feet in diameter was correct.

Call to WTSN Dover NH. Phone 603 742-1270
I called to check on a call-to the"'radio .station by someone about a
bright light he spoted in the. area of the sighting. Mrs. Grynkewicz
told me of the call to a program called open mike. The caller spotted
a bright light in the sky. A call to Pease AFB revealed no Air Force
activity that night except for a KC 135 Tanker with new bright lights.

Call to Kite time Skywriter Phone 603 434-9417
No flights in the area on June 10, 1982, they gave me a phone number
of a flying service in Maine that may have been in the area. The
number I was given was not in service.

I was Interviewed oh the air with WHEB radio. The show was on local UFO
sightings. At the end of the show I asked for anyone.who may have seen
something unusual in the bay area to call the station. WHEB will get
back to me if anyone calls in.
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Aug. 10, 1982

Call to Mrs. Grynkewicz, she will have Bob call me .back to set up
a time for looking at the pictures I took and placing the UFO on
each picture.

Aug. 19, 1982

Aug. 29, 1982

Bob drew in the UFO,s on each photograph. Roberta was also there to
help.

Note :
Prior to this date I was in Itover investigating a possible
landing trace . I met a reporter for the Foster Daily Democrat.
We talked about this case, and he decided to do a story on it.
It hit the stands today. He didn,t get all the facts straight,
but it did get front page coverage.

Due to the story in the Foster Daily Democrat, the Manchester Union
Leader sent a reporter to me for an interview. The story was well done,
and came out*in today.s ' paper.



Drawing # 3 Point on map.

Drawing by Bob as seen with car parked in front of the
yellow house.

Drawing Point 5 °n map.

Drawing by Bob as seen through the front
window of the car. UFO passed directly
over the car at approx. 30 feet.'



; ^ ~
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Drawing # 1 Point 1A on map.

Drawing by Roberta as seen from the rear seat of
the car. UFO was to the left of the road at about
tree top level.

Drawing # 2 Point 3 on map.

Drawing by Bob as seen at the Bellamy
reservoir dam.



SHEET 1 OF 2

UFO SIGHTING QUESTIONNAIRE - GENERAL CASES [FORM 1]

•X.
<

\

u.
I

PLEASE COMPLETE THIS FORM (Print) AND RETURN TO INVESTIGATOR (For MUFON Use)

NAME OF INVESTIGATOR: AlT.

STREET ADDRESS: S~

TOWN/CITY:

Q

PHONE:

JC STATE: M- ZIP

DRAM A SIMPLE SKETCH OF THE OBJECT. (Label any lights, colors, protrusions)

(On a separate sheet, please sketch .a simple map of the area-showing 'your position and the object's position.

Include an arrow denoting the direction of North. . Indicate direction that the object was moving.)

PERSONAL ACCOUNT

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE INCIDENT AS IT HAPPENED. BE SURE THAT YOUR NARRATIVE INCLUDES THE FOLLOWING:

1. UHERE WERE YOU AND WHAT WERE YOU DOING AT THE TIME?

2. WHAT MADE YOU FIRST NOTICE THE OBJECT?

3. WHAT DID YOU THINK THE OBJECT WAS WHEN YOU FIRST NOTICED IT?

k. DESCRIBE YOUR REACTIONS AND ACTIONS, DURING AND AFTER SIGHTING THE OBJECT.

5. DESCRIBE THE OBJECT AND ITS ACTIONS.

6. HOW DID YOU LOSE SIGHT OF THE OBJECT?

(Continue narrative on reverse side)



UFO SIGHTING QUESTIONNAIRE • GENERAL CASES (FORM 1)
PACE 2 OF 2

u
li
z
p
a
a:
p

O

SI

*z
X.J

i^

I 
W

IT
NE

SS
' 

NA
ME

: 
4

?t
lf

t3
>

T
 

6
£

V
M

u:
a:

UJ

S
H

O

^

u
£

/-
0
0

ua

z
o

d
LiJ

S

£
3

0

Z

2H
j
M

d.
VI

Ov

O

,J

Si*

Zi
a.

V

i r^

I
M

I

ou
c-

h- 1
3

*-•

C-
CO

to

Y
EC

LA
S

^— •
c-
0

C
O

LO
R

B
L

O
CO

H
z:

ce
£
§
u

u

i
£

i:
M
CO

10

f—

***
p.
a
h-

UJ
in

>—

8
Cu

x-

Vx

t-

£

8u

uz

1

&
V

1
\:

M

a.
B
8

W
U

n

P
•'•^;

*

C

-V

*\

* n:
s S

a:

o

X(-1

3

Sx"

\ }

\s

O
U

s

1

ENVIRONMENTAL SITUATION ( C h e c k / F i l l In As Appl icab le )

VIEWED FROM: OUTDOORS( ) INDOORS( ) CAR( >0 AIRCRAFT( ) BOAT( ) OTHER

( CLASSES^ ) WINDOWC ) SCREEN( ) BINOCULARSf ) TELESCOPEf ) S T I L L CAMERA ( )
VIEWED THROUGH :(

( MOVIE CAMERAS ) THEODOLITEf ) RADAR( ) OTHER

AREA/LOCATION: CITY( ) S U B U R B A N C ) RURALC^rf' INDUSTRIAL( ) COMMERCIALC ) R E S I D E N T 1 A L C )

AREA/TERRAIN: FIELDS^if WOODS C^( HILLS ( ) M O U N T A I N S ( ) R I V E R ( .) POND( ) LAKE( )^>)(]V^

AREA/TECHNICAL: AIRPORT( ) POWERLINES(\) TOWER STAT10N( ) RAILROAD TRACKS( ) OTHER ]} H^/VI
v / ^^ \ ' /

PRECIPITATION: NONEcVT RAIN( ) FOC( ) SLEET( ) SNOW( ) H E A V Y ( ) MEDIUM( ) L I G H T S )

L'FO DIRECTION: FIRST SEEN IN LAST SEEN IN IT MOVED FROM TO

( FIRST SEEN - l /4( ) l / 2 ( ) 3/4( ) OF THE WAY UP H O R I Z O N ; O V E R H E A D ( ) OTHER
UFO ELEVATION: (

( LAST SEEN - 1/4 ( ) . 1/2 ( ) 3/4 ( ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD( ) OTHER

C^*Y t/A ' Orv <J/
UFO DISTANCE: WHEN CLOSEST TO ME :<t^J~ TU UFO ALTITUDE: WHEN CLOSEST TO THE GROUND y<J — 7!.

( IN-FROOT-OF WHICH WAS • IN DISTANCE FROM THE W I T N E S S
UFO PASSED: (

( BEHIND W H I C H WAS IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS,

ALSO IN AREA: AIRPLANE( ) HELICOPTER( ) BALLOON( ) SEARCHLIGHT( ) OTHER / [ / ( J t ' l fV \J*~

BEFORE WITNESS SIGHTED UFO( ) DURING UFO SICHTINCC ) AFTER UFO S I G H T I N G ( )

OBJECT DESCRIPTION (Check/Fi l l In As Appl icab le )

( AN OBJECT ( ) NUMBER OF SHAPE OF COLOR(s)
OBSERVED: (

( A LIGHT ( ) NUMBER OF SHAPE OF COLOR(s)

DESCRIBE: SOUND SMELL SPEED

( LARGER ( ) SMALLER _£>\ SAME SIZE ( ) AS THE OBJECT LISTED BELOV
REAL SIZE: ( X \ ^ S*

( BASKETBALL ( ) COMPACT CAR ( ) STANDARD CAR ( ) HOUSE P<J OTHER
f }

( HOW MANY TIMES LARGER ( ) OR SMALLER ( , IF PUT IN THE SKY BESIDE OBJECT BELOW?
APPARENT SIZE: (

( TIMES THE SIZE OF A STAR TIMES THE SIZE OF A FULL MOON

BRIGHT AS: A STAR ( ) THE MOON ( ) OR A LIGHT IF PLACED AT SAME D I S T A N C E AWAY

DID THE OBJECT(s) OR HGHT(s) : (P lease e laborate on i tems checked below by us ing a s e p a r a t e shee t )

CHANGE DIRECTION? ( /\ HOVER? ^V^ AFFECT RADIO/TV? ( ) FLUTTER? ( )

TURN ABRUPTLY? f ) DESCEND? ( ̂ )r AFFECT ELECTRICITY? ( ) SPIN? ( )

FALL LIKE A LEAF? ( ) ASCEND? ( Vr AFFECT MAGNETISM? ( ) B L I N K ? P^/

ABSORB OBJECT(s )? ( ) OVER POWERLINES? l\f AFFECT T I M E P I E C E ? ( ) PULSATE? (X)

EJECT OBJECT(s)? ( ) OVER A BUILDING? (Vj AFFECT ENGINE? ( ) APPEAR SOLID? (^C

CHANGE SHAPE? ( ) LAND ON GROUND? ( ) AFFECT VEHICLE? ( ) HAVE FUZZY EDGES? ( )

CAST SHADOW? V^ LAND IN WATER? ( ) AFFECT ANIMAL? ( ) HAVE O U T L I N E ? ktf
i S" O f

CAST LIGHT? ( V5 CARRY OCCUPANTS? ( „ ) AFFECT HUMAN? ( ) WOBBLE? ( )<v
REFLECT LIGHT? (V) COMMUNICATE? ( ) AFFECT WATER? ( ) VIBRATE? • ( )

LEAVE A TRAIL? ( ) GIVE OFF HEAT? ( ) AFFECT GROUND? ( ) GLOW? ^\^

DISINTEGRATE? ( ') LEAVE RESIDUE? ( ) AFFECT VEGETATION? ( * APPEAR TRANSPARENT? ( )

HOW MANY OTHER WITNESSES? DID ANY OTHER AGENCY CONTACT YOU?

PLEASE PROVIDE THE NAMES/ADDRESSES/PHONZ NUMBERS OF OTHER WITNESSES AND/OR
INVESTIGATORS OR AGENCIES ON SEPARATE SHEET IF APPLICABLE ANT) KNOWN.

SIGNATURE OF OBSERVER

YOU MAY ( ) MAY NOT ( ) USE MY NAME

DATE THIS FORM SIGNED
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PLEASE COMPLETE THIS FORM (Print) AND RETURN TO INVESTIGATOR (For MUFON Use)

NAME OF INVESTIGATOR:

STREET ADDRESS: O

TOWN/CITY: STATE:

PHONE:

ZIP CODE:£O<?/i' COUNTRY:

DRAW A SIMPLE SKETCH OF THE OBJECT. (Label any lights, colors, protrusions)

-t* <*
(On a separate sheet, please sketch a simple map of the area showing your position and the object's position

Include an arrow denoting the direction of North. Indicate direction that the object was moving.)

PERSONAL ACCOUNT

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE INCIDENT AS IT HAPPENED. jiE SURE THAT YOUR NARRATIVE INCLUDES THE FOLLOWING:

W H E R E WERE YOU AND WHAT WERE YOU DOING AT THE TIME?

WHAT MADE YOU FIRST NOTICE THE OBJECT?

WHAT DID YOU THINK THE OBJECT WAS WHEN YOU FIRST NOTICED IT?

DESCRIBE YOUR REACTIONS AND ACTIONS, DURING AND AFTER SIGHTING THE OBJECT.

DESCRIBE THE OBJECT AND ITS ACTIONS.

HOW DID YOU LOSE SIGHT OF THE OBJECT'..

(Continue narrative on reverse side)
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V I E W E D FROM:

ENVIRONMENTAL SITUATION ( C h e c k / F i l l In As App l i cab le )

OUTDOORSC ) INDOORS( ) CARTX AIRCRAFT{ ) BOAT( ) OTHKR_

( GLASSES.C ) WINDOW( ) SCREEN( ) BINOCULARS( ) TELESCOPE( ) STILL CAMERA( )
VIEWED THROUGH:( ,-, , / ' „

( MOVIE CAMERA( ) THEODOLITE( ) RADAR( ) OTHER C. (+.f~ 1̂ -3

AREA/LOCATION:

AREA/TERRAIN;

AREA/TECHNICAL:

SKY CONDITION':

PRECIPITATION:

UFO DIRECTION:

CITY( ) SUBURBAN( ) RURAI.£>«i I N D U S T R I A L ( ) COMMERCIAU ) R F . S T D E N T I A U )

FIELDSfx} WOODS(;x) H I L L S ( ) M O U N T A I N S ( ) R I V E R ( •) POW>( ) LAKE(

AIRPORT( ) POWERLINES(>< POWER STATION( ) RAILROAD TRACKS( ) OTHER

UFO ELEVATION: (

CLEAR(X PARTLY CLOUDY( ) OVERCAST( ) FOGGY( ) H E A V Y ( ) M E D I U M { ) I . K I I i T f I

NONEX) RAIN( ) FOG( ) SLEET( ) SNOW( ) HEAVY( ) MEDIL 'M( ) L l C H T f )

FIRST SEEN IN LAST SEEN IN IT MOVED FROM TO

( FIRST SEEN - l/4{ ) l / 2 ( ) 3/4( ) OF THE WAY UP H O R I Z O N ; O V E R H E A D ( ) - O T H E R

UFO DISTANCE:

UFO PASSED:

ALSO IN AREA:

( LAST SEEN - !/&( ) l /2( ) 3/4( ) OF THE WAY UP H O R I Z O N ; O V E R H E A D ( ) OTHF.R_

WHEN CLOSEST TO ME UFO A L T I T U D E : WHEN CLOSEST TO THE GROUND

( IN-FRONT-OF

( BEHIND

IN DISTANCE FROM THE W I T N E S S

IN DISTANCE FROM THE W I T N E S S

AIRPLANE( ) HELICOPTER( ) BALLOON( ) SEARCHLICHT( ) OTHER AV' t!,'(-~

WHICH WAS

WHICH WAS

BEFORE WITNESS SIGHTED UFO( ) DURING UFO SIGHTINC( ) AFTER UFO SICHTINC( )

OBJECT DESCRIPTION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)

OBSERVED:

DESCRIBE:

REAL SIZE:

( AN OBJECT (X( NUMBER OF ' /

( A LIGHT ( ) NUMBER OF

SOUND fli(I iV &- SMELL

SHAPE OF_

SHAPE OF_

tic i\>' £

COLOR(s).

COLOR(s)

SPEED

( LARGER ( ) SMALLER p><. SAME SIZE ( ) AS THE OBJECT LISTED BELOV
(
( BASKETBALL ( ) COMPACT CAR ( ) STANDARD CAR ( ) HOUSE £>*3r OTHER

( HOW MANY TIMES LARGER ( ) OR SMALLER (
APPARENT SIZE: (

( TIMES THE SIZE OF A STAR

IF PUT IN THE SKY BESIDE OBJECT BELH1,'?

TIMES THE SIZE OF A FULL MOON

BRIGHT AS: A STAR ( ) THE MOON ( ) OR A LIGHT IF PLACED AT SAME DISTANCE AWAY

AFFECT RADIO/TV? ( )

( ) AFFECT ELECTRICITY? ( )

DID THE OBJECT(s) OR LICHT(s ) : (Please elaborate on i tems checked below by u s ing a s epa ra t e sheet )

FLUTTER? f "i

SPIN? ( 1

BLIN'K? ( t

PULSATE? ( 1

APPEAR SOLID? 'Cx5

HAVE FUZZY EDGES? ( )

HAVE OUTLINE? ( )

WOBBLE? ( )

VIBRATE? ( )

GLOW? ( )

CHANCE DIRECTION? fJxT HOVER?

TURN ABRUPTLY? ( ) DESCEND?

FALL LIKE A LEAF? ( ) ASCEND? ( ) AFFECT MAGNETISM?

ABSORB O B J E C T ( s ) ? ( ) OVER POWERLINE3? ( ) AFFECT TIMEPIECE?

EJECT OBJECT(s)? ( ) OVER A B U I L D I N G ? ( ) AFFECT E N G I N E ?

( ) LAND ON GROUND? ( ) AFFECT VEHICLE?

( ) LAND IN WATER? ( ) AFFECT ANIMAL?

( ) CARRY OCCUPANTS? ( ) AFFECT HUMAN?

( ) COMMUNICATE? ( ) AFFECT WATER?

CHANGE SHAPE?

CAST SHADOW?

CAST LIGHT?

REFLECT LIGHT?

LEAVE A TRAIL?

DISINTEGRATE?

( ) GIVE OFF HEAT? ( ) AFFECT GROUND?

( ' ) LEAVE RESIDUE? ( ) AFFECT VEGETATION? APPEAR TRANSPARENT? ( )

HOW MANY OTHER WITNESSES? DID ANY OTHER AGENCY CONTACT YOU?

PLEASE PROVIDE THE NAMES/ADDRESSES/PHONE NUMBERS OF OTHER WITNESSES AND/OR
INVESTIGATORS OR AGENCIES ON SEPARATE SHEET IF APPLICABLE AND KNOWN'.

SIGNATURE OF OBSERVER J

YOU MAY ( ) MAY NOT ( ) USE MY NAME

DATE THIS FORM SIGNED
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UFO SIGHTING QUESTIONNAIRE • GENERAL CASES (FORM 1)
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PLEASE COMPLETE THIS FORM (Print) AND RETURN TO INVESTIGATOR (For MUFON Use)

NAME OF INVESTIGATOR: /t'ljr--

STREET ADDRESS:

TOWN/CITY:

I?

STATE: /b /-/: ZIP

PHONE: A/C QUJ> /

COUNTRY:
x /

DRAW A SIMPLE SKETCH OF THE OBJECT. (Label any lights, colors, protrusions)

'^•^•W^^^-^-s^jXyy^tj'

(On a separate sheet, please sketch a simple map of the area showing your position and the object's position.

Include an arrow denoting the direction of North. Indicate direction that the object was moving.)

PERSONAL ACCOUNT

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE INCIDENT AS IT HAPPENED. BE SURE THAT YOUR NARRATIVE INCLUDES THE FOLLOWING:

1. WHERE WERE YOU AND WHAT WERE YOU DOING AT THE TIME?

2. WHAT MADE YOU FIRST NOTICE THE OBJECT?

3. WHAT DID YOU THINK THE OBJECT WAS WHEN YOU FIRST NOTICED IT?

4. DESCRIBE YOUR REACTIONS AND ACTIONS, DURING AND AFTER SIGHTING THE OBJECT.

5. DESCRIBE THE OBJECT AND ITS ACTIONS.

6. HOW DID YOU LOSE SIGHT OF THE OBJECT?

(Continue narrative on reverse side)
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:
ENVIRONMENTAL SITUATION (Check /F i l l In As App l i cab l e )

VIEWED FROM: OUTDOORS( ) INDOORS( ) CAR(X) AIRCRAFT( ) BOAT( ) OTHER

( CLASSES C ) WINDOW(V) SCREEN( ) BINOCU?^RS( ) TELESCOPEf ) STILL CAMT-RA( )
VIEWED THROUGH: ( ^ , j ^ J , / . n f

( MOVIE CAMERA C ) THEODOLITEf ) RADAR{ ) OTHER ( /, A, \ (,'K^U^ it (IJ lf\J\F/l\~/ r
AREA/LOCATION: CITY( ) SUBURBAN( ) RURAL()0 ITOUSTRIALf ) COMHERCIAL( ) R E S I D E N T T A 1 . C )

~ " ' )
A R E A / T E R R A I N : FIELDSK/) WOODS()<') HILLS( ) MOUNTA1NS( ) R I V E R ( •) POND( ) LAKE( ) N.C-*

AREA/TECHNICAL: AIRPORT( ) POWERLlNESfV) POWER STATION( ) RAILROAD TRACKS( ) OTHER //A^l

/ r

PRECIPITATION: NONE^) R A I N ( ) FOC( ) SLEET( ) SNOW( ) H£AVY( ) M E D I U M ( ) L I C H T f )

UFO D I R E C T I O N : FIRST SEEN IN LAST SEEN IN IT MOVED FROM TO

( FIRST SEEN - 1/4 ( ) l / 2 ( ) 3 /4( ) OF THE WAY UP H O R I Z O N ; O V E R H E A D ( ) OTHER
UFO ELEVATION: (

( LAST SEEN - l /4( ) l / 2 ( ) 3M( ) OF THE WAY UP H O R I Z O N ; OVERHEAD( ) OTHER

UFO DISTANCE: WHEN CLOSEST TO ME UFO ALTITUDE: WHEN CLOSEST TO THE G R O U N D

( IN-FRONT-OF WHICH WAS IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS
UFO PASSED: (

( B E H I N D W H I C H WAS IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS

ALSO IN A R E A : AIRPLANE( ) HELICOPTER( ) BAI.LOON( ) SEARCHLIGHT( ) OTHER

BEFORE WITNESS SIGHTED UFO( ) DURING UFO SICHTING( ) AFTER UFO S I G H T I N C ( )

OBJECT DESCRIPTION (Check/Fi l l In As Appl icable)

( AN OBJECT ( ) NUMBER OF SHAPE OF COLOR(s)
OBSERVED: (

( A LIGHT ( ) NUMBER OF SHAPE OF COLOR(s)

D E S C R I B E : SOUND SMELL SPEED

( LARGER ( ) SMALLER C/) SAME SIZE ( ) AS THE OBJECT LISTED BELOW
REAL SIZE: ( ' ^ ,

( BASKETBALL ( ) COMPACT CAR ( ~l STANDARD CAR ( ) HOUSE (V) OTHER7V
( HOW MANY TIMES LARGER ( ) OR SMALLER ( ; IF PUT IN THE SKY BESIDE OBJECT BELOW?

APPARENT SIZE: (
( TIMES THE SIZE OF A STAR TIMES THE SIZE OF A FULL MOON

BRIGHT AS: A STAR ( ) THE MOON ( ) OR A LIGHT IF PLACED AT SAME D I S T A N C E AWAY

DID THE OBJECT(s) OR LIGHT(s) : (P lease e labora te on items checked below by using a s e p a r a t e s h e e t )

CHANGE DIRECTION? (^ HOVER? oQ AFFECT RADIO/TV? ( ) FLUTTER? f )

T U R N ABRUPTLY? ( ) DESCEND? (N^ AFFECT ELECTRICITY? ( ) SPIN? ( )

FALL LIKE A LEAF? ( ) ASCEND? (v/) AFFECT MAGNETISM? ( ) BLINK? (V )

ABSORB OBJECT(s)? ( ) OVER POWERLINES? fV) AFFECT TIMEPIECE? ( ) PULSATE? ( ^

EJECT OBJECT(s )? ( ) OVER A BUILDING? (X) AFFECT ENGINE? ( ) APPEAR SOLID? (70
/x '

CHANGE SHAPE? ( ) LAND ON GROUND? ( ) AFFECT VEHICLE? ( ) HAVE FUZZY EDGES? ( )

CAST SHADOW? ( ) LAND IN WATER? ( ) AFFECT ANIMAL? ( ) HAVE OUTLINE? O N

CAST LIGHT? (-J) CARRY OCCUPANTS? ( ) AFFECT HUMAN? ( ) WOBBLE? ( )

REFLECT LIGHT? (-^h COMMUNICATE? ( ) AFFECT WATER? ( ) VIBRATE? ( )

LEAVE A TRAIL? ( ) GIVE OFF HEAT? ( ) AFFECT GROUND? ( ) GLOW? (V)

DISINTEGRATE? ( ') LEAVE RESIDUE? ( ) AFFECT VEGETATION? ( ^ APPEAR TRANSPARENT? ( )

HOW MANY OTHER WITNESSES? DID ANY OTHER AGENCY CONTACT YOU?

PLEASE PROVIDE THE NAMES/ADDRESSES/PHONE NUMBERS OF OTHER WITNESSES AND/OR
INVESTIGATORS OR AGENCIES ON SEPARATE SHEET IF APPLICABLE AND KNOWN.

YOU MAY

DATE THIS FORM SIGNED

OF OBSERVER

MAY NOT ( ) USE MY NAME
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= Object with arrow pointing in the direction
of travelV

= The Grynkewicz car.;

Mrs. Grynkewicz first sights the object. It
looks like a strange plane.

Roberta got her first good look at the side
of the objecto (See drawing # 1 )

Lost sight of the object due to the trees.

UFO hovered over the Bellamy reservoir with the
lights from the underside reflecting off the
water. The car was stopped with the window down.
No sound was heard. ( See drawing # 2 )

UFO hovered over a yellow house then turned tward
the car and dipped the front tward the ground.
The movement was side to side almost like it was
going to crash." This allowed them to see part
of the top. ( See drawing # 3 )

UFO passes over the car at tree top level, approx.
30 feet. Bob got a good look at the back and
bottom. ( See drawing # 4 )

UFO passes across the back of the car,: It was
seen by Roberta through the rear window.

UFO comes close to the ground on the return trip.
Mrs. Grynkewicz stopped the car, shut off the engine
and lowered the window. No sound was heard.
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XA^5î |ft^.-/^/iv/X '̂̂ V^-'UNIVERSITY.&;/-j; ^/> *^ \y^>.\->.1 r*itf 11 A mix--111 r rr^ ,ll *̂ V./'w * _ ^ » "s-i •.•• "vi l-« •_... .'ERSITY.6-,V- J'^ ^/>- -"% \̂̂ ^k>.V- >
• , ,o NEW, IIAMrSllUiT" *\?f~ v- / * ^X- .••'••'̂ '•- '

°o 0 ^j: , ̂ S^¥^^-< ^VNiX. ••.s^r-

(TiO..,;l - 7 - ^ - - - - -f--^'
57'30" : 341

j ; ;•••• : !.•-,• Hi.- Army Map Service

'• : ''•'• .'• •: ;n:!jir.iii!(l.l)y the Geological Survey

• • • ''" -(.-1'.' •' •. - t r u l New Hampshire

•• : .!•'. • ',!ii|,iii.ii Irom anr ia l photographs

•• • ' ••; : . ;.l.in.'l.ilili! Mirvcys 1942

' • ' ;: ..' • .u.v. 'y I'J'.ifi

• • ' • • • ' i ' . n i W) (1955)

6870 (II SW

SCALE 1:24000

CXCTCFt 1'

ON;
: i

1000 0
iHc^rar.iHi:

i
1000 2000 3000 1QOO 5000 6000

_
21 MILS

HIM OISID AND 1973 MAGNETIC NORM

UECLINAIION Al CENTER OF SHEET

CONTOUR INTERVAL 20 FEET
D/VTUM IS MEAN SEA LEVEL ..ft

DEPTH CURVES AND SOUNDINGS IN FEET —DATUM IS Ml AH ' • •'• '" j
SHORELINE SHOWN nEfncsEN'S IHE APPROXIMATE LINE or MIAII • ' " "

HIE MEAN IJAPJC.E OF TIDE IS A P P R O X I M A T E L Y i,.i.MM

Tl-ll1; MAP rOi'.iPi ir.T, WITI-I MATIOMAI MAO fimii



Point 1 on map. Object first sighted by Mrs. Grynkewicz
at a distance. Looked like a strange plane.

Point 2 on map. Lost sight of object as it passed behind
the trees,"

if,

Point 1A on map. Roberta got her first
good look at the side of the object.

Point 3 on map. UFO hovered over the Bellamy reservoir as
the lights from under the craft reflected off the water, the
car was stopped with the window down. No sound was heard.

Point 4 on map. UFO hovered over a yellow house, turned tward
the car and dipped it,s front tward the ground. Part of the top
of the craft was now visible.
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UFO comes closer to the car on Mill Kill Rd,

UFO breakes out from behind the trees on Mill Hill Rfi.

Point 5 on map. UFO passes over the car
at the intersection of llill Hill Rd and
Old Stage Rd. Bob was able to get a good
view of the back and bettom of the craft.

Point 6 on map. UFO passes across the back of the car seen
by Roberta from the rear window.

Point 7 on map. UFO comes close to the
ground on the return trip. Mrs Grynkewicz
stopped the car, shut off the engine and
lowered the window, No sound was heard.
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'The Craft Hovered Over Bellamy Reservoir__&_

Have Been a UFO?
By CAROL LIGHT

Sunday News Correspondent
MADBURY, Aug. 28 —

It's an uncomfortable yet
somehow f a s c i n a t i n g
feeling, th inking that
somewhere in the sky be-
yond what we can see
with the naked eye there

. might exist-other beings,
other worlds.

Some say hogwash to
the i n f r e q u e n t UFO
s i g h t i n g s , d i s m i s s i n g
them as military maneu-
vers or the product of
o v e r - a c t i v e i m a g i n a -
tions. There are skeptics
who have never seen, but
still scan the skyline
from time to time on the
one-in-a-mill ion chance
t h e y m i g h t c a t c h a
glimpse of a spaceship.

And then there are
those who have seen
something — red lights
pulsating, or dim shad-
owy shapes s t reaking
across the night sky, or a
wh i t e f l ash along the tree
l ine . Some never quite re-
solve in thei r minds what
it was they saw. Others
know for sure, hav ing
never doubted for a mo-
ment the possibility that
l i f e exists somewhere
else besides the planet
Earth.

Bob Grynkewicz falls
into the last category.

He'd a lways believed
in the possibility of high-
er l i fe forms, visitors
from outer space, space
cra f t s landing quietly in
a f ield somewhere and
aliens disembarking. But
what he saw in the com-
pany of his girlfriend and
his mother on a warm
night earlier this sum-
mer made his position on
the matter unshakeable.

The events of that night
have just recently come
to light, having been kept
quiet during an investi-
gation into the sighting
by MUFON (Mutual Uni-
dentified Flying Objects
Network), headquartered
in Seguin, Texas.

"My mother, she was
the brave one," said

Grynkewicz. "She want-
ed to get out of the car
and see if there were ac-
tually any l i t t le green
men."

Grynkewicz s t i l l can-
not contain the excite-
ment in his voice as he
relates the story, punctu-
ating his art iculate nar-
rative with expansive
flourishes of his hands.

"I just saw it there,
hovering over the water
. . . I saw the reflections
of the lights on the reser-
voir . . . we just came
around a corner of the
road, and BOOM! it was
right there," he said.
AN AIRPLANE?

Grynkewicz, 21, and
his mother M i r a n d a ,
were driving his girl-
friend, Bobbi, 18, to her
house from their Garrity

Road home in Lee, along
Rte. 155. When they ar-
rived in the rural town of
Madbury , they turned
down Town Hall Road.

Mrs. Grynkewicz saw
l i g h t s f i r s t , a n d r e -
marked to her son about
the brightly-l i t a i rp lane
on the horizon. She f i n -
ished the statement by
saying that "it was no
w o n d e r people kep t
thinking they were see-
ing UFOs with airplanes
that looked like that," ac-
cording to her son.

As the craft kept pace
with them just beyond
the line of trees, the three
passengers in the com-

'pact car slowly realized
that whatever it. was, it
was not an airplane. And
when they arrived at the
Bellamy Reservoir on
Mill Hill Road, the show
began.

not much greater than
that of the surrounding
trees.

Grynkewicz carefully
shows to visitors the pas-
tel drawings of the craft
that both he and Bobbi
did not long after the
sighting. (Staff cartoonist
Bob Dix's rendition of
one of the drawings ac-
companies this article.)
His bedroom svalls are
covered with photos and
posters of the universe,
of nebulas, the rings of
Saturn, and the creations
and creatures embodied
in science fiction.

Although he feels the
fact that he saw the c ra f t
was a special privilege,
he also realizes there are
those who will think he
might be a little off his
rocker.

"Why w o u l d I go
through all this if it
w a s n ' t t r ue?" Gryn-
kewicz said. "To make
myself look like a nu t?
My feeling is that if no-
body out there believes
what I 'm saying, they're
just plain ignorant."

Grynkewicz, an elec-
tronic technician and a
graduate of - the New
Hampshire Technical In-
sti tute, describes the
sights he saw as "mag-
ni f icen t , " and notes he
might even have liked to
return in a spaceship if
he'd had a chance.

M U F O N ' s G e r e m i a ,
who freely admits he is a
skeptic on the subject of
UFOs, f irst got into in-
ves t iga t ing the in f re -
quent sightings through a
f r i e n d i n v o l v e d in
MUFON about 10 years
ago. But a f t e r .hours of
questioning the trio, after
listening over and over to
the i r t ape - recorded
conversations and scan-
ning their drawings, he
feels sure the .Madbury
sighting was not a hoax.

"When it's a hoax, you
get a feeling for that

'I just saw it there, hovering over the water.. • . / sa w the reflections of the lights on
the reservoir. . . we just came around a corner of the road, and BOOM it was right
there.'

from the conversation/'
Geremia said. "But I
didn't get any of that
from them. In fact , the
mother was reluctant to
talk to me at all.

"I have no doubt in my
mind that they did not
make this up," Geremia
said, glancing at the
drawings and folders he
has accumulated on the
case.

"In cases of UFO sight-
ings, the fear or ridicule
is really strong . . . but
they know what they've
seen, and deep down they
really believe that some-
thing is going on," he
said.

Geremia, who works as
a computer technician,
believes that man does
not yet have the technical
ability to produce a craft
that could travel at the
speeds described by the
Grynkewiczes wi thou t
making a sound or even
ruffl ing the nearby trees.
TO CHECKAFB
! All the same, he plans

to check with Pease Air
Force Base in Newington
just to be sure there
might not be a military
experiment of some kind
that could explain the ex-
istence of the mysterious
craft .

The Grynkewicz sight-
ing is the first one in a
coup le of y e a r s in
southeastern New Hamp-
shire, Geremia said, but
it follows in the wake of a
very similar sighting
only two weeks before in
rural Vermont.

Geremia said there are
many theories as to why
the crafts seem to appear
near sources of power —
high voltage lines — or in
the Grynkewicz case,

near a dam. Some re-
searchers say the famil-
iar pattern of a craft fol-
lowing or pacing a car
may just be a kind of in-
terstellar harassment or
curiosity.

And there has to be an
explanation for why the
sightings most frequently
happen in small, rural
towns on the outskirts of
large, heavily-populated
industrial areas. But no
one has found it yet.

Grynkewicz, with his
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c en thu -
siasm and excitement
over the possibility, sums
it up neatly.

"They're just explor-
ing space," he said smil-
ing. "They're checking
us out. Maybe their world
is gone now, for whatever
reason. Maybe a nuclear
war! If we have the ca-

pacity here on earth for
nuclear war, they cer-
tainly must."

"It's like my mom said
when she looked up at the

spaceship," he con-
cludes. "She said to me,
'Bob, this might be the
best experience of our
lives.' "
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This drawing of the unidentified flying
object seen in June in Madbury shows
the profile of the craft as it flew by the
car of the three people who reported the
incident.

By MARK C. BUDRIS
Rochester Bureau Chief

ROCHESTER — It was a clear night. They
were driving down a rural road in Madbury at
around 10:30 p.m. June 10 when they saw the
bright lights.

The mother, her son and her son's girlfriend
watched as it appeared to pace them behind the
trees. It then hovered over the Bellamy Reser-
voir a good distance away.

And then it happened.
As they made a turn, the "silly thing flew over

them at about 30 feet," according to Seacoast
UFO investigator, Peter Geremia of Rye.

They all caught a clear view of the bottom of
the roughly 40-foot diameter craft. It was
shaped like "a modified flat iron" and had
.lights.

They continued on their way, and after the
boy's girlfriend was dropped off at her Madbury
home, the boy and his mother headed home,
only to see the craft in the distance again, ap-
pearing to pace them.

The whole episode lasted about 45 minutes. ••
"It's a pretty solid case," Geremia said, "Es-

pecially when you get three people who all see
the same thing."

The Federal Aviation Administration and
other aviation authorities had no record of any

ti- Madbury
Please turn to Page 12

L.-_'..-
This drawing of an unidentified flying object sighted June 10
by an area man in Madbury shows the top of the craft as it
dipped its front toward the car the man, his mother and his
girlfriend were riding in. The object was surrounded by bright
white light with pulsating blue, red and green lights on its
side, he said.

causes
woo woo woo

By MARK C. BUDRIS
Rochester Bureau Chief

ROCHESTER — The'case of the
weird sound was closed. But not
before the neighborhood that
heard it was flooded with a steady
stream of skeptics and seekers of
UFOs. •

It was solved a few hours after
the story of the "woowoo woowoo
woowoo" that woke up many in a
Western Avenue neighborhood hit
the streets. It was an alarm.

A janitor at the Elks lodge on
Columbus Avenue a half mile
away accidentally set off the
alarm at around 5 a.m. Tuesday

morning. It was the first night the
alarm had ever been activated.

Two police cruisers responded.
So did Elks Home manager Tom
Diamond, who got a call from the
janitor. He could, also -hear "the-
ringing from his home on Chestnut
Hill Road a mile away.

He called the newsroom about
5:30 p.m. Wednesday with the
news. •

"Everybody's having a big joke
about it down here," said Dia-
mond.

The solution will probably

# No UFO
Please turn to Pa ire 12



Madbtiry
UFOs in the

Madbury area the night of June 10 —
but the FAA rarely has information
that confirms sightings, said Gerem-
ia, a 42-year-old computer techni-
cian.

He said the witnesses had a "typi-
cal reaction" to the incident.

They first thought it was an air-
plane or a helicopter, but then were
frightened into "My God, what is
it?"

"When you get it hovering 30 feet
above their car, there can be no
doubt it was a UFO or something un-
known," he said.

Geremia said the pacing and
hovering are the most typical char-
acteristics of the 15 to 20 cases he's
investigated over the past seven
years on the Seacoast. This case is
interesting because it is similar to
one reported a few weeks earlier in
Vermont.

"You always have the bright light
hovering low to the ground, zipping
along at tree-top level, making errat-
ic movements and acceleration that
defy modern aircraft movement," he
said.

He had the three persons who
sighted the UFO in Madbury draw
pictures of their experience. They've
retraced their route. He's made tape
recordings of their stories, and is
just now completing a report to send
to the Mutual UFO Network, or
MUFON, a nationwide investigative
group. The report will end up on file
for researchers.

Geremia, who believes he is the
only active Seacoast UFO investiga-
tor, came to Rochester Wednesday
afternoon to investigate the mysteri-
ous depression in the grass discov-
ered off Western Avenue a few hours

after a loud sound woke many in the
neighborhood.

With one quick look, he concluded
what several people had been specu-
lating. The matted, IW-foot high
grass was probably flattened by a
tent or tarp. This morning it was
determined that the strange noise
that persisted more than 15 minutes
was a burglar alarm. (See related
story.)

Geremia said that in his spare-
time investigative travels in New
Hampshire he has never .come
across "a grass case," in which evi-
dence of a UFO's landing is left on
the ground.

But in some cases, he said, the
grass is reported swirled in a 30- to
40-foot circle, with a 10-foot diameter
central section appearing to be lifted
up.

Burned pod marks often appear,
and the grass outside of the center
area is often dehydrated and takes
weeks to. recover.

He heard about the Rochester case
Wednesday through an inactive UFO
investigator.

If the noise the Rochester neigh-
borhood heard had been a UFO it
would have been unusual, he said.
The great majority of UFO sightings
are reported as silent — which
brings into scientific question what
kind of propulsion systems the crafts
might use.

When noises are reported, they're
usually described as whirring or
whooshing sounds, he said.

Geremia said that things have.,
been quiet in the Seacoast area re-
cently as they have been nationwide.
But if past patterns hold — the mid
1960s and mid-1970s saw large num-
bers of reports — a new series might

Seacoast UFO investigator
Peter Geremia.
be approaching.

When movies like "Close En-
counters" and "E.T." were released,
researchers expected a jump in the
number of UFO sightings, but this
has not been the case, he said.

"The mid-80s may bring another
flap," he said, referring to the term
used by UFO researchers to describe
rashes of reports.

But, he said, "The chances of see-,
ing a UFO are worse than being hit
by lightning."

"Of course, I'd love to see one," he
said.

He doesn't try to explain the sight-
ings, but said he is convinced that
people really do see the objects.

"I have no idea. A lot of people say
extraterrestrial sounds good, but

No UFO

then that falls from popularity and
it's said to be an aberration of the
human mind. It's hard to say. All I'm
doing is reporting what people see.
I'll leave it up to someone else to fig--
ure it out," he said.

He said one .of his most interesting
cases occurred about 1V4 years ago
in Franklin. A family sitting on the
front porch of their home saw a
bright light.

Joking around, the father blinked
the porch light several times and the
light in the sky supernaturally
zoomed down toward the house, ter-
rifying a little girl at the home look-
ing at the light through binoculars.

The youngsters were put to bed,'
and.the husband and wife went out
into the street to scan the sky for a
better look.

The man turned'and heard his wife .
scream. Turning back, they both
said they saw "a tall man in a sil-
very uniform between two trees."

"They ran into their house, locked
the doors and turned on the lights.
They were pretty upset," he said.

The next day, their daughter re-
ported that when she was walking
beside a field in the vicinity, she saw
a short being with a large head walk-,
ing through the tall grass. Geremia,
however, said that this incident —
because it was witnessed by only one
person — does not have the credibili-
ty of the M a dbury sighting.

He said that people in general are
anxious and curious to see and learn
about UFOs. However, he said the
government has files "locked away"
that they won't release publically for
"fear of panic."

"People are trying to see what's
going on. They're not afraid. I abso-
lutely reject the idea of widespread
panic," he said. . •

ground hundreds of imaginations
throughout the city. The imagina-
tions were prodded by the news,
story. Dozens of kids and their
parents turned out Wednesday
evening to see the mysterious de-
pression in the grass of a nearby
field, discovered a few hours after
the loud sound was heard.

It was something they could see
and touch.

But what about the report of the
scanner call and the empty police
log?

Police Chief Kenneth Hussey
said the officers heard the sound
on their own. But when they got
there, Diamond was already turn-
ing off the alarm. They left. No re-
port to file. No log entry.

The sargeant on duty was never
told about it. So he did not recall it
during an inquiry Wednesday.

Had the alarm been registered
at the police station, a car would
have been dispatched, and a re-
port filed. The alarm has since
been hooked up to the station.

This story will surely break 12-
year-old Nicole Biloudeau's heart.

She had her grandmother bring

her out to see the mysterious de-
pression that Carol Moore discov-
ered. The reporter did not tell her
a Seacoast UFO investigator, Pe-
ter Geremia of Rye, quickly con-
cluded a few minutes earlier that
it was likely made by a tarp or
tent.(see other story)

Nicole, wearing an "E.T." shirt,
was convinced that the depression
was strong evidence- of an extra-
terrestrial visit.

"It was really something. Noth-
ing can do that much," she said.

Skeptic Evelyn Bateman of
Dover had to come out and see for
herself. She brought a friend and a
back seat full of kids.

"I don't disbelieve and I don't
believe. But I'd have gone out that
night, for sure," she said, refer-
ring to Carol Moore's understand-
able reluctance to go into the high-
grass and wooded field in the dark
to investigate what she heard.

The prediction of her friend,
Roxanne Weeden of Rochester,
turned out to be pretty close.

"I think it's a farce. It could've
been a smoke detector," she had
said.

Gary Wentworth, 13, lives a few,
hundred yards away from the de-
pression on Court Street. He didn't
hear the noise. But he and his
friends saw the depression and
would "definitely camp out" in the
field. The only thing left to do was
to choose the best site.

"God, I wish I was here at 5," he
said.

Joey Jaffe, Jr., 16, of West Mil-
ton, checked out the site with his
mother on the way home from Ro-
chester. He said the ground looked
like something had risen up and
blew the grass down. Especially
around the edges.

His mother did not have a theo-
ry. "There's a lot of possibilities, I
suppose. A million and one possi-
bilities."

But they confessed, "We're look-
ing for them (UFOs) all the time."

Two kids said they could feel
"heat" on the depression with
their hands.

Another found a small piece of
iron ore-looking rock in a small
gouge on the edge of the depres-
sion that looked suspiciously like a
"pod mark" from a you-know-.

what. She took it home to keep in
her room.

Chris Harmon, 11, who lives a
few hundred yards from the site,
did not hear anything. He investi-
gated thoroughly and was "pretty
sure" no UFO landed in his neigh-
borhood.

"There's no burn marks. I th)pk
it's some kids playing a prank. .
.Even with the noise. They could
have done it somehow," he said:
Kids often party back by the
tracks, he said.

One elderly gentleman leaned
over a bare patch near .Western
Avenue and rubbed some dirt be-
tween his fingers. When1 he was
told the depression was 50 yards
away through the woods, :he waved
his hand and left.

The story had everybody won-
dering. If only a little.

Two women left talking about
past reports they had heard about
UFOs.

"I only saw something one time
I couldn't explain," she said. "But
honest to god, Clarence saw..a.ci-
gar-shaped thing go over North-
wood. And they're not drinkers. It
makes you wonder."



REPORT HEADING

ĵl . Subject: Massachusetts, 1982-9
Type of Report: General

S Date of Report: 9, Nov., 1982
Date of UFO Sighting: 17, Sept.,1982
Time of UFO Sighting: 10:45 p.m.-12:15 p.m.'

^ Place of Sighting: Ipswich, Massachusetts (Essex County) USA
^ Local Evaluation: Significant

To: MUFON Headquarters/ Original material
K^ From: Marge Christensen, Essex County State Section Dir.

(assisted by Evan Randolph- MUFON field investigator trainee)

UJ
(0 SIGHTING BACKGROUND:

^ The witnesses, husband and wife, contacted Raymond Fowler shortly after their
£ sighting. Ray relayed the information to me, and I contacted them and arrar^ed
uU for an interview and investigation. ,
V) . '

SIGHTIHG ACCOUNT: i
* t>

XT̂  Mr. Arthur Schwartz was out in the evening (at 10:30) walking the dog, and j
!_ watching falling-star activity. Suddenly, out. of nowhere, a boomerang-shaped . [_•
2 object appeared^ making erratic(zig-zaggingjr movements and traveling in the
-̂ - - .southeasterly, direction.x It had a white, faded, glowing body, with red lights

?*J_'-,\\.t ; , "on its sides. le Immediately thought that' it must be a UFO, mainly because of
V°'ti:- the'erratic movements it made,and because it was noiseless. He estimates that
§ it was: probably 300-500 feet above the ground.

Jf] '̂ U k- Meanwhile, Den'ise Schwartz, Arthur's wife, wondered what was keeping her%husband
•<_> '" '" outside so long, and she also came outside to see what was taking place. As the

two of them stood outside together, they observed three disc-shaped* objects pass
overhead and then lost sight of them as they passed over trees. They continued

g to watch, and about ^ hr. later, Denise claims to have seen the same three objects
— pass overhead. Arthur's story differs from Denise's at this point, as he claims
? that.-when the objects passed over head the second time, he saw only one object,
ft? disc-shaped. They both felt that the objects were solid, and'both described them
—' as being a solid light (somewhat as a flourescent bulb).

' They are interested in the topic of UFO's, but have not read any books on the
subject. Denise claims to have had strange dreams regarding UFO's for years
including one recurring dream in which she is paralyzed by a beam of light

^ emanating downward from a UFO. She.also claims to have psychic ability and
has had out of body experiences. Both husband and wife are college, graduates
and both hold positions of responsibility.

tn



SIGHTING INVESTIGATION

ACTIVITY LOG

Oct. 1 Ray Fowler called to give me the details regarding the case.

Oct. 3 -- I spoke to Arthur Schwartz on the telephone and later sent him a
copy of our MUFON information page. He wa.s ill at the time, and
I told him that we had a backlog of cases and shortage of investigators
at the time, so we agreed to wait till later in the month to tackle
the case.

Oct. 10 -- I spoke to Arthur Schwartz and arranged an appointment to meet with
him and Mrs. Schwartz on Sunday, Oct. 24.

Oct. 24 -- I met with Mr. and Mrs. Schwartz at their home in Ipswich. Evan
Randolph accompanied me in order to observe the investigation techniques.

Oct. 24-- I stopped at the Ipswich Police Dept. to speak to the officer on duty
and inquire as to whether or not their blotter for the 17th of Sept.
or the next day had any listings of calls regarding the sighting.
The police officer was very cooperative and showed me where our card
and also hotline number are posted on their bulletin board and he
assured me that should bhey receive any reports of sightings, they •• •
would immediately'contact us." The blotter did not have any entries
regarding sightings.for the dates in question.

OQt: 25-- I placed'ari article in the "Ipswich Chronicle" stating that there.
had been a sighting by 2 witnesses of several objects of two different
shapes over Ipswich on the Waning of Sept. 17, and we weee asking anyone
else who might have witnessed these objects overhead to please call the
Mass. MUFON Hotline. I felt that since the sighting lasted such a lengthy
time that hopefully, someone else should have seen it. We received one
call on the Hotline on Oct. 28'. Mrs. Brong, of Central St. in Ipswich
called, but wasn't sure that her sighting was on the 17th of Sept. It
does not appear to be the same sighting, as what she saw (and heard)
seems fairly certain to have been helicopters.

Nov. 9 -- I contacted the U. S. Weather Bureau in Boston for historical weather
data for Sept. 17, and found that the evening was clear, with visibility
at 15 mi.



THE INTERVIEW AND INTERROGATION:

Evan Randolph and I interviewed the Schwartz's first outside where the incident
occurred and then in their living roooi of their tastefully decorated honie, at
which time we interviewed them separately..Both af them were very cooperative,
and were objective in describing the objects they had sighted. Although they
seem interested in the topic of UFO's, neither had read any books or really
done much serious thinking about the topic. The fact that they did not agree
on how many objects they sighted the second time around indicates that they
did not collaborate on the story and that each one is telling what he or she
feels to be an accurate description of the event.

Both Arthur and Denise Schwartz seem to be very stable, well-adjusted people
who have no desire for publicity. As a matter of fact, the reporter from the
"Ipswich Chronicle" asked if she could speak to them and do a story on the
sighting. I refused to give her their names or phone number, but agreed to
ask-them and then if they were interested, I would have them call her. The
very mention of the newspaper coverage brought a resounding negative response
from them. They simply felt that they should report what they saw, but did
not want any publicity.

Denise is interested in exploring a bit further the area of her dreams through
the use of hypnosis 1someday in the future.

ADDITIONAL WITNESS CHECK ; • " -

As mentioned in the log, 1 stopped at the TLpswich Police Station in an attempt
to locate any additional witnesses who might̂ bave contacted the police. This
attempt was fruitless. I also placed an article in the "Ipswich Chronicle"
(and a reporter from "Ipswich Today" used the Chronicle article and a phone call
to me ta write an article for that paper as weTl-iv Both are weekly papers.), but
toidate", we have only received one phone call'wMich, "does not seem to be referring
to the same sighting. The caller, Mrs. Brong, of Central St., Ipswich, told me
that she was not sure of the date of her experience, and that she was certain
that what she and her son had seen were helicopters. They saw 7 lights and heard
lots of loud noise around lOf p.m. some time in Sept. They had heard previously
on the news that Pease AFB would be conducting maneuvers, and they were certain
that what they saw and heard were helicopters from those maneuvers. The lights
they saw were red, blue, and white, and the lights were flying very high in a
straight line. Since the lights that the Schwartzs waw were quite low and were
flying in zig-zag patterns, it does not appear that the two reports are from
the same sighting. Also, the lights are^of different Colors in the ̂wos^ightings^^.^^

NATURAL PHENOMENA CHECK:

Because of the description and the behavior of the objects, there seems to be
little likelihood that they were natural phenomena.

MAN-MADE OBJECT CHECK:

Because of the disc-shape and the strange maneuverability of the abjects in question,
it is not likely that they are man-made.



WITNESS BACKGROUND CHECK:

The husband is a college grad. with a degree in social work. Due to the
employment market, he has now taken a position as an electrical mechanical
assembler for a company which is a subsidiary of Bausch & Lomb. The wife
holds a bachelor's degree in English, and also due to the employment market,
has switched careers, and now works as secretary to the Supt. of Schools.
Both partners hold responsible positions and in both cases, I have no reason
to question their integrity. Both have a great deal more to lose than to
gain by perpetrating a hoax.

SIGHTING EVALUATION;
, * "$*•

Because of the credibility of the two witnesses (and because there were two
witnesses), as well as because of the description and behavior of the objects
Involved in this sighting, it seems .that"it must be. labeled as unknown until
any further information surfaces.which either assists us in identifying the
objects, or further substantiates the .fact that it is an unknown. The
•boomerang-shape .and the dJLsc-shape" do not match thesdescription of any

• Conventional aircraft, and^the,lights and zig-zagging.motion do not fit
in with the behavior of conventional aircraft, nor do they fit in with
the description of astronomical "objects.̂ Since the second time the disc-
shaped objects appeared, the husband, claims to have seen onlyoone object
while the wife claims to have,seen!.three obj'ects, it would seem to establish
that the three objects were separate objects'-ajad not oney object with thr'ee
lighted sections. Should further information related to this case be obtained,
this report will be updated.
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UFO SIGHTING QUESTIONNAIRE • GENERAL CASES (FORM
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ENVIRONMENTAL SITUATION (Check/Fi l l In As A p p l i c a b l e )

V I E W E D FROM: OUTDOORS(.S(/) INDOORS( CAR( AIRCRAFT( BOAT( OTHKR_

( GLASSES.( ) WINDOWC ) SCREEN( ) BINOCULARS( ) TELESCOPE! ) s r i l l CAMEKAf I-
V I E W E D T H R O U G H : (

( MOVIE CAMERA( ) THEODOLITEC ) RADAR( ) OTHER •' ' '

AREA/LOCATION:

A R E A / T E R R A I N :

AREA/TECHNICAL:

SKY CONDITION:

PRECIPITATION:

UFO DIRECTION:

UFO ELEVATION:

UFO DISTANCE:

UFO PASSED:

ALSO IN AREA:

CITY( ) SUBURBAN( ) R U R A L ( 1/5 INDUSTRIAL( ) COMMERCIAL } RKS I U K N T I A l . f )

FIELDS( ) WOODSC ) HILLS( ) MOUNTAINS( ) R I V E R ( • ) POND( ) LAKEf )

AIRPORTf ) POWERLINES( ) POWER STATION( ) RAILROAD TRACKSC ) OTHER

CLEAR(\sf PARTLY CLOUDY( ) OVERCAST( ) FOCCY( ) HEAVY( ) MEDIUM( ) I.IGHT(

NONE(W^*RAIN( ) FOG( ) SLEET( ) SNOW( ) HEAVY( ) MEDIUM( ) LIGHT( )

FIRST SEEN IN S~. £ . LAST SEEN IN .5. C IT MOVED FROM *3 ' $ C' TO Q' V ?

) l /2( ) 3/4( vf OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; O V E R H E A D ( I( FIRST SEEN -
(
( LAST SEEN -

WHEN CLOSEST TO

V IN-"FRONT-OF Ck I

) l/2( )
.

OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD(-x<r OTHER

ALTITUDE: WHEN CLOSEST TO THE GROUND

(
( BEHIND_

WHICH WAS

WHICH WAS

IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS

IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS

AIRPLANE( ) HELICOPTERC ) BALLOON( ) SEARCHLIGHT( ) OTHER A/-Q U S & .£ 1

BEFORE WITNESS SIGHTED UFO DURING UFO SIGHTING( ) AFTER UFO SIGHTING( )

OBJECT DESCRIPTION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)

•NUMBER OF I • SHAPE OF
OBSERVED:

DESCRIBE:

REAL SIZE:

( AN OBJECT,O

( A LIGHT^':(-. pX^HUMBER OF 3 SHAPE OF Q \f IVL. COLOR(s).

SOUND' - A^0^€- • •- SMELL AX^A^^— SPEED

AS THE OBJECT LISTED BELOV

APPARENT SIZE: (

( LARGER ' (VJV-fSMALLER ( )' ,' -'-SAME
( w~'Jf.,l;_ *.rV-"
( BASKETBALL '-('•-T COMPACT CAR '( 1/T" STANDARD CAR ( ) HOUSE (" ) OTHER _

( HOW MANY TIMES LARGER ( ) OR SMALLER ( ) IF PUT IN 'THE SKY BESIDE OBJECT BELOW?

TIMES THE SIZE OF A STAR \

BRIGHT AS: A STAR ( ) THE MOON ( • ) OR

TIMES THE SIZE OF A FULL MOON

LIGHT IF PLACED AT SAME DISTANCE AWAY

DID THE OBJECT(s) OR LIGHT(s) : (Please elaborate on items checked below by using a separate sheet)

CHANGE DIRECTION? (\/) HOVER? ( ) AFFECT RADIO/TV? ( )

TURN ABRUPTLY? ( ) DESCEND? ( ) AFFECT ELECTRICITY? ( )

FALL LIKE A LEAF? ( ) ASCEND? ( ) AFFECT MAGNETISM? ( )

ABSORB OBJECT(s)? ( ) OVER POWERLINES? ( ) . AFFECT TIMEPIECE? ( )

EJECT OBJECT(s)? ( ) OVER A BUILDING? ( y/) AFFECT ENGINE? ( )

CHANGE SHAPE? ( ) LAND ON GROUND? ( ) AFFECT VEHICLE? ( )

CAST SHADOW? ( ) LAND IN WATER? ( )

CAST LIGHT? ( ) CARRY OCCUPANTS? ( )

REFLECT LIGHT? ( ) COMMUNICATE? ( )

LFJWE A TRAIL? • ( ) G I V E OFF HEAT? ( )

DISINTEGRATE? (./') LEAVE RESIDUE? ( )

AFFECT ANIMAL?

AFFECT HUMAN?

AFFECT WATER?

AFFECT G R O U N D ?

AFFECT VEGETATION?

FLUTTER? ( )

SPIN? ( )

BLINK? ' ( )

PULSATE? ( )

APPEAR SOLID? ( ^

HAVE FUZZY EDlIKS? ( )

HAVE O U T L I N E ? ( /)

W O B B L E ? ( 1

VIBRATE? C )

CLOW? C >

A P P E A R TRANSPARENT? <^<

HC'. MANY' OTHER WITNESSES? I/ K '^ ' DID ANY OTHER AGENCY CONTACT YOU? N. ./

P'-.LASE PROVIDE THE NAMES/ADDRESSES/PHONE NUMBERS OF OTHER WITNESSES AND/OR
: v - '£STIGATORS OP. AGENCIES ON SEPARATE SHEET IF APPLICABLE AND KNOWN.

SIGNATURE OF OBSERVE?

YOU MAY (/'j MAY NOT f ) USE MY NAXE

DATE THIS FORM SIGNED
DAY MONTH YEAR



SHEET I OF 2

UFO SIGHTING QUESTIONNAIRE • GENERAL CASES [FORM 1]
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PLEASE COMPLETE THIS FORM (Print) AND RETURN TO INVESTIGATOR (For MUFON I se)

NAME OF INVESTIGATOR. r** °~*-'S

STREET ADDRESS' d? (L£jLJUb(JL. /X (Tt-ti ^

TOWN/CITY. ^

/̂LAyC/ PHONF.- A/C 6 V ̂

STATE: ZIP CODE: COUNTRY /7 S XI

DRAW A SIMPLE SKETCH OF THE OBJECT. (Label any lights, colors, protrusions)

o
CD

O o / o r .

(On a-separate sheet, please sketch a simple map of the arearshowing your position and the object's position.. -

Include an'arrow denoting the direction of North. Indicate direction that the object was moving.)

g ^o
ts! ^^

Z

~ £

<̂
O tij

\ 2

* < . , * ';-* I' PERSONAL ACCOUNT ,

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE INCIDENT AS IT HAPPENED. BE SURE THAT YOUR NARRATIVE INCLHDES THE FOLLOWING-

1. WHERE WERE YOU AND WHAT WERE YOU DOING AT THE TIME?

2. WHAT MADE YOU FIRST NOTICE THE OBJECT?

3. WHAT DID YOU THINK THE OBJECT WAS WHEN YOU FIRST NOTICED IT?

4. DESCRIBE YOUR REACTIONS AND ACTIONS, DURING AND AFTER SIGHTING THE OBJECT.

5. DESCRIBE THE OBJECT AND ITS ACTIONS.

6. HOW DID YOU LOSE SIGHT OF THE OBJECT?

kXxCi-*̂ e; was inside and wondered what was keeping husband, who was outside
walking the dog. She went out to investigate. Husband had observed a boomerang-
shaped object and was watching to see if it would pass overhead again. As the
couple watched, they observed three white .disc-shaped objects (lighted throughout)
go from the northeast, turning and heading south. They watched until they lost
sight of the objects as they passed over trees. About k hr. later, they again
witnessed the objects. Denise claims to have seen the 3 objects again, still
in the same flight formation. Husband claims to have seen only 1 object the
second time around.

(Continue narrative on reverse sid»)



UFO SIGHTING QUESTIONNAIRE • GENERAL CASES (FORM 1]
E 2 OF ?

ENVIRONMENTAL SITUATION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)

V I E W E D FROM: OUTDOORS( INDOORSC ) CAR( ) A I R C K A F T ( ) BOAT( ) OTHER

f GLASSES. ( ) WINDOW ( ) S C R E E N ( ) B I N O C l ' I A R S f ) TEI.ESCOHE( ) STILL CAMERA ( i
VIEWED THROUGH:(

( MOVIE CAMERAf ) THEODOLI.TEt ) R A D A R ( ) OTHER

AREA/LOCATION: CITY( ) SUBURBAN( ) RURAL(;X) INDUSTRIALf ) COMMEKCIALC )

AREA/TERRAIN: FIELDSC. ) WOODSC ) HILLS( ) MOUNTA1NS( ) RIVER( •) PONDC ) LAKE! )

AREA/TECHNICAL: v AIRPORTf ) POWERLINESC ) POWER STATIONC ) RAILROAD TRACKSC )
y ^^^-rf***^**"^^

SKY CONDITION: CLEARC'O PARTLY CLOUDY( ) OVERCASTC ) FOCGYC ) HEAVY( ) MEDIUMC ) L I G H T C

PRECIPITATION: NONECvO RAIN( ) FOG( ) SLEETC ) SNOW( ) HEAVYC ) MEDIUMC ) LIGHTC

LAST SEEN IN VS"UFO DIRECTION:

RAIN(
e

FIRST SEEN IN IT MOVED FROM

( FIRST SEEN - l/4( ) l/2( ) 3/4(X) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEADC ) OTHER
UFO ELEVATION: (

( LAST SEEN - 1M( ) l/2( )

UFO DISTANCE: WHEN CLOSEST TO Wtfot^_̂,

( IN-FRONT-OF

OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD( ) OTHER_

UFO ALTITUDE: WHEN CLOSEST TO THE GROUND _

UFO PASSED:
WHICH WAS

WHICH WAS( BEHIND.

ALSO IH AREA: AIRPLANE( ) HELICOFTER( ) BALLOON( ) SEARCHLIGHT( ) OTHER

IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS

IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS

BEFORE WITNESS SIGHTED UFO( ) DURING UFO SIGHTING( ) AFTER UFO SIGHTING )

... OBJECT DESCRIPTION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)

OBSERVED:

DESCRIBE :

REAL SIZE:

( A N OBJECT ( .)

. ( A LIGHT ( )

SOUND ^truft^tL

NUMBER OF

NUMBER OF_

,^- -. -J

SHAPE OF

SHAPE OF

COLOR(s).

COLOR(s).

SPEED

• (.-LARGER ( ) SMALLER ( ) SAME SIZE ( ) AS THE OBJECT'LISTED BELOW
(

.-^BASKETBALL ( ) COMPACT CAR ( ) STANDARD CAR ( ) HOUSE ( ) OTHER

( HOW MANY TIMES LARGER ( ) OR SMALLER ( ) IF PUT IN THE SKY BESIDE OBJECT BELOW?
APPARENT SIZE: ( , x

( TIMES THE SIZE OF A STAR ( /fy\ TIMES THE SIZE OF A FULL MOON

BRIGHT AS: A STAR ( ) THE MOON (X) OR LIGHT IF PLACED AT SAME.DISTANCE AWAY

DID THE OBJECT(s) OR LICHT(s): (Please elaborate on items checked below by using a separate sheet)

CHANGE DIRECTION? ( i / ) HOVER? ( )

TURN ABRUPTLY? (^ DESCEND? C )

FALL LIKE A LEAF? ( ) ASCEND? C )

ABSORB OBJECTCs)? C ) OVER POWERLINES? ( )

EJECT OBJECTCs)? C ) OVER A B U I L D I N G ? ( *̂ 1

CHANGE SHAPE?- C )

CAST SHADOW? C )

CAST LIGHT? C )

REFLECT LIGHT? ( )

LEAVE A TRAIL? ( )

DISINTEGRATE? ( )

LAND ON GROUND? ( . )

LAND IN WATER? ( 1

CARRY OCCUPANTS? ( 1

COMMUNICATE? ( )

GIVE OFF HEAT? ( . )

LEAVE RESIDUE? ( )

AFFECT RADIO/TV? ( )

AFFECT ELECTRICITY? C )

AFFECT MAGNETISM? C )

AFFECT TIMEPIECE? ( )

AFFECT ENGINE? ( )

AFFECT VEHICLE? C )

AFFECT A N I M A L ? C )

AFFECT H U M A N ? ( )

AFFECT WATER? ( )

AFFECT GROL'ND? C )

AFFECT V E G E T A T I O N ? * '

FLUTTER?

SPIN?

BLINK?

ca/fAPPEAR SOLID?

HAVE FUZZY EDGES? C )

HAVE OUTLINE 0 ( 1

WOBBLE? C 1

VIBRATE? C )

GLOW? (*x)

APPEAR TRANSPARENT? f )

KOU MANY OTHER WITNESSES? DID ANY OTHER AGENCY CONTACT YOf?

PL-LASE PROVIDE THE NAMES/ADDRESSES/PHONE NUMBERS OF OTHER WITNESSES AND/OR
OR AGENCIES ON SEPARATE SHEET IF APPLICABLE AND KNOWN.

S I G N A T U R E OF O B S E R V E R <-

YOU MAY (Av) HAY NOT C ) USE MY NAME

DATE THIS FORM SICKED o? "1 I_T)
DAY MONTH YEAR
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October 24, 1982; Lowell, Indiana 
9:20 GMT ? Pilot (Michael Davis) and student pilot (his father) in a single-engine 
Cherokee 140 were returning to the Lowell airport a�er prac�cing naviga�on and 
landings. Approximately 4-5 minutes a�er takeoff, and just a�er reaching their 
cruising al�tude of 2,300 � (above ground level), on a 240° course, the pilot no�ced 
an object that at first he took to be a malfunc�oning parachute. It first appeared in 
their 10 o’clock posi�on sufficiently enough below their level to be silhoueted 
against the ground. The object would pass beneath him, so the pilot ini�ated a le�-
hand (45°) turn, applying power and climbing to 2,800 �. Immediately before this 
turn, the UFO appeared to be on a bearing of 355° (almost due north) and at a height 
of approximately 1,700 �. The pilot planned to turn and pursue, looked around for 
the target and was startled to find it just 10 seconds later only 50 yards behind them 
holding their course and speed. Just a�er the pilot began a slow turn to the right, 
away from the object, and ini�ated a gradual descent from 2,800 � to 1,100 �. As 
they descended through the object’s original flight path, they encountered about 2 
seconds of heavy turbulence. According to the pilot, it was like hi�ng the vortex of a 
large airliner. Un�l then, the flight had been en�rely smooth. A�er making a 270° 
turn, they levelled out at 1,100 � on a bearing of 90° at 140 kts, with the object s�ll 
holding at 50 yards at their 4:30 posi�on. A�er a mile or two, the pilot banked 
slightly to the right across the UFO’s path coming to a bearing of 120°. The object did 
not turn with them, but slowed down to remain on the inside of the curve. At this 
point they had a good look at the object for almost one minute. It has a complex 3-
part structure consis�ng of a set of four tubes and a nozzle with two upper ringed-
dome sec�ons. The nozzle itself was cream colored but had small dark markings 
resembling cooling vents or fins. The rest of the lower structure was transluscent 
grey with a �nge of blue, like some type of raw plas�c stock. The upper structures 
consisted of two pod-like domes, connected at their botom center by a sort of 
tubular swivel-joint. The major por�on of the dome surfaces were of a silver-blue 
color, with the right dome being approximately 20 %  larger then the other. Both 
"domes" were encircled at their equators by a ring of goedesic-type panels made out 
of some glass-like substance, clearish but with an almost iridescent blue-grey sheen. 
Now as the object slowed to stay inside their curve, the two domes began to gyrate 
in a peculiar manner, best described as a twis�ng mo�on, like holding two tennis 
balls, one in each hand, and rota�ng one ball away from you, and the other in the 
opposite sense (while s�ll touching them together), and then reversing the 
direc�ons. The UFO now, without any sort of transi�on, instantly reversed course, 



heading back on a mirror image bearing of 270°, remaining at its level of 1,100 � at a 
speed of 140 knots, in a period of no more than two seconds. The pilot completed his 
turn to the right and took a pursuit posi�on directly behind the object, about a mile 
to its rear. The moment they fell in directly behind, they again encountered the same 
heavy turbulence as before. This �me the turbulence con�nued for the length of the 
pursuit. The pilot increased his aircra� speed to its maximuml (140 knots), but the 
object began to pull directly away from them, gradually building between 50 and 100 
mph, separa�on speed, and drawing almost 5 miles away. A�er 3-4 minutes,  the 
pilot was just about to give up the chase when, suddenly, despite the distance, the 
dome-spheres went into their peculiar rota�on again. Almost instantly the object 
reversed course once again, picking up speed fast by this �me, and giving them only 
enough �me to realize that it had reversed course, where it was headed. Then at the 
last moment, the object flicked across their nose, veering to its le� and missing the 
aircra�'s right wing �p by no more than 10 feet. At the instant that it passed, the 
vortex hit them so hard that the plane’s airframe groaned in protest, and the 
al�meter "went wacky". It con�nued to curve to the le�, back on what appeared to 
be its original heading of 355°, s�ll accelera�ng, and eventually beginning to climb 
un�l it finally disappeared into the distance haze. At no �me during the encounter 
had the UFO shown any sort of exhaust trail. 
 
From the Interna�onal UFO Reporter, CUFOS, May-June 1983; Haines Case 50 
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UFO SIGHTING QUESTIONNAIRE GENERAL CASES (FORM 1)
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PLEASE COMPLETE THIS FORM (Print) AND RETURN TO INVESTIGATOR (For MUFON Use)

NAME OF INVESTIGATOR

STREET ADDRESS: 0^0 &&X

, y.. -
TOWN/«W¥

/<>. /̂

PHONE A/C </£ I

STATE /?/? ZIP CODE COUOTRY • 4. S.

DRAW A SIMPLE SKETCH OF THE OBJECT. (Label any lights, colors, protrusions)

(On a separate sheet, please sketch a sliiple map of the area showing your position and the object's position.

Include an arrow denoting the direction of North. Indicate direction that the object was moving.)

PERSONAI ACCOUNT
- O

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE INCIDENT AS IT HAPPENED BE SURE THAT YOUR NARRATIVE INCLUDES THE FOLLOWING-

1 WHERE WERE YOU AND WHAT WERE YOU DOING AT THE TIME'

2. WHAT MADE YOU FIRST NOTICE THE OBJECT'

3 WHAT DID YOU THINK THE OBJECT WAS WHEN YOU FIRST NOTICED IT7

4. DESCRIBE YOUR REACTIONS AND ACTIONS, DURING AND #FTER SIGHTING THE OBJECT.

5. DESCRIBE THE OBJECT AND ITS ACTIONS

6. HOW DID YOU LOSE SIGHT OF THE OBJECT'

(Continue narrative on reverse side)
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UFO SIGHTING QUESTIONNAIRE • GENERAL GASES (FORM 1)
PACE 2 OF 2

\

§ ̂
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S S K

ENVIRONMENTAL SITUATION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)

VIEWED FROM:

VIEWED THROUGH:

AREA/LOCATION:

AREA/TERRAIN:

AREA/TECHNICAL:

SKY CONDITION:

PRECIPITATION:

UFO DIRECTION:

UFO ELEVATION:

UFO DISTANCE-

UFO PASSED:

ALSO IN AREA:

OUTDOORS( ) INDOORS( ) CAR(<x> AIRCRAFT( ) BOAT( ) OTHER

( GLASSES.( ) WINDOW( ) SCREEN( ) BINOCULARS( ) TELESCOPE( ) STILL CAMERA( )

( MOVIE CAMERA( ) THEODOLITE( ) RADAR( ) OTHER 0<J1~fyrf*iJ fa4. te)jAj£OuJ

CITY( ) SUBURBAN( ) RURALfV INDUSTRIAL( ) COMMERCIAL( ) RESIDENTIAL( )

FIELDS( ) WOODS( - ) ' HILLS( ) MOUNTAINS^ RIVER( •) POND( ) LAKE( )

AIRPORT( ) POWERLINES( > POWER STATION( ) RAILROAD TRACKS( ) OTHER ——.

CLEAR( ) PARTLY CLOUDY(V) OVERCAST( ) FOGGY( ) HEAVY( ) MEDIUM( ) LIGHT( )

NONE( ) RAIN(V) FOG( ) SLEET( ) SNOW( ) HEAVY( ) MEDIUM( ) LICHT( )

FIRST SEEN IN A/iJ LAST SEEN IN IT MOVED FROM

( FIRST SEEN - l/4( ) l /2( ) 3/4( ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAON^ OTHER_

( LAST SEEN - l /4( ) l /2 ( ) 3M( ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON, OVERHEAD(\> OTHER_

WHEN CLOSEST TO

( IN-FRONT-OF_

(
( BEHIND

&. &
at6r UFO ALTITUDE WHEN CLOSEST TO THE GROUND

WHICH WAS

WHICH WAS

IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS

IN DISTANCE FROM THE* WITNESS

AIRPLANEf ) HELICOPTER( 1 BALLOONC ) SEARCHLICHT( ) OTHER

BEFORE WITNESS SIGHTED UFO( ) DURING UFO SIGHTING( ) AFTER UFO SICHTING( )

OBJECT DESCRIPTION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)

OBSERVED:

•DESCRIBE:"

REAL SIZE:

( AN OBJECT ( ) NUMBER OF_
(
( A LIGHT ( ) NUMBER OF_

SHAPE OF_

SHAPE OF

COLOR(s).

COLOR(s)

SMELL - /O£>

( LARGER ( ) SMALLER ( ) SAME SIZE ( ) AS THE OBJECT LISTED BELOV'

(
( BASKETBALL ( ) COMPACT CAR ( ) STANDARD CAR ( ) HOUSE ( )

( HOW MANY TIMES LARGER ( ) OR SMALLER ( ) IF PUT IN THE SKY BESIDE OBJECT BELOW?
APPARENT SIZE: (

( TIMES THE SIZE OF A STAR TIMES THE SIZE OF A FULL MOON

BRIGHT AS: , A STAR ( ) THE MOON ( ) OR A LIGHT IF PLACED AT SAME DISTANCE AWAY

DID THE OBJECT(s) OR LICHT(s): (Please elaborate on items checked below by using a separate sheet)

CHANGE DIRECTION? ( ) HOVER?

TURN ABRUPTLY? ( ) DESCEND?

FALL LIKE A LEAF? ( ) ASCEND?

( ) AFFECT RADIO/TV? ( ) FLUTTER?

( ) AFFECT ELECTRICITY7 ( ) SPIN'

( ) AFFECT MAGNETISM' ( ) BLINK?

ABSORB OBJECT(s)? ( ) OVER POWERLINES? ( ) AFFECT TIMEPIECE' ( ) PULSATE'

EJECT OBJECT(s)? ( ) OVER A BUILDING? ( ) AFFECT ENGINE' ( )

CHANCE SHAPE? ( ) LAND ON GROUND? ( ) AFFECT VEHICLE? ( )

CAST SHADOW? ( ) LAND IN WATER? ( ) AFFECT ANIMAL' ( )

CAST LIGHT? ( ) CARRY OCCUPANTS? ( ) AFFECT HUMAN? ( )

REFLECT LIGHT? ( ) COMMUNICATE? ( ) AFFECT WATER? ( )

LEAVE A TRAIL? ( ) GIVE OFF HEAT? ( ) AFFECT GROUND' ( )

DISINTEGRATE? ( ) LEAVE RESIDUE? ( ) AFFECT VEGETATION' ( ^

APPEAR SOLID?

HAVE FUZZY EDGES?

HAVE OUTLINE?

WOBBLE?

VIBRATE?

GLOW?

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

APPEAR TRANSPARENT? ( )

HOW MANY OTHER WITNESSES? DID ANY OTHER AGENCY CONTACT YOU'

PLEASE PROVIDE THE NAMES/ADDRESSES/PHONE NUMBERS OF OTHER WITNESSES AND/OR
INVESTIGATORS OR AGENCIES ON SEPARATE SHEET IF APPLICABLE AND KNOWN.

SIGNATURE OF OBSERVER

YOU MAY ( ) MAY NOT ( ) USE MY NAME

DATE THIS FORM SIGNED J0 *]/
'DAY M6NTH YEAR
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March 24, 1983, was one of the biggest nights for sight- 
ings. Just how many people actually saw the large, 
boomerang-shaped object as it drifted over the valley 
during a two-and-a-half-hour period that evening will 
probably never be known, but our UFO Hotline later 
received more than 300 calls from people who had spot- 
ted it. It is likely that several thousand people saw this 
strange phenomenon that night. 

All of the reports confirmed over and over that some- 
thing alien to the world as we know it was staging a 
remarkable display in the sky. As our investigation pro- 
ceeded, we picked up new and more bizarre details. 

There was, for example, the doctor and his family 
who saw a white beam of light come down from the 
object and then saw a small red object travel halfway 
down the beam and shoot off across the horizon. 

There was the couple who described the object as 
having a massive structure at least six stories high. More 
astonishing, they said it shot to the far horizon and came 
right back to a hovering position near them again—all in 
a split second. 

There was the woman driving alone who saw the 
object quite a distance away, then a second later, right 
over her car. 

The first reported sighting came at 7:30 P.M. from Hunt 
Middleton, an executive with a major New York City 
corporation who had just stepped off a commuter bus in 
Bedford. As he walked toward his home, he saw lights 
through the bare branches of trees lining the sidewalk. 

"I'm not sure how many lights, perhaps six or seven, 
but they were very bright," he said. "They were all blink- 
ing on and off and were red, blue, green and white. I 
knew it was not any type of conventional aircraft 
because the lights were stationary. 

"It was just hovering there in the sky. I tried listening 
for a sound but heard nothing. The lights looked like 
they were in a straight line, but you could tell they 
extended around in sort of a half circle. 

"I continued to watch for five minutes, and all this 
time the object did not move. I finally went inside my 
house to get my family to come out and see it, but when 
we came out the lights were gone." 



Bedford is in the southern part of the twelve-mile- 
long "sighting zone." Other witnesses from the same 
area said the object was heading north. If it had contin- 
ued in that direction, it would have gone over Yorktown, 
one of the most heavily populated communities in 
Westchester County. Yet no sightings were reported from 
Yorktown until around 8:30 P.M., about an hour later, 
and as far as we can determine, there were no sightings 
anywhere for a full half hour after the Bedford sighting. 

Where had the object gone? We don't know. 

Our next reported sighting was at 8:00 P.M. in 
Carmel, ten miles north of Bedford. Steve Wittles, a 
computer consultant in his thirties, was entertaining 
three friends at his home when he looked out a window 
and noticed red and white lights in a half circle hovering 
over trees several hundred yards away. 

Wittles and his guests ran outside and watched. They 
thought they could see the vague outline of something 
connecting the lights. Despite its size, the object made no 
sound that they could hear. After a minute or so, it began 
to drift toward the east and went out of sight beyond 
some trees. 

Just moments later and about a quarter of a mile to 
the east, Dr. Lawrence Greenman and his wife, Joan, and 
their three daughters got an even better look at it. They 
had been watching television at the time. Dr. Greenman 
declined to discuss the sighting, but he listened as his wife 
talked with us. 

"I saw a very bright object come from the north- 
northwest," she said, "and after a few seconds I got off 
the couch and went outside to see what it was. My hus- 
band and children went with me. We were looking west 
and there was this huge object. 

"I went back inside to get binoculars, and when I 
came back it had stopped in mid-air and was hovering 
over the trees. I looked at it through the binoculars and 
saw just a group of lights in a straight line. The lights 
seemed to be in a pattern like a zigzag." 

As she looked through the binoculars, she saw "some 
type of metallic part connecting the lights" of a dull 
green color. 



"The object turned a little bit, and I could see that it 
was a wide V shape. I then saw a very brilliant white 
beam of light come down from the center, and in that 
bright light a small reddish object came down and headed 
very, very fast toward the north. Then the beam of light 
shut off, and whatever it was started to move very slowly 
toward the south and then turned and went east." 

The next series of sightings took place at 8:30 P.M. in 
two locations fifteen miles apart, and they turned out to 
be among the most dramatic sightings of the entire year. 

One group of sightings took place in the towns of 
Millwood and Yorktown in Westchester County, and the 
other in Kent and Brewster in Putnam County. There 
were far more witnesses in the Millwood-Yorktown 
area—well over 1,000 people is a conservative esti- 
mate—but fewer close encounters. 

The Westchester Sightings 

Joan Lindauer's report was typical of those we received 
from the Millwood area. An employee of GTE in White 
Plains, she was en route to her home in Croton, driving 
on Route 120 toward the Taconic Parkway, when she 
saw a group of lights. She assumed they belonged to an 
aircraft heading for the Westchester County Airport, sev- 
eral miles northeast of White Plains. 

"I thought it was an aircraft, but it didn't keep going 
toward the airport," she said. "It either stayed still or 
kept going the other way. Then I noticed that it was 
going parallel to me, so low that I lost it at times behind 
the trees." 

She came to an area free of trees and got her first 
good look at the object. 

"It was at least the size of a large jet with brilliant 
white lights in the shape of a V. It kept following me all the 
way to Millwood. I started to get scared and tried to con- 
vince myself it was just a plane. But it didn't act like one. 

"As I approached Millwood at the intersection of 
Route 133, I stopped at the traffic light. As I did, the 
object sped up and swung in front of my car and hovered 
right above the traffic light. Then the lights on the object 
went from all white to all red. It was very, very low. It 
was just right there." 



She felt as if she were being observed. "There was no 
one else at the intersection, and here was this thing hov- 
ering several hundred feet above the light without mak- 
ing a sound. The traffic light finally turned green and I 
just left. I didn't want to watch anymore. I thought I was 
going crazy." 

The UFO now headed north and followed the 
Taconic Parkway, where it caused a traffic disturbance. 
Cars stopped on both sides of the expressway as puzzled 
motorists got out to look at the mysterious object drift- 
ing soundlessly overhead. Many of them reported seeing 
a beam of brilliant white light that occasionally came 
down from the bottom of the object and focused on cars. 

Ed Burns, an IBM program manager and a resident 
of Yorktown Heights, was driving north when he spotted 
the formation of lights off to his right. 

"As I continued to drive, the lights became more pro- 
found," he told us. "Then they came right over my car. I 
shut the radio off, rolled the window down, and looked 

out at this huge craft above me. I heard no noise. It was 
moving silently and slowly. 

"When I reached the Millwood area, I noticed twelve 
cars off to the side of the road. I pulled over and stopped, 
and then all of a sudden this huge craft was right over 
my car. That's when it was really shocking. 

"Then the craft seemed to stop. The different colored 
lights seemed to go off, and just the white lights seemed 
to stay on. It was hovering a bit. It was just there look- 
ing like it was observing us as we were observing it. 

"The guy I was talking to—I was rambling on to him 
about how excited I was about this strange craft—never 
answered me. He looked at me once and then glanced up 
at the craft. 

"This craft was there a minute or two, and then it 
started to move again, going up the Taconic Parkway in 
a sort of a Z pattern... It seemed to be going very slowly, 
and then all of a sudden it seemed like it was very far 
ahead of me." 

The object appeared to be triangular in shape and 
had lights all around it with thirty to forty colored lights 
along the back alone, he said. 



"If there is such a thing as a flying city, this was a fly- 
ing city. It was not a small craft. It was huge." 

About this time, the Yorktown police began receiving 
the first of dozens of phone calls from excited residents. 
At one point the object hovered over the center of town, 
where Police Officer Kevin Soravilla saw it. He thought 
it was a jetliner in trouble, but as he watched he realized 
the object wasn't a plane. It turned 180 degrees around, 
as if on a wheel, and slnwlv drifted awav. 
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July 27, 1983

DOMED DISK NEAR FLINT, MICHIGAN

At 2:30 AM, Friday, July 22, 1983, the author received a telephone referral from
Trooper Dan Monroe of the Flint Post, Michigan State Police. The post had received
two calls five minutes apart after 1 AM from the Flushing area west of Flint. Both
concerned an aerial object at treetop level over the countryside. (Unfortunately,
the latter caller gave a previous address and phone number, rendering followup Impossible.)

Trooper Monroe was dispatched and visited the residence of Mrs. Eunice Elledge, who
had witnessed the event with her 11-year-old son Jeff and their guests, Mrs. Carolyn
Hensley of Fl i n t and her 11-year-old daughter Mary. The trooper questioned the four
and also two Consumers Power Company lineman who were repairing a downed wire at the
site. All power In the vicinity had been out since 8 PM Thursday. The linemen had
arrived at 12:50 AM, ten minutes before the sighting. Their presence seems to have
had a bearing on the events, as w i l l be further explained. On his return to the post,
Trooper Monroe contacted MUFON, giving his impression that the witnesses were honest
and relating their account. An appointment was set for that evening.

The Elledge residence is one of several newer homes in an area s t i l l basically agri-
cultural, with cornfields and woods predominant. It is also on an east-west flight-
path of Bishop International Airport, located five miles away. Areas south and south-
west of F l i n t have elicited several UFO reports over the past few years.

Mrs. Hensley and her daughter had arrived for a visit Thursday evening and, when the
power was interrupted by thunderstorm activity, decided to remain until it was restored.
When the Consumers truck arrived, all four proceeded to the front porch to observe.
Ten minutes later, Mary was locating constellations when she noticed two oversized
white lights hovering over a tree between two houses a hundred yards to the northeast.
She called the others' attention and the four stared at the lights for two to three
minutes. At that point, they were stationary and no sound emitted from the source.
Each light was about two feet In diameter, and the two were positioned closely. The
witnesses found it odd that such large beacons did not appreciably illuminate the
surroundings or irritate their eyes with a glaring effect.

At this point, the Consumers vehicle was maneuvering into a ditch to reach the u t i l i t y
pole with its elevated cradle. One of the men stood behind, directing the other.
According to the witnesses, the truck then struck the pole accidentally, and the
lights immediately rose up slightly, then went out. Now they could identify the
object as a domed disk with red lights above and below where the lights had shone,
circling the dome and base. The craft may have been rotating or, since the witnesses
did not notice the extinguished headlamps revolving, a movie-marquee effect may have
offered the appearance of rotation.

The vehicle began to slowly approach the witnesses before abruptly turning ninety
degrees to the left (south). It then glided across the road and over a field to a
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smallish woods two hundred yards distant. Mrs. E]ledge focused her attention on a
band of shiny metal around the girth of the object, and all reported at least two
sets of "prongs" (i.e. an inverted "V" consisting of two rods about six feet in
length, extending from the perimeter of the underside). These were also bright
metallic. According to the children, the "prongs" started to protrude from the
vehicle only after it was in motion and heading for the woods. Mary believed she
spotted four such sets and assumed them to be landing gear. The others noticed
only two sets, one under the headlamps, the other positioned opposite.

The group agreed that the object had a very light and fairly low-pitched "whirling"
sound while in motion. This, they remarked, was unlike that of an airplane or
helicopter and was otherwise unrecognizable.

When either above or slightly beyond the wooded area (which extends for roughly
150 yards), the object glided down in a vertical descent until lost from view
below the treeline. Its path had carried the craft to the side-and behind the
u t i l i t y employees, but neither realized its presence. The four witnesses maintained
a v i g i l for nearly an hour afterward, however no reappearance was to occur.

Eunice El ledge and Carolyn Hensley used the terms "mesmerized" and "awe" to des-
cribe their reactions to the anomoly, stating that they seemed compelled to watch
as it hovered nearby. This may, of course, have been quite naturally a psycholo-
gical response but bears mentioning.

The witnesses are quite certain that the u t i l i t y truck did not experience any sort
of disruption to its lights or engine. As the neighborhood's power .was off, no
other electrical disturbances could have occurred.

The family dog, a spaniel-col 1ie mix, had begun pacing, barking in an unfriendly
manner, and investigating windows and doors shortly before the sighting. During
the episode, it barked continuously, though this may have been due to the presence
of the u t i l i t y truck. After the incident, it hid in the basement and refused to
answer its owner's calls. The following day, Mrs. El ledge remarked, it was acting
somewhat strangely, resting behind furniture normally unfrequented and acting timid
generally.

Investigation

Following interviews with the four witnesses, the author spent considerable time
in and around the wooded area in question. Very few openings existed whereby a
craft of the size described (larger in diameter than a full-sized auto) could have
landed without breaking tree limbs, and no ground markings or vegetation scorched
or swirled was found. The cornfield which lies beyond the woods contained several
bare spots, but again no indication of dehydration, compacting, scorching or swirl-
ing of the crop was evident.

Several neighbors along both River and Beecher Roads were queried regarding the
incident, only one offering e possible insight. Mrs. Vicki King, who lives across
and diagonally from the El ledge residence, was awakened by her husband who phoned
from his workplace to notify her that police had been sent to the area, ostensibly
regarding a fire according to his second-hand information via CB. Later the same
night, at about 5 AM, she awoke again to the strong odor of a burnt substance of
some sort. She could offer no explanation as to its origin.



FAA officials at Bishop stated that the thunderstorms had interrupted power at
the facility sometime after 10 PM Thursday. An emergency generator restored most
functions, but the north-south runway lights remained inoperable and so that
runway was closed for the remainder of the night. The airport's raw/bulk radar
system had ceased functioning at 11 PM as scheduled. The airport log showed no
light aircraft or helicopter in tbe area of the sighting near the time given.
Likewise, neither the Genesee County Sheriff Department nor the Air National
Guard had aircraft in the vicinity that night.

As conveyed to the MSP trooper, the Consumers Power employees were unaware of the
events at hand. The u t i l i t y pole generator was dysfunctional when they arrived,
and so their attention was entirely centered on assessing and repairing the damage.
With l i t t l e question, a power surge caused by lightning earlier in the evening
had caused the problem.

Commentary

The day and evening of Thursday, July 21 was, weatherwise, atrocious throughout
Michigan. Several lines of thunderstorms crossed the Lower Peninsula, some with
hall and damaging winds, and numerous communities were without electricity for
many hours. So, while inconclusive, it is certainly noteworthy that the Elledges
and Hensleys observed the craft within an hour of the remaining cloud cover's
retreat to the east. The National Weather Service office in F l i n t indicated that,
at 1 AM, the city's skies continued overcast at 7,000 feet, though by 2 AM scattered
clouds only remained. Moreover, the arrival of repairmen within minutes of the
sighting, coupled with the observation that the craft extinguished its headlamps
and moved away within a second or so of the pole being struck, may not be coin-
cidental .

Allowing for some variances in their accounts, there is no reason to suspect the
witnesses' report as given. In terms of the descriptive drawings, that of Mrs.
Hensley is probably the least accurate in that she wears prescriptive lenses for
astigmatism but did not have them on at the time. Further, Eunice El ledge deferred
in large part to the sketches of the two children, stating that she had concentrated
on the bright metallic "belt" around the vehicle together with the "prongs" under-
neath and so had noticed l i t t l e in the way of l i g h t configurations or shape of the
craft. The boy and girl, drawing separately from memory the next day, depicted
the object in remarkably similar fashion. It might be postulated that the bar of
red light shown in Jeff's sketch was in actuality the metallic band seen by Eunice
Elledge, with the glow of red from a row of lights above giving misimpression that
the metallic band was also lighted.

In summary, this appears to be a credible CE-I. Perhaps the greater learning
experience was gained by the vehicle's occupants In respect to the interruption
and restoration of electrical power.

All witnesses to the event have requested that their anonymity be preserved in any
subsequent publication.

By: Dan R. Wright
State Director for Michigan
Mutual UFO Network
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Colonel Gerald L. Hough

July 22, 1983, 1:09-1:1^ AM. Trooper Dan Monroe, Flint Post operations unit, was
dispatched to the 6,000 block of River Road (near Flushing) to meet with two women and
their respective 11-year-old children who reported a nearby disc-shaped object. A
second caller during the same time frame was unable to be subsequently located from
the address and telephone number recorded.

The witnesses, who have requested anonymity, described a silent, hovering object 100
yards distant at treetop level between two houses. The vehicle was reported as larger
in diameter than a standard auto, with two oversized "headlights", a reddish-pink hew
reflected on the exterior surface, and "prongs" extending from the undercarriage.
The object extinguished its headlights and proceeded SW across the road. As it began
to move, the witnesses detected a slight "whirling" sound unrecognizable as a conven-
tional aircraft. The object continued on a line until reaching a patch of woods 250
yards distant, wherein it appeared to descend vertically out of sight. The witnesses
continued to observe the same area for the next hour but saw nothing further.

Two Consumers Power Company linemen, who were at the time maneuvering their truck
into position to repair an electrical outlet across from the witness1 home, were
unaware of the allegedly anomalous object. Trooper Monroe questioned the linemen
as well as the four witnesses and contacted MUFON upon returning to the Post.

The National Weather Service office, Bishop Airport, Flint, stated that a day-long
storm front had moved out of the area in question within an hour of the reports.
Temperatures were in the low 60s, with no cloudcover and unlimited visibility.

Separately, a couple residing one-quarter mile southeast, also on River Road, reported
electrical interferences in their home at the time of the sighting. The latter wit-
nesses thereafter experienced four additional episodes of the same or similar craft.

An extensive investigation by MUFON of all factors leads to the conclusion that an
unconventional object frequented the area over a nine-week period. At no point,
apparently, did it land, though it was repeatedly seen at or below treetop level near
area homes and over crop fields - by eight witnesses in total, six of them adults.
No estimate can be made of its purposes. The State Director was impressed with the
integrity of the initial four witnesses, plus that of four additional observers to the
subsequent events. Moreover, it should be noted that the latter four were unacquainted
with the witnesses to the first incident and that drawings prepared separately by the
individuals were very similar. Also, there was no disagreement as to the object's
proportions, sound, maneuverings or duration at the respective sites.

A complete report of findings and witness statements has been forwarded to the MUFON
International Headquarters, Sequin, Texas, for computer encoding. This investigation
is likewise concluded.

Michigan MUFON would appreciate notification to all Posts that our investigative team
is available - on a 2A-hour basis - to respond to citizen reports of aerial anomalies,
unexplained mutilations of farm animals, so-called "Bigfoot" reports, and related
phenomena. The number listed above and on the enclosed cards serves as a Hotline
for activity statewide. Collect calls are accepted from witnesses, as are direct
contacts by Post personnel for witness referrals. An answering device is engaged
during absences. Thank you in advance for the continuing excellent cooperation of
State Police staff. We wi l l do our best to resolve claimed anomalies as they arise.
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March 25,1984: 
The UFO's Path 
We know for certain that the object passed over 
the Taconic near Yorktown, New York, at about 8:20 
P.M. At that time, Armand Favilla, of Mahopac, 
was driving on the expressway "when all of a 
sudden we saw cars stopping and pulling over to 
the side. I looked up and saw what we thought was 
a strange object, a series of lights in the shape of a 
wide V or a boomerang. 

"I stopped the car, and the object was hovering 
no more than 600 feet above us. I rolled the window 
down but couldn't hear anything. Then it started 
gliding off, not a propelled motion, but almost as if it 
was floating. We last saw the lights heading east." 

The object was then seen over Bedford, New 
York, where Michael Piazza was one of the 
witnesses. 

"It was delta shaped with six white lights and 
two green lights in the middle," Piazza said. "It 
made a very sharp turn and then it headed north. I 
am familiar with aircraft, and this thing could not 
have been moving more than twenty-five to thirty 
miles an hour. 

"The thing that caught my attention was the 
sharp angle it made when it turned. All the lights 
turned at once, and it moved like one solid object. 
There was no way this thing could have been a 
group of individual objects flying in formation." 
After passing over nearby Mt. Kisco, the object was 
seen in Carmel, New York. The Carmel police 
received twenty phone calls. We learned from a 
Danbury, Connecticut, police officer that 
information about the UFO had  gone  out  over  
the  Putnam  County-Westchester 

County police wires. The officer said he had 
listened on his police scanner as a Carmel 
patrolman reported chasing the UFO several miles 
to the Connecticut border. 

Carmel police would not confirm this but did indi- 
cate they had seen the UFO in the distance from 
their headquarters. It was flashing blue lights. A 
lieutenant said he felt sure it wasn't a conventional 
aircraft but was something strange. 

Mark Galli, a bus driver, had seen the object on 
the night of March 24,1983. One year later, he 
was again driving on the Taconic, not far from the 
same area, and he saw the UFO approach him at a 
fifty-degree angle. As it slowly passed by, he 



could see two layers of lights, red on top and 
white on the bottom. 

Galli was astonished to see once again what 
appeared to him to be the same object. As it 
moved away from him, it made a sharp right-
angle turn to the north-east in one quick motion. 

The UFO was next reported in Kent, New York, 
where it passed over the home of Christine Fisher 
at around 9:30 P.M. She said she and her family 
saw the lights flash from white to red as it passed 
overhead, dwarfing their home. It hovered over 
some trees not far from their property and then 
continued to drift to the north. 

The UFO reached Danbury, Connecticut, and 
shortly thereafter Danbury police received a 
handful of calls, but were not sympathetic. One 
caller was told: "Okay, go sleep it off and the pink 
UFO will go away." The officer laughed, but the 
caller saw nothing funny about this. 



A Repeat Performance  On two occasions during 
this stage of our investigation, we phoned the 
Danbury police and told them that police in 
neighboring Westchester and Putnam Counties 
were seeing the UFO. Each time the Danbury 
police made a joke of it. But the joke was on 
them, because just several months later, twelve 
Danbury policemen, including several top-
ranking officers, had incredible sightings 
of their own, which we discuss later. 

For the time being, however, the Danbury police 
adopted the planes-in-formation explanation. The 
fact that they didn't know who was flying these 
planes or where they came from was not 
important. As one Danbury officer put it, "They 
can't be UFO's because they don't exist." 

Disappearing Acts 

Several remarkable reports came to us as a result 
of the March 25 sightings. One of them involved 
Bobby Boulanger, a thirty-year-old engineer, and 
his family, who saw the object at 8:00 P.M. while 
they were driving on Interstate 84 near 
Newburgh, New York. They saw ten white and 
red lights stationary over the highway. The 
lights were so bright they cast shadows on the 
ground. 

The family watched the object for about ten 
minutes. Then, Boulanger said, the strangest thing 
occurred. The lights went out one by one, and, 
when the last light went out, the object had 
vanished like the Cheshire Cat's smile. 

The object was simply gone, as if it no longer 
existed. 

Jack Grimsley, a thirty-three-year-old 
professional photographer, had a close encounter 
at the Croton Falls Reservoir, near Mahopac—the 
same reservoir where Jim Cooke saw a UFO on 
October 28, 1983, as described in the opening 
chapter. 



82 » Night Siege 

Grimsley was driving home on Route 6 about 
8:45 
P.M. when he saw large lights coming from the 
south. 
"They were very bright, white lights, about ten of 
them, 
in the shape of a boomerang," he said. "They 
passed over 
my car. The lights were so bright I had to shield 
my eyes. 

"As they passed over, I saw some type of dark 
struc- 
ture connecting the lights. It could not have been 
more 
than 500 feet in the air. It was huge! It was going 
about 
as fast as my car, and that was about thirty miles 
an hour 
at the time. I was able to stay right under it. 

"Then the object turned away and started to lose 
alti- 
tude. As it lowered over the trees, I could see it 
heading 
for the reservoir. I stopped my car, grabbed my 
video 
camera, and got out. The thing then hovered no 
more 
than fifty feet above the water and about a 
hundred 
yards from the shore. 

"The lights at this time flashed all different colors, 
and now I heard a very faint buzzing sound. I 
videotaped 
for about ten minutes, and when I zoomed in with 
the 
telephoto lens I could see the structure connecting 
the 
lights. It was a very dull gray. 

"The object was at least 300 feet from one end to 
the 
other. Then all of a sudden, the lights went out and 
the 
thing was gone! I stayed there for several minutes 
looking, 
but whatever it was, it just vanished before my 
eyes." 



Then came the strange part. 

"I then got back in my car," Jack said. "I thought I 
had watched for only about fifteen minutes, but 
according 
to my clock, I had been at the reservoir for over 
an hour. I 
must have been so amazed that I lost track of 
time." 

Stranger yet is what happened after that. 
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"I took the tape home and put it on my machine, 
and there the thing was. You could even hear the hum 
that the thing was giving off on the tape, and when I 
zoomed in, you could see the structure." 

We asked if we could see the tape. "I wanted to show 
the tape to a friend who has a degree in physics and does 
work with lasers," Grimsley said. "I put the tape in my 
car so I wouldn't forget it in the morning. When I got up 
in the morning, I took the tape to my friend and put it on 
the machine—and nothing. The tape was blank." 

It had been erased, even a section before the UFO 
where Grimsley had filmed an area in Croton Falls. The 
only explanation was that the tape had been subjected to 
a magnetic field. 

We asked Grimsley if this had ever happened to any 
of his tapes before. "No," he said. "I am a professional." 

His car had not been broken into, but he had 
neglected to lock it. 

What happened to the videotape? Did Jim Cooke 
and Jack Grimsley see the same UFO? We will never 
know. Nor is it likely we will be able to determine why 
more than an hour passed at the reservoir when Grims- 
ley thought it had been only fifteen minutes or so. 

 



The threat of UFOs compromising reactor security, as if the nuclear industry didn't have enough to deal 
with already, became a very real concern in 1984. 

Although of- ficials won't admit it, several researchers have informa�on That New York's Indian Point 
Reactor complex endured such a UFO problem during the long siege of sigh�ngs that happened 
throughout the state's Hudson Valley area. 

The portrayal of the event in this ar�cle is based primarily on the disclosures of unnamed sources. 

The summer of 1984 was a troublesome season for authori�es at the Indian Point nuclear reactor 
complex in Buchanan, New York. 

Two UFO appearances, one of which was verified by Carl Patrick, director of nuclear informa�on for the 
New York Power Authority (NYPA), and later documented by the press and the 1987 book Night Siege, 
apparently put the normally �ght security of the plant to a severe test. 

The first event entailed the brief flyover of a huge cra�, witnessed by three security policemen on June 
14. 

That was followed ten days later by a UFO incident of unprecedented impact. It was one of hundreds of 
UFO sigh�ngs in the Hudson Valley, but one the nuclear workers won't soon forget. 

"Here comes that UFO again!" an Indian Point security guard is said to have yelled on the night of July 
24, 1984, aler�ng other security personnel by way of the plant's internal communica�ons system. 

A UFO, variously described as looking like "an ice cream cone" and "boomerang," had lazily dri�ed over 
to Reactor #3-the only ac�ve reactor at the �me-lingering about 300 feet above the domed construc�on 
for some ten minutes, sending security officials into an uproar. 

Now, six years later, the principal UFO researcher on the case admits that many aspects of the event 
remain confusing and undisclosed. And although he's s�ll receiving informa�on, Philip Imbrogno calls his 
own lengthy inves�ga�on "stagnant." 

"Every �me new informa�on comes up or I get a lead on something, I get very reluctant to deal with it 
again," said Imbrogno, who heads the science department at the Windward School in White Plains, New 
York. 

"The en�re case has caused me quite a bit of pressure... 

The event would indicate that whatever appeared over there, our state-of-the-art technology in defense 
was unable to deal with it." 

He suggests that from what his sources have said, a military aspect came into play. The Indian Point UFO 
represented an intolerable security breach. Military customers? 

Imbrogno says that it is precisely that aspect which has had a las�ng effect, and which has generated 
repercussions that con�nue to this day. But according to the New York Power Authority, which oversees 
the reactor complex, Indian Point itself has no direct military customers. 

Reactor #3 primarily services local and state facili�es in New York City and Westchester County, including 
local school districts, the New York City subway systems and some of New York's trains. 



Most importantly, in Imbrogno's mind, are several military installa�ons in and around Duchess County, 
which allegedly get their power from Indian Point. 

According to his sources, these are primarily satellite receiving sta�ons, and "a number of other military 
opera�ons of which we can only guess," Imbrogno says. 

The official agency overseeing the reactor complex is the New York Power Authority, although 
Consolidated Edison has jurisdic�on over Reactor #2 and is sold use of #3 for extensive transmissions to 
New York residen�al users and, perhaps, military facili�es such as Camp Smith, an Air Na�onal Guard 
base located north of Peekskill. (Reactor #l is inac�ve.) 

It was NYPA whose officials apparently spent considerable human energy trying to dissuade Imbrogno 
from wri�ng about the July 24 event, concerned he would release informa�on vital to the plant's 
security. 

"I think other agencies were using (the NYPA) to harass me," he said, no�ng that he was constantly 
subjected to their repe��ve phone calls, threatening that he would be forced to appear at a hearing on 
the incident. 

(He was never subpoenaed, but Imbrogno subsequently, and perhaps coincidentally, was audited by the 
IRS four �mes.) 

The compulsion to publish was undeniable; of what may have been as many as 70 UFO witnesses among 
Indian Point personnel, a number quietly sought out Imbrogno, and on the condi�on of anonymity 
provided him with the vital facts which led to the produc�on of Night Siege (co-writen with Bob Prat 
and J. Allen Hynek.) 

"My sources involve people who work in security for the plant and also people in secretarial and 
janitorial posi�ons," he said. 

"The only problem is that ge�ng anything on paper- documenta�on, something official-is very, very 
hard, I have unofficial confirma�on right now that a number of documents pertaining to the sigh�ng do 
exist at the Nuclear Regulatory Commission." 

Normally, NRC records can be opened to the public under terms of the Freedom of Informa�on Act, but 
when he in- quired, Imbrogno was informed that the documents were being held at the reactor complex, 
and as such were protected under na�onal security regula�ons. 

"It's a joint sort of thing," he said, "In other words, although the NRC is prety open to the public, if they 
want to keep a document classified, they'll store it with another agency. I have an inside secretarial 
source who's actually seen the documents filed." 

The NYPA's Patrick denies that any such documenta�on exists, and dismisses the incident by claiming 
that all Hudson Valley UFO sigh�ngs were later iden�fied as light aircra�. 

There was no videotape taken by on-site surveillance cameras, Patrick insists, or audio recording of oral 
communica�ons, both pieces of evidence which Imbrogno strongly feels do exist and are being retained 
somewhere. 



According to Imbrogno's sources, a security shake-up ensued the very next day. "A number of agencies 
came in, including the NRC and military personnel, and they supposedly cleaned out everything. You 
have to remember that with nuclear reactors, you're only going to get 10 percent of the real story. 

They're overly terrified of bad publicity, and are really afraid of the an�-nuclear groups, which can cause 
trouble. Anything that happens is immediately covered up, including UFO sigh�ngs." 

An 'irregularity' 

Imbrogno further alleges that shortly a�er the UFO infringement, a crack in the reactor's casing was 
discovered. The public didn't hear about such a situa�on un�l a year later; the NYPA's Patrick denied any 
"crack," although he did recall a �me when Reactor #2 may have developed an "irregularity." 

Imbrogno says, "[Indian Point officials] made a public statement that opera�ons were not affected, that 
everything was normal. But I've been told by several people that they lost power, the security system 
dropped, and the reactor controls went crazy. Apparently it was caused by the UFO." 

No way, says the NYPA. 

"Any implica�on that the sigh�ngs of these [light aircra�] in any way affected Reactor #3 is false", Patrick 
said. Imbrogno's sources indicate otherwise. Supposedly, a mass of sophis�cated, high-accuracy tracking 
equipment was installed at the complex, enabling security to quickly generate a computer image of 
whatever aircra� might be affec�ng the equipment. 

Apparently such problems are s�ll going on. Patrick would not comment on what kinds of security 
equipment protect Indian Point, but stressed that nothing new has been installed since the incident. 

Imbrogno is also suspicious that the armed security forces at the site may have had reason to atempt 
firing on the cra�, again an allega�on flatly refuted by the NYPA. 

"I know a number of helicopters with rocket launchers were sent up and followed the cra� for some 
distance," Imbrogno commented, ci�ng his anonymous sources for the info. 

"When these helicopters went on their way, the object moved off and started crossing the Hudson, and 
disappeared up north." 

Officials will not talk to Imbrogno, nor answer his leters, he says. UFO spoke with Cliff Spieler, vice 
president at the New York Power Authority. He, like Patrick, basically dismisses the en�re affair. 

"Having looked into this thing and living two miles from Indian Point, think the UFO reports are 
nonsense," he said. 

"All Hudson Valley UFO sigh�ngs] are linked to small planes flying out of Duchess County." 

At one �me, officials speaking for Indian Point made their posi�on quite clear to Imbrogno, "They said, 
'you can cooperate with us, or you don't have to cooperate with us. 

If you don't cooperate with us, you have to face the consequences, because you are dealing in an area of 
na�onal security. The incident that took place over there involved na�onal security because it was a 
breach of security at a nuclear reactor.' But they weren't ready to say who was breaching security!" 



In considering the "who," Imbrogno took in a number of hypotheses, including the possibility that the 
incident was an elaborate test flight of a secret military cra�, such as the B-2 Stealth bomber, or a 
covertly-planned con�ngency test of the plant's security opera�ons, carried out under the guise of a UFO 
overflight. 

Nothing is impossible, he'll admit. But the most tenable answer, he feels, is that the UFO was an 
extraterrestrial cra�. "I don't think our government could be so bold with a cra� of the kind that 
appeared at Indian Point," he said. 

"Talking to these security people, and looking into their eyes," his voice trailed," . . . they tell a story of 
this one cop who got up on the roof below the UFO, and the thing started moving a litle bit. He pulled 
out his gun, looked at it, then put the gun back in his holster and ducked! 

The people who were telling these stories are not familiar with the UFO literature. If I really wanted to go 
into this, with no fear of what would happen to me, I'm sure there's an incredible story here. 

I am s�ll being given informa�on about certain things going on there-In the nigh�me, people seeing 
litle creatures coming through the walls of the casing on the reactor, and military personnel indica�ng 
'we're aware of these creatures and we don't care if they're from outer space-shoot 'em!' 

On a newscast on Channel 7 in New York, they were interviewing one guy, and he said, 'I saw it going 
over the reactor! I think they're sucking the power from it! That's what they're doing!' But a civiliza�on 
that has this type of vehicle- any intelligence, whatever it is-I'm sure doesn't need nuclear energy." 

Editor's Note: In a leter to UFO Magazine shortly a�er this ar�cle was writen, Imbrogno added to his 
remarks. 

"It is hard to believe that people like John Lear and Bill Cooper are revealing 'top secret' informa�on with 
litle or no repercussions. 

I just poked my nose a litle too deep into an area of na�onal security and got my ears pinned back for it. 
My next step is to approach this in a legal way by asking for an inves�ga�on (preferably by a member of 
Congress) to find out how and why the security at this government reactor was violated and why 
informa�on is being withheld." 

 



June 24, 1984; Peekskill, New York 
10:30 to 10:45 p.m. Security guards at the Indian Point Nuclear Power Plant reported 
seeing a UFO over the plant for approximately 15 minutes. It was roughly 30 stories 
above the exhaust funnel of one of the plant's three nuclear reactors. UFO investigator 
Philip J. Imbrogno for the Dr. J. Allen Hynek's Center for UFO Studies (CUFOS) in 
Chicago, Illinois interviewed six of the twelve security guards who saw the UFO. The 
UFO, according to the witnesses was huge in size, diamond-shaped and 
approximately 450 feet in length. It was first white, then changed to blue to red to 
green to amber in color. Local police in Peekskill received numerous UFO sightings 
during the same evening. One of them, Sgt. Karl Hoffman said the UFO he observed 
included a "dozen white lights" in V-formation that slowly moved towards the power 
plant at Indian Point. Investigators uncovered some interesting information. As the 
UFO approached the nuclear plant it flew to within 30 feet of its Reactor Number 
Three. When it did the plant's security systems shut down as did all of its alarm and 
communication systems. Security guards were issued shotguns and were waiting for 
the final word to shoot at the UFO. A request was also made for an armed helicopter 
to come and shoot down the UFO, but before the command was given, the UFO 
moved away and left the area. Carl Patrick of the plant's information office, when 
questioned by investigators about the UFO had this to say, "I can neither confirm or 
deny that the guards fired upon it, but they did what was necessary to protect the 
plant. 
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July 15, 1984; northwest of Detroit, Maine 
9:05 PM. Carol Cloukey and Robert White had been on their way to Pittsfield, Maine 
for dinner. After traveling about a mile they rounded a bend and Carol, who was 
driving, was the first to see a bright yellowish-orange light. Suddenly the light made a 
perfect vertical drop in mid-air. They sped up to get ahead of the object, but the light 
dropped lower again, and was now dead center above the car windshield. Carol 
stopped and slammed the car into reverse. After backing up about 50 feet they saw 
that the object was alongside of them on the left side of the car and about 150 feet off 
the ground. The glow had subsided, and in the evening twilight it appeared grayish in 
color, triangular shaped, and larger than a 747 aircraft. It had 4 red lights and 1 or 2 
brighter white lights. It made no sound. Robert opened his door to see if it was 
possible to make a 180-degree turn, and he told her to back into the driveway of a 
farmhouse. The object was now almost directly above them at an approximate altitude 
of 100 feet. He observed that when they stopped the UFO stopped, and when they 
moved the UFO moved! It became apparent that "it" did not want to let them go. 
Robert got out of the car and started to run toward the farmhouse. Carol called to him 
that another car was coming down the road. The UFO now began to move away 
slightly, traveling in a northeasterly direction for a distance of a few hundred feet 
when it suddenly vanished right before their eyes. Robert later expressed wonderment 
that such a large object could suddenly disappear in such an inexplicable manner. 
They estimated that the total incident took about two minutes to transpire.  
 
(Source: Leland Bechtel, MUFON UFO Journal, October 1984, pp. 14-15). 
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KEENEjNEW HAMPSHIRE CE I

OCT. 15 1984, TIME: 8:42 PM AN ANONYMOUS CALL WAS RECEIVED
AT THE KEENE NH. POLICE DEPARTMENT. A MAN FROM WINCHESTER NH. A
SMALL TOWN SOUTH OF KEENE, CALLED TO REPORT STRANGE LOOKING
LIGHTS HOVERING OVER THE CITY. HE REFUSED TO GIVE HIS NAME
STATING HIS WIFE WOULD THINK HE WAS CRAZY.

SGT. JACK ZELLER WAS DISPATCHED TO ROUTE 12 TO INVESTIGATE.
IT WAS A CLEAR NIGHT IN THE SOUTHERN NEW HAMPSHIRE CITY. SGT,
ZELLER DID NOT HURRY TO THE SCENE BECAUSE HE FELT WHATEVER IT
WAS WOULD BE EASILY EXPLAINED OR GONE BY THE TIME HE ARRIVED. AS
HE PROCEEDED SOUTH ON ROUTE 12 TOWARD ROUTE 9, A CAR COMING IN
HIS DIRECTION SKIDDED TO A STOP. A MAN JUMPED OUT POINTING TO
THE WEST. SGT. ZELLER STOPPED HIS CRUISER, HE DIDN'T EXPECT TO
SEE ANYTHING SO SOON. WHAT HE SAW WAS "OBVIOUSLY
UNCONVENTIONAL". AS A TRAINED OBSERVER HE WAS ABLE TO DESCRIBE
WHAT WAS SEEN EASILY.- A NUMBER OF PULSATING LIGHTS, RED, WHITE,
GREEN ABSOLUTELY MOTIONLESS IN THE SKY AT AN ALTITUDE OF BOO TO
100O FEET. HE ESTIMATED THE DISTANCE AT ABOUT ONE EIGHTH OF A
MILE. AT THIS POINT ZELLER CALLED BACK TO HEADQUARTERS USING
THE CAR RADIO. HE REMAINED IN RADIO CONTACT THROUGHOUT THE
SIGHTING. BY NOW MORE CARS HAD STOPPED AND MORE PEOPLE WERE
OBSERVING THE SHOW. ONE OF THE OBSERVERS SUGGESTED TO SGT.
ZELLER THAT HE SHINE THE CRUISER SPOTLIGHT AT THE OBJECT. THE
SPOTLIGHT USED WAS 2OO,OOO CANDLE POWER. "I WAS RIGHT ON AIM",
BUT IT DIDN'T LIGHT THE OBJECT. ( I FEEL ZELLER'S ESTIMATE OF
ONE EIGHT OF A MILE WAS INCORRECT. THE SPOTLIGHT SHOULD HAVE
REACHED IT AT THAT DISTANCE-) AS SOON AS THE LIGHT WAS ON AIM
THE OBJECT BEGAN TO MOVE TOWARD THE CRUISER. IT LOWERED
ALTITUDE AS IT CAME CLOSER. THE OBJECT LEVELED OFF AT AN
ALTITUDE OF 1OO FEET NOT FAR FROM THE OBSERVERS. AS IT
CONTINUED TO GET CLOSER ONE OF THE BYSTANDERS ASKED SGT. ZELLER
TO GET HIS SHOTGUN. ZELLER RESPONDED WITH "NO I THINK WE'LL
RIDE THIS ONE OUT". THE OBJECT PASSED DIRECTLY OVER THE CRUISER
AT A SPEED OF 1O TO 15 MILES PER HOUR. "I HAD IT LIT UP LIKE
DAYLIGHT" ZELLER STATED. HE DESCRIBED THE OBJECT AS HAVING A
DULL METALLIC OFF-WHITE OR CREAM COLOR. IT WAS 1O TO 15 FEET
WIDE AND 45 TO 5O FEET LONG. THE BELLY HAD LONGITUDINAL PLANES
FROM FRONT TO BACK LIKE THE HULL OF A BOAT. HE SAW NO LANDING
GEAR, NO WINDOWS, NO SEAMS, NO DOORS, NO OBVIOUS SOURCE OF
POWER, AND IT MADE NO SOUND EXCEPT FOR A TWO TONED HUM FOR A
SECOND OR TWO AS IT PASSED DIRECTLY OVERHEAD. THE POLICE
SERGEANT ALSO STATED HE MAY HAVE SEEN SHORT STUBBY WINGS, BUT HE
IS NOT SURE IF HE SAW THEM OR SOMEONE MENTIONED THEM. THE
OBJECT CONTINUED IT'S STRAIGHT FLIGHT PATH OVER THE CRUISER,
ACROSS THE STREET AND THEN STOPPED OVER A CAR WASH. IT TURNED
AROUND AS IF TO COME BACK TO THE CRUISER, HOVERED A FEW SECONDS
THEN INSTANTLY MOVED SIDEWAYS TO HOVER OVER THE RAMADA INN AT
THE JUNCTION OF ROUTE 9 AND ROUTE 1O. IT HOVERED AGAIN FOR A
FEW SECONDS, THEN MOVED TO THE SOUTH EAST AT A LEISURELY PACE.
IT THEN SPED OFF INTO SPACE AND WAS OUT OF SIGHT IN A SECOND OR
TWO.

PETER R. GEREMIA
MUFON STATE DIRECTOR
NEW HAMPSHIRE
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NAME OF INVESTIGATOR:

STREET ADDRESS: 571

.TOWN/ CITY: . R^E

COMPLETE THIS FORM (Print) AND RETURN

PETER R. GEREMIA

BRACKET! RD.

STATE: NH

TO INVESTIGATOR (For

PHONE

ZIP CODE: 03&70

MUFON Use)

A/C 60^ /llV)ww^ "^>

COUNTRY: USA

9283

WAV A SIMPLE SKETCH OF THE OBJECT. (Label any lights, colon, protruiloni)

(On • teptrttc thect, ple«s* (ketch a tlaple ojp of the «re« thovlng your position and the object'i position.

Include «n arrow denoting the direction of North. Indicate direction Chat the object was moving.)

PERSONAL ACCOUNT

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE INCIDENT AS IT HAPPENED. BE SURE THAT YOUR NARRATIVE INCLUDES THE FOLLOWING:

1. WHERE WERE YOU AND WHAT WERE YOU DOING AT THE TIME?

2. WHAT HADE YOU FIRST NOTICE THE OBJECT?

3. WHAT DID YOU THINK THE OBJECT WAS WHEN YOU FIRST NOTICED IT?

4. DESCRIBE YOUR REACTIONS AND ACTIONS. DURING AND AFTER SIGHTING THE OBJECT.

5. DESCRIBE THE OBJECT AND ITS ACTIONS.

6. HOW DID YOU LOSE SIGHT OF THE OBJECT?

As a patrol sergeant on the police force I was dispatched to the area of Rt 12
in Xeene to investigate a sighting of a strange lighted object hovering over
the City. The original complaint was called in from a town 12 miles away, ir.
Winchester Nh. I arrived on 12 and had seen nothing when a car coming toward ne
suddenly braked, sliding sideways ir. the roadway. I stepped of cousse, and t'r.e
occupants ran toward my cruiser gestering toward the West. I exited my car ar.d
i.-nmediately observed an object in the sky which was obscured by pulsating red,
green and white lights. It was about l/3th mile distant to the West, and appeare
to be about 50C feet from the ground. It was hovering absolutely still. It was
dark, and a clear night, no moon, but stars visible. Weji watched it several
minutes, I noted that it was making no sound whatsoever. We had conversation abq
how strange it was, 'and I radioed my headquarters about it, giving a rundown on
it. Sometime after several minutes, one of the bystanders said "why don't you j

your spotlight on it? I did, and though it was to far away to be actually lights

(Continue narrative oo reverse aide)



by my, Spotlight, the beam of light was on it as I could see the beam in the dark. Our spotlight
are '"about 200,000 candlepower. Immediately that I got a direct aim with the light, the object t
ax. to approach the cruiser on a striat line, that is, it wqas coming strait toward me and down
at the same time. It was sp obviously unconventional, that as it appraoched one citizen asked
me why I did not take my shotgun out of the rack. I just said "I don't think I better". The
object continued to approach, I kept talking to headquarters, and kept the spotlight on it at a
times. At about 300 feet, the object leveled off to about 100 feet altitude, and kept coming.
It was going an estimated 20 mph. It made no souund. As it passed directly over my cruiser, I k
the light on it. I could see it clearly, but£ at this time, XX24X I could no longer see the sore
of the lights, so they must have been on top. I could see the pulses however. The object was si
nt, about 40-50 feet long, maybee 1C-12 feet wide. Maybe it had miniscule wings, I am not sure.
It was of metallic dull cream colored material, no landing gear, no1 windows, no seams or doors,
no obvious sorce of power. The belly had several different planes to its surface, but was
unseamed. As it passed over head it was still absolutley silent. As it got about twenty- fifty
feet passed, it made a several second long, two tone, hum. Then this stopped immediately, and t
object continued on it's way at about 10-20 mph. It continued East for about 2-3 hundred yards
til it was over a car wash place. It stopped, still silent, turned completely around, end for
end as if it were going to come back. TYhere were some murmurs about this as it happened. Then,
suddenly, and completly silently, it raced sideways about 1/3 mile over to a Ramada Inn. It did
not appear to accelerate or decelerate in any normal fashion, but instead was firsf'here then
there". It stopped as suddenly as it began, and hovered about 3-4 seconds. It then went at a le
urly pace toward a hill 2 miles distant, following the contour of the land, thus when reaching
the hill, going right up and over out of sift, reappearing to the East a few secons later. It
hovered there for several seconds then began to follow the line of hills to the SE at a good cl
It then sped off into space and was gone in a second or two, to the S£.
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VIEWED FROM:

VIEWED THROUGH;

AREA/LOCATION:

AREA/TERRAIN:

AREA/TECHNICAL:

SKY CONDITION:

PRECIPITATION:

UFO DIRECTION:

UFO ELEVATION:

UFO DISTANCE:

UFO PASSED:

ALSO IN AREA:

' OUTDOORS ?U<II«DOORS( ) CAl(l^TltaUFT( ) 10AT( ) OTHER

( CLASSES( ) WINDOW( ) SCREEN? ) BINOCULARS? ) TELESCOPIC ) STILL CAMERA( )

( MOVIE CAMERA( ) THEODOLtTE( ) 1ADAI( ) OTHER

) Tjnx.'STKIAL( ) COMMERCIAL? ) RESIDENTIAL? )

FIELDS(u^T WOODS( } HILLS( ) MOUNTAINS? ) tIVER( •) POND( ) LAKE? )

AIRPORT( ) PCWERLINES? ) POWER STATION? ) RAILROAD TRACKS? ) CTHER_

CLEAR? M^PARTLY CLOUDY? ) OVERCAST? ) FOGGY? ) HEAVY? ) MEDIUM? ) LIGHT?

•ONE? U f l l A I N ? ) FOG? ) SLEET? ) SNOW? ) HEAVY? ) MEDIUM? ) LIGHT? )

FIRST SEEN 1» U,'t£VT LAST SEEN IB 5<J V Ttf~ IT MOVED FROM <*-L TO

( FIRST SEEN - I/ft
( .X"
( LAST SEEN - l/4(wO 1/

WHEN CLOSEST TO ME /
o v-vsy-L

( -IN 1'IUJIU "01 IW
(
( BEHIND

1/2? ) 3/4? ) OF THE'WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD?!-! OTHER '_

OTHER1/2? ) 3/4? ) OF THE HAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD?
/

DTP ALTITUDE: WHEN CLOSEST TO THE GROUND

fWe' — WHICH WAS 111 DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS

WHICH HAS IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS

AIRPLANE? ) HELICOPTER? ) BALLOON? ) SEARCHLIGHT? ) OTHER

BEFORE WITNESS SIGHTED UFO( ) DURING UFO SICHTIRC( ) AFTER UFO SIGHTING^ )

OBJECT DESCRIPTION (Check/Fill ID At Applicable)

( AN OBJECT

? A LIGHT ( >

SOUND H V-'

NUMBER OF SHAPE OF

NUMBER OF SHAPE OF COLOR(•)

SHELL STEED

( LARGER (V SMALLER ( ) SAME SUE ( ) AS TOE OBJECT LISTED BELOV
( - ^
( BASKETBALL ( ) COMPACT CAR ( ) STAHDARD CAR (l^-T BOt'SE ( ) OTHER

( ROW MANY TIMES LARGER ( ) OR SMALLER ( ) IF PUT ID THE SKY BESIDE OBJECT BELCW?
APPAREOT SIZE: ( -. - - - _ -- " --

( fO LJ^' TIMES THE SIZE OF A STAR . *~> C TIMES THE SIZE OF A FULL MOON

BRIGHT AS: A STAR ( ) THE MOON ( ) OR A "TLICHT IF PLACED AT SAME DISTANCE AWAY

DID THE OBJECT?») OR LICHT?s): (Please elaborate, on Iten* checked below by using • separate sheet)

? ( */) HOVER? ( *O AFFECT RADIO/TV? ( ) FLUTTER? ?

{ »/) AFFECT ELECTRICITY? ( )

(l/) AFFECT MAGNETISM? ? )

CHANCE DIRECTION

TURN ABRUPTLY? ( )

FALL LIKE A LEAF? ( )

HOVER?

DESCEND?

ASCEND?

ABSORB OBJECT?!)? ? ) OVER POWERLINES? ( ) AFFECT TIMEPIECE?

EJECT OBJECT?!)? ? ) OVER A BUILDING? ? ) AFFECT ENGINE?

CHANCE SHAPE? ? ) LAND ON GROUND? ? ) AFFECT VEHICLE?

CAST SHADOW? ( ) LAND IN WATER? ( ) AFFECT ANIMAL?

CAST LIGHT? ( ) CARRY OCCUPANTS? ( ) AFFECT HUMAN?

REFLECT LIGHT? ( ) COMMUNICATE? ( ) AFFECT WATER?

LEAVE A TRAIL? ( ) GIVE OFF HEAT? ( ) AFFECT GROUND?

SPIN?

BLINK?

PULSATE?

APPEAR SOLID?

H>VE FUZZY EDGES?

RAVE OUTLINE?

WOBBLE?

VIBRATE?

CLOW?

DISINTEGRATE? ( ) LEAVE RESIDUE? ( ) AFFECT VEGETATIOH? ( P APPEAR TRANSPARENT? ( )

HOW MANY OTHER WITNESSES? H~ OID ANY OTHER AGENCY CONTACT YOU? L-/<f ^

PLEASE PROVIDE THE MAMES/ADDRESSES/PHONE NUMBERS OF OTHER WITNESSES AID/OR
INVESTIGATORS OR AGENCIES OX SEPARATE SHEET IF APPLICABLE AMD KMCVH.

TOU HAT ( <O MAY IDT ( ) USE MY NAME /

DATE THIS ro*M SICKED



UFO SIGHTING QUESTIONNAIRE • COMPUTER INPUT (FORM 2)

FIELD INVESTIGATOR'S NAME:

INVES'I 1CATOR DATA

PETER R. GEREMIA
TELEPHONE: AC,603 fr?6 9283

FIELD INVEST IGATOR'S ADDRESS: 571 BRACKETT RD.
STKMKT AND NUMBER

NEW HAMPSHIRE 03870
STATE/PKUVINCK/Z1P COIJI-:

RYE. Mt. 03870
TOWN OR CITY

ROGKINGHAM USA.
C O U N T Y C O U N T R Y

DATE OF FIELD INVESTIGATOR'S REPORT:
YEAR DAY

AFFILlAT10N(lf not MUFON)

DATE OF UFO SIGHTING:

TIME OF UFO SIGHTING:

PLACE OF UFO SIGHTING:

OTHER INFORMATION:

COMMENTS: SEE TEXT

SI TUT INC DATA

OCT.
YEAR

JAN - MAR ( )

1ST WEEK ( )

?4-HOUR CLOCK TIME

15 IF MONTH/DAY NOT KNOWN. CHECK BELOW:
MONTH

APR-JUN ( )

?ND WEEK( )

DAY

JUL-SEP ( )

3RD WEEK( )

OCT-DEC ( )

4TH WEEK( )

(BEST GUESS)

(BEST GUESS)

1Q/|g OF UNKNOWN, CHECK BELOW) DURATION:
g MTH-

ZONE:
FST

DAY ( ) NIGHT fl[ ) MORNING ( ) AFTERNOON ( ) EVENING (X ) DAWN ( )

NOON ( ) ABOUT MIDNIGHT ( ) BETWEEN MIDNIGHT AND DAWN ( )

RT 12 KEENE, NH. CHESHIRE USA
STREET ADDRESS OR OTHER IDENTIFICATION COUNTY COUNTRY

NUMBER OF WITNESSES COORDINATES
(If Known) HOURS MINUTES TENTHS HOURS MINUTES TENTHS

LATITUDE LONGITUDE

PRIMARY WITNESS' NAME:

PRIMARY WITNESS' ADDRESS:

USE OF WITNESS' NAME:

PRIMARY WITNESS DATA

SGT. JOHN ZELLER

3 WASHINGTON ST.

TELEPHONE: AC 603/ 352-2222

KEENE

CHESHIRE

TOWN OR CITY

USA

STREET AND NUMBER

NEW HAMPSHIRE 03431
STATE/PROVINCE/ZIP COUNTY COUNTRY

MAY ( ) MAY NOT ( ) BE USED IN CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT (Note exceptions below).

MAJOR FEATURES

GENERAL CASE (X ) ELECTRICAL/MAGNETIC ( ) ANIMAL EFFECTS ( ) PSYCHOLOGICAL/PHYS10LOG1CAL EFFECTS ( )

LANDING ( ) PHYSICAL TRACES ( ) ARTIFACT ( ) ENTITY CASE ( ) PHOTOGRAPHIC ( ) RADAR ( ) OTHER_

COMMENTS:
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KEENE, NEW HAMPSHIRE
OCTOBER 15, 1984
7:42 PM.

^ = UFO location where first
observed by police Sgt. Zeller
from position @. UFO moved to
his location, lowering in
altitude from approximately
800 feet to 100 feet. It
passed directly over the
police cruiser moving at a
slow speed of ten to fifteen
miles per hour. It continued
to a car wash at position (B).
At this point it stopped,
turned around, hovered then
instantly moved sideways to
hover over the Ramada Inn at
position ©• After a few
seconds it moved at a slow
rate of speed to the South
East. The UFO continued in
this general direction until
out of view.

\

TO
CONCORD I UFO

POSITION OF
SGT. ZELLER

CAR WASH

RAMADA INN
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CITY OF KEENE
NEW HAMPSHIRE 03431

-0^--*! 1̂ 4-6 ^ pJlo-

oLU Zo^J(

"

Mayor-Manager 352-5211 • Accounting 352-1013 • Airport 352-8530 • Assessor 352-2125 • Attorney 352-5220 • Clerk 352-0133

Rre352-1291 • Health 352-1710 • Inspections 352-5440 • Parks* Recreation 352-3407 • Planning 352-3254 • Police 352-2222

Public Works 352-6550 • Purchasing 352-1013 • Tax Collector 352-0159 • Data Processing 352-1011 • Welfare 352-3402



From:.

Subject:.

CITY OF KEENE
KEENE, NEW HAMPSHIRE 03431

To: Peter R. Gcrer.ia

ur:; ir, Oct. s: __
Date:

Dear i l r . ^-e:. err,!;:

Re: your letter of questions dftc-r hearing the tip-: t.-> '..':.llii . Chapleau-

1. I-.1:., I aid r.oL cc t the r.zr.-.cj, or other witr.c coes thc.t night. :\r. thr cr^'t

a c wac a Co:".n car, I believe a Chevctte. -he £icond-was a large

buick, ;.;Ji reg that I thought WC.E the 'Chief. It v:as: r.ot. This SC.:T.C craft wcs sightc:

two-cays later however, in Keer.f by a worna" whc described it exactly as I did.

It apparently attempted to land in her back yard. I believe her name- is Mrc.

Trudeil, of the Jordan Road in jleene, but KTD records would have that in the Ice

record if you aclled then-. G-< weekdays. That would 'have bee:- the evening of

the 17th Get S4 I believe.

2. I cannot be sure -whether there were lights ai our. - the. entire perimeter

though my tendency is to believe that the- entire perimeter was lit. This

is difficult to say, because I was lighting it up with about 20C,COo car:dle:ower.

3. I would estimate 4-5 planes per longitudinal side . Your drawing is somewhat

correct except for the ends. These were not circular planes, but longitudinal

ones. I have sketched below a corrected type. I am not an artist!

If this is of any help I a.7, glad, and would be pleased to assist you anytime.

Feel free to call or write.

Sat. J. Zeller

/o
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Hovering Craft Had 'Green and Red Pulsating Lights'

Policeman's UFO Accounts Chilling, Similar
By PAUL R. LESSARD

Union Leader Correspondent
KEENE — Recently report-

ed sightings of unidentified fly-
ing objects in the Keene area
have police and a local astrono-
mer wondering if there are
other unknown beings inhabit-
ing our universe.

•Another astronomer says it
may just be the effect of the
conjunction of Mars and Jupi-
ter on a clear night.

The first reported sighting
came into the Keene Police De-
partment at 7:34 p.m. on Mon-
day.

The caller from Winchester
said he could see something
bright hovering over the city.

A police officer was dis-
patched to the Rte. 12 area
where he reported seeing a
UFO hovering several hundred
feet above the ground.

Sgt. Jack C. Zeller, a seven-
year veteran of the force, said,
"As I approached the weigh
station pull-off area, a car com-
ing in the opposite direction
came to a screeching halt. Two
men stepped out of the car and
pointing to the unidentifiable
craft and asked me what it
was,"Zeller said.

He saidUhe craft, which had
no landing gears, or wings, had
green and red pulsating lights

'It sat absolutely stationary about an
eighth of a mile away in front of the
cruiser. It just hovered about three or
four feet off the ground.'

Police Sgt. Jack C: Zeller

that were not on the bottom of
the craft.

"It net absolutely stationary,
about an eighth of a mile away,
in front of the cruiser. It just
hovered about three or four
feet off the ground," Zeller ex-
pi n I ned.

Me said he put his spotlight,
which is a thousand candle-
light power light, on the craft
which began moving towards
the crusier.

It came within a hundred and
fifty feet about the car, "and I
estimated it to be moving about
20 miles per hour and it had no
landing gears or lights on the
bottom," Zeller said.

He said it then zoomed off to
the south "at a very high rate
of speed."

"It followed the contour of
the mountain and then it went
out of sight. It came back and
hovered close to the ground be-
fore taking off at a high rate of

speed," Zeller-said.
He said he believes what he

saw and said he has some
knowledge of aircraft.

"It was no conventional air-
craft and I firmly believe what
I saw was a very strange ob-
ject," he said.

Overall, there have been 13
reported sighting in the area
and this has some local astron-
omy buffs wishing they had
seen it themselves.

Zeller is not the first New
Hampshire police officer to
have experienced a close en-
counter with a UFO.

Officer Steven Hamel, of the
Rochester Police Department,
reported coming in contact
with a UFO off Rte. 16 last
year.

Dr. J. Russell Harkay from
the Science Center at Keene
State College said it is not unus-
ual for people to report seeing
objects in the sky around this

time of year — especially when
the nights are cool and the
skies are clear.

Harkay said more people are
out at night during this time of
year and with the clear skies
many sights unfamiliar to them
catch their attention.

"One thing which might ex-
plain what happen is the con-
junction of Mars and Jupiter,"
Harkay said.

He explained the process of -
the two planets closing in oh1

each other as giving off red and
white colors "which appear to
be coming at the earth.''

"It is startling because it is
so unusually bright on a clear
night and with the Harvest
Moon, a time when the moon
stays closer to the earth than
any other night, many people
think they see things coming at
them," Harkay said.

He said the "scintillation of
the stars," or twinkling of the
stars, cause them to change
colors and turn on and off.

Another < group of astro-
nomers who are interested in
the lastest developments of
UFO sightings is the Keene
Amateur Astronomer!.

Philip At wood, who is one of
the founding members of the
club which dates back to 1959
said he wished he could be noti-
fied of a sighting.

He said he is a firm believer
in other being existing in our

can come in contact with a
UFO.

As to the description Zeller.
gave of the UFO, Atwood said
he has heard of "similar re-
ports " but not in some time. -

According to Sgt. John M
Cook, Hamel's supervisor, in
Rochester, Hamel description
of the UFO is almost the same
exact discription Zeller gave in
his report.
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PAGE 1. SCENARIO OF SIGHTING.

2. MUFON FORM 1 SHEET 1.

3. MUFON FORM 1 CONTINUATION OF SHEET 1.

4. MUFON FORM 1 SHEET 2.

5. MUFON FORM 2.

6. MAP OF KEENE NEW HAMPSHIRE WITH UFO LOCATIONS.

7. DRAWING OF UFO WHEN FIRST SIGHTED.

8. DRAWING OF UFO WHEN DIRECTLY OVERHEAD.

9. LETTER FROM SGT. ZELLER CONFIRMING THE .ACCURACY OF MY DRAWING
OF THE UNDERSIDE OF THE UFO.

10. LETTER FROM SGT. ZELLER WITH HIS DRAWING OF THE UFO.

11. MAP OF KEENE NEW HAMPSHIRE WITH CRUISER LOCATION MARKED
BY SGT. ZELLER.

12. EXAMPLE OF NEWS MEDIA COVERAGE OF THE SIGHTING.

NOTE :

NOTE:

THE INITIAL INTERVIEW WITH SGT. ZELLER, AND THE AUDIO
RECORDING OF THAT INTERVIEW WAS CONDUCTED BY MR. WILLIAM J. CHAPLEAU
MUFON STATE DIRECTOR 'FOR VERMONT.

THE ZELLER INTERVIEW AUDIO TAPES AND CASE SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS
ARE ON FILE.

THIS REPORT IS.SUBMITTED BY:

PETER R. GEREMIA
MUFON STATE DIRECTOR

NEW HAMPSHIRE
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KEENE, NEW HAMPSHIRE 1
OCTOBER 15, 1984
7:42 PM.

© = UFO location where first
observed by police Sgt. Zeller
from position @. UFO moved to
his location, lowering in
altitude from approximately
800 feet to 100 feet. It
passed directly over the
police cruiser moving at a
slow speed of ten to fifteen
miles per hour. It continued
to a car wash at position ®.
At this point it stopped,
turned around, hovered then
instantly moved sideways to
hover over the Ramada Inn at
position ©. After a few
seconds it moved at a slow
rate of speed to the South
East. The UFO continued in
this general direction until
out of view.

UFO

POSITION OF

CAR WASH

RAMADA INN

MIST MILL DM) WOOD D*
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UFO stalks
a police car

Veteran police Sgt. Jack Zellcr was investigating
reports of "strange lights" In the night skies over
Keene, N.H., and suddenly found himself within a few
hundred feet of a hovering
UFO!

."It sat absolutely stationary,
about an eighth of a mile away,
in front of (my) cruiser." he
said. "It just hovered about
three or four feet off the
ground,"

///<?/{ iJf

He said the UFO had no
wings or landing gear. The
craft had green and red pulsat-
ing lights.

The 7-year police 'veteran
said he trained his spotlight on
the craft as it began moving to-
ward his cruiser. He estimated
its speed at about 20 m.p.h. be-

fore it zoomed away "at a very
high rate of speed.

"It was no conventional air-
craft and I f i rm ly believe what
I saw was a very strange ob-
ject."

Zeller is not the first New
Hampshire policeman to have
experienced a close encounter
with a mystery craft from
space.

Rochester police otficer Ste-
ven Hamel reported a similar
sighting last year.
WEEKLY WORLD NEWS
December 4. 1984 21
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May 26, 1985    Newtown, Connec�cut 

In the past, the state of Connec�cut has always been an area of few UFO reports, however this is no 
longer true. Since 1985 the coun�es of Fairfield and Litchfield and Har�ord has seen a drama�c rise in 
the number of UFO reports. This UFO is described as being a semi circle or boomerang with mul�-
colored lights. Even more incredible the size of this UFO has been reported to be the length of a football 
field!. 

This UFO that has been seen recently in Connec�cut is without a doubt the Hudson valley UFO which is 
described in my book Night Seige The Hudson Valley UFO Sigh�ngs (Ballan�ne Books 1987). 

For some reason unknown to this researcher the giant boomerang UFO has shi�ed it's ac�vi�es from 
New York to Nearby Connec�cut. The most recent sigh�ngs took place on May 26 of this year around 
interstate 84 one of the most heavily traveled highways in the northeast. 

Between 9;30 and 10;15 PM more than 200 people phoned local and state police to report a huge object 
with bright lights flying low over the highway near the towns of Newtown and Southbury in Connec�cut. 
Those witnesses that called state police in Southbury were told that it was nothing more than a group of 
Ultra light aircra� from Candlewood airport flying in close forma�on and hanging colored lanterns from 
the botom of the plane. The police also told witnesses that the aircra� were painted black so that all 
that can be seen is the lights. Many of the witnesses to the phenomenon found it very hard to believe 
the official explana�on. 

One witnesses to the UFO was Mrs. Bety Proulx of Middlebury who said that the object hovered over 
her house without a sound for over two minutes.here was no doubt in her mind that what she was 
looking at was one solid object.When Mr. Proulx heard about the explana�on he could not accept it since 
he was in the air division of the Navy. "It was one cra� and like no aircra� that I have ever seen in my 
life". 

Another witnesses was Mr. Randy E�ng a commercial airline pilot with over thirty years of experience. 
Mr. E�ng said that the idea of the ultra light theory "is the pratling of idiots" Mr. E�ng observed the 
lights from his home in Newtown Connec�cut at about 9:45 PM. He said that there were at least eight 
lights of different colors flying very close together and without a sound. As the object passed his home 
he observed it in a pair of 7 X 35 binoculars. Mr. E�ng told me that the UFO was one object and he saw 
some type of heat waves coming from the object which distorted the area around the lights. Mr. E�ng 
watched the object with neighbors and his son for over ten minutes as it slowly dri�ed to the north 
west. All the witnesses agree that the UFO was one solid object and round in appearance. 

The E�ng party was observing the UFO while it was passing close to I-84. At this �me over a dozen cars 
pulled over to view the UFO as it passed overhead. One witness a Charlie Tuperman described what 
happened that night. 

"It was about 9:30 or so and I was driving East on 84 around the Southbury area when I no�ced these 
lights ahead of me. They were low and it looked like a 747 was going to land on the highway.This thing 
had about ten lights in kind of a half circle and the lights were yellow, green, blue, white and red. This 
thing was going very slow and moving from the east to the west. All of a sudden every one on both sides 
of the road began slamming on their brakes and pulling over to the side. It was a dangerous thing to do 
since there were several trucks apparently trying the same thing. I pulled over and watched this thing 



pass directly over the west bound lanes. I saw a dark mass behind the lights and there was no sound. I 
saw the lights of a state trooper just ahead of me and I figured he was called to see what was going on. 
Then all of a sudden this thing gets real bright, I mean all the lights just got ten �mes brighter for about 
ten seconds or so, then they faded to where they were before and that is about as bright as a planes 
wing lights. That really scared me. I wanted to get going because I thought there was some type of 
invasion or something,I just wanted to get home. Besides I was afraid of some trucker plowing into my 
car. I watched it head west and lost it . I turned on the radio for news, but didn't hear anything about any 
UFOs on any of the local sta�ons". 

Close Encounter in New Milford 

At about 10:00 a�er the series of sigh�ngs in the I-84 area. The UFO was seen heading to the west. It 
was then seen in the New Milford Connec�cut area by a Robert Nellis his friend Jeff and Mr. Nellis dog. 
They were all in Nellis car off a side road off Route 7 in the northern area of New Milford. They were 
driving home a�er a long day of boa�ng upstate along the Connec�cut river.The dog began to bark and 
cry and at that point Jeff looked over to the northeast to see a number of bright lights hovering over a 
stand of pine trees less than a quarter mile away. They stopped the car and at that �me their car radio 
began to sound "funny" with all types of strange sounding sta�c that interfered with the sta�on that 
they were listening to. 

They stopped the car and con�nued to watch the lights. At this moment the lights began to move slowly 
towards them. They were amazed at the size of the object, "larger than a football field". The dog 
con�nued to bark as the object passed over their car . Neil looked up and saw a very dark structure 
connec�ng the lights that extended toward the rear of the object. He said it was teardrop in shape and 
the lights in the front were in a half circle.The object was so large he said that" it covered the sky and 
blocked out everything overhead" 

The object he said was made of some type of "dark grey material with very litle reflect ability". There 
was no sound and they es�mated that the giant UFO was no more than 500 feet above their car. The 
UFO then passed over their car and then shi�ed towards the north. They both no�ced some type of 
flashing lights under the object that gave the impression as if something was moving. They watched the 
UFO slowly move away. The total dura�on of the sigh�ng was ten minutes, however both men arrived 
home forty minutes later. This is could be a case of missing �me, or the witnesses observed the object 
longer than they thought. 

Neil would call me for several days a�er my interview with him since he felt "uneasy and upset" about 
his Close Encounter. My research team and I are s�ll inves�ga�ng this case and it seems that it may be 
another of the many missing �me cases that are escala�ng in the area. 

Photographic Proof 

This UFO was so bright and large that it was only a mater of �me before someone would come forward 
with a photograph. To our surprise we were contacted by a person of high standing in the Southbury 
area who took a picture of the object as it moved very slowly over I-84 at about 9:30 PM. The 
photographer wishes to remain anonymous since his posi�on is very sensi�ve. He his a very highly 
trained college educated man who fears that the publicity surrounding the photograph could hurt his 



career. He gave us full rights to the photograph and his sigh�ng account providing we do not use his real 
name. We will refer to him as David. (This person was actually Randy E�ng; B J) 

David was on I-84 on Official business when he saw the lights. The lights were in the northwest and 
heading east. As he watched, the object �lted and all the lights got much brighter.He was pulled off the 
road at the �me and had his camera ready. The UFO was about 45 degrees above the horizon. Due to 
traffic he had �me to take only one picture. His camera was a 35 mm with a 50 mm lens at 1.8, the film 
type was Kodacolor ASA 400 and the exposure was 1/60th of a second, or 1/125. 

He was not sure of the se�ng, but feels it was 1/60th of a second. The object then moved toward the 
east without a sound. During an interview with this researcher, David told me that the he was sure there 
was a solid object behind the lights. He also said that when the object turned it looked like the lights on 
the sides were pulling out from the main mass, but he realized that this effect was due to the object 
changing posi�on from his point of view. 

What about the Photo: 

Several photo-analysis experts are now looking at the photograph. Our ini�al study showed that the 
image is without a doubt hanging in the sky above the ground. Also the photograph was looked at by Dr. 
Willy Smith a scien�sts and UFO researcher of some repute. Dr. Smith's ini�al calcula�ons show the 
object to be anywhere from 650-1600 across! We believe that this photograph is one of the best 
nigh�me UFO pictures taken in the past twenty years. There were quite a few witnesses to the sigh�ng 
over a twenty-five mile radius, all repor�ng the same thing. A close examina�on of the original nega�ve 
shows that the lights are reflec�ng off of some type of structure in the central part of the object.Also the 
lights are in a perfect half circle. There is no doubt that what ever the UFO photograph represents it is 
one solid object. We hope to get more data on the photograph and the sigh�ngs in the weeks to come. I 
have taken an add in the local papers asking for videos and photographs and sigh�ng accounts from that 
night. 

A Ra�onal Explana�on? 

What about the theory that the UFO is nothing more than Ultra lights from Candlewood airport. We 
ques�oned state police on this theory. An officer stated that they made a mistake about the airport, it 
wasn't Candlewood but Stormville airport. A flight instructor at Stormville later told us that there is only 
one Ultra light at Stormville and it only flies in the day since it is illegal for them to fly at night. 

The UFO sigh�ngs in the Northeast con�nue. In the days to follow I received several calls from witnesses 
who saw forma�ons of military helicopters in the sigh�ng area. One witnesses took a picture of this 
forma�on. Is the government involved in the mysterious happenings over the Connec�cut area? Many of 
the residents feel that the government is well aware of the UFO and is doing its best to play down the 
sigh�ngs by explaining them away. 

I called nearby Bradley interna�onal airport to find out if they had any informa�on about the sigh�ngs. I 
was informed by air traffic control that no forma�ons or large aircra� were tracked on radar at that 
loca�on and �me. 

I was also told that unless the "aircra�" have transponders (a device placed in aircra� that helps iden�fy 
them on radar) in them they would not be picked up at that loca�on at an al�tude of less than 2,000 



feet. I have enough witnesses in different loca�ons at the same �me observing the UFO to determine 
that the approximate al�tude was between 1,000 and 1300 feet. 

Based on this informa�on my calcula�ons indicate that the span of lights was at least 900 feet! Its 
apparent size in the sky was quite large, this is evident by the image on the 35 mm frame that takes up 
almost half the nega�ve. 

It is obvious from the photograph and by the witness statements that something more than ultra light 
aircra� was in the sky over Connec�cut that night. 

source: 

Philip J. Imbrogno 

htp://www.ufocasebook.com/bestufopictures4.html 

 



Jan. 9, 1986; Hartford, CT 
9:00 PM. Multiple cars stopped along Interstate 84 in Hartford, Connecticut to watch 
a silent boomerang-shaped object, estimated to be the size of a Boeing 747, with 
white, red, blue and green lights as it moved low through sky, then hovered for 15 
seconds before heading off to the west. The boomerang seen over Hartford and New 
Britain was also seen by dozens of witnesses in Torrington, Connecticut. A family 
reported the UFO, with 10 white lights, hovered directly over their house, engulfing 
their home in a brilliant white light. They were so frightened they fled to the 
basement.  
 
(Sources: Larry Hatch, U computer database, case # 14294, citing Dale Goudie, 
CUFON; Philip J. Imbrogno, Contact of the 5th Kind, pp. 5-7). 
 



Source: http://www.nicap.org/chronos/1986fullrep.htm  
 
Sept. 6, 1986; Evansville, IN 
3:30 AM. Fran Ridge: "This was not only close to home, one of the witnesses is a good 
friend of my son, Brian. His reputation was excellant and he now serves in air traffic control 
in the U.S. Air Force. I'll refer to him as 'Mr. P'." Two young men ("P",18 & "J",25) were 
sitting in a pickup truck, right in the residential part of Evansville. The primary witness 
relates: "I was sitting in my truck with 'J' and I heard what I thought to be a semi-truck behind 
us and I ignored it. I heard it again and turned to look in the street. Nothing was there and I 
just 'blocked' the sound (ignored it), thinking it was a jet overhead." "J" finally heard the 
sound as it grew louder. "P" continues, "As the sound turned into the equivalent of '20-
helicopters hovering above us', he turned and screamed to me to turn around. And, as I did I 
saw what appeared to be a blimp, coming from behind a tree. As I looked on, it wasn't a 
blimp at all, but was much longer and skinnier than a blimp. 'J' thought it was an Army 
helicopter because it was so long. It wasn't either (one), because the object had no 
propellers, jets, balloons, strings, wings or any other means of staying in the air. It just 
floated at about 3 mph from behind a tree and then behind a house. I never saw the entire 
object for it was so long that it never (fully) emerged from behind the house and the tree at 
the same time. It had to be at least 55' in length and I'd say about 6' in total diameter."  They 
had been looking south to southwest at first as the object floated southeast, and they viewed 
it for at least 15-seconds. It then turned south, and as it turned directly south it totally 
disappeared. When the observers saw the object at first, they ran from their truck to get a 
better vantage point in the street. The sky was clear. The object, when closest to them, was 
about 500-1500' away at tree-top level. The object's shape was somewhat cigar-shaped, 
with red, blue and green lites. The shape as drawn is very unusual and reminds one of the 
old X-15 rocket plane, with more of the stubby horizontal and verticle stabilizers and short 
dorsal fins on top and bottom. The object had fins in other locations, and the rear of the 
object was not visible, but behind a tree. (Ref. 4) 
 
Sept. 6, 1986; Evansville, IN 
Same evening as above sighting, at 7:30 PM. Three observers riding in a car on the east 
side of town observed four extremely brilliant red lights. "We were awe-stricken at their 
brilliance." They were in sight for about 15-seconds, flying in tight formation. "There was no 
object other than the lights that we could see." Later in the report they stated, "They were 
traveling in a rectangular formation and descending when we first saw them. They were 
traveling from northeast to southwest. Just above the treeline they made a sharp (tight) turn 
to the right changing their direction of travel to the northeast and appeared to be ascending 
(45-degress) at great speed. As they made the turn there appeared a short burst of black 
smoke of very light density." (Ref. 4) 
 
 

http://www.nicap.org/chronos/1986fullrep.htm
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J. Glen Harper
attorney at law

I20I I SKore Circle
Anchorage, Alaska 99515

(907) 344-9140

April 3, 1995

Walter Andrus, Jr.
MUFON
103 Oldtowne Road
Sequin, Texas 78155-4099

Dear Mr. Walt:

Enclosed is a final draft of an article that I had previously
circulated for comment to you, Norm Mark (MUFON Alaska Director),
the FAA, and Dr. Richard Haines. Norm suggested many changes which
I have incorporated. The FAA sent a letter saying no one there was
able to comment. Dr. Haines sent a letter regarding his personal
involvement with this case and apparently helped Captain Terauchi
regain flying status with JAL. I have included his new material
in the article, page 7.

I am submitting the article to be included in MUFON's case
files, or for publication in the MUFON UFO Journal, or I would even
enjoy doing a 5 minute presentation at the MUFON annual meeting in
Seattle this year, and have it included in the Symposium
Proceedings, if possible. I would point out that no article has
appeared in a MUFON publication from this neck of the woods, and
of course, we in Alaska would like to become a more visible part
of this great organization by having this article appear. If you
would prefer a shorter article, I would be happy to edit it. In
addition, further research has discovered that Dr. Bruce Maccabee
wrote an article for the International UFO Reporter, (The Fantastic
Flight of JAL 1628) in the March/April 1987 issue (pg. 4-23).

In regard to the pictures attached to the article, I can
redraw these on white paper with ink if that would be helpful to
making them more suitable for publication. I am looking forward
to hearing from you.

Sincerely,

-I/

J./ Glen Harper



ALASKA UFO MOTHERSHIP REVISITED

April 3, 1995
By: J. Glen Harper, MUFON Section Director, Anchorage, Alaska

From his Japanese Air Line (JAL) 747 cargo plane, Captain
Kenju Terauchi suddenly spots a large bright light very near and
almost directly in his flight path; FAA—Terauchi interview, pg.
3. Stunned, he looks very carefully at the object because of the
high risk of collision. His speed is .84 Mach: 565 statute miles
(s.m.) per hour—a mile every 6.4 seconds, 905 kilometer per hour
(km) or 492 knots—nautical miles (n.m.) per hour. He is at flight
level 350, 35,000 feet, or 10,600 meters above Mean Sea Level, MSL,
assuming standard atmospheric pressure; Terauchi, Personal
Statement, pg. 6. He has just crossed into the northeast corner
of Alaska from the frozen Beaufort sea, heading toward Anchorage.

It is November 17, 1986; 6:10 p.m., Alaska Standard Time. In
front, the sun dips into the western horizon painting the sky with
a thin red strip. Dusk forms ahead. Behind, it is ink black,
except for a full moon shining directly behind and below on the
far horizon over Greenland.

JAL flight 1628 holds a full cargo of expensive French red
wine. It is enroute from Paris to Tokyo, with necessary fuel stops
in Iceland and another in Anchorage, Alaska. Terauchi boarded the
plane before dawn in Iceland with the two other members of the
flight crew: First officer/copilot Takanori Tamefuji and flight
engineer Yoshio Tsukuba. The takeoff weight from Iceland was
maximum at 770,000 Ibs (350,000 kilograms). They had room for no
excess fuel. They have been in the air about four hours. Fuel
level is low. All three now see the unexpected light ahead.

As they watch, the light gradually becomes two separate
lights. As Terauchi looks closer, each light takes the shape of
a cylinder, as long as it is wide, (see Drawing A) Each cylinder
has three sections. Two sections consist of multiple rows and
columns, with rows of about five or six white spot lights, like
stadium lights. In the center is a dark section of amber like
embers, like coals from a fire, glowing and changing. This section
separates the two other sections. The two cylinders appear
identical to each other, and are about the size of a DC-8 aircraft
(about 1/2 the size of a 747). The two now fly in formation.
The sky is clear. There are only thin wispy clouds on the hills
far below (25,000 feet, 7600 meters, or 5 miles below). The
lights began swaying like a swing, back and forth in formation,
"like two bear cubs playing with each other;" Terauchi's personal
statement, pg. 8. Terauchi asks the flight engineer to bring
forward his camera bag. But, because of the dim light outside,
Terauchi can not get a good snapshot. The lights in the cockpit
are dimmed to make sure they are not seeing a reflection off the



windshield. They still do not know what it is. The lights are
still in front of them several miles, now going in their direction.
On the onboard color radar, Terauchi sees a target for the object
7 to 8 miles (12 km) ahead. Confusingly, the target appears green
instead of red—the color that should register for large solid
targets which are this close to the 747.

Both pilots watch the lights for six or seven minutes before
copilot Tamefuji calls the Anchorage Air Route Traffic Control
Center (ARTCC) on the radio. He asks if there is any other
reported traffic near the 747. ARTCC at first says there is no
reported traffic and no other craft near the 747, then:

ARTCC
Japan Air 1628.... I'm picking up a hit on radar five
miles in trail of your six o'clock position [directly
behind the 747]

Then, the Air Force Regional Operations Command Center (ROCC)
is asked by ARTCC by radio (in this transcript) if they see any
other aircraft (a/k/a target, primary, surge, return or traffic)
on their radar screen near the 747, which is now 40 miles south of
Fort Yukon, a village 146 s.m., 127 n.m. or 234 km north (magnetic)
of Fairbanks.

ROCC
....It looks like I am getting some surge, primary
return...I don't know if it's erroneous or whatever...

ARTCC
Negative, uhuh, it' s not erroneous. I want you (ROCC)
to keep a good track on there, and if you pick up a code,
[sic] and verify that you do not have any aircraft
operating in that area....

ROCC
That is affirm. We [military] do not have anybody up
there right now....

ARTCC
Okay...I'm picking up a primary...right in front of [the 747]
50 miles south of [Fort Yukon].

ROCC
Okay, I've got him about his-ah, oh-it looks like about, ah,
ten o'clock [60 degrees left-front of the 747], at about that
range, yes. [several miles in front of the 747]

ARTCC
Alright keep an eye on that, and ah-see if-ah, any other
military in that area.

Then, the lights move to the rear of the 747 as it flies over
Fairbanks. At this point, the 747 requests permission (since it
is on an ARTCC controlled IFR flight) to take evasive action, even
though very low on fuel. ARTCC says okay. The 747 makes a turn
and drops 4000 feet (1220 meters) to 31,000 feet (9500 meters) MSL



to see if the lights follow. They do. Then, ARTCC requests the
747 to take additional evasive action.

ARTCC
Japan Air 1628...request you to make a right turn, 360
degrees [a complete circle]...and advise me what your
traffic does then.

ROCC
This is [ROCC] again. On some other equipment here we have
confirmed [emphasis not in original] there is a flight size
of two around [the 747],

ARTCC
Okay, where is—is he following him?

ROCC
It looks like he is, yes.

ARTCC
Japan Air 1628. Sir, the military radar advises they do have
a primary target in trail of you at this time.
Okay (ROCC), do you have anybody you can scramble up there.

ROCC
I'll tell you what, we1 re gonna talk to your liaison sir about
that.

ARTCC
Japan Air 1628 heavy. Military radar advises they are
picking up intermittent primary target behind you in-
trail. In-trail, I say again.

ROCC
Ah-I'm gonna talk to my other radar man here...he's got some
other equipment watching this aircraft.

ARTCC
Roger sir, Would you (JAL 1628) like our military to scramble
on the traffic?

JAL 1628
Negative, negative.

Captain Terauchi refuses the scramble because he worries about
the safety of the 747 in that situation, and he does not feel it
is an imminent threat at that time; personal statement, pg. 4.

The above are excerpts from the live transcript of the radio
communications at the time of the sighting. In fairness, there
were a number of radio transmissions during this time period (30
minutes) where controllers could not find the other target on their
radar, or having once found the target, intermittently lost it.

When he does the 360 degree turn near Fairbanks, Terauchi
catches a glimpse of the craft following the 747, which now appears
different than before: It now appears to be two bright lights,
1000 feet apart, with a silhouette of a walnut or saturn shaped
"mothership" in between which is as large as "two aircraft
carriers." See Drawing "B". Note, the small 747 drawn under the
right side of the larger object.



After the 360 degree turn, Terauchi immediately requests a
flight path directly to Anchorage because of low fuel. The
"mothership" disappears 10 minutes later, in the vicinity of Mt,
McKinley/Mt. Denali. After the 747 passes Mt. McKinley, two other
aircraft enroute from Anchorage to Fairbanks are asked to look for
the object by ARTCC. Both say the object is not in sight. JAL
1628 lands safely in Anchorage 25 minutes later.

This story was carried in dozens of newspaper and magazine
articles during the next several months. (See end note for partial
list of 57) The FAA did an investigation that included recorded
interviews with the crew, written statements from the crew and
controllers, accumulation of radar data, transcription of the
original live radio communications, and an analysis of the radar
images. This together with other correspondence in the FAA file
totals about 1000 pages. It is all now located at the National
Archives in Anchorage, Alaska. The FAA interviews of the crew
members were conducted in a courteous and professional manner with
no attempt to intimidate them. An FAA Inspection and Surveillance
Record states James Derry interviewed the crew immediately after
the flight landed, and that they "were shook up but professional."
In another report the FAA investigator who questioned the crew
concluded that the crew were rational and professional and showed
no evidence of drug or alcohol use. Terauchi was a 47 year old
pilot with 20 years of experience at that time. There was
difficulty in transcribing the interviews because the crew often
spoke in Japanese and an interpreter at times translated both
questions and responses. The FAA had the radar image data reviewed
by the FAA1s Technical Center in Atlantic City, N.J., using
"identical" equipment. They determined that a second radar target
near the 747 at the time of the reported sightings was not another
aircraft but rather a split radar image from the 747. Apparently,
this is the FAA's official explanation of what their controllers
saw on their radar screen.

A more critical look, however, reveals that the FAA's official
story can not and does not adequately explain the radar images seen
by the controllers as reported on the live transcript. Here is the
FAA's explanation, from a March 5, 1987 official release by Paul
Steucke of the FAA Public Affairs office in Anchorage:

Radar data received by the FAA and used to track
Japan Airlines flight 1628 on the night of the [sic]
November 17, 1986, was retained by FAA. Review of this
radar data by FAA experts using identical equipment at
the FAA's research technical center in Atlantic City, New
Jersey, revealed that the radar system was receiving what
is called an "uncorrelated primary and beacon target".
[sic]

This electronic phenomena [sic] is not unusual
according to Steucke who said, "It is unfortunate that



the uncorrelated target phenomena [sic] occurred just
when a pilot was reporting seeing something outside his
aircraft.

The controller's statements, released by the FAA,
indicate that they thought there might be another
aircraft or object in the area of the JAL flight. Steucke
said, "The controllers were doing their job right because
they have to work with what is right there in front of
them on the screen, especially when you [sic] have a
Captain that is reporting "other traffic" [sic] in his
immediate area. The radar data they had was one target,
moving slowly across the radar screen. They don't have
the benefit of "monday [sic] morning guarterbacking"
[sic] with multiple radar images as was the case in
regenerating the radar data." Review of the radar data
by FAA experts revealed the "uncorrelated target"
phenomena [sic].

FAA electronic technicians explained that an
"uncorrelated primary and beacon target" on the radar
screen occurs when the radar energy that is sent up
toward the aircraft, (primary signal) returns to the
radar receiver along with the aircraft transponder
(beacon) signal and the two do not match up as being at
the same exact location. [See drawing "C"]

This explanation implies that the controllers did not see a
"real" target and therefore, the flight crew must have also been
mistaken about what they saw. The problem with this official
explanation is that it does not account for what the controllers
reported seeing as stated in the 1 ive transcript. This is why:
The official FAA explanation can only account for two targets that
were within a quarter mile of each other (one radar cell apart) and
only if in the same line or flight path, because the two radar
signals, originating from the same target, must necessarily follow
each other, since they are coming from the same moving source but
with a slight timing difference. That is, the timing difference
between the reception of the primary and the secondary signals
while the plane is crossing from one radar cell to another is the
only way an uncorrelated signal occurs.

But, in the live transcript, the controllers are talking about
seeing the other target in locations more than 1/4 mile away from
the 747. In one instance, the controller is talking about seeing
the other target five miles or more from the 747 ( "five miles in
trail"), or out to the side ("ten o'clock position"); in another
instance it was reported several miles from the 747 (50 miles south
of Fort Yukon, when the 747 was 40 miles south of Fort Yukon just
earlier). In another instance, the controllers report a flight
size of two around the 747, which means a total of three targets,
which cannot be accounted for by the split radar image, which can
only yield two targets. Also, note above that the controllers say



they are picking up another "primary" target near the 747; they
never talk about picking up another secondary (transponder) target.
To restate, the primary target is the ground radar signal bouncing
off an aircraft and returning to the ground receiver; it is not a
transponder code coming in. This means that whatever was up there
did not have an active transponder in it, which is required by FAA
regulations for civilian aircraft at that altitude. The ROCC
states clearly that no military craft are in the area. This facts
tends to eliminate another airplane, either civil or military, as
an explanation for these unexplained signals.

This is not to say controllers did not see "uncorrelated radar
signals", which is a common phenomenon when dealing with a plane
going 565 miles per hour and where the ground radar is located
several hundred miles away. The controllers probably did see them.
This is so because the plane advances into a new radar cells (1/4
mile increments) every 1.6 seconds, while the FAA radar does a
sweep (updates the position of the plane by taking a new radar
reading) approximately every three seconds. Rather, the 1ive
transcript confirms that the controllers saw something either
separate from or in addition to these very common split returns.
Furthermore, controllers are trained to recognize these split
images, so that it is doubtful that this type of error actually
occurred in this instance, especially by 3 or 4 different
controllers.

The fact that the UFO appears intermittently and finally
disappears is consistent with stealth technology, which is reported
in many other UFO reports. Stealth technology means that the craft
can hide itself or "cloak" itself from radar. In new conventional
aircraft, stealth is achieved by making a craft out of something
other than ferrous metals and by making the craft in a shape where
there are no sharp angles formed by the body which will catch the
radar wave and bounce it back toward the ground radar receiver.
Modern stealth crafts, like the F-117A and the B-2, are built using
these principles: They are made of composites (non-metals, such
as Kevlar, Boron Fibers, and others) and have minimal sharp angles.
A round object, a cy1inder, a cigar shaped object, or a Saturn
shaped disk would seem to have a shape consistent with known
stealth technology.

According to an article in the Anchorage Daily News by Hal
Bernton on January 6, 1987, Dr. Richard Haines, a NASA scientist
at that time, working for the Ames Research Center in California
said this: In the past 20 years, more than 3000 sightings of UFO's
have been reported by pilots. The sightings are reported by
military, civilian and commercial pilots who fly both national and
international routes. Dr. Haines has done extensive studies of
these 3000 pilot reports. See: Haines, R. F. "Fifty-Six Aircraft
Pilot Sightings Involving Electromagnetic Effects", MUFON Symposium
Proceedings 1992, pg 102; and, Haines, R. F. "Insights of Studying
Groups of UFO's", MUFON Symposium Proceedings 1994, pg 154. It is



believed that these 3000 reports are only a small percentage of
actual pilot sightings. Pilots do not report sightings because of
the fear of ridicule, transfer, breach of military regulation, or
losing a job. Terauchi, who had lived in Anchorage and owned a
home in Anchorage for years, was not permitted to fly for JAL,
according to the Chief Medical Officer for JAL in a statement to
Dr. Haines. Dr. Haines told this medical officer that in his
opinion Captain Terauchi was indeed a very good pilot: "He kept
his airplane in control at all times, he followed all required
procedures, he actually reported the event, and he delivered his
cargo (wine from France) to his intended destination."

Dr. Haines was informed that the main reason for terminating
Terauchi's flying status was something to the effect "we don' t
think that pilots who experience such hallucinations should be
flying." Dr. Haines pointed out to the medical officer that he had
not only personally interviewed Captain Terauchi but had studies
many similar cases involving very large and unusually shaped aerial
phenomena/objects flying at high altitude. Then, the Chief Medical
Officer simply said that he would be pleased to receive any
documentation of these things. Dr. Haines later mailed a rather
thick package of information from his research files to JAL. Eight
months later Dr. Haines learned that Captain Terauchi was returned
to flying status. Dr. Haines said, "I was glad that my research
might have helped someone else in a difficult situation." (Dr.
Haines, personal communication)

The military, in this FAA file and as reported in newspaper
articles, says it believes the secondary radar images were
"clutter", and therefore, it is not interested in further
investigating. In the past, the military often cites the 1968
Condon Report or 1969 Project Blue Book conclusion that UFO's do
not exist as justification for not investigating further. This
response by the military has become so predictable that it hardly
needs any comment here. For example, there are numerous UFO
reports where military jets are in hot pursuit of a UFO but the
official explanation is always: we are not interested. For
example, see: Maccabee, B. "Gulf Breeze UFO Photo Analyzed," MUFON
UFO Journal, June 1994, pg. 3, wherein an F-15 and a UFO are
photographed together over Gulf Breeze, Florida, by Ed Walters in
January of 1994.

CONCLUSION
1) Captain Terauchi and the two other crew members all saw

unexplained lights. They were seen many times during a half an
hour. The 747 took evasive action while low on fuel in order to
try to escape from the UFO. The FAA states that these men were all
considered reliable, professional and showed no evidence of drug
or alcohol use; they were, however, "shook up", which is consistent
with an actual UFO incident. 2) The controllers, both ARTCC and
ROCC, did see primary radar returns which were separated several
miles from, or offset out of the flight path of, the JAL 747.



These returns could not be "uncorrelated primary and beacon
(secondary) radar images" according to the FAAfs own description
of this phenomenon. The UFOs seen by Terauchi and his flight crew
therefore were confirmed by radar. 3) These UFOs have cloaking
ability, not only from radar but apparently from the naked eye.
It can be inferred from this cloaking ability that these UFOs are
more sophisticated than our conventional aircraft. 4) Although
the military officially said the UFO image was "clutter" and
therefore, it was not interested in investigating this sighting
further, it appears to have considered doing a "scramble" on the
object at the time. This response, of course, is the standard
inconsistency supplied by the military in almost all UFO cases
where they are involved. Furthermore, the military (ROCC) in the
live transcript states that "on some other equipment here we have
confirmed there is a flight size of two around" the 747. The
transcript does not say what this other equipment is, but whatever
it is the UFO' s existence in not in doubt as measured by that
equipment. In sum, this case presents substantial reliable
eyewitness evidence and corroboration by reliable and trustworthy
independent radar controllers. The original live transcript here
is more reliable evidence of what actually happened than subsequent
"official stories" because there is no opportunity and no motive
to tell it other than the way it was.
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» .1"' oVC^tf !ffiMSi£:.ta ciy*
biiarre in Alaska aviation But Terauchi remains coo-
history. Since fint becoming vlnced that tb« lights be saw H R R B m l & n R B As lb*
public in late December, the ID November were spaceships HlSB^^^^^Sj^^SjSI^^B&SiS^B^B&5ES^^^B&^S^^SS^BK&^B& Fairbanks V
report* have transformed Uiia of some unknown, extra-ter- ^^BI^S^B^^^SJ^B&S^^E^SBSS&ES&BlitBBBi^^Bs^^^S^^^fn&SSSB city gave'Ter*
soft-spoken. 47-year-old. An- rectrlal origin. In Interview ^8ĵ ^^H^^E^^BJSH|B^ l̂BHn^^9^^^B^^^^H^^^BBS^BE^B^^H^BaHf view of the new*"
chorafe-based pilot into an after interview, be method)- i&g^mmSxSiSSBE&BBSll^^S&BI&5E&[&£9^^HBXSn "7» the band of
International celebrity, Inter- cally makes his case, charting aBS^H^^Sffl&f&BBBSSSSBSSSSSiS&S/^SBUSStB&lmiBa » hu«e walnut-thaped.
viewed by People magazine, the events of the lighting on MMHBHJ^BB9flBnHB^HH^B^^^8^^B^^^^9«lî ^^Si9i th*1 appeared to b« twI^V
Tokyo television and more flight maps of the arctic iky |H^Bî lHBiSSV?î ^^^HlR9H^HBBil̂ BnHî HI sU« of at> aircraft carrier.
than a dozen other national One day. he's convinced HH^^H^BHD;*' î ^^B^HD^HK^^flBHEBBBBH^^BH
and International public*- .oraeone else will tee the H H H ' ^ > did ̂  °' "* d'T

three yean. He ipends TeraucbTi encounter began MBS^S^BKSim tH^ • t - "-000 to 3I-500 ***- The ob-- - -
several weekj i a month .flying with bit sighting of the two aSSSSSSSL^ iflwWr*' BJlYfl J"lJjflFf ™™»"»BBeg Ject descended "lo fortta-
polar routes between Europe belts of amber lights. To L^offiflHwHS"*' • **1CT *̂-- WBFT- * *tvl* * sSK3B&&&Bm tlon." heiald.- . .
and Alaika. During his time check them out. he radioed fflBKlHfflfifE^L^ . — ̂  fPT^' •J^'Vlfci' '* f:Tr-* ffffffiwP™""" ^^ TeraucU. after CDO-
ofl. be enjoy* flihing for red Anchorage air traffic control- Wi&^Bi&SB^Sxfi^WaiSS&^^MS^&tKB&^^&BfBB&BSt noting with the contnllm,
-*niSIw Ml?0^ L. . len~ >n>* controllers replied ^WBiH^S^^SsBSSf^SK^SSWSX^SKSSB mjde two <^'fn« turn* to
- This week. Teraucbl !• that DO mlllUry or civilian •««^™i»1if1fHfgffirffffimfflHm the right, then completed a
hozn« again. His phone rings fl|,bU wen In the vicinity. &SaaBSBK§&BmK^S^mn&SBBi^&llBSfB&ttBl&^&l 3lXMegre« turn. The object
often with reporters eager to Tbe two belts of light con- Vf^^^n^an^BKmnmmaiaBHB^^^iaa^^Bf^mMi^n^^Bmi&a remained In view,
bear about bis strange No- tlnued to dance In front oUhe l^&BB&BSttBaSSBBll^^^EK§S&KKSSE&&S3B^S^^Ki As the JAL plane flew put
vember Olgbt. pl^e. Tenuchl grabbed for W^S&i^^H!&SBRB33B^aB^SKiS&&§SeBBttSf&ee£Sfm WoUDt UcKlnley, controllers

Tenuchi hu an Impreulve hU camnra. but realized that BfflBHfflBBffiimna^ asked a Fairbanks-bound
lilt of professional credentials taking a picture would be JUiiiHklligsBilBBIiB*U^ United Airlines flight to try
to lend weight to bis rather futile becauM' there wu not PfflffifffFflff1*8™*^" iffi W to cooflrm the lighting. The
Incredible tale. He baa 20 enough light to expose the mSB^BBBBB&E&Bffl&imf&3BB&&K&HB&S&B&l Uolt#* Plu>« v<*™* off to
yean flying experience. He film properly. . BffiHSgB îs»iBmHB îgaaaiW follow the JAL flight path at
•ay« be hasn't often navigated Five minutes after Ibo m&S8B^H&tt&9&EU^HBI^BE^&B^&S5uBB&8B^Sn • lower aJtltude.
the Icelind-Greenland-An- UghU flnt appeared In front W&&HU&BHBUttSSSSniUiBl^Sn&uMSlS^U^^f Jtut ^ton *** tw° planes
chorage route, but he haj rou- of the plane, they suddenly ^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^uJ^^USUTuIT P*ssed one another, the white
tlneJy Gown other IrWM-polar moved farther out ahead of Aboy. u m muatmtlon b*«d on • description Japan Air LlnM pJlot Kenju Tervuchl pravtdtd "•*»* <"*»PP**red-
f0"1**- *« P™- ".T*. ?* r^ir Wuatnlor William Haym. It •now* two *nmn»f craft Ter.uchl wy« hovered In front of the "It was like a dream. Un-

UntU November, TereuchJ fj*" ^,.J ™ _ ev]lnderl ex>ckpft window of huj 747 cargoplan on Nov. 17. At •dJctanc* lh*y app«*rt«J r»cttngul«r and. oeJlevable/'Terauchl aald.
says, bfl never believed In " ll-J3 1 IB Ut*ral I lines of " *"** n*0"^ eto«er, »qu«re (M c*r*r«n h€«). He d*»crlb*d ttw lights M pulsating In th« Mulling thing* over In lie
UFOs. Now. he does. He uJht that extended from • direction of the darker panel In th« mktfe. whletl h« «ald uld rewmbled black charcoal dorttd living room of hl« Anchorage
think, they're .eat by vbltor. l^itr^n^ n?u™ V *«» fl^^a P"^« «nb.n. • . ."«»«. J*r"ueh> PO.tul.Us
from outer space. In fact, lut "f*!l .TTT' i." c^tieii tbtt wh*tever he "w w«
Sunday. TerauchJ again re- P*™* to *f ™T V tli L friendly. "1 can't understaad

" ported mysterious lights of a ^T.̂ ISLr JT*".-? K!i!" S Se*ln| tbe W° ftrange "?hUl « lowinK white »tf«. ilmllar chorage. Three controllers the technology, but it was not
jpacethip during • flight to J!*"1 :™"? «"« l*° siaea_°j I »»* >everal lights In front lo the light emitted by a monitoring mdar saw what dangerous. It was completely
Anchorage. the cylln der .They appeared of ̂  and then 1 couldn't see fluorescent bulb. He turned (hey thought was an object at controlled." TT

Tbhj time, however. h« »d- to be cootroUed by comput- them, and the captain told me on hli wealber radar and »bo«t tbe lame re/eren« If be se« the objects agaJn.
mlU be made a mistake He f™' be **̂  ". J( j!!, J*,, tbe' verc °n the le"-h»nd ll«>«* 'l '<> • 20-mile radius. polni on their monitor, ac- he's ready to try communlcat-
now concede* that there waa a J*V' ^^ff? dIrBCl10"- l"* ilde." he said. At eight miles, on the left cording to Sam Rich, an air ing. Perhaps four blinks pf
more terrestrial explanation „ *1fl ! *"* •PP**™ io After about IS minutes, the *ide of ihe tcreeo. the radar traffic controller, and Paul the wing llgbti. then two
lo what he taw. He agrees n«« brtgDter. lint two light* disappeared. showed a tiny ball. Steurke. an FAA spokesman. more. ,'^-

^ trlib Federal AvlMloo Ad- Co-pllot TamefuJI. lo a sep- Terauchl s*ld. Then, on his Terauchl radioed the FAA Steucke. however, suid jub- In Morse code, he iay».
^min is t ra t ion of/lcUli who ante Interview, also reported left, be saw a big band of flight control ceoter in An- sequent examination of the that's "HI."
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An "uncorrelaced primary, and beacon(secondary) return on a radar
screen "occurs-when Che radar energy chat is senc up coward che aircraft
(primary signal) return3 off che surface of che aircraft ac a slighcly
differenc moment Chan che beacon (secondary) transponder signal and the
two do not match up as being at the sane place or same computer radar
cell.

—RADAR COMPUTER CELL. 1/4 MILE- RADAR CELL

SAME AIRCRAFT

SECONDARY
RADAR

• RETURN

(Beacon)
(Transponder)

PRIMARY
RADAR
RETURN
(Skin-
Surface)

PRIMARY RADAR RETURN

NW .KfŜ &X/t RADAR

SECONDARY RADAR RETURN

-CORRELATED RETURN
(Combined Return)

Drawing by Paul Steucke
March 5, 1987 1 X 1 -UNCORRELATED RETURN



jril 15,April 15, 1987

Articles sent along with request for material on UFO sighting of
JAL #1628, November 17, 1986, -Alaska:

NEWSPAPERS:

Washington Post 1
San Francisco Chronicle 7
Statesman-Journal, Salem, Oregon 2
Fresno Bee 1
The Sacramento Bee 1
New York Daily News 1
The Seattle Times 1
News day 4
Los Angeles Herald Examiner 4
The Charlotte Observer, NC 1
The Dallas Morning News 2
Chicago Tribune 2
Knoxville New-Sentinel 1
Seattle Post-Intelligencer 1
Indy News, Indiana 1
New York City Tribune 1
Daily Record, Northwest, N.J 1
The Press, Atlantic City, N.J 1

TOTAL 33

Cities/states articles came from (do not have name of paper):

Bakersfield, California 1
Las Vegas, Nevada 1
Rhode Island , 1
New York 1
Los Angeles, California
Salem, Oregon 1
Mesa, Arizona 1
Long Beach, California 1
Atlanta, Georgia 1
San Francisco, California. 1

TOTAL

Five (5) articles with no name of newspaper or the city/state
where they came from

GRAND TOTAL



ILmlt'ii

Phutetariuin

March 15, 1988

Dear

For your edification, I have enclosed copies of a partial
exchange of correspondence between myself and S&T relating to
the JAL case. The paperwork that my original letter and Bruce's
followup generated from S&T is nothing short of unbelievable!
It was hardly worth their effort. Apparently, the magazine will
go to great lengths in order to accommodate their letter-writers
—even if it means emasculating the letter.

I had given up a long time ago and wish they had simply
decided not to print my letter at all. You can see that I mailed
in the original eight months agol

Mr. Schmidt's response really hit the nail squarely on the
head, don't you think?

cc: Walt Andrus
Bruce Maccabee
Dennis Stacy
Dave Webb

MUSEUM OF SCIENCE-SCIENCE PARK- BOSTON - MASSACHUSETTS 02114-1099 -617/589-0100
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Kaufmann's Universe, which we publish S^Kp^^SVPTflMiH^gi have liked a closer look at Comet Halley
with a list pr>ce of S34.95, actually costs f^Mr '̂ M^H9lftF9 might visit °ttawa duri[18 tne Festival of
the student less than many of the other Kj5</^VlS^B^HEiv&i Spring to see the next best thing!

Refractors for Research? H^T^ ^3SSw«E A R"Sh *° JudSment?

I enjoyed Roger W. Sinnott's article, ^^lt\ *!,?*. fll^N|UjEJE& pniIiP Klass has claimed (hat the pilots.
"The Wandering Stars of Allegheny," in ^^V% *£$£. jfflSfrt^S*$* Wh° sighted lhe Japan Air Lines UFO

the October, 1987, issue. The beautiful ^^^tfffe j^fjm- J»^I? WCrC slaring al JuP i ter *June issue- Pa6e

instrument pictured on the cover stands in H^&"- ' M-V^ :'.f«j?R^ 603/- He made this conclusion on the
stark contrast to the sad state of the l||Rv* * ~^S ^^SO bas'S °f a Curs0ry ana!ysis of the available
18V5-inch Clark refractor at Northwestern EcTÎ 1* ^\ JT^lMSl data' A more detailed sludv- '"eluding a
University's Dearborn Observatory. ^jjf^ V v 3 » 3j3t£ft close examination of the recorded commu-

late last fall during an evening session for . jT . controllers, appears in the March/April,
the public. The instrument has been sadly observers°The two arrowed here^fc at the '987' 'SSUe °^ lhe *n{ernalional ^^
neslectcd in favor of the university's 16- north end of ^ riUe Bin 1, £*r the ^porter. There Bruce Maccabee cites
and 40-inch refiectors at the Lindheimer Straight Wall. This photograph, from evidence refuting Klass's assertion that the
Astronomical Research Center several hun- Zdenek Kopal's Photographic Aij i j of the UFO was a celestial body,
dred yards away. Moon, was taken with the 24-inch refractor WALTER N. WEBB

h appeared from a giance through the o/Pic du Midi Observatory,
logbook thai the refractor hasn't been

Charles Hayden Planetarium
Museum of Science

Al- Boston, Mass. Q2U4used for years, except at Friday night using a 4%-inch f/10 Newtor
public sessions. Yet it contains the very though I didn't notice the rille, 1 Sketched EDITOR'S NOTE: Klass published a second
lens wilh which Alvan G. Clark first saw an ova| area at the correct position^ of the report on the JAL incident in the Summer,
the companion to Sirius in 1862. In the domes. V 1987, Skeptical Inquirer. He siiJ) maintains thai
decades after the Civil War, such skilled The new lunar dome survey of the the pilots saw jupiier. not a UFO.
observers as S. W. Burnham, G. W. Association of Lunar and PlaneiaryXpb-
Hough, and Philip Fox exploited the servers is continuing with success. Any
telescope's exceptional suitability for dou- observers interested in the program shoultL Sorry, Wrong Number
ble star work. write 10 me. N. i u- i i_ - j j i„ . , 101/ • , , , w i u c i u i u c . \1 think the computer-aided telescope, or

Perhaps the 18!/:-mch lens is no longer IAMP<; w PHII i IPS M n ^W • ,M u • ,0,.,, , ,. i j .. i JAMbb H. PHlLLlPb. M.D. CAT^JS great {November issue, page 484).'
of adequate quality — I don't know. «r.ihh« Si i ^sl • ^ u j tr
Otherwise, it's a real shame not to use Charleston S C 29401 W^W-^T5i ^ L

such a resource. There may be some types Charleston, S. C 29401 someone "rmght spemMO-minute,, star-
ofresearcb,for which the Dearborn refrac- '̂"8 .J°, f'nd lhe 8»'«y NGC891.

. . , -. j .u „ „ j /-. j. /^ *. This beautifu edge-on spiral is due east of
Jenecto' Canachan Comets Gamma Andro*edae.

p
 If you center

M. MICHAEL DORR The space missions to Halley's comet in Gamma in the low-power eyepiece of an
531 E. Carpenter Dr. 1986 unexpectedly enabled me to appreci- equatorially mounted telescope and sweep

Palatine, III. 60067 ate a locaJ seasonal phenomenon that is eastward in right ascension about 19m,
universally regarded with disgust. NGC 891 will be in your field of view. If

|-» J n ^ere m ^-anac^a's capital region more your mounting is well aligned on the
than 80 inches of snow falls each winter. celestial pole, you can also sweep l h 22m

1 read Stephen J. O'Meara's article on Whai lands on the roads is scraped up and west of Gamma to NGC 7662, a really
the lunar Straight Wall with interest and trucked to dumps where small mountains nice planetary nebula,
very much enjoyed his drawings (S&T: of snow are created. As the Sun melts and Two years ago 1 used Revue des Constel-
June, 1987, page 639). However, he appar- evaporates the top layers, road dirt is left lotions by Robert Sagoi and Jean Tex-
ently overlooked two interesting lunar behind to form a darkened crust. The ereau to compile a list of interesting
domes (possible volcanic mounds) north black hills far outlast the winter, usually astronomical objects that lie within 20 arc
of the rille Bin I. They are difficult to see surviving well into June. minutes of a sweep line in any of the four
unless observed very near the terminator. The analogy to a comet nucleus is cardinal directions from a 4th-magniiude
bui I have spotted them with an 8-inch f/6 obvious. This realization has transformed or brighter star. These include NGC 7009,
reflector an eyesore into an object of curiosity. The the Saturn nebula (5* west of Nu

Those with smaller instruments should snow dumps may not have made it into Aquarii); NGC 6826, the Blinking plane-
know that I also drew this region in i967 the tourist guides, but those who would lary (5!4° north of Delta Cygni); M33,

23£ Sky & Telescope, March, 1988



Robert A. Esposito
6311 DeBarr Road #427

Anchorage, Alaska 99504-1799

July 7, 1992

Mr Walter H. Andrus, Jr.
Mutual UFO Network, Inc.
103 Oldtowne Road
Seguin, Texas 78155-4099

Dear Walt,

I have located a source for a map of Alaska's boroughs for you. I
expect to obtain the chart and ship it to you by this week's end.

As a computer programmer at Anchorage Center, I was not
personally involved with, nor do I have direct knowledge of, the Japan Air
Lines flight that reported the UFO sighting on November 17, 1986.
However, my friend, Carl E. Henley, was the air traffic controller on duty
at the sector where and when the incident occurred. He was in radio
contact with the pilot when the pilot reported the anomaly. I spoke with
Carl today about your interest in those events and he gave me
permission to submit his name to you as a primary information source.
His telephone number is 907-552-4418. His current address is

Carl E. Henley
Federal Aviation Administration
Systems Management Branch, AAL-535
222 West 7th Avenue
Anchorage, Alaska 99513-7587.

I hope this information wilt prove useful. Please let me know if I
can be of further service.

Warm regards as usual,



SKY PUBLISHING CORPORATION • 49 Bay State Road

P. O. Box 9702 • Cambridge, Mass. 02238-9702 • 677-864-7360

Cable: SKYTEL Boston

October 15, 1987

Walter N. Webb
Charles Hayden Planetarium
Museum of Science
Boston, MA 02114

Dear Mr. Webb:

Jerome Clark has sent me the March/April, 1987, issue
of the INTERNATIONAL UFO REPORTER with Bruce Maccabee's
analysis of last year's JAL UFO sighting. What is one to
make of a situation where two researchers (the other being
Philip Klass ) draw opposite conclusions from the same data?
I have a suggestion that I hope will satisfy all concerned
and lay this matter to rest, at least as far as SKY &
TELESCOPE is concerned.

I am willing to run a VERY brief letter over your
signature stating that Klass 's analysis doesn't tell the
whole story and that a conflicting analysis can be found in
the INT'L. UFO REPORTER. I propose to avoid any mention of
the details other than to say that the latter article cites
evidence refuting Klass 's claim that the UFO had an
astronomical origin. Under your letter I'd run an even
briefer "Editor's Note" indicating that Klass has published
his revised analysis in the Summer, 1987, issue of THE
SKEPTICAL INQUIRER. I'd suggest readers go directly to 7
these sources to make up their own minds about the best f
explanation of the incident. J

If that sounds OK to you, I can distill the letter from
your original dated July 15th. Or, if you'd prefer, you can
write me a new letter. In any case, please let me know if
this strikes you as a fair way to handle the matter.

Incidentally, friends tell me the Hayden Planetarium
renovations are terrific. I've finally joined the Museum of
Science after living here 8 years, and I look forward to
visiting the planetarium again in the near future to see the
improvements for myself.

Sincerely yours,

Richard Tresch Fienberg
Assistant Editor

Sky and Telescope magazine, star atlases, and educational materials in astronomy since 7947.



10706 Meadowhill Re!.
Silver Spring, hd 20901
Sept. 3, 1997

Richard T. Fienberg , Ass ' t Editor
Sky and Telescope Magazine
Sky F'ubl i shi ng
Box 9102
Cambridge, Mass. 02238-9102

Dear Mr. Fienberg:

I was di sappointed to learn -from Walter Webb o-f the Hay den
Planetarium in Boston that you have decided not to publi sh his
1etter to you disputing the claim by Philip Klass that the Japan
Air Lines sighting could be explained, at 1 east in part as a
mi si denti-f icati on o-f the planet, Jupiter, (re: your NEWS NOTES
o-f June, 19B7, Webb 's letter to you o-f July 15, and yours to Webb
o-f July 30. )

Mr. Klass was not very care-ful in his analysis o-f the FAA
data and his CSICOP publication is somewhat mi sleading. My own
analysis o-f the FAA data disagrees with his. I was able to
obtain through non-FAA sources -further FAA data which establ ish
the -flight path o-f the JAL. My analysis is based on the tape
recordi ng o-f the conversations between the airplane and the air
tra-f-fic controllers, the testimony o-f the crew and the other
material. A brief summary o-f the results of my analysis is
contained within the enclosed "comments" Klass' explanation. I
have asked the Center for UFO Studies to send you a copy of my
complete analysis, which provides the most complete history of
the sighting available. As you will see, there is clear evidence
against Mr Klass' Jupiter explanation.

Perhaps after reading the enclosed brief analysis of Klass'
expl anati ons and the much 1 arger arti cle in the ILJR you wi 11
reconsider your decision not to publish Mr. Webb 's letter.

Si ncerely,

/.2̂ i*-t-c-t tffi
Bruce Maccabee

W. Webb, C.H. Planetarium
J. Clark, IUR/CUFOS



SKY PUBLISHING CORPORATION • 49 Bay State Road

P. O. Box 9102 • Cambridge. Mass. 02238-9102 • 617-864-7360

Cable: SKYTEL Boston

August 10, 1987

Walter N. Webb
Charles Hayden Planetarium
Museum of Science
Boston, MA 02114

Dear Mr. Webb:

I have at last received the Summer '87 SKEPTICAL
INQUIRER containing Philip Klass's updated analysis of last
year's JAL UFO incident, which was the subject of your
letter of July 15th. After having spoken with Mr. Klass and
read his latest article, I have concluded that SKY &
TELESCOPE did not err in its June News Note reporting the
astronomical origin of the UFO.

It's true there are new revelations that were not
covered by the News Note, but these appear to have simple
explanations that don't bear on the veracity of the Jupiter
explanation for the long-lasting, bright UFO. That being
the case, publication of your letter would seem superfluous.

Still, I thank you very much for sharing your thoughts
with us and for your continued interest in SKY & TELESCOPE.

Sincerely yours,

Richard Tresch Fienberg V
Assistant Editor

Sky and Telescope magazine, star atlases, and educational materials in astronomy since 1941.



Museum of Science
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July 15, 1987

Editor, Sky & Telescope
Sky Publishing Corporation
49 Bay State Road
Cambridge, Ma 02238-1290

Dear Editor:

Regarding the Japan Air Lines UFO sighting (June issue,
pages 603-604), Philip Klass's Jupiter hypothesis does not explain
the facts of this complicated case. (Klass himself has since revised
his explanation.)

When the sighting began, two lights were reported about
30 to the left of the aircraft's heading (215°); brilliant Jupiter
would have appeared more than ,70° to the left of . the plane, dimmer
Mars.about 55° left.

Klass appears to have ignored the pilot's complete descrip-
tion of what he said he observed. The captain stated that he watched
two pairs of rectangular arrays of many lights and later a third much
larger oval object dimly outlined. .The other two crew members veri-
fied seeing a multitude of lights in front of the plane. The air-
craft's weather radar displayed a target (range about 8 miles) which
appeared in the same direction and altitude as the oval object seen
visually by the pilot (again ruling out Jupiter). At -the end of the
lengthy sighting, it was reported that the large object dropped behind
the aircraft far from Jupiter's position.

I believe the most detailed study of the JAL case is a 20-
page discussion and analysis by Bruce Maccabee, a Navy optical physicist,
in the International UFO Reporter, March-April 1987 issue, published
by the J. Allen Hynek Center for UFO Studies, 2457 Peterson Avenue,
Chicago, IL 60659. Maccabee examines chronologically the recorded
communications between the crew and ground controllers.

Walter N. Webb

Charles Hayden Planetarium
Museum of Science
Boston, MA 02114

SCIENCE PARK- BOSTON- M A S S A C H U S E T T S 02H4-1099- 617 /589 -0100 - T E L E X 910 240 3601
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Ilifv nrr nn ntjne Rrip n«ible nntrpi Irullfl profwumnili <m mmlnf

flird cnir "ioi FnlibnnVi delmled in fa* Inaling fajthmn ihu b»»k l >
llnll wrlicr Margnetile )irl r iudi(* a <jcleran l*]<aneee oirllnf (rt

mur dcj m (he ibv — n irntv I hut n*Mhei ladai Hr*»n» no' lh*niTidBl
InnnlriMmg fhcinfnn ciplmn ^u.fty

I hut if n. thing neu. nl, .'M behrving In l.emf t *llh powen (.filei tha,
f'ii nun ludefil inhf n Quick Kan of our poNu(fH potholed, armed-to
(he iffih 1 jinh and y. i llh-jv [hatnomebwly oul lh«rt know* more than
Me d<> 1 h«f> t\n\e (ho detut ii b»llev* I
Blowing hit (hf trad- J r f i r t t Ff.r all »
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THE UFO THAT CAN'T BE EXPL
For nearly an hour, a huge, unrecognizable something, performing
amazing maneuvers, followed JAL Flight No. 1628 over Alaska.
Veteran pilots saw it. Three different radar scopes tracked it.
And once it disappeared, it still wasn't gone . . .



AINED

THE PILOTS DRAWINGS
"Two •pacvaHp* md •
moltwnMp,- b ham wtntar JAL
CapL Kwnjw TanucM
dncrlbtjd whai t*0td rda
Bowtng T47. Hb drnrhtoi hv

nra
•quarlah, fBcfctrfttg bwvtit-
Bkf objwet* (lop mad), DM

noutv*.- M iTMr «ppw«rwtl h
ITM w*v3»M*td ot Ma ajbrcnjtt.
The vnonnoa* aphM* with • Bp
around Th* mhMte, thw COtoMal
«Jt* of two aberaft urrtora,
dwart»0 M* conwMrattrarf ibif
Mnbebat

aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaj uenriim UFO M^imy
^^^^^^^^^^H en j i of Alaika happened iom* wlnteti ago

By **̂ *̂ ^̂ ^P™*" whtn the clllunry of A nthoreje erupt/id
' ^^H wiih rtporl* of wevrrini light* floalinf

U ABAaaraaW ^̂ H high In lha night iky Tn* duty officer* el
mAKUUG.nl ft ^^B tht Federal Avlmlnn Admlnlttrallon were

Vlwfl golni wlM TTit public affair* |uy »M up

DEL QIUDICE ^H •" n^hl °n th* Phon* n h« ••«""!
^^^H llghlbolli weri belnj reported rivyutxn
^^H — It wet w*lrd end people wer* piling

^^^H looey
V_Vfl Somebody called up ih* control lower
^^H el Anchorage International and tht Uiw
^^H ei laid Wefl Ihry look likeKallooniloui
^^H 80 lh« reporter! Immediately went u> Lh»
^^^1 hot ilr balloon p*ople and Mid HIT* iron
^^H bwn flyln« balloon*? en<1i()ufleo
^^^ happened that ill th» hoi el' billoon

people had full hold i banquet and awry ilngle one of them wajther*. artounled for —
10 trial blew thai theory.

It wit a n'g* '.mere jnlll aotna FAA employee* with i*«nagen ita*ted ciueLt| up to
ih* public aTa riguy PaulSteueke, eeymg ihlnp In the hallway* llk*,"Uh, Paul my
kid I* Hi me

ll tuini oul that iheleenaiata had devlied an Inventive »iy in* mute- [hfm*H>ea ID
UwWling dry. d*«pt,jl*ly ur>«"«"trul AUikan wlnttr at T0b*low They wold tak*
lhc*e flirmy bap from Un dn cleaner* and fe»Mon a conlrlnllm Involving thin
cardboard with a votive eandlHitiKk toll and »oda itrawe ilrunj logelhcr lnih«ihap*
oi an X. Ir you I1|M Ih* candl* and breithe into lh« bof, ih* Utlnj will Till with light and
float In a w»v*rr gl™ *ll tht wey up lo S 000 feel. Hu tot naj«r» would tend up di of
thne over half a mil* confoundln* Ih*
adutti with manufactured ll(tith*ll(

Thee*** wai*hii|A rtllef Born* b*p
flrull* turned up hin|ln| nfT It It phone
«nrn — Piul Suuck* look plctum —
tnd Lhal wu the mm capUvaUnt enni
Ui cmtr|i fmrji the vi»l fir NotlJi In
tninjr jmiri

Until newt broka Ian 1 ChrlnmAtlime
lhai would pro™* ff • "iore iroublwom* 10
eipliln.

A v*tci>n Japan Air 1 Inn pilot In e
Jumbo ft! reported b»ln| ihanowrd foi
•Imoei an hour bv irim«iMn| Lhel lnok«d
Ind bthivtd Ilk* noihlnt h» had eip*rl
rnc«d inhli ?9vwrt In uieiVlra. Hit
rt port btfin Tuo ihnaond ^ort ojfo i/d
fcunlrr MU> o TV how did h* oVvnV ii la
Olriff pwW/1 My i iptitnrt icatormlor (o
tnil. ft crrclrd rnnn, qutitioni thai e
•lurvui bring tannai nniuvr

Hit namf TO ""apt. K*njj Ttrauihl
Tht rre»wa««h*b(nbulllaNf -and

convinced they had *ttn nvrut'iirM thai
could bf nrlth«T i|nor*d nor r«adilf el
pinned But nohirrjihed berndon* «nd
at firt I ill th* PAA «r>p«ircd to bin on
It* handt *tr« highly credible people
MPTUnt hl|hly Incrtdibl* Uiinp — (u
dnallng bul Inronrlmlvt The leant fllr*
on ihe matter drnpprd o.nl*tly lo the
boitnm of Lh« InifttlfarJon htiip, and the
llthUna* Memtd detilned lofodo*n ai
)ml one of thoet (riiv Alukin thlnft

Of roun* thai t not what happ«ntd.
For C«pl Tt reurhl had unwlitirujly act

In moUon a wqurnc* n( tvtnlt Lhal would
t object him u>lni«rnadoiial aiKnllon —
to tinted rurioaiiy ind ga»kloi and
ndiculi — and ibmrh lh« PAA In proba-
bly liie WUMI UFOmnucrvtnr tobt
aired in the public domain tine* Uia Air
Forrtiol cyi of Lhc UFObutlnttaln
1969

Ltt'i b*< kirtck to that b*mtn« Men
day In Nevtmbtt ar<vnd lupprnlm* In
tbanorlaernikleicjl Alaika where tht
tun dhappeati unui ihi middle of
Match. ...

MAffGUERTTE DEL GIUDtCE it m
/nquuv uefl lariltr.

JAPAN AIR LINES FlIOHT NO IS^L
• Bo*ln|7*T — a heavy — lift Ictlind
bound fnr Anchora|e on lha after nooo of
Nr>* tT Dylnj ibovaSOOOO fMt ertd
under a ntirly full oioon. k »M lh«
mlddl* I'l of i Pirl*-to-Tokyo tatfo
dtlivtry A bliloedofBeauJolaliwlrM
h*d be*n picked up In Parit lha day
bcfort along with CapL Kenju Tarauchl,
F>r«t OrTictt Ttkanorl Tamafull and
Flii hi Pnglneer Ycahto Tiukuba — who
rode "Ith the wJ-« to '««!and and Iptrt
the night at a new hotel when til* bed*
w«it too imall

Th* nc ll (fly thu> Ux>k DlB flit!
irncicnl Crf el T,r clt H.o<i1 1 Over the pole
An urutahleeir cuirtnl ihmk Ih* plan*
fot ebtxji two hour*, olhf rwlae ih* fliihi
•aiunercniful. Bul than ihey croe»«<) the
Canadian AUikjn border and headed to-
ward Fort Vukon

Thirty flv* Ihouiand feel btlow. Carl
H«"J«y *«• plrif Ing lh(in on h't 'tfa;
•rope. The FAA i Inchorne Air Rout*
Traffic Coni/ol Ctrutr hummed wfLh a
dim mw nilly ind flowed In redar frwn
— the climau of m Inner unclum
Henley i e bit muitachlowl fellow from
Ajkiniai m ih k*vy black hilr md teven

Start Mpedcltcgai a rontroller Tnii WM
1* tilth day of work, en overtime ibtn.

He directed IflIB t* nT dlredlj toTaJ-
kretrii. md It *•* at tnu point, at UN .
piana l_m«d left In ratpontt, thai tha
craw headad dead Into thelt curlout doa*
eneounlcr.

At flrtt, whit«v«r ll WH looked to the
cnw Jial like i couple of liihU, movln|
ofTIn thedlilaiwe TTielifnta could hava
bc«n flihier Jet* or ipeclal aircraft on
ip*-!*l minion*. Th« rrew Ifmrad thvm.

But ihfi light* dldn I |e awty, to Flnt
Offlier 1 emcln|l radioed to (round ran
Lrol IA Trnd om whfihci anrtwdv »1ie wal
unlherf with ijitm. When Henley u>ld
him no TeTiefull r tolled In ha1Un| bul
ed«i|uaie Enflbti "Ah. ** ID ngbt two
traffic H fioni uf ui,on* mill about" A

Hcnlcv wanted to know If It wu mili-
tary or cMllin, but thi crew couldn't tell

They did iw whai looked llkr ̂ avigallon-
*1 llfhta, itrobe llfhti.

HatwCfi Roiet, lit. Say the • nlni of tha
limb* and beacon llf htaT '

JALi Th» color la whlta and vrllow, I
think.

Now that we* odd. White i»>d yellow.
but no red, tha International < nlor for
airaaft be«cona.

THPnO WFRGTHIN ANti 'irOTTY
cloud t nur the mountain bct<<wtha
plane The air current waiii' "dy, the iky
we* clter ai a wtndihltld an 1 Teraurhl
thought the flying condition wertqult*
pltaunL

Then the two ll|ht* nan«<l manauver-
Inf liJu two tar mt» pbyuut "iifi eorA
odor, Tiruchl would write iner. Hr had
lo trj to uk* * plrtur* of ihi — mayb*
aoneoneelie would know wl 'Ml was.

Fllghi Engln*er Tiukub* ' ™<|«d Tcr.
eurhl hltcamere ba|[ end a m»dyof
e i rtbefUL T*raucnleMli Ita Alpha
-y*) •wloaded «llh A3A 1 "> film.
Intended for outdoor daytlrr- ir«neryon
lha pound, and bet* b* wai tlyltif
Ouou|h lha ahftdowi of Iba.Ky.alimUat
up. In a daikerwd cockpit ll nould nmr
wotk.

H* airotd Th* autofocua 1'ru whlmd
tn andout, open and elowd, like a dllatlni
pupil — ll wouldn l«*i a foii'i in the
dark. H* awluhtd lo manua' rocua, but
Ui*lhuUaT*ou1dntr*)*aar Thathe
plane aumedu>ihudd*t anil h* couldn't
hold the cameta «UIL

1 placrd my romtn back in ihr tamtra
tatarvlcorKtrimttdanefa"Vittlir
tifnu

Th* cr*w wu flui*d on llitu objecta,
not knowing whalloihlnk. Ihrnthe
eiptrienn lumed hairy — ilie ihlnjn)
t&mt el them iiopptd in frwti c/ our /on.
•VMini a/1 bfhJi

Tha Tntld* of the cockpit ''lonebilthl
Lr likea«mallden«Hih*b:' IV and
T«reufhlfeli warmuionhl' lire Iheae
lhJnnwtr*b>|,aileaatlhr< n-^iOCS.
He thoufht r* nlf hi b* flyi | lntc(h«
rev t nd of *oma aircraft, In< . e mldilr
coll « 1̂ 0

The ihlpa app«ar*d to h • -r in f'om ol
U>» Jumbo JeU liien flew In i vrlftlihlal
th*um*ip**d allthUj hif ' M IDOOfMl
*wav — a tu>n*e threw rry i'i« dull on
rule ol th« iky Tiriuchio <-j u* what
looked like eihautl pipe* i d rotailrtg
row* of arjibei end white tlfi'i* In th«
middle of lht*a flylni no»l \

SotDilhlnt about UNO r iinded him
of e chareaeJnr*.

None mad* toathl n» r- iMdowhit
lh«M*.k|fCt* w»r*dotn(. 1<r|uchi
lhou|ht. Flyinj In tandem c-urtd a
hjmbojet hunJIni thtoujb DacvatMO
ml let *n SnitT It mad* no -nti.

For IhrMtofiv* mlnulfi Ihalhlpa
myed in (ormaUon witli U fumbnjtt,
Lb*n mov«d forward and on lothelafL
Hormirv m ifrrw timafy tt- it/itatat

Thefearofamidaucolli ion had
pUMd

Wt pr&oblj iMuU hoot t '(martin
danger and uoutd haw arm prrporrd U
tttapt if (tit ipocohux mrr nhating un>
anailytrutnuHabutoti pthrmirhia.
But than was nothlnf uw »ady about

(lawteaa.
conm, ucnneripoo*
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THE ENCOUNTER
i Ih*eighttngb*gm mar Iha
bordat boiween Alaaka tnd
CeieOa. Anl two llghit
t OMifort Yukon Hlh*J&L
<>•• d**c*ndM 1o 31.000 l*«l
th«| i vpoftwt b«tng loll<ni*d In
fOinullOfV. 1. Trt«f linrwd In •
etrd* ont Falrbmiit to th»*«
whalwwItvM Bgt i
itayxt with thtm. «. Rnifrf,
•!)•* SO ndnutw, II dlup*
purad IMW THkHt
hg AM tMt toward Canada.

I

U SEEN ON RADAR
Th» tmaB dtoflontJ elnhM

raptMantJALFOolilHa. •
1B2B a* R appeared on lha
FAA'i radar icop*. At •
Hntlh«FAAiaIdlrw

n«rt to tht

—...^. ob|act or
obt*cie Than, altar
(••towing the radar
lap**, ih* •gann •»'<*

..t* Imepee lootM Oka
r "epwl b**con* —

accidental *choee ol Iha fumbo
|atlla«H laminar ledarqulrha •
that )uii happened 10 eolnelda
with in* e**» e viiua) raporta.

UFO

G
conlinuw from rxeitoui poQ*

WOUND RADAR HAHNT
rtflitared inylhlni near
1678, w notrilni *u Iik«hr
tnthe* up on trie cockpit a
»eaker X band weili"
erofx Pul Lh< ctpUIn Ml
Lht dlilanre ran|e to V)
mlle» — and uhiieut
prtte, aomethlnf popp*d
up A lirft, ptDn, r-Hind
objeti, *»*i>"(eljM toilet
1»IT in tht direction of

the lhin| outaide hit »lndi*
Hndar.Jipan Ali ICia DoytutUD

have vhuil eonUci "iLh Ih* uafTlcT
JALi AflltmaUv* *• have radar

contact...
And Iben, to did Henley — a radar hit

•bout five to Hint mild from 1026.
He radioed Elrorodorf Air Force Haw.

and lh» rortre'Vr there r«pc-*td pkklr4
up lomaLhinf too — e n«k nturn about
eiihi roilrt arieed of 1621 at 10 o'clock. It
Uiitd e mlnuu. mi nut* aod a half. Radio
Inttiftitnrt andenob)»cl twnlnfto
rffiitcr in thr»« diflerenl radar imp**.

JAU It a. ah. I think *h .
bl| ah plane

I "i ill on *»t dlafonally r*lo»tnd

palnud the tby in a redHlahaUlp«.Tha
eaii tide the tide *hf r» the object! w«a

M* hadnfi/mn to tor bul tfgan Jnmrry
rinr* in hod no idtq ft* Of" purputt '
I Ip ehred lh?^ could e^e llf hu liorn

Pielvon All Pr>tr* P*M and Felrbanit,

ll *
Foi

(hoi U"T u^< lo <hf dart
uai1 Htum juii add* (h» rVynJ afj
bjnlt ondii* rhft^d bfhLnifw Ahui
L/IITT IPOJ o nlhatir't' iV<3 fuToniu ipac«-
ifiip Ht mial fuiouoi ipueklyt

JALiJtp«n All 1928 Ah, r«qu«tt d*-
ictnl rwqueti tht» ofl* into.

H*n**r Jip*n . 1618 ketvj. Dmnnd
•1 pilot dL*creUon. .. Do you (till have
your lufTic'

4AL ^LilL eh. forriiii. eh, ah, ri|bt
fortnuunn In »h (ormatlon.

Harder Japtn All 1618 heavy... devi-
aUona appicnnj aj n*c«iuiy for traffic.

Ihf injri /oQdAnJ uj Wt hod Co ffl
<rjn^ fnjtn itiat oo;erf A ilobuUT cnft
• iih a lip around the middle, the cokaul
alteof iBoalrrreflcerTlen laid end to
end

Wriai could II ponlbly -tnt — the

. _ ., . jp«n Ali ICiah«e«y Sir. I ea
|nln| to requli ymi w m«k* a rl|ht lum.
Ihrteiii le.adriieet thirr hundred
and-ility<defTe« tuin AndedvUtm*
what your Uafflr dtwi then

JAL Right lum, ihret liny.

bank Mr
nottrrai ..

It had disappeared
H e u»iy TrwrrfiJ IV« rclunwd1 ID levtl

vmr rJu

On rJi.jround.Ctrl H»nl»v «n|lu*d
to hit ndar icorte. You r* not iuppo**d to
hi» unknumj In air traffic control

on a

TVr* lin I much room ffir n i nnd th«
lyiucn itli«i on an unquM'l "H muiual
tnul between ton uol 1*1 and i iloL A
conLialkr ha» (»dlnjri about n tirplina,
*v«n thouih It i )uii a biUs r1 <ih on a
»cof*. VVhitn be t Ulktnf U> >> I'l'oi, ha 4
lnild*lhrcMkpll*lihDiir> i
rtponini unlduiuriabl* all' if I, and
I lenity t)ob*ii topi him My awa
Ha and lh» oiber oont/olttr* viinwl
th«

-1
»ccnd

-1 D«V«I Utoufht of It a* a ' 'Ft)," h*
•outdujliUi

VBTBriAN CONTROLLEH 1AM RICH
rtturnrd from a lunch break nnd took

Hanlrr could davotaaDhEiitttcnltaii to
I02& Etrotrujori radioed ovi i that "on
•••-B oUwi Mulpmcnt btn ur hav« coo-
ft o*d then U a l\\jM. OM <•! 1*0,"
around 1618.

Wat It he fcJIowtnf hlraT
ttna«*rt U Loka Ilka to- n, yn.
Oh, Cod. ...
Henley ttdimd the tuw« < • < JAL and

•akedlfthaciewwutad th' military to
acremhle on in* tnfllc.

fitli*. nr]lUve-
aa ha wu, the pll i di<tn t »en(

tochanaiomvonrelMpll
Ini to r*tp him end hlirno

g hutt try

n<_«( Inftnntrfi W no
_

gutmnln of talrty againit tl
.Ti irgrt* QJ i. <if i/it trch

.

tpattthlp wot
ta ei a'L

The PAA Iblfl lupervltoi HlondSu
phrni, e lean, older Irllon * n> * (inyinf
nddilh b«ir<j »h^lJ|U«n tltinj ti«a
and rrvhoy bo«U, lhou|hl )ott ancnA
mljhi t* Mlo*4r-t IGZSalu I t* into
Aiuhorgf.*.

Hb radlnand navljatioi -oighihtv^
quit, Stephen* fl(urtd

So he follow*! prandurr nd alcitod
Ih* U 1 diatom* ofTtee. at / ichorvc*
IntamaUoQaieni! tesiebod railed Hank
Bliu — Lh« UimplanUd IJLljhomsn
•hotlnchai|*olth*PAA *it
d'rtjion In AJaila.

Ella* cr>uldn i knn* whei i.er It
eiitfra (aituiaot elfe rJur itenlof iilu»-
Uoo. And ihvproilmlty of lite Soviet
Union *u aln/t * litlat it oould b*
anewrtkubtrltDtnuJ oil' oiadff*ct-

waa a

United Slaioiiplhert ihni i*oruyiln
eliht nwniha had UJtfilrv r rlWanon
the Trtnan R#rin| Sliall (if the AlukAD
liliDd of Ljttl* Diora*d* t" i bt Sonet
bland of UiJ Diooied*. Th' • ml Union
like* to tend tu D«ai boml- •* mio Ala*
kanair tpace, orrjrinl (I* '••. nl« «noot>-
ln| davicn tod Kmtuinn ' nviln tad
Ih* Unll«d Slalet like* u> »<l m lal*tl
? 1 j« w Inttrctpl and eao ' L them nfl
Tliey llalen lotaHi oth»i i < idio linnl
miulonj, obuiin radaj fren 'rnrjt*, try to

airctaiX SoniBijtn**, a3(ni iflfhlnrwdl
Utrk In «o Uflil b«blnd thr i nlofa
w mm* i id! aJTllnei that (!•' pilot nover
even ijiowt And If the S(" • i )»i <ho**
uponr|H*r h» M rrfliter ri«di<ill]r
only aia liitledoi — loohi jn»i l.l» a
aplil heacon tni«ldfnin iplit |ma|«.
o(lh« airliner Sh*do«ln« iitaU'd

Ovei Uie phone. Eliajti "fd ih«f«Uov
•ho oiled. U riat did the p.ioi da, Uj,



IM? Did the centtr have any flight pUni
on anybody Oil) could b*'

r: Do you Mil l hav* thn traflle?
JAL:Afl1nnatJv« Nliwo clock.

WH ATP VER HAD SHOWED UP ON
lha mllltsry radar man t Ihtr* anyrnnr*
And Hmfoy wajn't I*«|A| mixh tllhtr
HA hid nrvti rcilly > oUen a (ood (rack
on whal*^n It *u. Unli*d Alrlmt* F1l|ht
N» 63 hod Jut' Uitnolf from

radioed th« pilot lojo lak* • look around
Iu25. ind a Toum C IX military nifh!
«<th flirt fu offered to fty or«t aa nil

Up In ih* JAL (txkplt. 163 «*ld
mak* out ih« Unll*d airliner Tb* two
plane* fluhH landlu lifhi* ai *»eh

ud •
IBZ8,Ht

other

agalntl a llghl background
\\tufrrflytnfihftaiindiol Mount

MrKinlfy n r tn/u- (Aal chry afrt
ucrrhinj m HVn (he United plant aunt
try our udr Ihf ipotnrup daappnfrd f
ntdiirnly and tnrr* tau nottung tut tht
ItfhJ o/ tht mnon

Neither Unll«d nor tha ToLem C 130
unaihlng other lhan th*JALfumho}et

Whatevor it «u had anlll — InalanL*.
neoiury It aeemed lo Ih* ct*w — inward
the MO, toward Cvud*

T
HESTUNNPDCnew
of Flight Ho I6?flland«d
about 8-J6 p ID. rn Runway
6R at Amborege lr>lema
bonnl, ending * 60-mlnul*
ordeal lh*l »fli lerrlfyHnf
end fenUMlr Henley Im
mediaLflv took * breath*!
lofleal ihvknoUoulofhl*
juL Wiih queelloni lr my
mind lhal I couldn Ian
a*er heaal down Lo writ*

hit report, ai Ih* head of ucurity for Lb*
FAA pulled up In hli Lincoln

Thi« «ould b* Jim 0*rry a atwly.
bulky bearded man ftithoul hair. wSo
w«i onr* an advlter viih Ihe Army a
Speml Forces in Vl»tnjm He leojnly
agrnl Flon Mickle nnd liimia Vinflhl fmm
flight ttandarda ran the crew aiound the
bl«k a couple of limri on what they d
aeen We weren I leally aurt whal »e
nad, Derry uid luler Wa* ll a eeciinly
aituatinn. or a vlolaiiin of nil apac«7 ll

L a tirenge ihmj
Deny juilifH the ceplalri lo be (very

Itab'e rompet'ni profeenon*! lle^a*
lure he •«« ronr* med ll i like drMog
dt'irn the hiihmay nn eji emply toad and
•U of • tudden lour lighLa come up ov«r
vour left windihield and folio* you for an
hour laid Derry 'It pi) your
attention

Thf lirit ofTuer and flif hi engineer
hadn I had ai clear or lutlamed a •!«• *t
thecaplam But »hal they ia« they u«
prelrv much Ih* lime," Dtrry uld He
nude note* |udgedlhecre«lob*norrTuL
prv/nrooof. m/uxuJ no dnif
tnuokfnfnt

It didn t»»»mio FWrry ihsl any further
Invriiigadon would be wgrranleo by M
curlly There »u nnLhlng Ihf re ne
*ald U> Indicate lhal anything *a* Inie
cum. If any bod; derided to do anything.
It would have u> b* Lh* people *i ftlf hi
atandaidi. or air liefflt conLrol

Flni»h«d al the airporl Dorrvdrov*
ovar to a hilel In Anchorage where •
•acurltv fuy from Waihlngtnn vat iiay-
ln| — Dav* Smith manager of the FAA'a
Inveallgatloni and Serurlly IHvttlon. mho
•a* m lorn to LaJk about dni| monitor
Ing program*. Dnry had ipent the d«
ahonlnf himanund HelookSmllh
coffee, tnldhlmallahnullhealghting arid
the tno m*n muMd O>*r the b*vlld*rln|
Ihlnp Lhal *omelimet h»pp*n In itit va*i
ofenttrrain «flh* far Far North, tn
AjceHc* i tail fronll*r

7foi

F
OR WEEKS NOTMINO
happened

Tlia FAA lnipertor» already
had lh«jr hand* full -ilh far
mor*prM*ln| taaea. ciatht*
In *hfchptvpl* had died *n<1
IhaJAI ilfhlliui rot bun I * hen1

lo Ih* hollnm of lh< Invnlrjt
Uontpllr Out of niht,li*a*
out of mind — until the day
btfon ChriMmti, «h«n Paul
8t*uck« (ol a phon* call fnMfl

Shoklchl Elba, an Anchorai* mlaura
t*ur and cormpondenl for Ih* Kyodo
N«W»S«TIIC* of Japan.

ll f»mi [hat Cipl Tenuirhl * ip«ll
binding r«pnrl «o Ih* talk if lh«<-«kpil
amoni Japanru pllota The London bu
reau chief fm -\'iS Ihrmihl IfniKI huH
fotlf n Kind of ll Tom mma Jap«neta
flier* he »«J friendly wiih, ajid he hid
inwrvlt^wJ Lh* capialn al Ih* Fnnjm
Hnlel « JAl. blunt, vh«n Trrauf hi H(<T
lhrou|hUr»!onlnr>*<-rmb«r SmnKNS

irhi KlbelofonHrm
Ih*<lorx*ith8t*uck* ThtforjolUn
JAI ii|hiln| •« aboul U> b* r»l»«d frcm
Itigdrarl

picked up pretty rood
Inform i Ucn *ald Stauck*. a l*an. illver
halrvd carxr |ov*rnm«nl employe*. Ilk*
hn father btfoT* him •hodrl>*< • ohll*
Pnneh* and ke«p* a Jar of MAM t on hit
organized de*k Rib* **nt*d to kno» If ll
•of true

Sleuck* locked back n»* weeki In hb
fll« and ItM h m Yeah ll had »m
pleiely >lipp*d Ki» tnmd Klb«>ai»rl
roma locnmeotar — Struck • would in*
him wruKc*! inforrnalron ***avallnhle
Aftriall Uii*mAla>Vt Youajaa
llrtl|hl quettion up hw» you ten
• ill aighi ani>^r

9t«>i<ke had no M«a «hai h* vat *t>oui
to in into after Lht holiday* awn after
Jetl Berliner of Unli*d Vren Inmrna
Uonalln AnchvragoiBlied untrng la

elv.ul thla JAL iiRhUni (Sit •**
making the pipen lnTokyo> Steutke |0l
theTileoutaialn Berliner Ullea to Jin
Dfrry prr>bedali(iledeap«ruidflledi
tlory lhal nr|hl that WM tniUtnltuMl
nulionvMa

The neit day ratllty let In. Hie phone*
ranj and rant and rant ll rcmlnitad
Sleuck* of ih* flnt bit; itory he hid
handl*Hlhr**w*ak»afrritakin|(hli tab
m IftW »S*n a Kcresn Air Llnri Roel~f
DC lOlaklnloffonafwntyday had
utiled down Ih* wrong lunvip in lh«
*mn| itirKllun anrl nm ovu a N«»«>o
tHin engine rommuler OijKt *IDi elgnl
p*«pl» nn bnard Th* offlre wai Inundat
ed «llh InqulTin, day and nlghi, until
Sl«uck*fouMgel lh«nev*oul that no
ona had beenkill«d

Bui ihli tlcrj- «aj Tar mor* IdlMynrrat

Ic — and ukUer to ahalie Struck* AM
going to have ai m'i<h lrnublegellln|rid
of i( M the JAL (re» had >ilh whalever
thot* tanacl<iua Ijjhu wer* thai had *nad
o»*d Ihem

Of court* moat Inquirletome From
rtrx-rieri. Bui 9i»uck*Juil look ihtlaia
rellabl* rvHectlon of genuine tunotily
among exrage dUien* — th* r*p-*>n*rt
•naonlvacting«n ihelr behalf aiatouti.

Before long Steucle atarl*d hearing
mmblmga from afar thai higher upa In
Lh* FAA wer« queaay about any auncia
lion "Ilh unidtniified flying object* TB*
*g*ncy » Imaje mlghl b* LamlaheH

8t«u(ka had iplit for Alajka 12 ytan
ago, log*l a*ay frotn Lh* rommui*! and
h>n!ei of the Eaii COUL and word of Lh*
honeho* uneulnet* made him yearn lo
gltptlnl picture*— hl» avocallon He
atarted to wonder where lie *M Lr*adlng
how far He ahould go.

Uk* CapL TeraurhL Sieucke had on
lered ihe Jang»roi« tren* Into which are
call ill ihoM vhodare tnpuhllclv lnn>tn
lh«maelvei with unidentified flying ob
bcu UR> mdlcatea )iui that, a flvln|
objefl that la limply unidentified regard-
le*t of ipe<~i'laLlon aboul Iti origin. But Lo
many Ih* term h»i torn* Loeujmeal the
flyinj (aurm of au per market lahlnldi.
Tho»e who ahow Inltml n«k rminj U-
b«l»d aa Inn beheier* In viailora from
oul«r iparc inltllertual flyntiihii ot
Jull blrdbralni with plenty of room up-
ilaln lo rent Toavoid ridloile moit
Mrloul relearcher* hate ttunitd to Lb*
ihiHow* and ke«n iheir mnuthi ahut
about whal (oula h* [oin| on In ih*
***mlngly InHnltt unlvtn*

CapL Ttrauchl probably would h*v*
been wtier to dn lhaL. heinild hm*
«p*r*d hlmielf ihe phone till* Lh* rub
bern*cklng the motbery Rut try elite
ccunti he u an hone«l and forlhtljhl
man By doln| htaduly by reporting In
good<nntrlence*cim*lhing In ihe iky lhal
• *in I aupp-«ed to he Ihen ht hroufhl
public conlrovrniy unnn hlmaetl and em
barianlnj u-mtlnv wlihln a profvnloo
Lhal li highlv conirii>u* nf ImKge

The FAA meanwhile did nol *anl lo
eruxiurage publrc hytlerla by cavalierly
releairng Infnrmalion whoi* meanln| II
rould nol aaceriain. ll ^tiodlH not want lo
cait upenlona on the crew — it had no
ration 10 — or cmla the Imnreulon uul
It had snythlnf to rover un, becau** It
dldn'L The FAA juil didn i knot

It wai a Icw-lou aliuatlon

T
HE AIR FORCE HAD
apent 21mndd«nlnf ynan
inveiligallng UFOMDOrt*
before t foil ng dow" '»•
lui governtnent vauhdof.
Ptfjert Blue Donk -and
ihaFAAruidnnlnKretlln
picking IIP where ihe re
treating AU Fone hed left
off. The UFO blue had
'»it Ilielf too readily lo
fanlaiy end ho«i li *a*

I0(r>nlrnl |t»hii(ory had b»en
pn li«r|*d «mpll(a'*d and attended Lo
bv myriad paneli and pro|«(jihaipn»*d
Ih* hni pnLaln around viihoul aettlmg
anyLhing — 6»cenarto laid nuiln TV
VWConinvmjinA'ntnce.t 1916 book
br Temtile Unlvanlly profewor David
Michael Jacob*.

Ground control:
Do you still have
the traffic?
JALi Affirmative.
Nine o'clock.

Project Blua Book hid b*en , receded
by Project SlgrL Pro»rt Qr\jd» Prelect
T*tnkle »llhLn*hliripolnloi A.rForc*
tnvolnmtnl o«urr ln| In IS1? rhitnl had
b*eri i irtmendoua number ol ' 'FO re-
port* Lhal yen _ Including is i u anpa
•IfhOppJtUrdeemed in*coinie thai
iMth* Air Fore* lotcianiblej '< lo
IntaraptUFOa above thtnin mcapl
tal.3olheC1Aconv*n*dep*.. InffN*
(UlUngulihed nonmillury Kin IFI* —
the Rotwuon Panel — to *m m«
whether the alg bllnp Ih f*»l« n InallonaJ
weurilv Aflet llhour»ofelu.l ™«i
thmdayi, the panel conclud' ' lhal the
real danger dldn t a*em lo be n - UFOi.
TrttnolilenferwuLhaUFO' porti-
iwai'ni'y mor« credible b*c«i o ol Ih*
Al> Porc*aauitaln»d InLerni i«p«U
thai rould eipoa* ih« public i piycho-
logleaJvarrar* and akillfulr -*ti|epro-
puande lhal might Induce "fitrkal
Mnavlor and harmful dktlruii f duly
cona ll ruled authority "Th*.RiK»iai»
would lurely gel u*

Inform*! critic* argued that Ihe fov-
eminent *a» golnf about the invMll(l-
tlan all wrong lhal Inieitlgatnri wen
pTBocfupled with ihepo'ra*!*1 *'•••*.• lo
national tecijrlly — Lhb IKU (I. 50*,
ifUr ail Lh* h*l|ht ol Lh* Col' W a/ —
•nd nol with Mrioui adenllflr nnlĵ n of
the Lhoujindi of am (ram til mer lh«
•wld

But nomalUr *hai Lht AJi ' im
pe-iple did ttrUIn UFO quart n ro-.j-
unety auaperted lh»m of orch- i rating
elaborate rawer up*.

The flyliuj uucer buitnet*i n the bt|>
p»l public Kleilont headech m Atr
Koirt hl»lory Finally iheCoi 'on Com-
mittee «n academic fnnipcon tn«dln
I WO locum* up with i nomni'iinrjr rtnA
onlhealiiiau'cm.aaldeiartly i iiatlheAir
Fort* wanted to hear — kno» 'Ige
wouldn I be *dv*n<ed by funi r ttud>
and Project Blu* Bonk thouM i * put to
tlwp

It vit. In I960 uid Lht *im mo don of
UFO* p*n*d into Ih* htndi • mdrprnd
*nl mrarch^rt and print* nr mnalnvu
*iKh u MUFON uA CUFOC lU
MuiiulUFON«[vorkbit«d. Vfuni.
T*i*\ *nd ih* J AUfn Hint I • mut fot T
UFOSwdl«jlnCleTul*w 111 'havui 1

anlof currenirwearthcari

volv» Li«umaiic m*dlc*l *i«ni mioni on
Enarjitnrt of difTtitnl |«D*Ta1i ntoflh*
Mm* famllirt — hair Lbin t\f I In InHK-
*d up lh« no** plup of ikln ii>kpn foro
b*<ki, «roit Iria.

No — tha FAA had no lnl» >i in
•reuiJnf hl|lor7 • landtnn i .^rsl ll
WITT h« tov<rniTi*nl had IMI •<! iU
tmon ft\L Th» »mo Monti, u> amlj h
luar«lii*du>unid«nllflMin n[ob)rrt*
*«n In no "tr cooduclM to I ipaucrauc
coDtroL

ocmrro- of Pag*. It
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the captain and lh« FAA

Dot en* <if Uroei dav altei day
(he phone unf In PnjlSUuck* 1
office NHC in MB- Vnik Radio
Ha»eli Siat Magnime Canadian
Bio*d<eiting The Sunday Lon
doo Muroi The Fienrh Nan
Agenc j 1 ne. nashmninn offic* 01
TRIO (he So«iet National Daily
Newspaper Natinnal Public Re

1 nblir mp<in>c vtt in great
ihm [he FAA decided In inter

and review (h» radii lapel And
ateucke. ilartrd thinking iiral
egf Vi hat »ai the FAA i rule and
ruponiibilily' ""hit did it *nou>7

The flcii offlfei and Ito Hlghl
engineer again corroborated lha
capumi dramatic report- Bui
the FAA rfftdded thai lh« radai
tapei did not — namaa/ily The
fphj*ri on i«dar *a» no* thought
(is h* an acddrnlal iplil image of
Ihf. JAL 717 Sleucke laid and

not a wp«ret* nhjwt — a familiar

mendcrf meanwhile •dphulzad]
that Uwli ledai ugvh hadn't
Utled long enough U> be con-
riim*d, and they attributed tha
appaiem blu to coincidental
eleclionlc rlulla:

kept falUnj new blu ofraalailaJ.
•n4 uia> ihrrad of the ftoiy krpl
njideHnj H» f«|t ai 1) he urn
blowing "P • balloon — each

Uma ha doled oui e bit of Infoi
nation, Uia atoiy |o( blnrr Me

In the data and trying la itay
ahnad of Ihe reporter* — nol

Hit BemUm, (oi ona, of lh«
Anf homgd Daily Neva.

Alin lh« FAA uplalnnd lla
double ladu iignat u e "iplit
b»ac«n, Bemlon Hacked down
controller Sam Rkh who l̂ ld
blm thai thie4 conimlleii hud
Mm a ladar Image of an object
near 16?* thai nlgSu and all
Ih'e* of ui ihoufhl ltMr« m a
dark or slictcO. {TbaL wculd
b* RJCD Henley and John Aar-

nink, •'h" Kad iteppeJ In to h*'p

batn vfrv eit.>nf Rich (old Bern
ton bui nonanf lhart>nlroll«i •'
tha Ume thought It might b* «
(plil Imajf of Jie 7*7

Si'u'kf railed Rich In far a
chat- lla mndr Rich airaia of Lht
awkward r»«ition he had put the
other coni'NIen In — ipesllnf
fnr them iilthnui (hair knowl-
»die And from then on, P''1*
rtleited mirrview tnquests Id
6l»uc»«i ofHc* >hrrt re portrn
•era mfoim*d that Rich dldn i

oui over ihe FAA amployeei
"code a phonei ai work, warn

them nn Ihn itory and that fM
puliry r^iulied Ihem to go
through public iflun.

St«uck« vnrried Uiet this mil
up mada him look bid. One day
be* nylng only on* control If
bad handled 1628. and no* he
flndioul ihere. mug for counting
•unerviiort and lhay i«emed to
b« duputing Ihe FAAl publicly
itatad p«liion' H/Tiot in tht utrtd
uoi nrryfady fanf (oCunkf

*> '-a-' t-e wajn't handling u

la>~intiing and (nlnn kept hap-
prnm( FjHy on Jan It foi
Imianf* CtpL Terauchi again
iepoii<d feln| unuiua) lighui
nhila Hving o^ei Aujika. Onrt ha
landed and learned (he Iocs Lion
of a rrfxirird (*oip«nHur« Invei
lion he provided an riplanallni.
Ai he flew near AidJC Village, th«
lovn lighU had |nll»n diltnTled
by bouncing fff lev trvtlall ci«
aied >ben cold air got tand
•ich*d b*l«n»en l>o uyeri of

nnn fliit, mliially the bforma-
li-n wtt pre«enl«d aJ If tha FAA

tiyn Teranthl cojnplelned 10 r«-
porter Hal flemtnn awna Ibat It
made him look Ilka a crackpoL

Hunt EJiu tha Alaika air
liafTic manifeT fell bad for the
captain A pilot If aJvap* teeing
(htn|im th*iky h*t*yi. b«cauje
ttutl * when h* i looklnt all Ihe
lime. You le* thlnft, he aayi,
and you rallonalite." Thai* a

itar, (hall another ilrpLmB*.
Lhat'i a nivlgaUonal bticon. So

lh«r*ptalnw«t nelhi ig, and It

icen In 59 yMj« 1 flying TTien
u>i Eliu h* • git to look at
everything euJ) , nl albtml ttom
now on the i -ci fijy'a |ot to
take a real hud • k and My, 'Ii
that another oni

Irnlda the FA ' . fTlfti, mean-
•bile, the allil i Ir mtt. f can't
btiuvtti HTwr - ill tlta intmsll

woodei Poi all ' vine line». the
Uiill«d 9utw or i lie. Soviet Union
WB* IfctUni ion - idvanecd «i-

plnc«7 Or coa> - ihrii vaa •
physical Mplan mn he\ond Oui

onc« wtte ai 1 rtdi ••activity
atomic fin Ion ih< anotntloui
motion ol th« LI uliellnn of Mai
fury And *u i' Mely thai In ul
the *49t unjvr t only Bdrth
would h«iln|le.i utfoi l.fef

Wa dl cairi mh uj Uia ae«d
of the ponlbllli ihnt vhat Capt. '
Tereuchi docn1 '-d could actual-
ly h*v* twee thr ' uyi Staucke.
"ffkv dvbunkrM on trytnf to
keep ui he&ttt A t the utn« Una,

SURGEON GENERAL'S WARNING Smoking
Bv Pragnant Women Mav Rnstjlt in Feral
Injury Piemarijrp Bmh And Low Birth Weight

*'££*»:* **/'
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Every lime the
public affairs
guy doted out
Information, the
story ballooned.

it* tollvnre «r» tayinf to k*«p
th* po**lUlii7 eJli*

T1IB INQUinlRfl KPfT COM
Ing _ m fully Ifonj lh« m»dia end
•om* from Imii-pf nJi-nl (IPO in
«wU|atori Ilk* Richard llainrt. t
rumpart, predl*, polite Celifor
nu *dmUj( in irirt rimmrf bi/o-
eab *ho rtill pullt out (hurt fen
•timrn Wh*n pnople c*1l*d
Stout: t«
en moiJrii to I no* •bom oihet

Blot tlfhUntv h* lent them to
ima
Lhirinf the day, HaJna *orkt

•I NA3A
in Mountain Vlr* tt chlrf of tlw
8p«o Humin Ftctott OfTlf* —
lh«J t* helpln| r)rtJ|n |Ji« Intt-
rim at lh* fp*r* nttipn u mil n
nr» «p*C» lulU At nl|ht «nd Ml
•nkendk, *t hb own vlprrua, b«
tri» li k« uttk oi >.id npUIn

* tlftitlnp liki CipL
Tenuchr« — hb hobbr (or »
jnnj.

Unnwt. hl|htY tnfiUnled, men
UfkiHy IndmMl ind unlilflj lo

b« BtnbamiBed
pecn. Phn, in ifrplane cana
irith httnunenU that etn record
phenomena — "« fly) n| Ubonta-

h*j
I
pblned t,E>00 of thra u illu*ir.n»
or muidtnd/kfl'Jnnj of aimo*
pheilt phtnoni»n«. "8gi none
ih«len," h* un, I K«T« quiu «
It* Lh«l tf* v«nr un»>pl»ln*d. I

r WO " Tli* AJgtl* il|hC-
ln| ti one nl ihcm — but h« Myt
Ui« onl; mJtr unuiutl thln|
•bmrt II *n Uu publicity P*o-
p]« lend not U> nw Aboot th«
Other*. "

Like Lht <fc«n or 10 l'FO» ch»(
tli fireillun )•( flfhUn <hned
fur hallinhOMi U*tM*^a(l»ilh«

r»rf*r In 3ta
Oi

pilot H*ln*« hai )uii written a
boot about — who \n JS78 rt
twrt»d a iu*n(« tt*n In hit vtcln
IlT then diieppeerad, whllt
flyln* In a CfMne to buy wmt
nayhih fot * pany

llalnei htard ebout Ih* JAL

cale hlnwK about lh* relevant
rtdei tyderrj and (he dyn*mlri
ot Ihf IW)n| ">tl H* |fiL llnlH of
wind •'oft rhirU and irtaihri
photrajraphy H* worked the
ph(ine» Elmvadorf, Siauckg,

D»iry JAL. th« pilot nnd first
officii nf (h» Unllrt Jet. And h*
lnt»rvl»B»d CapL T*'(»fhl f™
Lhi«* hnur» by lelephon* «ii h th*
fce/p of • Ja
pilolwlih a Ph.D. In eminc-tlni

Vfbtn Hilna whwl Tmeuchl
do* thi tva objaett fi* flni **•
h»d loovcd In ipicA, 1h« npuln
Mid They mo**, toffihtt u If
tli«7 hire t eoanon ernter ol

ilh t r»ndrwn

United |«U -h

mtin,
" Hilna «ked. And Ta-

ochl uld
Th» l(/ht» *«nt out-"

ITWA9BOMFTIMe AFTER
Hf)n(# ipoke -lih lh, ctp-
Uln that Philip Klin, *D

othri notnj Independent UFO
fnvttilfoL^i tditncrdi > Biddy
publithft Lh«T7 thii the cipuln
h*d«rtu4llf b««n loollrtj *i Jupl
t«T tnd mi>b* Mit*.

It *•* UL* hi Jenuari by ihtn.
Fot roiny y«nr», unul hcunri)-

ntJnnitnt Ujt June, Kim hid
bMn Lh* unlor liHonla cdltot ef
Aittiian II *r* and Span Tttkitd*
off Mj/mn* And I™ Oinr» (htn
W yttit, ht* hobby hu b«n to
ln»*tll(«l* •(•rrnlruly myitctl-
ou> ut fen>oa» UPu t*»et," h«

H* ihlnU pdoU mate food
"1 have «mf ri«d — ll toundl

hnmodMU but I UUnt II i inn —
n jnohably IM fftdinf itapUal
UrO Invntiftut (n th« rauntrj,
If not thr *aild." hi my*. "AfUr
II pan, I furi rrt (o find < CCM
thit 1 did not beller* rouU be
irpUlnecJ In ptoMlc or t«rLhh
tens*. DM«U» o' l̂ iri p-aldon. ll
'Jwrt !i IT Important nt» UFO

TOM mil ll * Mrt of
llolrni vere * [«*l pchion Uvuif
\fAnj htaxjldnlelfoidlolfnorg
Jimmy Ifoi7» t romplfu dbap-
peg me* or other tu<h »*eiTifrt|ry
my»»flrnri crim»«.

KtiM di</n t (nUf^wr DM p).
lit, b#nut* t/let hsirlnj him on
LATty Kln|t l«if nl(hi rtdlo
•hov. n« u>>, ll •»» evident
that h» ta rwi loo t\\l\*4 In Pni
'Uh, and 1 (ton t *r-«k J«p*.n«*e
flul h)i PAA ronr»cL» en»bW
Mm In "r**d end r-i»b« eitenilve
noU* of t Ugn*rilpif>l th* taped
renrvriaUon bet>t«r> Ihn rorkplt
•nd Ihe iround Th«n h* »fiproil
mtltd Inrtouilieitterly dltrcllon
In which the rnplaln end (ten
*tr*l«kln| roniijlled t profr*
gWgl etlronomet " mil worked

and vliible In Ihe dirtf linn nl in*
reponodUFO and Mnr» »it lu*i
b«ln* end to the il|hi of Jupflfr
vhlih (iiuM upltm the pilot I
lnlU»l rfpntt of twi llghll.

Junll" «iu f>nly 10 ddfrwi
gbme th* hoilton m»llnj It »p-

comniva on n*d poo*

|^ASSACHUSETT§

Tilt SPlRrTOFM^SSACHUSETTS
GREAT VALUEGLTAWAY GUIDE

PLAN
GETA\y

In find the bet vacant'
M:issachiuera, you'll u
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hii ("w. I'tXVlfool aitilufle."
Klu* vrnle la a leport for the
Buffalo bw-d Commllin* fnt the
Snendfic InvMlintJon of Claim*
of the Paranormal of which ho ui
a founder

HAlNP^ COULDN T
buvthaiheonr Itfocwed
only on the vwy gnd of

111* M-mlnute epliodo, gnd dkd
not take the crow • endre iiparl-
«nn Into atrnunL

"nwra'i no vav ll could b* •
planet," he MJI "TTif *utnpllot
WM flrli'f Lh* airplarut |n t

itnfght line. TentKhl telli me
that the ob|*rt fl™t inp^nrrd al
llo'dock. then moved mil i«lh«i
quiekrj U> 10 odnfk m 10-TQ
bafora It carne b*f I a^tlrx

That'i nnl Jupilrr he tsjt.
brume Jupiter (twin 1 mriva If
Ihf airplane 1* lUhle and
Jupiter ll liable, ll d™e*n 1 el
pluln th<i bunineti" of lh». ohjert*
moving tntfk and lorth Be«id*«,
he «ayt the object* •*'« *nv tno
blgto be plangU.

When the. ltor> »lxnji hian
Jupilei ihcritT c^me over the
wht» «t Um Anfhnrate Daly
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L}U fliffhL Arwt vhfttAvAr hM
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eiplanilioii Ymknnv nfoum,
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FAA ".hen aiked if Ihe No* f
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Kmilniitd While iFie lid «ei on.
Dm, the air IrefTir munagrr
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U3e lima thai Ivith the, mUiiiij
and the FAA trrit irrtMra Enter-
mlUrm >a<1ar ilgnnti in Uw
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THE OFFICIAL WORD ON MYSTERY IN TI

i.igr PnJv News'Mictw'1 Pr-rv

FAA spokesman Paul Steucke waits as reporters read his agency's findings about the JAL pilot's sighting of a UFO.

FAA has no conclusion about UFO
BERNTON The FAA originally said radar data flying over McGrath. As two pilot-

News reporter confirmed a UFO sighting in the area, examined a weather radar, they noLir.-d
The Federal Aviation Administra- But after a lengthy review of tapes, the a "target" out in front of them.

tion Thursday released the results of its agency determined that three control- "Up at our altitude. (35,000 feet)
investigation of the celebrated Nov. 17 lers on duty that day were mistaken — you haven't had any UFO repor^
sighting of UFOs by V Japanese Air the radar did not pick up an object. lately?" one of the pilots radioed t i n
Lines crew. There was first-person tes- However, reporters who flocked to FAA controller.
timony from the JAL crew members, the press conference from as far away The crew reported the target quick I.-.
statements from controllers and reams as Japan and Philadelphia did not go moved off their radar screen .v ..-
of radar data. Everything but a conclu- away empty-handed. Each received a estimated speed of 300 miles a m i ' i i i i -
sion. free copy of the FAA's anthology of the They reset their screen from a 50 rv

• "The FAA does not have enough event, a thick packet of documents, to a 100-mile radius. They briefly sp-i-
material to say that something was tapes and radar photographs. And also the target again. Then it became losi i
there," said Paul Steucke, an agency news of a new mystery to puzzle. the radar clutter created by the AinC
spokesman. "We are accepting the de- The FAA disclosed another UFO Range. The crew never saw the U'
scriptions of the crew but are unable to sighting on the evening of Jan. 29 by Q~»R
support what they saw." the crew of an Alaska Airlines plane . See Back Page. UFO
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UFO: FAA releases reams of data from investigation, but comes to no conclusion about pilot's sighting
Continued from Page A-1

the UFOs on FAA rad; ir. considers the air traffic sys- There was no danger, but it lines plane to check out the strange intensity that "I can-
__ , But also on Thursd iay, the tern safe and the case closed. created many questions that a sighting. n°t describe . . . not even in
except on radar FAA released a formal . review "We are not in the UFO human being cannot answer." In an interview with FAA Japanese.

The FAA did not have °f ^e controller rad< ir tapes business and don't intend to . Terauchi said ne first saw °ffici*LSl. Te,rauchi Sid JhS But in two interviews with
ground radar coverage in the by New Jersey-based agency be Steucke said. two spaceships that hovered Nov. 17.^ident was^ ^VJilr FAA officials, he said he

-
. ^ r ,

McGrath area, so there was technicians that conch aded the Does that mean the FAA almost stationary. then rapid- UFO siehtlftfi °' hlf. 2.9-ve,a.r didn't know whether the ob-
no way to confirm the plane's controllers mistaken! .y inter-, doesnt believe the reports of t lsed across the sky. career as a pilot. A fourth jects were UFQs .iwhen r

sighting. Agency officials in- P«ted a split-image: of the the sightings from the JAL .fM£t unexpectedly. two s
T

lg g I**?? n^HS « was interviewed here the first
terviewed crew members af- JAL plane as a seconc 1 object. crew?. Not at all. "As far as spaceships stopped in front of t̂ 01}3?, jate

t
r dlSmi«!rtf5 time by FAA personnel," Tsu-

ter they landed, but formed e, « « u rV for t una te " we know the whole crew are o£r f shooting off lights. fhe lights of a town reflected kuba said in his second inter-
no opinion about the Alaska Steucke said, that the split people of mtegnty and did Tfae inside cockpit shined m the clouds by an air mver- view> -j was not sure whether
Airlines sighting. im,aee appeared "jus .t when a report what they saw accu- brightiy and i fclt warm in Slon' . the object was a UFO or not.

FAA officials Thursdav P|lot *as reP<>rtin g seeing rately. Steucke said. the f ,. Terauchi wrote in Co-pilot Takanori Tamefuji My mind has not changed
had mo« to ?av about the SOI"eJt

hln« outside his air' ^^J^^ ?* ^ot his report to JAL officials. ' and engineer Yoshio Tsukuba since then."naa more to say aoout tne craft. of the JAL plane, describes - j t^ M«ltarrtuD^ ««K4- ^ ^ * •• -^ i. ** j
Nov. 17 reported sighting of Steucke said t .he FAA the sightings in almost mysti- Later, as the JAL plane ^d the November sighting Tamefuji said he spotted
two smaJl UFOs and an enor- launched its three-] month ex- cat terms in a December re- flew over Fairbanks, Terau- J?* ™i?h P A A ««• " f the first senes of lights about
mous "mothership." The JAL amination of the November port titled "Meeting the Fu- chi reported a third UFO. a yiews "J th FAA officials the same time as the captain,
pilot's initial report appeared sighting to make sure some ture" to JAL management. huge spaceship the size of two confirined parts of Terauchi s and that they followed the
to be partially confirmed by strange airc.raft w asn't men- "Once upon a time if a battleships. He said the space- account. plane. 'But he said he could
three -ground controllers, who acing tne jjafety of the air hunter saw a TV. how did he ship followed the JAL plane Tsukuba. the flight engi- not make out ̂ the large object.
saSd in statements released at ^traffic control 'sys tem Since describe it to other people? south of Fairbanks, then neer, said he saw strange spotted oveiiJ Fairbanks oe-
the press conference they the radar didn't pick up a My experience was similar to abruptly disappeared as con- whi te and amber-colored cause .Jj followed on Terau-
thought they picked up one of second aircraft, th-t; FAA now this," he began his tale. ". . . trollers directed a United Air- lights that glowed with a chi's side of the plane.
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6 OFFICIAL BUSINESS

PENALTY FOR PRIVATE USE. »3OO

MEDIA:

HERE IS A COMPLETE COPY OF ALL THE MATERIALS FAA HAS RELATIVE TO THE JAL 1628

FLIGHT WHICH REPORTED SEEING: UNIDENTIFIED AIR TRAFFIC ON NOVEMBER 17, 1986.

NOTE THE YELLOW TAG ITEMS. THEY WILL BE OF YOUR PRIMARY INTEREST.

ITEMS # 5, 7, 8, 9, lOd, 13, 20, and 21.

(SEE ENCLOSED ORDER FORM FOR WHAT THEY ARE.)

I SUGGEST WE TAKE CARE OF SOME HOUSEKEEPING AGENDA BEFORE WE START TAPING AND

OR RECORDING.

I SUGGEST IMMEDIATELY AFTER THAT WE TAKE 15 OR SO MINUTES FOR YOU TO LOOK AT

THESE EARLY ITEMS BEFORE I START MY BRIEFING. THINK ABOUT IT.

PAUL STEUCKE
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THE OFFICIAL WORD ON MYSTERY IN THE SKY

Anchorage Daily News/Michael Penn

FAA spokesman Paul Steucke wafts as reporters read his agency's findings about The JAL pilot's sighting of a UFO.

FAA has no conclusion about UFO
By HAL BERNTON The FAA originany sajd radar data flying over McGrath. As two pilots
Daily News reporter confirmed a UFO sighting in the area, examined a weather radar, they noticed

The Federal Aviation Administra- But after a lengthy review of tapes, the a "target" out in front of them,
tion Thursday released the results of its agency determined that three control- "Up at our altitude, (35,000 feet) . . .
investigation of the celebrated Nov. 17 lers on duty that day were mistaken — you haven't had any UFO reports
sighting of UFOs by a Japanese Air the radar did not pick up an object. lately?" one of the pilots radioed the
Lines crew. There was first-person tes- However, reporters who flocked to FAA controller.
timony from the JAL crew members, the press conference from as far away The crew reported the target quickly
statements from controllers and reams as Japan and Philadelphia did not go moved off their radar screen at an
of radar data. Everything but a conclu- away empty-handed. Each received a estimated speed of 300 miles a minute,
sion. free copy of the FAA's anthology of the They reset their screen from a 50-mile

• "The FAA does not have enough event, a thick packet of documents, to a 100-mile radius. They briefly spied
material to say that something was tapes and radar photographs. And also the target again. Then it became lost in
there," said Paul Steucke, an agency news of a new mystery to puzzle. the radar clutter created by the Alaska
spokesman. "We are accepting the de- The FAA disclosed another UFO Range. The crew never saw the UFO
scriptions of the crew but are unable to sighting on the evening of Jan. 29 by c
support what they saw " the crew of an Alaska Airlines plane See Bac* Pa9e- UFO
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UFO:
~^^^^^^^^^^^^^

FAA releases reams of data from investigation, but comes to no conclusion about pilot's sighting
1 from Pao« A I the UFOs on FAA radf ir- considers the air traffic sys- There was no danger, but it lines plane to check out the strange intensity that "I cai
— 9 But also on Thursd lav. the tern safe and the case closed. created manv Questions that a siehtine. not describe . . . not even iContinued from Page A-1 the UFOs on FAA radf ir. considers the air traffic sys- There was no danger, but it lines plane to check out the strange intensity that "I can-

But also on Thursd jay, the tern safe and the case closed. created many questions that a sighting. not describe . . . not even in
except on radar FAA released a forma] . review "We are not in the UFO human being cannot answer." In an interview with FAA Japanese."

The FAA did not have Pf ^e controller radj ir tapes business and don't intend to Terauchi said he first saw ?T
fficia!,s'. T^ra"chi s*id*h* But in two interviews with

ground radar coverage in the by New Jersey-based agency be Steucke said, two spaceships that hovered Noy^ 17 incident was the third FAA off ic ia lSj he said he
McGrath area, so there was technicians that conch jded the Does that mean the FAA almost stationary, then rapid- UFO sighting °* h« 29-year didn>t know whether the ob_
no way to confirm the plane's controllers mistaken! .y inter- doesn t believe the reports of , pulsed across the sky. career as a P1! '̂ A _?OUI1n jects were UFOs. "When I
sighting. Agency officials in- P«Jed, a split-image of the the sightings from the JAL .fMo

F
st unexpectedly, two sighting Terauchi reported in was interviewed here the first

terviewed crew members af- JA
lK?lan.e as a s^onc J obJect" crew?' Not at a!L , As far as spaceships stopped in front of Jan"a?i

 ne !ate.r dlsmissed as time b FAA personnel," Tsu-
ter they landed, but formed „ rt IS u n f o r t unate ," we know, the whole crew are Q^r face shooting off iights the lights of a town reflected kuba said in his second inter.
no opinion about the Alaska Steucke said, that the split people of integrity and did The ins'ide cockpit shined m the clouds by an air mver- view, "I was not sure whether
Airlines sighting. iniage appeared "jus .t when a report what they saw accu- brigntly and I felt warm in Slon' the object was a UFO or not.

FAA officials Thursday ±ethTnfi oTsUe" Vs^l? ^Keniu Terauchi the pilot the face," Terauchi wrote in Co-pilot Takanori Tamefuji My mind .has not changed
had" more to say about the "aft" of the JAL p^e describes his report to JAL officials. and engineer Yoshio Tsukuba since then."
Nov. 17 reported sighting of Steucke said 1 ,he FAA the sightings in almost mysti- Later, as the JAL plane said the November sighting Tamefuji said he spotted
two small UFOs and an enor- launched its three-j month ex- cal terms in a December re- flew over Fairbanks, Terau- was their first. Both, in inter- the first series of lights about
mous "mothership." The JAL animation of the November port titled "Meeting the Fu- chi reported a third UFO, a views Wltn *A* officials, the same time as the captain,
pilot's initial report appeared sighting to make sure some ture" to JAL management. huge spaceship the size of two confirmed parts of Terauchi s and that they followed the
to be partially confirmed by strange aircraft w asn't men- "Once upon a time if a battleships. He said the space- account. plane. But he said he could
three ground controllers, who acing the safety of the air hunter saw a TV, how did he ship followed the JAL plane Tsukuba, the flight engi- not make out the large object
saW in statements released at 1 traffic control lsys tern. Since describe it to olher people? south of Fairbanks, then neer, said he saw" strange spotted overf1 Fairbanks ber-
the press conference they tne radar didn't pick up a My experience was similar to abruptly disappeared as con- white and amber-colored cause il followed on Terau-
thought they picked up one of second aircraft. th-£: FAA now this," he began his tale. "... trollers directed a United Air- lights that glowed with a chi's side of tne plan6-



I'NCuRRELATtD RADAR SIGNALS

An "uncorrelated primary and beacon(secondary) return on a radar
screen occurs when the radar energy chat Is sent up toward the aircraft
(primary signal) returns off the surface of the aircraft at a slightly
different moment than the beacon (secondary) transponder signal and the
two do not match up as being at the same place or same computer radar
cell.

—RADAR COMPUTER CELL, 1/4 MILE-- RADAR CELL
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© Memorandum
US Department
of Transportation

Federal Aviation
Administration

Subject'INFORMATION Date: „ , _ l f t e _
March 5, 1987

Material relative to JAL, Nov. 17, 86,
sighting of unidentified air traffic

Reply to
From: Attn. ol:

PUBLIC AFFAIRS OFFICER, AAL-5

To:
ALL REGIONAL FACILITY MANAGERS
REGIONAL DIVISION MANAGERS AND STAFF OFFICERS

The attached selected information regarding the November 17, 1986,
sighting of unidentified air traffic by the crew of JAL flight 1628, has
been forwarded to you for you use. This is public information, no copyright,
and you can share it with anyone else.

Thought you might like to read the data yourself.

Sincerely,

Paul Steucke
Public Affairs Officer



March 5, 1987

Selected Material
Relative to the FAA Investigation of

Japan Air Lines flight 1628
Sighting of Unidentified Air Traffic

on November 17, 1986.

CONTENTS

1. Alaskan Region News Release #87-09, "Release of Documents..."
2. Selected Portions of (Voice) Transcriptions, Pilot/Controllers,
3. "Uncorrelated Radar Signals", an explanation.
4. "Lack of "Scientific" Investigation", a statement.
5. Record (transcript) of interview with JAL Captain Terauchi.
6. Drawings by Captain Terauchi.
7. "Meeting the Future", statement by Captain Terauchi.
8. Record (transcript) of interview with JAL First Officer.
9. Record (transcript) of interview with JAL Flight Engineer.
10. Statements of air traffic controllers at Anchorage Center.
11. Investigator statement, Form 1600-32, James Derry.
12. Investigator statement, Form 1600-32, Ronald Mickle.
13- Inspection & Surveillance Record, James Wright.
14. Other "Unidentified Air Traffic" sightings, FAA file, Alaska.

Prepared by
FAA Public Affairs Office

AAL-5
Alaskan Region

701 C St., Box 14, Anchorage, AK, 99513



News:
US Deportment
ofTronspcmtion

Federal Avjatlon K2M". 995 ,3
Administration oo?) 271-5296

FOR RELEASE ON CONTACT: PAUL STEUCKE
MARCH 5, 1987
#87-09

FAA P^IOTES pncHHEOTS ON
REPORTED UFO SIGHTING LAST NOVEMBER

The Federal Aviation Administration today released documents relating to the
reported sighting of an unidentified flying object (UFO) over Alaska by a Japan
Air Lines flight crew on November 17, 1986, saying it was unable to confirm the
event.

The material was issued by FAA's Regional Office in Anchorage, Alaska, and
included transcripts of pilot-controller communications, interviews with
controllers and the flight crew, radar plots and other data.

FAA's Regional Public Affairs Officer Paul Steucke pointed out that FAA
normally does not investigate UFO sightings but pursued the JAL incident in its
role as the operator of the air traffic control system. He said the agency's
objective was to determine if there was an unreported aircraft in the vicinity
of the JAL flight that could present a safety hazard.

As part of the inquiry, Steucke said, radar data of the JAL flight track was
reviewed by FAA experts at the agency's Technical Center in Atlantic City,
N.J., using identical equipment. They determined that a second radar target
near the JAL flight at the time of the reported sighting was not another
aircraft but rather a split radar return from the JAL Boeing 747.

Technically, this is known as an "uncorrelated primary and beacon target
return." It means that the primary radar signal reflected off the aircraft's
surface did not correlate exactly with the pulse etr.itted by the aircraft's
radar beacon transponder. This phenomenon is not unusual and gives the
impression of two separate radar targets.

Steucke also noted that FAA controllers who monitored the JAL aircraft said
in their statements that they thought there might have been another aircraft
because of the dual radar targets. However, a northbound United Air Lines jet
that was diverted by controllers to intercept the JAL flight path did establish
visual contact with that aircraft but the pilots saw nothing else.

The Nov. 17 UFO sighting was reported by JAL Captain Kenjyu Terauchi on a
cargo flight over the polar cap from Iceland to Japan via Anchorage. Captain
Terauchi said he had visual contact from approximately the U.S.-Canadian border
to south of Fairbanks. On Jan. 11, 1987, Captain Terauchi also reported
another sighting in the same general area as the first.

Steucke said FAA is satisfied that the safety of the air traffic control
system was not compromised by the Nov. 17 incident and plans no further
investigation of the circumstances.



AAL-5, FAA
February 4, 1987

SELECTED PORTICOS OF TRANSCRIPTION
CONCERNING THE INCIDENT INVOLVING JAPAN AIRLINES FLIGHT 1628

ON NOVEMBER 18, 1986, AT APPROXIMATELY 0218 UTC
(Universal Time Coordinated - Novennber 17, 1986

Alaska Standard Time, 6:18 p.m.)

0219:15 JL1628 Anchorage Center, Japan Air sixteen twenty eight; ah do you
have any traffic, ah seven o'clock above?

0219:32 R/D15 Japan Air sixteen twenty eight heavy; negative.

0219:36 JL1628 Ah, Japan Air sixteen twenty eight; roger and, ah we insight-
ah-two traffic-ah, in front of us one mile, about.

0221:19 R/D15 Japan Air sixteen twenty eight heavy; Sir if your able to
identify the type of aircraft, ah-and see if you can tell
whether its military or civilian.

0221:35 JL1628 Ah, Japan Air sixteen twenty eight; we cannot identify ah,
the type, ah but, ah we can see, ah navigation lights and ah,
strobe lights.

0221:48 R/D15 Roger sir, say the color of the strobe and beacon lights?

0221:56 JL1628 The color is ah, - white and yellow, I think.

0223:37 R/D15 Ya, could you (ROOC) look ah, approximately forty miles south
of Fort Yukon, there should be a code up there of one five-
five-zero. Can you tell me you see a primary target about
his position?

0225:02 R/D15 Japan Air sixteen twenty eight heavy; roger. Sir, I'm
picking up a-ah, hit on the radar approximately five miles in
trail of your six o'clock position, do you concur?

0225:12 JL1628 Ah negative, ah eleven o'clock, ah eight miles, ah same level
over.

0225:43 ROCC Okay, I've got your squawk. It looks like I am getting some
surge, primary return, ah I dcn't know if it's erroneous or
whatever but...

JL1628 = Japan Air Lines flight #1628
R15 = Controller position. Anchorage Air Route Traffic Control Center
D15 = Controller position. Anchorage Air Route Traffic Control Center
ROOC = (Military) Regional Qperaticns Command Center
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0225:50 R/D15 Negative, uhuh, it's not erroneous. I want you (RDOC) to
keep a good track on there, and if you pick up a code, and
verify that you do not have any aircraft operating in that
area military.

0225:57 ROCC That is affirm. We do not have anybody up there right now,
ah. Can you give me the position of the primary your
receiving?

0226:03 R/D15 Okay, I'm not. I'm ah, picking up a primary - approximately
five zero miles, south, right up there - right In front of
the ah, one five five zero code.

0226:18 ROOC Okay, I've got him about his-ah, oh-it looks like about, ah-
ten o'clock, at about that range, yes.

0226:25 R/D15 Alright keep an eye on that, and ah-see if-ah, any other
military (unintelligible) in that area.

0227:53 ROOC It is an unknown, okay, we've lost contact with it new.

0230:56 JL1628 It's ah, I think ah, very quite big ah, plane.

0231:48 R15 Are you (Fairbanks FAA tower) pickin up a primary target
right with that aircraft?

0231:58 FBKS Ah, no. It's (the JL1628) the only target I see there.

0232:04 R15 If you see a primary with it, keep your eye on it. And he
should be at three five oh ("zero) also.

0232:05 FBKS Alright, very good, we're watching.

0232:07 JL1628 Japan Air sixteen twenty eight, ah request descent.

0232:20 JL1628 Japan Air sixteen twenty eight, request three one zero.

0232:25 R15 Japan Air sixteen twenty eight heavy, understand, requesting
flight level three one zero.

0232:41- R15 Japan Air sixteen one er correction sixteen twenty eight •
heavy, descend at pilot discretion-maintain flight level
three one zero.

0232:45 JL1628 Leaving three five zero to three one zero.

0232:58 R15 Japan Air sixteen twenty eight heavy, do you still have your
traffic?

0233:00 JL1628 Still, ah, coming ah, ah, right formation, in ah formation.
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0234:52 R15 Japan Air sixteen twenty eight heavy, understand your traffic
is over Fairbanks at this time.

0234:56 JL1628 Affirmative - - ah request heading two one zero.

0235:02 R15 Japan Air sixteen twenty eight heavy, roger. Deviations
approved as necessary for traffic.

0235:24 D15 Approach center (Fairbanks FAA tower) on the sixty one line.

0235:27 FBKS Approach.

0235:30 D15 Look at your radar. We got a Japan Air one six two eight,
ah-he's deviating. He's about ah-five miles north of
Fairbanks V-O-R squawking one five five zero.

0235:39 D15 Do you have any traffic with him? He sees traffic, he was
deviating.

0235:44 FBKS Ah - ya, no we don't. I 6onft see anything there aside frcm
his, ah-his target.

0236:12 JL1628 Ah-Anchorage Center; Japan Air one six two eight, request
direct ah-Talkeetna.

0236:18 R15 Japan Air sixteen twenty eight heavy, cleared direct
Talkeetna, and in-ah-advise me of your position of your
traffic?

0236:24 JL1628 Ah, same po, same position.

0236:37 R15 Japan Air sixteen twenty eight heavy, ah-sir I'm gonna
request you to make a right turn, three six zero degrees,
three hundred and sixty degree turn, and advise me what your
traffic does then.

0236:47 JL1628 Right turn, three sixty.

0237:23 ROCC Okay. We have, no, we have confirmed, we have no military
aircraft working up there.

0237:25 D15 Okay thank you very much.

0237:29 D15 You have no traffic at all?

0237:30 ROOC That's correct, does he (JAL-1628) still have somebody
visual?

0237:32 D15 He says he does.

FBKS = Fairbanks Airport FAA Approach Control (Tower)
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0237:55 R15 Japan Air sixteen twenty eight heavy. Sir, does your traffic
appear to be staying with you?

0238:00 JL1628 (unintelligible) just looking.

0239:01 R15 Japan Air sixteen twenty eight. Say again?

0239:04 JL1628 It ah-disappeared. Japan Air sixteen twenty eight.

0239:58 ROOC Ya, this is one dash two again. Cn some other equipnent here
we have confirmed there is a flight size of two around your
one five five zero. Squawk one primary return only.

0240:05 D15 Okay, where is is he following him?

0240:07 ROOC It looks like he is, yes.

0240:10 R15 Japan Air sixteen twenty eight heavy; roger. At your
" discretion proceed direct Talkeetna, Jay one two five
Anchorage. (J125 = air route)

0240:23 R15 Japan Air sixteen twenty eight; roger. Sir, the military
radar advises they do have a primary target in trail of you
at this time.

0240:24 D15 Okay do you have anybody you can scramble up there?

:0240:30 ROCC I'll tell you what, we're gonna talk to your liasion sir
about that.

0240:35 R15 Japan Air sixteen twenty eight heavy. Military radar advises
they are picking up intermittent primary target behind you
in-trail, in-trail I say again.

0240:51 ROOC Ah-I'm gonna talk to my other radar man here - has gotta,
he's got some other equipment watching this aircraft.

0240:54 D15 Okay.

0240:13 R15 Roger sir. Would you (JAL 1628) like our military to
scramble on the traffic?

0240:17 JL1628 Negative, negative.

0242:04 JL1628 Anchorage Center. Japan Air sixteen twenty eight. Confirm
direct to Talkeetna, three one zero.

0242:09 R15 Japan Air sixteen twenty eight heavy; affirmative. Direct
Talkeetna and descend, at pilot's discretion, maintain flight
level two five zero.
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0242:24 ROOC It looks like he, he-ah-offset left, and then possibly fell
back in-trall. However, I can't see him now, I can't pick
him out.

0242:29 D15 Okay thank you very much S-R.

0244:13 R15 Japan Air sixteen twenty eight heavy. Do you still have the
traffic?

0244:17 JL1628 Ah-affirmative. Ah-nine o'clock, ah, ah.

0244:39 R15 United sixty nine. Anchorage request.

0244:41 UA69 Ah, go ahead. United sixty nine heavy.

0244:43 R15 United sixty nine heavy. Sir, I've got a Japan Air seven
forty seven presently in your eleven o'clock position and one
hundred and one, correction, one, one, zero miles, and he has
traffic (unintelligible) I'll keep you advised, ah-when
you're closer to him I want you to see if you see anything
with him.

0245:04 UA69 Okay fine, ah-we'll look for ya.

0245:49 R15 United sixty nine heavy. In your eleven o'clock position,
one, zero, zero miles, southbound, is a Japan Air, seven
forty seven. He is at flight level three one zero. Says he
has traffic at his nine o'clock position same altitude.

0246:06 UA69 We'll be looking, that's ah-ah, can't see anything yet.

0246:59 R15 Japan Air sixteen twenty eight; roger. I'm gonna have a
United aircraft get close to you and take a look, ah-to see
if he can identify your traffic.

0247:06 JL1628 Thank you.

0247:09 R15 United sixty nine heavy, turn ten degrees left, radar
vectors, ah-to see traffic.

0248:31 R15 Japan Air sixteen twenty eight heavy. Say the position of
your traffic.

0248:34 JL1628 Ah-now, ah-ah-moving to ah-around ten mile, now-ah-ah-
position-ah-seven, ah-eight o'clock, ten mile.

0248:52 R15 Japan Air sixteen seventy eight heavy; roger.

UR69 => United Airlines flight #69
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0249:52 R15 United sixty nine heavy; roger. The Japan Air says the
traffic is in his seven to eight o'clock position and one
zero miles in-trail.

0250:00 UA69 Ckay, we're lookin.

0250:05 UA69 . Why don't you get us a little closer?

0250:07 R15 United sixty nine heavy; roger. Another additional ten
degrees left.

0250:14 UA69 Roger, United sixty nine.

0250:46 R15 United sixty nine, that's what he says. Japan Air sixteen
twenty eight heavy, say the position of your traffic now.

0250:52 JL1628 Ah-now distinguishing but, ah-ah-your I guess, ah-twelve
o'clock below-ah-you, over.

0251:32 UA69 Ah, Center from United ah sixty nine. Ah-the-ah-Japan
Airliner is silhouetted against a-ah-light sky. I don't see
anybody around him at all. I can see his contrail but I sure
don't see any other airplanes. Do you see him?

0251:49 R15 United sixty nine heavy, ah-negative sir. We got just a very
few primary hits on the ah-target and i±ien ah-we really
haven't got a good track on him ever.

0252:31 TOTEM If you want we've got extra gas we could bop up another five
or six thousand feet and turn around.

0252:36 R15 Totem (military CL30 flight) seven one, ah roger sir. If
you'd HJce ah-standby, Totem seven one, turn ah-rlght,
heading two five, correction turn right, hearting two seven
zero, radar vectors to intercept.'

0253:10 R15 Japan Air sixteen twenty eight heavy, descend at pilot
discretion, maintain flight level two five zero.

0253:13 JL1628 Japan Air sixteen twenty eight, ah-pilot's discretion,
maintain ah-ah-two five zero, so-ah-ah-I cannot, I couldn't
see ah-U-F-O, over.

0253:27 R15 Japan Air sixteen twenty eight heavy. Understand'you do not
see the traffic any longer.

0253:31 JL1628 Affirmative.

0254:04 TOTEM Okay sir, we're searching this time, we think we have him.

TOTEM = Military CL30 aircraft
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0254:09 R15 Japan Air sixteen twenty eight heavy, flash your landing
lights please.

0255:25 TOTEM Ah, yes sir, we've got him insight.

0255:35 R15 Totem seven one, do you see any traffic in his vicinity?

0255:38 TOTEM Not flashing any lights at this time sir.

0323: JL1628 landed at Anchorage International Airport
(approximate)



Paul Steucke
FAA Public Affairs
701 C Street, Box 14
Anch. AK 99513 March 5, 1987

UNCORRELATED RADAR SIGNALS

Radar data received by the FAA and used to track Japan Airlines flight 1628
on the night of the November 17, 1986, was retained by FAA. Review of this
radar data by FAA experts using identical equipment at the FAA's research
technical center in Atlantic City, New Jersey, revealed that the radar system
was receiving what is called an "uncorrelated primary and beacon target".

This electronic phenomena is not unusual according to Steucke who said, "It
is unfortunate that the uncorrelated target phenomena occurred just when a
pilot was reporting seeing something outside his aircraft.

The controller's statements, released by the FAA, indicate that they thought
there might be another aircraft or object in the area of the JAL flight.
Steucke said, "The controllers were doing their job right because they have to
work with what is right there in front of them on the screen, especially when
you have a Captain that is reporting "other traffic" in his immediate area.
The.-radar data they had was one target, moving slowly across the radar screen.
They don't have the benefit of "monday morning quarterbacking" with multiple
radar images as was the case in regenerating the radar data." Review of the
radar data by FAA experts revealed the "uncorrelated target" phenomena.

FAA electronic technicians explained that an "uncorrelated primary and
beacon target" on the radar screen occurs when the radar energy that is sent up
toward the aircraft, (primary signal) returns to the radar receiver along with
the aircraft transponder (beacon) signal and the two do not match up as being
at the same exact location.



J;:;COR?.:LATE:D RADAR SIGNALS

An "uncorrelated primary and beacon(secondary) return on a radar
screen occurs'when the radar energy that is sent up toward the aircraft
(primary signal) returns off the surface of the aircraft at a slightly
different moment than the beacon (secondary) transponder signal and the
two do not match up as being at the same place or same computer radar
cell.
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Q Memorandum
US Department
at Transporranon

Federal Aviation
Administration

: INFORMATION: Description of Radar Split Image; Oate rrp n 7 (987
AAI/-5 Memo of 2/5/87

Reply to
From- Manager, Airway Facilities Division, AAL-400 Attn 0(

T°: Public Affairs Officer, AAL-5

This letter transmits our analysis of the radar targets associated with
JAL flight 1628, on November 17, 1986, and supplements discussions we have
had regarding what has been referred to as "split images".

We concur with the interpretation provided to you by the Alaskan Region
Air Traffic Division.

The attached Analysis of Uncorrelated Primary and Beacon Targets by Dennis
Simantel covers the subject in more detail, and addresses the questions
raised in your letter.

Paul, I appreciate the team approach you have taken to more fully
understand a complex issue. The issue is an excellent example of how
"interdependent" we are. If we can provide any more information, please
do not hesitate to call.

David F. Morse

Attachment

ns*

o
rn



ANALYSIS OF UNCORRELATED PRIMARY
AND BEACON TARGETS

(JAL-1628, 11/17/86 AKST)

Approximately 61 minutes of data was extracted from the EARTS CDR
printouts relating to the November 18 incident involving JAL-1628
and the alleged UFO sighting.

Review of the data involving this incident did not show any
abnormalities that could be associated with any type of target as
indicated by the pilot of JAL-1628.

Radar returns from the aircraft and surrounding terrain vary with
the different segments of the flight, but are considered normal
for the area.

Returns relating to the incident can be categorized as three
types: primary radar reinforced by a beacon reply (primary radar
returns and beacon returns are both evident in the same 1/4 mile
range cell), beacon only reply and beacon with an associated
radar reply. Seventy-two percent of the replies were radar with
beacon reinforcement (same range cell) which is normal for the
Murphy dome radar system.

Approximately 25 percent were beacon only and of those that
registered as beacon only, 90 percent of those had a primary only
reply within 1/8 of a mile, either ahead or behind the beacon
target (5 behind, 12 ahead).

These uncorrelated primary returns are not uncommon, due to the
critical timing associated with the delay adjustments in the
aircraft transponder for beacon systems and the target
correlation circuitry within the radar equipment.

When an aircraft is being interrogated as it passes through the
beginning of adjacent range cells the intricate timing between
the two systems very often is off Just enough to declare both a
beacon and a radar target in different range cells, resulting in
uncorrelated radar replies.

The data derived from the JAL-1628 flight is representative of
the data from another aircraft in the same general area and is
considered normal.

February 25, 1987

lennis R. Simantel
ZAN-AAL-ARTCC



Paul Steucke . March 5, 1987
FAA, Public Affairs Officer
Alaskan Region
701 C Street, Box 14
Anchorage, Alaska 99513

LACK OF "SCIENTIFIC11 INVESTIGATION

The Federal Aviation Administration has a number of employees who do
scientific research with regard to aircraft, aviation, and related electronic
equipment. The FAA does not have the resources or the Congressional mandate to
investigate sightings of unidentified flying objects.

We have not tried to determine what the crew of Japan Airlines flight 1628
saw based on scientific analysis of the stars, planets, magnetic fields, angle
of view, etc. We have received letters from several persons suggesting that we
ask the crew and others a variety of detailed questions from a scientific
viewpoint. This we have not done and do not intend to do. We reviewed the data
that was created by our systems, the interviews that were done by FAA to
determine the status of the crew and the aircraft, and have provided that
information to the public.

The FAA has completed its investigation of JAL flight 1628, and does not
intend to pursue it any further."



RECORD OF INTERVIEW tflTH JAL CAPTAIN —^

-̂—7Richard Gordon, Manager, FSDO-63 ^__/
Kenju Terauchi, Captain, JAL
Frank Fuji!, Interpreter, JAL
Sayoko Himoto, FAA Airways Facilities
Mr. Shinbashi, Station Manager

On January 2, 1987, Inspector Richard 0. Gordon, FSDO-63» and Japanese
Interpertor Sayoko Mimoto, FAA Airways Facilities, interviewed JAL
Captain Kenju Terauchi at JAL Operations, Anchorage, Alaska. The interview
was conducted for the purpose of gathering first-hand witness testimony with
regard to a sighting on November 17* 1986, by Captain Terauchi and his crew of
an unidentified flying object. The following text is a record of the
interview:

R. Gordon Think what I'm going to ...

Garbled

R. Gordon I have a, oh, a few questions here, and I'll be glad to let you
read them and it's just some clarification because I didn't do
it, but one of the people that work for me, I'm the office"
manager over here at the FSDO, the Flight Standards Office. And
Jack Wright, one of my people came over and met with the Captain
the first night . . .

K. Terauchi Oh yeah.

R, Gordon Jack Wright gave you his card . . .

K. Terauchi Yeah.

R. Gordon Well then that's what Jack wrote down here. Well when they came
I was out of town, I was in Washington DC, but when I came back,
then I asked a couple questions and then the Administrator is
asking some questions and I said, well we don't know we didn't
ask that, so they gave me that list of questions right there, and
we'll Just address them along the way and then talk about them.

K. Terauchi Okay.

R. Gordon And it's almost reiterating what we've been through already on
this thing.

K. Terauchi Sometimes, sometimes.

F. Fuji! Reiterating questions, but, was this the first experience,
Captain?

K. Terauchi No, third time. '

R. Gordon This Is the third time that ah that you've seen, where, in the
same area or ...



K. Terauchi No, no, no .'. . umt ah I saw, urn, mothership. Taipai, Kushung,
Formosa, south of Formosa.

H. Gordon Around, near Formosa.

K. Terauchl Yeah ah no

F. Fuji! This Tlapal mainland China

R. Gordon Uh uh

K. Terauchl And Taipai, Kushung is here, so ah this cargo flight ah I took
off ah 2 am midnight, after midnight, after takeoff. When we
start climb we saw left-hand side big mothership, but ah ... it
was so wierd, I ignored it (did not look).

F. Fuji! Cause he wasn't feeling well . . .

R. Gordon Ho I can understand that, but that was the first time?

K. Terauchl Big Ship - yes and the second time ah, the, in my home I saw a
sky clear daytime; ah, we can, we saw bright lights, I guess
maybe ah 10,000 feet so ah ... the light continued for about
ten minutes.

F. Fuji! The light continued for about ten minutes, so ah disappeared
suddenly.

K. Terauchl It's ah I guess this one.

R. Gordon Okay now this one you saw off mainland China what timeframe did
that happen, when did that happen?

F. Fuji! What-time was it?

K. Terauchi 2 am

R. Gordon When last month

Interruption

R. Gordon Okay, excuse me one moment, but ah ... Okay Frank I was trying
to figure out that first sighting last year or this year

K. Terauchi Five years ago

R. Gordon Oh five years ago, just trying to get the timeframe that we
sighted these things ah, the next one was that we wanted to talk
about ...

F. Fuji! Was it the first experience, for the crew members?



R. Gordon First time for the other crew members, okay that's fine.

K. Terauchi I think it was the first time.

F. Fuji! Who was the first person who saw it?

K. Terauchi It was me. I saw it in - inside.

F. Fujii What did you notice at first?

K. Terauchi During first time we saw light, I think a navigation light.

R. Gordon Ah ha, but you saw it visually first you didn't pick it up on
radar or anything you Just saw some light out there, okay and
that really coinsides with the air traffic statement, you called
and said do you have any traffic in my area

K. Terauchi Yeah, yeah before, before, about six minutes before I saw this
one so ah . . .

R. Gordon You were watching him for about five or six minutes before you
called . . .

K. Terauchi Before I contact Anchorage Center

R. Gordon Ah ah, okay

F. Fuji! Okay fourth question, what did you see exactly shape, light, and
all, the shape, lighting, etc. . . .

R. Gordon Well if you can just explain these to me cause it looks like
you've done alot of drawing here so it's not necessary for you to
redraw all this stuff

K. Terauchi This light was amber and whitish, but, when it came to here it
was only amber . . . white light. Why don't I understand.
(Japanese) right

F. Fujii First of all it's like amber and whitish color, came closely it
seems like all the output exhaust position of the. jets, all these
Challenger

R. Gordon Look like something like after burners . . . okay okay, like each
one of these was an individual exhaust

? Yes

R. Gordon Okay

K. Terauchi So this light is special like (Japanese) when ah Challenger, yes
& F. Fujii like Challenger took off amount of flame going on, we can't see

Challenger by this flame



R. Gordon Okay, yes

K. Terauchi But this one 13 nozzle direction (Japanese)(garbled) we couldn't
see this light this direction we could see big flame

R. Gordon Maybe we're saying then if you're looking at the back of it and
then when it turns sideways this doesn't show. Okay I
understand.

F. Fujii From the forward you could see the flame and the exhaust and
flame were surrounding it.

R. Gordon Okay

F. Fujii So maybe ah, I - I think ah, urn exhaust started (garbled)

R. Gordon Being okay these things here, maybe being each one of these
things here, so these were maybe stacked* in otharvarda if you
were looking at the top view down, you would just see one if you
come around here you would see all of those lights. Okay yeah

K. Terauchi So if they moved up or I guess this ah exhaust moved to ah, this
way down so finally five years ago I saw the rocket.

R. Gordon Maybe that would account for that bright light he saw five years
ago. In otherwords if these turned down you.couldn't see them
and then when it looked like it moved over here some over here
turned up and then you could see them where it looked like it
moved over there? So you're saying . . .

K. Terauchi Anyway ah (Japanese) right (Japanese) . . . Talk to me ...
Could not see but only here and here . . . and this, here, dark
area, I saw sparks, like fire. When using gasoline or carbon
fuel. You can see a great big flame, but I could not see (flame)
at all in this angle, although there was a big blast.

F. Fuji! Seems like it's really high technology because you can't see
anything over here unless it's spinning rotation.

R. Gordon Yeah, okay, yeah, somebody said sometimes the sparks kick over
into that and you could see the exhaust, now with ah that in mind
this other picture you have here, where would this be on this
thing captain?

F. Fujii What you're asking him where this (garbled) . . .

K. Terauchi Quite different, this is just small space ship, this one size of
carrier, two times carrier so mothership, so ah after they flew
with us three ah five minutes like home mission, then move to a
mothership. So then I found mothership light, but this is not
light, all engine, because ah we have contact seven or eight mile
here, so we saw this first-lights, so urn after light contact ah
they move behind so we saw this pairs of light, so we saw this
light same size, this one, same size.



R. Gordon Same distance apart . . . Now do you think that was just the
mothership and then these little things were ...

K. Terauchi But, yes, that right

R. Gordon I mean they were moving along, at that time where were these
lights , captain?

F. Fuji! (Japanese) disappear

R. Cordon Okay, okay

K. Terauchi Then we find this light, so I think this one is light, but I
think now this is engine, so ah, same type of engine, the same
logic . . . the same type of engine. This one and this one, the
same logic, this point and this point are the same Just bigger in
size. This is the small one so it looked like this, but the
bigger one, I could not see but only here, small size, big size,
same technology. Yeah

R. Gordon Oh, oh

F. Fujii The mothership seems like it, he said that, this, this, same
technology, type of engine

R. Gordon Well they're alot, much larger,

EC. Terauchi Yes, much larger . . .

R. Gordon So this right here would be ah, sitting . . .

S. Himoto No, this light is sitting here

K. Terauchi Yeah, yeah, yeah, yeah, yeah, yeah, .yeah . . .

R. Gordon . . . Only much larger (garbled)

K. Terauchi Yeah much larger, much power. But, this color is white uh . . .
it's ah urn dark white pole . . . weak light . . .
(unintelligible)

R. Cordon Maybe because it's so much bigger.

K. Terauchi Yeah

R. Gordon Now this distance, now you ware speaking of these were fairly
close uh?

K, Terauchi Hum uh, ah distances is ah, ah, not this, this one ah, 500, ah.
between 500 and 1,000 feet.

R. Cordon Okay, out from you, and then it took off and went out here and
maybe this is, ah, you said five to seven miles or something on
the radar.



K. Tarauchi A no, seven, seven or eight miles.

R. Gordon Okay seven or eight miles, that'3 what they were saying on the
radar.

K. Terauchi Yeah, this later, so we saw about seven or eight miles . . .

R. Gordon Okay

K. Terauchi And, 60 degrees left . . .

R. Gordon Okay

K. Terauchi So out in here small ship is disappear.

R. Gordon Okay, I understand, now lets (unintelligible) what else, see if I
forget anything, visual was a first, what, you showed me exactly
what you saw. Visually sighting, you saw it first uh?

K. Terauchi First

R. Gordon Okay

F. Fujii And (unintelligible) probably how long had you contacted the
target.

R. Gordon No that's what we were saying, five to six minutes before you
called ATC.

K. Terauchi Yeah, yeah, yeah, yeah, yeah, yeah, that's right.

R. Gordon Okay, did the other crew have trouble sighting the object?

F. Fuji! Did the rest of the crew see the lights?

K. Terauchi (More Japanese) So I tried to fix it, but I ah, failed.

Laughter

K. Terauchi Just, shutter was open, did not close, so ...

F. Fujii Yes every crew has seen it.

R. Gordon Okay all the crew members they did see it. Okay. Laughter . . .
Yeah that's what I would do (more laughter)

F. Fujii What type of onboard radar?

R. Gordon Yeah, what type of radar was onboard, that ah ?

K. Terauchi It was the kind, ditigal, but I don not know.



R. Gordon Digital color?

K. Terauchi Yea colored, digital . . .

R. Gordon Okay, fine, yeah, that's all we need! I don't need to know
numbers. Ah did the target appear on the radar as unusual or, or
solid target or intermitt . . .

F. Fuji! Was it clear?

K. Terauchi Clearly, clearly . . .

R. Gordon Very clearly

K. Terauchi But, ah, ah, strong, ah return signal is strong in case of a
storm, show ah red, and next yellow.

R. Gordon Okay

? The, but weak is green . . .

R. Gordon Right.

K. Terauchi So ah is green light.

R. Gordon It showed green . . .

K. Terauchi Green

R. Gordon Okay, yeahr that's, that's where even some of the stuff could get
through it, like when you take a picture of a cloud on the
radar'. . .

K. Terauchi Oh yeah . . .

R. Gordon If it's green, but if it'9 got heavy rain in it or thunderstorm
in it then it shows red . . .

K. Terauchi Yea, yes

R. Gordon So it's light green, maybe the waves can go through this thing.
Okay so it showed green on the radar, on the color radar.

F. Fujii When did you pick it up, the radar?

K. Terauchi Time? Time?

F. Fujii Time, is it by time, when?

R. Gordon Oh after, how long after you saw it with your eyes did you pick
it up on the radar?

K. Terauchi Okay ah, urn seven minutes, five minute, makes it twelve minutes,
so, ah, fifteen minutes after contact.



R. Gordon Fifteen minutes after you visually contacted it, okay, okay.

K. Terauchi Yeah, fifteen minutes . . . when ah ...

R. Gordon See, it Just says did you paint anything that's did you see
anything else on the radar, weather or anything else . . .

K. Terauchi No, no, nothing.

R. Gordon Just that target . . .

K. Terauchi Yeah, yes, yes.

R. Gordon Okay, okay . . . The only thing we saw on the radar then was that
target

F. Fujii How about the aircraft, any turbulence?

K. Terauchi No, ah, no

R. Gordon No, no turbulence, no turbulence at all, okay. Autopilot stayed
on all the time.

K. Terauchi Yeah . . .

R. Gordon Okay

K. Terauchi Working good

R. Gordon Good, (laughter)

F. Fujii Now how about communications, navlagion, or interferring of any
sort . . .?

K. Terauchi This ah small aircraft near the here, so ah all the way VHP
transmit on (unintelligible) with ah some we got a like some kind
of ... like ah. Jamming.

R. Gordon . Some kind of interference?

EC. Terauchi Interference.

R. Gordon On the 7HF?

K. Terauchi Yes then this one leave for mother3hip . . .

R. Gordon Ah ha

K. Terauchi Back to normalf?)

R. Gordon Okay, did you say it's like German talking uh?



K. Terauchi Yeah, yeah, yeah.

R. Gordon Okay

S. Mimoto Mas it's sound like speaking in German, or Just jamming noise?

K. Terauchi It was Just noise, sounded zaa, zaa

R. Gordon Oh Just noise . . . Okay, okay I misunderstood you, I'm glad you
brought that out.

K. Terauchi Normally when you can hear clearly it is digital 5« 5, 4» 3» 2,
1 - but it was about 2.

F. Fujii You know five by five radio communication

R. Gordon Oh yeah uh hu, okay sure

F. Fuji! It was like two . . .

R. Gordon Okay okay, like two

K. Terauchi Sometimes missing, sometimes missing.

R. Gordon Like, almost like, ah, background noise?

K. Terauchi Yes, yes.

R. Gordon Okay, and then when it, when the little small lights departed the
noise went away, then back to real clear communications?

K. Terauchi Yes, that's right.

R. Gordon Okay, fine, ah, lets see, I'm going to come back to thirteen,
because ah ...

F. Fujii Okay

R. Gordon What was there any question?

F. Fujii Did you see any reflection on the glass (window)?

R..Gordon Inside the cockpit, was it dark, all the light off inside the
cockpit?

K. Terauchi Oh ah, dark yeah, yeah, yeah.

K. Terauchi Therefore, there was not reflection of inside. No reflection
from inside. So when I took the camera bag, finding the object,
all the lights were turned off, made room dark - cargo room and
passenger room, there was nothing to reflect.

F. Fujil We have ah, on a cargo plane we have a back lounge.



R. Gordon Yeah, I'm familiar with it, yeah I've been on there.

F. Fuji! So he turned the light off on that, because they were trying to
take a photo.

R. Gordon Okay, okay

F. Fuji! So the (unintelligible) was dark.

R. Gordon Okay, that's good, I Just wanted to make sure that everything in
the cockpit you know, you see something and then you turn the
light cause, me being a pilot, normally when I see something out
there I'll turn the lights off and get everything dark inside.

K. Terauchi Yes that's right.

F. Fuji! When you changed you aircraft position, did they make any special
moves?

K. Terauchi Ho, they didn't. See here, I began to circle 360 degrees, they
stayed at the same position with us.

F. Fuji! Uh uh, same position

K. Terauchi Same position, same position, same position all the way
(unintelligible)

R. Gordon Okay following you right around uh?

K. Terauchi Yes

R. Gordon And it was here, and then here, and here, and here, and then you
rolled out and it was right there, okay.

K. Terauchi So ah, ah, I tried next, ah, descent, 3, 5, 0, 3, 1, 0.

R. Gordon Ah ah, okay, 3, 1, 0, when you descended to 3* 1* 0, still there
uh?

K. Terauchi Yeah, same formation, uh formation descent . . . formation
descent. It was Impressive, the same formation, smooth!

R. Gordon Okay

K. Terauchi We, we used autopilot when descending, so (unintelligible).

R. Gordon Okay, yeah, yeah went right down with him, okay uh . . .

F. Fuji! Can we go to the next one?

R. Gordon Sure, yeah, I was just was ah ...
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F. Fuji! Size, estimate, ah, size

K. Terauchi (More Japanese) Two times, or ah, I guess ah ...

F. Fuji! (unintelligible) seven four seven

R. Gordon Okay

K. Terauchi So ah, size is ah, carrier ...

R. Gordon Ah uh, in other words this being the Jumbo Jet was about as big
as just the light . . .?

K. Terauchi See this is the Jumbo jet. 1.5i two times this light.

R. Gordon Okay, okay, I have ... so the side light on this thing was
about, the Jumbo is about two to two-and-a-half time the size of
this light, so when you stack 'em up, you . . .

K. Terauchi Yeah, yeah, yeah . . .

R. Gordon . . . were saying about two times as big as an aircraft carrier.

K. Terauchi Yeah, yeah, yeah.

R. Gordon Okay

K. Terauchi It felt like this big - (he made a circle by using his fingers);
seven to eight miles away and it was this big. Normally, an air
carrier is seven - eight miles away, it looks like this.

F. Fujii Seven or eight miles away, usually the aircrafts are like
this . . .

R. Gordon Ah uh, okay

F. Fujii About this big so ...

R. Gordon Okay

F. Fujii . . . with his estimate.

R. Gordon So he's kinda comparing it to another Jumbo jet?

F. Fujii Yeah, yeah . . .

R. Gordon Okay

S. Himoto (More Japanese) Tremendous

R. Gordon Oh yeah (laughter), boy, okay
\.

F. Fujii Go for this size here, this one.
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R. Gordon Yeah, let's see what would you estimate the size of the small
ships to be?

K. Terauchi Ah ... (unintelligible), up here equal to.(unintelligible) we
saw, ah, second (unintelligible), square, but I saw this on here,
ah here, for so I guess this one is ma/be separate, separate,
then move to here. So ah, ah, (Japanese).

R. Gordon Right, yeah, ah uh.

S. Himoto if this one was two stacked together, how large was one?

K. Terauchi This here ah fuselage, fuselage of DC-8, DC-3 fuselage.

R. Gordon DC-8, okay . . . yeah ah uh, in other words this part right here
would be like fuselage of a DC-8.

K. Terauchi Oh yes . . .

R. Gordon Like this ...

K. Terauchi Yeah, yeah, yeah ...

R. Gordon Okay

K. Terauchi Maybe, maybe about like this

R. Gordon Uh ah, yeah I understand, okay, I got it. That's good.

F. Fujii Any other lighted or unlight objects, any other lights?

K. Terauchi Yeah, we saw ah, some unusual light from ah, top of mothership.

R. Gordon Uh ah

K. Terauchi Ah, it was not regular, but - not regularly, but white -
silverish lights, not in equal span of time, but occasionally
flashed, irregularly lighted at all times.

S* Himoto Occasional flash

K. Terauchi Flash* flash

R. Gordon And since I've got this on tape, if you will help me later, you
know when we write this down, because I can't remember all this
stuff. Thank you.

K. Terauchi (Japanese) First time we cannot see ah, this (unintelligible) so
ah, ah, we saw this light, this light, and . . .

R. Gordon Ah uh, okay, thank you very^much.
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F. Fuji! (Japanese) No ah magnetic

K, Terauchl No ah no . . .

R. Gordon No gages, or the instruments or the RHI on everything stayed
okay, no magnetic disturbances? Okay. Ah, did the intensity of
the objects lights change? I think he just explained that didn't
he on that ah ...

S. Mimoto (unintelligible) you mean intensity of light?

R. Gordon No on this object here, did the, did the intensity of these
lights change, and I think he just explained that, ah ...

F. Fujii You mean by distance, right?

R. Gordon No the intensity, the brightness of the, ah ...

S. Mimoto (unintelligible)

F. Fujii Did the intensity of lights change?

K. Terauchi No, it did not change.

R. Gordon They didn't change, huh?

K. Terauchi Steady, steady.

R. Gordon Okay, the intensity was steady?

K. Terauchi Yes

K. Terauchi Visibility ah, more clear, all the way clear, clear sky.

R. Gordon Okay . . .

K. Terauchi Clear sky

R. Gordon How about visibilty? What would you estimate, you know when
you're coming down from up there where we enter over Alaska where
you come off the sea and hit Alaska, you come up a ways and then
you can see Fairbanks out here, no problems seeing Fairbanks?

K. Terauchi When flying over Fort Yukon ...

R. Gordon Fort Yukon, yeah.

K. Terauchi We can see ah Fairbanks and Eilsen Air Base.

R. Gordon Okay, yes, good, that's real clear, that's that's fine.

Shinbaahi It was near full moon wasn't it?

13



K. Terauchi But we came this way. Full moon (unintelligible) Greenland,
after we, we cross ah Greenland we saw moon right side
(unintelligible) . . . but moon move to ah behind us so when
crossing the Canadian, Canadian, ah, FLR (unintelligible) so
maybe ah moon, ah stay near the horizon, so we couldn't use the
moon light.

R. Gordon Ah uh, I understand.

K. Terauchi (Japanese)

R. Gordon So the moon was very low?

K. Terauchi Very low, very low, okay.

R. Gordon That's good, I appreciate you bringing that up, I didn't think
about the moon, but that's good.

K. Terauchi Full moon, full moon, was very low, full moon.

R. Gordon Well that's good, I'm glad you folks did that, uh . . .

K. Terauchi So ah,

R. Gordon There's one last question . . .

? Yea

R. Gordon This, and it's just threw it in here, is there anything else that
• • I didn't ask you that you could help us sort this thing out?

K. Terauchi Ah, yes, they

R. Gordon Frank, see how that tapes doing. We still got plenty?

F. Fujii Yes, ah uh.

R. Gordon That's good, because the mike is right there that's super.

K. Terauchi See it is recoil blasting, Just a little bit high here, it is
blasting jets, then if it was at the same altitude as we were* I
assume they are using an atomic energy, there will be some
radiation left on our aircraft. Also the other is, that air
turbulence be created. So they did not want to leave any
evidence of their ailstance. Also the reason, why they were
there (position) is that they wanted to leave no evidence. See
it is round, the air current goes this way (he is drawing a
picture), see if they were at the same altitude, they would
create air turbulance, but they never positioned when the air
turbulance would disturb us.

R. Gordon Those are the small one now?
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K. Terauchi Yeah. . .

R. Gordon The little one huh?

K. Terauchi (Japanese) . . .

F. Fuji! That flight level right there does not leave any evidence, also
if it on the same level, it would give this aircraft a little
turbulence cause of this air.

R. Gordon You got no turbulence?

K. Terauchi No turbulence.

R. Gordon So it's just suspended there, really.

K. Terauchi (Japanese) Right

F. Fuji! (unintelligible) leave the evidence . . .

R. Gordon Yeah, well that's what I'm saying, it's so moving, it's either so
areodynamic that it's not causing, so you're saying when he was
right in front of you there was not turbulence and if you had
been that close to another object that large you should have got
some buffetting?

K. Terauchi Yeah

R. Gordon Okay, I understand

K. Terauchi The turbulance would assure their existance, therefore, they
positioned themselves to here from the beginning.

R. Gordon Yes

K. Terauchi Certainly, ah approaching Fort Yukon, west side, this side east
side, so ah (unintelligible)(Japanese) big mothership (Japanese),
horizon, sunset, we caught up the sunset, two - three millimeters
strip of it. Then there was the raothership. They never came to
this side. Because of the sunset (if they came to the other
side) they would be seen, their shape by us. They positioned
themselves at the darkest side, difficult place for us to see.
But see, our aircraft was in front of the sunset and visible for
any movement we make. They took the trouble to position*
themselves to be in the darkest place. I think they did not want
to be seen.

F. Fuji! He thinks that they don't want, of course they don't want the
ship to see it, so they go to the place where it's dark . . .

R. Gordon Yeah

F. Fuji! . . . and because there's a sunset over here, and about one
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K. Terauchl (Japanese) 0.1 ah, inch

F. Fuji! About 0.1 ...

R. Gordon Just right on the horizon, the sun was setting?.

F. Fujii Teah, yes. So they don't want to go toward the ship side, they
stayed away from it.

R. Gordon Toward the dark side.

F. Fujii Yes

R. Gordon So that would have put them to the east like on the Canadian side
you're coming down on your side (unintelligible) captain's side?

K. Terauchi Yes

R. Gordon Okay I understand.

K. Terauchi I think, perhaps, they have regulations like they must not be
seen by humans. But it was a surprise to see the sudden
appearance in front of us. If the machine was set automatically
for the distance of eight miles away from us, the machine will
not come closer than eight miles (but they Jumped in front of
us), so I felt there was a living creature in it. It jumped in
front of us, very unusual. They took such unexpected action.
Try the other one(?)

('
F. Fujii Seems like they're trying to stay away, I guess there's some kind

of regulation for them to not be seen by ...

R. Gordon Ah oh, I understand. I have one more question that came up that
I was thinking; now when he departed, departed east? Is that
what someone told me; which direction did, when he departed, went
away?

F. Fujii Which direction did it take off to?

K. Terauchi I don't know. Probably to the east.

F. Fujii He thinks it's east, he's not really sure. He was looking at it
• and it Just disappeared, so ...

R. Gordon Okay, appeared that it went east, but it went so fast?

K. Terauchi So fast.

R. Gordon Okay

F. Fujii He was watching it and it just disappeared . . .
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R. Gordon Okay, fine. Well I can't think of anything else I need to ask
you* ah, I really appreciate you taking time to talk to us,
because it's very, very interesting and we need to see if we can
figure out what is there, you know.

K. Terauchi So ah, one things, they ah, completely they're controled of
inertial and gravity. Yeah, so their technology was unthinkable.
Unimaginable high technology.

F. Fujii High tech.

R. Gordon Oh yeah, it just sounds like it. All I can say is let's hope
they're on our side . . . (laughter)

Shinbashi This kind of information (unintelligible) before?

R. Gordon No I can't, I haven't so that's why we're trying to get as much
information as we have; we're going to send it back to
Washington DC, and have them try to marry it up with anything
like this before and then maybe we can say, oh, it happened here,
or it happened here . . .

K. Terauchi Oh yeah

R. Gordon . . . other sightings, we have a lot of stuff where pilots have
had other sightings.

K. Terauchi Oh yes

R. Gordon So we don't know if these lights and all these pictures you drew;
maybe they'll be the same and it happened in Arizona or New York
or wherever, so we got a place in Washington DC, we'll put them
all together and say is any two of them alike. But, but as we go
through this thing I would be glad to keep you folks informed
and, -of what we find out, or if we find out anything, but I'll be
glad to tell you and see how we're doing. Could I get those
drawings, if you don't mind ah? I think that's all we need.

K. Terauchi (unintelligible)

R. Gordon Yes, yes, you could probably explain that with the thing you have
drawn here. Now these are the same drawings?

K.'Terauchi Oh no, no, no

R. Gordon Yeah

K. Terauchi This one, this one, are the same.

R. Gordon Same

K. Terauchi So I like (unintelligible) -
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R. Gordon I get a copy of that Frank? Could we take a picture of that, I
would certainly appreciate It. Tes. Alright. I think that's
all, can you think of anything we need.

K. Terauchi (unintelligible)

R. Gordon Yea, please if I could have one. Oh one thing, this track

K. Terauchi Oh yeah. This one is ah (unintelligible) so after this one is ah
(unintelligible) this point ah ...

R. Gordon Okay, right about the . . .

K. Terauchi This point, so we contact Anchorage Center here, so ah two or
three minutes, proceed right direct to Talkeetna, so we flew this
distance . . .

R. Gordon Okay from that point direct to Talkeetna and ah, and then some so
you went about there you saw this thing.

K. Terauchi Yes, yes, I saw from here ... ao ah ...

R. Gordon Okay, and then maybe five minutes later along here saying
Anchorage do you have anything out there?

K. Terauchi Oh yeah, yeah, yeah

R. Gordon Okay I have it. To just about Talkeetna?

K. Terauchi No no, disappear 75 miles north of Talkeetna . . .

R. Gordon Okay 75 miles north of Talkeetna ...

K. Terauchi Yeah, yeah

R. Gordon ... it went away.

S. Himoto The small one, not the mothership, were there many light?

K. Terauchi Oh yea, there were numerous lights. The exhausts on the engine
were lined up all the way, but when they were blasting recoil
Jets were so strong I could not see it because it was so bright.
Once the recoil blast stopped, the speed was absolutely steady,
not faster or slower, and I could see them very clearly.

S. Himoto Just one group?

K. Terauchi See there were two, appeared in front of us. Right here and
right here . . . both exactly the same.

S. Himoto Only two?
^

K. Terauchi All I saw was two.
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R. Gordon Yeah, I got that out of that other one that there was two and
then It went back to the mothership.

K. Terauchl Yeah

S. Mimoto I thought maybe there was more then two.

R. Gordon Oh I see, I'm glad you asked that. There were only two?

S. Mimoto Only two.

R. Gordon But one was larger then the other like there was two of 'em were
stuck together, right?

S. Miaoto Then both are the same size, possible got (stuck) together later?

K. Terauchi Yes, possibly. The one I saw first, it was this long. See if
they were stacked together at the beginning, one must have
returned to the mothership soon after the separtation.

S. Mimoto This (unintelligible)

R. Gordon Oh you saw that, and then they separated like they were together
and then they came apart.

K. Terauchi (Japanese)

R. Gordon Ah uh, okay. Same thing, and make sure that I'm right here, that
ah, ah airplane, first sighting, and say this is over here, then
it would have . . .

S. Mimoto (unintelligible)

R. Gordon Okay, fine just so we know If someone asks us that question we
can answer. Very good. Well I have a lot better understanding
of what transpired then what we got out of a bunch of people when
we talked, and I want to thank you folks for your time. I really
appreciate it.

fat
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Meeting the Future by Kenju Terauchi

Page i. e>f> r+* fb( %

Once upon a time if a hunter saw a t.v., how did he describe it
to other people? My experience was similar to this. The north
of Alaska in mid-November you cannot even see the sun; the
darkness continues, until the middle of March. Flight JL 1628,
B747 jumbo cargo encountered two spaceships and a Mother ship
about 50 minutes above Alaska* There was no danger but it
created many questions that a human being cannot answer.

Page 2.

So I am writing that experience down here. In mid-October/ I was
excited to hear the special flight. This special flight was to
import special French wine f r o m Iceland to Anchorage for
approximately a 6 hour and 20 minute flight. It is an extremely
short flight compared to most flights. It takes about two-thirds
normal flight hours. There are only two landings at Kefurab ik
(sp.?) International Airport.

Page 3.

This particular flight was planned to stop at Iceland and increase
cargo items rather than flying direct from Paris to Anchorage.
However/ since being wintertime if the condition of the runway
was poor, we may have to reduce the cargo, therefore, everyone
was paying special attention to the amount of cargo. The
temperature of Kefurabik Airport in November is approximately
maximum of 3 degrees C. and the lowest was minus 3 degree C.

Page 4.

Six of us Japan Airline employees arrived at Kefurabik Airport at
midnight and three people welcomed us as usual. We headed on to
a new hotel. The bed was extremely small. I understood why
the down blanket was only 135 centimeters. We stayed only about
17 hours. The weather became good and the runway was not frozen
and we left the Kefurabik at 2042.

Page 16.

Co-employees are married, have children and are young. I am
pleased that nothing happened. The ending of this encounter was
very well. We worried because we do not know the purpose of the
spaceship/ but there is no immediate danger. What do you think
about our experience? I hope we humans will meet them in the near
future and confirm my experience.

[Personal statement concerning JAL Flight 1628 sighting of
unidentified air traffic, Nov. 17, 1986. Written by Capt.
Kenju Terauchi; translated by Sayoko Mimoto, FAA Alaskan Region,
Airway Facilities Division. Received by FAA 1/2/87]



MEETING THE FUTURE

We took a flight course Southeast of Greenland direct to

Chule(sp?) where a U.S. military base ia by crossing the great

icy highland midwest of Greenland.

The flight above Greenland, under a nearly full noon which

was raising on the right front aide of our aircraft helped

visibility for the night flight. The flight was smooth despite

the unstable air current that shook the plane for about two

hours, but was still a rather stressless flight as compared to a

passenger flight.

We aimed towards Single Point, on the north coast of Canada,

by passing through the Canadian north polar regions and down

southwest along an Arctic flight course. It was 4:25 p.m. Alaska

time when we reported our location to Edmonton Center from above

Single Point, Canada (68 degrees 55 minutes the North Latitude,

137 degrees 15 minutes West Longitude). It had become oiteh-

dark perhaps because the moon was directly behind us near the

horizon. We received an order from Edmonton Center that we should

contact the

[Personal statement concerning JAL Flight 1628 sighting of
unidentified air traffic, Nov. 17, 1986. Written by Capt.
Kenju Terauchi; translated by Sayoko Mimoto, FAA Alaskan
Region, Airway Facilities Division. Received by FAA 1/2/87]
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Anchorage Center when we reach above Pottat(sp?) where Alaska

Territorial Air begins. Pottat locates approximately 480 miles,

approximately 690 kilometers, North-northeast of Anchorage, 67

degrees 56 minutes North Latitude, 141 degrees West Longitude.

We began the communication with the Anchorage Center about

5:05 p.m. The flight course we had acknowledged was Jet 529,

direct to Ft. Yukon and Jet 125 via Nenana, Talkeetna, Chaiger

(sp?)» and to Anchorage. The Anchorage Center ordered us to fly

direct to Talkeetna, provided us transponder codes and placed us

on a radar scope at the same time. The strange phenomenon

happened immediately 'after we began left rotation, following the

order of taking the direct flight course.

There was an unidentifiable light ahead of the rotation. We

set the course toward Talkeetna and began level flight. Then we

saw lights that looked like aircraft lights, 30 degrees left

front, 2,000 feet (600 meters) below us, moving exactly in the

same direction and with the same speed as we were. We were at

the altitude of 35,000 feet (10,600 meters), flying speed was

900 kilometer per hour to 910 kilometer per hour.

[Personal statement concerning JAL Flight 1628 sighting of
unidentified air traffic, Nov. 17, 1986. Written by Capt.
Kenju Terauchi; translated by Sayoko Mlmoto, FAA Alaskan
Region, Airway Facilities Division* Received by FAA 1/2/87]



We ignored the lights, thinking probably they were special

missioned aircrafts or two fighters because we did not notice the

lights while communication (with the Anchorage Center?) or on

prior visual inspection. However, the position of the lights had

not changed even after a few minutes and that called our

attention. The First Officer, Tameto(?), called the Anchorage

Center and asked to report to us if there were any aircraft other

than ours in the area. The Anchorage Center told us that there

were no other aircraft in the North area. We immediately

reported back that we were seeing aircraft lights. They again

reported that there was no military aircraft and the ground radar

did not show any aircraft but us. They also asked us several

times if there were clouds near our altitudes. We saw thin and

spotty clouds near the mountain below us, no clouds in mid-to-

upper air, and the air current was steady and conditions were

quite pleasant. Perhaps the controllers were concerned that an

increased use of improved lazer beams using clouds was creating

moving images.

[Personal statement concerning JAL Flight 1628 sighting of
unidentified air traffic, Nov. 17, 1986. Written by Capt.
Kenju Terauchi; translated by Sayoko Mimoto, FAA Alaskan
Region, Airway Facilities Division. Received by FAA 1/2/87]



We kept observing the lights below us in left front, thinking it

was ridiculous to have lazer beam testing at the end of a tundra

area. Then the two lights began to move in a manner different

from ordinary aircraft maneuvers, like two bear cubs playing with

each other. We continued the flight South along a straight

course since the distance from the lights was far enough from us

and their movement was not extreme and we felt no immediate

danger. I thought perhaps it is one of those things called UFO

and taking a photo might help to identify the object later. I

asked to bring forward my camera bag that was placed in the rear

of the cockpit and began to take a picture. The area in which

the plane was flying was unchanged but the lights were still

moving strangely. I had ASA 100 film in my camera, mainly to

take scenery and had auto-focus on, aimed at the object but the

lens kept adjusting and never could set a focus. I changed auto-

focus to manual-focus and pressed the shutter but this time the

shutter would not close. Then our aircraft started to vibrate

and I gave up taking a photo. I placed my camera back in the

camera bag and concentrated on observing the lights.

[Personal statement concerning JAL Flight 1628 sighting of
unidentified air traffic, Nov. 17, 1986. Written by Capt.
Kenju Terauchi; translated by Sayoko Mimoto, FAA Alaskan
Region, Airway Facilities Division. Received -by FAA 1/2/87]
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It was about seven or so minutes • since we began pa/ing

attention to the lights, moat unexpectedly two spaceships stopped

in front of our face, shooting off lights. The inside cockpit

shined brightly and I felt warm in the face. Perhaps firing of

Jets was the result to kill inertia of their quick high speed

maneuver, but the ships appeared as if they were stopped in one

place in front of us. Then three to seven seconds later a fire

like from Jet engines stopped and became a small circle of lights

as they began to fly in level flight at the same speed as we

were, showing numerous numbers of exhaust pipes. However, the

center area of the ship where below an engine might be was

invisible . The middle of the body of the ship sparked an

occasionally stream of lights, like a charcoal fire, from right

to left and from left to right. Its shape was a square, flying

500 feet to 1000 feet in front of us, very slightly higher in

altitude than us, its sice was about the same size as the body of

a DC -8 Jet, and with numerous exhaust pipes. The firing of the

exhaust Jets varied, perhaps to maintain balance, some became

stronger than others and some became weaker than others, but

seemed controlled automatically.

We did not feel threatened or in danger because the

spaceship

[Personal statement concerning JAL Flight 1628 sighting of
unidentified air traffic, Nov. 17, 1986. Written by Capt.
Kenju Terauchi; translated by Sayoko Mlmoto, FAA Alaskan
Region, Airway Facilities Division. Received by FAA 1/2/87]
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moved so suddenly. We probably would have felt more in danger

and would have been prepared to escape if the spaceships were

shaking unsteadily or were unable to stop themselves. It is

impossible for any man-made machine to make a sudden appearance

in front of a Jumbo jet that is flying 910 kilometers per hour

and to move along in a formation paralleling our aircraft. The

ships moved in formation for about three to five minutes, then

two ships moved forward in a line, afain slightly higher in

altitude as we were, 40 degrees to our left. We did not report
i

this action to the Anchorage Center. Honestly, we were simply

breathtaken. The VHF communication, both in transmitting and

receiving were extremely difficult for ten or fifteen minutes

while the little ships came close to us and often interfered with

communication from the Anchorage Center; however, communication

conditions became just as good as soon as the ships left us.

There were no abnormalities in the equipment or the aircraft. I

have no idea why they came so close to us. '

Then again, there was a pale white flat light on the

direction where the ships flew away, moving in a line along with
i

us, in the same direction and same speed and in the same altitude

as we were.

[Personal statement concerning JAL Flight 1628 sighting of
unidentified air traffic, Nov. 17, 1986. Written by Capt.
Kenju Terauchi; translated by Sayoko Mimoto, FAA Alaskan
Region, Airway Facilities Division. Received by FAA 1/2/87]
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Again, we began communicating with the Anchorage Center. We &aid

that we could aee a light in the 10 o'clock position at the same

altitude and wondered if they could aee anything in their radar.

The Anchorage Center replied that they see nothing in their

radar. I thought it would be impossible to find anything on an

aircraft radar if a large ground radar did not show anything but

I judged the distance of the object visually and it was not very

far. I set the digital weather radar distance in 20 miles, radar

angle to horizon. There it was, on the screen, a large, green,

and a round object had appeared in seven or eight miles (13

kilometers to 15 kilometers) away, where the direction of the

object was. We reported to the Anchorage Center that our aircraft

radar caught the object within seven or eight miles in 10 o'clock

position. We asked if they could catch it on the ground radar

but did not seem they could at all. Normally it appears in red

when an aircraft radar catches another aircraft. I wonder if the

metal used in the spaceship is different from ours. While we

were communicating with the Anchorage Center, the two pale white

lights gradually moved to the left aide and to left diagonally

back 30 degrees as if they understood our conversation and then

when they were beside our aircraft they totally disappeared from

our radar.

[Personal statement concerning JAL Flight 1628 sighting of
unidentified air traffic, Nov. 17, 1986. Written by Capt.
Kenju Terauchi; translated by Sayoko Mlmoto, FM Alaskan
Region, Airway Facilities Division. Received tey FAA 1/2/87]
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When they were in front of us, the ships were positioned

slightly higher in altitude than we were, but now they placed

themselves slightly below the horizon where it was most difficult

for us to see. The distance between us was still about seven

miles to eight miles visually. When we started to see Ft. Yukon

diagonally below us at the right, the sun was setting down in the

Southwest, painting the sky in a slightly red stripe,

approximately two to three millimeters and gave a bit of light

but the east side was still pitch dark. Far in front of us there

were lights increasing from the U.S. Military Eielson Air Force

Base and Fairbanks. The lights were still following us at

exactly the same distance; however, it was too dark to identify

by only the lights whether or not they were the same two

spaceships that appeared in front of us a few minutes ago. It

seemed that we were flying in the lighter side and gave them the

advantage of being on the dark side. We had no fears so far but

began to worry since we had no idea for their purpose. When the

lights from the Eielson Air Force Base and Fairbanks became clear

and bright, two very bright lights appeared suddenly from the

North from a belt of lights, perhaps four or five mountains away.

[Personal statement concerning JAL Flight 1628 sighting of
unidentified air traffic, Nov. 17, 1986. Written by Capt.
Kenju Terauchi; translated by Sayoko Mimoto, FAA Alaskan
Region, Airway Facilities Division. Received by FAA 1/2/87]



-Page 13'

The extremely bright lights reflected on anow on the side of

the mountains and seemed even brighter. We wondered if they were

searching something on the ground surface or to (attract?)lead

something. The flight above Alaska territory is generally in the

daytime and it is confusing to identify the kind of lights. It

cannot be a base for the spaceship. Is it a movie? There was

something. Oh, yes, it is the Alaska pipeline. The lights must

be a pump station for the pipeline. I got it.

We arrived at the sky above the Eielson Air Force Base and

Fairbanks. It was a clear night. The lights were extremely

bright to eyes that were used to the dark. Bow bright it was!

We were Just above the bright city lights and we checked the pale

white light behind us. Alas! there was a silhouette of a

gigantic spaceship. We must run away quickly! "Anchorage

Center. This is JL 1628, requesting a change of course to right

45 degrees" It felt like a long time before we received

permission. When we checked our rear there was still the ship;
i

following us; "This is JL 1628. Again requesting for change the!
i

course 45 degrees to the right." We had to get away from that'

object. "JL 1628. This is the Anchorage Center. We advise you . j

continue and -take 360 degree turn.** "JL 1626, thank you. we will

continue 360 degree turn."

[Personal statement concerning JAL Flight 1628 sighting of
unidentified air traffic, Nov. 17, 1986. Written by Capt.
Kenju Terauchi; translated by Sayoko Mimoto, EAA Alaskan
Region, Airway Facilities Division. Received by FAA 1/2/87]



It was too slow to circle in the auto-pilot mode; therefore,

wo switched to the manual mode and set to turn right on a 30

degrees bank. We looked to our right forward but did not see any

light. We were relieved, thinking the object may have left us

and returned to the level flight but when we checked to our rear

the object was still there in exactly the same place. "Anchorage

Center, This is JL 1628. The object follows us in formation. We

request a change in altitude, 3,100 feet * yes, 3,100 feet."

"This is the Anchorage Center, JL 1628, ascend to 3,100 feet.

The consumption of fuel during this flight was almost as

expected but there was only 3,800 pounds left and as such was not

enough for extra flying for running around. We have got to

arrive at Anchorage. "Anchorage Center, this is JL 1628. We

request permission for the direct flight to Talkeetna." "JL1628,

this is the Anchorage Center, we authorize the direct flight to

Talkeetna." We checked behind us again. The ship was in

formation and ascending with us. We wondered and feared as to

their purpose. "JL 1628, this is the Anchorage Center. Would you

like to request gnramhl^ for confirmation?" "The Anchorage

Center, this is JL 1628. We would not request aerambl*." We

turned the offer down quickly.

[Personal statement concerning JAL Flight 1628 sighting of
unidentified air traffic, Nov. 17, 1986. Written by Capt.
Kenju Terauchi; translated by Sayoko Mimoto, FM Alaskan
Region, Airway Facilities Division. Received by FAA 1/2/87]
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I knew that in the past there was a U.S. military fighter

called the mustang that had flown up high for a confirmation and

a tragedy had happened to it. Even the F-15 with the newest

technology had no guarantee of safety against the creature with

an unknown degree of scientific technology. We flew toward

Talkeetna at an altitude of 3,100 feet. The spaceship waa still

following us, not leaving us at all.

About the same time a United Airline .passenger aircraft

which left Anchorage to Fairbanks flew into the same air cone and

began communicating with the Anchorage Center. We heard them

transmitting that there was an object near JL 1628 and requesting

for confirmation. We heard that the Anchorage Center was saying

to the United Airline aircraft that JL 1628 was at an altitude

of 3,100 feet, therefore, United Airline should maintain an

altitude of 3,300 feet. It sounded as if Anchorage Center had

the United Airline aircraft fly above the spaceship. We were

flying the East side of Mt. McKinley. The United Airline

aircraft came close to us. The United Airline aircraft requested

us to flash landing lights for visual confirmation and we both

confirmed our positions visually. The United Airline aircraft

was coming close to us. We knew that they were watching us.

When the United plane came by our side, the spaceship disappeared

suddenly and there was nothing but the light of moon.

[Personal statement concerning JAL Flight 1628 sighting of
unidentified air traffic, Nov. 17, 1986. Written by Capt.
Kenju Terauchi; translated by Sayoko Mimoto, FAA Alaslcan
Region, Airway Facilities Division. Received 'by FAA 1/2/87]
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The strange encounter ended at 75 miles North of Talkeetna, 150

miles (Approximately 276 kilometers) away from Anchorage. It

comprised approximately 50 minutes of flight time, (line 5)

[Personal statement concerning JAL Flight 1628 sighting of
unidentified air traffic, Nov. 17, 1986. Written by Capt.
Kenju Terauchi; translated by Sayoko Mlmoto, FAA Alaskan
Region, Airway Facilities Division. Received "by FAA 1/2/87]



RECORD OF INTERVIEW WITH JAL FIRST OFFICES

On January 5, 1987» Inspector Peter E, Beckner, AAL-207. and Japanese
Interpertor Sayoko Mimoto, FAA Airways Facilities, interviewed JAL First
Officer Takanori Tamefuji at the Federal Building, Anchorage, Alaska. The
interview was conducted for the purpose of gathering first-hand witness
testimony with regard to a sighting on November 17* 1986, by First
Officer Tamefuji of an unidentified flying object. The following is a record
of the Interview:

P. Beckner Conducted at this time in the Flight Standards Division Office,
this is Pete Beckner with AAL^207, and we're here with First
Officer, Mr. Tamefuji.

? (unintelligible)

P. Beckner Did I say that correctly?

T. Tamefuji Tarn - a - fuji.

P. Beckner Okay, thank you, and Sayoko Mimoto from A A - ah. Airways
Facilities in AL-400. To begin the questioning, I'd like to
first of all ask you, urn, is this the first time anything of this
nature Is, have you seen this sort of thing?

T. Tamefuji This, this is, is my first time.

P. Beckner First time, okay. What, if you will, if you could describe for
me, what exactly did you see? And I'll provide the paper for you
so, here, just kind of let me know, if you would, Just describe
what you saw. Was there more than just one thing that you saw?
And ah, if you would just kinda put it down for ah, for me on
paper if that's okay.

T. Tamefuji First off . . . Captain Terauchi, what ah. Captain Terauchi saw
was ah, I couldn't see.

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji And ah, first part of the incident . . .

P. Beckner Incident?

T. Tamefuji Yeah.

P. Beckner That's fine.

T. Tamefuji Ahhh . . . about ten minutes I could see, but after that time,
hummmm ... I couldn't see because of my seat is co-pilot right-
hand side . . .

P. Beckner Right.



T. Tamefuji . . . and ah, the object was In left-hand aide . . .

P. Beckner Okay,

T. Tamefuji . . . and very dark vision, so . . «

p. Beckner Okay.

T. Tamefuji . . . ao I couldn't see, but ah at first ah, hunm,
(unintelligible) what can I write . . .

P. Beckner Just klnda picture in your mind what you saw . . .

T. Tamefuji Hunm. . .

P. Beckner . . . and then put that on paper, and I'm going to shut the door
here.

T. Tamefuji Hunm, it was ah, left right clock head-on traffic . . .

P.Beckner Okay.

T. Tamefujl I Just to see and ah, hunm, left right?

P. Beckner Yes

T. Tamefuji Ah, in night flight head-on traffic we can see Just ah,
light . . .

P. Beckner Lights, okay.

T. Tamefuji ... we cannot see the total shape . . .

P. Beckner Shape

T. Tamefuji . . . shape

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji ... so (unintelligible) I thought it was ah, head-on
traffic . . .

P. Beckner Okay

T* Tamefuji Mmmm, so I couldn't, can't write ah, exactly . . .

P. Beckner Would you say it was Just . . . ?

T. Tamefuji Just light . . .

P. Beckner Okay it was more than, s-̂ was there more than like what would you
say there was six lights . . .?



T. Tamefuji No! Mo!

P. Beckner . . . would you say there was a multitude of lights?

T. Tamefuji Ah, (unintelligible) just I want to describe just ah, light, only
light. . .

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji Yeah, so if ah, there was something flying, but ah, I couldn't
see at that time.

P. Beckner Okay, ah was there, was there clear night?

T. Tamefuji Yes . . .

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji . . . clear.

P. Beckner And you could distinguish this lights as being different from the
star . . .?

T. Tamefuji NNNooo . . .

P. Beckner . . . from the stars?

T. Tamefuji Different is fine.

P, Beckner Okay (unintelligible) Alright ah urn. How was it first detected?
Was It - someone saw it visually, or cjid you see it on radar?
Who, well, how was it first found?

T. Tamefuji What's found, humm?

P. Beckner Er, first sighted?

T.Tamefuji Ah, as you know, all the crew ah ...

P. Beckner Right

T. Tamefuji . . . must watch outside?

P. Beckner Right

T. Tamefuji So ah, I must watch instrument and ah, outside so, and ah, as
normal flight so I have traffic inside, also Captain traffic,
inside, but ah, I'm not sure but a engineer landing calculate so
he was just sit down back desk calculate . . .

P. Beckner (unintelligible)

T. Tamefuji departing direction



P. Beckner Right

T. Tamefuji ... 30 maybe he couldn't see at that time, but the Captain and
me (unintelligible) have ah, had traffic inside . . .

P. Beckner Visually saw . . .

T. Tamefuji Yes

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji (unintelligible) I saw there was two small aircraft.

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji And two small aircraft(unintelligible)

P. Beckner That's what you saw?

T. Tamefuji Yes

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji And ah, and ah, I ask Captain ah, we should ask ATC so ah, I Air
Traffic . . .

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji ... So as I thought, ah, very same 3imlliar altitude and
Captain said, ah, hum, I don't remember exactly but ah, ah, he
said - ah, but a little bit high or same level, but I though
little bit lower, you can know . . .

P. Beckner Right

T. Tamefuji ... it is very difficult to (unintelligible) heed-on
traffic . . .

P. Beckner Right

T. Tamefuji ... so ah ...

P. Beckner It was actually at your twelve o'clock . . .

T. Tamefuji No

P. Beckner . . . then . . .

T. Tamefuji Slightly . . .

P. Beckner ... or slightly '. . .



T. Tamefuji- . . . left-*hand and ah, ten or eleven . . ,

P. Beckner Ten or eleven?

T. Tamefuji Right

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji And I thought that it was low . . .

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji And, (unintelligible) I thought ah, traffic way, I image aircraft
ah, lighting, navigation lights . . .

P. Beckner Right

T. Tamefuji . . . and landing lights . . .

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji (unintelligible) - light

P. Beckner Right

T. Tamefuji . . . but ah, it is my (unintelligible) for now I thought it was
an aircraft so ...

S. Himoto I thought it was an aircraft.

P. Beckner Okay

S. Himoto Ah ...

P. Beckner Did you in your mind try to make it ...

T. Tamefuji Yes

P. Beckner . . . look like an aircraft?

T. Tamefuji Yeah

P. Beckner I can do the same thing, . . .

T. Tamefuji Yes

P. Beckner ... so ah ... I understand.

T. Tamefuji And, but ah, very strange ah, I ah, it was too many lights . . .

P. Beckner Too many?

T. Tamefuji Yes



P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji But so It was so luminous, I don't mean luminous ah, it was too
much forever.

P. Beckner Right, okay. How 'bout the colors of the lights? Is that
also ...

T. Tamefuji Humm, might Captain, maybe for different thing and Mr. Fukuda,
maybe different thing, but ah, ah I say it was the aircraft so I
thought but actually I think . . .

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji ... I think ah, salmon, Just like Christmas assorted . . .

P. Beckner Okay, okay assorted.

T. Tamefuji * . . and ah, I remember, red or orange, hum, and a white landing
light. Just like landing light. And weak green, ah,
blinking . . .

S. Himoto Flashing . . .

P. Beckne Flashing . . .

S. Mlmoto . . . blinking, blinking

P4 Beckner Blinking

S. Himoto (unintelligible) yes

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji How should I say - looks Just like this, (hand-signs were made by
Mr. Tamefuji) moving like in one . . .

S. Himoto Oh, swinging

P. Beckner Swinging?

T. Tamefuji (Japanese)

P. Beckner Movement

T. Tamefuji Yes, and ah, ah if there was, there are ah, how should I say,
very good formation flight . . .

P. Beckner Close formation flight?

T. Tamefuji Yes close.



P. Beckner Okay . . . Does -I - I did not meet the Captain so I don't know,
but does he wear glasses?

T. Tamefujl Hunm, no

P. Beckner No, do you wear glasses, sir?

T. Tamefuji Humm, . . .

P. Beckner FOP flying.

T. Tamefujl Oh, I use, but ah, at that time I don't wear, but ah, I how
should I say . . . but I do use it ...

S. Mimoto He usually wears glasses but at that time he was not wearing
glasses . . .

T. Tamefuji No, I don not mean it. I normally do not wear glasses.

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji The licensing requires me to wear glasses.

3. Mlmoto Oh, I'm sorry, he didn't mean that.

T. Tamefuji I need no glasses in daily life.

S. Mlmoto Oh, in dally life he does not wear glasses.

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji But, ah, ah, result of the physical exam, I am required to -* to
wear glasses . . .

S. Hlmoto Ch, okay . . .

P. Beckner (unintelligible)

S. Mimoto The physical requires him to wear glasses.

P. Beckner Okay, how 'bout - how 'bout the flight engineer, does he ...

T. Tamefujl Hummm . . .

P. Beckner ... do you remember if he wore . . .

T. Tamefuji I don't remember.

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji But ah, I have numerous visions . . .

S. Hlmoto (unintelligible)



P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji . . . and I use ah, humm . . . how should I say?

S. Hlmoto I will not - I do not need to wear glasses In daily life.

P. Beckner Okay, okay. Now - the time of the incident, when - when you guys
first saw the objects, ah what were the lighting conditions
outside?. Was it dark . . .

T. Tamefuji Hum

P. Beckner ... or was it dusk? Or was the sun still up erf how would you
describe . * •?

T. Taoefuji Just after sunset ...

P. Beckner Just after sunset*

T. Tamefuji (unintelligible)

P. Beckner Right
i

T. Tamefuji . . . dark, dark red.

P. Beckner Dark red, okay.

T. Tamefuji But almost dark I must say night . . .

P. Beckner Okay, you could see the stars real clearly?

T. Tamefuji Yes, yes.

P. Beckner Okay. Okay, was the - what you saw - was it real obvious to you?

T. Tamefuji Yes

P. Beckner Okay. Ah, at what point did you see it on the radar?

T. Tamefuji Humm, what point mean?

P. Beckner What - you saw the lights* and then how much later before you saw
something on the radar? On your -. your radar in the aircraft, or
did you see it on the radar?

T. Tamefuji I just don't understand.

S. Mimoto When did you see the object on the radar?

T. Tamefuji Oh, and, hum ah, I can't tell you exactly • . .

P. Beckner Well ah ...



T. Tamefuji . . . but ah, at first we have In flight . . .

? Hum huh.

T. Tamefuji ... at ATC, air traffic, and no traffic, so •* we are
suprised . . .

P. Beckner Yeah . . .

T. Tamefuji . . . and ah, Captain operates the radar . . .

P. Beckner Radar, okay yeah . . .

T. Tamefuji . . . and so Captain ah, try to search object by the radar . . .

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji ... we fix - ah, give to ten minutes (unintelligible).

P. Beckner Okay, and then what did you see on the rad - were you able to see
the radar from where you were sitting?

T. Tamefuji ?

P. Beckner Okay, what did you see on the radar as far as ...

T. Tamefuji Humm, Just like ah - ah, traffic, other traffic, but ah, I
thought a little bit large . . .

P. Becker Urn hum

T. Tamefuji . . . echoa

P. Beckner Large echoa, okay. Was it ah, what - I understand you have color
radar in - in the . . .

T. Tamefuji Yes

P. Beckner . . . aircraft. What color was the . . .?

T. Tamefuji Humm I thought ah, green.

P. Beckner Green?

T. Tamefuji Yes

P. Beckner Okay. And about what range did -did you - did you guys . . .?

T. Tamefuji Humm, twenty miles . . .

P. Beckner Twenty?



T. Tamefuji . . . and ah, seven to eight miles to object.

P. Beckner Okay, from you, from you. Did it pretty ouch maintain that
position for moat of the flight?

T. Tamefuji Humm, ah ...

P. Beckner Or did it move around a whole lot, or did it ...

T* Tamefuji No, no (unintelligible) oblong?

P. Beckner Right

T. Tamefuji ... so ah, hummm, don't - it didn't move just like this, just
like this . . .

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji . . . Just like a other traffic stay on, but ah, I can't say, it
was moving or not moving.

P. Beckner Okay, it sort of seemed to stay in formation with you, would that
be ...

T. Tamefuji Hummm ...

P. Beckner . . . seven to eight mile formation?

T. Tamefuji Hummm, formation means same position?
i"
P. Beckner Right - same general direction in this case,

T. Tamefuji Oh ...

P. Beckner Seem to travel with you?

T. Tamefuji Humm, I saw ah, light, just like landing lights, so ah, I'm pilot
It has landing light so, head-on traffic . . .

P. Beckner Right.

T. Tamefuji ... at that time, but ah, I can - I cannot say which direction
they move.

P. Beckner Ckay, okay. This head-on traffic, how long did you see this
total, the length of time that you saw it?

T. Tamefuji Humm, humm

P. Beckner Just you.

T. Tamefuji Humm, five minutes at first inside and ah, five minute33 Captain
and ATC call short conversation • . .
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P. Beckner Conversation, right.

T. Tamefuji . . . (unintelligible) hummm, hummm I can't say (unintelligible)
five minutes. . .

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji . - . hummm, and ah, I have ah, monitoring, monitor 30 inside and
outside ...

P. Beckner Okay, inside and an outside, yeah.

T. Tamefuji . . .ah, while doing those, it became unvisible.

S. Mimoto While looking outside and looking on the Inside, and then so he
couldn't see anymore.

P. Beckner Okay, so - you sa •* you saw the head-on traffic - whatever we
want to call that - for about five, five minutes, ten minutes,
somewhere in there?

T* Tamefuji Humm, yes . . .

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji Yeah

P. Beckner Okay, ah, was there anything else that you saw aside from this -
from this pattern here, was there, was there anything else that
you saw?

T. Tamefuji Humm, you mean ah, other stars or what?

P. Beckner Other than, I mean as far as these obj - the objects were
concerned, was there any other ah, features that you saw, was
there any shape that you saw, or you Just saw the head-on light?

T. Tamefuji Yes, and of course it ah, was clear so ground you could see . . .

P. Beckner Okay you saw . . .

T. Tamefuji . . . but ah, hummm, how should I say, but ah, the traffic, I
mean the UFO . . .

P. Beckner Yes

T. Tamefugi . . . it's ah, so, I'm sure it was not on ground . . .

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji (unintelligible)
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P. Beckner Yeah, could you aee the horizon, the . . .

T. Tamefuji Yea

P. Beckner . . . mountains?

T. Tamefuji Yea, ah, perfect.

P. Beckner Right

T. Tamefuji This ia ah, horizon . . .

P. Beckner Of the horizon?

T. Tamefuji . . . and I could aee . . .

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji . . . the horizon*

P. Beckner Okay. So these were above the horizon line?

T. Tamefuji (unintelligible) I don't mean ah, (unintelligible)

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji Ah, we can see the flying over aircraft ah, near the
horizon . . .

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji (unintelligible)

P. Beckner Right

T. Tamefuji . . . ao ...

P. Beckner You saw this . . .

T. Tamefuji . . . I cannot say it was ah, (unintelligible)

P. Beckner Okay, okay, urn somewhere down, I gueaa by Fairbanks area, you
guys, the Captain or yourself requested a 360?

T. Tamefuji Hnmm hum

P. Beckner Did you happen to see the object while in the 360?

T. Tamefuji Humm, the pilot was right-hand . . .

P. Beckner Right-hand turn, right?

T. Tamefuji Humm, so I watch, what . . .
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P. Beckner Right

T. Tamefuji ... so I couldn't find what Captain saw.

P. Beckner Okay, you were flying the aircraft then, is that correct?

T. Tamefuji Ah, yes

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji But ah, urn, I saw (unintelligible) ah, Captain said ah, UFO big,
quite big Captain said, and how should I say - so I tried doing
this. . .

S. Mimoto I looked all over the place.

T. Tamefuji And the Captain was in the way(Japanese). . .

S. Mimoto Oh so Captain was in the way.

P. Beckner Well, okay he was in the way of you seeing?

T. Tamefuji Yes, and ah, some ah, pillar, window pillars . . .

P. Beckner Ch, pillars?

T. Tamefuji Yeah

p.. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji ... so ah, we* ah, I couldn't see well, but some hum, hum
this - this is not exact picture, but ah, like similiar like
aircraft is (unintelligible) . . .

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji I dark is background, but I - you cannot say it was UFO or not.

P. Beckner Okay, was it different then what you saw here?

T. Tamefuji Completely different.

P. Beckner Completely different, okay. But was it brighter, were these
brighter, er . . .?

T. Tamefuji . . . brighter ...

P. Beckner These are brighter?

T. Tamefuji Yes, ah ...

P. Beckner The first sighting was brighter?
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T. Tamefuji Yes

P. Beckner Ckay, the head-ons were brighter?

T. Tamefuji Er, yes

P. Beckner Ckay, urn - was there anything else on the radar that you were
able to see, or was that the only target that you had on the
radar?

T. Tamefuji Ch yes, and ah, I think ah, Captain tilt . . .

P. Beckner Tilt right

T. Tamefuji . . . and ah, a certain tilt angle could catch the object . . .

P. Beckner Okay, so, so was there anything else showing on the radar . . .

T. Tamefuji Hummm . . .

P. Beckner (unintelligible)

T. Tamefuji . . . that should be something spot or ground-echo, ah, . . . ?

P. Beckner (unintelligible) . . . okay

T* Tamefuji . . . ah, I -I have many experience ah, ah, aircraft, echo or
radar screen . . ., echo . . .

P. Beckner Right

T. Tamefuji .• . . yeah, ah, so I could identify that Is ... ah aircraft
echo ... I have many experiences before in checking oncoming
alrcrafts on a radar.

S. Himoto I experienced often in checking oncoming aircraft on radar
before.

T. Tamefuji Just like ah traffic.

P. Beckner Okay ...

T. Tamefuji . . . Just the right (unintelligible) . . . talking.

P. Beckner . * . so what you saw was similiar to what you seen before, when
you were picking up other traffic?

T. Tamefuji Yes

P. Beckner Ckay, okay, urn, the lighting conditions, I talked about the
lighting conditions outside. How 'bout the lighting conditions
inside the aircraft? Were there cockpit lights on ...



T. Tamefuji Hummra, no ...

P. Beckner . . . and all that sort of stuff or ...

T. Tamefuji . . . hummm. It was for night flights seeting.

P. Beckner Right, okay.

T. Tamefuji Bright, it looked bright . . .

P. Beckner Not bright but . . .

T. Taraefuji Dim

P. Beckner . . . dim, okay. Was there? Was there any attempt to - did you
guys turn them down all the ways* or ...

T. Tamefuji Hummmm . . .

P. Beckner . . . what you saw outside couldn't have possibly, could have
possible been a reflection or something from inside the cockpit?

T. Tamefuji Huounmm ...

P. Beckner I'm Just, Just asking . . .

T. Tamefuji Yeah, yeah ... I understand that. Ah, I - I want to say there
is not possibility what you think . . .

P. Beckner Okay of reflection . . .

T. Tamefuju . . . ah, no.

P. Beckner Okay. Was the light turned all the way off Just to see if it
made any difference, er . . . ?

T. Tamefuji Urn ...

P. Beckner ... do you remember if - if you did that, er, the Captain may
have done it? .

T. Tamefuji Umn, ah, I was very busy, so, ahv I ...

P. Beckner That's right you were the flying pilot . . .

T. Tamefuji Yes, and ah, 150 feet ...

P. Beckner Yeah

T. Tamefuji . . . and so, but ah, maybe, maybe not good word but, maybe ah,
Captain try down dark - darker * . .
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P. Beckner Okay, darker, okay

T. Tamefuji . . . and ah, I flight engineer calculator (unintelligible) so he
had ah . * .

P. Beckner So he had a spot on his table?

T. Tamefuji Yea

P. Beckner By the engineer table?

T. Tamefuji Yes, I - when I saw, but ah, cockpit was ah, dark.

P. Beckner Okay. Ah, what size would you estimate this - this object to be?

T. Tamefuji Hunnmn, it la hard to say, but - ummm, I thought It was ah, ah, I
thought it was larger than ah, aircraft.

S* Hlmoto What kinds of aircrafts?

T. Tamefuji An originally oncoming aircraft . . .

S* Hlmoto It feels like it's larger than normal airplane. Oncoming
airplane . . .

P. Beckner Okay. Okay* Ah, did you notice any magnetic disturbances, ah,
the compass . » •

T. Tamefuji No ...

P. Beckner .. . . suing or anything . . .

T. Tamefuji . . . but ah, urn, I .think you have ATC tape of that time?

P. Beckner Right

T. Tamefuji And controllers tape, ah, said that several times you're
garbling . . .

P. Beckner No ...

T. Tamefuji . . . but ah, my English is so hee . . . how should I said that
reasoning ... I thought perhaps the air traffic controller did
not understand my English, so, he said 'garbling1.

S. Hlmoto Ch, maybe Air Traffic Control did not understand my English,
so ...

P. Beckner No

S. Hlmoto ... he was polite and said 'garbling*

P. Beckner . . . said (unintelligible) government garble, okay.
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T. Tamefuji (unintelligible) but ah ...

S. Mlmoto That's the way I thought ...

P. Beckner Was that all the way, the whole length of the trip? He felt
that, er, er, was it just during this period of time when you
were working with . . .

T. Tamefuji Oh yeah, humram . . .

P. Beckner . . . when you were asking him about the other traffic?

T. Tanefujl Yes

P. Beckner Okay. How 'bout later on in the flight? Did he ask you to say
again, you're garbled, er . . .?

T. Tamefuji No, no ...

P. Beckner . . . okay, Just . . .

T. Tamefuji . . . just ah, ah, from Pottat, Alaska til . . .

P. Beckner Right

T. Tamefuji . . . and ah, radar contact with controllers, and ah, there was
no garbling ...

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji . . . ah, at that time.

P. Beckner And your initial contact was Center?

T. Tamefuji Yes

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tanefuji It clear after that moment.

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji (unintelligible)

P. Beckner How 'bout navigation, did you notice any navigation interference,
ah . . . ?

T. Tamefuji (unintelligible)

P. Beckner ... I understand you're on I N S, so there, there is no problem
there, okay. Was there any turbulance, did the airplane
experience any turbulance anytime you saw this, the objects?/
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T. Tanefuji (unintelligible)

P. Beckner Ckay. How 'bout the autopilot, did - was it on autopilot?

T. Tamefuji Yes

?'. Beckner Ckay, did the autopilot kick off?

T. Tamefujl No

P. Beckner Er, it stayed on all the time?

T. Tamefuji Mo

P. Beckner Okay. Urn, let me just read my notes here and see if I have got
everything I needed to ask you about. You say that you had
suggested to the Captain that you call Center and ask if they had
any targets?

T. Tamefuji Hum . . .

P. Beckner About how long after you first saw this did you go, b-before
asking about calling Center?

T. Tamefuji Hummm, hum •* at first in my mind . . .

P. Beckner Right, yeah

T. Tamefuji . . . and conversation so it was not too long but, ah - hummm, I
can't say exactly but two or three minutes.

P. Beckner Okay, okay. Urn - Was the Captain the first one to spot the ob -
the ah, lights?

T. Tamefuji The who?

P. Beckner First saw the object?

T* Tamefuji Hummm, I think ah, at the same time, almost.

P. Beckner Ckay

T. Tamefuji But ah, it Is not impossible to at same time . . .

P. Beckner Right, but . . .

T. Tamefuji (unintelligible)

P. Beckner . . . but - but communicating, yeah.

T. Tamefuji Humm, urn, not so much different between . . .
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P. Beckner Ckay. So pretty much at the same time you both saw It?

T. Tamefuji Right

P. Beckner And at that time it was ten to eleven?

T. Tamefuji Hummmt I thought.

P. Beckner That's what I'm asking is what you thought?

T. Tamefuji Yeah

P. Beckner Okay. Urn. Okay we discussed the ah, turn, the 360?

T. Tamefuji Urn hum

P. Beckner I understand somewhere in the flight you guys also descended from
3. 5, 0 to 3. 1, 0?

T. Tamefuji Yes

P. Beckner Did - did the object stay with you at that point, or did the
lights stay with you, or whatever?

T. Tamefuji Humm, hum at that time . . .

P. Beckner At that time did you still have them in sight?

T. Tamefuji Yes, but ah, different.

P. Beckner Urn hum

T. Tamefuji Ah, the object was different side the captain's side so I can
not • • •

P. Beckner Okay you could not see it, okay. So you actually saw it only for
about five to ten minutes?

T. Tamefuji ftjomrn, I think so.

P. Beckner Ah, because I understand that the - the target was ah., not
target, but the item, object, lights, whatever, were in sight for
upwards of around fifty minutes, total. That's what the Captain
saw, was about that length of time.

T. Tamefuji Umm, urn

P. Beckner And ah, but I understand that from where you were sitting you
might not have been able to see it as long as he could have?

T. Tamefuji Yeah

P. Beckner Especially during the turn?
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T. Tamefuji Yeah

P. Beckner Ckay, Were there any other ah - was there any other aircraft?
Did you see any other aircraft during that particular flight?

T. Tamefuji No ah, no other ATC ah, I mean ah, urn, as ...

P. Beckner Right

T. Tamefuji . . . and ah ...

P. Beckner You didn't see any other aircraft at all?

T. Tamefuji In last part of the incident United Air . . .

P. Beckner Right

T* Tamefuji ... ah» from Anchorage.

P. Beckner Hum* huh

T. Tamefuji . . . And we can - what's that.- we could see . . .

P. Beckner You could see (unintelligible)

T. Tamefuji United

P. Beckner Okay you could see United . . .

T. Tamefuji (unintelligible)

P. Beckner Okay, did he - did United when you saw him was he flashing-his
lights at you or anything* er Just normal nav lights, er . . .

T. Tamefuji Humm . . .

P. Beckner . . . do you remember what . . .?

T. Tamefuji Humm, remember, Just she passed my left-hand side . . .

P. Beckner Hum huh

T. Tamefuji . . . and ah, I can't say.

P. Beckner Okay. Ckay ah, did the Intensity of these lights change, at
all . . .

T. Tamefuji Humm . . .

P. Beckner . . . or were they pretty much the same Intensity for the time
that you saw them?
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T. Tamefuji Hummm, was it a change of intensity? How should I say . . . ?
On and off but became stronger ah, became weaker, became
stronger, became weake, different from the strobe lights.

S. Himoto Some got stronger, and changed to weaker stronger again then
weaker, and stronger, weaker . . .

P. Beckner Okay. Okay. Okay. Okay, ah, you mentioned the lights that
you've shown me here. This pattern that you've shown me here,
the Captain has also, shown us also. But Just so I, make sure I
understand everything here, let me just show you ah, the details
of what the Captain - and I don't know if you've seen these or
not, but you've . . .

T. Tamefuji Hum, hum

P. Beckner This was In the newspaper here in Anchorage, for example. And
this shows a slmiliar type pattern is what you have here . . .

T. Tamefuji Humm

P. Beckner . . . but I Just wonder if you - you also may have seen this
' particular ah, shape or ah, object?

T. Tamefuji Hummm

P. Beckner And you can probably read what is - is written here so, just
kinda read that over, and ... Do you remember seeing anything
like that yourself?

T. Tamefuji Humm, I don't see ah, anything like this, but ah, as I told . .

P. Beckner Yeah, this ah ...

T. Tamefuji . . . and you if, we can connect these lights - are - it will be
a big object but, ah ...

P. Beckner Right

T. Tamefuji I can not just - there are some lights ahead or not.

P. Beckner Okay, that was during the turn . . .?

T. Tamefuji No ah, I think it was before turn . . .

P. Beckner Oh okay

T. Tamefuji . . . and ah, we of course we convesed a lot and . . .

S. Himoto We are talking, discussing . . .

T. Tamefuji And while we were talking I saw it momentarily.
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S. Mimoto While conversation was going, I peeked out and momentarily I saw
it.

P. Beckner You saw this, okay. Urn, after the turn. Were you able to see
anything anymore, like this light pattern here?

T. Tamefuji No

P. Beckner Ckay, er this - this pattern here?

T. Tamefuji Hunan, no.

P. Beckner Okay. And tha - so that was the last time you saw it, was prior
to the turn • . .

T. Tamefuji Humm

P. Beckner Ckay, okay. Well sir, that's all I can think to ask you. Is
there anything you'd like ta - to further add - and give us some
more understanding to what you folks saw up there?

T. Taoefuju Humm, no well, I am certain that I saw something.

3. Mimoto Well I'm - I'm sure I saw something.

T. Tamefuji It was clear enough to make me believe taht there was an oncoming
aircraft.

S* Himoto This is clearly enough to make me believe it was an oncoming
airplane.

P. Beckner Okay

T. Tamefuji That's the starting point of this story.

3. Himoto That*s the beginning of this story.

P. Beckner No the story, ah, (laughter). Okay urn, well that pretty much
concludes the questions I have for you. And again I appreciate
you coming in. Especially on such.short notice. And Sy I
appreciate you coming in also on such short notice. So thank you
very much . . .

T. Tamefuji And ah, can I ask one question?

P. Beckner Sure

T. Tamefuji Ah, I read the FAA news human, ah, humm, I found military radar
picked up some kind of target on their radar, (unintelligible)
What type of understanding?

P. Beckner Umm, I*m not sure what they seen on that radar, right at the
present moment.
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T. Tamefuji Ah huh

P. Beckner And urn, let me Just do this. I can find out and let you know.

T. Tamefuji Arid ah f well Saturday ah t ah, TV interview from Mew York.

P. Beckner Oh is that right.

T. Tamefuji Yeah

P. Beckner Oh

T. Tamefuji And ah, the interview said military, some kind of commander I
don't remember( but, ah, some military . . .

P. Beckner Military - military ah, commander?

T. Tamefuji Ah, how should I say, but some personnel from military said this
was a weather interference.

S* Mimoto . And this military commander said it was a weather interfere . . .
interference.

P. Beckner (unintelligible)

T. Tamefuji Ah, on the radar

S. Himoto On the radar

P. Beckner Okay, that I - that I don't know, urn ...

T. Tamefuji But ah, it was clear sky, so ...

P. Beckner Right

T. Tamefuji . . . there's no possibility of weather interference.

P. Beckner On the weather, Interference, okay. Well I'll do this, I will
find out what the result of the analysis is on those. We're
going to eventually get that anyway. And I'll let you know what
we have. Okay? I have your phone number so I'll do that. Okay?

T. Tamefuji Yes
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A JAL -flight engineer, Yoshio Tsukuba, was interviewed by Pet*
Beckner of FAA on January 15, 1987, through an interpreter,
Sayoko Mimoto, regarding to the UFQ which had been sighted on the
17th of November, 1986, by Captain Terauchi.

Beckner: Describe what you saw.

Tsukuba: May I speak in Japanese?

Becknera Oh! Yes, please.
Mimoto: Oh! yes, please.

Tsukuba: The f irst time I saw it was through the LI window, at
the 11 o'clock position. It looked larger than
navigation lights. I do not remember exactly how many
o-f those (lights) were there but clusters of lights
were undulating.

Beckner: What was the color o-f those lights, was it green?

Tsukuba: I can not describe the details but it was white or
amber colored lights.

Beckner: When you saw the abject was it obvious to you? Did you
notice it immediately?

Tsukuba: Yes, it was. I noticed it immediately.

Beckner: Did it stay with you at position 11 o'clock? How long
did you see this object?

Tsukubai Yes, approximately 5 minutes, 10 minutes, I think I saw
it for about 1O minutes after I sighted it the first
time. The reason is because the Captain wanted to take
pictures. His camera bag was placed behind his seat,
beside mine, and I handed it to him. But h« could not
take pictures, so I placed his camera bag beside my
seat again. So I think it took about 10 minutes.

Beckner: Why could he not take any pictures?

Tsukuba: Well, his camera is Alpha 7,000, with film ASA 1OO. He
could not operate it well. I mean the operating
procedure of the camera was not understood well.

Beckner: What kind of camera did he have?



Tsukubaa Alpha 7,OOO. It is made by Minoruta. I wanderwhat it
is called in America.

Beckner: Have you seen this kind of thing be-fore? Was this the
•first time anything of this nature has happened to you?

Tsukubai Yesf this was the first time.

Beckners Who first sighted the abject?

Tsukubaa I do not know which person picked it up first. I was
making a landing data. The Captain told us to see if
there is a some kind of object outside.

Beckneri Did you see the radar?

Tsukubai When the Captain told me to look, I could see the
radar.

Beckners Were you able to see it on radar? What did you see on
the radar?

Tsukubaa Yes* a green dot like, not exactly like a dot. It was
not a dot, but stream like, I think the range Mas about
1C miles. I do not think it (an the radar) Mas the
same lights as the one I saw in front of us.

Beckner: How Mas the intensity of the lights? Did the intensity
of the objects' lights change?

Tsukubaa Basically the same. I cannot describe it. Not even in
Japanese. The first one did not change. The second
light Mae very difficult to see. It Mas so vague.

Beckneri Was any other target picked up an radar?

Tsukubas I cannot remember. The tilt angle of the radar Mas
difficult to see.

Beckners Difficult to remember, on the radar, did you have to
look for the abject?

Tsukubaa I identified immediately the one in front of us .

Becknera At the time of sighting, how Mere the lighting
conditions outside?



Tsukubas It was just at sunset at right -front of us. There was
. a stripe of red lino and almost dark, it was almost

pitch dark behind us.

Beckner: How was the lighting conditions inside the cockpit?

Taukuba: We had night illumination at above sideways. I was
using a spot light while calculating the data. I do
not remember whether the Captain had the lights turned
off or not. There i s a switch that can turn the 1 i ght
to regular fluorescent or to dark. It was set to dark.

Beckner: How long did you see the abject?

Tsukuba: The one in -front of us, as I mentioned earlier, I saw
it for about 10 minutes, then, the one on our left side
at 9 o'clock, together, a total of 3O minutes. The
lights in front of us and the other one were of two
absolutely different nature of lights.

Beckner: Would you show us what they looked like on this paper?

Tsukuba: The lights in front of us were clusters of lights like
this. I think they were made of two parts. How should
I say this, but the lights were shaped like windows of
a passenger aircraft.

Beckner: What was the shape of the object like?

Tsukuba: I do not know. It was just lights. The one in front
of us was like an aircraft viewed from another aircraft
which was ours.

Beckner: Did'the object move with your aircraft when you changed
direction or altitude?

Tsukubaa When we saw the first one in front of us, we did not
change the heading, but the second one, it was really
hard to see, I had to try real hard to see it, so we
changed heading. I think the abject was with us when
w« changed altitude. When we changed altitude, I could
not see. The Captain said it was still there, so I
felt like it was there.

Beckner> Did you see another aircraft?

Tsukuba: I saw United Air Line.

Beckner: Any other lighted, or unlighted objects?



Tsukubas When the United aircraft was passing by, we Mere seeing
the second lights.

Becknera Did the intensity of lights change?

Tsukuba: The -first lights I saw was unchanged until they
disappeared* The second one, it was so hard to see.
In my mind, I am not certain whether it was lights o-f a
distant town or a strange abject.

Beckner: What were the weather conditions?

Tsukubaa It was clear.

Becknera Did you see any stars?

Tsukuba: I think there were stars* but...

Beckners Any magnetic disturbance?

Tsukubas No.

Becknert Mere there any instrument fluctuations on your Flight
Engineer's panel during the objects presence?

Tsukubaa No, it didn't (there weren't).

Beckner: Do you wear glasses?

•Tsukubaa No, I don't.

Beckner: Was there any re-flection on the inside of the glass?

Tsukubai Reflection? What do you mean?

Mimoto: Did you see any reflection of inside lights on the
aircraft window glass?

Tsukubas No. there was not any*

Backneri Would you like to add anything? Do you have any
questions? We have come here and interviewed you a
lot. Is there anything we can answer regarding your
questions?



Tsukubaa The points I would like to reinforce are that the
lights in -front of us were different from town lights.
I can not describe the shape. I am not as certain as I
am about the lights on the left side. I do not know
what the shape of the objects was. So I am sure that
the lights that were in front of us were different from
town lights. When I was interviewed here at the first
time by FAA personnel, I was not sure whether the
object was an UFO or not. My mind has not changed
since then.

Peter E. Beckner Sayoko D*. Mi moto
A.S.I. Interpreter
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PERSONNEL STATEMENT

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION

Anchorage Air Route Traffic Control Center

The following is a report concerning the incident to aircraft JL1628 on
November 18, 1986 at 0230 UTC.

My name is Carl E. Henley (HC) I am employed as an Air Traffic Control
Specialist by the Federal Aviation Administration at the Anchorage Air Route
Traffic Control Center, Anchorage, Alaska.

During the period of 2030 UTC, November 17, 1986, to 0430 UTC, November 18,
1986 I was on duty in the Anchorage ARTCC. I was working the D15 position
from 0156 UTC, November 18, 1986 to 0230 UTC, November 18, 1986.

At approximately 0225Z while monitoring JL1628 on Sector 15 radar, the
aircraft requested traffic information. I advised no traffic in his
vicinity. The aircraft advised he had traffic 12 o'clock same altitude. I
asked JL1628 if he would like higher/lower altitude and the pilot replied,
negative. I checked with ROCC to see if they had military traffic in the area
and to see if they had primary targets in the area. ROCC did have primary
target in the same position JL1628 reported. Several times I had single
primary returns where JL1628 reported traffic. JL1628 later requested a turn
to heading 210°, I approved JL1628 to make deviations as necessary for
traffic. The traffic stayed with JL1628 through turns and decent in the
vicinity of FAI I requested JL1628 to make a right 360° turn to see if he
could identify the aircraft, he lost contact momentarily, at which time I
observed a primary target in the 6 o'clock position 5 miles, I then vectored
UA69 northbound to FAI from ANC with his approval to see if he could identify
the aircraft, he had contact with the JL1628 flight but reported no other
traffic, by this time J11628 had lost contact with the traffic. Also a
military C-130 southbound to EDF from EIL advised he had plenty of fuel and
would take a look, I vectored him toward the flight and climbed him to FL240,
he also had no contact.

Note: I requested JL1628 to identify the type or markings of the aircraft.
He could not identify but reported white and yellow strobes. I requested the
JL1628 to say flight conditions, he reported clear and no clouds.

s,.
\

November 19, 1986



PERSONNEL STATEMENT

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
Anchorage Air Route Traffic Control Center

January 6, 1987

The following Is a report concerning the incident to Japan Airlines Flight
1628 (JL1628) North of Fairbanks, Alaska on November 18, 1986 at 0218 UTC,

My name is Carl E. Henley <HC). I am employed as an Air Traffic Control
Specialist by the Federal Aviation Administration at the Anchorage Air
Route Traffic Control Center (ARTCC), Anchorage, Alaska.

During the period of 2030 UTC, November 18, 1986, to 0430 UTC, November
18, 1986 I was on duty in the Anchorage ARTCC. I was working the R/D15
position from 0156 UTC, November 18, 1986 to 0230 UTC, and the R15
position from 0230 UTC, November 18, 1986 to 0258 UTC, November 18, 1986.

I am making this statement to clarify certain points in my original
statement dated November 19, 1986.

Ref paragraph 4:

I stated in paragraph four that several times I had several primary
returns vhere JL1628 reported traffic; in actuality I observed three types
of targets. I saw tentative radar targets which showed up as a (-)
symbols. I saw (+) symbols that Indicate radar only tracks. I also saw
non run lenth targets which show up as a (.) symbols.

Additionally, I stated the traffic stayed with JL1628 through turns and
descent, this information was what I received from JL 1628.

Carl E. Henle
Air Traffic Control Specialist
Anchorage ARTCC



PERSONNEL STATEMENT

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
Anchorage Air Route' Traffic Control Center

January 7, 1987

The following Is a report concerning the Incident involving aircraft JL 1628
north of Fairbanks on November 18, 1986 at 0218 UTC.

My name is Samuel J. Rich (SR). I am employed as an Air Traffic Control
Specialist by the Federal Aviation Administration at the Anchorage Air Route
Traffic Control Center, Anchorage, Alaska.

During the period of 0035 UTC, November 18, 1986, to 0835 UTC, November 18,
1986, I vas on duty in the Anchorage ARTCC. I was working the D15 position
from 0230 UTC, November 18, 1986, to 0530 UTC, November 18, 1986.

The pilot of JL 1628 reported that he had traffic at his altitude. He stated
it was a big plane with yellow and white lights. We advised him we had no
traffic in his position. We adjusted the radar PVD to approximately a 25 mile
scale and there vas a radar return in the position the pilot had reported
traffic.

I called ROCC to ask if they had any military traffic operating near JL 1628.
The ROCC said they had no military traffic in the area. I then asked them if
they could see any traffic near JL 1628. ROCC advised that they had traffic
near JL 1628 In the same position we did.

I asked ROCC if they had any aircraft to scramble on JL 1628, they said they
would call back. However, there was no further communication regarding the
request for a scramble.

Samuel J.
Air Traffic Control Specialist
Anchorage AR^CC



PERSONNEL STATEMENT

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
Anchorage Air Route Traffic Control Center

January 9, 1986

The following Is a report concerning the Incident to Japan Airlines Flight
1628 (JL1628) north of Fairbanks, Alaska on November 18, 1986 at 0218 UTC.

My name is John L. Aarnink (AA). I am employed as an Air Traffic Control
Specialist by the Federal Aviation Administration at the Anchorage Air Route
Traffic Control Center (ARTCC), Anchorage, Alaska. During the period of 2230
UTC, November 17, 1986 to 0630 November 18, 1986 I was on duty in the
Anchorage ARTCC. I was training on Sector D13 from 2300 UTC, November 17,
1986, to 0300 UTC, November 18, 1986.

I was on my way to take a break when I noticed the unusual activity at the
Sector 15 positions. I plugged into the C15 position and assisted them by
answering telephone lines, making and taking, handoffa, and coordinating as
necessary. As to the specific Incident, I monitored the aircrafts
transmissions and observed data on the radar that coinslded with information
that the pilot of JL1628 reported. I coordinated with the ROCC on the BRAVO
and CHARLIE lines. They confirmed they also saw data la the same location.
At approximately abeam CAW IN intersection, I no longer saw the data and the
pilot advised he no longer saw the traffic. I called the ROCC and they
advised they had lost the target. I then unplugged from the position and
went on a break.

L̂. Aarnink
Traffic Control Specialist

Anchorage ARTCC



PERSONNEL STATEMENT

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINSTRATION
Anchorage Air Route Traffic Control Center

January 9, 1987

The following is a report concerning the incident involving Japan Airlines
Flight 1628 (JL1628) North of Fairbanks, Alaska on November 18, 1986 at 0218
UTC.

My name is Joseph Rollins (JR). I am employed as an Air Traffic Control
Specialist by the Federal Aviation Administration at the Anchorage Air Route
Traffic Control Center (ARTCC), Anchorage, Alaska. During the period of 2340
UTC, November 17, 1986 to 1850 UTC, November 18, 1986 I was on duty in the
Anchorage ARTCC. I was working the El position from 0006 UTC, November 18,
1986 to 0425 UTC, November 18, 1986.

During the time period prior to this incident all operations were normal. I
had assigned Mr. Henley to the combined R15, D15 position to work by
himself. The traffic was light and lunch breaks were in progress. At
approximately 0220 UTC Mr. Henley informed me that JL1623 had indicated that
he had traffic and wanted information. I then advised the Area Manager that
JL1628 was requesting information on traffic that we were not aware of. Mr.
Rich returned from lunch and was assigned the D15 position and Mr. Henley was
moved to the R15 position. I understood that Mr Aarnink had plugged into the
C15 position only to observe. During the time following my being notified, I
was involved in operational supervision and coordinatation between the
controllers and the Area Manager. I intermittently monitored the radar but
at no time observed any radar data that in my opinion, conclusively indicated
traffic for the JL1628 flight. At 0254 UTC I informed the Area Manager that
the pilot of JL1628 had lost visual contact with his traffic.

Joseph Rollins A
Area Supervisor \
Anchorage ARTCC ̂ )



PERSONNEL STATEMENT

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
Anchorage Air Route Traffic Control Center

January 9, 1987

The following is a report concerning the incident to Japan Airlines Flight
1628 (JL1628) north of Fairbanks, Alaska on November 18, 1986 at 0218 UTC.

My name is Erland D. Stephens (AS). I am employed as an Air Traffic Control
Specialist by the Federal Aviation Administration at the Anchorage Air Route
Traffic Control Center (ARTCC), Anchorage, Alaska.

During the period of 0100 UTC, November 18, 1986, to 0900 UTC, November 18,
1986, I was on duty in the Anchorage ARTCC. I was working the Area Manager
in Charge position from 0100 UTC, November 18, 1986, to 0900 UTC, November
18, 1986.

At 0221 UTC I was notified by Joe Rollins, Area B Supervisor, that JL1628,
had reported traffic at his altitude (FL 350), distance one (1) mile with a
white and yellow strobe light. I notified the Alaska Regional Operations
Center (ROC) and the Elmendorf Regional Operational Control Center (ROCC)
about this observed traffic.

At 0233 UTC, after Mr. Rollins advised me that JL1628 had reported the
traffic to be paralleling his route and that Sector R15 radar and ROCC had
intermittent radar returns in the area of JL1628s observed traffic I notified
the U.S. Customs office at Anchorage International Airport about the
possibility of a lost aircraft following JL1628 to Anchorage. At 0245 UTC,
Mr. Rollins advised me that JL1628 had lost visual contact with the unknown
traffic at 0257 UTC. Mr. Rollins advised me that ROCC had lost radar contact
with the unknown traffic. At 0423 UTC I gave this information to the
Washington D.C. ROC.

Erland D. Stephens
Air Traffic Control Specialist
Anchorage ARTCC



PERSONNEL STATEMENT

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
Anchorage Air Route Traffic Control Center

January 9, 1987

The following Is a report concerning the Incident to aircraft JL1628 north of
Fairbanks, Alaska, on November 18, 1986 at 0218 GMT.

My name Is Manfred F. Keller (FK). I am employed as an Automations
Specialist by the Federal Aviation Administration at the Anchorage Air Route
Traffic Control Center, Anchorage, Alaska.

I Interpreted the recorded data (radar) reference JL1628. I searched the
specific areas where the pilot reportedly had traffic and could not find any
indications of other target information.

Manfred FiJ Keller
Air Traffic Control Specialist
Anchorage ARTCC



PERSONNEL STATEMENT

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
Anchorage Air Route Traffic Control Center

January 7, 1987

The following is • a report concerning the incident to JL1628 North of
Fairbanks, Alaska, on November 18, 1986 at approximately 0218 UTC.

My name is Anthony M. Vylle (AW). I am employed as a Quality Assurance
Specialist by the Federal Aviation Administration at the Anchorage Air Route
Traffic Control Center, Anchorage, Alaska.

I have reviewed the Continuous Data Recording of ZAN EARTS, (radar data),
reference JL1628 alleged sightings. I could not find any target information
in the vicinity of the reported traffic. The radar track appeared to be
normal and consistent with other tracking data I have reviewed in the past.

Anthony
Quailty/rfssuranee Specialist
Anchorage AKTCC
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On November 17, I responded to a call from the POC reference an
incident involving unidentified air traffic (UAT) following JAL flight
1628 into Anchorage. I asked Agent Hickle to meet me at Anchorage
Airport.

Upon arriving at ANC, I met Agent Mickle and Inspector Wright
(FSDO-63) who had been at the aircraft. All three of us then pro-
ceded to JAL operations to interview the crew. At JAL Operations
we met with Captain Terauchi, 1st Officer Tamefuji, and 2nd Officer
Tsukuda along with Mr. Shimbashi, the JAL Operations Manager at
Anchorage.

The three crewnen stated that just after passing POTAT inter-
section inbound to Anchorage on J529 they observed strange lights
ahead of their B-747. These lights changed position after 2 minutes
but remained in front of the A/C for another 10 minutes, then moved
to the left side of the A/C. They stated that all they could see
were the lights and at no time could they see any craft. However,
they did show an object on their VK radar at about 7 miles. The
lights were yellow, amber, and green, but no red. The lights were
in two separate sets which changed position relative to one another.
The crew said that they contacted APTOC confirmed that they also had
it on radar. Near Fairbanks, the crew executed a 360° turn and the
lights stayed with them off of their left side. They then preceded
to Anchorage.apd the lights were still visible until around 40 miles
north of TKjTwhen they moved away to the east. The crew reported
their speed as 0.84 Mach and their altitude between FL390 and 310 as
assigned along the route.

The only problem noted with their systems was some static in the
VHF receiver. The Navigational system in use was INS with no apparent
problems.

Upon completion of my discussion with the crew, I called Captain
Stevens (Duty Officer to NQRAD) and asked if he had any question other
than what I had asked. He said he had no other questions, but they
also showed two targets on radar (one was JAL). He stated that they
would give all data to Intelligence in the morning. I then *ci"v3
Bobby Lamkin by phone if AF was holding the data and he said yes.

ember_17,_1287_ , AT .Anchcracje, Alaska t
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AtR TRANSPORTATION SECURITY

Agent Mickle and I then net with Dave Snith (ACS-300) and briefed
him on the incident.

On the morning of November 18, I briefly discussed the incident
with AAI/-1 & 2.

Attached is a statement f ran Agent Mickle and a chart and drawings
by the JAL Captain.
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As per telephonic request fron FSDO63, the following are the events
which took place on November 17, 1986 and were taken from my personal
notes during the interview: Responded to Japan Airlines station
office as instructed by Manager (James S. Derry), AAL-700. Myself
and Jim Derry interviewed the crew of JAL Flight 1628, which reported
the sighting of unidentified air traffic. The flight crew consisted
of the Captain, Kenju Terauchi, First Officer Takanori Tamefuji,. and
Flight Engineer Yoshio Tsukuda. Captain Terauchi stated the cargo
only flight had departed Reykjavik, Iceland. Captain Terauchi stated
he first sited (visually) the unidentified air traffic (UAT) in the
vacinity of Potat intersection and the ADIZ. The aircraft he was
piloting (B747) was at flight level 390, airspeed 0.84 Mach. Captain
Terauchi indicated the UAT was in front of his aircraft at a distance
of approximately seven to eight nautical miles for approximately 12
minutes. The Captain stated the distance was indicated by the onboard
Bendix color radar. Captain Terauchi stated that while he had a
visual on the UAT, he spotted yellow, amber and green lights, and a
rotating beacon, but no red lights. The Captain said there were two
distinct sets of lights, but appeared to be joined together (as fixed
to one object). Captian Terauchi ascertained through visual sighting
and radar, that the UAT was equal in size to a B747, possibly larger.

Captain Terauchi stated that during the visual sighting, the lights of
the UAT changed fron a horizontal position to a vertical position and
had positioned itself from in front of the B747 to port side. The
UAT stayed on the port side for approximately 35 minutes.

Captain Terauchi said he was communicating with AfclCC personnel during
the sighting. The raptain stated he requested, and received, permission
to perform a 360 degree turn while in the vacinity of Fairbanks, Alaska,
which he had a visual on. Captain Terauchi stated the UAT maintained
its position on the port side during the turn. Captain Terauchi stated
visual sight of the UKT was lost approximately 40 nautical miles north
of Talkeetna, while continuing on to Anchorage.

Additional information regarding the flight:

Captain Terauchi stated there was static during VHP canmunications with
the AKTCC.

Captain Terauchi indicated there was erratic movement with lights of the
UAT during the visual contact.

Navigation was being performed by coupling of the onboard ETS's.

INTERVIEWED/REVIEWED ON Î entoJ-T/ 1986 ( AT Jtochorage, Alaskâ  ^
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Captain TERAUGHI stated that FftA ATC had indicated to him the presence
of a primary target in addition to his aircraft.

Lcfcle
PSI, AAL-700

Addendum: Through a confidential source at Japan Airlines, it was stated
to me that this was not the first sighting of an unidentified
aircraft by Captain IBRflPTHI. <-^>*
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FAA offering UFO
mail-order package
THflAUOdATEDF*CM

ANCHORAGE - If you want
an inside look at the UFO sighting
made by a Japan Air Lines flight
crew recently, the Federal Avia-
tion Administration will send you
everything you ever wanted to
know about the incident for
$194.30. ;

The complete package in^
eludes tapes of interviews with1

trew members, spaceship draw-
ings by the JAL pilot and air con-
troller statements. But that's not
all. You even get four glossy color
photos of regenerated radar data..'

The unusual FAA mail-order,
offer is an agency effort to cope
with enormous public interest in
the November sighting, said FAA
spokesman Paul Steucke. |

Since the sighting was publicly
disclosed in January, the FAA's
Anchorage office has received in-
formation requests from more
than 200 members of the news me-
dia, as well as 46 requests from
individuals.

For those on tight budgets, the
FAA's UFO package can be bro-
ken down. The agency is offering
20 individual items, ranging from
a $50 cassette tape of communica-
tions between the controllers and
Che flight crew, to a 30-cent copy
of an FAA form summarizing the
sighting Orders of less that $5 are
free.
- The FAA on March 5 is sched-
uled to release the results of its in-
vestigation of the sighting.

Editor** Note: The FAA address
is 701 C St., Box 14, Anchorage, Alas-
ka. 99513. .:"

PAA offers UFO mail-order package
ANCHORAGE, Alaska (AP) — enormous public interest in the For those on tight budgets, the

H you want an inside look at a November sighting, said spokes- FAA's UFO package can be bro-
Japan Air Lines pilot's recent man Paul Sleucke. ken down. The agency is offering
claim that he saw a UFO, the Since the pilot's claim was 20 individual items, ranging from
Federal Aviation Administration publicly disclosed, the FAA's An- a $50 cassette tape of communica-
will send you everything you ever chorage office has received infor- tions between the controllers and
wanted to know about the incident matjon requests from more than the flight crew, to a 30-cent copy
for $194.30. 200 members of the news media, of an FAA form summarizing the

The complete package in- as well as 46 requests from indi- sighting. Orders of less than $5
eludes tapes of interviews with viduals. are free.
crew members, spaceship draw- Steucke said the information JAL Capt. Kenjyu Terauchi
ings by the JAL pilot and air requests exceed those that fol- reported on Nov. 17 that his
controller statements, even four lowed the 1983 downing of a Ko- Boeing 747 cargo jet was shad-
glossy color photos of regenerated rean Air Lines jet by the Soviets, owed by two belts of light as it
radar data. "Without a doubt, this thing has crossed into Alaska airspace on

The unusual FAA mail-order had the most inquiries," Steucke a night from Iceland to Anchor-
'fer is un effort to cope with said./^^^/^ J\££a/W age' 9*~ ~* *"'"" ^ ~*
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ncn riAtoiic FAA: Information on UFO sighting available by mail orderdetails
By HAL BERNTON

Continued from gets or limited interest, the need," Steucke said.
FAA has broken down the The incident unfolded on

DaityNewsreponer - - from individuals. ^mP1^t.e'.VF9 Pa&asejato Nov. 17 as a JAL flight crew who saw what they thought
To all those hungering for Paul Steucke. the FAA 20 individual items They on a cargo flight from Iceland was „, object On their own

an inside look at th^S^iSe spokesman, said the informs- range from a $50 cassette tape to Anchorage entered Alaska radar at about the same refcE
world of F«rtratSrrestri3 ha? -• tion requests for the UFO °f J»"J»«n«:ations between air space. Capt. Kenju Terau- ence point. The objects, Ter-
rataffi hTre's aTSciaT off"? t *«"«» excead those that Io1' contr?ue« "J* the fllght chi reP°rtcd seeinS two belts auchi said, "were not made,

lowed ̂  1983 downin8 of a ?! A **° " ^^ ™P? °' *?* °f light that followed his by human kind. They were ofMaU hc F e d e r v i tion A * * .
Administration a che^k for Korean Air Unes ^et b^ the ^- fo™ J"™anan8 the plane, pulsating and emitting very high technology and
sSSSHnd they'U sSd yoi Soviets. sighting. Orders less than $5 amber glows. intelligence."
everything you ever wanted "Without at a doubt, this ^'£!%,flntpH *„ h* „< r^. ^ an encounter that lasted
to know about the celebrated thing has had the most inqui- SDon^ve S we can to the ±£H «^U ̂ i^.f^ ? K°S i 1̂  5|,th* ̂  1S

UFO siphtinp hv a Tanan Air HPC " qtourlrp «irt p? 7?lve,. , ported seeing a third aircraft, scheduled to release the re-
Lto«flfStlrew I Steucke said. public. We don't want them to a huge spaceship which he suits of its own investigation

The complete ' package in- For those with tight bud' ' spen S1°° for data they don>t said was the size of two bat' of tne sighting. No charge.
eludes tapes of interviews
with all the crew, spaceship ••̂ •̂ ••̂ •̂••̂ •̂ •••̂ —^^— •̂̂ ^— •̂̂ ^ •̂̂ •̂ •̂̂ ^^^ •̂•̂ ^ •̂̂ •̂ •̂ •̂ ^—•̂ •-••iM^Ma î̂ ^HWMMM™.̂ * »'. . •
drawings by the JAL pilot [

air controller statements.
even get four glossy color

tbs of regenerated radar
data.

The unusual FAA mail-
order business is an effort to
?cpe with the enormous pub-
lic interest in the bizarre No-
"cmber sighting, which trig-
gered a burst of international
publicity. Since the sighting
was publicly disclosed in ear-
ly January, the FAA's An-
chorage office has received
information requests from
more than 200 members 01" the
media, as well as 46 requests

See Back Page, FAA



USDeporttnent Alaskan Region 70, c s l ree t> BOX ,4

Of Transportation Anchorage: A laska
Federal Aviation 99513
Administration

February 21, 1987

IN RESPONSE TO YOUR REQUEST:

The attached order form is in response to your request for

Federal Aviation Administration information regarding the unidentified

traffic sighting by the flight crew of Japan Airlines flight 1628, on

November 17, 1986.

We have described, itemized and listed all the materials that

have been produced or obtained by the FAA in this investigation. They

are listed on the attached order form.

Some persons may have found the cost of purchasing the entire

inquiry package of materials to be expensive and contain items that they

might not want. Hence, we have taken the opportunity to list and describe

each item, with cost, so that your order can be tailored to fit your needs

and budget. Please note that an order which totals $5.00 or less will

be provided free of charge.

Please read the instructions carefully and return your request

with payment in full.

Sincerely,

Paul Steucke
Public Affairs Officer

SO Yvmn of Air Traffic Control £jrca//arice
- A Standard tor thm World -



US Deportment —_^___
of Transportation °ffic» °'Putotic *"***^ Alaskan Region
Federal Aviation 7°'c street BOX 14

Anchorage. Alac
(907) 271-5296

Administration Anchorage. AlasKa 99513

LIST OF RECORDS AVAILABLE

ORDER FORM
for

JAL FLIGHT 1628
UHIDENTTFTED TRAFFIC SIGHTING

NOVEMBER 1H. 1QH6 UTE
(The event occurred on November 17, 1986 Alaska Standard Time)

Add fees for items ordered. Make payable to Federal Aviation
Administration. Send check or money order; no credit cards. Do not
send cash.

(Note: Do "not send payment if total amount of order is less than
S5.QQ.)

TOTAL AMOUNT ENCLOSED: $

FAA WILL PAY COST OF DELIVERY SERVICE BY REGULAR FIRST CLASS
U.S. POSTAGE ONLY. IF YOU WISH TO HAVE COPIES SENT TO YOU BY FEDERAL
EXPRESS, DHL7~3ft OTHER DELIVERY SERVICE, PLEASE INDICATE SERVICE
DESIRED, AND PROVIDE YOUR ACCOUNT NUMBER FOR BILLING OF SHIPPING
COSTS:

Service desired

Account number

Your Name

Address



LIST OF RECORDS AVAILABLE

ORDER FORM
for

JAL FLIGHT 1628
UNIDENTIFIED TRAFFIC SIGHTING

NOVEMBER 1flr IQfifi UTC
(The event occurred on November 17, 1986 Alaska Standard Time)

PLEASE MARK ITEMS DESIRED,

$194*30 Complete package of all written records and photographs
plus all tape recordings.

$94.30 Complete package of written records and photographs only.O
O «.

O

O

O

O

O

O

,05 Complete Inspection/Investigator (Flight Standards)
package, includes items 1 through 9-

$0 .30 1. FAA Form 8020-5, A i r c r a f t Inc iden t Record .
(Br ief summary s tatement , submit ted by Flight
S tanda rds Divis ion , January 26, 1987) (2
pages)

$0.45 2. FAA Form 3112, Inspection and Surve i l lance
R e c o r d ; notes b y I n s p e c t o r J a c k W r i g h t
af te r i n t e rv i ew of pilot and crew, 11/17/86.
L3 pages w r i t t e n p lus 2 pages d r a w i n g s )

$0.30 3* FAA Form 1600-32-1, Notes of i n t e rv i ew wi th
all three crew members of JAL Flight 1628;
c o m p l e t e d b y Secur i ty I n s p e c t o r R o n a l d
E. Hickle , 11/17/86. (2 pages)

$0.40 4. FAA Form 1600-32-1, Notes on in t e rv i ew wi th
all three crew members of JAL Flight 1628,
m a p , and drawing by the pilot; completed by
Special Agent James D e r r y , 11/17/86.
(4 pages)

$1.15 5 . T r a n s c r i p t o f I n t e r v i e w w i t h C a p t a i n
T e r a u c h i , 1 /2 /87 , b y R i c h a r d G o r d o n , ,
m a n a g e r o f f l i g h t s t a n d a r d s d i s t r i c t
off ice in Anchorage. (19 pages)

$1.10 6. W r i t t e n S t a t e m e n t and D r a w i n g by Capta in
T e r a u c h i ; in Japanese . (16 pages w r i t t e n ,
plus 2 pages d rawings )

-more-



fage 2

J*l. I1HTDEHTIFIEP TRAFFIC SIGHTTHG Order Mat cont.lnued

$0.85 7 . W r i t t e n S t a t e m e n t by C a p t a i n T e r a u c h i ;
trans lated by S. M i m o t o of FAA A l a s k a n
R e g i o n . E n g l i s h translation of item 16.
( 13 pages)

$1.35 8. Transcript of Interview with First Officer
T a m e f u j i , on 1/5/87 by I n s p e c t o r P e t e r
E. Beckner . (23 pages)

$0.50 9- Transcr ip t of In t e rv iew wi th Flight E n g i n e e r
T s u k u b a o n 1/15/87 b y I n s p e c t o r P e t e
Beckner . (5 p a g e s w r i t t e n , p lus 1 page
d rawing )

o $67.70 Complete AIB TRAFFIC PACKAGE, includes Items 10 through
12.

o

o

$3.05 10. Chronology of Even t s , report of Un iden t i f i ed
Tra f f i c Sighting by Japan Ai r l ines F l igh t
1628, November 17, 1986. (5 pages)

. Transcr ipt ion of communication between air
t r a f f i c control and JAL Flight 1628.
(23 pages)

Flight path chart. 1 page (map)

Personnel s tatements. (Sta tements by seven
air t r a f f i c control specialists at Anchorage
Cente r . ) (8 pages)

FAA Form 7230-4, Dai ly Record of Faci l i ty
Operat ions for Anchorage Air Route T r a f f i c
C o n t r o l C e n t e r , s h o w i n g t i m e a n d w a t c h
superv isors ' entr ies of m a j o r i t ems in
faci l i ty log. (3 pages)

FAA Form 7230-10, Position Logs. ( R e c o r d
o f which employees w e r e w o r k i n g e a c h
position at what time.) (2 pages)

$7.75 11 . . Anchorage Air Route Tra f f i c Control Center
c o m p u t e r p r i n t o u t o f C o n t i n u o u s D a t a
Recordings ( radar t racking d a t a )
(151 pages)

-more-



Page 3

JAL UNIDENTIFIED TRAFFIC SIGHTING Order List continued

$57.25 12. Simulated Radar Data, JAL Flight 1628.
(5 color 7 1/2" X 7 1/2" photos, 5 pages)

$0.55 13. Selected portions of voice transcriptions, pilot
of JAL 1628 and FAA controllers, in chronological
order; as released by FAA Public Affairs Office,
March 5, 1987. (Data extracted from transcription
in item #9)

$10.00 14. Series of four black and white 5" X 7" glossy
photographs of partially regenerated radar data,
as photographed by Paul Steucke, January 7, 1987.

$11.00 15. Series of four color 5" X 7" photographs of
partially regenerated radar data, as photographed
by Paul Steucke, January 7, 1987.

$25.00 16. Cassette tape of Interview with Captain Terauchi.
57 minutes. (Same data as item tf5)

$25.00 17. Cassette tape of Interview with First Officer
Tamefuji. 45 minutes. (Same data as item #7)

$50.00 18. Cassette tape of communi cat ions between Air
Traffic Control and JAL Flight 1628.
1 hour 30 minutes. (Same data as 23 page-
transcription in item

o
o
o

FRF.F TTEMS:

C~j
"̂̂

free 19. News release by FAA Public Affairs (Information
' constructed from personal notes provided by Jim

Derry , obtained in interviews with JAL Flight 1628
crew the evening of 11/17/86) (2 pages)

free 20. News release statement March 5 i 1987, by FAA
Public Affairs Office upon release of investigation
materials.

free 21. Description of "Split -Beacon Target" by FAA
Alaskan Region Airway Facilities Division. (1 page)

-more-



Page 4
JAL UNIDENTIFIED TRAFFIC SIGHTING Order List continued

free 22. Alert Report from Director of FAA Alaskan Region
to FAA Administrator, 12/31/86. Record of telephone
conversations of Deputy Director, FAA Alaskan
Region with General Nichols, Colonel Wick, and
Captain Jim Crickenberger (U.S. Air Force) on
1/2/87. Table of contents of file kept in FAA
Alaskan Region Directors office, pertaining to
11/17/86 unidentified object sighting by Japan Air
Lines flight 1628. (5 pages)

PLEASE COMPLETE AND RETURN THE ENTIRE ORDER FORM TO

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
ATTN: PUBLIC AFFAIRS OFFICE, AAL-5
701 C STREET, BOX 14
ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99513



LIST OF RECORDS AVAILABLE

ORDER FORM
for

JAL FLIGHT 1628
UNIDENTIFIED TRAFFIC SIGHTING

NOVEMBER I8f 1Q86 UTC
(The event occurred on November 17, 1986 Alaska Standard Time)

PLEASE MARK ITEMS DESIRED.

$194.30 Complete package of all written records and photographs
plus all tape recordings.

$94.30 Complete package of written records and photographs only.O
f) $5.05 Complete Inspection/Investigator (Flight Standards)

package, includes items 1 through 9*

$0.30 1. FAA Form 8020-5, Aircraft Incident Record.
(Brief summary statement, submitted by Flight
Standards Division, January 26, 198?) (2

O

O

o

o

o

pages)

$0.45 2. FAA Form 3112, Inspect ion and Survei l lance
Record; notes by I n s p e c t o r J a c k W r i g h t
af ter in t e rv iew of pilot and crew, 11/17/86.
(3 pages w r i t t e n plus 2 pages d r a w i n g s )

$0.30 3. FAA Form 1600-32-1, Notes of in te rv iew with
all three crew members of JAL Flight 1628;
c o m p l e t e d b y Secu r i t y In spec to r R o n a l d
E. Mickle, 11/17/86. (2 pages)

$0.40 4. FAA Form 1600-32-1, Notes on in te rv iew wi th
all three crew members of JAL Flight 1628,
m a p , and d rawing by the pi lot ; completed by
Special Agent James D e r r y , 11/17/86.
(4 pages)

$1.15 5 . T r a n s c r i p t o f I n t e r v i e w w i t h C a p t a i n
T e r a u c h i , 1 / 2 / 8 7 , b y R i c h a r d G o r d o n ,
m a n a g e r o f f l i g h t s t a n d a r d s d i s t r i c t
of f i ce in Anchorage . (19 pages)

$1.10 6. W r i t t e n S t a t e m e n t and D r a w i n g by Cap ta in
T e r a u c h i ; in Japanese . ( 1 6 pages wr i t t en ,
plus 2 pages d r awings )

-more-



Page 2

JAL UHIDEHTIFIED TRAFFIC STGHTIHG Order List continued

$6.85 7 . W r i t t e n " S t a t e m e n t by C a p t a i n T e r a u c h i ;
t r a n s l a t e d by S. M i m o t o of FAA A l a s k a n
R e g i o n . Engll3h____fr_r_anjs.l_at.iQn of item f f i .
(13 pages)

$1.35 8. Transcript of In te rv iew with First O f f i c e r
T a m e f u j i , on 1/5/8? by I n s p e c t o r P e t e r
E. Beckner. (23 pages)

$0.50 9. Transcript of Interview with Flight Engineer
T s u k u b a o n 1 / 1 5 / 8 7 b y I n s p e c t o r P e t e
Beckner. (5 p a g e s w r i t t e n , p lus 1 page
d r a w i n g )

o $67.70 Complete AIR TRAFFIC PACKAGE, includes Items 10 through
12.

O

o

$3*05 10. Chronology of Events, report of Unidentified
Traffic Sighting by Japan Airlines Flight
1628, November 17, 1986. (5 pages)

Transcription of communication between air
traffic control and JAL Flight 1628.
(23 pages)

Flight path chart. 1 page (map)

Personnel statements. (Statements by seven
air traffic control specialists at Anchorage
Center.) (8 pages)

FAA Form 7230-4, Daily Record of Facility
Operations for Anchorage Air Route Traffic
Control Center, showing time and watch
supervisors' entries of major items in
facility log. (3 pages)

FAA Form 7230-10, Position Logs. (Record
of which employees w e r e w o r k i n g each
position at what time.) (2 pages)

$7.75 11. Anchorage Air Route Traffic Control Center
computer printout of Continuous Data
Recordings (radar tracking data)
(151 pages)

-more-



Page 3

JAL UMIDEHTIFIED TRAFFIC SIGHTING Order Mat continued

$57.25 12. Simulated Radar Data, JAL Flight 1628.
(5 color 7 1/2" X 7 1/2" photos, 5 pages)

O $0.55 13. Selected portions of voice transcriptions, pilot
of JAL 1628 and FAA controllers, in chronological
order; as released by FAA Public Affairs Office,
March 5, 1987. (Data extracted from transcription
in item #9)

$10.00 14. Series of four black and white 5" X 7" glossy
photographs of partially regenerated radar data,
as photographed by Paul Steucke, January 7, 1987.

$11.00 15. Series of four color 5" X 7" photographs of
partially regenerated radar data, as photographed
by Paul Steucke, January 7, 1987.

$25.00 16. Cassette tape of Interview with Captain Terauchi.
57 minutes. (Same data as item #5)

$25.00 17- Cassette tape of Interview with First Officer
Tamefuji. 45 minutes. (Same data as item #7)

$50.00 18. Cassette tape of communi cations between Air
Traffic Control and JAL Flight 1628.
1 hour 30 minutes. (Same data as 23 page
transcription in item"#9)

FREE ITEMS:

free 19. News release by FAA Public A f f a i r s ( I n f o r m a t i o n
constructed f rom personal notes p r o v i d e d by J im
Der ry , obtained in in te rv iews wi th JAL Flight 1628
crew the even ing of 11/17/86) (2 pages)

free 20. N e w s r e l e a s e s t a t e m e n t M a r c h 5 , 1987, b y . F A A
Public A f f a i r s O f f i c e upon release of inves t iga t ion
materials .

free 21. D e s c r i p t i o n of " S p l i t - B e a c o n T a r g e t " by FAA
Alaskan Region Ai rway Facilities D i v i s i o n . (1 page)

-more-

O
o
O

Cj



Page 4
JAt. IIHIDEHTIFTED TRAFFIC STRHTIHG Order List continued

free 22. Alert Report from Director of FAA Alaskan Region
to FAA Administrator, 12/31/86. Record of telephone
conversations of Deputy Director, FAA Alaskan
Region with General Nichols, Colonel Wick, and
Captain Jim Crickenberger (U.S. Air Force) on
1/2/87. Table of contents of file kept in FAA
Alaskan Region Director's office, pertaining to
11/17/86 unidentified object sighting by Japan Air
Lines flight 1628. (5 pages)

PLEASE COHPLETE AND RETURN THE ENTIRE ORDER FORM TO

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
ATTN: PUBLIC AFFAIRS OFFICE, AAL-5
701 C STREET, BOX 1H
ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99513



March 5, 1987
FAA, Alaskan Region
Public Affairs Office
701 C Street, Box 14
Anchorage, Alaska 99513

COMPUTER CDR PRINTOUT
Reference to Japan Air Lines Flight //1628

November 17, 1936, 5:19 pm AKST
RECORDED FAA RADAR DATA

TIME:11/18/86, 02:11.23 UTC
11/18/86, 02:49.13 UTC*

(38 minutes computer time)
(20 minutes between first and last uncorrelated return)

RANG£:35-215, AZIMUTH: 1-90

1550 = Computer assignment number for JAL #1628.

RB = Reinforced Beacon return (Normal)
RT = Primary radar return, uncorrelated (Skin/surface)
BT = Secondary radar return, (Beacon/transponder)

Number of pages in computer printout = 15
Pages with uncorrelated returns: 2,3,4|5,6,7,10.

19 = NUMBER OF UNCORRELATED RETURNS
-86 = NUMBER OF USABLE RADAR RETURNS
105 = TOTAL NUMBER OF RETURNS FOR ABOVE TIME FRAME.

0219:15, (5:19 pm) Pilot first questioned ARTCC re other traffic
0253:13, (5:53 pm) Pilot said, "I couldn't see UFO".

*UTC = UNIVERSAL TIME COORDINATED



C D B E D I f 0 B L I S T I N G

El

DATA SELECTED

BT- RT BB • - •

FILTERS

T I M E : 11/16/86 fl£:ll:efl-ll/16/ee 0£:b0:00 CONTBOIiLBBt
A L T I T U D E : - A C I I : SUBSYSTEM: 01

BEACON CODE: BANGE: 35-215 A Z I M U T H ! 1- 90 -
ITG: N 1 N T E R F A C I L I T T :



Range+Azimuth Dlrectloi
" miaequal JAL ffloZo - - - - - - - —

B U C C N T A R G E T BEPrpTS I ' / 'S'Be PA" 1
S1IML R A N G E A C P - DEG -Q - BEACON- ALT - QUA- - SYS

<:M:Z3.b4£ 165.00 t€i 75 7 - • RT 1
S U P S Y S = 1 TOTAL = 1

2:11 :Z2.700 194.75 152 13 7 1550-3 350-3 . . . - - - RB 1
2:ll:2J:.5ie 103.25 606 71 7 RT 1

S U B S Y S = 1 T O T A L = 2 - M O D E G-TOTAt = \ - - —
2:11:45.735 193.12 153 13 7 1550-3
2 :11 :47 .6 19 1B3.37 - -607 70 7

S U i S Y S = 1 T C T A L = 4 HOI

UNCORKELATED
PRIMARY

RETURN (skin)

RE 1
RT 1

RB 1
RT -> RT 1

S U K S Y S = 1 T C T A L «=
2 i l l :£7 .7b l 191.50 1£4 13 7 1550-3 350-3
2:l l :b9.637 103.25 8K6 70 7

S U f c S Y S = 1 T O T A L = 2 MODK C T O T A L - = -1 • - — —
lit 12 7 1^50-3 351-3 ' RB 1

S U B S Y 5 = 1 T O T A L = 1 MODE G TOTAL 1
2:12:21.827 188.25 „ . 7 1550-3 RB 1

S U B S Y S • 1_ . - T O T A L = 1 /DISTANCE BETWEEN
|g';J2;33.6g3 ] 144.37 /SIGNAL RETURN

103.25"* \I/8 to 1/4 MILE

RT/BT

7

7 RT 1
7

1550-37=M1550- Computer
assigned

2:12:45.630 184.b7 0 1550-3
number

11 1
BT 1

BT 1
S U E S Y S = 1 T C T A L 1 MOI L- JALM628 4

2: l i :^7.7ie 183.25 160- 14 Z • - - 1550-3 - -- WA-* --BT _ - 1
S U b S Y S = 1 T O T A L = 1 MODE C TOTAL - 1

2:13:29.799 It 1.62 160 14 7 1550-3 - 351-3 RB *-—&• RB l
S U B S Y S = 1 T O T A L = 1 MODE C T O T A L = 1

2:13:21. BIcS 1E0.20 161 14 7 1550-3 351-3
S U t S Y S = 1 T O T A L = 1 MODE C TOTAL = 1

2: l3t33.723 178.37 - 163 - 14 - 7 --- 1650-3 - 351-3
S U B b U = 1 T O T A L = 1 MODI C TOTAL - 1

2:13:45. B10 144.12 146 12 7 - -

EXAMPLE OF •

COORDINATED RB 1
or rein-
forced return RB 1

RT 1
176.7b 165 14 7 1550-3 350-3 RB 1

SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL = 2 MODE C TOTAL = 1
2:12:1:7.626 175.12 164 14 7 1550-3 350-3 RB 1
2:14:09.551 144.12 37 3 7 . .-- - - - - - - . . .. . _. BT -- 1

SUFEYS = 1 T01AL = 2 MODE C TOTAL = 1
2:14:09.yi6 173.50 167 14 7 1550-3 350-3
2:14 :ll .Be? 103.25 fc!0 71 7

S U E S Y S .f 1 T C T A L 2 MODE C TCTAL = 1
171.871 167 14 0 U550-31 350-3
171.62 16S 14 7

Z:14:i;.823 103;Z5 806 70 7
SUiSYS = 1 TOTAL = 3_.MQDE C TOTAL = 1

\2:14:34.0427 170712] 172 15 7
J 170.251 169 14 0 l!E50-3\ -350-3

2:14:25.916 T̂BSTTS--1 607 70 7
SUBSYS « 1 TOTAL = 3 MODE C -TOTAt - - - - 1 - - - -

@ BB
NORMAL Rf
reinforced
beacon
( re tu rn ) £•[

BT

Return
(Uncorrelated
Skin/Surface

(FT)SECONDARY
(Transpond.)

2:l4:45»b72 168.62 170 14 7 1550-3 350-3 RB 1
SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL = 1 MODE C TOTAL = 1 . . . .

2:14:57.954 167.00 17Z - 15 7 1550-3 349-3 RB 1
2:14:59.833 103.37 6 0 7 7 0 7 . . . . . . _ . . R T j

S U B S Y S * 1 T O T A L * 2 MODE C TOTAL = 1
2 : l t l l0 .041 165.37 -173 Ib - 7 155B-3 ^40-5 H B-— - 1



B E A C O N T A R G E T REPORTS 11/16/86 PACE 2
S t i f f . B A N G E - A G P - D B G Q BEACON AM <jyA- . SYS

2:15:10.416 35.25 240 21 7 1200-3 <—1200-3 Code
S U P S Y S = 1 T C T A L = 2 MODE C TOTAL 2 , VFR Aircraft, not

163.75 175 15 7 1550-3 under FAA control
:15:i:2.444 35.75 236 20 7

S U E S Y S = 1 T O T A L
2:15:34.159 162.25 17£ 15 Z 1550-3 BT 1

162.12 178 15 7 1550-1 - HB 1
36.37 235 20 7 12065-3 RB 1

2:15:26.036 103.25 807 70 7 - FT 1
S U E S Y S = 1 T O T A L = ,_

15
349-3

20

1550-3 I
1200-3
- J.

RB 1

RB 1
RB 1

S U E S Y S = 1 T O T A L = _
12:15:58.0B3"~| |l£8.87l 176 15 7 , _-, RT 1

' " _ 15 0 /1550-3\ 349-3 / ET\ 1
2:15:58.458 ""37*62 231 -- 20 - 7 1200-3 75-3 R B 1

70 7 RT 1
S U B S Y S •= 1 TOTAL = 4 MODE C TOTAL 2 - - -

2:16:10.170 157.25 Iti0 15 7 1550-3 349-3 ' RB 1
19 0 1200-3 75-3 - . . .. . BT 1

SUtSYS = 1 TOTAL = 2 MODE C TOTAL = 2
2:16:22.196 155;75 - 162 15 7 I5b0-?-- 649-3 RB 1

0 120tf-3 75-3 BT 1
2:lfc:24.126 103.25 806 70 7 RT 1

S U B S Y S = 1 T O T A L = 3 MODE C T O T A L ° 2
2:16:24.300 154.12 184 16 7 1550-2 349-3

19 7 RT 1
19 e. 1200-2 -75-3 BT 1
72 7 RT 1

S U B S Y S = 1 TOTAL - _—4 BQDE C TOTAL - 2
16 7 r— -\ RT 1
16 0
19 7

*\
-3JJE50-21 349-3 BT 1

120*0-3 75-3
S U h S Y S = 1 T O T A L - 3 MODE C TOTAL - 2 - - - - - -------- - -- - ...... - --------- ------------- — ._ --- . _. . .

2 : 16 : 5d .344 1 50 .87 1 e? 16 7 1 550-3 349-3 RB 1
19 7 1200-2 75-3 RB 1

S U E S Y S = 1 T O T A L
2:17:10.371 149.25 169 16 7 1S50-2 349-3 RB 1

41.12 2lb 19 7 1200-3 75-3 RB 1
S U f S Y S " 1 T O T A L - 2 *ODE C TOTAL - 2-

2:17:i2.2E? 147.62 198 16 7 1550-3 34S-2 RB 1
41.75 215 IE 7 1200-3 75-3 RB 1

S U I S Y S = 1 T O T A L = 2 MODE C TOTAL = 2
i:17;24.4ZC 146.00 1££ 16 7 1550-3 349-3 ........ - - - RB

42.37 212 18 0 1200-3 - 75-3 BT
2:17:37.050 36*75 ------ 1033 - 9 0 - - - 0 ----- 0313-* --- - --- 6-3 ---------------------- BT--

S U P S T f S = 1 T O T A L = 3 MOEE C TOTAL * 3
2:17:46.444 144.37 1S4 17 7 1550-2 ..... 349-S- - ---------- . _ . _ . . . . . _ . RB 1

43.00 210 IB 7 1200-3 75-3 RB 1
2:17:48.701 36.37 1015 89 0 6313-3 ---- --6-3- -- — ----- — • — ---- -— BT 1

36.50 1B31 90 0 0313-3 BT 1
S U b S Y S * I TOTAL » 4 •- MODE e~TCTAt-- ----- 3 ----- - ----------------------



BtACCh TARGET REFCRTS 11/18/86 FACE 3
STIKE RANGE - AGP DE5 - <J -- BEACON - -ALT ftUA SYS

\2:l7;£tj'.464\ 142.6?
142.75

17 7 1 - - - -• RT 1
196 17 e . 11550-3 35fl-3 BjJ 1

43.62 208 IP e ' 1200̂ -3 74-3 - - BT 1
2:18:00.716 36.00 1022 89 0 C313-J 8-3 BT 1
- 1 TOTAL " 4 MODB C TOTAL - -- 8- - - - - - •
2:lt:10.3ee 141.12 196 17 7 1550-3 3t0-3 RB 1
2:1H:10.685 44.12 206 16 0 1200-3 74-3 — -- BT 1
2:18:12.938 35.62 1005 88 0 0313-1 BT 1

Sb.75 1017 89 0 0313-3 11-3 - - BT 1
SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL = 4 MODE C TCTAL - 3

2:lB:i:2.327 139.62 19i* —17- 7 - lb50-3 ---360-3 RB 1
Z:lb:22.7tt2 44.75 205 16 0 1200-3 74-3 BT 1
2:18:1:4.956 35.37 1806 80 2 0313-3 13-3 _ .. . BT 1

SUbSlfS • 1 TOTAL = 3 MODE C TOTAL = 3
2:18:34.415 137.87 201 1? 7 1550-3 350-3 • - - - - RB 1

45.37 202 17 K 1200-3 74-3 BT 1
SUESYS - 1 TOTAL - £ MODE C TOTAL- £-• - -

2:16:4fc.4S£ 136.25 203 17 7 U50-3 350-3 RB 1
45.b7 19S 17 -0 1200-3 74-3 - - BT 1

SUFSYb = 1 T01AL «= 2 ttODE C TOTAL = 2 r .
18 7 . - - - RT\ 1
16 0 Vi£5J3c2-} 350-3 Lsjj 1
17 0. 120M-3 __ 75^3— BT—. -- 1
70 7 RT 1

SUfcSYS = 1 TC1AL = , 4 MODE C TCTAL = 2
17 0 1200-3 75-3 BT 1
Itt 7 1550-3 - 350-3 RB 1

SUISYb = 1 TOTAL = 2 KODi C TOTAL = 2
16 2— lc00-3- ?&-3— BI 1
18 7 15t0-3 350-3 PB 1
70 7 - - RT 1
4 7 R T 1

S U B S Y S
16 Z 1200-3 75-3 BT 1
Ifa - 7 41)50-3 350-3 - RB 1

SUPEYS =
15 £ 1200-3 74-3 BT 1
17 0 1200-3 BT 1
IB - 7 1550-3 350-3 RB 1
3 7 B T 1

SUESYS
1C Z 1200-3 74-3 BT 1
18 7 1550-3 350-3 - - RB 1

SUESYS =
16 7 0000-0 • RB 1
16 0 1200-3 6T 1
19 7 - - 1550-3 350-3 RB- 1

S U B S Y S ^—1 T51AL = 3 hOEE C TOTAL = 1
^ 2:20:22.662) r-^2^\

 lei I5 « 1200-3 74-3
19 7 < -\ I RT

7

SUPSYS = 1 TOTAL » ' 3 M O D E C TOTAL = 2
2:20:24.493 51.37 -160 -- - - I B - 0 - 1200-3



BIACON TARGET BEPCBTS l l / l fa /BC P A G i
BAWfi-E ACP DM 0 BEACON - ALT. - - - - Q U A £1

E:E0:34.868 - -121 .89- • 224 19 7 lb50-3 350-3 Mi i
SUBSTS - 1 T O T A L = 2 MODE C TOTAL « 1

—2:20:46.594 62.00 164 16 •- 0 1200-3 7b-3 bT i
177 15 7 1200-3 1

1
12:20:46.9461 g20l25j 2Z7 19 0 - Vl550^3\ 350-3
».__!_—^j^L...^-_4 - H O D E - U TOTAL - 2

—*¥»-.
1115.

--!rrT4~

S9-+ 236 20

fzT

(TS)

SUBSTS
2:20:58.585 52.50 177 15 0 1200-3 74-3 bT 1

- 2:20:56.962- 118.6E - - 226 ,20 7 1550-3 350-3 RB ]
SUBSTS - 1 TOTAL « 2 MODE C TOTAL = ' Z

-195 • - -15 - 0 - -1200-2 - 74-3 - UT 1
• 2:21:11.041 117.00 232 20 7 1550-3 350-2 H t 1

2:21:12.543 103.3? 806 70 7 HT 1
S U B S K S • 1 T01AL - 3 KOBE C TOTAL = c

- /2T2l:22.950> 63.62 171 15 rr hT 1
' ' 53V75, 176 15 0 1200-3 75-3 bT 1

,50_\ £25 20 0 l550-3( 350-3
SOBSIS •--!- - TOTAL -----4- MODE C TOTAL » £

2:21:34.775 54.3? 175 15 7 1*00-3 75-3 Ht
. . ... ------ ------ 113.87 236 20 7 1550-2 350-3 hB 1

SDBSTS = 1 TOTAL » 2 MODE C TOTAL = Z
- Bt£l-fr46.«*& — - - - - £4.-B9 - - - - - - - - 1*4 - - - - - - - 1 5 - — 0 - - - - - - - - 1200-3 . . . . B T 1

2:21:46.990 112.3? 240 21 7 1550-3 350-3 R2 i
SUBSTS - 1 T01AL • 2 MODE C TOTAL - 1

2_;21;5fi.6S£- r-^-SJL 1?4 lb 7 1200-3 75-2 h t i
— \ 2131:59.073] iTBTesA 246 21 7 /— - —\ RT I 1

^' --- 21 tJ ( 1550-3 35t)-3 l b T _ l 1
SUBSKB - — 1 - TOSAIr— — 3 MODE-C-yOTAL— ---- £ ------ --- - — ---- ' ---- - -- •

2:22:10.716 E6.25 175 15 7 hT 1
- - • - 15 0 1200-3 bT i

2:22:11.094 109.12 247 21 7 1550-3 350-3 R b 1
SUBSTS--- 1 - -TOTAL - 3 MODE C TOlAL • 1

2:22:22.794 56.75 172 15 7 1200-3 B P 1
21- 7 1660-3 ..... 350-3 KB 1

2:22:24.672 103.25 807 76 7 RT 1
1

2:22734.8e0\ 57.37 171 15 1 1200-3 RP 1
22 7 ,— — hT
22 7 1550-3\ 350-3 K B

1
1

3 - 7- * - - - • - - RT 1
SUBSTS • 1 TOTAL " 4 MODE C TOTAL •= 1

-—EtE2:46.918 -58.00 - 169 14 7 1200-3 75-3 Rb ]
2:22:4? .217 104.37 25? 22 7 1550-3 hB 1

. - -SUBSTS--—1 TOTAL - — £ KODK-C TOTAL - 1
J ' 2:22:58.800 58.62 168 14 7 1Z00-3 75-5 h B ]

E:EE:OS.l-99 IWrBT 858 -£2 - 9 -- 1550-3- - 350-S' — — Rb 1
SUBSTS • 1 TOTAL » 2 MOEE C TOTAL •= 2

-> £:£3:ie.8£6-- - 59.00 -191 15 7 - KT 1
59.25 Ifa? 14 0 1200-3 75-3 bT 1

2:23?11.20f» 101-.85 "263 £3 7 1550-3 - 350-3 • Rb 1
*- SUBSTS - 1 TOTAL = 3 MODE C TOTAL •= 2

E:E3:£t.9U &»-.-« 1€6 14 7 1E00-3 96-2 HP 1



B U C O N T A R G E T R E P O R T S 11/18/86 PACE £
ST1MI RANGE ACP DEC C BEACON ALT . . . . QUA SYS

2 :23:23 .Z 9962\ 271 23
266 22 Z a550-3l 350-3

~RT\
BJ_\
RTl 1
BJ\ 1

2:23:25.169 '35 .MB 932 81 0 '02b0-3 BT 1
SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL = 4 MODS C TOTAL = 2

2:23:34.W44 60.37 - • 16t> - - 14 7 12»«-3 --75-3- RB - - 1
2:23:35.320 98.12 270 23 7 1550-3 350-3 RB 1
2:23:37.228 35.12 928 81 0 0260-3 - BT 1
2:23:37.575 36.67 1034 90 0 1200-3 BT 1

S U P S Y S = 1 TOTAL = 4 MOD£ C TOTAL 2 . . . .
2:23:47.040 61.00 163 14 7 1200-3 75-3 RB 1
2:23:47.414 96.62 2 7 4 - - - - 2 4 7 1550-3 350-3 — R B 1
2:23:49.291 35.00 927 81 0 0260-3 BT 1

36.62 1030 £0 0 1200-3 - - BT 1
S U B S Y S = _1 JO1AL = 4 hODE C TOTAL = 2

l2:23:56.93E\ .€1.50 161 14 7 1200-3 -- JB 1
~^_ "~~^C> 95.25] 283 24 7 , . /RTl 1
L2!2J^59.443J 95.12 -- - -279 - 24 -0 -

*T2T:01 .572 '36.1* 1023 89 0
S U f c S Y S = 1 TOTAL = 4 MODE C TOTAL = 1

2:24:10.961 62.12 155 13 7 1200-3 75-3 RB 1
62.25 168 14 0 1200-3 75-3 BT 1

2:24:11.462 93.50 282 24 7 1550-3 350-3 RB 1
2:24:13.593 35.75 1015 69 0 1200-3 - il-3 •— -- - BT - 1

S U B S Y S = 1 T O T A L = 4 MODS C TOTAL - 4
2:24:23.047 62.75 160 14 7 1200-3 75-3 RB 1
2 :24 :23 .422 92.00 2EC i5 7 1550-3 350-3 RB 1
2:24:25.301 35.25 1012 68 0 1200-3 14-3 BT 1

S U B S T S = 1 TOTAL = 3 MODE C TOTAL = 3
2:24i35_.0_72. ,63.. 37 158 13 7 1200-3- 75-3-- - - - - - -JIB 1

~^ ' 9g.'37\ 293 25 7 A 550-3 V. 350-3 [R|J 1
SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL = 3 MODE C TOTAL » 2 *~ '

2:24147.090 64.00 156 13 7 1200-3 75-3 RB 1
2:24:47.466 66.67 296 26 7 1550-3 350-3 RB 1

S U h S Y S = 1 TOTAL = 2 MOD* C TOTAL = 2 - - - - -
2:24:59.110 64.62 155 13 7 1200-3 74-3 RB 1
2:24:59.48? 87.37 304 26 7 1550-3 350-3 KB 1
2:25:01.741 46.12 1025 90 7 1200-3 RB 1

S U B S Y S = 1 TOTAL = 3 MODE C TOTAL « 2
2:25:10.951 65.12 155 13 7 RT 1

65.25 154 13 « 1200-3 . 74-3 - - — -- - -- - B T . - - 1
2:25:11.325 85.67 307 £6 g 1550-3 351-3 BT 1
2:25:13.579 - 48.37 1018 89 7 1200-3 114-3 RB 1

S U B S Y S = 1 T O T A L = 4 MODE C TOTAL = 3
2:25:22.988 65.75 153 13 7 1208-3 74-3 RB 1
2:25:23.4fc0 84.37 314 27 7 1550-3 350-3 RB 1
2;25i25.b69 46.62-- 4011- ~ - 66 8 - 1200-3 -- —112-3 —BT 1

S U B S Y S = 1 TOTAL «* 3 MODE C TOTAL = 3
2:25:35.071 66.37 150 12 0 1200-1 - BT 1

66.50 154 1.1 7 1200-3 RB 1
2:25:35.446 82.67 319 28 7 1558-3 350-3 - RB 1
2:25:37.700 46.87 996 87 7 1200-3 109-3 RB 1

SUBSTS = 1 TOTAL > 4 MODE C TOTAL •-- - 2 - - - - - --• — - -



B I A C O N TAFtr .VT K ^ F C R T S 11/18/86 PAGE 6
S T I M i R A N G E ACP DEC Q •- - B E A C O N - - - ALT - - — ... —QUA SYS

2:25:47.153 67.00 150 13 0 1200-3 75-3 BT 1
2 :25:47.529 81.37 326 28 7 1550-3 350-3 RB 1
2:25:49.408 49.25 983 86 7 1200-3 105-3 RB 1

S U I S Y S = 1 T01AL = 3 MODE C TOTAL = 2
2:25:59.169 67.75 151 12 7 - - — R T — - 1

67.62 151 13 0 1200-3 75-3 BT 1
2:25:59.543 79.87 331 29 7 1550-3 350-3 RB 1
2:26:01 .485 49.75 967 84 E 1200-3 W7-3 BT 1

SUiSYS = 1 TOTAL = 4 MODE C TOTAL - 3
2:26:11.004 68.12 158 13 7 RT 1

66.25 - 150 12 » 1200-3 - -75-3 -— &T- I
2:2e:11.814 76.37 236 £9 7 lb50-3 350-3 RB 1
2:26:13.318 £0.37 955 83 0 1200-3 88-3 BT 1

S U B S Y 5 <= 1 TOTAL = 4 MODI C TOTAL = 3
2:26:23.149 66.87 149 13 7 1200-3 75-3 RB 1
2:26:22.y0i 76.67 344 3B 7 1550-3 350-3 . RB 1
2:26:25.405 £1.00 952 83 7 - - - - - RT 1

50.87 946 83 0 1200-3 79-3 BT 1
S U P E Y S - 1 T O T A L « 4 *ODE C TOTAL - 3

2:26:35.174 69.50 14G 12 0 1200-3 74-3 BT 1
2:26:35.925 75.37 352 31 7 1550-3 350-3 RB 1
2:26:27.429 51.50 924 81 7 U00-3 71-3 RB 1

S U F S Y S - 1 T O T A L « 3 MODE C TOTAL - 3 - • - _ . . . _ . . . - _ . . . .
2:gb:47..Z56, ,^2^0, 146 12 7 1200-? 74-3

\2:26:47.7 591 l?3.B7l 362 31 7 r „.
* — J \74.00\ 360 31 7 \1550~3j 350-3
2:26:49.514 51.62 917 80 7 ^ -1

£1.75 916 60 1 1200-3 61-3 BT 1
SUfcSYS " 1 TOTAL" 5 MODE C TOTAL - 3 -• -- . . . _ .

2:26:59.279 70.62 144 12 0 1200-1 BT 1
70.75 150 12 7 1200-3 75-3 HB 1

2:26:59.654 72.50 36b 32 7 l£50-3 350-3 RB 1
2:27:01.220 52.62 911 80 7 RT 1
2:27:01.594 £1.12 902 79 7 1200-3 45-3 RB 1

SUP.SYS = 1 TOTAL = 5 MODE C TOTAL 3 - - . . .
2:27:11.364 71.25 146 13 7 1200-2 75-3 RB 1
2:27:11.740 71.12 373 32 7 1550-3 350-3 RB 1
2:27:13.242 52.87 903 79 7 RT 1

£0.37 690 78 7 1200-3 46-3 RB 1
SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL = 4 MODE C TOTAL = 3

2:27:23.203 71.50 14S 13 7 • - . . . _ fljp_. — j
71.87 147 12 0 1200-3 75-3 BT 1

2:27:23.954 69.62 262 33 7 1550-3 RB 1
69.87 392 34 0 0000-0 ' BT 1

2:27:25.45? 49.87 876 76 7 1200-3 56-3 RB 1
2:27:25.822 37.12 1024 90 0 0162-3 BT 1

SUBSY5 = 1 TC1AL = 6 MODE C TOTAL- - c
2:27:35.226 72.50 146 12 7 1Z00-3 75-3
2:27:35.9b0 68.25 390 34 0 1550-3 350-3
2:27:27.172 103.25 806 70 7

52.25 675 76 7
2:27:27.548 £0.37 868 76 7 1200-3 64-3

36.87 1035 90 0 - 016E-3 "•

0162 Code

under Anchorage
Airport Approach

enroute)

Reserved for aircraft ^

1

Control. (Not ._. , . nm i



BEACON TARGET PEPCflTS 11/18/86 PAGE 7
STIME BANG! AGP - BEG Q BEACON ALT •- - - — QUA SYS

SUPSYS = 1 TOTAL = 6 MODE C TOfAL = 3
2:27:47.316 73.1Z 147 12 7 1200-3 75-2 RB 1
2:27:48.070 66.87 3S£ 24 B 1E50-3 350-3 - BT 1
2:27:49.197 51.75 860 75 7 RT 1

50.3? - 664 7? 7 - - — - RT 1
Z: 27:49.572 50.50 877 77 0 1200-3 45-3 BT 1
2:27:49.946 36.75 1030 90 0 0162-3 BT 1

SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL = 6 MODE C TOTAL - Z
2:27:e9.396 73.62 146 iz 7 1200-3 75-3 — - - RB i
2:2b:00.151 65.37 426 37 0 0000-0 BT 1

66.58-- 404- _-. 35 . 0 - 1550-3 --350^3 BT- 1
2:26:01.276 50.87 854 75 7 RT 1

50.is eee 77 7 ... .. . . ~ . .._ RT i
50.50 888 78 e 1200-3 46-3 BT 1

2:28:02.029 36.50 1026 90 0 0162-3 -- BT 1
SUESTS = l TOTAL = 7 MODE C TOTAL = 3

2:28:11.415 74. S5 146 - 12 - 7 — - 1Z00-3- 35-3 Rfl 1
2:28:12.220 64.00 417 36 7 1550-3 350-3 RB 1
2:28:13.354 49.87 860 75 7 -• RT 1

50.25 886 78 7 RT 1
51.25 907 79 7 - - . . . . _ . . . . _ . . BT 1

2:28:13.729 51.12 902 79 0 1200-3 58-3 BT 1
26.26--- - 1022- 89 0 - -0162-3 BT—- — 1

SUBEYS = 1 TOTAL = 7 MOEE C TOTAL * 3
2:28:23.314 74.87 14E 12 7 1200-3 75-3 RB 1
2:28:24.066 62.75 425 37 0 1550-3 3£0-3 BT 1

62.62 438 28 7 0000-0 - RB 1
2:26:25.1 S3 46.75 858 75 7 RT 1
2:28:2̂ .569 51.75 903 79 0 1200-3 78*3— - - - -— BT - - 1
2:28:25.945 36.12 1017 89 0 0162-3 BT 1

SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL = 6 MODE C TOTAL ° 3
2:26:25.332 75.52 14t 12 7 1200-3 75-3 RB 1
2:28:36.083 61.37 437 36 7 1f£0-3 350-3 RB 1
2:28:27.564 52.12 89B 78 7 1200-3 101-3 RB 1
2:28:38.094 35.87 1013 89 (i 0162-3 . . . . .. . „ . .. BT 1

SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL = 4 MODE C TOTAL - 3
2:28:48.174 60.00 448 39 7 1550-3 350-3 RB 1
2:28:49.677 52.00 689 78 0 1200-3 105-3 BT 1
2:Z6:5e.0£Z 35.62 ICie 86 0 0162-3 BT 1

SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL • 3 MODE C TOTAL = 2
2:29:00.193 58.62 457 40 0 1550-3 --350-3 - -- - BX-.- 1
2:29:01.756 £1.62 863 77 0 12E0-3 102-2 BT 1

48.00 900 79 7 RT 1
25.37 1005 66 0 0162-3 BT 1

2:29:02.131 37.62 1031 9 0 0 1200-3 . . . B T 1
SUBSYS = 1 TC1AL » 5 MODE C TOTAL = 2

2:29:12.262 £7.37 - 468 -41- - - -7- — 1550-3- 350^3 EB 1
2:29:13.406 49.37 897 76 7 RT 1
2:29:13.765 51.00 W?6 76 7 1200-3 107-3 RB i

35.12 1002 66 e 0162-3 BT 1
S U B S Y S = i T O T A L = 4 MODE c TCTAL = 2 • - - -

2:29:24.372 56.12 460 42 7 1550-3 350-3 HB 1
2i29:25.497 50.12 • 875 - - - - 76 -ft — - 1200~3 —-112-3- BT- - 1



BFACON TARGET REPORTS 11/16/66 PACE 8
STIME RANGE ACP - DEC Q BEACON- -- -AIT- .. . QUA SIS

50.25 eee 77 ? - RT i
2:29:25.875 35.00 999 B7 0 . 0162-3 BT 1
2:29:26.2£0 37.00 1035 90 0 ' 1200-3 BT 1

?UPSYS = 1 TOTAL = 5 fODE C TOTAL = 2
2:29:36.3fc9 £4.75 494 - 4 3 7 • 1550-3 550-3 —• RB 1
2:29:37.517 50.00 879 77 7 RT 1

49.62 864 77 7 1200-3 101-3 RB 1
2:29:26.266 36.75 1833 90 0 1200-3 BT 1

SUESYS = 1 TOTAL = 4 MODE C TOTAL 2 -
2:29:48.598 53.62 507 44 7 1550-3 350-3 BB 1
2:29:49.727 49*25 877 77 7 - - - - - . . _ . . . . BT 1

50.25 693 76 7 1200-3 45-3 RB 1
2:29:50.226 36.37 1025 90 0 1200-3 - BT 1

36.50 1019 89 0 120SJ-2 6-3 BT 1
SUESKS = 1 TC1AL « 5 MODE C TOTAL = 2 - --

2:30:00.313 99.12 361 32 7 RT 1
2:30:00.669 52.37 522 45 7 1550-3 - 350-3 - • — RB — — 1
2:30:01.814 46.75 887 77 7 RT 1

51.00 900 79 0 1200-3 61-3 -- - - - BT 1
2:30:e2.192 36.00 1020 69 0 1200-3 6-3 BT 1

SUfcSYS •= 1 TOTAL - 5 MODE C TOTAL 3 . . _ . . .
2:32:12.711 51.12 £36 47 7 1550-3 350-3 RB 1
2:38:12.826 46.12 696- 76 - •• 7 - — RT- 1

51.00 912 80 7 1200-3 79-3 RB 1
2:30:14.213 3b.62 1018 fib tf 1200-3 10-3 BT 1

SUESYS = 1 TOTAL = 4 MODE C TOTAL = Z
2:30:24.765 50.00 £49 46 9, 1550-3 350-3 - - BT 1
2:30:25.916 48.75 697 78 7 RT 1

50.75 911 80 7 —- _ . _ _ _ . . ._ p-T \
50.62 91S 60 0 1200-3 94-3 ET 1

2:30:2C.ZS1 35.12 1008 66 0 1200-3 - 12-2 BT 1
SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL - 5 MODE C TOTAL * 3

2:30:26.bV2 46.67 567 49 0 1550-2 350-2 BT 1
2:2e:27.99i. 50.12 928 80 7 1200-3 101-3 RB 1

SUISKS = 1 TOTAL = 2 MODE C TOTAL 2 _ . . _. _ . _ .
2:30:4b.958 47.62 579 50 0 1550-3 BT 1

47.75 • 587 51 7 1550-3 350-2 RB 1
2:32:49.718 50.62 697 78 7 RT 1

49.62 912 60 7 1200-3 103-3 RB 1
SUBSlfS = 1 TOTAL = 4 MODE C TOTAL = 2

2:31:00.662 46.37 594 52 0 155«-3 350-3- —- — • --—' — BT 1
2:31:01.9fc£ 49.62 90£ 79 7 RT 1

49.67 904 79 £ 1200-3 77-3 - - BT 1
S U i S Y S = 1 T O T A L = 3 MODE C TOTAL * 2

2:31:12.256 44.67 607 53 7 1550-3 350-3 . _ . _ RB 1
2:31:14.006 £0.37 6G2 76 7 1200-3 30-3 BB 1

49.75 -918 " -Be ? • - _ . .. . __ . — . . — .. .._.fiT . _.. ±
SUBSYS •= 1 TOTAL •= 3 MODE C TOTAL = 2

2:31:24.959 43.37 612 53 « 1550-3 - 350-3 - BT 1
2:31:ib.32£ 51.25 7C0 66 2 1200-3 BT 1
2:31:26.086 £1.25 665 77 7 1200-3 ~ - - 50-3 ' RB 1

SUBSYS « 1 TOTAL = 3 MODE C TOTAL - 2
2:31:26.965 4li87 -- —615 54- • -0 1̂ 50-3 349-3- BT—



BEACON TARGET REPORTS li."8'8e PAGE 9
STIMI R A N G E - - A G P - - - D E C • -$ BEACON • A L T - - - - - - - -QUA S Y S

2:31:37.736 48.3? 699 75 7 RT 1
2:31:38.114 51.87 893 7fa 7 1200-3 65-3 RB 1

S U E S J S = 1 T O T A L = 3 MODE C TOTAL « 2
2:31 MS.066 40.25 623 54 ? 1550-3 350-3 RB 1
2:3H49.B36 48.87 - -869 -78 - 7 - - - EX - - 1

52.12 896 7b 7 1200-3 81-3 RB 1
S U B S Y S = 1 T O T A L = 3 MODE C TOTAL 2 - - • --

2:32:01.307 38.75 629 55 7 1550-3 349-3 RB 1
2:32:01.807 103.37 806 70 7 - RT 1
2:32:02.122 £0.00 892 7eJ 7 RT 1

52.0«- - 005 78 - - 7 -.1200-3 - --01-3 EB 1
S U b S Y S - 1 _ TOTAL « ,_-A__MpDB C TCTAL = 2

\.2:'32Tl3.011\ I 37.25( 632 55 7 . _^
"2:32:13.367 1 37.121 636 l 55 K 0550-31 349-3
2:32:13.764 50.62 6££ 7 7 7 * R T 1
2:32:14.141 51.37 905 79 7 1200-3 89-3 RB 1

S U B S Y S =.-_l____TOTAL = .-4— HOPE-C- TOTAL - --Z- - - —
644 56 7 r
644 56 e 1 L550-3) 349^3
nnn fmr+ n 1 • •

/2 : 35.75
35.62'

2:32:25.656 ^0.62 876 77 7 »" ' . KT 1
5V.&7 000 7 9 0 1200-3 56-3 . . . B T 1

S U P S Y S = 1 T O T A L = 4 KOCE C TOTAL * 2
2:32:27.S?y 40.87 6C2 ... - - 75 - 7 - BT- _. _ . .1
2:32:38.255 50.00 8S2 76 7 1200-3 3B-3 RB 1

S U b S Y S = 1 TOTAL = 2 MODi C TOTAL - 1
i. :32:49 .SC7 49.25 697 76 ? 1200-3 69-3

S U t S Y S = 1 TOTAL = 1 MODE C TOTAL - 1
2:33:01.955 49.37 904 79 7 1200-3 92-3

S U E S Y S = 1 TOTAL = 1 MOCE C TOTAL = 1 - — - —
2:33:14.212 49.75 926 79 7 1200-3 99-3 RB 1
2:33:14.714 37.12 1033 90 0 4441-3 6-3 BT I

S U P S Y S = 1 T C T A L = 2 MODI U TOTAL = 2
2:33:25.yi£ 103.37 806 70 7 BT 1
2:33:26.293 £1.25 904 79 7 RT 1

50.25 910 79 7 1200-3 - 14)1-3 - R B . . . 1
2:33:26.666 37.00 1033 90 0 4441-3 BT 1

SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL = 4 KOEE C TOTAL = 1
2:33:37.946 51.62 891 76 7 RT 1
2:33:38.321 50.62 907 79 7 1200-3 103-3 RB 1
2:33:36.696 36.67 1025 90 0 4441-3 BT 1

S U B S Y S = 1 T O T A L = 3 -hODE C TCTAL = 1
2:33:49.966 51.75 877 77 7
2:33:50.408 50.50 898 7« 7 1200-3 56-3
2:33:50.720 36.87 1032 90 0 4441-3

SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL = 3 MODE C TOTAL = 1
2:34:02.056 El.50 873 76 7

49.87 - 8W7 77 7 -1*08-3 43-3 —
2:34:02.806 36.75 1032 90 0 4441-3 6-3

SUBSYS = 1 TOIAL • 3 MODE C TOTAL = 2 -
2:34:14.061 103.25 806 7e 7

49.00 888 7b 0 1200-3 71-3 . . BT 1
2:34:14.833 36.75 1032 90 0 4441-3 6-3 ET 1

S U B S Y S •= 1 T O T A L = 3 - MOCK C-TOTAL •* - 2-- • - - - - - - -—

4371 Code- C-130

- Military Fits DT }



B E A C O N T A R G E T REPORTS 11/18/86 P A C E 10
S T I M E R A N G E ACF - - EEC- Q - - -BEACON - *LT - . . . . Q U A S Y S

2:34:1:5.911 103.25 60t> 70 7 RT 1
2:34:26.2b7 SB.25 870 76 7 RT 1

48.62 900 79 7 1200-3 98-3 RB 1
5 U I S Y S = 1 T O T A L = 3 MODE C TOTAL = 1

2:34:38.377 50.25 - 890 78 7 - — --RT 1
48.75 905 79 7 1200-3 1(37-3 RB 1

S U i S Y S = 1 T O T A L » 2 MODE C TOTAL » 1
2:34:50.359 £1.12 892 7B 7 RT 1

49.12 904 7S 7 RT 1
49.25 902 79 0 1200-3 103-3 BT 1

2i34:5e.7?3 36.87 1833 08 0 4441-1 6-3 - - — BT 1
S U E S Y S = 1 T O T A L = 4 MODE C TOTAL = 2

2:35:B2.111 51.50 884 77 7 HT 1
2:35:02.549 49.87 902 79 0 1200-3 70-3 BT 1

36.67 1030 98 0 4441-3 6-3 BT 1
S U B S Y S = 1 TOTAL = 3 MODE C TOTAL - Z

2:35:14.133 50.50 898 7b 7 • - — - - . - - - - R T 1
51.12 876 76 ? RT 1

2:35:14. MB 50.75 8S3 78 0 1200-3 33-3 BT 1
2:35:14.947 36.87 10*9 90 £ 0000-0 BT 1

S U B S Y S = 1 T O T A L = 4 MODE C TOTAL - 1
2:35:26.222 50.37 865 76 7 RT 1
<:35:Z€.5t;e 51 »i5 901 79 7 1200-3 - - - 50-3 — - • - • • - - RB- - 1

36.87 1029 90 0 0000-0 BT 1
SUESTfS = 1 TOTAL = - 3 MODE C TOTAL = 1

2:35:28.4 £7 49.87 878 77 7 RT 1
51.37 Sll 80 7 - RT 1
51.12 90S 79 0 1200-3 68-3 BT 1

2:35:38.801 36.75 1029 90 0 4441-3 - . . . BT 1
S U E S Y S = 1 TOTAL = 4 MOEE C TCTAL = 1

2:35:50.511 50.25 69Z 78 7 - RT 1
50.62 913 80 7 1200-3 81-3 RB 1

2:35:50.886 36.75 102S 90 0 4441-3 6-3 ET 1
S U P S Y S = 1 T O T A L = 3 MODE C TOTAL = 2

2:36:02.1=6 1B2.37 605 70 7 - RT 1
2:36:02,533 49.75 900 ?y ? BT 1

50.12 912 80 7 1*00-3 RB 1
i:Z6:ei.9e? 36.75 1030 90 0 4465-3 484-3 ID BT 1

S U b S Y S = 1 T O T A L = 4 MODE C TOTAL « 1
2:36:14.612 50.12 905 79 7 1200-3 58-3 RB 1

36.87 1030 90 0 4441-1 - - - BT 1
S l l S Y S = 1 TC1AL = 2 MOCE C TOTAL = 1

2:36:i!fa.3?2 50.50 892 78 ? 1200-3 33-3 RB 1
2:36:26.698 ' 36.87 1024 90 0 1200-3 BT 1
2:36:27.074 36.62 1029 9fc 0 1200-1 • BT 1

S U i S Y S = 1 T O T A L = 3 MODE C T O T A L = 1
2:36:38,526 50.62 676 77 7 1200-3 • 60-3 - -- - RB • 1 "

50.25 916 80 7 RT 1
2:36:3fa.914 36.75 1026 90 0 4441-1 - -• BT 1

36.50 1029 90 0 0000-0 BT 1
SUESYS = 1 TOTAL = 4 MODE C TOTAL = 1

2:36:50.625 50.75 869 76 7. 1200-3 88-3 RB 1
2:36:51.000 36.50 - 10E2 - 69 fl--- 0000-0 --Bf 1



BIACON TARGET REPORTS 11/18/66 PAGE 11
STIMt RANGE ACP -- IEG •- Q -- BSAGGN - ALT - -• — - -• --QUA SYS

36.3? i0it ye e 1721-3 464-s BT i
36.75 1031 90 0 4441-1 BT 1

S U P S Y S = 1 TOTAL = 4 MODi C TOTAL •= 2
2:27:0£.2ee 103.25 80S ?e 7 RT 1
2:37:02.645 50.62 859 75 7 1200-3 • -B8-3 - - - - RB 1
2 :37:02.023 36.75 1028 90 0 4441-3 6-3 BT 1

SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL = 3 MODE C TOTAL = 2
2:37:14.414 49.67 860 75 ? 1200-3 82-3 KB 1

51.12 8CZ 78 7 HT 1
2:37:14.769 36.75 1029 90 0 4441-3 292-3 BT 1

SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL = 3 MODE C TOTAL «- -S - -- —
2:37: £6.41:7 103.25 606 72 7 RT 1

51.37 873 7e 7 RT 1
49.50 8b7 77 0 1200-3 64-3 BT 1

2:37126.936 36.75 1028 90 0 4441-3 - - BT 1
SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL = 4 MODE C TOTAL » 1

2:3Vl38.«39 49.00 895-- - 7t* 7 - - 1200-3 &&-3 RB 1
36.75 1029 90 0 4441-3 292-3 BT 1

SUESYS = 1 TCTAL = 2 MODE C TOTAL 2 •
2:37:50.299 48.25 768 67 0 1200-3 BT 1
2:37:50.800 48.12 906 78 7 • RT 1

48.25 901 79 0 1200-3 52-3 BT 1
2:3?:£1.0Se 36.75 - 1026 90 0 4441-3 •-• *&2-3 - -B-T —- - 1

SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL - 4 MODE C TOTAL • 2
2:38: fc»2.7 53 48.37 879 7 7 7 RT 1

47.62 918 80 7 1200-3 53-3 KB 1
2:36:02.11:5 36.75 10Z9 90 0 4441-3 6-3 BT 1

SUbSYS = 1 TOTAL = 3 MODE C TOTAL •= 2
2:38:14.771 47.87 927 81 7 —• --- - - — - RT 1

48.00 934 82 K 1200-3 72-3 BT 1
2:36:15.146 36.75 1028 90 0 4441-3 292-3 BT 1

SUiSlfS « 1 TOTAL = 3 MODE C TOTAL » 2
2:38:26.485 46.62 897 7b 7 RT 1
2:38:i6.861 48.62 923 81 0 1200-3 90-3 BT 1

48.75 U4B 82 0 - 1200-3 - --• - - BT 1
2:38:27.236 36.75 1028 90 « 4441-3 6-3 BT 1

SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL « 4 MOLE C TOTAL = 2
2:38:28.956 49.12 918 80 0 1200-3 95-3 BT 1

36.75 1029 90 £ 4441-3 BT 1
SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL =* 2 MODE C TOTAL - 1

2:38150.604 46.50 930 81 7- - - .-. - — ET~ - -- -1
2:38:50.9?S 49.12 903 79 7 1200-3 90-3 RB 1

36.75 1029 90 0 4441-3 . BT 1
SUBSYS « 1 TOTAL = 3 MODE C TOTAL = 1

2:39:02.818 48.37 09b 78 7 1200-3 • 103-3 • RB 1
2:39:03.1 £.3 36.75 1029 90 0 4441-3 292-3 BT 1

SUBSYS = 1 TCTAL - 2 MODE C- TOTAL -• -2 - • • - - •-
2:39:14.906 47.62 699 79 7 RT 1

47.75 896 78 0 1200-3 124-3 BT 1
2:39:15.283 36.75 1029 . 90 0 4441-3 292-3 BT 1

SUflSYS = 1 TOTAL = 3 MODE C TOTAL " £
2:39:26.927 47.12 903 79 7 1200-3 1?S-3 RB 1
2:39:27.304 36.75 - 1016 - 89 - 0 - 4441-3 — -292-3 — BT ..1



BIACON TARGET REPORTS 11/18/86 pACE ^
STIMI RANGE - - - ACP-- - DEC Q BEACON -ALT . QUA, . sxs

SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL " 2 MODE C TOTAL «= 2
2:39:26.625 48.75 89C 7fi 7 RT 1
2:39:39.«*10 47.25 917 80 0 1200-3 115-3 BT 1
2:39:29.385 36.87 1029 90 0 4441-3 BT 1

SUlbYS - 1 TOUL • 3 MOCB C TOTAL - 1 -- - - --- - • - -
2:39:bl .091 48.12 923 81 7 1200-3 111-3 BB 1

36.87 1030 90 0 4441-3 BT 1
SUPSYS = 1 T01AL = 2 MODE C TOTAL - 1

2:4e:Bi.723 47.12 E66 79 7 RT 1
2:40:02.110 48.75 91? 80 7 1200-3 82-3 RB 1

36*07 ieiJ3 89 0 4441-3 - 6-3 BT - • 1
G U E S T S = 1 T O T A L = 3 MOEE C T O T A L = £

2:40:14.948 46,62 910 79 7 RT 1
46.50 905 79 7 1200-3 39-3 RB 1

2:40:15.441 36.87 1027 90 0 4441-3 BT 1
S U I S Y S = 1 T01AL = 3 MODE C TOTAL = I

2:40:27.02;= 48i75 8S5 ?8 7 1200-3 61-3 - . . . . _ . BB 1
48.25 916 60 7 RT 1

2:40:27.408 36.67 1029 90 0 4655-1 BT 1
SUESYS = 1 TOTAL = 3 MODE C TOTAL = 1

2:40:i9.0£0 49.25 867 77 7 1200-3 76-3 RB 1
47.62 928 81 7 RT 1

2:40:39.425 36.87 1026 90 0 4441-3 -6-» . - .. - - -- . . - - BT 1
SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL = 3 MODE C TOTAL •= 2

2:4B:51.130 49.75 697 78 7 1200-3 65-3 HB 1
2:40:bl.504 36.75 1027 90 0 4441-3 BT 1

SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL • 2 MODE C TOTAL " 1
2:41:02.624 49.67 90E 76 7 RT 1
2:41:03.206 50.00 909 79 0 1200-3 - 90-3 - — - - - BT 1

36.75 1027 90 0 4441-3 6-3 BT 1
S U B S Y S - 1 T O T A L - 3 MODE C TOTAL « 2

2:41:1£.026 49.67 912 60 Z 1200-3 BT 1
2:41:15.411 36.87 1026 90 0 4441-3 6~3 BT 1

S U E S Y S = 1 TOTAL = 2 MODE C TOTAL = 1
2:41:27.U3 49.12 916 60 0 1200-3 70-3 - - •— - BT 1

S U B S Y S = 1 TC1AL = 1 MODE C TOTAL "= 1
2:41:3b.7ti0 48.00 776 68 0 0000-0 BT 1
2:41:39.156 48.00 907 79 7 1200-3 38-3 RB 1

SUbSYS = 1 TC1AL = 2 MODE C TOTAL » 1
2:41:51.245 47.37 909 79 0 1200-3 79-3 BT 1

47.12 913 • 60 7 - - . . . . _ . _ . _ _ -..._ ___ RT \
S U E S Y S «= 1 T O T A L = 2 MODE C T O T A L « 1

2:42:0£.94E 49.50 901 79 7 HT 1
47.12 922 61 7 HT 1

2:42:03.324 47.25 914 80 0 1200-3 94-3 BT 1
SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL = 3 MODE C TOTAL = 1

2:42:14.966 49.IE 904 7S ? • — . • - - - -- — HT - 1
2:42:15.343 47.62 924 81 0 1200-3 99-3 BT 1

SUESYS = 1 TOTAL • 2 MODE C TOTAL - 1
2:42:27.173 48.12 9£E 61 7 RT 1

46.25 929 81 9 1200-3 97-3 BT 1
SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL = 2 MODE C TOTAL «= 1

2:42:39.257 48.12 919 - 60 7 1200-3 - 63-3-- ~ ~- • • --RB -- 1



blACON TARGET REPORTS 11/18/66 PAGE 13
Stlfl RANGE ACP CBG Q - BEACON ALT — --- - -- QUA SYS

SUfcSYS = 1 TOTAL = 1 MODE C TOTAL « 1
2:42:51.282 46.62 906 79 7 HT 1

48.62 907 7G 7 '• 1200-3 33-3 BB 1
SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL = 2 MODE C TOTAL = 1

2:43:03.3fc? 46.87 - 917 60 7 - -. - . .- - - RT - I
49.25 909 79 0 1200-3 56-3 - BT 1

SUESYS = 1 TOTAL = 2 MODE C TOTAL * 1 .
2:42 :i4.659 49.37 777 66 £ 1200-3 BT 1
2:43:15.074 47.75 9l£ 8 0 7 - . _ . . . . H T 1

49.37 913 80 0 1200-3 69~3 BT 1
2:43:24.843 121.£5 63- -7 7 — ._ . ™ ET 1

S U i S Y S = 1 T O T A L = 4 MODE C TOTAL- = 1
2:43:27.475 49.12 022 81 0 1200-3 73-3 . . - - . BT 1

S U E S Y S = 1 T O T A L - 1 MODE C TOTAL = 1
2:43:39.2£« 48.50 931 81 I 1200-3 73-3 BT 1

SUliSYS = 1 TOTAL = 1 MODE C TOTAL = 1
2:43151.338 47.62 932 81 - 7 RT 1

47.75 928 81 B 1200-3 71-3 BT 1
S U I S Y S = 1 T O T A L = £ MODE C TOTAL = 1 -

2:44:03.362 47.12 924 81 7 1200-3 71-3 HB 1
S U B S Y S = 1 TOTAL = 1 MODE C TOTAL = 1

i:44:15.449 47.12 925 81 7 RT 1
46.75 - 800 - --78 7 - 1200-3 - 71-3 . . _ . ... AB .. - - - 1

SUESYS = 1 TOTAL « 2 MODE C TOTAL = 1
2:44:27.475 46.87 901 79 7 1200-3 70-3 RB 1

SUESYS = 1 TCTAL = 1 MODE C TOTAL = 1
2:44:39.163 47.25 691 78 7 1200-3 71-3 RB 1

SUiSYS = 1 TOTAL = 1 MODE C TOTAL - 1
2:44:51.393 47.75 885 77 7 1200-3 — 72-3 - • - -- . .. ._ . ., . HE. . 1

SUESYS = 1 TOTAL = 1 MODE C TOTAL = 1
2:45:03.466 46.37 StZ 77 7 1200-3 74-3 RB 1

SUfcSYS = 1 TOTAL = 1 MODE C TOTAL - 1
2:45:15.502 48.87 886 77 7 RT 1

49.00 860 V7 7 1200-3 76-3 RB 1
2:45:24.955 144.37 46 4 7 . . .. RT - - i

5UBSYS «= 1 TOTAL - 3 MODE C TOTAL = 1
2:45:27.583 49.87 861 77 7 1200-3 77-3 RB 1

SUESYS = 1 TOTAL = 1 MODE C TOTAL = 1
2:45:38.912 50.50 757 66 G 1200-1 BT 1
2:45:39.2d7 50.37 684 77 7 RT 1
2:45:39.662 -50.50 -887 -. - 7 7 -7 1200-3- - .81-3 RB -1

SUBSYS = 1 T01AL = 3 MODE C TOTAL * 1
2:45:51.502 51.00 687 77 7 1200-3 64-3 HB 1

SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL = 1 MODE C TOTAL = 1
2:46:03.213 51.37 766 67 0 1200-3 - BT 1

51.37 888 78 7 1200-3 85-3 RB 1
2:46:03.714 51.50 -909 79 7 1200-3 8&-3 RB - 1

SUESYS = 1 TOTAL = 3 MODE C TOTAL = 2
2:46:15.621 51.75 910 79 7 1208-3 85-3 RB 1

SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL = 1 MODE C TOTAL « 1
2:46:27.706 52.12 920 80 7 1200-3 86-3 - - . RB 1

SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL - 1 MODE C TOTAL = 1
2l46l39.731 52.50 926 81 -—7 1200-3 86-3 — _BB-- 1



B E A C O N T A R G E T R E P O R T S 11/18/86 PACE 14
ST1ME BANGE AOF DEC Q -BfcACGN ALT-- ftOfc STS

SUBSYE = 1 TOTAL = 1 MODE C TOTAL - 1
2:46:51.820 52.87 935 82 7 1200-3 85-3 R8 1

Sl'BSYS = 1 TOTAL = 1 MODE C TOTAL " 1
21:47:63.664 53.37 948 83 7 1200-3 83-3 KB 1

SUtSYS = 1 TOTAL - 1 MODE C TOTAL 1 • • ~ - -
2:47:15.691 53.50 960 84 7 RT 1

53.87 955 83 0 1200-3 62-3 • - - - BT 1
SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL = 2 MODE C TOTAL = 1

2:47:27.776 54.37 966 64 7 1200-3 60-3 RB 1
SUBSYS = 1 T01AL = 1 MODE C TOTAL = 1

2:47:39.4E6 103;37 605 70 ? - -- -• — —- - -RT- 1
2:47:39.863 54.87 976 85 7 1200-3 78-3 RB 1

SUBSYS •= 1 TOTAL • 2 MODI C TOTAL - 1
2:47:̂ 1.886 55.37 977 8^ 7 1200-3 76-3 RB 1

SUtSYS = 1 TOTAL = 1 MODE C TOTAL « ' 1
2:48:03.974 55.75 995 87 7 1200-3 74-3 RB 1

SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL • 1 MODE C TOTAL 1 — — — • - •-•—- —
2:48:16.120 56.00 997 87 2 4431-3 74-3 BT 1

SUfcSYS = 1 TOTAL = 1 MODE C TOTAL - 1
2:48:28.160 56.3? 100E 86 7 4431-3 70-3 RB 1

SUBSYS •= 1 TOTAL = 1 MODE C TOTAL <* 1
2:48:40.246 56.37 1021 89 7 RT 1

56.50 1016 89 7 4431-3 -66-3 -- — — -RB — 1
SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL = 2 MODE C TOTAL = 1

c:«£:&£.32? 56.37 10£8 90 7 - RT 1
56.50 1026 90 Z 4431-3 64-3 BT 1

SUBSYS - 1 TOTAL - 2 MODE C TOTAL 1
2:49:03.973 56.12 1035 90 7 RT 1
2:49:12.427 121.00 89 7 7 - - RT 1

SUBSYS = 1 TOTAL = 2
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USDepOTTmenr A laskan Region
of Transportation

Federal Aviation ? o t c S t r e e i . SG
Administration _ Ancncr.iq*.

99513

February 21, 1987

IK RESPONSE TO YOUR REQUEST:

The attached order form is in response to your request for

Federal Aviation Administration information regarding the unidentified

traffic sighting by the flight crew of Japan Airlines flight 1628, on

November 17, 1986.

We have described, itemized and listed all the materials that

have been produced or obtained by the FAA in this investigation. They

are listed on the attached order form.

Some persons may have found the cost of purchasing the entire

inquiry package of materials to be expensive and contain items that they

might not want. Hence, we have taken the opportunity to list and describe

each item, with cost, so that your order can be tailored to fit your needs

and budget. Please note that an order which totals $5.00 or less will

be provided free of charge.

Please read the instructions carefully and return your request

with payment in full.

Paul Steucke
Public Affairs Officer

60 Yaarm of Air Traffic Control Excellence
- A Standard for tha World -



USDeportment . .
ofTransportotion ?^°ffi *"*'
Federal Aviation 7°'c street. BOI u
* -j_-.^. Anchorage. Alaska 99513
Aaminisrranon O07j 2/1-5296

LIST OF RECORDS AVAILABLE

ORDER FORM
for

JAL FLIGHT 1628
TRAFFIC SIGHTING

NOVEMBER 18.̂ 086 UTC
(The event occurred on November 17, 1986 Alaska Standard Time)

Add fees' for items ordered. Make payable to Federal Aviation
Administration. Send check or money order; no credit cards. Do not
send cash.

(Note: Do not send payment if total amount of order is less than
tS^QQ.)

TOTAL AMOUNT ENCLOSED: $_

FAA W I L L PAT COST OF D E L I V E R Y S E R V I C E BY R E G U L A R FIRST CLASS
U.S. POSTAGE QflLl. IF YOU WISH TO HAVE COPIES SENT TO YOU BY FEDERAL
EXPRESS, DHL7UH OTHER DELIVERY S E R V I C E , PI FASE INDICATE SERVICE
DESIRED, AND PROVIDE Y O U R A C C O U N T N U M B E R FOH BILLING OF SHIPPING
COSTS:

Service desired FIRST c^A^S IA s. t>gs-rAg ̂

Account number

Your Name *QTU*L- DFO N&TWC»g*f " i M C .

Address I6>3 OlpTgwis/ t-

*J T CrX A- S—y



LIST OF RECORDS AVAILABLE

ORDER FORM
for

JAL FLIGHT 1628
UHIDEHTIFIED TRAFFIC SIGHTING

NOVEMBER 18T 1Q86 UTC
(The event occurred on November 17, 1986 Alaska Standard Time)

PLEASE MARK ITEMS DESIRED.

$194.30 Complete package of all written records and photographs
plus all tape recordings.

$9*1.30 Complete package of written records and photographs only.

O

o

O

o

o

o

$5.05 Complete Inspection/Investigator (Fl ight Standards)
package, includes items 1 through 9*

$0 .30 1 . FAA Form 8020-5, A i r c r a f t I nc iden t Record .
(Br ie f summary s t a tement , submi t t ed by Fl ight
S t a n d a r d s D i v i s i o n , J a n u a r y 26, 1987) (2
pages)

$0.45 2. FAA Form 3112, Inspec t ion and Surve i l l ance
R e c o r d ; notes b y I n s p e c t o r J a c k W r i g h t
a f t e r i n t e r v i e w of pilot and c r e w , 11/17/86.
(3 p a g e s w r i t t e n p l u s 2 pages d r a w i n g s )

$0.30 " 3. FAA Form 1600-32-1, Notes of i n t e rv i ew wi th
all three crew m e m b e r s of JAL Flight 1628;
c o m p l e t e d b y S e c u r i t y I n s p e c t o r R o n a l d
E. M i c k l e , 11/17/86. (2 pages )

$0.40 4. FAA Form 1600-32-1, Notes on i n t e rv i ew w i t h
all three crew members of JAL Flight 1628,
m a p , and d r a w i n g by the pilot; completed by
Special Agent James D e r r y , 11/17/86.
( 4 pages)

$1.15 5 . T r a n s c r i p t o f I n t e r v i e w w i t h C a p t a i n
T e r a u c h i , 1 / 2 / 8 7 , b y R i c h a r d G o r d o n ,
m a n a g e r o f f l i g h t s t a n d a r d s d i s t r i c t
o f f i ce in A n c h o r a g e . ( 1 9 pages)

$1.10 6. W r i t t e n S t a t e m e n t and D r a w i n g by Cap ta in
T e r a u c h i ; in J a p a n e s e . ( 1 6 pages w r i t t e n ,
plus 2 pages d r a w i n g s )

-more-



Page 2

JAL 11MTDEHTIFIED TRAFFIC SIGHTTMH Order Mat continued

$0.85 7- W r i t t e n S t a t e m e n t by C a p t a i n T e r a u c h i ;
t r ans l a t ed by S. M i m o t o of FA A A l a s k a n
R e g i o n . Engl ish translation of item *6.
( 13 pages)

$1.35 8. Transcript of In terview with First Officer
T a m e f u j i , on 1/5/87 by I n s p e c t o r P e t e r
E. Beckner. (23 pages)

$0.50 9. Transcript of In te rv iew with Flight Eng inee r
T s u k u b a o n 1 / 1 5 / 8 7 b y I n s p e c t o r P e t e
Beckner. (5 pages w r i t t e n , plus 1 page
d r a w i n g )

$67.70 Complete AIR TRAFFIC PACKAGE, includes Items 10 through
12.

o

o

$3.05 10. Chronology of Events , report of Unident i f ied
Traf f ic Sighting by Japan Air l ines F l igh t
1628, November 17, 1986. (5 pages)

Transcr ipt ion of communication between air
t ra f f ic control and JAL Flight 1628.
(23 pages)

Flight path chart . 1 page ( m a p )

Personnel s ta tements . (S ta tements by seven
air traffic control specialists at Anchorage
Cen te r . ) (8 pages)

FAA Form 7230-1, Dai ly Record of Facil i ty
Opera t ions fo r A n c h o r a g e Ai r Rou te T r a f f i c
C o n t r o l C e n t e r , s h o w i n g t i m e a n d w a t c h
superv i sors ' en t r i e s of m a j o r i t e m s in
fac i l i ty log. (3 pages)

FAA Form 7230-10, Position Logs. ( R e c o r d
o f which employees w e r e w o r k i n g e a c h
position at what t i m e . ) (2 pages)

$7.75 11. Anchorage Air Rou te T r a f f i c Control Cen te r
c o m p u t e r p r i n t o u t o f C o n t i n u o u s D a t a
Recordings (radar tracking data)
(151 pages)

-more-



Page 3

JAL UHTDEHTIFTED TRAFFIC SIGHTTHR Order List continued

$57.25 12. Simulated Radar Data, JAL Flight 1628.
(5 color 7 1/2" X 7 1/2" photos, 5 pages)

o

o
o

$0.55 13. Selected portions of voice transcriptions, pilot
of JAL 1628 and FAA controllers, in chronological
order; as released by FAA Public Affairs Office,
March 5, 1987- (Data extracted from transcription
in item tf9)

$10.00 14. Series of four black and white 5" X 7" glossy
photographs of partially regenerated radar data,
as photographed by Paul Steucke, January 7, 1987.

$11.00 15. Series of four color 5" X 7" photographs of
partially regenerated radar data, as photographed
by Paul Steucke, January 7, 1987.

O
o
o

$25.00 16. Cassette tape of I n t e r v i e w wi th C a p t a i n Te rauch i
57 minu tes . (Same data as i tem #5)

$25.00 17. Cas se t t e t ape of I n t e r v i e w w i t h F i r s t Off
T a m e f u j i . 45 minu t e s . (Same data as item //

$50.00 18.. C a s s e t t e t a p e o f c o m m u n i c a t i o n s b e t w e e n Ai r
Tra f f i c Control and JAL Flight 1628.
1 hour 30 minutes . (Same da^a as 23 page
t ranscr ip t ion in i tem .

FRFF TTFHS

C J
^^^

free 19. News release by FAA Public Affairs (Information
constructed from personal notes provided by Jim
Derry, obtained in interviews with JAL Flight 1628
crew the evening of 11/17/86) (2 pages)

free 20. News release statement March 5, 1987, by FAA
Public Affairs Office upon release of investigation
materials.

free • 21. Description of "Split-Beacon Target" by FAA
Alaskan Region Airway Facilities Division. (1 page)

-more-



Page 4
.TAL UHIDEHTTFIED TRAFFIC SIGHTING Order List continued

free 22. Alert Report from Director of FAA Alaskan Region
to FAA Administrator, 12/31/86. Record of telephone
conversations of Deputy Director, FAA Alaskan
Region with General Nichols, Colonel Wick, and
Captain Jim Crickenberger (U.S. Air Force) on
1/2/87. Table of contents of file kept in FAA
Alaskan Region Director's office, pertaining to
11/17/86 unidentified object sighting by Japan Air
Lines flight 1628. (5 pages)

PLEASE COMPLETE AND RETURN THE ENTIRE ORDER FORH TO

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
ATTN: PUBLIC AFFAIRS OFFICE, AAL-5
701 C STREET, BOX 14
ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99513



UTC Universal Time Coordinated. (Used to be Greenwich Time, Zulu)

NORAD North American Defense Air Command

FSDO-63 FAA Flight Standards District Office, Anchorage/S.C. Area

POTAT Intersection location name on airway map. (Northwest of •
Fort Yukon.

J529 Airway route

INS Internal Navigation System

ARTCC (Anchorage) Air Route Traffic Control Center (Enroute traffic)

PVD Plan View Display (Radar Screen)

ROCC Regional Operations Command Center (Military, AF)

350 35,000 feet elevation
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4. CATEGOR

Li] AIR CAR

Q AIR TAX

LJ COMMUT

1.

| 2 D A T £

1/29/87

Y

R I E R - T Y P E

| 1 GENERAL AVIATION

ER LJoTHER

AIRFRAME

MAKE/MODEL

Boeing 737
REGISTRATION NO. A I R C R A F T oi

CLASS £

N743AS 5
AIRWORTHINESS CLASS UJ

Standard CN
HOURS

T.S.O.

N/A
TOTAL TIME

N/A

3 T i V E iLocit;

184 OAST

;"- < eV.j *C ?3?.:7*ra:L;r.a j

A I R C R A F T INCIDENT R E C O R D

5. DAY OF W E E K 7. LOCATION (City jnd State i

Thursday
6 C O O R D I N A T E S 60 miles west of McGrath, AK

8. N E A R E S T F i x (Rddml jnd Distance i
63.20N

157. 30W MCG 272°/60 miles

MAKE.'MODEL TOTAL HOUR>
N/A /^

S E R I A L NO. malfunctioning) /

1. 2. /

S
7.S.O. i \talfunctfoinnxi

1 / 2.

S
1. NAME AND ADDRESS

Alaska Airlines
Seattle, Washington

2. FLIGHT NO. 4. MA INT DESIGNATOR
AS #53 ASAA

3. UNDER FAR 5. CAB 298C FILED

121 ; VES S. NO
1. PERSONS 2. PERSONS 3. MINOR

INVOLVED ABOARD INJURY

PASSENGERS
17 0

FLIGHT CREW ^ n

CABIN CREW
! 2 0

GROUND CREW g " Q

PUBLIC/OTHER Q Q

TOTALS
21 ' 0

HANDICAPPED Q Q

EVACUATION
INJURIES « «

4. SERIOUS
INJURY

0

6 AIR C A R R I E R
OPERATING CERTIFI -
CATE NO.

802
7 O P E R A T I N G C E R T I F I -

C A T E NO

N/A
5. FATAL

INJURY

0

6. OAMA JE

3
. 

P
R

O
P

E
L

L
E

R
S

M A K E / M O D E L T O T A L HOURS

N/A /

S E R I A L NO

1.

(Malftincnomngi.f

1. /

/
T 3.O. (Half

/

tnc/funinRi

> 4.
A U T H O R I Z E D OPERATIONS UNDER FAR
P A R T S .

121
AUTHORIZED OPERATIONS UNDER FAR
P A R T S :

N/A
8

X 1 NO\E

Mi\oa
SUBSTANTIAL

0 0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0
9. PART NAME/NO. // / A

' "AM6 N/A

O CONTROLLED 1 1 UNCONTROLLED

2. RUNWAY
NUMBER

1. SOURCE

Pilot
2. TIME

1835AST

3. FIELD 4. RUNWAY 5. SURFACE CONDI-
ELEVATION LENGTH TION

3. SKY CON- 5. VISIBILITY 7. D.P. 8. WIND
DITtON RESTRICTION

Clear none UNK UNK
4. VISIBILITY 8. TEMP. 9. ALTIMETER

Unlimited -38° ADDDX. 29.92

DESTROYtD i

F I R E Ar

j

rcq

TV L

IMPACT

J A V A G E ,

T Y P E OF F L Y I N G

PERSONAL

3USINESS

E X E C U T I V E : CORP
INSTRUCTION

A E R I A L APPLICATION

!SJDUSTa iA '_ S P E C I A L

UNKNOWN cgflq Y

7. PHASE OF OP

GROUND

T A X I

T A K E O F F

CLIMB .
X LEVEL FLIGHT

DESCENT

APPROACH

LANDING

TEST

FOREST FIRE

PARACHUTE

AIR SHCW

X PASSENGER

CARGO

PASSENGER.'CARGO

MAIL

t OTHER

UNiCNOWN

6. REMARKS

10. REMARKS

FAA Form 8020*5 u-aoi SUPERSEDES PREVIOUS EDITION
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US Deportment
of TfonsporroTton

fectoral Avkitton

iNFOFHATION; Transcription concerning the Daie FEE 9 1987
incident involving Alaska Airlines 53 on
January 30, 1987

Rcoiy to

From Bobby J. Larokin A1tn of

Air Traffic Service Evaluator
Alaskan Region

To

This transcription covers the time period from January 30, 1987, 0336 OTC to
January 30, 1987, 0349 UTC.

Agencies Making Transmissions Abbreviation

Anchorage Air Route Traffic Control Center ZAN

Alaska Airlines Flight 53 AS53

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the following is a true transcription of the recorded
conversations pertaining to the subject aircraft incident.

Name

ATS Evaluator
Title

(0336)

*.

(0337)

(0338)

0339:29 AS53 Center fifty-three



0339:30 ZAN Alaska fifty-three—go ahead

0339:33 AS53 Any traffic in this ah area do you headed towards Anchorage

0339:36 ZAN Ah I have one caning outbound from Anchorage towards McGrath
at this time—its a piper navajo at twelve thousand and ah—I
have a same direction Ryan Air beech zero two estimating over
McGrath zero four zero eight at two five zero other than that
I don't have any other airplanes

0339:52 AS53 Okay we're just curious up at about our altitude ah headed
that direction—thanks you haven't had any UPO reports
lately—huh

0340:10 ZAN Well I was just getting ready to ask you about that ah could
you tell me ah the position of that aircraft

0340:15 AS53 * (Ahead) just underneath our radar pickup up a blip he's
moving about a mile a second just pulled right away
(unintelligible) shot at him but ah—*(man) he was there and
then he was gone

0340:26 ZAN Alaska fifty-three roger and ah—ah did you have any visual
sighting with that aircraft or anything like that

0340:32 AS53 Negative we just pickup up on radar the ah traffic and ah
just watched it just pulls out straight ahead of us and just
just disappear in a natter of seconds

0340:41 ZAN Alaska fifty-three roger standby please

0344:31 AS53 Anchorage Alaska fifty-three McGrath

0344:34 ZAN Alaska fifty-three go ahead

0344:36 AS53 Fifty-three McGrath at zero three four four level three five
zero—Anchorage zero four one four landing

0344:45 ZAN Alaska fifty-three roger contact Anchorage Center one one
eight point two six zero DME southeast of McGrath—and I just
checked on this we don't have military as active there



shouldn't be any any military aircraft over we're ah not
talking too at this time operating in }*xir vicinity ah have
you shown any else on radar since that last ah contact

0345:03 AS53 Ah no sir

0345:06 ZAN Alaska fifty-three will see you next tine good day

0345:08 AS53 (unintelligible)

(0346)

(0347)

(0348)

(0349)

End of Transcript

*Ihie portion of the recording is not entirely clear, but this represents
the best interpretation possible under the circumstances.



USDeportmert Alaskan Region
*510 U. In t ' l . Airport Ro»d. Suite JO2
AachongB. Al«k* 99502-1088

STATEMENT OF INTERVIEW WITH ALASKA AIRLINES CREW

January 29, 1987 at 1930 AST

At approximately 1900 on January 29, 1987» I received a call from
Anchorage Center Manager, stating that Alaska Airlines Flight No. 53 had
reported to Anchorage Center that it had seen a target on their weather
radar and asked if the Center had any other aircraft operating in the
area. I informed the ARTCC Manager that I would interview the crew at
Anchorage International Airport.

I interviewed the crew at Alaska Airlines Operations on January 29, 1987
at approximately 1930 AST. The crew stated that they had departed Nome,
Alaska at 1800 enroute to Anchorge. The incident happened approximately
60 miles west of McGrath, Alaska. The aircraft was operating on a heading
of East at an altitude of 35 » 000 feet and an airspeed of Mach .73. The
weather was clear and the visibility was unlimited. At approximately 1835
AST the crew noticed a return on the weather radar at their 12 o'clock
position and at a range of 25 miles. Both pilots stated that the target
was strong and bright. They both looked outside and could not see any
lights or targets. Looking back at the radar the target had moved
approximately 5 miles further ahead of them to approximately 30 miles.
Each sweep of the radar (approximately 1 second) the target would move 5
miles further ahead of them until it went off the radar scope at 50 miles.
The captain stated that since the military was having "war games" in the
area that it was probably a USAF Aircraft going at a very high rate of
speed. He then called Anchorage Center and asked the controller if there
was any reported aircraft in the area and reported what he had seen.

The area is not within radar coverage of the Anchorage ARTCC. The
controller on duty checked with the USAF (Alaska Air Command) and was told
the they did not have aircraft operating in that area at that time.

Richard 0. Gordon
Manager
AAL FSDO-63



PERSONNEL STATEMENT

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
Anchorage Air Route Traffic Control Center

February 3, 1987

The following is a report concerning the incident involving Alaska Airlines
Plight 53 (AS53) at approximately 40W HCG on January, 30 1987 at 0340 UTC.

My name is Briggs N. Willoughby (BW). I am employed as the Assistant Manager
of Automation by the Federal Aviation Administration at the Anchorage Air
Route Traffic Control Center (ARTCC), Anchorage, Alaska.

I have reviewed recorded radar data covering the time and location of the
reported incident. I found nothing to indicate that an aircraft performing
as reported was present.

Ass iterant Manager, Automatic!
Anchorage ARTCC



News
US Deportment oit.ee of Pu&ttc
Of Transportation Alas" n° Regwn

7Ql C Street. Box u
Anchorage. Aiasna 99513

Administration OOTJ 271-5296

CONTACT: PAUL STEUCKE

FOR MEDIATE RELEASE
February 6, 1987 (REVISED FEB.21.1987)*
086-06 t»87-OQ)

UMCMOMN TRAFFIC SIGHTED
ON ONBOARD HEATHER RADAR

The Alaska Airlines flight crew of a Boeing 737 aircraft, flight 053,
enroute from Nome to Anchorage, Alaska, on January 29, 1987, reported to the
FAA Anchorage Air Route Traffic Control Center, the sighting of unidentified
air traffic on their onboard weather radar system. The incident occured at
about 6:39 pro, 60 miles west of the community of McGrath, which is
approximately 200 miles northwest of Anchorage. The aircraft was flying at
35,000 feet altitude at night, the weather was clear.

Both pilots noticed the target on their weather radar scope and looked to
see if there was any "traffic" in front of them. At no time did either
crewmember see anything outside the aircraft. The Captain asked the FAA air
traffic contoller in Anchorage if there was "any traffic in this-ah-area, do
you—-headed towards Anchorage?".

The FAA controllers at the air route control center in Anchorage reported a
piper navajo at twelve thousand outbound from Anchorage towards McGrath, and a
Beech estimated to be over McGrath at 4:04 pm, but nothing else.

The Alaska Airlines Captain responded, "Okay, we're just curious. Up at
about our altitude (35,000) ah..headed that direction—thanks—...You haven"t
had any UFO reports lately...huh?". The controller responded, "Well I was just
getting ready to ask you about that ...ah...could you tell me ...ah...the
position of that aircraft."

The area is not within radar coverage of the FAA air route traffic control
center. Control of aircraft in the area is done by the center with the use of
radio contact. The controller on duty checked with the USAF, Alaskan Air
Command, and was told that they did not have military aircraft operating in
that area at that time.

more...



-2- ALASKA AIRLINES RADAR SIGHTING, JAN.29, 1987.

The flight crew reported that the target on their radar moved at a very high
rate of speed, approximately 5 miles on each sweep of the radar (5 MILES PER
SECOND). As the target moved off their radar they changed the range of their
radar from 50 miles to 100 miles and saw the target briefly before it became
lost in the ground clutter created by the Alaska Range of mountains.

The flight crew was interviewed by FAA inspectors when they landed at
Anchorage.

Material developed as a result of this investigation will be released on or
about March 5, 1987, in Anchorage, Alaska.

* Release updated due to additional available material from inquiry.



UFO POTPOURRI

AN MR FORCE chief
has admitted he

has rock-solid proof his
men' spotted and
tracked a UFO.

Only after an exhaustive
two-year investigation by
aeronautical experts did
Zimbabwe Air Commodore
David Thome see fit to re-
veal the findings relating
to the mind-boggling sight-
ing.

Dozens of people wit-
nessed a round object
topped by a cone streak
over southern Zimbabwe,
according to a report in a
magazine.

"We have not been able
to identify the object/'
Thome said_"We have had
to classify it as a UFO. Our MVCTMV ̂  -=̂ ^̂ ^̂ 5
estimates indicates that w«f r OBJECT was Incredibly shinv~
the UFO was traveling at . 7'
twice the speed of sound." "Two air force jets went the colors of the sunset"

After the mysterious after the object," adds .But as night fell, the
spacecraft was spotted, air Thorne. "The pilots de- team tracking the UFO
traffic controllers tracked scribed the object as in- realized it was giving off its
it on radar..i - "•--"cYfedibly shiny;'reflettirig • '6wh light

Uber Alaska:

Crew Claims a UFO Followed | Riesiges UFO
Plane Across the Arctic Circle
ANCHORAGE, Alaska CUPI) on radar, but Alaska Air Com- ̂

— The crew of a Japan Air mand Capt. Robert Morris said * •
Lines cargo jet claimed that a officials believe the object may K ANCHORAGE (dpa) Ein ..„.,„
mysterious UFO with bright have been some sort of "ran- }<* unbekanntes Flugobjekt (UFO), das
flashing white and yellow lights dom clutter or weather inter- Ŝ angebllch eine Japanlsche Frachtma-
followed it across the Arctic ference." <X» schine fiber Alaska verfolgte, gtbt zur
Circle en route from Reykja- The strange sight reported by ^ Zeit ln den USA M*«l »«*• Der
vik, Iceland, to Tokyo. the pilot, copilot and flight en- Vs Zwischeniall, der sich berelts am 17.

The three-man crew radioed gineer of JAL Flight 1628 re- -4 US^uftfahr^hard*.FAAuwT d«
air traffic controllers in Ancho- mains a mystery. & Luftwaffe teUwelse bestnUgt worden.
rage, reporting the huge UFO v^ Das unbekannte Objekt war aul den
flying "in formation" with Flight 1628 had left Reyk]a- f\ Radarscblrmen der FAA und der Air
them, and the controller in vik, flying over the North Pole ^ Forcegesichtetworden.
charge of the Boeing 747 picked to Tokyo with a stop in Ancho- '•) Der in Anchorage (Alaska) statio-
up the second unknown object rage. Following the UFO sight- ŝ  nierte Flugkapitan Kenju Terauchi
on his radar screen. Federal ing, it landed at Anchorage In- j^ ^^^r^^^UFOflU^^^^IbSS
A v i a t i o n A d m i n i s t r a t i o n ternational Airport and FAA *• foraSe?GebUde^as^TOumUtfrofleV
spokesman Paul Steucke said security manager Jim Dcrry Vft ^ e£ Flugreugtrager" gewesen und
yesterday. interviewed all three crewmen, y von zwei kleineren Objekten begleitet

But Steucke said electroni- Accordin£T to the FAA ar °C wordenseL ,.
cally recorded radar data count lights apDearedbnlv a ̂  Das beleuchtete fliegende Objekt sel
shows no second object and m i l P fr!fm thii rSarii « S '• parallel zu dem Jumbo-Jet der Japan
"we can't reconcile the differ- j ?. . • «- , . ""' Airlines geflogen und habe sich ihm so
ence " reconcue ine Q1Iler .crossed the Arctic Circle about . .weit genlhert dafl er die FAA fiber

Tv,« A J ^ IPM«A ^i, * -i 30 miles southeast of the town' . Funk urn Erlaubnis gebeten haben, ein
The Air Force also reported Of Fort Yukon ..- - ' • • : . - - • - - - . Ausweichmanover zS fliegen..-

bncfly seeing a second object . • . . Er habe die Hughohe darauflun urn
mehr als tausend Meter veningert und
oei Kurven geflogen, bericliteta Te-
rauchi. aber nsic folgten uns immer
noch". Der Pilot kann sich die flberir-
disch schnelle und wendige Elrschei-
nung nur so erklaren, dafl es sich um

eine Flugmaschine von Auflerirdischen
handelte.

Die Flugkontrolle der FAA berlch-
tete, das auf dem Radarschirm beob-
achtete Objekt babe den JAL-Flug 1628
mindestens 32 Minuten lang begleitet
und sich dem Jumbo dabei bis auf funf
'Meilen genaherL Dem Kapitan kam es
noch erheblich langer vor.

Auf die Prage, waruro das UFO wphl
ausgerechnet seine Frachtmaschine
verfolgt habe, batte Terauchi lachelnd
eine einleuchtende Erkiarung parat
.Wir batten Beaujolais an Bord, einen
sehr beruhmten Wein aus Frankreich.
Vielleicht wollten sie ihn trinken."

* »
C*" -/

JOHN F. S C H U E S S L E R

P. O- BOX 5 8 4 8 5
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We're Going to Ruin the Ending:
The Split-Radar Returns Did It

By KEN WELLS in the vicinity of the JAL jet were actually
Staff Reporter O/THE WALL STREET JOURNAL "Split-radar retUmS"-ShadOWS - Of the

Publishers who sell paperback myster- plane's primary echo.
ies for $2.98 may be envious of the Federal The conclusion was bolstered, says Mr.
Aviation Administration's regional office in Steucke, by a report of a United Airlines
Anchorage, Alaska. The office is offering a Pilot who. at the request of Anchorage
pricey mystery that's drawing a lot of at- flight controllers, Hew near the path of the
tention-a $194.30 unbound collection of re- JAL jet at the time of the mysterious ra-
ports dealing with the celebrated sighting dar readings. He saw no other aircraft,
of a UFO by a Japan Air Lines pilot over The FAA normally doesn't get into ei-
the Arctic Ocean last Nov. 17. ther the UFO or the publishing business.

"We've sold 50 complete packages so But it investigated this incident because an
far," and received about 300 orders for aircraft might have ventured unreported
portions, says Paul Steucke, an FAA into the airspace of the JAL cargo carrier,
spokesman in Anchorage. which was en route from Iceland to An-
Glossy Color Photos chorage, Mr. Steucke says.

In consideration of UFO-watchers A Pilot's View
whose resources aren't astronomical, the And though the agency routinely makes
agency will sell separately any, of the 20 certain reports available, it has been as as
items in the collection. These include a $50 mystified by the demand for its costly doc-
cassette recording of the conversation be- uments as some people are by the sighting
tween flight controllers and the JAL crew itself. But the graphic testimony of Kenju
during the 50-minute encounter, and a $56 Terauchi, the JAL pilot who reported the
set of glossy color photos of radar read- sighting, probably hasn't hurt sales,
outs. The prices are based on the cost of He told the FAA immediately after the
reproducing the materials. incident that he had been followed by two

Orders continue to roll in despite the strands of lights, pulsating with amber
FAA's conclusion-in a separate report glows, and a huge craft that appeared to
that costs nothing-thai it couldn't substan- be a "mother ship." He later said the large
tiate the sighting. Its technical experts in UFO was the "size of two battleships" and
Atlantic City, N.J., said blips on a radar appeared to be made by "a very high tech-
scrpen that appeared ^confirm an object yiology and intelligence." T.

FAA says UFO on radar screen
'. - - j*~ CA t i S ^f

was just a double image of jet
United Press International miles from the plane. The Anchor- review of data, Steucke said.

ANCHORAGE — Federal in- age Air Route Traffic Control Steucke said the pilot, co-pilot
vestigators say a. review of radar Center directed the crew to take and flight engineer have told the \
tapes failed to show a UFO evasive maneuvers, including a same story: Blinking yellow, am- » £
shadowing a Japan Air Lines cargo 4,000-foot drop and a 360-degree ber and green lights appeared too V s
jet, contradicting reports made by turn.'. i • close to their plane for comfort. *£ s
the crew and the air-traffic con- Co-ptlot Takanori Tamefuji, 39, ' The FAA says the controller *̂  ̂  t
(roller who handled the plane. said yesterday he did not know apparently misinterpreted what he *\ 5 V
• The Federal Aviation Adminis- why the FAA' first confirmed a saw on nis screen. But Steucke * ^
tration's examination of the tapes nearby object and now dismisses it defended the controller's response, *o *** A
shows what appears to be a second as an image of the 747. saying, "He had a pilot tell him he p •
object near JAL Flight 1628 on In his second interview with the was seeing something right there. t J ^
Nov. 17, but investigators now FAA Tuesday, Tamefuji reiterated This is not something where he can ^o "
think it is a double image from the that he saw lights, and Steucke take a risk even if it is a double <% i ^
Boeing 747, FAA spokesman Paul said, "The co-pilot's testimony image." v\ ^
Steucke said yesterday. supported the pilot's." The radar image seen in the
• On Dec. 29 the FAA released Although the FAA is satisfied JAL cockpit and by the controller
details of the UFO sighting, reveal- with the double-image explanation, also appeared intermittently on Air
ing the flight controller handling the inquiry is continuing with Force radar. Air Force spokesmen
the jet saw an object on radar five interviews of the crew and a dismissed it as "random clutter,"
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Sea find may be 'Flight 19' plane
KEY WEST, Fla. (AP) - Treasure seekers have dis- Salvors "stumbled across" the wreckage in 1971 during

covered the wreckage of a plane they say might be one of a search for a galleon and were in the vicinity again last
five Navy aircraft that disappeared more lhan 40 years week, Kincaid said,
ago on a routine training flight. "Mel just wanted to pull it up out of curiosity,'1 he said.

The crew of Mel Fisher's Swordfish pulled a Grumman "We ran across it again on a whim. We're not in the
Avenger airplane from the 1940s out of mud in water 13 business of looking lor Bermuda Triangle wreckage."
feet deep 20 miles west of Key West on Tuesday, saidJDon The five Avengers left a World War II training field at
Kincaid, vice president of Treasure Salvors Inc. Fort Lauderdale on a training mission Dec. 5,1945, each

The disappearance of Navy Flight 19, consisting of the carrying a pilot and radio operator.
five TBM-3 Avengers, torpedo-bombers normally based The flight leader was soon lost in hazy skies, despite
on carriers, and the loss of a twin-engine Navy Martin the prevalent clear and sunny weather. Radio contact
Mariner subsequently sent to search for them is fre- was maintained until the planes ran out of fuel still
quently mentioned in the lore of the "Bermuda Triangle." searching for the way home.

The Bermuda Triangle, off the southeastern coast of A Martin Mariner, a twin-engine patrol plane with 13
the United States, was popularized by Charles Berlitz in a aboard, left the Banana River Naval Air Station near
best-selling 1974 book of that title that told of ships and Cocoa Beach the next morning to search for the squad-
planes vanishing into a mysterious void. ron.

Navy and Coast Guard officials have scoffed at the The plane failed to return and no trace was found,
theory, noting that some of the world's busiest shipping No human remains were found in the Avenger sal-
and flight lanes cross the area and that over the years, vaged this week, said Mel Fisher's son, Kim.
accidents are bound to occur. When the fuselage was hoisted from the water, an open

Key West also is far beyond the westernmost boundary parachute spilled out, said Scott Nierling, a Treasure
of the legendary Miami-Bermuda-San Juan triangle. Salvors photographer.

But Fisher, who has made millions salvaging treasure The plane, estimated at 40 feet from tip to tail and with
off the Florida coast, said he believes the plane could be a wingspan around 60 feel, was brought to Key West for
one of the five. identification. It still bears Navy markings.

Can't rule out UFO FAA steps Up UFO lnquiry
>v-** wi %^i ^^ ANCHORAGE, Alaska (AP) - The Federal Aviation Ad-

ministration has .stepped up its investigation of wavering lights
that dogged a Japan Air Lines cargo jet across Alaska's night cky
for nearly an nour i11 November, an official said Sunday.

The veteran pUot, Kenji Terauchi, told investigators that two of
the lights were small, perhaps no larger than eight feet across He

From Lindy Whiteburst, Houston. said the third light was on an aircraft, a huge darkened globe with
The November sighting of a large UFO by the crew of a Japan Air Lines ? <*™eter of perhaps two aircraft carriers placed end-to-end.

747 cargo jet was reportedly tracked briefly by the Federal Aviation Admin- st£uckesa! d. . . * , . .
islration. the US. Air Force and the 747's own radar A few days later the Terauchi said the large UFO showea up on his cockpit weather
FAA claimed a "split image" of the 747 while the USAF chimed in with' radar- But images on military radar screens at the time were
"electronic clutter." Never mind the 747's on-board radar picking it up and dismissed as "clutter," and a blip that showed up on FAA screens
the visual sighting by all three crew members. was analyzed as a coincidental "split image" of the aircraft,

Such radar malfunction "coincidences" are common throughout the history Steucke said.
of the UFO, with stories of angry
veteran civilian and military pilots
who report, only to have some desk- / ..

L*C'flying lieutenant tell them they were
seeing Venus, which often was not

«„„,,.„ Chronide

the goal of the US. program to de-
sign radar-proof fighters and bomb-
ers. UFOs flying under and though
U.S. radar not geared to track them
are unlikely to generate substantial
radar evidence lo prove their exis- - „ , . r n
tence. Still, the lack of radar confir- BY JOHN F. S C H U E S S l E R
mation lo a major UFO sighting can _^ , „ ,

K- u- ou* J ° Jnever be considered a blot on its re-
Cord' HOUSTON, T E X A S 77258-8485
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Pilot tells of UFO so big that it made

a

w A a« United Press International dose> *•*! Terauchi, 47, who
^ A *i C*£\HW\ ! " - - "flu***! and received FAA per-
I ** f AVsdl.L ANCHORAGE, Alaska — A n™ion to take whatever evasive
* veteran pilot whose sighting of an action was necessary to avoid the

unidentified flying object was con- UFO, which appeared for a time
firmed on radar screens said the on FAA and Air Force radar and
thing was so enormous that his on the radar screen in the cockpit
Japan Airlines cargo plane was of-JAL flight 1628.
tiny compared with the mysteri- Terauchi spoke to United
ous object p^ international Tu«day, one

. t . thJ: P * JU if1**1*1""180. Baid dfiy *&«• th« UFO incident on the
*-!.// / tinl^ n^ r her,,flmalluunid?n- evening of Nov. 17 was revealed byK>"tt7< ~/Q*et trfied objecte, smaller than his the FAA. Additional FAA data

Boeing 747, that did not appear on released Tuesday again confirmed
TV*, u- .1. -, . tnat government radar picked up
Terauchi. the cp-p.lot and the the object that Terauchi said

night _ engineer all told Federal followed his jumbo jet.
lT±°tK ^u11"'811*^ y^' Terauchi, a pilot for 29 years,
gahim that they saw UFO hghte. said he briefly glimpsed the large

Hiey were flying parallel and _ _ _
then suddenly approached very See UFO, Page A10

UFO: Pilot
says his 747
was dwarfed
From Page 1_
unknown object in silhouette, and
he said, "It was a very big one —
two times bigger than an aircraft
carrier."

Terauchi made a drawing of
the large UFO, looking something
like a giant walnut-shaped object,
with big bulges above and below a
wide, flattened brim.

The captain, who is stationed
in Anchorage with his family, was
flying from Iceland to Anchorage
on a Europe-to-Japan flight when United Piess imemationai
the crew had its unexplained pilot Ken|u Terauchi provides sketches related to his reported UFO
encounter in clear weather over sighting. Top: Lights appear almost in front of the plane; a closeup of
Alaska. the lights is at right. Center: The UFO dwarfs Terauchi's Boeing 747'just

Terauchi said the three un- to right ol the UFO. Bottom: The UFO first appears on the radar screen,
identified objects followed his jet
for 400 miles. . , , . .

"It was unbelievable," he said, auchi said, "They were still follow-- translator, Terauchi drew maps,
acknowledging that some of his ing us." - pictures and supplied technical
colleagues have doubts about what He said the evasive maneuvers annotation to describe the ewenta
the crew saw. were of no avail and the lights Asked why he thought UFO*

FAA investigators who ques- stayed close — once appearing in would tail his chartered cargo
tioned the crew in Anchorage front of the cockpit. Radar showed plane, Terauchi laughed and jok-
concluded they were "normal, pro- one close object. ingly replied: "We were carrying
fessional, rational, (and had) no Terauchi said he could not Beaujolais, a very famous wine
drug or alcohol involvement," the explain the mysterious events that made in France, Maybe they want
report by FAA security manager have been partly confirmed by the to drink it."
Jim Derry said. Crew cockpit FAA and the Air Force, except to Asked if he was nervous, Ter-
experience totals more than 46 speculate that he witnessed some- &uchi replied, "No, I arn^ the
years, the pilot said. thing of extraterrestrial origin of a captain. I cannot be nervous.

Terauchi said the crew was not far more advanced technology. t FAA flight control reports in-
frightened but wanted to avoid He expressed amazement that dicate the object stayed with JAL
whatever was all lit up in their the objects moved so quickly and Flight 1628 for at least 32 minutes,
night path: "We want to escape stopped suddenly. Terauchi said he thought it waa
from this." Terauchi referred to the ob- longer.

That's why they went along jects •- - ' - n two small ships and The flight controller directing
-.vith FAA directives to drop 4,000 !' :P-" the JAL plane reported the object
feet and make turns - including a ^"glish but n— nn his radar as close as five miles

' '
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UFO followed them, jet crew says
Object reportedly flew 'in formation' with JAL plane

ANCHORAGE, Alaska.(UPI) — The Incident occurred Nov. 17 50 miles. The crew estimated they
The crew of a Japan Air lines car- but was not made public until a were 7 miles away. The lighting
go jet claimed that a mysterious news reporter queried the FAA. was not normal aircraft-marking
UFO with flashing white and yel- Flight 1628 had left Reykjavik, pattern, the crew reported,
low strobe lights followed them Hn\na over the North Pole to To- W*16" the reP°rt *" "^^ *°
across the Arctic Circle en route kyo with a stop in Anchorage. Af- ^ *** X™** Traffic Control Cen-
from Reykjavik, Iceland, to To- ter the UFO sighting, it landed at ^ flt 6:19 P-m- Steucke said con-
kyo. Anchorage International Airport, ^"e™ "^.J0 locat* £* obiccl

The three-man crew radioed air and FAA Becurity manager Jim on radar bui werc unable to con-
trafflc controUcrs in Anchorage, Derry interviewed all three crew- flrm a wcond target with our
reporting the huge UFO flying "In men equipment. Our radar system
.formation" with them, and the Air AccordinB to the FAA account plcked up one ̂ S61-"
Force conlirmed an object briefly itataSSwd onb- alJtefrSm • to other words' FAA c0"4™"^
flew near the plane, Federal Avia- ffSiS^tt<S2ed Se Arctic" located only ̂  JAL 'umbo &-
tion Administration spokesman oSctertoS30S^southeastof At 6:2S p'm- Steucke "" ̂
Paul Steucke said Monday. thVtov^of FortTiST ' FAA c«"acted the Military Re-

But, although the Air Force ra- me lown w ,| KUKOn; glonai Operations Control Center
dar briefly picked up a second ob- "They said they could not see at Etaendorf Air Force Base in
Ject, Steucke said, FAA control- the shape, only the lights, Anchorage, and "we asked them II
lers in Anchorage and Fairbanks Steucke said pt the crew s ac- tl,ey ^re receiving any radar re-
(Udnot count. "The lights Indicated to turns."

The 'strange sight reported by them it may be a Urge aircraft or The Air Force told the FAA It
the pilot, copilot and flight engi- a large something. "sav a second target (object) 8
neer of JAL Flight 1628 remains a The white and yellow strobe miles away (from the JAL Jet),
mystery. lights followed the Boeing 747 for but they contacted us a minute lat-

er and said they were no longer.;
receiving any radar return (of-*-
second object)," Steucke said. __

"At 6:32 the JAL pilot requested-
and received permission for a <£*^
scent from 35,000 feet to 31,OOQ£_
Steucke said. Air controllers askvd;
if the lights were still there, and
were told, "It is descending in tocl"
ma tion." -^

Four minutes later, the JAI7.
plane received permission for-a-
360-degree turn. Then, at €:39 p.mT
— 20 minutes after the lights wetC
first reported — the JAL crewmeit-
said they no longer saw the lighfiC

At 6:45 p.m., Fairbanks controC.
lers authorized a United Airlii££
northbound jet to make a 10-de-
gree turn to better view the JAt
plane and asked the United crew;!!
it saw anything besides the Boeing
747. It did not. Nor did the JAL
crew see the lights again. ~"t.

BY " JOHN F. 5 C H U E S S L E R

P. O. BOX 5 8 4 8 5

HOUSTON, T E X A S 77253-8^85
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Crew of cargo jet reports seeing mysterious flashing lights in sky

ANCHORAGE. Alaska (UPI) - The crew of a Japan Air When the report was made to (he Air Route Tra f f i c Con-
Lines cargo jet says that a mysterious UFO with flashing trol Center at 6:19 p.m.. Stcucke said controllers tried 10
while and yellow strobe lights followed them across the locate the object on radar hut "were unable to confirm a
Arctic Circle en route from Reykjavik, Iceland, to Tokyo. second target with our equipment. Our radar system picked

The three-man crew radioed air traffic controllers in An- up one target."
chorage, reporting the huge UFO flying "in formation" with In other words, FAA controllers located only the JAL
them, and the Air Force confirmed an object briefly flew jumbo jet.
near the plane. Federal Aviation Administration spokesman Al 6:26 p m steuckc said the FAA contacted the Mi l i t a ry
Paul Steucke said Monday Regional- Operations Control Center at Elmendorf Air Force

But. although the Air Force radar briefly picked up a Base in Anchorage, and "we asked them if thov were recciv-
second object, Steuckc said, FAA controllers in Anchorage jng anv ra(jar returns"

the pi,, c^ot and flight
engineer of JAL Flight 1628 remains j a mystery. Wed us a minute later and said they were no longer

The incident occurred Nov 17 but was not earlier made recciving any radar return (of a secoild object);- Slcuc*ke
public until a news reporter queried the FAA. ^-i 6 ' •

Flight 1628 had lef t Reykjavik, flying over the North Pole . ' ,„... ... ., . , .
to Tokvo with 3 stop in Anchorage! Following the unidenti- . At *» thf ,JAL P''°< rc?u? cdi?±r^,lved

t
p ^ *

fiod flying object sighting, the plane landed at Anchorage for « Ascent from 35.000 feet to 31000 Steucke said. Air
International Airport and FAA security manager Jim DerFy wnt«Jler» ajked !f l,he "ihfs w..ere sll» lhere- and werc ln!d'
interviewed all lh7ee crewmen. Il IS descending in format.on.

According to the FAA account, lights appeared only a mile Four minutes later, the JAL plane received permission for
from the plane as it crossed the Arctic Circle about 30 miles a 360-degree turn. Then, at 6:39 p.m. - 20 minutes after the
southeast of Fort Yukon, " lights were first reported — the JAL crewmen said they no

"They said they could not see the shape, only the lights," .longer saw the lights.
Steucke said of the crew's account. "The lights indicated to At 6:45 p.m. Fairbanks controllers authorized a United
them it may be a large aircraft or a large something." Airlines northbound jet to make a 10-dcgree turn to hotter

The while and yellow strobe lights followed the Boeing 747 view the JAL plane and asked the United crew if it saw
for 50 miles. The crew estimated they were seven miles anything besides the Boeing 747. It did not. Nor did the JAL
away, and were not normal aircraft marking pattern. crew see the lights again.

HUGE SQUARE UFO
HOVERS NEAR CHURCH

BergenCountyNewJerseyhas was hovering above us about 800 One of the more important
been the scene of numerous UFO feet when we got out of the car. It jjpo events of recent times hap-
sightings over the years. One inter- was about two or three houses pened in Bergen county near the
esting sighting involved an wide and two houses high. It was a Wanaque Reservoir in Pompton
amateur astronomer and his family square shaped ship, not disc- Lakes Many people watched a
while they were on their way to shaped as most are reported to be. iignt over ^e reservojr tnat flew

church. The sighting began when I could see the entire ship, almost right over che heacis of some of-
the three of them spotted a light in see the metal itself." them. Military officials were called
the sky. It flashed red, yellow, and The witnesses were excited in to take charge after a light beam
blue in the night sky. and amazed, but this is not the only ^s snot jown jnto the ice of ̂

As the trio drove along high- sighting in Bergen County. In reservoir, melting the ice.
way 202, the light seemed to be August 1957, a 16-year old boy UFO sjghrings often repeaf {n
approaching them. By the time spotted and photographed a UK) certain areas of the COunrryi buf

they reached the church, the light in a field near Ramsey. In Septem- Bergen County officials were
was overhead The daughter said ber 1962, eight witnesses saw a wondering what atracts the strange
"It was very dramatic. I was a UFO land in the Oradell Reser- craft to their area. Maybe it is just a
doubting Thomas at the time voir. Police switchboards lit up in new form of tourism
about these things, but this thing 1963 when hundreds of residents

. of Haclcr.ns;ick reported a red light
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Jet crew
says UFO

22A /The Houston Post/Thurs., January 1, 1987

colleagues have doubts about what • "thing of extraterrestrial origin of a
- far more advanced technology.

• Stunned by speed
" He expressed amazement that

the objects moved so quickly and
stopped suddenly.

Terauchi referred to the objects

he and his colleagues saw.

'Normal' crew
; • FAA investigators who 'ques-
tioned the crew in Anchorage con-
cluded they were "normal, profes-
sional, rational, (and had) no drug

alcohol involvement," the re- as "the two small ships and the
. . • port by FAA security manager mother ship.*'

aircraft Carrier ;Jlm Den-y said. Crew cockpit ex- Speaking In English but occa-
perlence totals more than 46 sionally seeking assistance from a

. ANCHORAGE, Alaska (UPI) — years, the pilot said. translator, Terauchi drew maps.
A veteran pilot whose UFO sight- • Terauchi said the crew was not pictures and supplied technical
Ing was conf i rmed on radar • .frightened but wanted to avoid annotation to describe the events
screens said the thing was so enor- ' whatever was all lit up in their ; Asked why he thought UFOs
mous that his Japan Airlines car- - night path: "We want to escape -"would tail his chartered cargo
go plane was tiny compared to the from this." plane, Terauchi laughed and )ok-
mysterious object. That's why they went along .ifigly replied, "We were carrying
• Capt. Kenju Terauchi also said with FAA directives to drop 4,000 Beaujolais, a very famous wine
there were two other small uniden- feet and make turns — including a made In France. Maybe they want
lifted objects — smaller than his complete 360-degree turn, but Ter- to drink it."
.cargo carrier — that did not ap- auchi said, "They were still fol- • Asked if he were nervous, Ter-
Pe|Jr on r^dar- J M | lowing us." :auchl replied, "No, I am the cap-

Terauchi, his co-pilot and flight
engineer all told Federal Aviation
Administration investigators they
saw UFO lights.

"They were flying parallel and
then suddenly approached very
close," said Terauchi, 47, who re-
quested and received FAA permis-
sion to take whatever evasive ac-
tion was necessary to avoid the
UFO, which appeared for a time
on FAA and Air Force radar and
on the radar screen in the cockpit
of JAL flight 1628.

Terauchi spoke to UPI Tuesday,
describing the UFO incident of
Nov. 17 that was revealed by the
FAA Monday. Additional FAA
data released Tuesday again con-
firmed that government radar
picked up the object.

Veteran pilot

He said the evasive maneuvers J,taln. I cannot be nervous."
were of no avail and the lights \' FAA flight control reports indi-
stayed close — once appearing in fcate the object stayed with JAL
front of the cockpit. Radar showed -Flight 1628 for at least 32 minutes.

. -one close object. Terauchi said he thought It was
Terauchi said he could not ex- longer.

plain the mysterious events that The flight controller directing
have been partly confirmed by the the JAL plane reported the object
FAA and the Air Force, except to on Jris radar as close as flve
speculate that he witnessed some- '-to the jet.

;A "Japan Air Lines cargo plane's movies.
cfietf "reports it saw mysterious Formal investigations failed to
flashing white and yellow lights on a prove anything, and also failed to

Terauchi a pilot for 29 years November flight across the Arctic discourage the true believers. In re-
said he briefly glimpsed the large
unknown object in silhouette, and
he said, "It was a very big one —
two times bigger than an aircraft
carrier."

Terauchi made a drawing of the
large UFO, looking something like
a giant walnut-shaped object, with
big bulges above and below a wide
flattened brim.

The captain, who is stationed in
Anchorage with his family, was
flying the jumbo jet from Iceland
to Anchorage on a Europe-to-Ja-
pan flight when the crew had its
unexplained encounter in clear
weather over Alaska.

Terauchi said ihe three uniden-
tified objects followed his jet for
400 miles.

"It was unbelievable," he said,
acknowledging that some of his

UFO mystery has been missed
fThe- -UFOs are back, and we've something unusual. The UFO theme

b£eri wondering where they were. became popular on television and in

Circle. A U.S. Air Force radar sta- cent years, claims about sightings
li'On even picked up a return from an diminished,
object :a few miles away from the UFOs represent the unknown.
JAL crafl. The object was large, and They present the possibility that
its-lights didn't fit any known pat- somewhere out there there is a supe-
tern. . '. ' rior race of beings who will solve all
'Remember when the UFOs were our problems, even if they do so by

sighted frequently? The sightings eliminating all of us. The JAL sight-
usually came in bunches, and many ing restores a bit of mystery to all
peopje were positive they had seen our lives.

Page IU, Section 3 Houston Chronicle Friday-January 2, 198?

BY JOHN F. S C H U E S S L E R
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Several report
spotting UFO
in Mexico City

MEXICO CITY (Reuter) -
Mexico City International Airport
received dozens of calls reporting
an unidentified flying object over
the capital Tuesday, the official
Notimex News Agency reported
Wednesday.

The multi-colored object was
making a faint buzzing noise as it
rapidly circled the city betore
shooting off at high speed, witness-
es said.

There was no word on the obf
Ject's shape or on how long it was
visible.

Notimex said the crew of a Pan
American Airways jet also report-
ed having seen the object briefly.

The agency said an unidentified
flying object was seen at the same
time and place on Nov. 2, 1973.

Page 6, Section 1 *• * •* Houston Chronicle Thursday. December 4, W86 •

Radar can miss small planes,
FAA expert says .

~ —— Waller White, the controller handling ihe DC-9.
fts&ociated Press • testified Tuesday the smaller plane never appeared

on his radar screen even though life system was
LOS ANGELES - The control system al Los Anec- ^orKing welt and traffic at the time *as light

les Imcrnat ional Airport can fail to show small Cox was questioned by the NTSB par.e'., a technical
pianos on radar for several reasons a tower manager advisory committee and groups from Ihe airlines,
testified ai a safetv hearing inlo 'the Acromcxico Mexico and awaUon associations about the [our types
disaster. ' - °' air-traffic monitoring equipment used at Tracon.

Richard Cox. a Federal Aviation-Administration He also was asked about operations at Tracon,
air i r a f f i c manager al the airport 's control center ai wt"c5 *m$?y*.« controllers and five assistants. He
Tracon. said hoover Ural he doesn't consider the called slaffingjadequate and said he was working to
absence of a r a d a r b l i p d deficiency because fie'rec- reduce overtime.
ORni/cs the limnaTion-, 51 raflarr Hr described the two primary ASR radar systems

Cux was asKefl u h v a small plane didn't appear on used by controllers and explained backup systems,
radar before ii collided Aug. 31 wi th an Aeromexico including a 10-channcl beacon'decoder, the system
Df i over Ccrrilos. k i l l ing 82 people used before ASR was installed.1

I ( , m ihmk of several reasons Sjzc j)f a jrcrafL Cox said a controller's primary duties were senara-
n^punder strength of aircraft, atmospheric condi- l inn of air Iraffic and safety advisories.

HOIK ,nd sp^jof_aircraft." Cox s a i u ~ * ~ Depending on the types of planes involved, he said
Cox said iv was j g l n < h iti;ii daia from a small ;> ^W advisory would be issued if a pair of

plane would be recorded on computer pr intouts bin WCrc ' ̂  miles apart. In the Aug. 31 crash, no warn-
not seen on radar si rccn> in& was §w™ to !he Aeromexico jel, he said.

"It is my understanding (In*, is an inherent nrnhlpm "The controller said he did not see the (Piper)
in thc_ASK (radar tracking -vslcm)." he said, aircraft, so there would have been no obligation to

Cox answered questions for about three hours Wed- issue anything," Cox said.
nosday during the second day of a National Transpor- Cox confirmed there had been eight problems re-
lation1 Safety Board hearing. ported with Tracon's radar system the week before

(h<: crash, but he insisted it was working adequately
Aug. 31.

UFO abduction victims
Caution!
Discs Overhead

Gang, a major Norwegian
newspaper, recently told us about Pal
Krotian Vug, an ordinary chap who
one day happened to (pot a UFO calcu-
lated to be 33-50 ft. in diameter hovering
overhead.

The unearthly craft continued to hov-
er while V»ag ran for his Kodak Dttc
4000 camera. Click. Verdens Gang ran
the pictures in full color on its front
page. The next day, it ran a two-page
ipread on the story, along with a large
picture of Vaag proudly holding his
Disc 4000.

Since then, the Royal Norwegian Air
Force has announced that the pictures
have not been retouched, nor were any
other signs of technical chicanery found.

Tpe pictures have been
NASA for further study"

" — Talon g~adv!Htage of the Disc's in-
vo'ivemsni, Kodak Ncrwa> rar. i seriec
of ads about the camera's new-found ca-
pability. The whole thing 10 captured
the imagination of the Norwegians thai
an increase- in Disc camera sales fol-
lowed shortly thereafter. .

are sane and telling the
truth, says psychologist

RESEARCH found in rape victims. unconvinced.
^^^^^^^^^^^ "The test findings are Says New York City ufo-
C _ D ) _ \fjLjr\ not inconsistent with the logist FrancisSeigaJ: This

I • h possibility tha t the re- study will make the skep-
Ciaim they were ported abductions have, in tics think twice about cal-
a b d u c t e d by fact, actually occurred," ling the victims of alien

space aliens are telling adds Slater. abduc t ions crackpots .
the t ru th — and are The s t u d y was con-* That's the easy way out.
quite sane, says a psy- I ducted by the Maryland- It's about time we believed

P
chologlst.

The results of a battery
based Fund for^ UFO Re- those people.
search. "I don't care what some

of tests administered to "any UK) in- psychologists say about so-
nine abductees ranging vestigators agree that it called neurological quirks
from a tennis instructor to Jas g.ven y ,c l i ins of ex- and perceptual flaws he
an audio technician indi- ^"terrestrial abduction adds. "Thats a cop-out.
cate the victims arc nor- mort-' credibilily. although =====
mal, but seem to sufft-r manyskepticsst. i l remain 6
from trauma caused by
their mind-boggling expe-
riences, explains psycholo-
gist Lisa Slater.

The test subjects wcirc
distrustful and exhibited
some paranoia, especially
in personal relationships.
Such symptoms ;m.- often

Spies prowl skies
SPY satellites and other £Yc~U;>
high- tech snooping de-
vices collect 85 per cent of
America's intelligence,
Harper's Index reports.
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Jet Pilot Reports 3 UFOs Over Arctic
ANCHORAGE, Alaska (UPI) —

A veteran pilot says three unidenti-
fied flying objects — two small
ones and one twice the size of an
aircraft carrier — trailed his Japan
Air Lines cargo jet for 400 miles
across the Arctic.

- "It was unbelievable," said the
pilot Kenju Terauchl, when inter-
viewed Tuesday.

He acknowledged that some of
his colleagues doubted what he, his
co-pilot and flight engineer say
they saw on Nov. 17.as they flew
the 400 mites across northeastern
Alaska on a trip from Iceland to
Anchorage.

.The crewmen of (he plane —
JAL Flight 1628 — reported seeing
Hashing lights trailing their jet. The
Federal Aviation Administration in-
terviewed the three In Anchorage,
and the plane later went on to.
Tokyo.

FAA officials confirmed Monday

that the controller who handled
Flight 1628 had seen a mysterious
object behind the jet on his radar.
Air Force officials at the Alaska Air
Command said their radar had
picked up something near the JAL

' plane.
On Tuesday, TerauchJ, 47, said

that be had seen three UFOs and
that at one point lights from the
two smaller-ones had appeared di-
rectly in front of the Boeing 747's
cockpit at close range.

Terauchl referred to the objects
as "the two small'ships'and the
mother ship," and expressed
amazement tbat they bad disap-
peared, reappeared, moved quickly
and stopped suddenly.

Terauchl repeatedly jsald the ob-
ject that appeared on FAA and Air'
Force radar had been "a very* big
one — two times bigger than an
aircraft carrier."

'- The smaller UFOs did not appear
on his radar, he said. Nor were ad-

ditional objects picked up on radar
by the FAA or the Air Force,

The crew was .not frightened,
Terauchl said. He, described their
feeling as,- "We want to escape
from this." With permission and di-
rection from the FAA, the crew
dropped in altitude and made many
turns, but the objects remained.

"They were still following' us,r
Teraucni said, and FAA radar con-'
firmed that at least one object re-
mained despite the maneuvers.

• FAA security manager Jim Der-
. ry Interviewed the •crewmen and
said tbey were "normal, profession-,
al, rational, (and bad) no drug or
alcohol Involvement" . .

FAA flight control reports indi-
cate that the mysterious object
stayed with Flight 1628 for at least
32 minutes.' Tne flight controller di-
recting the JAL plane reported the
object on his radar as close as 5
miles to the Jet

t- Q < / Jtt^ . / ?<$ 7

FAA steps up
probe of Alaska
UFO sighting

. _.. Terauchi said the large UFO showed T
ANCHORAGE, Alaska (AP) - The up on his cockpit weather radar. But T

Federal Aviation -Administration has jmages On military radar screens at crying. at , 5
stepped up its investigation of waver- lflc tjme were dismissed as "clutter" Alaska frorn Canada. just norineastof ,
ing lights that dogged a Japan Air and a b!ip that appeared on FAA ' Fort Yukon. As the plane fle^at35:OWv
Lines cargo jet across .Alaska's night screens was analyzed as a coincidental feetrTerauchi satd he saw three lights
skv for nearly an hour in November -sp|it jmage- oi ^e aircraft Steucke ei!ht rmles W front , hjs ™*ntl-

"We're looking at it to ensure that said The pilorreported the lights were
somebody didn't violate airspace we R . tr3n<wrihed intern^ yellow, amber and green. Steucke said.
control." FAA sokesman Paul Steucke bul n°l 4 ** internaUonal c°Inr for

and radio essaeesre to be sen
said Sunday. -"We looked at it about six ,hp FAA ?n^/S?t«n nr Yhi?£L* aircrafl

£*• ago. but since then we've gotten ' £ "^ Washm t^ ̂  D.c. thls week ^ ̂  ̂ ^ §

a lot of public interest, so we went back f^^'^^^Si Sunday said biL chanfied their angle' ̂  smaller

and re-interviewed the pilot." ^aMwT^StS^S^ oncs did not show up on ̂  7eather

The veteran pilot ffenji Terauchi, ™_a™ *ffJf ]*"*? h t j ??j!?!̂ L "dar onboard," Steucke said. "The
« "told investigators ̂ hat two of the 1̂  - thr^.^n ̂  , larger one did."

were smalF, per^ps no Jarwr than ^ N

eight feet across. He said he third Jight wine^un(l for To(cvo fronT ParisTrer-
W,3K °n •?? a'^flr i?ferS*?wJ auchi and his crew ̂ "»«* lheg obe with a diameter of perhaps two _4_ Ice|and

aircraft carriers placed end-to-end. Ancboraw 1' -
Stcuckesaid. s ' "" *

BY JOHN F. SCHUESSLER

P. O. BOX 5 8 4 8 5

HOUSTON, T E X A S 77258-8485



Radar tapes don't
support UFO sighting

Thursday, January 8,1987 Houston Chronicle Section 1, Page 9

ANCHORAGE. Alaska (UPI) - A re- FAA pians to interview the third crew t troller in charge of JAL Flight 1628 in
view of radar tapes failed to confirm member, flight engineer Yoshio Tsu- which the controller slated that an-
an unidentified (lying object in the ku((a f0r a second lime. Steucke said. other object was following the JAL jet
Hight path of a Japan Air Lines cargo ™,;nu) „» rarf,r data indirat« ^ closc *& five miies away-
jet'over Alaska, a federal Aviation Ad- u,̂ no

l^^w^^3 Sleucke did not fault the controller
mimsirauon spokesman said. reprSnte a reversal of earlier FAA for apparently misinterpreting data be-

The FAA has concluded that the un- statements that a second object was cause "he had a pilot tell him he was
identified object on radar now appears confirmed on radar. seeing something right there. This is

EvCT .Kh the r«view o,
screens at the Anchorage Air and new crew, interviews. Steucke said,

But a second crewman backed the Route Tr
pilot's statement thai lights followed jcase(j a[

the plane across the Arctic Ocean. De-
spite the agency's conclusion that ra-
dar tapes seem to show two images of
the jetliner. Steucke said that "the co-
pilot's testimony supported the pilot's."

The agency interviewed co-pilot Tak-
anori Tamefuji tor the second lime
Tuesday, and the man reiterated that
the crew saw lights near the jumbo jet
Nov. 17 as it flew from Reykjavik. Ice-
land, vo Anchorage as part of a Paris-
lo-Tokyo charter flight.

The pilot. Capt. Kenju Tcrauchi. also
has been interviewed twice, and the

EXAMINER. San Francisco. CA - Aug. 6, 1965

Radar Crews Get
Solid Fix on UFOs
HOUGHTON iMlch.)— (UPI)

— Personnel at the U.S. Air
Force radar base in the Ke-
weenan Peninsula yesterday

, ¥ _
reported solid radar con*
tact" with seven to 10 un-
identified flying objects mov-
ing in a "V" formation over
Lake Superior.

The objects were moving
out of the southwest a n d
were heading north • north-
east at about 9,000 miles per
hour, the men said. They
w e r e 5,200 to 17,000 feet
high.

A ^ _ _ # 4 % _ _ - 1. At V _ ...

said three other radar sta-
tions, In North Dakota, Min-
nesota and Luther. Air Sta-
tion in Canada, also reported
spotting the objects. He said
another station reported elec-
tronic jamming of it£ radar.

Seven other objects w e r e
spotted over Duluth and jet
interceptors gave chase, he
said, but they could not main-
tain the tpeed of the UFO's
and were easily outdistanced.

The radar personnel, Air
Force enlisted men, asked
that their names not b« dlf-
_i*.__j

attic Control Center and re- the FAA is no closer to knowing what
incident report by the con- the lights were that the crew reported.

" ' ' ^

NASA designing aircraft
that stays aloft 3 months

i
Houston Chronicle News Services *a"s-

While the concept is exotic and
the technology untried, NASA and

ATLANTA - Space agency plan- .Lockheed engineers say the aircraft
ners are designing an aircraft that muM to flvin? within rhn»p wa« <,. i-.*t « i it. vuuiu IK ujriuK wiuiui uuce ycdra
could stay aloft for up to three -at an initial cost of more than $30
months without landing or refueling j^Won. Contract competition is ex-
- an aerial endurance test that p,,̂  to 5™ ̂  ̂ ^ r
dwarfs the recent nine-day around- . . ,.~~ , , " ,
the-world night of Dick Rutan and ta P*** «* proposal stems from .
Jeana Yeager. growing concern over a possible •

£FeiSHS SISHsS? •
miles above the Earth as it tests toe _a osP6erc-
atmosphere for a possible buildup EVCT ?!ter

L almost 30 years of
of carbon dioxide. spaceflight, the outer fringes of the

The airplane's 40-horsepower en- aj™^h£* rem*n *"»&."»«- .
rinc would be powered bTa 2 mil- Ptor^ To^y tne only contimioas
Itni^virftit1 WA*»P»* A! fmi \ m ^j'LmtfciMfc AH. rCflUltlKS Oi UIC CwiUJ B UpuCT 01*
HVirWclH Ln^altl VI HtlwiUWUW CLr^ • ri_ii__L t •-,-, l^~±^ • *

ergy broadcast from scores of n**l**re .come from instruments .
transmitters on the ground. n mwnw'ntops.

"Rutan's Voyager can only stay But scientists at the U5. Depart-
up for 10 to 12 days." says program ™nl pf Energy hope a plane capa-
manager Don Bouquet at Lockheed- ble °' long-duration flight coold
Georgia Co., which just completed continuously monitor carbon diox-
an 11-month study for the National «te levels at a fixed point in the
Aeronautics and Space Administra- "PP61" atmosphere,
tion on the practicality of a long- Officials in the Pentagon's Slrate-
duration aircraft. "Our missions gic Defense Initiative program also
would be 60 to 90 days. Essentially are interested in the craft as part of
we could stay up until something an airborne early warning system.

I

Wednesday, January 7,1987 Houston Chronicle **** Section!, Page J



UFO POTPOURRI

UFO Was Twice The Size
Of An Aircraft Carrier,
Veteran JAL Pilot Says

By JEFF BERLINER
ANCHORAGE, Alaska (UPI) — A veteran pilot says three uniden-

tified flying objects — two small ones and one twice the size of an
aircraft carrier — trailed his Japan Air Lines cargo jet for 400 miles
across the Arctic skies.

"It was unbelievable," Kenju Terauchl said Tuesday, acknowl-
edging thai some of his colleagues have doubts about what he, his
co-pilol and flight engineer saw Nov. 17 as they (lew the 400 miles
across northeastern Alaska from Iceland to Anchorage.

The crewmen of JAL Flight 1628 reported seeing flashing lights
trailing their jet that clear night to the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, which interviewed the three in Anchorage. The plane later
went on to Tokyo.

FAA officials Monday confirmed the controller who handled
FUghfl628 saw a mysterious object trail the jet on his radar, and Air
Force officials at. the Alaska Air Command said their radar picked
up something near the JAL plane.

In an interview Tuesday, Terauchl, 47, a pilot with 29 years experi-
ence who lives in Anchorage with his family, said he saw three
UFOs and that at one point lights from the two smaller ones ap- . ._
peared directly in front of the Boeing 747 cockpit at close range. f*> ft/5 O 171 A' ?i: *£ 2 i 7 -i I- *>

Terauchi referred to the objects as "the two small ships and the ffr i f fei i JVU-
mother ship," and expressed amazement that they disappeared and - , ' ' '
reappeared and moved quickly and stopped suddenly. He said he fct»»*»-<i"
could not explain the events, except to speculate he saw something
of extraterrestrial origin.

Speaking in English with occasional help from a translator, Te-
rauchi drew maps, pictures and supplied technical annotation to de- ^ - : 2o
scribe the incident. \ rr-3 f^rd jgjjj

Terauchi repeatedly said the object that appeared on FAA and Air () *̂ . . ., £3i 7«.r °
Force radar was "a very big one —two times bigger than an aircraft
carrier."

The smaller UFOs did not appear on his radar, he said. Nor were J "*^>- - " ̂ \,t ^S ̂  1 v 7 -w\
additional objects picked up on FAA or Air Force radar.

Terauchi said the three crewmen saw lights (rom the two small
objects. He drew a picture for the FAA showing lights in a forma-
tion, each object having what appeared to be two panels of lights.

The captain said he saw lights on the larger object and once, near
Fairbanks, saw il in faint silhouette 8 miles away. He drew a picture
of what he saw — something resembling a large shelled walnut.

The crew was not frightened, Terauchi said. Their feeling was, he
said, "We want to escape from this." And so — with FAA permission
and direction - the crew dropped in altitude and made numerous WHAT pii 0T SAW - JAL pilot Keniu Terauchi prepared .$
turns, but the objects remained. . th iih,c(rfltion<; nf what he saw when his Boeine 747 en-"They were still following us," Terauchi said, and FAA radar con- ines® "lustrations m wnai ne saw wnen ms °oemg m en
firmed that at least one objlct remained despite the maneuvers. countered strange lights over Alaska last month In the op <v

Asked it he was nervous, Terauchi replied, "No, I am the captain. picture, Terauchi shows the UFO lights nearly m front of the \>
I cannot be nervous." Plane and a close-up of the lights. In the middle, he depicts

Asked why he thought the UFOs would tail his plane, Terauchi what the UFO looked like after he glimpsed it in silhouette,
laughed and replied, "We were carrying Beaujolais, a very famous The JAL jumbo jet is dwarfed by the huge object. In the bot-
wine made in France. Maybe they want to drink it." torn drawing, the pilot shows where the UFO first appeared

FAA security manager Jim Derry, who interviewed the crewmen, on the plane's radar. (UPI Telephoto)
said they 'were "normal, professional, rational, (and had) no drug or
alcohol involvement." • BY ' JOHN F. S C H U E S S L E R

10 Wednesday, December31,1986 P, O. BOX 58485
EVENING OBSERVER, Dunklrk-Fredonla. N.Y. H O U S T O N , T E X A S 77258-8485
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10 Tuesday, December 30,1986
EVENING OBSERVER, Dunkirk-Fredonia, N.Y.

Air Controller Confirms UFO
Had Bejit Trailing Jumbo Jet

By JEFF BERLINER
ANCHORAGE, Alaska < U I M , - An air controller

said radar showed a mysterious ol'jeel lollowing a Ja-
pan Air Lines cargo f l igh t al the tinii.- Hie crew re-
ported a UFO with flashing lights trailing ihe jumbo
jet near the Arctic Circle.

AJI three crewmen on JAL Flight 1G2« lold Federal
Aviation Administration investigators they saw while
and yellow lights close to their Boeing 7-17 on Nov. 17
after they crossed the Arctic Circle '-M miles southeast
of Fort Yukon in an over-llie-pule Might from Reykja-
vik, Iceland, to Tokyo via Anchorage.

The FAA released details of Ihe incident Monday
when queried by United Press IntiTiialioiul.

Air Force officials confirmed llieir rad.ir picked up
something near the JAL plane, luil ("api Uohert Mor-
ris of the Alaska Air Command suggested the UFO
was "random clutter or weather interference." An-
other Air Force spokesman, Sgt. Jack llul.anson, said,
"We got out of the UFO business some lime ago."

FAA security manager Jim UUTV interviewed the
three crewmen — Capl. lu-njui Tcniiicli;, 1st Officer
Takanori Tamefuji and Kli^hi Kngineer Yushio Tsu-
kuda — and concluded they wuv not hallucinating
and not on drugs or alcohol imd were r.tlkmul. The
weather was clear, the KA A .taid

FAA spokesman Paul Steucke said (here was no
other air traffic along ihe same little-traveled route
that night. Steucke also timed ihe KAA's electroni-
cally recorded radar data did not support the UFO
sighting.

But the existence 01 an unident i f ied uhjuct was con-
firmed by a report from the night conlruller in charge
of JAL 1628. Sleucke said ihe controller, who was not
named, had tuo years experience.

During the flight, the controller asked Terauchi to
identify the craft and then wrote, "He could not iden-
tify but reported white and >ellow slrotH.*." The light
ing was not a normal aircraft marking pattern, the

crew said.
In his one-page report, the controller said repeat-

edly he saw another object on radar staying near the
JAL jet despite FAA-approved turns and altitude
changes. The object was as close as 5 miles, the con-
troller wrote.

According to the FAA account, the pilot contacted
Anchorage controllers about planes In the area at 6: 19
p.m., reporting the UFO 1 mile away from his plane.
Al 6: 25, the crew reported it 8 miles away.

At 6:26, the FAA contacted the Military Operations
Control Cenler al Elmendorf Air "Force Base in
Anchorage to find out if the UFO appeared on its ra-
dar. Military radar- watchers reported an object 8
miles from the JAL jet, but one minute later they told
the FAA the object no longer appeared on radar.

At 6:31, the JAL crew told the FAA the unidentified
object was "quite big" and the FAA directed the crew
lo drop from 35,000 feet to 31,000 feet.

"When asked if the traffic (the UFO) was descend-
ing also, the pilot stated it was descending in 'in for-
mation.'"

Al 6:35, Fairbanks controllers were asked for assis-
tance, but reported nothing unusual on radar.

Anchorage controllers directed the JAL plane to
make a 360-degree turn, and .the crew reported they no
longer saw the lights, but Air Force officials told the
FAA they saw a "flight of two" and "advised it looked
as though ihe (unidentified) traffic had dropped back
and to the right" of JAL 1628.

Al 6:45, the FAA asked a northbound United Air-
lines flight to make a lO-degree turn to better see the
JAL plane to confirm the existence of the UFO —
which the crew was then reporting 8 miles away and
nearly behind them. That was their last sighting. The
United crew reported seeing nothing out of the ordi-
nary, Nor did a military C-130 the FAA asked to help.

Steucke said the FAA has drawn no conclusion
about the incident.

WALTERM ANDHUS.JR 103 Oifflo^n. Ho«j
intwrwi.or.at O,.ecl* S în. TM§ 7a)w

MUTUAL UFO NETWORK. INC.
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Japanese Pil
ANCHORAGE, Alaska (AP) —

For the second time In two months,
a Japan Air Lines pilot has report-
ed spotting an unidentified object
that seemed to be flying near his
cargo jet over central Alaska.

Capt. Kenjyu Terauchl reported
his second sighting Sunday on a
cargo flight to a refueling stop in
Anchorage from London, said Paul
Steucke, a spokesman, for the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration.

Terauchi's co-pilot reported see-
ing the lights, Steucke said, but the
flight engineer, who sits farther
back in the Boeing 747 cockpit, "in-
dicated he was uncertain whether
he saw any lights at all."

On Nov. 17, Terauchi reported

ot Reports Set
'that two bright objects and a third
object as wide as two aircraft carri-
ers placed end-to-end followed his
plane for more than 300 miles as it
flew to Anchorage from Iceland.

"We asked him point-blank If this
was like the Nov. 17 sighting, and
he said, 'No, no, there's no similar-
ity between the two,' " Steucke
said.

Terauchl said he had seen the
lights twice Sunday, once for about
20 minutes and again for about 10
minutes as his plane flew at 37,000
feet. He notified an air traffic con-
troller in Anchorage of the sighting.

"His statement to the controller
was 'irregular lights, looks like a
spaceship,' " Steucke said.

wnd UFO
Unlike the lights that he reported"'

in November, which seemed to stay
with him even when he took eva--
si ve' action, the lights seen Sunday "
appeared to approach from the,
front of the plane, went beneath It
and reappeared to the rear.

In the incident Nov. 1 7, air traffic .
controllers spotted what^they be^'
lleved was a split image of the air-
craft caused by a minor problem".1

with the plane's radar transponder,-
Steucke said earlier. It was a coin-"
cidence that the split image was'
located where Terauchi reported •
seeing the objects, he said.

The armed services also dls- ;
missed the blip seen. in the earlier •*
incident, calling it radar clutter.

Jet Pilot Reports 3 UFOs Over Arctic
ANCHORAGE, Alaska (UPI) —

A veteran pilot says three unidenti-
fied f ly ing objects — two small
ones and one twice the size of an
aircraft carrier — trailed his Japan
Air Lines cargo jet for 400 miles
across the Arctic.

"It was unbelievable," said the
pilot, Kenju Terauchi, when inter-
viewed Tuesday.

He acknowledged that some of
his.colleagues doubted what he, his
co-pilot and f l ight engineer say
they saw on Nov. 17 as they new
the 400 miles across northeastern
Alaska on a trip from Iceland to
Anchorage.

The crewmen of the plane —
JAL Flight 1628 — reported seeing
flashing lights trailing their jet. The
Federal Aviation Administration in-
terviewed the three in Anchorage,
and the plane later went on to
Tokyo. '

FAA officials confirmed Monday

that the controller who handled
Flight 1628 had seen a mysterious
object behind^ the jet on his radar,
Air Force officials at the Alaska Air
Command said their radar had
picked up something near the JAL
plane.

On Tuesday, Terauchl, 47, said
that he had seen three UFOs and
that at one point,1 lights from the
two smaller ones had appeared di-
rectly in front of the Boeing 747's
cockpit at close range.

Terauchi referred to the objects
as "the two small ships and the
mother ship," and expressed
amazement that they had disap-
peared, reappeared, moved quickly
and stopped suddenly.

Terauchi repeatedly said the ob-
ject that appeared on FAA and Air
Force radar had been "a very big
one — two times bigger than an
aircraft carrier."

The smaller UFOs did not appear
on his radar, he said. Nor werfe ad-

7

ditional objects picked up on radar
by the FAA or the Air Force.

The crew was not frightened.
Terauchi said. He described their
feeling as, "We want to escape
from this." With permission and di-
rection from: the FAA, the crew
dropped in altitude and made many
turns, but the objects remained.

"They were still following' us."
Terauchi said, and FAA radar con-
firmed that at least one object re-
mained despite the maneuvers.

FAA security manager Jim Def-
ry Interviewed the crewmen and
said they were "normal, profession-
al, rational, (and had) no drug or
alcohol Involvement."

FAA flight control reports indi-
cate that the mysterious object
stayed with Flight 1628 for at least
32 minutes. The flight controller di-
recting the JAL plane reported the
object on his radar as close as 5
miles to the Jet.

Report Of UFO Worth Second Look
ANCHORAGE. Alaska (UP!) —

The Federal Aviation Administra-
tion has reopened its inquiry into
reports of UFOs over Alaska from
(he crew of a Japan Air Lines Boe-
ing 747, an FAA spokesman said
Saturday.

FAA investigators interviewed
Capt. Kenju Terauchi, the pilot, for
a second time Friday and are re-
viewing all radar records from the
evening of Nov. 17. .That night, an
unexplained blip appeared on ra-
dar screens as the JAL crew report-
ed seeing mysterious lights.

"The reason we're exploring it is
that it was a violation of airspace,"
FAA spokesman Paul Steucke said.
"That may sound strange, but that's

what it was."
Last week, when news of the

sighting surfaced, Ihe FAA said that
it was no longer investigating the
incident. But Stuecke said the re-
gional director of the FAA had or-
dered a review of the case Friday.

The object was reported to have
appeared on radar screens of the
Anchorage Air Route Traffic Con-
trol Center, the Alaska Air Com-
mand at Elmendorf Air Force Base
and the cockpit of the JAL cargo
plane.

In an interview Friday with two
FAA investigators, the pilot said the
three-man crew had seen strange
white, yellow and amber lights in
the plane's f l ight path for six min-

utes before they called air-traffic
controllers.

He told the FAA that the crew
had t u r n e d off cockpit lights,

, checked navigational equipment
and taken several steps to ellmi'
nate possible causes of the lights
they saw.

Terauchi. a veteran pilot with 29
years experience, said only one ob-
ject had appeared on radar. But he
said he believed that there had

1 been two small, brightly lit objects
and one enormous object, perhaps
as big as two aircraft carriers.

Steucke said the Air Force no
longer had a record of its radar
from that night The FAA radar re-
cords are being reconstructed.
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The fantastic flight of JAL1628

by Bruce Maccabee

I

had called the plane just about two minutes earlier, at 5:09:20<4-1' (20
seconds past 5:09 P.M.) to report the initial radar contact with the

Bruce Maccabee, PhD., an optical physicist employed by the Naval plane, which at that time was about 90 nautical miles (nm) northeast
Surface Weapons Laboratory, is one of the most respected figures in of Fort Yukon. (1 nm - 1.15 statute miles - 1.85 km.) The flight
ufology. A frequent contributor to IUR, he heads the Fund for UFO controller had asked the plane to head directly toward an air route
Research. reporting point called Talkeetna, after the small Alaskan town nearby

(and not far from Mount McKinley).w In doing so the plane would
pass south of Fort Yukon and Anchorage. The copilot, who handled
the airplane communications, acknowledged the AARTCC request
and then turned the plane to the left ("left rotation") about 15° to a
heading of 215°. It was during this rum that Capt. Terauchi, sitting
on the left side of the plane, first saw unidentifiable lights "ahead of
the rotation."*2* (See Figure 1.)

After the plane leveled out he observed "lights that looked like
aircraft lights, 30 degrees left front, 2,000 feet below us, moving
exactly in the same direction and with the same speed as we were."
At that time the plane was flying at about 525 knots (nautical miles
per hour) ground speed (972 km/hr or about £05 mph) according to
the tracking dataP' Subsequently the speed decreased to about 500
kts.

It is important to note the pilot's statement of his belief that the
light* were 2,000 feet below him. He could not know how far below
the lights were just from his visual sighting. (To determine the
distance below he would have to know the exact depression angle and
the distance to the lights.) Nevertheless his statement indicates that
his sighting line to the lights had a noticeable depression angle (the
depression angle is the angle below horizontal). At 35,000 feet the
horizon distance is about 214 nm so the depression angle to the
horizon is about 1.5°, which is hardly noticeable. The pilot's state-
ment therefore implies that the lights appeared below his horizon,
i.e., between himself and the ground, thus ruling out any astronomical
source for the lights.

The captain's initial reaction to the lights was to ignore them
"thinking probably they were special missioned aircraft* [sic] or two
fighters,"**) probably military aircraft from one of the nearby Air
Force bases (Eielson or Elmendorf). But "the position of the lights
had not changed even after a few minutes and that called our
attention."*3) The lights of these "two aircraft*" stayed at the left for
a while and then the unbelievable happened.'6*

'Traffic in front of us"

n mid-October 1986 Capt. Kenju Terauchi was exdted to learn

of a special Japan Airlines flight from Paris to Anchorage and then to
Tokyo. It was to cany a cargo of French wine. There would be an
intermediate stop at Reykjavik, Iceland.

When the flight began on November 16, he and two other JAL
flight crew members were passengers. The plane landed in Iceland
and waited for good weather. The next day the plane took off with
Capt. Terauchi and his crew of two. They headed north. A bright
moon helped with visibility for the night flight over Greenland, but as
the plane continued over northern Canada the moon set behind them.
When the plane reached a location called Shingle Point the sky ahead
was dark except for an afterglow of sunset in the west. The piano
reported its position to Edmonton Flight Control Center and contin-
ued on across the Canada-Alaska border, where it made history.

Although this wasn't a routine flight, it certainly was not
supposed to be a newsworthy event. But something happened over
Alaska which caught the attention of the world and for several days in
late December and early January 1987. Virtually every newspaper
carried a story about what Capt. Terauchi and his crew saw over
Alaska. This is the story of that sighting as told to the Federal
Aviation Administration by the crew members and flight controllers
on the ground.

Unidentifiable lights

It was about 11 minutes past five on the late afternoon of

November 17 (local time), while Japan Airlines flight 1628 was high
over the frozen northeastern part of Alaska, that Capt. Terauchi first
realized that the lights to the left and below were unusual He had
first noticed them about a minute earlier while his plane was turning
to the left. After watching them for a short time he decided that they
were lights of "special missioned aircraft* or two fighters" on some ,,.
mission. He decided to ignore them. But "the position of the lights . t . . .
. . . . . * r • . jrf-T it j JLt was about seven or so minutes since we began payinghad not changed even after a few minutes and that called our e~ i-v -o
attention." The lights appeared to be traveling along with his
plane.<ii2)

At that time the Boeing 747 freighter was operating on autopilot
and heading southwestward (a heading of about 215°) at an altitude
of 35,000 feet.B> The sky to the right had the afterglow of sunset, but
ahead and to the left it was very dark.

The Anchorage Air Route Traffic Control Center (AARTCC)
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I,
attention to the lights [when], most unexpectedly, two spaceships
stopped in front of our face, shooting off lights. The inside cockpit
shined brightly and I felt warm in the face."

What the captain saw suddenly appear ahead of him and to the
left is illustrated in Figure 2, which was drawn only a few hours after
the incident, f71 He taw two pairs of nearly rectangular arrays of lights,
one pair above the other. The pilot believed that the "two aircrafts"



that he had seen previously at the left had "immediately," apparently
within a matter of seconds, moved from the far left to a location
nearly in front of his jet. In his written testimony Terauchi has
speculated that the "spaceships" fired jets to "kill the inertia [actually
momentum] of their high speed maneuver." After this maneuver,
from the left of the plane to the front, "the ships appeared as if they
were stopped in one place in front of us. Then three to seven seconds
later a fire like from jet engines stopped and became a small circle of
lights as they began to fly in level flight at the same speed as we were,
showing numerous numbers of exhaust pipes. However, the center
area of the ship where below an engine might be was invisible.
[From] the middle of the body of the ship sparked an occasionally
[sic] stream of lights, like a charcoal fire, from right to left and from
left to right. Its shape was square, flying 500 feet to 1,000 feet in front
of us, very slightly higher in altitude than us. Its size was about the
same size as the body of a DC-8 jet, and with numerous exhaust
pipes."

In retrospect the pilot speculates that the "firing of the exhaust
jets varied, perhaps to maintain balance. Some became stronger than
others and some became weaker than others, but [they] seemed
controlled automatically. "<a) At the time of this startling appearance
the pilot "did not feel threatened or in danger because the spaceship
moved so suddenly. We probably would have felt more in danger and
would have been prepared to escape if the spaceships were shaking
unsteadily or were unable to stop themselves." The pilot concluded
that he had been looking at something realty unusual because, in his
words, "it is impossible for any man made machine to make a sudden
appearance in front of a jumbo jet that is flying 910 kflometers per
hour and to move along in a formation paralleling our aircraft."^

After this sudden appearance in front of the jet the lights moved
in formation with the jet for three to five minutes and then abruptly
rearranged their orientation from one above the other to side-by-side.
(See Figure 3.)f>

The lights were like flames coming out of multiple rocket
exhaust ports arranged in two rectangular arrays, according to the
captain's drawings (Figures 2 and 3). He compared them to "output
exhaust" like the "Challenger [as it took off]."(1) He described the
colors as "amber and whitish." He stated that the "numerous lights"
were "exhausts on the engines" which were "lined up all the way."
(See Figures 2,3,4.) When "they were blasting recoil [the] jets
[were] so strong that I could not see [the individual lights and their
arrangement] because it was so bright." However, "once the recoil
blast stopped the speed was absolutely steady, not faster, not slower,
and I could see them [the individual lights or exhaust ports] very
clearly."*1) Besides the lights of the "exhaust ports" the captain also
reported seeing "sparks, like a fire when using gasoline or carbon
fuel."

The copilot, Takanori Tamefuji, compared the numerous lights
of flames to "Christmas assorted" lights with a "salmon" color.w He
said, "I remember red or orange, and a white landing light, just like a
landing light. And weak green, ah, blinking." The intensity wasn't
constant but rather it pulsated: "became stronger, became weaker,
became stronger, became weaker, different from strobe lights" which
have very quick bright flashes. The lights were "swinging" in unison
as if there were 'Very good formation flight...dose [formation]" of
two aircraft flying side by side. He had no doubt that he was seeing
some sort of aerial object or objects just ahead and to the left of the
airplane. He compared the clarity of the lights to seeing "night flight
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Figure 1: Flight track ofJAL1628

head-on traffic" at which time it is only possible to see the lights on
the approaching aircraft and "we cannot see the total shape."

Upon seeing the lights he first thought he was seeing "two small
aircraft." But they were 'Very strange" because there were "too
many lights" and "it was so luminous." Subsequently he had the
feeling that "it was larger than normal aircraft." He thought the
lights were "a little bit lower" than the altitude of the plane, while
Capt. Tcrauchi recalled that the lights might have been a bit higher.
Tamefuji pointed out that "it is very difficult" to judge the altitude
of "head-on traffic." He summarized his impressions by saying, "I'm
sure I saw something. It was clear enough to make me believe that
there was an oncoming aircraft."*** Of course, these "aircraft" were
not oncoming. Instead, they were matching exactly the speed of the
747 jet.

• According to the captain's drawing, the two rectangular arrays
of lights associated with either of the "aircraft" were separated by a
narrow rectangular dark area (see Figures 2,3,4). The copilot's
drawing was similar.*9* The arrays were "swinging" or rocking to the
left and right as if they were rigidly bound together and rotating
back and forth about a central pivot point within the dark region/8*

The flight engineer, Yoshio Tsukuba, who was sitting behind
the copilot and thus had a poorer view of the lights than either the
pilot or copilot, recalled that when he first saw them he was looking
"through the LI window at the 11 o'clock position" (about 30° to
the left of straight ahead) and he saw "clusters of lights undulat-
ing."110* The clusters were "made of two parts-shaped like windows
of an airplane" (i.e., arranged in square or rectangular dusters). He
emphasized that "the lights in front of us were different from town
lights." He described the colors as white or amber.
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Apparently having clusters of blinking, undulating and rotating
("swinging") Lights nearly in front of their plane was too much for the
crew. After discussing the situation over the next 60 seconds or so
they decided to try to find out what was going on. Mr. Tamefuji, who
was the 'Voice" of the aircraft, called the AARTCC. It was now
about nine minutes since Capt. Terauchi had first noticed Lights on
"two aircrafts" at the left of his plane and it was probably only about
a minute after the "spaceships" had abruptly appeared nearly in front
of the jet where they could be seen by the whole crew. At the time of
the call the two "ships" were still traveling one above the other
(Figure 2).

Times listed below art minutes and seconds after 5:00 P.M.,
Alaska Standard Time, November 17,1986. JAL1628 is the plane and
AARTCC is Anchorage flight control. <">

5:19:15 JAL1628 Anchorage Center, Japan Air 1628, ah,
do you have any traffic, ah, seven (eleven ?) o'clock above?

5:19:24 AARTCC JAL 1628 heavy, say again...

5:19:28 JAL1628 Do you have any traffic in front of us?

It appears that Tamefuji's reference to "seven" o'clock in the
first tape recorded statement above is erroneous, ort the part of either
the copilot or the person who transcribed the conversations. Seven
o'clock, which is a direction nearly 150° to the left of straight ahead, is
nearly in back of the plane where the copilot could not see anything.
Probably ihe statement should read "eleven o'clock above." It is
interesting to note that the copilot used the term "above" suggest-



ing that the "traffic" was higher than his aircraft. This is consistent
with the pilot's subsequent recollection that the "ships" were "veiy
slightly higher in altitude above us."tJ)

5:79:32 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, roger.

5:19:36 JAL1628 Ah, roger and, ah, we [have]
in sight, ah, two traffic [sic], ah, in front of
us one mile about.

At the time of the event copilot Tamefuji estimated the distance
to the lights as being about one mile, which is quite a bit greater than
the "500 to 1000 feet" that Capt. Terauchi recalled in his testimony
written about a month and a half later/2*

5:19:49 AARTCC JAL162S, roger, do you have, ah, can
you identify the aircraft?

5:19:58 JAL1628 Ah, we are not sure, but we have
traffic in sight now.

5:20:04 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, roger. Maintain visual
contact with your traffic and, ah, can you say the
altitude of the traffic?

5:2ftMJAL1628 Uh, almost*4) [at] the same altitude.

5:20:21 AARTCC JAL1628, roger. Would you like a
higher or lower altitude?

5:20:27 JAL162S Ah, no, negative. JAL1628.

About a minute elapsed and then the AARTCC tried again to
learn the identity of the "traffic."

5:21:19 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, see if you are able
to identify the type of aircraft, ah, and see
if you can tell whether it's military or civilian.

5.-2J.-35JAL1628 JAL1628. We cannot identify the type,
ah, but we can see, ah, navigation lights
and, ah, strobe lights.

5:21:48 AARTCC Roger, sir. Say the color of the
strobe and beacon lights.

5:21:56 JAL1628 The color is, ah, white and yellow, I think.

5:22-0? AARTCC White and yellow. Thank you.

The reference to "navigation lights and strobe lights" is consis-
tent with the subsequent testimony that the crew were seeing both
steady (like navigation) and pulsating or flashing (like strobe) lights.
The colors, white and yellow, are not the conventional colors (red,
white, green) for aircraft lights but they might be consistent with the
color of "rocket exhaust" which is what Terauchi compared them to
in his interview and testimony.*1-2*

By this time the personnel of the AARTCC were aware of the
JAL report of traffic. The watch supervisor entered the following

into the Daily Record of Facility Operation:
Daity Record, 5:21 P.M. JL1628, HB747, BKF-ANC reported

traffic at his altitude (FL350) one mile with a white and yellow strobe.
AAL ROC and EDFROCC notijitd. No known traffic identified.

It should be noted that in the above statement the reference to
Alaskan Airlines Regional Operations Center should probably have
been JAL ROC. Also, the Elmendorf (EOF) Regional Operational
Control Center (ROCC) was not actually contacted until 5:23 P.M.

After flying in a one-above-the-other orientation for several
minutes the "two ships" changed their relative positions. The captain
recalls, "the ships moved in formation for about three to five minutes
[and] then the ships moved forward in a line, again slightly higher in
altitude as [sic] we were, 40 degrees to our left. We did not report
this action to the Anchorage Center. Honestly, we were simply
breathtaken." (See figure 3.)

At some time while the arrays of lights were ahead and to the
left, Capt. Terauchi decided to take a picture of them. He asked
Tsukuba to get the camera. This incident helped Tsukuba later to
remember how long the lights had been in front of the plane. He
recalled during the interview,*10) "I think I saw it for about 10 minutes
after I sighted it the first time. The reason is because the captain
wanted to take pictures. His camera bag was placed behind his seat,
beside mine, and I handed it to him. But he could not take pictures,
so I placed his camera bag beside my seat again. So I think about 10
minutes."

When asked why the captain couldn't take pictures, Tsukuba
responded, "Well, his camera is Alpha 7,000, with film ASA 100. He
could not operate it welL I mean the operating procedure of the
camera was not understood well."

The captain recalls the attempt at photographing the lights as
follows:*2* "I thought perhaps it is one of those things called UFO and
taking a photo might help to identify the object later. I asked to bring
forward my camera bag that was placed in the rear of the cockpit and
began to take a picture. The area in which the plane was flying was
unchanged but the lights were still moving strangely. I had ASA 100
film in my camera but the lens kept adjusting and never could set a
focus. I changed auto-focus to manual-focus and pressed the shutter
but this time the shutter would not close. Then our aircraft began to
vibrate and I gave up taking a photo. I placed my camera back in the
camera bag and concentrated on observing the lights."

After learning the color of the strobe lights, the AARTCC began
to ask about flying conditions ("normal") and clouds ("oclow us"). It
took from 5:22:11 to 5:23:05, or about a minute, for the AARTCC to
get an answer about the clouds because of interference with the radio
transmissions. At 5:22:41 the AARTCC told the plane the transmis-
sions were "garbled" and asked it to change transmitting frequencies.
In his testimony the pilot recalled the several requests for cloud alti-
tude: "They also asked us several times if there were clouds near our
altitudes [sic]. We saw thin and spotty clouds near the mountain
below us, no clouds in mid-to-upper air, and the air current was quite
steady."(3) The repeated questions about clouds caused Terauchi to
wonder why the controller was so interested in clouds. He specu-
lated, "Perhaps the controllers were concerned that an increased use
of improved lazer [sic] beams using [illuminating] clouds was creating
moving images."

The pilot also remembered the communication problem: "The
VHP communication(s), both in transmitting and receiving, were
extremely difficult for 10 to 15 minutes while the little ships came
close to us and often interfered with communication from Anchorage
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plane and at the AARTCC.
It was now about 14 1/2 minutes since Capt. Terauchi had first

seen lights traveling along with his plane, about six to seven minutes
since the lights had appeared abruptly in front of the plane, and only
a minute or so since the "ships" quickly moved away from the JAL
jet, apparently in the direction of the "flat pale white light"^ which
the captain described as like "two white fluorescent-like lights."*11)
His drawing^ (see Figure 5) indicates that the lights were horizon-
tally oriented and spaced apart, like two fluorescent tube lights with a
large dark gap between them. At this time in the flight he could only
see the two white lights. He was not sure whether the two "ships"
had become pale white lights after they moved away from the jet, or if
the white lights were something entirely different. (Later in the flight
he could see the outline of a large shape connecting the lights. After
seeing the outline the captain had the impression that the distant
lights were on a very large "mothership" and that the two small

Figure 1 Original drawing by Capt. TenuuM of the two yaconips' in ftont of "^P*" had Heeled over to the "mothership."<») It was difficult for
JAL1628. Objects wm situated one above the other for two minutes. the other crew members to see the pale lights through the left window

and they didn't try to describe any particular orientation or shape to
the lights. They did, however, agree that there were some lights at

Center. However, communication conditions became as (sic) good as the left where the pilot indicated.
soon as the ships left us. There were no abnormalities in the equip- Tjp to tnj5 time the AARTCC had not acknowledged the
ment or the aircraft.'^ When he was interviewed the captain was detection of any anomalous target on the ground radar. Terauchi
asked to describe the type of interference he heard. He described the recalled his feelings at the time: "We [had earlier) said we could see a
interference as "some kind of, like, ah, jamming...it was just a noise, light in the 10 o'clock position (i.e., about 60° to the left] at the same
sounded like zaa^aa"*1'. The communications capability, was he said, altitude and wondered if they could see anything on their radar. The
two out of five possible levels (5, 4, 3, 2, 1) with five being perfectly Anchorage Center replied that they could see nothing on their radar."
clear/1' Normally communications with a plane in that area would be (See the responses from the AARTCC at 5:19:32 and particularly at
Bood- 5:23:19.) Copilot Tamefiiji recalled that, even though the lights were

now farther away, the captain decided to "search the object by the
Radar contact radar.-w

Terauchi wrote/2' "I thought it would be impossible to find

S anything on an aircraft radar if a large ground radar did not show
hortly after the copilot told the AARTCC, at 5:23:05, that the anything, but I judged the distance of the object visually and it was

, . . „ , „ . _ . .. „ not very far. I set the digital weather radar distance in [sic] 20
clouds were "below us , he reported a new, sudden event: . . '„ .. . ^. . . . r. . . , ,^^ [nautical] miles, radar angle to horizon [i.e., no depression angle].

There it was on the screen. A large green and a [sic] round object
5:23:13 JAL16M And now the target, ah, traffic is extinguished had appeared in [sic] seven or eight miles [13 km to 15 km] away,

We cannot see [it] now. wherc the ̂ ^^ Of the object was. We reported to Anchorage

5:25; 7 9 AARTCC JAL1628 roger. And I'm not receiving any radar
replies.

It was probably at this time that the "two ships" which had been
quite dose to the plane since 5:18 or 5:19 P.M. suddenly moved
farther away to the left. Looking to the left, the captain could now
see that "there was a pale white fiat light on [sic] the direction where
the ships flew away, moving in a line along with us, in [sic] the same
direction and same speed and in [sic] the same altitude as we were."*2}

About this time the AARTCC controller decided to find out if
the Air Force at Elmendorf Regional Operational Control Center
had anything on its radar. "X *

5:23:35 AARTCC [To the ROCC] Could you look approximately
forty miles south of Fort Yukon? There should be
[JAL 1628] up there. Can you tell me [if] you see
primary target about his position?

It took the ROCC radar operator about two minutes to answer
thequestion- In the meantime significant events occurred aboard the «
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Center that our radar caught the object within seven or eight miles in
[the] 10 o'clock position. We asked if they could catch it on the
ground radar but it did not seem they could catch it at all."(2) During
the January interview Terauchi recalled that the radar detection
occurred about 15 minutes after he first saw the lights, i.e., at about
5:25:00 PM.<!> He was not far off.

5:24:50 AARTCC JAL1628 do you still have, ah visual
contact with the, ah, traffic?

5:24:53 JAL1628 Affirmative. Also,<4> we [have] radar
contact, ah...[unintelligible; broken transmission]

5:25;02 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, roger, sir. I'm picking FigureSA: Copt. Terauchi's November 17 drawing of two flat pale lights and
up a hit on the radar aproximately five miles 0* 'silhouette of a gigantic spaceship"
in trail of your six o'clock position [behind
the plane). Do you concur? Figure 5B: Copt Terauchi's map of the track of the aircraft with numbers

indicating locations of the plane when the 'traffic" appeared as illustrated in
5:25:12 JAL1628 Ah, negative, ah, 11 o'clock, ah, **&"* 2 <**>> 3 <*2> "* M <*3>

eight miles, ah, same level over. «not faum whether it was lights of a distant town or a strange
object."<10} He reported that the weather was clear and that none of

A month and a half afterward the captain had not remembered ^ instruments showed any disturbances.
the direction accurately (he recalled 10 o'clock instead of 11 o'clock) Copilot Tamefuji recalled that the radar echo was "just like
but he had recalled the range correctly. other traffic, but, ah, I thought a little bit large." He said the radar

Flight Engineer Tskuba recalled seeing on the radar screen at larget ̂ Q ̂  green ̂ a at a distance of seven to eight (nautical)
"about 10 miles" a "green dot like, not exactly a dot. It was not a dot, ^^ He ftad ..many experiences before in checking oncoming
but a stream like." He did "not think it [the target on the radar] was airCTaft& on a radar" and in his opinion the radar echo was similar to
the same lights as the one [sic] I saw in front of us." Here the a conventional aircraft echo.
engineer is referring to the visual difference between the two bright ^ ̂ ^^ ̂ ^ fl picture of the radar echo during the inter-
"ships" which had been nearly in front of the aircraft and the pale vie9r on November 17.O (See Figure 6.) The drawing shows a large
whitish light of the "mothership." Tsukuba described this "second" dot ̂  a ]ins through it suggesting that whatever was reflecting the
light as 'Very difficult to see" and "Vague," although he did indicate radar ^ quite ̂ e. In commenting on the echo the captain
that he saw it for "a total of 30 minutes."'10) p^^, oul ̂  »normal]v it appears in red when an aircraft radar

According to Tsukuba (and also the pilot and copilot) there was ^^ anolher aircraft" whereas green is usually the color of a weak
no problem with internal cockpit lights reflecting off the windows weather target ̂ ^ as B cloud. The fact that the echo was green on
since the internal lights had all been turned off (except dim instru- Ae radar screen led him to ask whether or not the "metal used in the
ment lights). Tsukuba was sure that the "molhership" light was spaceship is different from ours.""> One might also speculate on the
indeed outside the aircraft. But it was sufficiently indistinct and use Of radar signature reduction techniques generally classified as
"hard to see" from his seat on ihe right side of the jet that he was "stealth "

The radar echo remained on the screen for an undetermined
length of time, but probably for no more than several minutes.
"While we were communicating with Anchorage Center," the captain
said, the two pale white lights gradually moved to the left side and to
[the] left diagonally back 30 degrees as if they understood our conver-
sation and then when they were beside our aircraft [i.e., at about the
nine o'clock position or 90° to the left] they totally disappeared from
our radar. "̂  This is to be expected since the forward-looking
weather radar does not sweep left and right to angles larger than 90°.

While the "mothership" lights were dropping back to the left and
the radar echo was going off the screen, the Air Force and the
AARTCC were having their own radar detections. At 5:25:43, after
spending about two minutes looking, the ROCC radar controller
reported back to the AARTCC that he was getting some "surge
primary return." By this he meant an occasional radar echo unaccom-
panied by a transponder signal. (A transponder is a transmitter on an
airplane which sends out a coded signal in response to a signal from
the ground station.) The ROCC controller added, "I don't know if

Figure 4: The 'spaceships" as seen through cockpit window it's erroneous or whatever, but..." The AARTCC responded:
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5:25:50 AARTCC Negative, its not erroneous. I want you to
keep a good trade on there and if you pick up a
[transponder signal] and verify that you do not have
any [military] aircraft operating in that area.

J:25:J7 ROCC That is affirm [ative]. We do not have
anybody up there right now. Can you give me the
position of the primary you're receiving?

5:26:03 AARTCC "I'm picking up a primary approximately
50 miles southeast/'' But itfsW right in
front of the [JAL162S].

Unfortunately the AARTCC controller did not say what the
primary return was southeast of. He may have meant southeast of
Fort Yukon, since it was displayed on the radar screen. At this time
the plane was about 60 nm south southwest, relative to geographic
north, of Fort Yukon. But with respect to magnetic north (which is
used on air route maps), the plane was southeast of Fort Yukon.
(The reason for this difference in direction is that in that area of
Alaska magnetic north has a deviation of about 30° clockwise from
true geographic north.)

The conversation continued as follows:

5:26:13 ROCC OK. Fve got him his about...

5:26-75 AARTCC Eight miles in front of the [JAL1628] he's
got traffic at the same altitude [35,000 feet].

5:26:18 ROCC OK. IVe got him about his, ah, oh, it
looks like about, ah, 10 o'clock at about
that range, yes.

It appeared that the ROCC radar set was showing a "primary
return" at the approximate location reported by the pilot. The
AARTCC then asked the ROCC to check on any military flights in
the area around the plane and ended the conversation at 5:26:35.

About a minute later AARTCC called ROCC to report that the
"target in front of the [JAL1628]<4> is an unknown to us." ROCC
responded (5:27:53), "OK. WeVe lost contact with it now." The
AARTCC controller then went on to say, "OK. We're not working
that aircraft [meaning the unknown target] in the... [unintelligible].,
well, the aircraft [JAL1628] still has visual contact only he can't
identify the [unknown] aircraft. He believes it has white and yellow
strobes." To this the ROCC controller responded (5:28:04), "OK.
I'm still not, I, we lost contact on him. I don't see him at all." In
other words, there was no longer an unknown primary return on the
ROCC radar display.

During this conversation the flight was continuing along a
straight line heading of about 215° (southwestward) toward
Talkeetna. The unusual lights were at the left side. The captain
recalled, "When they were in front of us they were position[ed]
slightly higher in altitude than we were, but now they placed them-
selves slightly below the horizon where it was most difficult to see.
The distance between us was still about seven miles to eight miles
visually." The airplane radar no longer showed a radar echo since the
lights were too far to the left.*75

Many minutes earlier, when the sighting began (about 5:10 P.M.),
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Fort Yukon was at the right side of the plane. The captain recalled
the lighting conditions of the sky at the time: "When we started to see
Fort Yukon diagonally below us at the right the sun was setting down
in the Southwest, painting the sky in a slightly red stripe, approxi-
mately two to three millimeters (at arms length?) and gave a bit of
light but the east was still pitch dark."

A calculation of the angular elevation and azimuth of the sun
shows that at the time of the sighting the sun was about 15° below the
horizon, from ground level, and was at an azimuth of about 270°, or
due west. This would place it below the horizon and about 55° to the
right of straight ahead of the plane. Thus the astronomical calcula-
tion shows that the captain was incorrect in referring to the sunset di-
rection as "southwest" although. The calculation is, however,
consistent with the claim of the captain and crew that the sun had set
and that there was a thin reddish stripe just at the horizon to the right
of straight ahead.

Under these conditions the sky to the left of the plane would
have been very dark, and stars would have been visible. The nearly
full moon, which had lighted the sky while the plane was over Green-
land, was now well behind the plane at an azimuth of about 50° and
an elevation of about 10°. Two planets were visible above the horizon
in the southeast: Jupiter at an azimuth of about 140° and an eleva-
tion of somewhat more than 11° and Mars at about the same azimuth
but only several degrees above the horizon. Jupiter was quite bright
and Mars was much dimmer than Jupiter. Jupiter and Mars were 70°
to the left of straight ahead as the plane flew southwestward.

By the time that the "small ships" had moved away from the
aircraft and the ROCC had detected some "surge primary return"
near the jet, the sun was several more degrees below the horizon, the
sky in the southeast was darker and the plane was well south of Fort
Yukon. The captain picks up the narrative: "Far in front of us there
were lights increasing from the U.S. Military Eielson Air Force Base
and Fairbanks." Each was about 40 miles away at this time. 'The
lights were still following us at exactly the same distance. However, it
was too dark to identify by only the lights whether or not they were
the same spaceships that were flying in front of us a few minutes ago.
It seemed that we were flying in the lighter side and gave them the
advantage of being on the dark side."

That is, from the viewpoint of the supposed "mothership" the
airplane was silhouetted against the light western sky, but the crew of
the jet could not see the outline of the "mothership" because it was
silhouetted against the dark sky in the southeast. The captain was
able to see only the faint lights from the "mothership."

As the plane approached Eielson and Fairbanks, the captain saw
"two very bright lights" appear "suddenly from the north...perhaps
four or five mountains away." He speculated at the time what these
might be. He couldn't identify all the normal ground lights because
"the flight above Alaska territory is generally in daytime and it is
confusing to identify the kind of lights" on the ground. He finally
decided that the lights were along the Alaska pipeline.

Continuing his narrative, Capt. Terauchi recalled, "We arrived at
the sky above Eielson Air Force Base and Fairbanks." (Actually, at
this time, about 5:30 P.M., the plane was about 2p miles northeast of
Eielson and about 30 miles east-northeast of Fairbanks.) "The lights
[of the city] were extremely bright to eyes that v/cre used to the dark."
(The cockpit lights had been turned off to eliminate window reflec-
tions of internal lights.) "We were just above the bright city lights
and we checked the pale white light behind us. Alas' There was a
silhouette of a gigantic spaceship. We must run away quickly.



take

'Anchorage Center. This is JAL1628 requesting a change of course to
right 45°.' It felt like a long time before we received permission."11)

Actually it took only 15 seconds to get permission, as the
transcript of the AARTCC tape recording shows. But it did t
longer to actually begin the turn (see Figure 7.)

5:30:16 JAL1628 [Very broken communication; unintelligible]

5:30:20 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, you're coming in broken.
Say again.

5:30:23 JAL1628 Request, ah, deviate, ah, an, from,
ah, object, ah, request heading two four zero.

5:30:31 AARTCC JAL1628 rogcr. Fly heading two four zero.
... JAL1628 heavy, deviations approved as
necessary for traffic.

5:30:49 JAL1628 It's, ah, quite big...
Figure 6: Captain's sketch of how objects moved with respect to the plane and

5:30:52 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, you're still broken.
,, . the lower left of ttte round display screen at about 7 nm range.

5:30:56 JAL1628 It's, ah, very quite big, ah, plane.

The radar tracking data show that by asking for a heading of 240°
Tamefuji was requesting a 60° turn to the right. At 5:31:08, about 50
seconds after Tamefuji called for permission to turn, the plane began
to turn from its magnetic heading of 182( + /-1) degrees (about 215°
with respect to geographic north). By 5:32:08 the plane had settled
on its new heading of 222° magnetic (255° true), a turn of 40°, which is
close to the 45° that the captain recalled but less than the 60° turn
requested by Tamefuji.

The captain's narrative continues after the right turn: "We
checked our rear (and] there was still the ship following us. This is
JAL1628. Again requesting for change course 45° to the right.' We
had to get away from that object. 'JAL 1628. This is Anchorage
Center. We advise you, continue and take 360° turn.' 'JAL 1628,
thank you. We will continue 360° tum."ta)

Unfortunately the captain was not entirely accurate in his recall
of these apparently frightening events. The AARTCC transcipt
shows that there was no request for a second right turn. There was,
however, a request for a descent in altitude from 35,000 feet to 31,000
feet at 5:32:07, followed by a request to turn to a heading of "two one
zero," i.e., about a 12-degree turn to the left, at 5:34:56. Later on, at
5:3637, the AARTCC controller asked the plane to make a 360° right
turn. But all of this is getting ahead of the story

Before continuing let us consider what the captain may have
meant by his claim that he saw the "silhouette of a gigantic space-
ship." The term silhouette is applied to a situation in whjch the
observer sees the outline of a relatively dark objea against a bright
background, or vice versa. The location of the plane just before the
turn was northeast of Eielson and roughly east of Fairbanks. East of
Eielson there are no cities, just mountains. Looking behind and to the
left, then, the pilot was looking away from city lights. This would
mean that anything in the sky at an altitude close to that of the plane
would not be silhouetted against a bright background unless the
moon (on the horizon behind the plane) provided a bright enough
sky. Perhaps this is what happened, in which case one could ask why

how the radar echo appeared onihc weather record display. Radar target is in

the captain hadn't seen the silhouette before. On the other hand, if
the "gigantic spaceship" were below the horizon, it would not be
silhouetted against the sky and the moon would be of little help since
it was so low on the horizon. Perhaps what the captain saw was a
reflection of the ground lights off the object and thus was able to see
its outline silhouetted against a dark background. At any rate, he got
the impression that the objea was very big, in fact, much larger than
his aircraft. He could still see the horizontal pale white lights but he
could also see other structure such as illustrated in Figure 5, made
several hours after the event, and Figure 8, which he drew about a
month and a half after the event.

Just after the plane turned to the right the AARTCC controller
called the Fairbanks Approach Radar controller to find out whether
or not the short range radar had a target near the Japan Air jet. The
approach radar reported no target other than JAL1628.

Just after the right turn the plane was flying on a heading of
about 255° (true) and was about 20 miles north of Eielson AFB and
30 miles east of Fairbanks. At 5:32 P.M. the conversation between
the controller and JAL 1628 continued.

5.-J207JAL1628 JAL1628, ah, request descent.

5:3220 JAL1628 JAL1628. Request three one zero.

5:32-25 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, understand. Requesting
flight level three one zero.

5:32:34 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, your transmissions
are broken. Say again.

5:32:39 JAL1628 Flight level three one zero.

5:32:41 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, descend at pilot discretion.
Maintain flight level three one zero.

5:32:45 AL1628 Leaving three five zero to three one zero.
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The tracking data show that the plane descended from 35,000
feet to 31,000 feet over the next four minutes, reaching the lower

same position relative to the aircraft and had descended with the
Ldt

5:32:58 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, do you still have your traffic?

altitude when the plane was almost due south of Fairbanks and just .
before it entered the 360° turn (See Figure 7.) "™»«° M ̂ «»* wjuch <«* «*>ut 31,200 feefV(3). The

AARTCC decided it was time to "test this unusual "traffic."

5:33:00 JAL1628 Still, ah, coming, ah, ah, right in
formation, in, ah, formation.

then.

3:33:07 AAKTCC JAL1628, understand.
5:36:47 AU628 Right turn 360.

A minute and a half went by, during which time the plane flew
on a straight heading while decreasing in altitude. Then AARTCC
decided to find out what had happened to the traffic

5:34:38 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, say position of your traffic,

5:34:42 JAL1628 Affirmative. Just over.w Fairbanks.

5:34:52 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, understand. Your
traffic is over Fairbanks at this time.

5:34:56 JAL1628 Affirmative..ah, request heading
two one zero.

5:35:02 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, roger. Deviations approved
as necessary for traffic

This portion of the transcript shows that the captain was
incorrect in recalling a second right turn. Instead, the plane turned
left about 12ADAo beginning at 535:09 and it continued to turn (see
Figure 7) as if it were heading back in the direction of Talkeetna. By
the time of the left turn the altitude had decreased to about 33,000
feet.

The statement at 534:42 that the object was "over Fairbanks"
could not be correct if the object was at the left side of the plane
because at that time Fairbanks was still ahead and somewhat to the
right (See Figures 1 and 7.)

5:35:15 AARTCC JAL1628, say altitude of your traffic,

5:35:20 JAL1628 Ah, oh, sa, ah, same level

Another minute passed by during which the AARTCC called the
Fairbanks approach radar again and once again the approach radar
reported no target other than the JAL1628 itself. The copilot indi-
cated that he wanted to resume his flight straight directly to
Talkeetna.

The "mothership" was behind and to the left before the right

5:36:12 JAL1628 Ah, Anchorage Center, JAL1628. Request
direct [to] Talkeetna.

5:36:18 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, cleared direct to
Talkeetna and in, ah, advise me of your [sic]
position of your traffic

5:36:24 JAL1628 Ah, same po...same position.
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In other words it appeared that the "traffic" had stayed in the

5:36:37 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, sir, I'm gonna request you
to make a right turn three six zero degrees, 360
degree turn and advise me what your traffic does

The plane commenced the turn at about 5:37:15. The pilot, in
his testimony written a month and a half later, recalled these events,
although his recall of a second right turn was in error and he incor-
rectly placed the altitude descent after the turn instead of before it.
In the captain's testimony, commencing just after the wrong state-
ment about a second right turn, he has written, "We had to get away
from that object. 'JAL1628. This is the Anchorage Center. We advise
you, continue and take a 360-degree turn.' 'JAL1628, thank you. We
wfl] continue 360-degree turn.' It was too slow to circle in the auto-
pilot mode; therefore we switched to the manual mode and set to turn
right on a 30 degrees bank. We looked to our right forward but did
not see any light. We were relieved, thinking the object may have left
us and returned to the level flight, but when we checked to our rear
the object was still there in exactly the same place." (Following these
statements in his testimony the captain has recalled the descent from
35,000 to 31,000 feet, which he incorrectly placed after the turn. Ac-
tually the descent to 31,000 had been completed just before the turn.
(See Figure 7.)

While the plane began the turn the AARTCC conwnicated
with the ROCC. At 537:23 the ROCC confirmed that no military
aircraft were "working up there" and at 53730 that there was no
"traffic" on the radar screen. AARTCC then called the plane again.
By this time the plane had been turning for about a minute and a half.

5:38:55 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, sir, does your traffic
appear to be staying with you?

5:38:57 JAL1628 Ah, (unintelligible) distinguished.

5:39:01 AARTCC JAL1628 say again?

5:39:04 JAL1628 It, ah, disappeared. JAL1628.

5:39:10 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, roger. At your discretion
proceed direct to TaDceenta, J125 [to] Anchorage.

hand-turn. Therefore there were three possible results of the turn: (a)
if the object remained stationary while the plane turned it would
initially "disappear" behind the plane and then reappear nearly
behind the plane on the right side before the turn was completed; (b)
if the object also made a right turn but on the outside (i.e., at a much
larger turning radius) of the turn made by the aircraft, it would stay at
the left and be continually visible; and (c) if the object also made a
right turn but trailed behind the aircraft it would remain invisible
during the turn.



Rgure 7: Flight track 0/ML1628

The fact that it "disappeared" very soon after the plane started
the turn indicates that the "mothership" did not make a turn on the
outside of the turn of the plaj.c. On the other hand, the captain and
copilot recall that they looked out the right hand side to see if it
would reappear during the turn, but they did not see it. Therefore it
may have trailed the aircraft during the turn. But it did not stay
directly behind the aircraft after the turn because the captain recalled
that after the turn had been completed and they were again heading
southward "we" [the captain, since it was behind and to the left
where only he only he see it] checked to our rear and "the object was
still there in exactly the same place."

The conclusion that the object may have trailed behind during
the turn is consistent with a radar report made at that time. While
the plane was turning, the ROCC confirmed an anomalous radar
target in the vicinity of the plane. (Note: Many of the times given
below do not agree with the times in the FAA transcript. This is be-
cause some of the transcript times are in error. The times given
below agree with the FAA-supplied tape recording of the conversa-
tions between the FAA controllers, the ROCC and the aircraft.)

5:38:57 AARTCC Anchorage Center.

5:38:58 ROCC Ya, this is one dash two again. On some
other equipment here we have confirmed there is a

flight size of two around [JAL1628J. One primary return
only.

5:39:47 JAL1628 I think so..<4>
5:39:05 AARTCC OK. Where is, is he following him?

As the conversation between the plane and one AARTCC con-
5:39:07 ROCC It looks like he is, yes.
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5:39:10 AARTCC OK. Standby.

The use of the term "flight of two" indicated that, on the radar
screen, JAL1628 had a companion. Moreover, it appeared to the
ROCC that the companion was "following," that is, it was behind the
plane.

Soon after the ROCC confirmed a "flight of two," the AARTCC
controller who was conversing with the plane at 5:39:04 reported:

5:39:10 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, roger, at your discretion
proceed direct [to] Talkeetna J125, Anchorage.
[J125 is a flight route.]

5:39:15 JAL1628 [unintelligible]

5:39:23 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, roger, sir. The military
radar advises thay do have a primary target in trail
of you at this time.

5:30:32 JAL1628 Ah, say again? JAL1628.

5:39:35 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy. Military radar advises
they are picking up intermittent primary target

behind you in trail, in trail, I say again.



trotler was occurring, another AARTCC controller was continuing to
converse with the ROCC.

5:39:24 AARTCC OK. Do you want to, do you have anybody
you can scramble up there or do you want to do

5:39:30 ROCC I'll tell you what. We're gonna talk
to the liaison officer about that.

5:39:33 AARTCC OK. Uh, it's starting to concern Japan
Airline [unintelligible] 1628, a 747. He's making a
360 now and it's still following... <4>6>

5:39:46 ROCC Where is this search return at, right
behind him or where?

5:39:50 AARTCC Say again?

5:39:51 ROCC Ah, I'm gonna talk to my other radar man
here has gotta, he's got some other equipment
watching this aircraft.

5:39:54 AARTCC OK.
do that?

5:39:55 ROCC OK. We're going to call the military
desk on this.

At this point the conversation with the ROCC ended and the
plane was contacted again.

JAL1628 was also confused momentarily.
5:40:10 AARTCC JAL1628, Anchorage request.

5:40:44 TOTEM Anchorage Center, you have TOTEM 71 up here.
5:40:12 JAL1628 Go ahead.

5:40:13 AARTCC Roger, sir. Would you like our military
to scramble on the traffic?

5:40:17 JAL1628 Negative. Negative.

Capt. Terauchi's immediate reaction to the offer of military
assistance was to decline it. In his testimony he recalled the event
and explained his reaction:" MAL1628, this is Anchorage Center.
Would you like to request scramble for confirmation?' [underlining in
the original text] The Anchorage Center, this is JAL1628. We would
not request scramble.' We turned down the offer quickly. I knew
that in the past there was a U.S. military Tighter called the Mustang
that had flown up high for a confirmation and a tragedy had hap-
pened to it. Even the F-15 with the newest technology had no
guarantee of safety against the creature with an unknown degree of
scientific technology."

Despite the immediate negative reply the AARTCC was
persistent:

5:40:26 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, sir, we do have military
ah, at Eielson 40 miles away. I can put them up
and let them check the traffic for you.

5:40.34 JAL1628 Roger.

5:40:35 AARTCC JAL162S9, roger. Would you like us to

At this point a military aircraft referred to as TOTEM, which
was not a fighter aircraft but was already in the air, offered to check
out the traffic. The transmission was somewhat garbled, however,
and the AARTCC controller thought he was hearing JAL1623.

We might be. able to get dose to him.

"This is a silhouette of the
ship we could see because of "This is the same

I the lights around Fairbanks." | size as an aircraft
1 ' [carrier."

"1.5 to 2
times larger
in size."

"Pale white
light."

Jumbo Jet

Figure 8: Copt Teroacta's drawing a month and a haif after sighting, of "gigantic spaceship"
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5:40:48 AARTCC JAL1628, you were broken. Say again.

5:40:55 JAL1628 Ah, say again? JAL1623.

5:40:59 AARTCC JAL1628. Your transmission was broken,
sir. We do have military aircraft in your vicinity
that we can, ah, check on the, ah, traffic with you.

5:41:07 JAL1628 Ah, [unintelligible] 162S. No radar traffic
above.

It was now one minute since the AARTCC had directed the
plane to fly directly to Talkeetna. At that time, 5:39:10, the plane was
about 1/3 of the way around the circle (See Figure 7.) Finally at
5:42:04 the plane responded. By this time the circle had been 3/4
completed.

5:44:07 AARTCC JAL1628, sir, do you still have the
5:4204 JAL1628 Anchorage Center, Japan Air 1623. Confirm traffic?

direct to Talkeetna three one zero.
5:44:12 JAL1628 Ah, say again please.

5:42:09 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy. Affirmative. Direct to
Talkeetna and descend at pilot's discretion.
Maintain flight level two five zero.

5:42:16 JAL1628 Ah, pilot's discretion. Two Five
zero. JAL1628.

Capt. Terauchi recalled the reappearance of the "mothership:"
While the plane was being directed to Talkeetna the AARTCC

and the ROCC continued discussing the radar targets.

5:41:51 AARTCC Where's that, ah, are you still painting
a primary, ah, by that JAL flight?

5:41:56 ROCC OK. Let me look at my other....

5:47:59 AARTCC If so, where's the position of it?

5:42:00 ROCC OK. Standby.

5:42:24 ROCC It looks like he, ah, offset left and then
possibly fell bade in-trail. However, I can't see
him now. I can't pick him out.

While this conversation was going on, the Capt. Terauchi was
looking to his left and backwards. It was there again.

5:42-35 JAL1628 Ah, we have... Anchorage Center, JAL1628.
We have in sight same position, over.

5:42:42 AARTCC JAL1628, understand. In sight, same
position.

see if he can identify your traffic.
This statement, made while the plane was just coming out of the

turn to head southward (see Figure 7), indicates, as described
previously, that the "mothership" may have followed behind the
plane. The captain remembers the events this way: "The consump-
tion of fuel during this flight was almost as expected but there was
only 3,800 pounds left and as such was not enough for extra flying for

running around. We have got to arrive at Anchorage." At this point
in his testimony the captain recalled the direction to proceed directly
to Talkeetna. But he incorrectly remembered that the plane had
initiated the request (the AARTCC initiated the request; see above).
He continued, "We checked behind us again. The ship was in forma-
tion and ascending with us. We wondered and feared as to their
purpose." The word ascending should have been descending (the
plane never ascended during the sighting) and furthermore, it is in the
wrong temporal location in the testimony because the descent
occurred before, not after, the turn.

His testimony continues at this point with his recollection of the
query about a scramble of a military aircraft. But according to the
transcript, the discussion of a scramble came before the plane
completed the turn rather than, as the captain recalled, after the turn.

About a minute and a half later the AARTCC decided to find
out whether or not the traffic was still with the plane.

5:44:13 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy. Do you still have the
traffic?

5:44:17 AARTCC Ah, affirmative, ah, nine o'clock.

"We flew toward Talkeetna at an altitude of 31,000 feet. The
spaceship was still following us, not leaving us at all."

By this time the plane was completely out of the turn and headed
toward Talkeetna. At about 5:40 a United Airlines passenger jet took
off from Anchorage and headed north to Fairbanks. Several minutes
later it reported being at 29,000 feet and on a 350ADAo (magnetic)
heading. The AARTCC controller decided to ask the UA pilot if he
could see anything behind the JAL flight. At 5:44:43 he called the
UA pilot to say that the JAL flight was in his 11 o'clock position and
110 run north "and he has traffic following him, sir. It's unknown
traffic...! want you to see if you see anything with him." The UA pilot
said he would look when he got closer. The controller asked the JAL
flight to stay at 31,000 feet and the UA flight to stay at 29,000 feet.
He then directed the UA flight to turn some more so that the planes
would pass within five miles of one another.

5:46:48 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy. Maintain flight level three
one zero.

5:46:54 JAL1628 JAL1628 (unintelligible) maintain
three one zero.

5:46:59 AARTCC JAL1628, roger. I'm gonna have a United
aircraft get close to you and take a look, ah, to

5:47:06 JAL1628 Thank you.

Several minutes later the planes were much closer together and
closing on one another rapidly (the separation was decreasing at a
rate between 15 and 20 nm per minute).
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5:51:02 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, say again. You're broken.
5:48:16 UNITED United 69. Can you point the

traffic out again please?

5:48:19 AARTCC United 69, heavy, affirmative.
The, ah, Japan Air is in your eleven o'clock
position and five zero [50] miles [away], southbound.

5:48:28 UNITED Ah, roger. Thank you.

5:48:31 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, sir. Say the position of
your traffic.

5:48:34 JAL1628 Ah, now, ah, ah, moving to, ah, around
10 miles now, ah, ah, position, ah, seven, ah,
eight o'clock, 10 miles.

5:48:34 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, roger.

As the planes approached each other in the dark sky, the
"mothership" apparently dropped back, allowing the JAL plane to get
far ahead. Of course the 10-mile distance was only the pilot's guess.
He could not measure the distance because the airplane radar could
not "see" back that far. The United pilot asked the AARTCC to
have the JAL pilot flash the headlights on his aircraft so he could
locate the plane. At 5:49:45 the JAL pilot did that. At this time the
planes were about 25 miles apart.

Terauchi says: "About the same time [the time his plane headed
toward TaDceetna after the 360*0*0 turn] a United Airline passenger
aircraft which left Anchorage to Fairbanks flew into the same air zone
and began communicating with Anchorage Center. We heard them
transmitting that there was an object near JL 1628 and requesting for
confirmation. We heard that the Anchorage center was saying to the
United Airline aircraft that JL 1628 was at an altitude of 31,000 feet,
and therefore, United Airline should maintain 33,000 feet. [Actually
the transcript shows that UA altitude was 29,000 feet.] It sounded as
if Anchorage Center had the United Airlines aircraft fly above the
spaceship. We were flying the east side of Mount McKinley. The
United Airline's aircraft came close to us. The United Airline aircraft
requested us to flash our landing lights for visual confiration and we
both confirmed our positions visually. The United Airlines aircraft
was coming close to us. We knew that they were watching us. When
the United plane came by our side, the spaceship disappeared
suddenly and there was nothing left but the light of moon."

When the planes were about 12 miles apart and still approaching
one another, the UA plane reported seeing the JAL plane and
nothing else. But by this time apparently the "mothership" had
disappeared.

| and landed at 6:20 PM.
5:50:35 UA69 UA69 heavy. We've got the Japan Airliner

insight. I don't see anybody around him. He's at The aftermath
his seven o'clock position, huh?

5:50:46 AARTCC UA69, that's what he says. JAL1628 heavy,

5:5052 JAL1628 Ah, now distinguishing, but, an, an,
your, I guess, ah, 12 o'clock below you. information:» . . . . .

I received a call from Dick Powers concerning a JAL flight which the
CapL had stated he was being followed or shadowed. I observed the aircraft
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5:51:06 JAL1628 Just ahead of United, ah, [unintelligible]

Considering Terauchi's later recollection that the object
disappeared when the two planes got close to each other, it is inter-
esting that the copilot used the word "distinguishing" and followed
this with "I guess 12 o'clock below you." Previously he had used the
word "distinguished" when he meant "extinguished" because the
object had disappeared shortly after the 360° turn began (see 5:38:57
and 5:39:04 above). Apparently he meant "extinguishing" or
extinguished at this time as well. Furthermore, if the object had been
still visible he would not have said "I guess 12 o'clock below you"
because the captain would have been able to see where the object was
relative to the UA jet. Thus it appears that the object/light had dis-
appeared by this time.

It is also interesting to note that the copilot used the words
"below you" which suggests that at the time of the flight crew
members thought the UA plane was above their altitude. This is as
the Captain subsequently remembered it. Perhaps they did not hear
the controller tell the UA plane to maintain 29,000 feet.

At 2:5132, after the planes had passed one another, the UA
plane reported being able to see the JAL plane silhouetted against
the sky. The captain could see the contrail as well as the plane but
nothing else. The controller responded, "We got just a few primary
hits on the target and then, ah, we really haven't got a good track on
him ever," meaning that the radar never showed a continuous track
of primary-only radar targets associated with the unusual "traffic."

After the UA plane had passed the JAL flight at a point about
60 nm south of Fairbanks (see Figure 7 at time 5:50:52), the
AARTCC requested that TOTEM also fly toward the JAL plane for
a look. AARTCC then directed the JAL plane to descend and the
plane reported on the "traffic."

5:57:70 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, descend at pilot discretion.
Maintain flight level two five zero. (25,000 feet)

5:53:13 JAL 1628 JAL1628, ah, pilot's discretion maintain
ah, two five zero, so, ah, ah, I cannot,
I couldn't see, ah UFO, over.

5:53:27 AARTCC JAL1628 heavy, understand. You do not
see the traffic any longer,

5:53:31 JAL1628 Affirmative.

During the next several minutes TOTEM viewed the JAL plane
but couldn't see any other traffic. JAL1628 proceeded to Anchorage

Because of the report of unusual traffic the crew was inter-
say the position of your traffic now.

viewed immediately by FAA official Jack Wright and then by agents
James Deny and Ronald Mickle. Wright recorded the following



land at 1820 hours [6:20 P.M.]. No other aircraft was noted. The B747 taxied
into the international ramp area. I interviewed Capt. Terauchi and the crew
of two. The captain stated that this was the first lime anything like this had
happened to him. He slated that approximately five nm after passing the
Canadian/Alaskan border at 35,000 feet something appeared five to seven nm
in front of the aircraft. It had lights, four to five in a line [see drawings) and
said it was bigger than they were [B-747]. At times the object would be to the
captain's side of the aircraft [left]. Never the other side [right]. He referred
to the dark side. After passing the Fairbanks area he requested to fly parallel
to course and this was granted. When he turned to the right and flew
parallel, the object was gone. [In all cases the weather radar was also used to
identify the object and the five-to-seven nm distance was taken from the
radar display - 20 nm range.) They returned to course and the captain said,
There it was, as if it was waiting for me." At approximately the Talkeetna
area the object took off to the east and was gone. A United flight departed
from Anchorage and was requested to check if they could see anything but it
was gone before United got there. Nothing different with the cargo except
some expensive wine. The captain and crew were shook-up but professional.
James Deny interviewed the crew at JAL operations. Capt. Terauchi had
asked AARTCC if they were picking up two targets and was told 'just one.'
The total time was approximately 55 minutes. A new crew took the flight on
to Tokyo. Capt. Terauchi and the crew were to be in Anchorage for days
days before any additional flights. James Deny requested that the tapes and
any other information be saved.('O)

The sparse amount of information contained in this initial report
indicates that Wright did not carry out an extensive interview of the
pilot and crew. It also indicates that he did not learn exactly what
happened probably because of a combination of factors: (a) his
failure to ask for a minute-by-minute history of the flight, (b)
Terauchi's failure to recall events accurately and in the correct order,
and (c) the communication problem (Japanese-to-English transla-
tion).

The failure to get the complete and exact story during the first
interview was, unfortunately, repeated in the next interview by Special

Deny recorded the second interview as follows:*14*
"On November 171 responded to a call from the ROC reference an

incident involving unidentified air traffic (UAT) following JAL flight 1628
into Anchorage. 1 asked Agent Mickle to meet me at Anchorage Airport.
Upon arriving at the ANCI met Agent Mickle and Inspector Wright who had
been at the aircraft. All three of us then proceeded to JAL operations to
interview the crew.

At JAL operations we met with (the crew] and Mr. Shimbashi, JAL
operations manager at Anchorage. The three crewmen slated that just after
passing POTAT intersection inbound to Anchorage on JS29 they observed
strange lights ahead of their B747. These lights changed position after two
minutes but remained in front of the aircraft for another 10 minutes, then
moved to the left side of the aircraft. They stated that all they could see were
the lights and at no lime could they see the craft. However, they did show an
object on their WX radar at about seven miles. The lights were yellow,
amber and green, but no red. The lights were in two separate sets which
changed position relative to one another. The crew said that they contacted
AARTCC (and the AARTCC) confirmed that they also had it on radar.

Near Fairbanks the crew executed a 360° turn and the lights stayed with
them off of their left side. They then proceeded to Anchorage and the lights
were still visible until around 40 miles north of Talkeetna when they moved
away to the east. The crew reported their speed as 0.84 Mach and their
altitude between FL390 and 310 as assigned along the course. The only
problem with their systems was some static in the VHP receiver. The
navigations system in use was INS with no apparent problems. Upon
completion of my discussion with the crew I called Capt. Stevens, Duty
Officer to NO RAD, and asked if he bad any questions other than what I had
asked. He said he had no other questions, but they also showed two targets
on radar (one was JAL). He slated that they would give all data to Intelli-
gence in the morning. I then asked Bobby Lamltin by phone if the Air Force
was holding the data and he said yes/10)

Figure 9: Pilot's sketch of side and top views of a "spaceship." Lights were
moving to left and right as indicated by arrows.

Special Agent Ronald Mickle recorded the second interview as
follows:*14'

As per telephonic request from [Wright], the following are the events
which took place on November 17, 1986 and were taken from my personal
notes during the interview. [I went to the) Japan Airlines station office as
instructed by the Manager (Deny). Myself [sic] and Jim Derry interviewed
the crew of JAL Flight 1628, which reported the sighting of unidentified air
traffic. The flight crew consisted of [Terauchi, Tamefuji, and TsukudaJ.

„ . -v n . . . T> , j » * - , , j i . Captain Terauchi stated the cargo only flight had departed Reykjavik.
Agent James Derry. Both he and Ronald MickJe made notes. Agent . ; . r „, . T .. , . * . ,:f . ". ., . v i .u J -r * •* * ^ Iceland. Captain Terauchi stated he first sited [visually] the unidentified air

traffic [UAT) in the vicinity of POTAT intersection and the ADIZ. The
aircraft he was piloting [B747] was at flight level 390, airspeed 0.84 Mach.
Captain Terauchi indicated that the UAT was in front of bis aircraft at a
distance of aproximately seven to eight nautical miles for approximately 12
minutes. The captain stated the distance was indicated by the onboard
Bend tx color radar. Captain Terauchi stated that while he had a visual on the
UAT he spotted yellow, amber and green lights and a rotating beacon but no
red lights. The captain said there were two distinct sets of lights, but
appeared to be joined together [as fixed to one object]. Captain Terauchi
ascertained through visual sighting and radar that the UAT was equal in size
to a B747, possibly larger.

Captain Terauchi stated that during the visual sighting the lights of the
UAT changed from a horizontal position to a vertical position and had posi-
tioned itself in front of the B747 to the port side. The UAT stayed on the
port side for approximately 35 minutes. Captain Terauchi uid he was
communicating with AARTCC personnel during the bighnng The captain
stated he requested and received permission to perform a 360 degree turn
while in the vicinity of Fairbanks which he had a visual on Capiam Terauchi
stated the UAT maintained its position on the port side during the turn.
Captain Terauchi stated that visual sight of the UAT was completely lost
approximately 40 nm north of Talkeetna, while continuing to Anchorage.
[The captain] staled that there was static during VHP communications with
the AARTCC, that there was erratic movement with lights of the UAT
during the visual contact, that navigation was being performed by coupling of
the onboard INS's, and that the AARTCC had indicated to him the presence
of a primary target in addition to his aircraft. Through a confidential source
at JAL it was stated to me that this is not the first sighting of an unidentified
aircraft by Captain Terauchi/10)

A comparison of the above versions of the interviews shows that
the full and accurate story as determined by the transcript and the
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pflot's subsequent testimony did not come through in the initial inter-
views. Furthermore, the interviewers had somewhat divergent
opinions on what the captain told them. Part of this problem may
have been, literally, in the translation (from Japanese to English), but
part of the problem also is that different people react to and remem-
ber different elements of a story.

It is unfortunate that the interviewers did not think to tape-
record the conversations for later analysis but instead simply relied
upon their recollections and their brief notes on what was said.
Nevertheless, the basic core of the story is clearly expressed in these
early interviews and thus they support the captain's subsequent more
detailed testimony, written about a month and a half later. Particu-
larly supportive of the Captain's later testimony were the drawings
made during the interview with Deny and Mickle (Figures 2,3,5,6).
They show how the lights appeared at various times and how the
target appeared on the radar scope. These sketches, made only hours
after the event, agree generally with the drawings that the captain
made a month and a half later to illustrate the to illustrate his
testimonial report (see Figures 4,8-11). These latter drawings were
publicized in the news media. Figure 12 is Terauchi's map of the
flight path and locations of certain events.

The air traffic controller who was responsible for guiding the
JAL flight recorded his recollections the next day, evidently without
first listening to the tape of AARTCC tape recording of the events:*13'

During the period of 2030 UTC [universal time coordinated], November
17,1986, to 0430 UTS, November 18,19861 was on duty in the Anchorage
ARTCC I was working the D15 position from 0156 UTC to 0230 UTC,
November 18,1986. [This corresponds to 4:56 to 5:30 P.M. Alaska Standard
Time, November 17,1986]. At approximately 022SZ [5:25 P.M.] while
monitoring JL1628 on Sector 15 radar the aircraft requested traffic informa-
tion. I advised no traffic in his vicinity. The aircraft advised he had traffic 12
o'clock same altitude. I asked JL1628 if he would like higher/lower altitude
and the pilot replied negative. I checked with ROCC to see if they had
military traffic in the area and to see if they had primary targets in the area.
ROCC did have [a] primary target in the same position JL1628 reported.
Several limes I had primary returns where JL1628 reported the traffic.
JL1628 later requested a him to heading 210°. I approved JL1628 to make
deviations as necessary for traffic Hie traffic stayed with JL1628 through
turns and decent [sic].

In the vicinity of Fairbanks I requested JL1628 to make a right 360°
turn to see if he could identify the aircraft. He lost contact momentarily at
which time I observed a primary target in the six o'clock position, five miles.
I then vectored UA69 northbound to Fairbanks from Anchorage with his
approval to see if he could identify the aircraft. He had contact with the
JL1628 flight but reported no other traffic. By this time JL1628 had lost
contact with the traffic. Also a military C-130 southbound to Elmcndorf AFB
from Eielson AFB advised he had plenty of fuel and would take a look. I
vectored him toward the flight and climbed him to Flight Level 240 [24,000
feet]. He also had no contact.

I requested JL1628 to identify the type or markings of the aircraft He
could not identify but reported white and yellow strobes. I requested the
JL1628 to say flight conditions. He reported clear and no clouds. The phrase
"single primary returns" [used above] is in reference to [a] target other than
JAL and "the traffic" is in reference to the unidentified object/10)

Although the Anchorage FAA alerted the the FAA Security
Office in Washington, D.C., no further action regarding the reported
traffic was taken. This is unfortunate since a careful debriefing at the
time of the event possibly could have uncovered details which had
been forgotten by the time the crew was interviewed in January 1987.

The FAA investigates

JLt is quite likely that the JAL sightings would never have been

investigated if it hadn't been for the interest by the American
newsmedia afterword leaked out of Japan about the sighting. The
first public mention of the sighting was in the Kyoda Press in Japan
on December 29. The news story was based on information from the
crew as well as the FAA in Anchorage.

According to Public Information Officer Paul Steucke (in an
interview with Walter Andrus of MUFON), "The first thing I got was
a phone call from Kyoda News Service out of Japan. That was the
day before Christmas, December 24. They sent a correspondent over
and the correspondent said to me - you know that we've got some
information on 'such and such.' Is it true? I said, well, yeah, and
here's what we've got. On the 29th after the Christmas holidays that
story must have been printed somewhere in Japan because United
Press International picked it up. Japan picked it up. Then the United
Press reporter over here asked me the same question and I told him
the same thing."

UPI reporter Jeff Berliner broke the story in the United States
on December 29. Numerous newspapers reprinted the story and the
FAA headquarters in Washington, D.C., learned about it from the
press reports including the January 1 report in the Washington Post.
When FAA headquarters called Anchorage for the full story, it
learned that the radar data tape had been saved (which was unusual
since usually the radar tapes are reused within 30 days after a use).
[On January 1 the FAA re-opened its inquiry. Capt. Terauchi was
interviewed on January 2 (1), at which time he supplied his written
testimony (2). On January 4 the national press reported that the
FAA had re-opened the inquiry and numerous news stories followed.

The FAA released portions of the information as it became
available through Mr. Steucke. Unfortunately the FAA did not have
a complete and accurate story to report and consequently the early
news stories contained errors. The most amusing of these was in the
reported time of the sightings. For some reason someone had hand-
written a note on the master copy of the first FAA release, which was
a summary of the AARTCC tape recording. The note indicated that
the events had begun at 6:19 P.M., even though the summary itself
clearly said 0219 UTC which translates to 5:19 P-M. Alaska standard
time. This time error was perpetuated in news reports even though
the captain recalled the correct time and stated it during an interview
with Larry King on January 2,

While the press was having fun with the story, the FAA contin-
ued with its inquiry. The copilot was interviewed on January 5ro and
the flight engineer on January 15<10>. A complete transcript of the
AARTCC tape recording, although with some time errors, was
completed on January 9 and the radar data tape recording was sent to
a special FAA facility for analysis. The FAA announced that it would
release the material it had collected after it completed the inquiry.

January went by and then February with still no word from the
FAA. But then, on March 5, the FAA announced the results of the
inquiry. According to the press release the FAA "was unable to
confirm the event."14 The event was unconfirmed because "a second
radar target near the JAL flight at the time of the reported sighting
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was not another aircraft but rather a split radar return from the JAL
Boeing 747." In other words, the FAA could not confirm the event
on radar because the "traffic" or "primary return" reported by the
controller at the time was merely an artifact of the radar set. Or so
the FAA said. The press release did not mention that the "split
return effect" was contradicted by the fact that the extra echo did not
come back with every sweep of the radar and by a statement by an air
traffic controller who said that they don't usually get a split image in
the area that the JAL jet flew. The press release offered no explana-
tion for the sighting, nor did it dispute the crew's claim that some-
thing unusual was seen.

The March FAA release made a smaller splash in the press than
had the original January release of information. This may have been
because the media misinterpreted the FAA statement. For example,
NBC News incorrectly reported that 'Terauchi'E crewmates were not
sure that they had seen a UFO" and that the FAA "concluded a
three-month investigation saying there is nothing to substantiate the
pilot's story." The NBC story failed to mention that the copilot and
flight engineer had independently confirmed the pilot's report of
seeing numerous lights appear in front and to the left of the aircraft
and that the airplane radar had picked up a large target in the same
direction as the unknown lights.

The debunking that failed

TJL he FAA wisely decided not to try to explain what the air
. 4 „ , ,.. . . , ... .... an object at at about seven to eight miles distance in the direction of

crew reported. A small group of would-be debunkers did not exhibit . .A-.,-* „ . . . . . .. , . . ., u u j, / J f, . , . the UFO. Perhaps the analyst rejected this claim, but if he had
such wisdom, however. Not content to wait for the complete release .t .. . . ? * * • * • i ». U L . J L... . , M , _ . , « . . ! - , . waited for the FAA information package, he would have learned that
of information on January 22 the Committee for Scientific Investiga- .,...,. . . . ... j -

e ™ • t ». n , /<-oT^.xxnv • , B the other crew members also saw the radar image,lion of Claims of the Paranormal (CSICOP) issued a news release °
entitled "UFO Mystery Solved."<15) The cover letter announced "the
r A- _ r.i. r^cij-vMn • . - * • - - . * ,u i A - i - sighting directions to the UFOs at various times, by the descriptionsfindings of the [CSICOP1 investigation into the Japan Air Lines L .. ._ - ,_ . . . „„-«? . . J L .
ci- •.. iito ircU • -j I-VT i. 10 inoit i f i . i • if by the crew members of the colJeaions of UFO lights and by theFlight 1628 UFO incident of November 18, 1986. The release itself . . "&• j
stated that "according to a leading UFO investigator" [Philip J. Klass] ^\T _, ™.-rt¥,. " . . . , , . . , . ....
at least one extraterrLrial object was involveAe planet Jupiter, Had CSICOP waited until all of the informal was available
and possibly another-Mars." The press release asserted that at the **?** fhe "V™™* would "<>' "*« P"^*6 JuPlter ,
time of the sighting (incorrectly given as as one hour earlier than it «P^uon. In retrospect it appears that the CSICOP press release

actually occurred) Jupiter was "extremely bright" at a -2.6 magnitude
and would have been about 10 degrees above the horizon on the left
side of the aircraft where the pilot first reported seeing the UFO.
Mars would have been slightly lower and about 20 degrees to the
right of Jupiter.

The release contends, "Although the very bright Jupiter, and less
bright Mars, had to be visible to JAL Capt. Kenjyu Terauchi, the pilot
never once reported seeing either-only a UFO that he described as
being a *white and yellow* light in his initial radio report to Federal
Aviation Administration controllers at Anchorage."(10>

The release could also have noted, but of course does not, that
Terauchi also didn't mention to the controllers that he could see
numerous stars in the sky, city lights on the ground and a glow of
sunset in the west.

The CSICOP explanation was based largely on the transcript of
the AARTCC tape recording of the plane and air traffic controller.
Apparently the pictorial information publicized in the news media
was essentially discounted. The CSICOP analyst made a major error
in not waiting for the release of the complete package of information
compiled by the FAA. Had he waited he would have found that the

publicized versions of the sighting were actually quite accurate in
their descriptions of the lights, although they were far from complete,
and the descriptions certainly rule out Jupiter and Mars as explana-
tions for the reported lights,

For example, because the analyst did not have the information
package he did not know that the widely publicized drawings of the
arrays of lights were more detailed versions of the sketches made by
the captain only hours after event. Nor did he know that the other
crew members, in separate interviews, supported the captain's report
of seeing a multiplicity of lights appear in front of the plane and pace
the aircraft for ten minutes or more. Nor did he know that the arrays
of lights rearranged themselves from one above the other to side by
side, a reorientation that Jupiter and Mars would have found difficult
to do.

Without the information package it was impossible to recon-
struct from radar data the flight path of the aircraft. Without the
flight path it was impossible to determine the exact heading of the
aircraft, and therefore the directions that the pilot and crew were
looking at various times, since they gave sighting directions with
respect to the heading of the aircraft. Therefore the analyst might
not have realized that just before the end of the sighting, when
Jupiter was ahead of the plane and to the left (about at the 10 o'clock
position), the UFO "mothership" was behind and to the left (at the
seven-to-eight o'clock position).

Although the CSICOP release discussed and rejected the FAA
and Air Force radar detections, curiously it did not mention the
widely publicized claim by the pilot that the airplane radar did detect

In summary, the Jupiter-Mars explanation is contradicted by the

which was marked "FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE" should have
been marked "FOR PREMATURE RELEASE."<17>

Analysis

Natu rally the question arises as to what the JAL crew actually

saw. Were the arrays of lights exhaust ports on two "spaceships,"
figment of their imaginations or misinterpreted stars? Did the
captain really see a "gigantic spaceship" or something else behind his
plane? These questions cannot be definitively answered, but it is
possible to rule out some conventional phenomena.

To analyze the sighting it is best to divide it into four parts which
follow the changing nature of the "unusual lights." First, the captain
saw lights below and to his left just after the left turn when the plane
was still northeast of Fort Yukon. According to the captain, the only
thing that made these lights seem unusual is that they appeared to be
pacing his aircraft. Nevertheless, he decided that they were two
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Figure 10: tnitJai view of*two spaceships* to the left front ofairtiner

\

Figure I I : Artists'reconstruction of captain's sketch of how object appeared on aircraft radar
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military aircraft on some mission. One might be tempted to accept
the captain's initial identification of these lights as military aircraft if
it weren't for the fact that only about IS minutes later the ROCC told
the AARTCC that there were no military aircraft in the area around
the JAL flight.

Then, according to the captain, the lights which were initially
below and to the feft moved rapidly to a location nearly in the front
of, and quite close to, the jet where the whole crew could see them.
If he is correct that the lights moved abruptly in front of his aircraft,
then, of course, military aircraft are ruled out.

The multiple-witness sighting of the arrays of lights seems
inexplicable. The sighting cannot have been a hallucination by the
whole crew. The lights could not have been stars or planets. These
stars and planets were visible before the "ships" appeared in front of
the plane and were still visible after the "ships" had moved away.
There is no natural phenomenon that can account for the rectangular
arrangement of lights in horizontal rows, for the occasional sparking,
for the vertical rectangular dark space between the rows, for the
reorientation of the pairs of arrays from one above the other to one
beside the other, for the heat which the captain felt on his face, and
so on. The action of ground lights or moonlight on clouds would
create rather blobby dim light shapes that would be generally whitish
in color, not distinct point-like lights that resemble the exhaust ports
of a rocket. The only conventional light sources available to account
for this part of the sighting are stars, planets, the moon and distant
city lights on the ground. It seems inconceivable that these sources,
separately or together, could explain the arrays of lights reported by
the crew.

The third part of the sighting occurred after the "ships" had
departed and the captain and crew could see only two dim pale white
lights at the left at the same time that they picked up an echo on the
airplane radar. Although it is remotely possible that the radar could
have had a temporary (self-repairing) failure which "created" an
echo, it seems much more likely that there was some object out there.
The captain claimed that the radar tilt control was set to horizontal
This would imply that the radar target, at a distance of seven or eight
miles, was at a considerable altitude above the ground. Even if the
radar tilt were not exactly horizontal but were tilted down somewhat,
the detection woud imply that the object was at a large distance . . ._. „ r/ . I- - . ^ • i f interview Capt. Terauchi reported two previous UFO sightings,above the ground. For example, an object at a depression angle of _ _ ? t™ r « ,v k- »^ * ' J v ^ About five years before the present sighting he saw a "mothership"

behind the jet were intriguing, the failure of the radar to show a
continuous trade of some unknown primary target makes the radar
confirmation ambiguous at best. Therefore it seems that, at the very
least, the last portion of the sighting is not so convincing as the earlier
portions.

Even if one arbitrarily ignores that latter part of the "Fantastic
Flight of JAL1628" one is still left with an intriguing sighting of the
two "ships" which paced the aircraft. It seems, then, that the
JAL1628 was accompanied during part of its flight by at least two
TRUFOS (True UFOs).

Postscript

On January 11,1987, Capt. Terauchi had another sighting
over Alaska. Unlike the November 17 sighting, he passed over these
"irregular pulsating lights." He reported his sighting to the AARTCC.
When he was interviewed after landing in Anchorage he said that he
thought he saw village lights that had been obscured by ice crystals in
the atmosphere. The FAA "agrees with the Captain that the phe-
nomena was most likely caused by ice crystals."041

On January 29, an Alaska Air Lines jet flying from Nome to
Anchorage reported to the AARTCC "the sighting of unidentified air
traffic on their onboard weather radar system." The crew reported,
upon landing, that it had picked up a very rapidly moving radar echo
which indicated that some object was moving at about five miles per
second, which corresponds to 18,000 mph. It crossed in front of them.
There was no visual sighting in this case in spite of the clear flying
weather at 35,000 feet. The radar detection has not been ex-
plained/16*

Bibliography and footnotes
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ership" lights drifted so far back to the left that the other crew ... ... v . _ ^ •*;.*_ v .. , . _.. . . , t. .. . .. (2) Wntten testimony of Capt. Kenju Terauchi as received by themembers couldn't see them. This part includes the discovery by the :,' ' A

r J. . f .
. . .. . . „ .. „ rTt. , . i • .k *.k- FAA on January 2, 1987. A comparison of the transcript of thecaptain of a (noantic spaceship and the subsequent claim that this . . r L • «- „ / « • . . . _ , * • • .F . . , . . , 7 , J t ^^«, J L j- conversations with the air traffic controller (ref. 4 below) withspaceship followed the plane around the 360° turn and then disap-

peared as the plane flew south before the UA jet got close enough to
see it. Of course, if the captain's drawing of the object or phenome-
non is correct, then there is no conventional explanation. But in view
of the difficulty of seeing this thing and in view of the fact that the
captain had already been been confronted by two "spaceships" almost
in front of his jet, it seems at least plausible that he may have
misinterpreted oddly lighted clouds which the crew had reported to
be below the aircraft. Although the several ground radar returns
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Terauchi's testimony shows that, a month and a half after the sighting,
he recalled the individual events quite, but not perfectly, accurately
and that he confused the order of some of the events. The order of
the events as presented in Terauchi's testimony has been modified
somewhat in this presentation to make them agree with the order
found on the air traffic control tape. (Terauchi's testimony is taken
from the English translation of the Japanese original as found in the
FAA file on the JAL 1628 sightings.)
(3) Flight path as reconstructed from the radar data package
supplied by the FAA (FAA file on the JAL 1628 sighting).
(4) Information obtained from the tape recording of the communica-
tions between the airplane and the Air Route Traffic Control Center
(ARTCC) (FAA file on the JAL 1628 sighting).
(5) Writing somewhat more than a month after the event, the pilot
recalled'2) that the plane first communicated with Anchorage at 5:05
P.M. He correctly recalled that the plane was asked to fly directly to
Talkeetna and then take air route J-125 to Anchorage.
(6) The order of events as presented here follows the order in the
AARTCC transcript (ref. 11). The order of presentation in the
captain's written testimony is somewhat different. It appears that he
accurately recalled most of the events which make up the total
sighting, but he did not always present them in the proper order. His
presentation seems to jump forward and back in time occasionally.
The order of events as presented here seems, to this author at least,
to be the most consistent with the testimony of the copilot and the
flight engineer and with the AARTCC transcript. It should be noted
that the lights were first seen by the captain in a location to the left
and below the plane where neither the copilot nor flight engineer
would be likely to look. Whether or not the captain mentioned them

at that time is not known. But all three witnesses recalled seeing the
lights remaining in front and somewhat to the left of the aircraft for a
number of minutes and then seeing the lights return to the left side as
far back as the nine o'clock position. After the lights dropped back
farther than that, only the pilot was easily able to see them because of
his position on the left side of the plane. Thus the sighting was
basically a single witness sighting at the beginning and the end and a
multiple witness sighting in the middle.
(7) Notes made by Special Agents Jack Wright, James Deny and
Ronald Mickle after the crew was interviewed just after the plane
landed at Anchorage on November 17 (FAA Tile on the JAL 1628
sighting).
(8) Interview of Capt. Kenju Terauchi by Dr. Richard Haines
(private communication).
(9) Information found in the January 5,1987, interview of Copilot
Takanori Tamefuji. The difficulty in communicating through an
interpreter is evident in the transcript of this interview. At one point
the interviewer asked Tamefuji, referring to the arrays of lights ahead
and to the left, "And you could distinguish these lights [sic] as being
different from the star....?" Tamefuji's response is transcribed as
"NNNooo ," which some might interpret as meaning that Tamefuji
couldn't distinguish the lights from stars. But the interviewer
immediately continued "....from the stars?" to which Tamefuji replied,
"Different is fine." Subsequently Tamefuji made it quite clear that
the lights were very different from stars (FAA file on the JAL 1628
sighting.)
(10) Information found in the January 15,1987, interview of the
flight engineer, Yoshio Tsukuba (FAA file on the JAL 1628 sighting).
(11) Transcript of the conversations between the airplane and the

310 . \ l-'H-l
*T"B*-I- J

Figure 12: Copt. Terauchi's event map
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AARTCC and between the AARTCC and the Air Force Regional
Operations Command Center (ROCC) (FAA file on the JAL 1628
sighting).
(12) Interview with Capt. Terauchi published in People magazine,
Januaiy 26,1987.
(13) Personal statement by Carl Henley of the AARTCC, released by
the FAA office oji December 29,1986.
(14) "FAA Releases Documents on Reported UFO Sighting Last
November" by Paul Steucke, Office of Public Affairs, Alaskan
Region, Federal Aviation Administration, U.S. Department of
Transport (March 5,1987).
(15) "UFO Mystery Solved," a press release by the Committee for
Scientific Investigation of the Paranormal (CS1COP), January 22,
1987 (Buffalo, New York).
(16) This investigation of the JAL sighting was supported by the
Fund for UFO Research.

(17) Klass no longer believes that Jupiter and Mars can explain the
arrays of lights that appeared in front of the jet. According to a letter
written by Klass, "A revised press release was issued at CSICOP's
conference in Pasedena in late April, which indicates that I now
believe the 'jet/rocket-engine' type UFO miinlly reported by
Terauchi was a reflection of the full moon, almost directly behind the
JAL and at an elevation of about 12 degrees bouncing off the spot
clouds that he reported to be ahead and at or just below his own
altitude (see transcript at 0222:16)." If Klass had read farther in the
transcript, he would have found that Tamefuji actually reported, at
0223:05 or 5:23:05 P.M., that the clouds were below the altitude of the
plane. There was some confusion at this point in the transcript
because of interference with the transmission of signals. See the text
for a more complete description.

(c) B. Maccabee, 1987

We're Going to Ruin the Ending:
The Split-Radar Returns Did It

By KEN WELLS in the vicinity of the JAL jet were actually
Staff ncpnricrnfTiin WAI. I .STKKKT J I I U M N A I . "split-radar retUHlS"—ShadOWS Of the

Publishers who sell paperback myster- plane's primary echo,
ies for $2.98 may be envious of the Federal The conclusion was bolstered, says Mr.
Aviation Administration's regional office in Steucke. by a report of a United Airlines
Anchorage. Alaska. The office is offering a pilot who, at the request of Anchorage
pricey mystery that's drawing a lot of at- flight controllers, flew near the path of the
tention-a $194.30 unbound collection of re- JAL jet at the time of the mysterious ra-
pons dealing with the celebrated sighting dar readings. He saw no other aircraft,
of a UFO by a Japan Air Lines pilot over The FAA normally doesn't get into ei-
the Arctic Ocean last Nov. 17. ther the UFO or the publishing business.

"We've sold 50 complete packages so But it investigated this incident because an
far." and received about 300 orders tor aircraft might have ventured unreported
portions, says Paul Steucke, an FAA into the airspace of the JAL cargo carrier,
spokesman in Anchorage. which was en route from Iceland to An-
Glossy Color Photos chorage, Mr. Steucke says.

In consideration of UFO-watchers A Pilot's View
whose resources aren't astronomical, the And though the agency routinely makes
agency will sell separately any of the 20 certain reports available, it Has been as as
items in the collection. These include a $50 mystified by the demand for its costly doc-
cassette recording of the conversation be- uments as some people are by the sighting
tween flight controllers and the JAL crew itself. But the graphic testimony of Kenju
during the 50-minuie encounter, and a $56 Terauchi. the JAL pilot who reported the
set of glossy color photos of radar read- sighting, probably hasn't hurt sales,
outs. The prices are based on the cost of He told the FAA immediately after the
reproducing the materials. incident that he had been followed by two

Orders continue to roll In despite the strands of lights, pulsating with amber
FAA's conclusion-in a separate report glows, and a huge craft that appeared to
that costs nothing-thai it couldn't substan- be a "mother ship." He later said the large
tiate the sighting. Its technical experts in UFO was the "size of two battleships" and
Atlantic City, N.J., said blips on a. radar appeared to be made by "a very high tech-
screen that appeared to confirm an object nology and intelligence."

Wall Street Journal. March 12,1987
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ALASKAN AIR COMMAND—PART 7

Isolated Alaskan Radar Provides
Missile Warning, Space Track Data
CRAIG COVAULT/CLEAR AIR FORCE STATION. ALASKA

'"Phe isolated U. S. Air Force ballistic
1 missile early warning system site here

is providing a manned attack warning ca-
pability to back up missile warning space-
craft, and daily satellite tracking data to
USAF Space Command.

The Clear AFS BMEWS site is under
the direct control of the North American
Aerospace Defense Command and the
USAF Space Command, and is supported
by the Alaskan Air Command.

The 11,000-acre Clear site is located on
the northwestern flank of the Alaska
Range, about 80 mi. southwest of Fair-
banks. Considered an isolated duty sta-
tion, it is operated by 450 personnel.

The radar site is one of only a few facil-
ities in the world where USAF and Cana-
dian Forces controllers sit and actually
watch radar screens to assess any poten-
tial ballistic missile attack against North
America.

The Clear radar data would help vali-
date missile attack data from other, more
automated sources,, such as the USAF De-
fense Support Program's infrared missile
warning satellites in geosynchronous orbit.

"The public wants a man in the loop
for confidence in warning against attack,
instead of just having a computer say
something is happening," Lt. Col. James
C. Phillips, outgoing commander of the
13th Missile Warning Sqdn. here, said.
"Clear provides that manned backup."
Lt. Col. Timothy McMahon is taking
over command of the site.

While dear's three 106.ft.-taU. 400-ft.-

wide antennas search for Soviet and Chi-
nese ballistic missiles, the most immediate
threat to the BMEWS facility here comes
from reduced U. S. defense budgets and
the sites' aging equipment. The Federal
Electric Services, Inc. (FSI) Div. of ITT,
which manages the Clear site, recently
won a new three-year contract for man-
agement of the facility. A key element of
the FSI proposal was implementation of a
new manpower plan to reduce costs by $3
million per year

The cost-savings plan was important
not only for FSI's contract win over
Raytheon, but also in helping to keep the
site open as a cost-effective operation, ac-
cording to Alan G. Dion, FSI site manag-
er.

Several USAF officers said the Clear
site is an important element in U. S. stra-
tegic deterrence, even though it is 25
years old.

Its radars throw beams deep into the
USSR. This extra element in warning ca-
pability directly deters an attack, officers
here said.

The facility went into operation in
about 1962, along with similar BMEWS
sites at Thule, Greenland, and Fyling-
dales, England. The Thule site was up-
graded to a phased array radar several
years ago, and the Fylingdales site is
about to be upgraded.

Depending upon future defense budget
and operational decisions involving arms
treaties between the U. S. and Soviet
Union, the Clear site could be given a
phased array upgrade in about four years.

The site functions like a small town,
with its own coal-fired electrical power
plant and numerous recreational facilities.

The manning is divided among 125 uni-
formed Air Force personnel, 75 civil ser-
vice personnel and 250 contractor
personnel. Of these, about 80 mission-crit-
ical personnel are on duty 24 hr. a day
and directly involved in ballistic missile
warning and space track observations.

Clear's radars send a 2,500-3,000-mi.-
long radar fence into the Soviet Union
and toward China.

During a missile attack, tracking data
from the site would show the latitude and
longitude from which a missile was
launched, and also predict the U. S. im-
pact point within about 2 mi. This attack
assessment data would be important in
determining a U. S. military response.

In addition to missile warning and at-
tack assessment, the site provides exten-
sive space track data to USAF Space
Command. USAF personnel here fall un-
der management of the 1st Space Wing,

Two of thru 108-fL-tall, 400-ft.-wida ballistic missile tarty warning radars sit near the large, round dome housing an 84-M tracking radar at Claar
AFS, Alaska. Tha radars scan 120 deg. of azimuth to datact Soviet and Chinese ballistic missiles The tracking radar also provides space (rack data.
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ALASKAN AIR COMMAND—PART 7

Canadian controller who had the primary
responsibility of verifying the accuracy of
any missile warning data that might ap-
pear. The controllers must adjust their ra-
dars to prevent interference from the
Moon and Earth's aurora, according to
Capt. Scott Shepherd, chief of standardi-
zation/evaluation here.

Display boards on the walls showed
system status and data on simulated in-
coming missiles.

DAILY EXERCISES
The crews normally run three exercises a
day to maintain their proficiency, and in
an exercise observed by this editor, the
team handled multiple system failures
and a missile raid against the U. S.

The exercise opened with the malfunc-
tion of a full transmitter building feeding
the Sector- 1 radar watching China and'
Sector-2, covering the central USSR. The
combat crew worked with contractor per-
sonnel to switch to another transmitter
building that would feed both the Sector-
2 and Sector-3 fans covering the USSR.
They also had a 2-min. time limit in
which to simulate configuring the 84- ft.
dish antenna as a backup to watch the
Chinese sector. The move was accom-
plished within 1 min.

The Sector-3 radar then registered a
scanner problem that killed its monitoring

capability. Since monitoring the USSR is
a higher priority than monitoring China,
the crew simulated commanding the dish
antenna from its role of backup monitor-
ing of China to backing up Sector-3 moni-
toring of the Soviet Union.

The crew commander also simulated
calling the NORAD missile warning cen-
ter to tell it thai a malfunction had oc-
curred and what was being done about it.

The crew simulated the clearing of in-
terference off their screens. Snowmobiles
running in the area around the site will
sometimes cause such interference, forc-
ing security police to ask the drivers of
those vehicles to leave.

After the malfunction training was
complete, the team simulated a missile at-
tack.

A large group of radar targets began
moving through the lower beams on fans
covering all three regions.

"Mass targets in No. 3 lower," the Sec-
tor-3 controller, Senior Airman Tena
Buffington called out. Within 5 sec., the
targets had disappeared.

A few seconds later the same targets
appeared again in the upper beams of the
fans and more targets appeared in the
Sector-2 lower fan. This indicated a mul t i -
ple ICBM raid from both China and the
Soviet Union was under way, and the mis-
siles were climbing out of the lower beam

into the upper beam in a trajectory to-
ward the U. S.

At about 45 sec. into the run, the dis-
play boards showed six unknown objects,
and at about 1 min. into the run the first
launch and impact point locations began
to be printed out in the room.

The crew commander began talking
with the Missile Warning Center at Colo-
rado Springs while the deputy command-
er called the contractor consoles to verify
the validity of the data. The contractor
engineers determined the data was not
valid and the exercise was terminated.

Electrical power for the entire radar
site is generated by a large power plant
adjacent to the tracker antenna.

GOOD FOR FISHING
The site can generate up to 22.5 mega-
watts, but normally runs at 7.8 to 9.6
megawatts. About 90% of that is used to
power the radars, with the rest used for
housing and utilities.

The missile warning operations here
are also good for the local fishing. Wa-
ter that is used to cool the radar Kly-
stron tubes is channeled to an Alaskan
Fish and Game Dept. fish hatchery ad-
jacent to the radars. The hatchery uses
the warmed water to grow thousands of
trout and other fish for release in Alas-
kan streams. D

We can make sure your ideas fly.
R&D on aviation electronic defense systems isn't complete uniil llighi lesi requite wariaie and air defense flight services to the U.S. Defense Department. We have
ments have been met. Long delays and budget jamming costs havt always been the largest private Heel ol iei aucraft in the world and we have the internal capa-
considered inevitable. But. now there is an innovative solution Fhgtii International biliry io adapt or modify our a rcialt to meet your mosi rigorous testing reqoirments.
provides airborne testing platforms with a full range ol capabilities including towing Coll Tom Grigsby, Vice President M arkeling, at [804] 86G 5657 lor more information,
and EW systems, and testing at all altitudes, speeds and envnonrrienss.Whelhet .̂nyv JTJ jfi-iT Telex: 901428.
you require a Cessna 172 for low-speed, radar calibration or an F-5 lor high-speed.
high aririude applications testing. Flight International is the fast, economical "3JPC IMTCD AIVITJ/'IAJ A I
ahernairv? 10 uaditipnal options. 'Tlrr f/V I CfC/V/4 / /L//V/4L

Flight tniemational is the leading suppliei ol contractor-furnished electronic Patrick Henry Airport • Newport News, VA 23602 • (804) 886-5657

Circle 40 on Reader Card
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ALASKAN AIR COMMAND—PART FIVE

Airborne Intercepts Bolstered
With New Radar Data Links
CRAIG COVAULT/ANCHORAGE

Map shows positioning of Alaskan Air Command radars that hava just bean upgraded with long-rango FPS-II7 systems undor the Seak Igloo program.

/Control of U. S. fighter and surveillance
N-'aircraft monitoring Soviet activity in
the Alaskan Arctic and North Pacific is
being improved with the addition of new
airborne radar data links here to the
North American Aerospace Defense
Command's air defense center.

Significant improvements to Alaskan
Air Command ground-based radar and
communications facilities also have been
made.

The NORAD Region Operations Con-
trol Center (ROCQ at Elmendorf AFB is
about to be upgraded, enabling it to re-
ceive real-time data transmissions from
Boeing E-3 AWACS aircraft operating in
the far reaches of the Alaskan Arctic and
North Pacific. This will give the surveil-
lance and weapons control officers in the
ROCC at Anchorage the same radar im-
age available on the AWACS.

The upgrade will enhance control of
Alaskan Air Command F-15 intercepts of
Soviet Bear bombers at increasing dis-
tances—a primary objective because of
the growing range of cruise missiles car-

ried by the bombers. It also will be useful
in providing time-critical information to
ROCC commanders on future Blackjack
bomber intercept missions, which could
occur at higher speeds and at ranges far
outside that of ground-based radar.

The data link will furnish more real-
time information to the full NORAD bat-

The control facility is
designated 'Top ROCC,' a

reference to its location near
the top of the world

tie staffs at Elmendorf and NORAD
headquarters, the latter of which is buried
within Cheyenne Mt., Colorado Springs,
Colo.

The ROCC is in charge of all air inter-
cept activity here. Without the E-3 link, it
has had access only to real-time data ex-

tending to about 200 mi. from the coast.
This is the maximum range of Alaska's
ground based radars.

The control facility is designated "Top
ROCC," a reference to its location near
the top of the world. It is in charge of
U. S. air sovereignty and radar surveil-
lance in an arc extending north and west-
ward tha t roughly follows Alaska's
border with Canada.

The ROCC/AWACS data link capabil-
ities are scheduled to be operational later
this year. Until then, intercepts involving
the E-3 will continue to use a "voice tell"
technique to keep the radar plots in the
ROCC updated on the course of the air-
craft being tracked.

This involves the E-3 controller fre-
quently telling the ROCC controller the
location and direction of the target air-
craft. That information is manually en-
tered into the ROCC's radar scopes to
provide data on what is beyond the range
of the ground-based radars.

In addition to the new E-3 links, Alas-
kan Air Command has improved commu-

AVIATION WEEK & SPACE TECHNOLOGY/July 11. 1988 111



PREPARED FOR TAKEOFF!
OUR PUBLISHING RECORD IN AVIATION AND AEROSPACE SPEAKS FOR n$ELF.

IT YOURE SERIOUS ABOUT M
AVIATION AND AEROSPACE
BUSINESS, PREPARE YOUR
MARKETING PROGRAM TO TAKE
OFF IN THE PUBLICATIONS WIU
THE SERIOUS TRACK RECORD.
MAKE EACH OF THESE
NEWSLETTERS A PART OF YOUR
MARKETING PLAN TO INCREASED

-aerospace uai/u jwumoH
DAIUTFRIJAN8

YOU CANNOT FIND A MORE
DIRECT, TARGETED
ADVERTISING MEDIUM 1HAT
OFTO A MORE QUALIFIED
AUDIENCE

AIRPORTS is fie business weekly fcr airport manages, THE WEEKLY OF BUSINESS AVIATION is the wekry REGIONAL AVIATION WEEKLY B tte bisms wdjy
WK and supplier. to corporate ffighl deparancins kottiax operators, air- for airlines, suppliers and services.

oaft and component rrunuUtuia^ and [dated vendors

AVIATION DAILY B the primary rferace for AEROSPACE ̂  DAILY is the leading nfeott for
iniE%n£ within the contmeidal aviation indiSiy. andh^re wuhin the ddenx and space industries and the

gmrnimem ajpues they sent
FOR A MEDIA KIT THAT DESCRIBES THE BENEFITS OF THESE PUBLICATIONS AS ADVERTISING VEHICLES, CALL ROBIN S.
WESTWOOD, ADVERTISING SALES DIRECTOR, AT 2Q2/8ZWS72, OR WRTTE: MCGRAW-HILL PUBLICATIONS COMPANY, AEROSPACE
ANDEFHSEGROUP, U56 15TH STREET, NW, WASHPGTON

MY MARKETING PROGRAM IS PREPARED FOR TAKEOFF. PLEASE SEND INFORMATION AS SCON AS POsSIBl

NAME _ TITLE

CTTY

PLEASE SEND INFORMATION ON THE FOLLOWING PUBLJCAT10N(S): AVIATION DAILY AEROSPACE DAILY AIRPORTS
THE WEEKLY OF BUSINESS AVIATION REGIONAL AVIATION WEEKLY ALL OF THE ABOVE

ANY

FSS

'HOW TFIFX

STATF

FAY

TIPTOnF



Al ASKAN AIR COMMAND—PART FIVE

Airborne Intercepts Bolstered
With New Radar Data Links
CRAM;

Map ihovi floslllontno ol Alaskan Air Command radara thai han h»1 b«n omradtd vttti long-rose FPS-117 irttaou rotor tin Seek Iglw program.

Coutrol of U. S lighter and surveillance
aircraft monitoring Soviet activiiy in

[he Alaskan Arctic and North Pacific is
being improved with the addition of new
airborne radar data links here to the
North American Aerospace Defense
ComnuiidX air defense center

Significant improteinenis to Alaskan
Air Command ground-based radar and
communications factlitiia also have been
nudf

Tlie NORAD Region Operation'. Con-
trol Center (KOCC) a( Elmcndorf AHB is
uhoul 10 be upgraded, enabling il (o re-
ii-ivc real-tune d;na transmissions frn
Hiving T-J AWACS Jircrjfi operiilmg
ihu far rejdics of ihe AliihLin Arctic ,11
Ntirili I'iicitic. 1 Ins «'ill give ihe survc
l.iricc and »'c.ipoiiN conirnl oiriccrs in 1
KOCC ji Anuliiirugi: Iht sjine ml.ir im-
jigt .nuilalilc -in ihe AWACS

II10 upgrade will erilunce Cdrnrol of
Aluskjii Air C'ininiaiid I:-IJ intercept of
Snvit-i Hc,ir hoinbcrs a I increasing dis-
lanciri—:i pnnurj- objective bocjuso of
the growing range of cruise ninsile* ear-

ned by ihe bombers It also will be useful
in providing time-critical information to
ROCC commander; on future Bbckjack
bomber intercept missions, which could
occur at higher speeds and ai ranges far
outside that of ground-based radar.

The data link will furnish more real-
time information to the full NORAD bal-

The control facility is
designated 'Top ROCC.' a

reference to iis location near
the top of the world

lie sulT-, at Elmendorf .ind NORAD
li&idquLiners, ihe l.iiter of uhicli is buncd
within Chejcnne Ml., Culorado Sprmg\
Colo.

The ROCC is in charge of all air inter-
cept actnily here Without ihc li-J ImL. it
ha* had access only to real-time data ex-

tending to about 200 mi. from the coast.
This is the maximum range of Alaska's
ground based radars

The control facility is designated "Top
ROCC." a reference to its location near
ihe lop of ihe world Ii is in charge of
U. S air sovereignly and radar surveil-
lance in an arc extending north and «CM-
uard that roughly follous Alaska's
border with Canada

The ROCC/AWACS data link capabil-
ilics are scheduled to be operational bier
this jcar Unlil ihen. intercepts invoking
ihe E-3 mil continue to use a "voice tell"
lechniquc to keep ihe radar plots in the
ROCC updated on (he course of ihe air-
crjft being tracked

Tins involves ihe E-J comrolkr fre-
quently telling ihe ROCC corn toller the
kvaiion and direction of the target air-
crjfi. That information is niaiiuull; en-
tered inio ihe ROCC's radar scope> 10
prnude djia on what is beyond the ranee
of the ground-based radars

In addition to the ne» E-J links, Alas-
kan Air Command has improved commu-
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pilots, and they have instilled in them a ^* --. mountains below. Naturally most
large devotion to duty He said neither /%^^ •* people know Alaska is full of tall
of the other two crew members would j f f ^j2^7-sjs5 mountains, including North America's
have even suggested getting up to look. &?f$&\?t3> tallest, Mt. McKinley at over 17,000 feet
They would just continue monitoring ^ljfflb&ff^y'*~* y above sea level, so that explanation
their systems. Lear said an atomic I W_^^=»"^ /^ ' sounds logical. However, plotting the
bomb could've gone off out there, but ^f^*^~l^~^Sr ^^~ '̂s coursc over a Sectional
the other two probably still would have g^f ^^^Tj\ Aeronautical Chart showing contoured
waited to have a look until the captain ^^J ^ terrain reveals the majority of the
told them to. ^fc^^k terrain below the 747 during the time of

77 j^^'^'A 'ts S|9^tin9 *s 'ow- Thfi on'V mountain
RADAR /S8^r\v^!^^7 range crossed was about a hundred

^rf^^^^^W^'^f miles northeast of Fairbanks whose
7) Concerning the two smaller J^SnBlsJK^^ff'y highest peaks rose to 5000 feet above

objects not appearing on radar; they r^M^USMa««afl'--t sea ^^ Subtracting off the ground
were probably too small, but most likely elevation left highest peaks only in the
their curved cylindrical shapes Weather radar operates on a area of 4000 feet above ground level;
represent those inherent to radar- longer wavelength than air traffic hardly tali enough to have an effect on
f o i l i n g "Steal th" technology . control radar. Consequently, it doesn't the 747's radar and clearly an
Essentially, sharp edges, flat surfaces, have the capability of showing up explanation that stretches it badly,
and especially hot engine exhausts ordinary-sized aircraft. It's function is to 9) I also read a newsclip quoting
cause strong radar returns while show large cloud masses in order to Paul Steucke, FAA Administrator, as
curved surfaces do not. The giant UFO avoid rough weather enroute. Only saying he had gotten several letters
simply was too big to not show up at those objects as large as a cloud would advising the FAA how to scientifically
least periodically on the FAA, USAF, show up, aircraft carrier-sized, stealth- interrogate the pilots, but he said he
and 747 radars. The globe shape with shaped flying objects certainly being wasn't going to ask any scientific
no visible hot exhausts made it difficult roughly of cloud size. If 747's carried air questions; that it wasn't FAA's
to reflect radar beams. Together with traffic-type radar systems capable of responsibility to probe any further. It
modem radar-absorbent materials, the detecting small aircraft, we would seems incredible to admit to the press
prospect of a strong radar image is already have the often-in-the-news that they weren't going to make an
made even more diff icul t . The elusive "collision avoidance system", attempt to ask any really meaningful
transcripts also stated the color only in the initial stages of experimen- questions.
weather radar onboard the 747 showed tation. They only carry weather radars. I have tried to bring out only points
the huge globe in green, symbolic of the 8) Klass claimed the reason for the I have not yet seen in print, with
weakest kind of reflection. Red would radar image on the 747's scope was the emphasis on refuting public statements
be the strongest. *• radar refracted off one of the big made by Philip Klass.

KLASS CONCERNS

By Budd Hopkins

Budd Hopkins, a leading we have, I hope, done the only thing complex as this demands thorough
researcher in UFO abductions, is that these circumstances demand — investigation, probing, face-to-face
the author of Missing Time and we have avoided that individual, interviews, psychological testing and so
Intruders. refusing to allow ourselves to become on. In this arena an author will

entangled in any way. It should be clear inevitably be judged by his investigatory
Dear colleagues: At some time in to everyone by now that Philip Klass is methods, not his opinions. Now, a few

the past each of us has probably had the such a man — an incompetent months ago 1 appeared on the Oprah
misfortune of encountering one or two investigator. We must recognize that Winfrey television program with two
UFO investigators who were simply fact and from now on decline to women abductess, both of whom are
incompetent — ill-informed, filled with cooperate with him in any way. intelligent people of good will. Philip
zany preconceptions, laden with Klass has announced that he is Klass also appeared on this program, a
theory, unable to read the evidence writing a book on UFO abductions. circumstance which provided him with a
correctly. And when this has happened Without any doubt a subject as perfect opportunity to research his
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INTENT

book by in te rv iewing the two off-the-cuff theorizing. • As a corollary, 1 would like to
abductees. I was stunned when he For investigator Klass, interviews suggest to the many objective, non-
made no attempt to do so either during with men and women reporting fanatic, gentlemanly members of
or after the show. A woman in the abduction experiences are obviously CSICOP that I will be pleased to talk to
audience stood up and began to irrelevant to a book on abduction those among your membership who are
recount her abduction experience, experiences. The answer comes first, genuinely interested in investigating the
thereby providing our author with yet ready-made: since UFOs don't exist, UFO abduction phenomenon, no
another opportunity for an interview UFO abductions can't exist either. matter what your prel iminary
after the program. He declined to do so Why bother looking into the reports hypotheses. Surely the majority of your
and instead told the woman this: when it is so much easier just to write a members must disavow Philip Klass's
"Speak to Budd Hopkins." The book denouncing them? According to behavior as strongly as we, from
implication was unmistakeable: Philip Klass anyone reporting such an another point of view, would disclaim
Hopkins might actually interview experience is by definition either a liar such unethical and mindless fanaticism
people making this sort of claim, but he, or somehow mentally disturbed, so why emanating from one of our own. All of
Philip Klass, would surely not waste his trouble oneself by conducting an us, from whatever point of view, should
time doing so. inquiry? welcome fair criticism and careful,

During the recent MUFON If these points illustrate Klass's knowledgeable investigation — and
conference in Washington, D.C., Klass "investigative methods" and his ethical condemn bigotry and intellectual
observed the panel on abductions and sensitivities, another well-known intimidation wherever it occurs,
photographed each of the abductees as incident reveals his sense of fair play,
he or she spoke. One of these was When the University of Nebraska
"Kathie Davis," the central figure in my hosted a conference on unexplained
book Intruders, a work which Klass has phenomena in 1983, Klass phoned
said he is attempting to refute. Yet after Robert Mortenson, the University's
the panel and for the entire next day he Director of Conferences and Institutes,
avoided asking so much as one According to Mr. Mortenson, Klass
question of Kathie or any of the other stated that many UFO investigators
abductees who had spoken. So far as I believed the U.S. government was not
know Klass has never conducted a telling the truth about the UFO
single face-to-face invest igat ive phenomenon. Therefore, Klass went
interview with any abductee, the on, by promulgating distrust of the U.S.
individuals about whom he plans to government, UFO investigators were
write with authority. lending support to the Communist

movement! Klass's despicable tactic is
KLASSICAL METHODOLOGY vintage McCarthyism, but apparently

effective; The University of Nebraska
His methods of investigation, had declined to host any more such

however, are clear. He easily "solved" conferences,
the Frederick Valentich disappearance
over Australia's Bass Strait by simply SOLUTION
announcing to Dr. Richard Haines, the
leading authority on the case, that The solution to our problem is now
Valentich must have been a dope dealer self-evident. Klass must be treated the
who concocted his own disappearance way one treats any other grossly
and then stole the aircraft! incompetent investigator. He must be

Now Klass, so far as I know, never totally ignored. The day after the
visited Australia. He never met or Washington conference I made the
interviewed any of Valentich's family, decision that I will never again receive
teachers or colleagues, never, his phone calls and I will return his
apparently, acquired any first-hand letters unopened. I will not appear with
knowledge of the event before him on any television or radio program,
pronouncing such a scandalous I will simply treat him as someone with
"solution". There is precisely the same no competence to speak about UFO
amount of evidence that Philip Klass is, investigations. The sad truth is that
say, a child molester, as there is that Philip Klass is to UFO research as
Frederick Valentich is a drug smuggler Lyndon LaRouche is to political
— namely, none whatsoever. My discourse. Conspiracy-theorists ,
analogy, of course, is designed to whose strange ideas are set in cement,
underline the gratuitous cruelty of such just cannot be dealt with.
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What does the government know
about UFOs and why won't it tell us?
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the correct format of "an authentic does not mention the detailed in fact, are currently seeking an
Truman letter" which, according to investigation conducted well be/ore this independent, unbiased, investigation of
Klass, would contain the name and document was either received in the documents' authenticity. We do
address of the recipient in the lower left December 1984 or released. (The claim, however, that no evidence (of
corner. documents were sent anonymously to which we are aware) exists that

The document, however, is not a Shandera on 35mm film.) This effort by conclusively proves the documents to
"letter" but an executive memoran- Friedman and Moore established, on be false, and we encourage further
dum, the style and format of which, the basis of interviews with nearly 100 investigation of these extraordinary
according to one expert who claims to different persons coupled with papers."
have handled virtually all of the extensive travel, documentation and
unclassified and declassified Executive other legwork, that an unknown object
Orders from that era, "looks absolutely with extraordinary characteristics had
authentic." Indeed, nothing about this crashed outside Roswell, New Mexico,
document suggests that it is not in July 1947; that an announcement to SERVICE
authentic-including the date of the this effect was made by the ^ ,,_rt

, . .. , , . ., 4 The UFONEWSCLIPPING SERVICEmemorandum and the typeface used. government; that a cover-up was
wit] keep you informed of all the latest

United States and World-Wide UFO
activity, as it happens! Our service was
started in 1969, at which time we
cont rac ted with a reputable
international newspaper-clipping
bureau to obtain (or us, those hard to
find UFO reports (i.e., little known

,,T n r- yv i » i— . j. .j i i j . i photographic cases, close encounter
page Top Secret Eyes Only Five individuate involved in the .. . , „ . .r s r ' and landing reports, occupant cases)

Moore, Friedman and Shandera say instigated within 24 hours of that
they have strong additional evidence announcement; that alien bodies were
concerning the authenticity of this found; that material was sent to Wright
memorandum and will publish it at a Field in Ohio for analysis; and that
later date. civilians were debriefed and warned to

A third item the debunkers change their stories to conform to
attempt to explain away is the seven- official pronouncements.

Eisenhower briefing paper to which the Roswell event, including the Air Force
Truman document was attached. Klass officer who led the original retrieval,
claims that it describes a 1947 UFO have testified that strange symbols
crash in New Mexico as if Eisenhower were attached to portions of the
had never heard of it. That judgment crashed vehicle. These symbols are
cannot be reached on the basis of the mentoned in the MJ-12 document.
data in the document, especially if, as Klass docs not mention that the 12 containing.he laies. United States and

r Canadian UFO newschppings, with
our foreign section carrying the latest
British, Australian, New Zealand and
other foreign press reports. Also
included is a 3-5 page section of
"Fortean" clippings (i.e. Bigfooi and
other "monster" reports). Let us keep

° *latcs'hppnin3S

was the case, the primary custody of persons named as members of Majestic
these materials resided with the Office Twleve all had high-level security
of the President. Even if Eisenhower clearances and close interlocking of
had been informed of the crash, he past activities.
would not have known all the details. In summary, none of the many
Eisenhower had already made a public questions raised thus far concerning
announcement (with presidential the alleged Eisenhower briefing papers . . .__ . _. .. .. „r ^ j r- r- m the UFO and Fortean fields.
approval) in June 1947 (prior to the and accompanying documents leads
alleged crash/retrieval) that he would inevitably to the conclusion that they
assume the presidency of Columbia are counterfeits. At least one former
University around the end of the year. U.S. senator (and presidential
The named members of the Majestic 12 candidate), Barry Goldwater of
group were all high-ranking scientists, Arizona, has stated on the record that
intelligence officers, and technology when he attempted to find out the truth
experts. There is no reason at all why about UFOs, he was "denied this
General Eisenhower, despite his many request" and that the matter "is still
military achievements, would have classified above Top Secret." The
been considered for membership in senator said he had heard that a plan
such a group. To suggest that the was underway to "release some, if not
document is "phony" on this basis, all, of this material in the near future."
instead of the basis of any mistaken Mark Rodeghier, scientific director
information in it (of which there is of the J. Allen Hynek Center for UFO
none), is to engage, at the very least, in Studies, made the following statement
conclusion-jumping. about ten M J-12 documents: "The

Center for UFO Studies has not yet
ROSWELL INCIDENT concluded that the documents from

Moore and his colleagues are either
The CSICOP press release also authentic papers or a clever hoax. We,

and all other UFO reports, many of
which are carried only in small town or
foreign newspapers.
"Our UFO Newsclipping Service
issues are 20-page monthly reports,
reproduced by p h o t o - o f f s e t ,

For subscription information and
sample pages from our service, write
today to:

UFO NEWSCUPP1NG SERVICE
Route 1 — Box 220

Plumerville. Arkansas 72127

MUFON
103 Oldtowne Rd.

Seguin, Texas
78155
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JAL: KLASS DISPUTED

By Lindy Whitehurst

I have been boking into the claims change and the westwardly motion of arranged in rows and columns with a
made by Philip Klass and comparing the planets during the ensuing 37 dark gap at each one's center, but most
them to the transcripts of the pilots and minutes, Jupiter and Mars moved 3.5 papers d i d n ' t . Klass c la ims
to the FAA reports on the Japan Air degrees westwardly while the UFO Jupiter/Mars were at the right altitude
Lines flight 1628 over Alaska. The moved 70 degrees eastwardly! to have been what the pilots saw as
following represents what I have found I saw many clippings from their UFOs. This intimates one or both
and what I have not seen in print. newspapers around the country accept of the planets refracted through the

1) Klass claimed Jupiter and/or Klass's Jupiter/Mars position claims dense part of the atmosphere low on
Mars were in the precise direction of without checking them out. Even the the horizon, causing them to appear to
the two bright UFO's at the time of the amateur astronomer magazine, dance about, change colors and
sighting. Using my computer programs "Astronomy," accepted the claim in a confuse the pilots. When stars and
to reconstruct the location of the brief mention; examples of a gullible bright planets are near the horizon, this
s ight ing (Alaska l a t i tude and "take-it-at-face-value press" simply certainly happens, but they show up
longitudes), time, date, and directions because Klass is a recognized quotable only as fuzzy, indistinct blobs.
of Jupiter and Mars, I have found large source. The key here is that the
deviations from Klass's claims. 2) The pilot described the two atmosphere acts as a lens when bright

At the initial sighting of the UFO, UFOs as of equal size and brightness. objects are low to the horizon and
the JAL flight was at Longitude 144 Jupiter at the time was at magnitude of- diverges the light, with the turbulent
degrees West and Latitude 67 degrees 2.1 while Mars was -KJ.2 (each integer of atmosphere causing them to move
North about 2:14 am GMT or 6:14pm magnitude represents a difference of about erratically. However, the
Alaska Standard Time. The pilot 2.5 times in actual brightness, therefore atmosphere does not have a second
reported the UFOs at the 11 o'clock the difference in brightness between lens to focus the image to show any
position while the 747 was on a course the planets was 5.75 times, with Jupiter kind of structure at all, such as the
of 220 degrees southwesterly. The 11 being the brighter of course. distinct rows and columns of lights. Just
o'clock position then places the UFO at 3) If Jupiter and Mars were putting to be sure, I asked a number of
an azimuth of 185 degrees (azimuth is on such a show, why didn't the United members of the Houston Astronomical
measured from north at 0 degrees flight and the C-130 pilots see it also? Society, all with over 20 years
eastward with east being 90 degrees, Both planets didn't set until several experience observing, photographing,
south 180 degrees, and west 270 hours later. It would be an odd building, and selling telescopes whether
degrees). At that time, Jupiter was at coincidence for such an unprecedented it was possible for any low-horizon
Azimuth 141 degrees and Mars was at "natural" atmospheric show to end in bright object to show structure through
azimuth 159 degrees according to my the two or three short minutes between the dense atmosphere. All agreed, it
computer program (program by the last sighting by the 747 and the initial just isn't possible.
Zephyr Services: oldest and most sighting of the 747 by United Air Lines 6) Klass comments that only the
widely used amateur astronomer flight 69. JAL captain saw the huge dark globe
software). 4) Klass claimed the JAL pilots and not the other two crew members.

This means Jupiter was 44 degrees were seeing the UFO while the United The dark globe was visible only from
away from the UFO in an eastwardly pilots could see the entire volume of the captain's window on the left side of
direction and Mars was 25.5 degrees airspace around the JAL and saw no the aircraft. It did not fly in front of the
eastwardly of the UFO, both being a UFO. He failed to mention the JAL cockpit as the two smaller objects did.
significant difference. As the 747 did a pilots claimed the big UFO vanished At the Washington, D.C. MUFON
360 degree turn over Fairbanks, it took shortly before the United Air Lines symposium, a few of us were asking
up a heading of 200 degrees toward came into range, which timing can be airline captain John Lear about that.
Anchorage. The 747's last sighting of verified with the FAA transcripts sold to One guy said if he'd been up there, he
the UFO came at 2:51 am GMT or 6:51 the general public. would certainly have gotten up to lean
pm Alaska time. The UFO was over the captain's shoulder and look
described in the 8 o'clock position REFRACTION? out his window. I was wondering about
which translates to an azimuth of 75 that, too.
degrees. At that time Jupiter was at 5) Some newspapers published the Then John Lear told us we have to
azimuth 144.5 degrees and Mars was at pilot's sketch showing the two objects understand the oriental mind and their
163 degrees. Allowing for the course with the numerous individual lights society's discipline. Those were JAL
12



That UFO was just old Jupiter
By Henry Gordon "••̂ "•••"••••••̂ "••••••̂  (which was in the direction of
Special to The Star SJChtillCS Jupiter). At 4.50 p.m. the United

Like the Phoenix risine from the o o — pilot reported he coud see JAL, but

^ffiJ^nAsffi ^•j^^H SSSrHnSS
^Tttotmber a story out of H^^^I^^B ^S^^ldnto.m
Alaska grabbed headlines across HF^ -"-̂ ^H ̂  lha\ area P '
the continent and received major V --^^^fH J c £ i ~ ™ - • . *u r- 4
television and r a d i o n e t w o r k M. ' ^^^H ,>/lSa!s: Z^:'*"^6/^

Lines 747 en route to Anchorage,
reported an Unidentified Flying
Object following his aircraft In-
deed he d.l»& seeing three of

Photographed by his radio report
which wouTd^mto7avec7rrob? Voyager I spacecraft. ;'My suspicionsi that this UFO
rated the reports of Terauchi, an *0 «» risht of TunitPr m'S a bright celestial body
experienced oilot and his crew -S VI JUP'ter- , . . were prompted by the fact that theexperieniea puoi, ana nis crew. -j^g pl]0t never rep0rted seeing Dji0t renortpri wina thp nhippt fnr

The story was resurrected re- (hp,p n\anp^ ;n hi<: raHin rpnnrt in PJ nP?Tl^ ™"?1^
e ODJecl lor

centlv in another Toronto Sundav S ̂  P anets in his radio report to many mmutes," said Klass.
paper wftr? the Author S Fed,er1 Avi?ll

A°n ,Admimsira ion Another clue was t h a t when
s^nesxmport to theprobabU tvof contr?U

H
ers at Anchorage. He just F]ighl i628 descended 4,000 feet,strong support 10 ine proDaoiiny oi reported seeing a "white and yel- the UFO still annparpri tn hp at Ihnan extraterrestrial object having i n £ i i f f h t " ine urui i i i i appearea 10 oe ai me

hPPn ^iohtpri low ngni. , , , , . . , , plane's altitude. At Jupiter's great
WeU he was rieht But what he +KMa-ny^°f !he ̂ o^J^a''* .of distance th i s change in altitudewen, ne was ngnioui wnaine the incident, as carried by the would oroducp no annarpnt rhanppdidn't say was that investigation npw<. mprfifl wprp HSCPH nn *!*. wouia proauce no apparent cnange

'had revealed a natural and n?oiair , media, were based on six- in the planet's apparent altitude.
ewlanatfon fo" tS• sSting- The ?fek"°rd ff?"6?101" of ?f P1*01- This is the same effect one gets
exTraterrestrial bbiect wai the J0?88 found ̂  J1!11? ̂ f thf de" when etching the moon from aextra terrestrial O D J G C I was ine tjuls wnra rnntrariirtpri hv A Iran- -..4* .un. n .1* • .tails were contradicted by a Iran- m o v i n g automobile. It a lways

script of the radio messages to seems lo be in thp «wmp nlarp
Philip Klass, for many years a FAA controllers while the incident ^Te claims of "adar sShlines

AntsolcP Vnnn".^Um,p
Weenk WaS l^*^ W* ̂  ^reeLay explained Had rfope?And Space Technology magazine rauchi had "forgotten" severa atine in mountainnin; tPrrain ran

and one of the world's leading UFO important details which had a ?c"!iie™w"o^
investigators, went to great pains bearing on the solution of the case, radar enerev bouncine off an air-
to investigate the Alaska claim, and had "remembered" some de^ c?aft fs " reffecled a Lond time
His conclusions make more sense tails which did not occur - a com- from mountains. This is quite com-
than the speculation about flying mon occurrence in eyewitness re- mon. In addition in this case a
SaA?«r.f 4 - r * u i r i rn - -^ * countings. spurious echo appeared briefly be-

At the time of the UFO incident For example, an important item fon<i the aircraft whereas the pilot
the JAL airliner was flying south omitted was that another airlineer, rpnortpd thp HFO was in fmni nr
in twilight conditions, so that an United Airlights Flight 69, heading to the left
extremely bright Jupiter was vis- north to Fairbanks, was directed shnrtlv th^rpaftpr u / h i i P thp
ible on the pilot's left, as reported, to the vicinity of Terauchi's Flight J$?™L ^\\r^lr^a\^Q
It was only 10 degrees above the 1628 by radar controllers to see if & * ê !}1 'LXr w&s Jn S
horizon, which made it appear to it could spot the UFO. thp7aSr vwnl P

be around the plane's altitude of At 4.48 p.m. Terauchi reported screens. .
35,000 feet. Mars, not as bright, that the UFO was to his far left and D Henry Gordon Is an interna-
was slightly lower on the horizon, about 16 km (10 miles) distant tional lecturer and broadcaster.
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Mr. James W. Moseley
FOB 1709
Key West, FL 33041 USA Feb. 14, 1987

Dear Jim:

Rarely has the Intellectual bankruptcy of anti-ufology been more clearly demonstrated
than with Phil Klass1 explanation of the JAL UFO sighting as Jupiter and/or Mars.
T spoke with the FAA, have read their report, collected other information and even
viewed a slide of how Jupiter and Mars looked the night of the sighting. Some facts
ignored by Phil include that the UFO was observed on the aircraft weather radar;
That the ground radar observer observed the primary UFO over an extended period of
Lime; that the primary UFO station kept with the 747 through an extended period of
time and flight at different altitudes ; that the drawings made by the crew immediately
upon landing show an object with a large sold angle not a point object. Jupiter
and Mars fail all of these tests. In addition the pilot has more than 10,000 hours
as a pilot and has been flying polar routes for more than 2 years. To suggest that
he is unfamiliar with the planets in skies which are usually quite clear during long
winter nights is patently absurd.

Perhaps even more reprehensible is the fact that the pilot speaks rather j>oor English
and is now stationed in Japan.!. Obviously he is not in a good position to sue Phil
for the libelous or slanderous accusations which amount to suggesting total incompetence
I would expect that Phil has not talked to the crew with or without an interpreter.
It seems strange that Dick Raines a scientist with considerable professional experience
concerning perceptual skills spoke to the pilot through an interpreter with a PhD for
three hours and came away completely convinced that Jupiter and Mars could not explain
che case. It reminds me of Phil's investigation of the Roswell Incident. Despite the
Cact that Bill Moore and I have talked to 91 persons involved in the case, Phil has
talked to none and yet claims he has explained it away!! It is no wonder I was able
to note more than 20 mistakes in his treatment in his last book-fantasy. Despite
persistent claims on his part that no secrets can be kept from the Woodward-Bernsteins
o£ Washington, DC , Press corps, he has still failed to provide a copy of even one
o£ the more than 150 documents about UFOs that the NSA states it is withholding or
even an unexpurgated version of the Top-Secret NSA affidavit! to a federal court
judge justifying Non-release.

Incidently the interest in UFOs certainly seems to be very high. I spoke at 7 college
campuses in 5 states and provinces in a one week tour. Many overflow and very enthus-
iastic audiences. Many friendly radio , TV, and newspaper interviews. My documentary
movie"UFOs Are Real"has played in several cities (TV) including New York. Videotapes
are still available (VHS-or Beta) for only $40. US for the 93 minute full color
Hollywood production. Hopefully all will ignore the last 2 minutes about Billy
Meier which I tried to keep from being included.

Also I have been working full time on a study for Environment Canada on the use of
electron beams for the treatment of powerplant flue gas to reduce acid rain. And I
have started a new company SCAT Science and Technology Inc. to provide a unique
Canadian service with regard to monitoring home radon levels. Busy tiimef. . . regards

Consultant • Lecturer • Autnor • Broadcaster
Stan



Feb. 20, 1987

Dear Walter Andrus:

How very sad that the passing years seem to have turned a
once gentle, and gentlemanly, person like yourself into someone
who is so very embittered and so very intolerant of views
different from his own.

To the best of my recollection, I have not levelled caustic
barbs at you because of your belief in UFOs, either in my
letters or in any of my book or articles.

Nor have I levelled your repeated accusations of a "closed
mind" on the issue of UFOs. I subscribe to and read The MUFON
UFO Journal and to the International UFO Reporter. Do you
subscribe to and read CSICOP's publication. The Skeptical
Inquirer?????

I am delighted that MUFON has seen fit to put out a press
release challenging my own analysis, for that is the modus
operandi of scientific methodolgy—challenge and counter-chal-
lenge on scientific controversies.

Unlike you, I do not reject dialogue with those whose views
on UFOs {or other issues) differ from my own, even if I doubt
that such dialogue will change their views. I enjoy having my
views challenged, for it forces me to re-examine them more
carefully.

Finally, I shall study carefully your report on the JAL
incident when I receive my February issue of The MUFON UFO
Journal.

Based on what you claim is a more thorough MUFON investi-
gation, I assume that your published account will include the
fact that United Airlines Flight #69 was vectored to the vicinity
of JAL but could see NO UFO despite the fact that JAL reported
the UFO was directly in front of United. And that the USAF C-130
flight crew also in the vicinity was unable to see the UFO that
JAL was reporting. Unlike Capt. Terauchi, surely MUFON will NOT
"forget" to include these all-important facts.

With sincere hopes that your bitterness will subside and
that your tolerance for the rights of others to their own views
will grow, I remain,



Mutual UFO Network, Inc.
103OLDTOWNE ROAD

SEGUIN, TEXAS 78155 U.S.A.
WALTER H.ANDRUSJR. Telephone:
International Director A Texas Non-ProfIt Corporation (512)379-92)6

February 16, 1987 Pl«« AddreuReplyTo:

Mr. Philip J. Klass
404 "N" St. Southwest
Washington, DC 20024

Dear Phil:

Thank you for your "prosaic explanation" of the JAL 1628 sighting
over Alaska on November 17, 1986. I could proceed to shoot down some
of your points as totally inaccurate or twisting of the facts, how-
ever you have already made up your mind and committed yourself. I
suggest that you will have to wait to receive the February 1987 is-
sue of the MUFON UFO JOURNAL to learn what really happened in Alaska.
(I interviewed some of the participants by telephone.)

I would like to make one point crystal clear, which you totally ig-
nore when you repeatedly refer to "six-week old recollections of the
pilot of JAL flight 1628; he remembered some colorful details;forgot
several inportant events, etc." All three crew members were inter-
viewed immediately upon landing their Boeing 747 on November 17,
1986 at Anchorage by FAA investigators headed by Mr. Jim Newberry,
FAA Security Manager. My facts are quoted from this investigation,
not the reopening of the inquiry by the FAA after Christmas. A full
page report was made by Sam Rich, FAA controller on November 17 of
the incident. Mr. Rich's report and Mr. Newberry's investigation
confirm in writing exactly what tooK place. How can you as an "arm-
chair Ufologist" sit in your apartment in Washington, D.C. and tell
competent people in Alaska what they saw and ignore the facts to
fit your own "prosaic explanation"? It is amazing that you know
more about the sighting than the actual participants.

MUFON submitted a News Release to Associated Press rebutting your
incongruous 'claim that the pilot saw nothing more than the planet
Jupiter and maybe Mars." In the past you hav.e come up with some
wild stories to explain a UFO sighting "to your own satisfaction,"
however your ridiculous claims on this case have reached a new high
in absurdity.

To carry on a dialogue with you is utterly foolish, and I apologize
for having done so in this brief correspondence. I shall not let
it happen again. Your efforts to explain away something that does

MUFON UFO JOURNAL
The Monthly Magazine of the Mutual UFO Network

DEDICATED TO THE SCIENTIFIC STUDY OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS



not exist is an exercise in futility. Some of us wonder what
motivates you in this negative quest for the answers to the UFO
phenomenon. Do not bother to answer since my time can be better
utilized in constructive and positive investigation and research,

Sincerely,

Walter H. Andrus Jr.

P.S.: I have enclosed an appropriate
Note Pad for you.

WHA:vc



PHILIP J. KLASS
4O4 "N" ST. SOUTHWEST

WASHINGTON. D. C. 2OO24
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Feb. 10, 1987

Mr. Walter Andrus, Jr.
MUFON
103 Oldtowne Road
Seguin, Tex. 78155

Dear Walter:

This is in response to your recent comments on the results
of my investigation into the Nov. 17, 1986, UFO report by a
Japan Air Lines 747 pilot.

I regret that the AP account of my findings as published in
the San Antonio Light was a much abbreviated version of my
report submitted to and released by CSICOP.

I therefore enclose a copy of my original, submitted to
CSICOP before departing on my ski vacation, in the hope that you
might find some of the newly revealed details of interest.
Especially the fact that United Airlines Flight 69 and an Air
Force C-130 both were vectored to the vicinity of the JAL 747 and
neither could see the "UFO" being reported by JAL—for reasons
explained in the report.

Reference your unwillingness to participate in my UFO
survey, that is your inalienable right and will be so noted in
whatever I write.

Sincerely,
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PHILIP J. KLASS
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Feb. 10, 1987

Mr. Walter Andrus , Jr .
MUFON

103 Oldtowne Road
Seguin, Tex. 78155

Dear Walter:

This is in response to your recent comments on the results
of my investigation into the Nov. 17, 1986, UFO report by a
Japan Air Lines 747 pilot.

I regret that the AP account of my findings as published in
the San Antonio Light was a much abbreviated version of my
report submitted to and released by CSICOP.

I therefore enclose a copy of my original, submitted to
CSICOP before departing on my ski vacation, in the hope that you
might find some of the newly revealed details of interest.
Especially the fact that United Airlines Flight 69 and an Air
Force C-130 both were vectored to the vicinity of the JAL 747 and
neither could see the "UFO" being reported by JAL—for reasons
explained in the report.

Reference your unwillingness to participate in my UFO
survey, that is your inalienable right and will be so noted in
whatever I write.

Sincerely,



EXTRATERRESTRIAL OBJECT INVOLVED IN JAPAN AIR LINES PILOT'S UFO

SIGHTING, ACCORDING TO LEADING UFO INVESTIGATOR

Buffalo, N.Y. /—/An investigation of the incident in which
an Unidentified Flying Object reportedly paced a Japan Air
Lines 747 enroute to Anchorage, Alaska, for nearly 40 minutes on
Nov. 1%, 1986, reveals that at least one extraterrestrial object
was involved—the planet Jupiter, and possibly another—Mars.

The investigation was conducted by Philip J. Klass, an
internationally recognized skeptical UFOlogist and chairman of
CSICOP's UFO Subcommittee. His investigations have yielded
prosaic explanations for many famous UFO cases during the past 20
years.

At the time the UFO incident began near Ft. Yukon, the JAL
airliner was flying south in twilight conditions so that an
extremely bright Jupiter {-2.6 magnitude) would have been
visible on the pilot's left-hand side, where he first reported
seeing the UFO, according to Klass. Jupiter was only 10 degrees
above the horizon, making it appear to the pilot to be at roughly
his own 35,000 ft. altitude. Mars, slightly lower on the
horizon, was about 20 degrees to the right of Jupiter but not as
bright.

Although the very bright Jupiter, and less bright Mars,
had to be visible to JAL Capt. Kenjyu Terauchi, the pilot never
once reported seeing either—only a UFO that he described as
being a "white and yellow" light in his initial radio report to
Federal Aviation Administration controllers at Anchorage.

Many of the colorful details of the incident carried by the
news media, largely based on the six-week old recollections of
the pilot of JAL Flight 1628, are contradicted by a transcript of
radio messages from the pilot to FAA controllers while the
incident was in progress.

For example, news media accounts quoting the 747 pilot
said that when he executed a 360 deg. turn the UFO had followed
him around during the turn. But this claim is contrary to what
the pilot told FAA controllers at the time.

During the pilot's media interviews, he "remembered" some
colorful details which did not really occur, judging from
his earlier radio reports to the FAA, and Terauchi "forgot"
several important events that would challenge his claim of being
paced by an unknown craft.

For example, that another airliner. United Airlines Flight
69, heading north from Anchorage to Fairbanks, had agreed to
deviate slightly from its course to allow FAA radar controllers
to vector it to the vicinity of the JAL 747, while maintaining



safe altitude and distance separation, to see if the United crew
could spot the UFO.

At approximately 4:48 p.m., as the United flight neared JAL,
Terauchi reported that the UFO was to his far left and about 10
miles distant—which was in the direction of Jupiter. At
roughly 4:50 p.m., the United pilot reported he now could see JAL
but a short time later the United pilot said: "I don't see
anybody around him."

Shortly afterwards, the JAL pilot reported that the UFO now
was "just ahead of United" which is where Jupiter would appear
to be from Terauchi's location. The United pilot would not
notice Jupiter because it was to his right while his attention
was focused on JAL which was to his far left.

Shortly afterward, the pilot of a USAF C-130 transport in
the area volunteered to be vectored to the vicinity of the JAL
airliner to see if he could spot any object near the airliner.
The C-130 crew readily spotted the JAL 747, but they too could
not see any object in its vicinity.

"This is not the first time that an experienced pilot has
mistaken a bright celestial body for a UFO, nor will it be the
last," Klass said. In one case, investigated by the late Dr. J.
Allen Hynek in the early 1950s, a military pilot chased a "UFO"
for more than 30 minutes, which turned out to be the bright star
Capella. In this case, as with the recent Alaska incident, a
radar operator reported briefly seeing an unknown blip on his
radar scope.

During World War II, B-29 pilots flying at night from the
Mariana Islands in the Pacific to bomb Japan reported being paced
by a mysterious "ball-of-fire" which B-29 gunners tried, unsuc-
cessfully, to shoot down. Some Army Air Corps intelligence
officers suspected the object was a long-range Japanese aircraft
equipped with a powerful searchlight, to illuminate the B-29s so
they could be attacked by fighter aircraft, but such attacks
never materialized. Finally, the mysterious glowing object that
seemed to pace the B-29s was identified. It was Venus, which was
particularly bright at the time.

More than 25% of all UFOs reported during a 15-month period
to the Center for UFO Studies (created in 1973 by Hynek) turned
out upon investigation to be a bright planet or star. Some
eyewitnesses reported that the celestial UFO "darted up and
down," or "wiggled from side-to-side," and a variety of shapes
were described.

In the Capt. Terauchi*s recollected account to the media six
weeks after the incident, he described seeing two small UFOs in
addition to a large one. But the transcript reveals that the



pilot only briefly reported seeing two lights, not three, and
thereafter he referred only to one in his radio communications
with FAA controllers.

News media accounts of the UFO incident stressed that one
unidentified object had been detected by a USAF radar in the
vicinity of the 747's "blip", which seemed to confirm the pilot's
visual sighting. However, radars operating in mountainous terrain
such as that where the UFO incident occurred can receive spurious
echoes when radar energy bouncing off an aircraft is reflected a
second time from mountains and snow-covered terrain.

When the pilot first reported seeing the UFO, FAA traffic
controllers—ever concerned over the risk of a mid-air collision-
—requested that radar controllers in an Air Force Regional
Operations Command Center examine their displays to see if they
could spot an unknown intruder. A radar operator there spotted
something, but was unsure whether it might be a spurious echo.
However, the echo appeared only briefly and was behind the 747
whereas the pilot had reported that the UFO was in front or to
the left of his aircraft.

Later, as the JAL 747 came within range of an FAA radar at
the Fairbanks International Airport, a radar controller there was
asked if he could spot another object in the vicinity of the
airliner. Although the JAL pilot still was reporting a UFO, the
controller replied that there were no unknown blips in the
vicinity of JAL 1628.

On Jan. 11, the Capt. Terauchi again reported seeing
a UFO while flying in approximately the same part of Alaska. But
after an FAA spokesman in Anchorage suggested that this UFO
might only be lights from a distant village bouncing off clouds,
the JAL pilot acknowledged that this could explain his second UFO
sighting.

The transcript of radio communications during the Nov.
18 incident indicates that there were broken clouds at or below
Flight 1628fs altitude, which may help explain Capt. Terauchifs
mistaking Jupiter for a UFO.

Even a scientifically trained former Navy officer, who
would later become President, once mistook a bright planet for a
UFO. The "victim" was Jimmy Carter and the incident occurred
about 7:15 p.m. on Jan. 6, 1969, following his talk to the Lions
Club of Leary, Ga. As Carter later recalled the incident, he
spotted the UFO in the west at an elevation he estimated to be
about 30 deg. An investigation conducted by Robert Sheaffer,
vice-chairman of CSICOP's UFO Subcommittee, was complicated by
the fact that Carter had recalled an erroneous date for the
incident. Once Sheaffer managed to determine the correct date, he
found that a brilliant planet Venus was to the west and about 25



deg. above the horizon, where Carter reported seeing the UFO.

Klass credits astronomers Nick Sanduleak and C.B. Stephen-
son, of Case Western Reserve University, in Cleveland, for their
valuable assistance in computing the positions and bearings of
bright celestial bodies relative to the 747 airliner at the time
of the incident.

"My suspicions that this UFO might be a bright celestial
body were prompted by the fact that the pilot reported seeing
the object for more than 30 minutes," Klass said. "Past exper-
ience has shown that when a UFO remains visible for many minutes,
it almost always proves to be a celestial object." Another clue
was the fact that when Flight 1628 descended 4,000 ft., the UFO
still appeared to be at the airliner's altitude. At Jupiter's
great distance, a change of 4,000 ft. in aircraft altitude would
produce no noticeable change in the planet's apparent altitude.

Klass, who was a senior editor with Aviation Week & Space
Technology magazine for nearly 35 years until his partial-retire-
ment this past June, as been investigating famous UFO cases as a
hobby for more than 20 years. His most recent book on the
subject is "UFOs: The Public Deceived," published by Prometheus
Books, Buffalo, N.Y.
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NEWS RELEASE

A professional astronomer for the Mutual UFO Network has chal-

lenged the explanation offered by Philip J. Klass, that Capt. Terauchi

Japan Air Lines veteran pilot saw nothing more than the planet Jupiter

and possibly Mars on the night of November 17, 1986 when the pilot

reported to the F.A.A. the observation of J> UFOs over Alaska

Mr. Klass' approach to "solving" some UFO sightings is highly

questionable. He will select a prosaic natural phenomenon and then

grossly exagerate both what the phenomenon is capable of doing and

what the witness imagined that it is doing.

It cannot be argued that the planet Jupiter, coincidentally

shone in the approximate direction of the pilots initial sighting.

And atmospheric effects can cause bright planets and stars to appear

to move and change brightness, color and shape. Viewing planets from

any moving vehicle can also cause these celestial objects to shift

position.

However, Mr. Klass ignored some crucial facts. Jupiter - or

Jupiter and Mars together (which were separated by about 19 degrees) -

does not in the slightest resemble the pilot's description of seeing

2 cylinders flying parallel to each other, each arrayed with rows of

lights and each rotating in an opposite direction.

Nor does the third UFOs appearance fit the Jupiter hypothesis.

The pilot at one time glimpsed this object as an oval silhouette

MUFON UFO JOURNAL
The Monthly Magazine of the Mutual UFO Network

DEDICATED TO THE SCIENTIFIC STUDY OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS



looking much like a walnut with a protruding rim containing lights,

and with a band through the middle. The pilot obviously was impressed

by something of immense size, something that may have appeared simul-

taneously on the aircraft's radar. If it is assumed that the blip

was not a false weather target, planets do not show up on radar-

scopes.

Furthermore, if press reports are accurate, the large object

eventually dropped behind the plane far away from Jupiter's position

in the sky.

And finally, planets do not just disappear in a clear sky as

the UFOs were reported to have done.

Perhaps worst of all, the planet explanation makes a liar out of

the Japan Air Lines veteran pilot for over 20 years, who must have

been aware of the bright planet or star visible from his cockpit

night after night last fall.

Despite the pilot's apparently solid background and experience,

his sighting may yet turn out to have some conventional explanation.

But,in my opinion Captain Kenju Terauchi did not mistake Jupiter and/

or Mars for the 3 UFOs he said he had observed.

It is quite remarkable that Philip Klass, in his published

claim, has contradicted or ignored the testimony of Jim Derry, FAA

Security Manager and Paul Steucke FAA spokesman in Alaska, who inter-

viewed the flight crew; Sam Rich, FAA controller on duty at the time

of the sighting; and the other two flight crew members of JAL 1628,

First Officer Takanori Tamefuji and Flight Engineer Yoshio Tsukuda.

Walter N. Webb, is an astronomy consultant to the Mutual UFO

Network, Inc. (MUFON), headquartered in Seguin, Texas; a scientific

organization dedicated to resolving the UFO phenomenon.
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JAL pilot spotted
Jupiter, not UFO,
investigator says
Associated Press

NEW YORK - A Japan Air
Lines pilot who claimed to have

, 1 / 7 OAA'Z seen a U^° alongside his airplane
* / }° w**A*f j • in November was seeing an unusu

ally bright image of Jupiter and
possibly Mars, an investigator said
Tuesday.

Philip J. Klass said astronomical
calculations show that on Nov. 17.
the night of the sighting, Jupiter
was extremely bright and was visi
ble precisely where the pilot re-
ported that he saw the UFO.

Mars was just below and to the
right of Jupiter, and may explain
the pilot's initial report that he saw
two lights, Klass said.

Klass, an editor with the maga-
zine Aviation Week and Space1

Technology and a long-time inves-
tigator of claimed UFO sightings,
said the pilot's claims that the ob
ject followed him as he made a 360-
degree turn are contradicted by
what he told flight controllers.

Klass' report was issued by the
Committee for the Scientific Inves-
tigation of Claims of the Paranor
ma! in Buffalo, N.Y., an organize
lion of scientists.

"This is not the first time that an
experienced pilot has mistaken u
bright celestial body for a L'FO,
nor will it be the last." Klass said.
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UFO lights
identified
as planets

NEW YORK (AP) — A Japan Air
Lines pilot who claimed to have
seen an unidentified flying object
alongside his airplane last Novem-
ber actually was seeing an unusual-
ly bright image of the planet Jupi-
ter and possibly Mars, an
investigator said Tuesday.

Phi l ip Klass said astronomical
calculations show that on Nov. 17,
when the pilot claimed to have seen
the UFO, Jupiter was extremely
bright and was visible precisely
where the pilot reported that he
saw the UFO.

Mars was just below and to the
right of Jupiter, and may explain
the pilot's ini t ial report that he saw
two lights, Klass said.

Klass, an editor with the maga-
zine Aviation Week and Space
Technology and a longtime investi-
gator of claimed UFO sightings,
said the pilot's claims that the ob-
ject followed him as he made a 360-
degree t u r n are contradicted by
what he told flight controllers.

John Leyden, a spokesman for
the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion in Washington, quoted from a
summary of conversations between
the pilot and ground controllers in
which the pilot reported losing
sight of the object after completing
his turn.

The object reappeared a few mo-
ments later, according to the FAA
summary quoted by Leyden.

The pilot. Capt. Kenjyu Terauchi,
was over Alaska en route from Eu-
rope, via Iceland, to Tokyo when he
claims to have sighted the object.

Paul Steucke, a spokesman for
the FAA in Anchorage, said that
Terauchi told FAA officials in an In-
terview that the object stayed with
him as he tu rned .
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UFO lihts

as planets
NEW YORK (AP)'— A Japan Air

Lines pilot who claimed to have
.•n an unidentified flying object

alongside hie airplane last Novem-
jer actually was seeing an unusuul-
y bright Image of the planet Jupi-
ter and possibly Mars, un

said Tuesday.
Philip Klass said astronomical

calculations show that on Nov. 17,
when the pilot claimed to have seen
the UFO. Jupiter was extremely
bright and was visible precisely
where the pilot reported that he
saw the UFO.

Mars was just below and to the
right of Jupiter, and muy explain
the pilot's initial report that he saw
two lights. Klass said.

Klass. an editor with the maga-
zine Aviation Week and Space
Technology and a longtime investi-
gator of claimed UFO sightings,
said the pilot's claims that the ob-
ject followed him as he made a 3GO-

lurn are contradicted by
wliai he told flight controllers.

John Leyden, a spokesman for
the Federal Aviation Admimslra- ^
tiun in Washington, quoted from a ^
summary of conversations between Q^ ^
the pilot and ground controllers in ^ O 4*
which the pilot reported lobing ** p U ^
sight of thu object after completing * ^ -
his turn- 3 J w

Tho object reappeared a lew mo- jf & ^
menis later, according 10 the FAA j. fc ^
summary ijuoied by Leyden. ^ IA £ j

The pilot. Capt. Kenjyu Terauchi, -

was over Alaska tin roulo (roni Ku-
rope, via Iceland. 10 Tokyo when he
claims 10 havt.1 sighiud thr obji-ci. " ^ >

Paul Sit:ucki'. a spokesman tor Jj c1 ^ u ^
tin: FAA in Anchorage, said that i — 3
Terauchi told FAA officials in an in-
lerview that the ohject ^^ayed wiih
him as he turned.
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FAA steps up
investigation
of UFO report
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Pilot saw Jupiter, not
UFd, investigator says

NEW YORK (AP) -A Japan Air was -over Alaska enroute
Unes pilot who claimed to have teen Europe, via Iceland, to Tokyo when b £
an : unidentified < > flying "object claims to have sighted the object **•
alongside bis airplane last November Paul Steucke, a spokesman for
was actually seeing an unusually FAA In Anchorage, said that Terauchl
bright Image of the planet Jupiter and told FAA off idala In an Interview Uiat
pouibly loan, an investigate* said the object stayed ' with Urn '«s he
Tuesday. • '' ' - -1"' "' " • turned. ' . , - ' . " . ( ' •

Philip J. Klass said astronomical Steucke said the FAA would be
calculation* show that on Nov. 17,' releasing 'the results of its own
when the pilot claimed to have teen tavesUgaUonrnmid-February.
the UFO, Jupiter was- extremely ' According to Klaas, who reviewed a
bright and was visible precisely complete copy of the transcript the
where the pilot reported that he 'saw pilot never reported seeing Jupiter or
the UFO. ' ' • • • • ' • " ' '• ', '.; rl ' Mara, even though they were dearly

1 Man was Just below and to the visible.' ' - '•• ' i'
right of Jupiter, and may explain the - Klass's report was issued by the
pfloTs initial report that hfi saw two' Committee '- (or the 'Scientific
fights, Klass said. Investigation of Claims of the
' Klan, an editor with the magaxiitt Paranonnal in Buffalo, N.Y., ao

Aviation Week and. Space Technology organlxatlop >f .scientists who
and a low-time Investigator til Investigate claims of UFO sightings,
claimed UFO sightings, 'Mid -the ESP occurrences and other lihpalled
pilot's claims that tbe'objetfe followed paranormal phenomena.
himashemateaSSOHiegreetuznare Klasttw|ipheadstbeorgaal«aUon>B
contradlctfld by what he told flight UFO wbopmmitu*, is the.autbor of
oontroUersatthfttlme i "UFO*: Tfee Public Deceiyed.1'

John Leyden, a spokesman for the Morris Simopcelll, a spokesman for
Federal Aviation Administration * to Japan Air Unes in New York, said,
Washington, Quoted from a summary "We have no position on this a| the
of coavenaUoaj between the pilot airline. Tbe captain said he saw
and ground controllers In which the something; be reported ^it. He
pilot' reported^ losing sight of the followed procedure!.1' -• • ..
obtect after computing Us turn. • ' " Jupiter w« only JO degrees above1 TV object reappeared a, few the horium, leaking It appear to the

to be. roughly at his own
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.
L • fr A. I /i L li *- x * h x T; i 30 ± ° ;u
i 7 L -c if ^ t * a 5 tf /u 7 it /. # f? *> *
*> -f ' L 4> /-' ° ^ ^ * ttt £ * JS £ co iE -t v
fc h ill fc < £ g B$ ^ i ̂  3ft ^ o c. C. *>< -7 h
^ *< fr • li & ft * ff I ift it I '< W t 4ft £' ^
It ft T£ £' v > co 3£ ^ T, ^ r(i x* I B$ /* i * ft
T i *> 1 ii g 1C -X * f Tfi h * *> ^ *> ~
li fz T L ^ ?V 5x <r> ^ ff) t> ff) • -> fc fc t> i
% ff) ^ T T- ' Rfc J: 7 fr -3 T C 7 ' £ t 1HI|
^ -C i J: L -t. « 7 /L. g t BT • ^ ffi ' K
^ * fl ^ J li ffi li K ¥ ' ± ^ ^ U * EJ
tf ti ft *' -a ^ v , ffi • L K S * I /; I ft
t § 4i b fc i H -^ ->* t (i 5 ;u X ' • T
v ^ c e o A ' c o ^ i - ^ T ^ M ; S O x « t ^F 7 L
? ^ ^ f) t < fr i» I K * 0 ^ ffi TS V t

fr <* i ~> fe t fc ^ 0( *> L BS ^ fsj ^ li p ^
a 4 L T (i £ ' J: ft -3 ') t 5: fe 9 ^f ^ t JS £
o <• t ' isi ^ >j t t if • di ii ^ ig ^ <• fr A'
it 4 ° ff ffif ^ u i f e ^ * > * > g ? i f t T . L - r i H ! f f i * >
^ y] f m /-- T- *s a s ^ J ^ ft t •? t j si *-
co /5 co ii t, * 2p t] ^ ft -5 t * ° t ta L ' • !£ ' )T- n 9% o t -e ^5 co it -r t fr tc <n • fc a i
t i- ' ^ ~ co S f* T- t» fill a [fij *» «• 8 T- L

0 rt' 1 T tfi ft T- «F L t J o A> ? *' 3f l* /j
i O j ^ ^ 7 t ^ ^ ^ fr t T -c y> ii ^ f f t t t r 0

ffi ± ^> ^ » tt /-• R • ff t ? tf sii m i -t
li ft ± 7 ^ co £ o Bff i: ft § £ ') IS '.i; L C.
30 L £ -< ?8 - ^ (t ftfl (i a r L h <r> M /: T
S 't % m <T> t 9 ' C O B 3 t r i < - T *• & £ ° *

1 ^ * t ± f * ^ ^ ;'M ii S ' ^ * {$ H S
f- < # T ic L K :i >•- V :k L \'(- A. (> ~> RKI #
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i- t-
SS *

iv it c ^ n ^ L i- is & 77 JL ^ IS & m 'i i- ft ft ? te -ft L
i [j v > $ li -r :: T *t • r & ^ ( f * t B ^ ? T i ^ f f i * Hf I i ta s *•
T- HP. -7 L 4 v * r L T tf *o -V 4 li <r> * (i ± U1 -f % > *> tf ^ >a

•3 if u ^ n (7) i: \ L te ') iffl to ^ -f r ft •*' |T| i,| 4 ^> u v ^ L, -^ v ^
*f T t ^ A; t T £ r> >> ^U 7^ f£ S ^ ^ y St C' T C *> -< v 4 ^ -f i
t (i W 11 n <r> / ^ ') ') f- !i ^ g a fr 'J ffi o £ C i / 'u ^ ° .̂ D t
^ IS] ^ -ff [i ij 1 '. r, i -V i; rtf - ^ ij W '^ i- I t i'l! ic S * ' h i
L U 1 1M- '- -t * t (H ' ^ 'f W «l ^ ' KC I- ^ £ A >. 5T >. ?SL <F> ffl D ffl
^ ^ n t) TV) K ^ ^) :„ *. -j 3 l - i 2 x * j f f t t - r u ^ 4. 4 tt § SI - ,',
< £ IJ -f p-S ti ft t f t ° ^ h 4 t' I* « CO 1- I. £ D /- 7 7 ffi W 4- 7 L

.
A T t *< o 7b- (c ^ co 4 t IE 3 T i - >' A ^

^ ^ 3 i ^ ^ S fc V 4 : ^ / j f b 4 t » ' j ' / r f ^ M * i
It > h 4 4 *' W ^ it 4 X It It T # ^ ij i W ? (i
t- K D ^ ° o q* ' (c ° ^ ^ K s ft >v * " Nil J T
L 'J ^ ^ y fc it -?• i -f & k ° 'J -*- A- w <?) A >



I L 4 co C. L tt > 1- '< 39 -f ft "' u ^ ^ ft L j, A o " ' a
1 ' & fc A' ffi 4 /.: ^ T- ') 4 ! # * £' #J 7 C '- T Hi /. jL .T ia i h >
9 * 4 . ' tt ic k ft A X7 L -7 T- I £ M • fft 1* U I -t- rt a /> i- Z * >'
5 i IB] £ 55 *E £ co £> -5 J- T I A T £' £ a IT n (, t o ^ ft u ^ ^ ^ -j-
0 "- L * li ft & -C co T i ^> ^ i) ft •? a >• f t - L i£ fi£ li T H *• *S *< £U t:
^ ' £ " * ft ? A ? • („ * P ' H /- £ ^ ( c T ' . ' r t - l ' T j i c o T ^ i T
tt - £ ^ & • ft ') ^ flu a: p v is] fb ° i i ffl ^ *H i- T* / ft ' 3? / L %
i- -i * ° £• s fc ' tf is >ji -i cn 9i L '̂i - aft /; -c * A 'j t m ffi 'j /- a
ft v ft t ft (ft t» fl -f o L t 6* M A; i co L ^ A 1 4 X? a JH A.' # " (0
l / o c o & r t 0 « r y / , £> C /£ 3S /. S fc * i 9 ' U ;*; ic " (i _h
L ? -£ A.' £ £ i -̂  .t / <7) o 3| # ft # F £f X 7 4 li _ IJ 'F ' £
fc *' 4 " .a < ^ £ *Li ^ li fc it -cm tt ^ * • x 7 * g & i§ gj. ic

>> L *• Ih / E1 X t R " ' A j£ -^ co * 7 > -£ 14 p M i: fc
T« u T ^ to li T i: li M K '* a )̂ > (S ft I h 6 co '- *' II t t&
•& I? ' ^ L ft li 1*J j co A- >f u- tt r # b / > H ft f L 1 2 ig ffif
^ '-L /< n t (T ^ u ^ m t> D ^ t* 7 oy u ;u w * a $ *•* -^ ± n
u °- ^ ib ^ * ^ it Mf T -y • s ic s: '< K ± v ^ '. L: co 6 y

i iihi (7 fl'j f fil /u ? WJ co ik / ^ -• -r \t ')! to ti z k 1 u t F
? (7) t/, o SB y I {$ r- ^ fi< ^ -J. ff 'J d! .-i u <•• <£ 1 4 II 6 ^ 1 •/ 7. n= 0
*> u ft it M [ • / . : £ i: T «7) *» (i * U A x t L 9 13 .Jr T* * 9 li A< •£ •*
I- > ^ ^ £ # A f i II A / ^ c ^ (i ? TV f i /, 7 ̂  ^ 3 I 6 5£ S t ^
u 7 * ft -5 ffl] •? Wi ifn fB 'J <T> I' ^ im m T" 7 x ' 3 ^ i : x r 7 i S H 4 I
> ? n fc it (?) T L < ^> ^7 10 /. iJ-j 1 £* l: IJ V * ^ ^ ^ t " ^ L 6-j e V
^ h -r ' T A L *£ % ^ 3 £ fti 13 a ^ * h L li * tt HJ t co T u li li
7 W v A.' fit 7 ' < -^ -' n Ji 6ip 7 A -v 31 T li I 4 « Df 9 v ^ Jfl ^- '
T ti h *• -i- V / ^ fii -^ -ri /. m a fla t h 5- -r • -7- ; > (f i a ^ i- so
•f ii t i=> ai (J ') m ^ * 1 t e h . o t f t ^ 4 f » r ^ s B / L u r t * f t l ' t t i
1 f> f T BU ^ NIJ -̂  9 f. It in A jjft ^ 'f C 7 4 ~> I* fc T r 4 Jfr 53
li ft £ x £ |F| c 4 .3 I n T te * )D ^ x dt x ;>; ;. t ? v ^ li c ^ ^

" /. -^ 'i co v Jj ^ t 7 i 7 > ^ ^ ! ( r n r / ^ ^ ; L - ^ " r b T S . o c f )
? <"> 'r *j \\ fi'j 't 1' .f T- ^ * irt ICi {£. 4.0 di L m 3E ") ^ *( £ ft <t W)
> '/' W f ?§ 5 V ^ K ? ' ^ L L • ' • ^ fc *' « * 6 ' ft ' 4 1 *
^ ^ A S fr ± ^ " f L - i h t /. L -c 4 A * £ ° | H ] ^ ^ x iffi
? ^ nfl ^\ & it ^ A- -< • ̂  M ° r r-: • ,̂ 4 ** ± * t ft i h ^

L t. ') 4 3 'J ic # n l i i

L fit * ^ h co 41 (i ° J '. ft
i- * Jil. .L-i _— f pa ill 'n

^ IT 4! o frL^ - ^ j C 1 ^
^ /.' It li I -iL- T ^ li r,, T4

>. * > ^^4 S • ' £ I- 4 ^ ^ - ^
• /-' *f ffi -t ' A1 ^ (1 -V 9
£ • ' N t ^ x - f * n T h t
•* £ J ? % ? 7 \) )\, <n
I li i t *> o K ^ • '
T to ^r ^ 7 'J'H v ^ ; T
•f r »]! pfr ffi K 4 S f c ^ /

ffi fS 1C f ic. | 'J
L <$. li co ii r *
T H& r f3 L -f T*

51k^fe-t I

C3
h

0f ? K t L li A 4 fi ,: f
? ft U L £ ^ 7c £ U 5 rA ft t
ft /j F A; }-> „ *>'f '• J_ "̂  ifO 'j (c

tf « co H L
it t T-

r /. KB

A A f - t 1J ' i- ft ft

ft ; ') «t UP- ^ r i' 4
i - > * i (?i '-*?1 i •« X ^ 4
(. C > ^ > ir V 1 C -

L i
Jfi b*

B9 t T * 1
1 IE (c X f?1 W

/j 5 T % ft ifl li ifi II f ju &. if t < 3
f4 ° <t f4 T>( ^ V Ul r ^ / T,\ \ h 1*1 J=- D ik -o >

^ 9 L ' 'J T ^ ? 4' 3= 7 ^ T it U ,S ^> K ,!& L A- i' (c f - ,J\ fl- <•
- f S i S r ^ l , ' . i / C £ i: ^ > T A U K E co A: W I t •* 7 "t ^ 31
> 0 -? L co t Sr {> % fc iD /c 'J ( vt ,? .ft i 7 co H!] I? ' -^ x -L ^ ^

4 ^ Ig = L
40

(c t, (tfl t, * ic ic h t ,5 '•' ': i: x T 7 x r_ f
^f li 0'J <r 1C 2, J: ^ g A i fr, ^ r X X -f x " &

^ ^ ^ • j . f ^ - f f f t ^ W ' • rr 3 dl ^ -^ T * /- li ^ 'W -f 'J " ^ — Ic
31 tt K T) T" £ / to1 ito -e A ?> te L i T m r L i ^ x co x? 4 b r ii
^ FT ic /_' co gf <f> en q IE ^ so L tt 'J ^ ft iA A: 9 ' ^ T ± Df t, 'J
c^> .'j ° X £ a A L 3ft i*& A *• > Hi t W * 3 ;u • ± -i: V > Sf
*J. 'f I P 3 r ' ) ' A - 4 S * f t (i £ L L 9 ^ ^ f t t i E ^ L
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§ TIE î J ^ *> i -T "C ^ ft ^> l*li > ^ K *b A, -SI A f £
T & ') iU n T A* t, A* li fc ' 3g ^ t > £ t ^> ' B
t ^ - S - T c o t ' b f f * fit T" * ° A; co -^ L i: •) D co
• F ^ t ' ^ i t f e ^ ^ L a i - ^ i i / j ^ T ' 1 ? - ^ ; i > Z

-E- l) (?) £ Efc T *, /i I II *> (i o tr A ^ ° ^> L K i
n t ' ^ t t ° T t ) v ° 3 s T i ' l ^ & ^ - t ' - t > ,
f± (3 U ^ ' Jtfe L « Bfl *f i± r L ° & ti * ^ <n Y
m ^ if x. - s fc _t h> ° § ^ /- SE fr a /i * '
^ to ffi j: to ii b co L S ± ^ ni* ' ti ° -L' .

Ifi ' SU & X, iS
co





29

ttstaBtf- iVD: 4-L^?ttHp Aa fl

IE

w L ^ -is " u
2 i.' i . 1 iQ
$ T" o r, ° *'

fitj

IE] r r w a n i; -c
U 7 ^ L ii If S (i
J: X r (. fi^ ' «t Dff

a L K a ° tf '; i* m
. I- i L US T- T * o
i i - t ^ (, ?K t ft £
-j < L 6 li $r it w ^
5: J: i ^> *> ^ ^ % \-
* ' ) ^ ^ ± 4 T I $ f $
JS t /- ^ ') ^ ' (i ^
i- o fc u t; t {si fsf n
fc L 46 A t a' ^ h fc
*> -^ I- a -^ T- co n ^
v ^ f E • 4 t J I t 7

£ iy- £ ? ^ itb T IS JQ £ L" T L HE ^ tt *fi
^ * J: ^ ft J: i > (, 3I1 1 it *• ' £ ^ "> -. t .t

7° I* ^> < i T v ^ i IS (7> riri t, ° T IP rd '£ ^ fnT <
7 A co in i i > ^ -f t * t f M ^ 't :i. k • • u ^
i- ft ^> X ft & i ° A ^ ji ^ A t,(. h tfi '-•• t J: *_
i) 4 S ^ T rtf ' tt ± f, ° i ^ T- l+ i • > L i T
T Z ') & ^ ^ S £ l r ^ t i - l i ? t "C ttJ H i 4- ^

£ £ ^ [i ^> i£ i: 3? X, 1) 4 f A ^ J * ' ^ > A ^ a S t

' i ^ ') t 16 W £ ') L ft *m ^ ^ /- i. if A ^ fe
Jfl. r t i ° £ 1 L i- A T- a T- ° 1C I/ Jfl 4 /.;

i * ^ ^ ic' ^. L ^ .̂ ' *ij ^ ^ *• ~t 4 ii (i A

L L U
^- it rt h tt L ;u " t -4- * ^ • t t i- fc
i i U li It ' v ID 'f ft ° Kl *E ^ it
t' ^ ' £ 4 ti- > ^ 7 t' T t £ < i
fr £ ;: <b A £ L I A i ' < i* <" It
A ic z /? HI] i: -t tt t C- ^ -> *: ;j
t i- 'x ft (i *t w it L t -C - '- ^ ^
*• ^ iB i ' L i t T (i I It ^ 5% Q
-^ A: Si -f ^ r fc i-1 ' * i '-» -7 t a

jBJ L SS ^ h L ° o ?¥ ') 5 JFft 1 T ^ ^ W ',
£ ^ U T It T & T- Jt -C ^ ft A ° IH ') c
a ^ > & - j z T - t t t t > * t ft A ^ n 7 fr ?K
K H - C - ^ ^ T J I l - t tt "A ° T- U T a (7. o ^



U F O t ^ f f i 28

v tt ') IE J li

-e .̂ S t $ « a ')
L w W t * tt «• i
T a K ° ^ L i - t i -
K « ' & ' £ A.
3S <?) 5R -^ £ <r "
*< * flj £ to ?r £
[/ li (i 3 f c < 7 > f l f i £-
f ffl fe ti If) 1I J j

( v - t t ^ ^ L i j
^ U ii t, ^ ii w 7

xf\ ttc
UJm

T is i t *, r- ^ f & •£• >»v *̂  ^ A
-f- < ' *f «ff c ^ (i t. -f *• t 1*
l-i -*-! -k. /S ?fc •*• 2. iFr •Ji II. ° /4 \ \
li A L tf) 1 TL ^ v *T JJ ^ (5 L L ^̂ ^ _

(i 4 * H £ T ^ K ' y ffi t * Tl 7^ li * Bf <*> It -f £?) ^ n
n -\ r. ft ^ -\ 11- % 3: > ^ 'I L ŷ •*• # 4 to ^ T ^ i£ ? /,
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DATE: March 13, 1987

TO: Local News Agencies

FROM: Donald A. Johnson, State Director
Mutual UFO Network
P.O. Box 161
Kirkland, WA 98033-0161

"' (206) 822-6609

SUBJECT: Recent UFO Sighting

P_R_E_S_S__R_E_L_E_A_S_E

(For Immediate Release)

(Note: We are releasing this report in the hopes that
publicity about the sighting Mill encourage others who may have
witnessed the same event to come -forward and provide additional
information. The witnesses request that their names not appear
in print but are willing to have their report made public. For
•further in-f ormation, you may contact James E. Clarkson,
(533-7587), the MUFON Field Investigator, in Aberdeen"! '
Washington, or Donald A. Johnson (822-6609), the Wash. State
Director -for MUFON, in Kirkland, Washington. People who wish to
report a UFO sighting are urged to call the UFO Reporting
Center, (206) 722-3000, a 24-hour number, in Seattle.)

TWO HOQUIAM MEN SIGHT UFO NEAR MOUNT RAINIER
by C7Aw,«« C. CUvk^On

Two men on a camping trip sighted what they described as a
"manta ray" shaped UFO last Saturday night (March 7, 1987) near
Alder Lake, about two miles west o-f the town of Elbe on the road
to Mount Rainier. The object made no sound and passed very low
over their pickup truck, stopped, and without turning reversed
direction and appeared to chase the witnesses' truck east down
Highway 7. When it was close behind and above the pickup truck,
the UFO veered off sharply to the north and accelerated very
fast, over the hilltops, and out of sight. The entire incident
lasted about three minutes.

The two men had left their favorite fishing spot and were
on their way to the small community of Elbe to pick up some
groceries and firewood for camping out. The weather had been
clear all day and at approximately 7:30 p.m., thev were not far
from Alder Lake and nearing the town when they first spotted the
lights over the highway ahead of them.

"I looked ahead and saw two big white lights", said the
driver, "they were right over the highway ahead of us. . . I
thought that it was a plane that was going to come down on the
highway. "
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As they drove toward the object a bright red light became
visible beneath the white lights. The driver pulled over next
to a guard rail and the passenger jumped out of the vehicle to
watch. As the driver was getting out of the vehicle, the
passenger observed the object roll slightly in a
counter—clockwise direction and then right itself. The driver
noticed at this point that a few other cars passed them: "I saw
that the cars were going slow. I don't know if it was because I
pulled over or if they saw what we saw."

Both witnesses stated that the object passed directly
overhead at a very low altitude, estimated by them as no more
than 200 feet. The two men, interviewed separately, had similar
descriptions of the object. The driver stated that its
silhouette was like a "flounder" fish. The passenger described
it as a "manta ray" or "stealth aircraft":

"When it went over I saw that it had a bright red
light in the center. It wasn't blinking or anything.
It had a small bright light on the back. When I saw
it overhead the first thing that I thought of was a
stealth aircraft or a manta ray."

The two white lights on the objects were reported to be
very bright. "It looked just like landing lights off a 747 or a
large aircraft", said the driver. "They were like the
spotlights on a tank that I saw in Vietnam", reported the
passenger, age 36. "The part that amazed me was when they
dimmed. They dimmed to a point where it looked like they were
going to go off." The dimming of the two bright white lights
allowed them to see the red light and the other white "tail"
light. Although the lighting configuration on the object was
similar to that of a helicopter, the men contend that the object
made no sound despite its low altitude. In describing the
silhouette of the object, both stated that it was difficult to
see because of the brightness of the lights, but they were
certain that it did not have the wings or body of a conventional
aircraft.

After the UFO passed over the truck it continued moving
slowly down the road. The driver and passenger got back in the
truck because the driver wanted to drive down the road to a
campground so he could pull completely off the road. The
passenger was still watching it out the rear window. After the
object travelled about a half mile down the road, it suddenly
stopped, and without turning around, reversed direction to
follow the witnesses' truck.
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"My God, it's coming a-fter us," the passenger said. The
driver looked back and saw that the UFO was approaching at a
much greater speed than when it had -first passed over their
vehicle. The driver sped up to get to the campground. Just
before the UFO reached the truck it veered off to the north.

"I looked back and... it took off to my left over
the hills. The highway runs at the edge of the lake
just below the line of hills. There's heavy woods on
the hills. It took off at a very high rate of speed
and that's the last we saw of it."

xere interviewed separately
~r „«...«.-„ ~*«, ,,̂ w,.. -. nww, M==, ,, « Hwlice officer and investigator
for the Mutual UFO Network <MUFON) ., headguartered in Seguin,
Texas. He described the men as sober and somewhat reluctant to
report the incident. It is his opinion that both men were
trying to relate exactly what had occurred to them. Both
witnesses admitted that they were scared by the experience but
that they were also intensely curious.

They both freely admit that thev don't know what it was
that they saw.



UFO Sighting Report
Field Investigator's Report
031187

Investigator: James E. Clarkson
6411 Manor Road
Aberdeen, Washington 98520
(206) 533-7587

I. BASIC INFORMATION

Time/Date of
Incident! Saturday, March 07, 1987 between 7i30 to 8:00 pm

Pacific Standard Time

Location of
Incident: Washington State Highway 7

1 1/2 to 3 miles west of Elbe
Pierce County, Washington

Conditions: Dark. No clouds or precipitation of any kind.
Stars plainly visible.

Witnesses: 1) Paul Lash Jr.
709 2nd St.
Hoquiam, Wa.
H: (206) 533-4297

Disabled 42 year old male.

2) SMITH, Steve
721 1/2 Simpson Ave. Apt. 8
Hoquiam, Wa.
MSG: (206) 532-9859

Unemployed tool & die setter.
36 year old male.

II. DESCRIPTION OF LOCATION

This is a two-lane highway in a rural area which is
about 30 miles from Tacoma, Washington. Tacoma has two nearby
military installations, Fort Lewis and McChord Air Force Base.

The closest town to the location of the incident is
Elbe which is very small. Highway 7 turns off south in Elbe.
However, most of the traffic on this highway continues west and
up towards Paradise which is the main tourist center on Mount
Rainier. The incident occurred about fifteen to twenty miles
from Paradise.

The particular section of Highway 7 runs parallel
to Alder Lake, which is artificial. Alder Dam which is about
five miles west of the location has a power station for Tacoma
City Light. The Lake runs basically south of the highway.

To the north is a ridge of hills which are in a
basically wilderness area. There are few houses and little
development. The hills are thickly wooded.

(1)



UFO Sighting Report
Field Investigator's Report
031187
Continued from Page 1»

III. DESCRIPTION OF CONDITIONS!

According to the witnesses, it was a very clear night,
On the date in question, writer was in Tacoma. March 07th was
one of the first clear, sunny days for the entire area recently.
Mount Rainier (14410 ft.) was plainly visible from 75 miles away,
Late in the afternoon while in Tacoma, writer observed some
clouds near the summit on the north side.

There was some other traffic on the highway at the
time of the sighting according to both witnesses. LASH described
how he had to wait for cars to go by when he pulled over in
order to exit the driver's side of his vaMcle. SMITH stated
that he observed cars slowing down.

IV. SUMMARY OF EVENTS

Both witnesses were in LASH's vehicle, a small pickup
truck which does not have a camper or anything else to obstruct
the view through the rear window, sides, etc. They were on a
fishing trip and they were headed for a store in Elbe to obtain
provisions and firewood.

Their pickup truck was moving east on Highway 7
at about 45 to 50 mph and both of them observed two very
bright white lights ahead of them and stationary in the air
above the roadway. Both witnesses placed these lights at about
1/4 of the way up in the sky from the level of the roadway.

As they went forward about 1/2 mile a bright red
light became visible beneath the white lights. The driver LASH
pulled over next to a guard rail and SMITH jumped out. By this
time the object was moving towards them.

SMITH'S description of what occurred next has a
significant detail that is not included in LASH's narrative
as he was still trying to get out of the truck. SMITH observed
the object move very slowly towards them, down the highway,
and maintaining the same altitude, about 150 to 200 ft. SMITH
and LASH both state that the object passed directly over them.
SMITH states that he observed the object roll slightly in a
counterclockwise direction as he faced east, and then it righted
itself.

The object continued to move west over the highway
at the same slow speed and maintaining the same altitude. Both
witnesses had similiar descriptions of the object which they
observed: It had two very bright lights in the front like
headlights. It had one red light underneath. It had one white
light at the rear. LASH stated that its silhouette was like
a 'flounder' fish. SMITH described it as a 'stealth aircraft'
or a 'manta ray.'

After the object passed over the witnesses, they
returned to their vehicle. They intended to drive to a nearby
campground about a mile east of them and on the lake shore.

(2)
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LASH's intention was to find a safer place to park
where they could observe the object. As they started driving
towards the campground, SMITH observed that the object was
backing towards them. Both witnesses were adamant that the
object backed up through the air. It did not turn around.

LASH speeded up and the object rapidly closed the
distance. When it was close behind and above the pickup truck,
the object veered off sharply to the north and accelerated
very fast, over the hilltops, and out of sight. Both witnesses
used phrases about 'being chased* or being 'played with.'

After the sighting the witnesses went to the
campground and waited for 45 minutes to an hour to see if the
object would return. It did not.

Both witnesses stated that at no time did they
hear any noise from the object.

LASH stated that the duration of these events was
about five minutes. SMITH states that he believes that it was
about three minutes duration.

V. COMMENTS.

Both witnesses tried to explain the sighting in
conventional terms, but found themselves at a loss for an
explanation. LASH thought at first that the two white lights
were from a large aircraft like a 747 that might be coming
down for an emergency landing. SMITH thought that the lights
might be fixed on a large tower.

LASH commented each time he related the incident
to me that when the object passed over themf he thought that
it might be filled with helium because of how slowly and
quietly it moved overhead. But then he said that if it was
he couldn't figure out what would power such bright lights,
or how it could fly away so fast.

SMITH stated that the white lights were as bright
as the spotlights on a military tank. Writer has seen such
lights, and that would make them considerably brighter than
landing lights on a conventional aircraft.

Both witnesses became excited when they described
how the object backed up in the air and came after them as
they were driving away. They were alarmed because they did
not think that any known aircraft could do this.

SMITH stated that when the object passed overhead,
it was very silent. He did not hear wind or anything.

In describing the silhouette of the object, both
stated that it was difficult to see because of the brightness
of the lights, but they were certain that it did not have
conventional wings or body.

I attempted to get them to estimate the size by
imagining objects placed at arms length in the air and cover-
ing the object. This technique didnot work very well with
either one of them. I realized that both of them were trying
to describe an object that covered a large portion of their
field of view.

(3)
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Therefore, I asked them to imagine that they were
once again viewing the object as it passed overhead. I asked
them to place a finger pointed outwards at each side of what
they saw in the sky. LASH did so and held his fingers about
2 1/2 feet apart. SMITH did this and his fingers were about
3 feet apart at a 45 degree angle.

VI. CREDIBILITY ASSESSMENT

First, both witnesses were interviewed independently,
The interviews took place at LASH's residence. Writer had com-
pleted the interview with LASH when SMITH phoned and I decided
that it would be more efficient to have him come over.

LASH was present when SMITH was interviewed, but
he said a couple of times when SMITH looked at him to support
his statements, "I want to hear your side of it." They had
both discussed the events many times together, but there were
significant differences in their narratives.

I talked to LASH on the phone the night before the
interview. I took notes on his narrative. I also took notes
at his house before I obtained the statement. There are no
significant differences between the three accounts. There was
no reluctance or any hesitation in his narrative. LASH made
a reference to having quit drinking three years ago and adam-
antly stating that he does no take drugs nor does he have
any mental problems.

Both LASH and SMITH were reluctant to have their
names used in reference to this incident. LASH commented that
SMITH shouldn't have called anybody about this. SMITH replied
that he 'had to talk to someone,' indicating that the events
bothered him. I noticed that each time SMITH mentioned the
part where the object pursued them, his speech became very
excited. Both witnesses admitted thfct they were scared by
the experience but that they were also intensely curious
to learn about the nature of what they saw.

My opinion is that both of these witnesses were
trying to tell me exactly what had occurred to them. They
both freely admit that they don't know what it was. LASH
stated that it was a 'once in a lifetime1 experience. SMITH
talked about going back to Mount Rainier with his uncle to
see if it might happen again.

Both witnesses made the comment that they believe
that there were other witnesses to these events, that is, the
motorists in the area at the time.

In conclusion, I would rate their credibility as
high. Also, I do not have an explanation for the object which
they observed.

END. (4)
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PLEASE COMPLETE THIS FORM (Print) AND RETURN TO INVESTIGATOR (For MUFON Use)

NAME OF INVESTIGATOR:

STREET ADDRESS: 6^-1 ( HS/S/O/L (JQ

TOWN/CITY: A&^-Sl/) &£J\J STATE:

PHONE:

ZIP COUNTRY:

DRAW A SIMPLE SKETCH OF THE OBJECT. (Label any lights, colors, protrusions)

(On a separate sheet, please sketch a simple map of the area showing your position and the object 's position.

I n c l u d e an arrow denoti-1! the direct ion of Nor th . Ind ica te di rect ion tha t the objec t was moving . )

PERSONAL ACCOUNT

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE INCIDENT AS IT HAPPENED. BE SURE THAT YOUR NARRATIVE INCLUDES THE FOLLOWING-

1. WHERE WERE YOU AND WHAT WERE YOU DOING AT THE TIME?

2. WHAT MADE YO'. FIRST NOTICE THE OBJECT?

3. WHAT DID YO. THINK THE OBJECT WAS WHEN YOU FIRST NOTICED IT?

4. DESCRIBE YOl'R REACTIONS AND ACTIONS, DURING AND AFTER SIGHTING THE OBJECT.

5. DESCRIBE THE OBJECT AND ITS ACTIONS.

6. HOW DID YOU LOSE SIGHT OF THE OBJECT?

•see

(Continue narrative on reverse side)
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ENVIRONMENTAL SITUATION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)

VIEWED FROM: OUTDOORS(V) INDOORS( ) CAR(V) AIRCRAFTf ) BOAT( ) OTHER

( GLASSES( ) WINDOW( ) SCREEN( ) BINOCULARS( ) TELESCOPE( ) STILL CAMERA( )
VIEWED THROUGH :(

( MOVIE CAMERA ( ) THEODOLITE( ) RADARC ) CITHER

AREA/LOCATION: CITY( ) SUBURBAN( ) RURAL( V) INDUSTRIAL( ) COMMERCIAL( ) RESIDENTIAL( )

AREA/TERRAIN: FIELDSC ) WOODS(|/) HILLSO/) MOUNTAINS ( j ) RIVER( •) POND( ) LAKE(/)

AREA/TECHNICAL: AIRPORT ( ) POWERLINES( ) POWER STATION(V ) RAILROAD TRACKS ( ) OTHER
/ ^ryi/? ^h o w^~

/ I A f*t f » A fm 1 » r*m / \ 11»>1FV/ \ kn«r\-rlTU/ \ T^IIT/

PRECIPITATION: NONEA/) RAINf ) FOG( ) SLEET( ) SHOW( ) HEAVY( ) MEDIUM( )_ LIGHT ( )

*S<c:- A/^- ^ ^
UFO DIRECTION: FIRST SEEN IN '-'̂ 1, LAST SEEN IN IV \^. IT MOVED FROM W TO ̂

( FIRST SEEN - 1/4(L/) l /2( ) 3/4( ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD( ) OTHER
UFO ELEVATION: ( ' /

( LAST SEEN - lM\f ) l /2( ) 3/4( ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD( ) OTHER

UFO DISTANCE: WHEN CLOSEST TO ME *OJU ^T UFO ALTITUDE: WHEN CLOSEST TO THE GROUND *^>JUfT

( IN-FRONT-OF WHICH WAS IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS
UFO PASSED: ( er x-v f-\

( BEHIND H 1 ̂  - <-- WHICH WAS OU \J PT • IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS

ALSO IN AREA: AIRPLANE( ) HELICOPTER( ) BALLOON( ) SEARCHLIGHT( ) OTHER

/vor^'-t, T W I > v_ BEFORE WITNESS SIGHTED UFO( ) DURING UFO SIGHTINGf ) AFTER UFO SIGHTING( )

OBJECT DESCRIPTION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)

/ 4
( AN OBJECT ( V). NUMBER OF —I- SHAPE OrftLD\.W^f:V2 COLOR(s)S( LH J V.'CTl"^

OBSERVED: ( / f l •%. L/lfi. C/L U/j-J fT^
( A LIGHT ( W) NUMBER OF M SHAPE CF1 Cf1<7 < c COLOR(s) f?f /"^

K / - / ir- ( -1 •'/'..'•^ «:X .A ' *
DESCRIBE- SOUND /\^ U 1 \K_ SMELL "" SPEED XC IVA', />/ ( v, *-

( LARGER ( ) SMALLER ( ) SAME SIZE ( V) AS THE OBJECT LISTED BELOW jAW <-
REAL SIZE: ( fc\,'*£iJ\\(

( BASKETBALL ( ) COMPACT CAR ( ) STASDA^ CAR ( ) HOUSE ( ) OTHER

( HOW MANY TIMES LARGER ( ) OR SMALLER ( ) IF PUT IN THE SKY BESIDE OBJECT BELOW
APPARENT SIZE: ( &, .,*, *f—\v<

( TIMES THE SIZE OF A STAR M^-sA/^ \ TIMES THE SIZE OF A FULL "CON
. f is £ / .̂  /, ' / i / l^ -J i i l C t iT"~ ̂  / 1 * A1 — 7i /""^/t— 1 t^-tt ^-f-^ ' * t^s f ' t V . . ' v -• ^« * ' ^ y i « ^.4. ^ 1̂" '

BRIGHT AS: A STAR ( ) THE MOON ( ) OR A LIGHT IF PLACED AT SAME DISTANCE i'.i\

DID THE OBJECT(s) OR UGHT(s) : (Please elaborate on ite=s checked below by using a separate sneet)

CHANGE DIRECTION? (</) HOVER? (</) AFFECT RADIO 'TV? ( ) FLUTTER? ( 1

TURN ABRUPTLY? ( ) DESCEND? ( ) AFFECT ELECTRICITY7 ( ) SPIN? ( )

FALL LIKE A LEAF? ( ) ASCEND' ( ) AFFECT MACSTTISM7 ( ) BLINK' ( '

ABSORB OBJECT(s)? ( ) OVER POWERLINES? ( ) AFFECT TIMEPIECE? ( ) PULSATE? ( y

EJECT OBJECT(s)? ( ) OVER A BUILDING? ( ) AFFECT ENGINE? ( ) APPEAR SOLID? ( </)

CHANCE SHAPE? ( ) LAND ON GROUND" ( ) AFFECT VE1-ICLE? ( ) HAVE FUZZY EDGF«"' ( ^

CAST SHADOW? ( ) LAND IN WATER? ( ) AFFECT AXI^L7 ( ) HAVE OUTLINE7 (/ •>

CAST LIGHT? ( ) CARRY OCCUPANTS? ( ) AFFECT HUMAN? ( ) WOBBLE? ( )

REFLECT LIGHT? ( ) COMMUNICATE? ( ) AFFECT WATER? ( ) VIBRATE7 ( )

LEAVE A TRAIL? ( ) GIVE OFF HEAT? ( ) AFFECT GROfKD? ( ) GLOW? ( )

DISINTEGRATE? ( ) LEAVE RESIDUE? ( ) AFFECT VEGETATION? ( * APPEAR TRANSPARENT^ ( )

HOW MANY OTHER WITNESSES? ± DID ANY OTHER AGENCY CONTACT YOU?

PLEASE PROVIDE THE NAMES/ADDRESSES/PHONE NUMBERS OF OTHER WITNESSES AND/OR
INVESTIGATORS OR AGENCIES OS SEPARATE SHEET IF APPLICABLE AND KNOWN.

-- 532.-
YOU MAY

DATE THIS FORM SIGNED

SIGNATURE OF OBSERVER

MAY NOT ( ) USE MY NAME

DAY MONTH YEAR



UFO Sighting Narrative 031087/1035 hrs.

Statement oft Paul Lash Jr..
709 Second St.
Hoquiam, Wa. 98550
(206) 533-4297

NARRATIVE: I was with a friend of mine, Steve Smith. We had been
fishing and driving around in the area of Mount Rainier. I was
driving my pickup truck. We were headed east on the highway to-
wards Elbe. The highway runs next to Alder Lake. The highway
where we were is above Alder Dam. Alder Dam has a power station
for Tacoma City Light. It was dark. The sky was clear and the
stars were out. The traffic was light. It was about 7i30 at
night and it was last Saturday which was the seventh.

I looked ahead and I saw two big white lights. They
were right over the highway ahead of us. They were about a quarter
of the way up in the sky. I thought that it was a plane that was
going to come down on the highway. The lights were very bright.
It looked just like landing lights off a 747 or a large aircraft.
The twoilights were pretty far apart. As we got closer I saw a
red light below the two white lights.

I was driving about fifty mph when I first saw it.
I think that I drove a half mile before I pulled over. We were
getting closer to it the whole time. I pulled over next to a
guard rail. Steve jumped out. I got out as soon as I could be-
cause of the cars going by. I saw that the cars were going slow.
I don't know if it was because I pulled over or if they saw
what we saw.

While we were standing outside, it.was hovering right
overhead. Then it started moving back in the direction that we
came from. It stayed right above the road. It never changed alt-
titude. I believe that it was about two hundred feet in the air
above us. When it moved, it moved very slowly. It wasn't going
very fast at all, like five to ten mph. I kept thinking that it
was something with helium in it, but it had too bright of lights.
When it was directly overhead, I saw the silhouette. It looked
like a flounder fish. That's when I saw the little white light
in the back. When it was overhead the white lights were dimmer.
It was like the lights were shining out and not down. That's
what bothers me. The lights looked like those on an airplane,
but I know that it wasn't an airplane.

It kept moving slowly down the road. It couldn't
have been more than a half a mile. It was still very low and
it was just floating above the road. Steve and me jumped back
in the truck. I wanted to get down to the campground so that
I could pull completely off the road. Steve was still watching
it out the back window. He said, "My God, it's coming after us."
I looked back by turning and looking out the back window. Here
it was coming back faster than it went away. I accelerated to
get to the campground.

Just before we got to pull in there, Steve said,
"It's turning." I looked back and it turned away. It took
off to my left over the hills to my left. The highway runs
at the edge of the lake just below the line of hills. There's
heavy woods on the hills. It took off at a very high rate
of speed and that's the last that we saw of it.

(1)



UFO Sighting Narrative 031087/1035 hrs.

Statement oft Paul Lash Jr.
709 Second St.
Hoquiam, Wa. 98550
(206) 533-4297

Continued from Page It
Qt Did you get a good look at the shape of the object?
At All I can say is that it was just a silhouette. It didn't
reflect any light. There was a definite shape. It was defin-
itely not an airplane. It was one solid mass.
Qt Was there any sound?
At None whatsoever.
Qt Did any of the lights blink or change in any way other
than when the lights dimmed as it passed overhead?
At No.
Qi Did you see if anyone else was pulled over and looking at
it?
At No, I didn't see anyone.
Qi How large do you think that the object was?
As I'd say the size of a small aircraft.
Qs Is there anything that you wish to add to this statement?
At All I know is that I was sober as a judge and I don't do
drugs. It wasn't like anything that I've ever seen before in my
life. That's the first time that I have seen something that I
could not explain what it was.
xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx END OF STATEMENT xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

° r. r
Signature of Person Making
Statement

Taken by:

7
Page 2 of 2,
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SHEET 1 OF 2

UFO SIGHTING QUESTIONNAIRE • GENERAL USES (FORM 1)

£ I
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N

PLEASE COMPLETE THIS FORM (Print) AND RETURN TO INVESTIGATOR (For MUFON Use)

NAME OF INVESTIGATOR:

STREET ADDRESS:

TOWN/CITY: STATE: ZIP CODECS COUNTRY : (/5/C

DRAW A SIMPLE SKETCH OF THE OBJECT. (Label any lights, colors, protrusions)

0 o

(On a separate sheet, please sketch a simple map of the area showing vour position and the object's position.

Include £?. arrow denoting the direction of Nort'-.. Indicate directic- that the object was moving.)

PERSONAL ACCOUNT

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE INCIDENT AS IT HAPPENED. BE SURE THAT YOUR NARRATIVE INCLUDES THE FOLLOWING:

1. WHERE WERE YOU AND WHAT WERE YOU DOING AT THE TIME?

2. WHAT MADE YOU FIRST NOTICE THE OBJECT?

3. WHAT DID YOU THINK THE OBJECT WAS WHEN YOU FIRST NOTICED IT7

4. DESCRIBE YOUR REACTIONS AND ACTIONS, DURING AND AFTER SIGHTING THE OBJECT.

5. DESCRIBE THE OBJECT AND ITS ACTIONS.

6. HOW DID YOU LOSE SIGHT OF THE OBJECT?

"€€
^̂ ^ eu 60

(Continue narrative on reverse side)



UFO SIGHTING QUESTIONNAIRE • GENERAL CASES (FORM 1)
PAGE 2 OF 2
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ENVIRONMENTAL SITUATION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)

VIEWED FROM: OUTDOORS(V) INDOORS(/) CAR(y) AIRCRAFT( ) BOAT( ) OTHER
f-/idf7T / &/L«zr

( GLASSE5( ) WINDOWCy ) SCREEN( ) BINOCULARSC ) TELESCOPE( ) STILL CAMERA( )
VIEWED THROUGH :(

( MOVIE CAMERA ( ) THEODOLITE ( )/ RADAR( ) OTHER

AREA/LOCATION: CITY( ) SUBURBAN( \ RURAL(\T) INDUSTRIAL( ) COMMERCIAL( ) RESIDENTIAL( )

AREA/TERRAIN: FIELDS( ) WOODS ( V) HILLSC/) MOUNTAINS( J RWER( •) POND( ) LAKE( )

/
AREA/TECHNICAL: AIRPORTf „ ) POWERLINESf ) POWER STATIONfV/) RAILROAD TRACKS( ) OTHER

/
SKY CONDITION- CLEARS/ ) PARTLY CLOUDY( ) OVERCASTC ) FOGGY( ) HEAVY( ) MEDIUM( ) LIGHT( )

PRECIPITATION: NONE(y) RAIN( ) FOG( ) SLEET( ) SNOW( ) HEAVY( ) MEDIUM( ) LIGHT( )

UFO DIRECTION: FIRST SEEN IN f LAST SEEN IN IT MOVED FROM TO

( FIRST SEEN - l/4(/) l /2( ) 3/4( ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD( ) OTHER
UFO ELEVATION: (

( LAST SEEN - l/4( ) l/2( ) 3/4( ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD( ) OTHER

UFO DISTANCE: WHEN CLOSEST TO ME I O L/ fT - UFO ALTITUDE: WHEN CLOSEST TO THE GROUND |OC/ ^T

( IN-FRONT-OF A/0 WHICH WAS IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS
UFO PASSED: ( , ft

( BEHIND HH-JL^Vf WHICH WAS IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS

ALSO IN AREA: AIRPLANE( ) HELICOPTE1U 1 BALLOON( ) SEARCHLIGHTf ) OTHER

A|OA/V^7 BEFORE WITNESS SIGHTED UFO ( ) DURING UFO SIGHTING( ) AFTER ITO SIGHTING( )

OBJECT DESCRIPTION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)

^ 1 "/&** 5/LMO/r- T^( AN OBJECT (1 ) NUMBER OF -L SHAPE OF AVQY COLOR(sT M Uvr i (£-_
OBSERVED : ( / / / ~ r, . _ ,. /;, /•.

( A L I G H T (\f) NUMBER OF V SHAPE OF K0^'. r . ^ COLOR(s) V<SJ ' ' *- . 'vt i-'

^_ , , . ~ . s > \ - - ,
D E S C R I B E : SOUND f \ t 1 U ' ̂  SMtLL 1-^' SF^-_> ~"~f ' ( > ' - i v ; . t . '

( LARGER ( ) SMALLER ( ) SAME SIZE ( VO AS THE OBJECT LISTED BELOl' *-J K.f £
REAL SIZE: ( 7 .7 "7

( BASKETBALL ( ) COMPACT CAR ( ) STANDARD CAR ( ) HO'/ Si ( ) OTHER ' '̂  '

( HOW MANY TIMES LARGER ( ) OR SMALLER ( ) IF PUT IN THE SKY B E S I D E OBJECT 3ELO.~:
APPARENT SIZE: (

( TIMES THE SIZE OF A STAR ,_. TIMES THE SIZE OF A FULL MOON

BRIGHT AS: A STAR ( ) THE MOON ( ) OR A jZ&fcQ- • IGHT IF PLACET; AT "AMI D I S T A N C E A'-'AV

DID THE OBJECT(s) OR LIGHT(s) : (Please elaborate on items cTfecked below bv usine a s e p a r a t e shee t )

CHANGE DIRECTION? (\M HOVER? ( yV AFFECT RADIO/TV? ( ) FLUTTER? ( ^

TURN ABRUPTLY? (\J ) DESCEND? ( ) AFFECT ELECTRICITY? ( ) SPIN? ( )

FALL LIKE A LEAF7 ( ) ASCEND' (•/ ) A rFECT MAGN~ISxr ( ) S' TV-".7 (

ABSORB OBJECT(s)? ( ) OVER POWERLINE3? ( ) AFFECT TIMEPIECE? ( ) PULSATE? ( '

EJECT OBJECT(s)? ( ) OVER A BUILDING? ( ) AFFECT ENGINE? ( ) APPEAR SOLID? ( 1

CHANGE SHAPE? ( ) LAND ON GROUND? ( ) AFFECT V E H I C L E ? ( ) HAVE FVZZY EDGE?? ( %

CAST SHADOW? ( ) LAND IN WATER? ( ) AFFECT ANIMAL? ( ) HAVE OUTLINE!? ( '/>/

CAST LIGHT? ( ) CARRY OCCUPANTS? ( ) AFFECT HUMAN? ( ) W03SLE? ( />

REFLECT LIGHT? ( ) COMMUNICATE? ( ) AFFECT WATER? ( ) VIBRATE? ( )

LEAVE A TRAIL? ( ) GIVE OFF HEAT? ( ) AFFECT GROUND? ( ) GLOW? ( )

DISINTEGRATE? ( ) LEAVE RESIDUE? ( ) AFFECT VEGETATION? * * APPEAR TRANSPARENT? ( )

HOW MANY OTHER WITNESSES? DID ANY OTHER AGENCY CONTACT YOU?

PLEASE PROVIDE THE NAMES/ADDRESSES/PHONE NUMBERS OF OTHER WITNESSES AND/OR
INVESTIGATORS OR AGENCIES ON SEPARATE SHEET IF APPLICABLE AND KNOWN.

SIGNATURE OF OBSERVER

YOU MAY ( ) MAY NOT ( ) USE MY NAME

DATE THIS FORM SIGNED ̂ J 0 -*
DAY MONTH YEAR
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UFO Sighting Narrative 031087/1125 hrs.

Statement ofi Steve Smith
721 1/2 Simpson Ave.
Hoquiam, Wa. 98550

£.<- MSGi 532-9859

NARRATIVE! I was riding in my friend's pickup truck. He is Paul
Lash. We vere on our way to Elbe to the grocery store. We also
wanted to get wood because we were going to camp out. We were
maybe two to three miles out of town. Alder Lake was on our right,
On our left was a ridge of hills with some good-sized trees on
it. I'd say that the hill had to be five hundred feet high. The
traffic was light and I think that we were going along at about
forty-five mph. We had left his favorite fishing spot and we
were headed for a campground. It's right on the right hand side.
It was only about a mile from where we were.

I saw two large white lights. They were very bright.
I thought at first that maybe it was some kind of a tower because
the lights were not moving. Paul pulled off by a guardrail. He
was still part way on the road. As soon as he did* the lights
dimmed. I jumped out. As soon as I got out, it started moving.
It moved very slow. It came down the road right over our heads.

I believe that it was at most a hundred aad fifty
feet above us. When it was right overhead, it rolled slightly
to my left and then it rolled straight up again. It continued
past me. When it went over I saw that it had a bright red light
in the center. It wasn't blinking or anything. It had a small
bright light on the back. When I saw it overhead the first thing
that I thought of was a stealth aircraft or a manta ray. I heard
Paul yell about the traffic coming. I was being blinded by the
lights anyway so I jumped back in the truck.

I looked at him and he looked at me. I said, "What
the hell did we see?" He drove off. I kept watching it through
the back window. It kept going the same direction which was
away from us. It didn't turn around. It just backed up. It
closed the distance really fast. I know that it didn't turn
around because that light in back never moved. I said to
Paul that it was coming after us.

Paul picked up speed. It still kept coming. Paul
was moving out. In fact we passed the campground by about a
mile. Then while I was watching, it hesitated in the air for
a second then it went sideways. It went over the ridgetop
really fast and then it was gone. I have never seen anything
go that fast while taking off. We drove back to the campground
and we waited to see if it would come back. It never did.
Q: How bright were the lights in front?
A: They were like the spotlights on a tank that I saw in Vietnam.
The part that amazed me was when they dimmed. They dimmed to a
point where it looked like they were going to go off.
Q: Did all of the lights dim?
At I couldn't see the others until it passed over us. It was
just the ones in front. They brightened as soon as I got out
of the truck.

Page 1 of 2.



UFO Sighting Narrative 031087/1125 hrs.

Statement oft Steve Smith
721 1/2 Simpson Ave.
Hoquiam, Wa. 98550
MSG: 532-9859

Continued from Page 1 t
Qt Did it make any noise?
A: Not one sound. Not at any time even when it was directly
over us*
Qt How large do you think that the object was?
At I don't think that my first estimate about a 727 is right.
I think that it was thirty feet across.
Qi How long did it take for all of these events to occur?
At About three minutes at the most.
Qi Is there anything that you wish to add to this statement?
At No. <=^
XXXXXXXXX3QCXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX END OF STSTEMENT XXSXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX

('
Signature of Person Making
Statement

Taken by;

Page 2 of 2.
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WITNESS RELIABILITY
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FORM 2
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SIGHTING I

WITNESSES:

JOYCE OGLE
ODIE OGLE
OFFICER J.A. WIDDIFIEID
DAVID ADAIR

ON THE EVENING OF APRIL 9th,1988; JOYCE OGLE WAS PREPARING FOR BED,

LOOKING OUT HER BATHROOM WINDOW, WHEN SHE NOTICED WHAT LOOKED TO BE AN

UNUSUAL BRIGHT STAR. AS SHE CONTINUED WATCHING, THE STAR SLOWLY DESCENDED.

SHE CALLED HER HUSBAND WHO WAS DOWNSTAIRS IN THE KICHEN, TO LOOK AT THIS

BRIGHT OBJECT. MR. OGLE PROCEEDED OUT THE KITCHEN DOOR LOOKING TOWARDS

THE WEST AND SAW THE OBJECT.

THE OBJECT BEGAN TO HOVER JUST BEYOND THE TREE LINE AT A HEIGHT OF

ABOUT 250 FEET. THE OGLES THEN CALLED THE POLICE, TO WHICH OFFICER

WIDDIFIELD RESPONDED. AS HE APPROACHED THE OGLES RESIDENCE, HE ALSO SAW

THE OBJECT AND BEGAN RADIOING IN A DESCRIPTION. HE THEN WENT INSIDE AND

BEGAN CALLING THE AREA AIRPORTS AND MILITARY INSALLATIONS TO CONFIRM ANY

OVERFLIGHTS AND/OR RADAR SIGHTINGS, OF WHICH THERE WEREN'T ANY.

WHILE OFFICER WIDDIFIELD WAS IN THE HOUSE THE OGLES WERE JOINED BY

A NEIGHBOR-DAVID ADAIR. THE THREE OF THEM NOTICED A SECOND OBJECT WHICH

WAS SIMILAR TO THE FIRST, RISE UP FROM THE WOODS APPROXIMATELY 100. FEET

EAST OF THE FIRST OBJECT. THE SECOND OBJECT LEVEVLED OFF AT THE SAME

ALTITUDE AS THE FIRST AND MOVED OVER, MERGING WITH THE FIRST OBJECT.

OFFICER WIDDIFIELD JOINED THEM OUTSIDE AT THE WESTERN MOST PART OF

THE OGLES WOODEN FENCE TO WATCH THE OBJECT VERY SLOWLY MOVE OFF TO THE

PST, THEN DISAPPEAR BEYOND THE TREE LINE.

FIELD INVESTIGATOR TRAINEE

TIMOTHY M. GODDARD



I MET OFFICER WIDDIFIELD AT THE CHESAPEAKE POLICE STATION. HE WAS RELUCTANT

TO TALK ABOUT THE SIGHTING, BUT HE DID ADMIT TO SEEING THE OBJECT THE OGLES HAD

REPORTED. HE FILED AN INCIDENT CARD ON THE MATTER AND I GOT A COPY OF THE REPORT.

OFFICER WIDDIFIELD SUGGESTED THAT I CONTACT THE OGLES BECAUSE HE SAID, "THEY SAW

THE 'GREEN BEAMS'". I CALLED THE OGLES AND ARRANGED TO MEET WITH THEM

THAT EVENING. I HAD MRS. OGLE DRAW THE PICTURE IN FORM #1.

SHE COULD NOT READ THE FINE PRINT IN FORM #2, SO I DECIDED TO TAKE NOTES ON HERS,

AND HER HUSBAND'S STATEMENTS. I DID NOT CONTACT DAVID ADAIR BECAUSE HE IS A MINOR,

AND I FELT THE ADULT STATEMENTS WERE SUFFICENT. OFFICER WIDDIFIELD IS A SIXTEEN

YEAR VETERAN OF THE CHESAPEAKE POLICE DEPARTMENT WHOSE CREDIBILITY I WOULD NOT

QUESTION. MR. AND MRS. OGLE ARE FIFTY-FIVE YEARS OF AGE AND APPEAR TO HAVE

ALL THEIR FACULTIES. THEY ARE.DEVOUT CHRISTIANS. MRS. OGLE ALSO TOLD ME THAT

SHE HAD RECEIVED MANY PHONE CALLS AFTER THE ARTICLE APPEARED IN THE PAPER,

FROM OTHER PEOPLE WHO SAW A STRANGE BRIGHT LIGHT THAT SAME EVENING.

SHE ALSO CONFIDED IN ME THAT SHE SAW IT AGAIN THE NEXT EVENING...

IN THE SAME AREA OF THE SKY.

FIELD INVESTIGATOR TRAINEE
TIMOTHY M. GODDARD
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UFO SIGHIING QUESTIONNAIRE - GENERAL (FORM 1|
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PLEASE COMPLETE THIS FORM (Pr int ) AND

Timothy Maxwell
NAME OF INVESTIGATOR: 2

RETURN TO INVESTIGATOR (For MUFON Use)

Goddard

300-A 73rd Street
STREET ADDRESS!

TOWN/CITY:
Newport News

c STATE-
VA

ZIP CODE

PHONE- A/C OU4 f£H 1 L f ( j L

23607
COUNTRY

' DRAW A SIMPLE SKETCH OF THE OBJECT. (Label any lights, colors, protrusions)

/ / I \ \
/ / I 1 \
' / I I \

/ I \ \

Smaller dashes
appeared on top.

object gave off
orange radiance.

Canopy of bright white
lights on top.

Interior lights
red, green , and
yellow. ~

Bottom lights
appeared to look
like typewriter
dashes of a yellow
color. i
(On a separate sheet, please sketch a sluple map of the area showing your position and the object's position

Include an arrow denoting the direction of North Indicate direction that thr nh)cct wai movlnp )

PERSONAL ACCOUNT

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE INCIDENT AS IT HAPPENED BE SURE THAT YOUR NARRATIVE INCLUDES THE FOLLOWING

1. WHERE WERE YOU AND WHAT WERE YOU DOING AT THE TIME'

2. WHAT MADE YOU FIRST NOTICE THE OBJECT'

3. WHAT DID YOU THINK THE OBJECT WAS WHEN YOU FIRST NOTICED IT'

4. DESCRIBE YOUR REACTIONS AND ACTIONS, DURING AND AFTER SIGHTING THE OBJECT.

5. DESCRIBE THE OBJECT AND ITS ACTIONS.

6. HOW DID YOU LOSE SIGHT OF THE OBJECT?

(Continue narrative on reverse side)

Figure 1A

29



UFO SIGHTING QUESIIONNAIRE • COMPUTER INPUT (FORM 2}

DATE OF INVESTIGATOR'S REPORT

INVESTIGATOR

year
Timothy Maxwell Goddard

88 ApH 1
month

DATE OF SIGHTING J988

name

April 2200
year

TIME IS STANDARD

month day hour

DAYLIGHT SAVING

(24 Hour Clock)
minute

GMT
IF DATE IS UNCERTAIN, USE SEASON/MONTH/WEEK/TIME OF DAY
ESTIMATE ON FORM 2.

WEATHER CONDITIONS clear sky, winds 0-10 mph. Temp- 65 F

LOCATION FEATURES: (CIRCLE) CITY, FIELD, MINE, YARD, DESERT, SAND,
NUCLEAR, CEMETERY, ROAD, FACTORY, OCEAN, LAKE,
POND, RIVER, RIVER BANK, WOODS, HILL, MOUNTAIN.

PRIMARY WITNESS IN: CAR, BOAT, AIRPLANE, OTHER Backyard (CIRCLE)

SIGHTING LOCATION: CITY OR TOWN Chesapeake NEARBY,
MILES, (DIRECTION;, STATE OR PROVINCE

KM,

NATION

NUMBER OF WITNESSES:

PRIMARY WITNESS1 NAME

Four
Joyce Ogle

SEX AGE 55 OCCUPATION

Confidential in UFOCAT
Housewife

BALANCE OF WITNESSES:' (CIRCLE) SPOUSE, SON, DAUGHTER, MOTHER, FATHER,
CO-WORKERS, ADULTS, TEEN-AGED, CHILDREN

PHOTO OF UFO TAKEN? Mci RADAR CONFIRMATION? None

IS THIS SIGHTING A CLOSE ENCOUNTER?

IF NO: A STATIONARY OBJECT OR LIGHT
LINE , STOPPED OR TURNED ONCE
MORE THAN ONCE OBJECT SHAPE

YES NO

_, MOVING IN A STRAIGHT
, STOPPED OR TURNED

White Oval, red lights

IF YES: EFFECTS NOTED: TRACES , ELECTRICAL , ABDUCTION
MISSING TIME , PHYSIOLOGICAL EFFECTS ON WITNESS Feat

ANIMALS AFFECTED , LASTING INJURY TO WITNESS ,
WAS THIS A LANDING nn . WERE THERE ENTITIES nr> OTHER
COMMENTS Bright lights burned eyes when looked at.

NUMBER OF UFOs SIGHTED

DURATION OF SIGHTING:
•M

SIZE OF UFO:

Two (2)

"5 45 MINUTES, SECONDSHOURS,

DEGREES OF FUNCTION OF A DEGREE
70" FEET. ~23 METERS OF MAJOR DIMENSION

FOR SIGHTINGS OVER OCEANS, LIST COORDINATES: LATITUDE

LONGITUDE

Figure 2
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•/ POLICE REPORT FILED BY OFFICER J.A.WIDDIFIELD

,.^-M • ..

• <»'AKx^yV&O'.JlCoinplainant Name -^v.-i-/^».'•.••U-«. '

•,.i- »'• jirtO'JiWiu.*^"»te'"-i /7 ry A* *'' * ̂  <^ r> * 1^• .'<. • :.w. ^ L ' c >~s i— if
.*v»£s ,̂i .

r î .̂ VAr̂ îj;
lainant Addre«« .*

Comp. Phone No.

•Pf'j»?^r*^r:iO. District
«l»i r^ > «^*JU^ »^-*- /^^ *4- ' •• -'V

U.CarNo. 12.Uii.No.!

"."' ' "*j" ' •* •
• * , T ' - ' * ' • » ^

'^VZ'v^JJI^.f Accident Report Made , 6. [
'"."'iD1' M''W2 ' I ]ArreitMade ' 7. [

•Z'---'-'^)^-3' I ) No R«P°rt Necei«ary'^; 8. [
•'̂ VO^JW'4' I O Sp-clal Detail - '. '̂  ̂  9. [

Officers Notiiied

Sgt._
Lt.
Capt.

Warrant Advised 11. [ ] Offense
Cancelled By Radio
False Call
Unable to Locate
Clear On Arrival

Report Made?

12.

"I
Si
ul

OJ

cd'

7. Date

Hftf

8. Dayof Wee

CG-18, 86

***J ^~~

CG-18.86

7
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All of a sudden,- a second one rose up

• • - ^Ltsayi
V;..Xf. */ '-f"-t' • '

By Judi lull
Correspond/en/

CHESAPEAKE- — t.,_ — ,—,.. —.... .. r — , — —— — -. -•
bed Saturday night, Joyce>Ogle looked out i ; from, behind the, tree' line,"- Odie Ogle. re-,"
the window of her home onKeaceful Road: £\ called. 7'It seemed lo try .'to link up with

"In 16 years,. I've had a fair number of V

She has liveS there six yearsVandTias
looked out that window countless'

This time, though/
large and exceedingly

theffirst'"one'. They hovered together for.a".

As he
called pbl
-.VThe object was , . ,, . ̂  . . . .
the nearer planets that glow so brightly .in'.".= of the$ Chesapeake; Police J Department,,
the spring sky, Odie Ogle said.2 &i •Ji'j.w $&• said he was skeptical when he received

, "I've seen a lot of phenomena, but nbth-V
'ing like this," Widdifield said. • q';-\\-^^i-vv
i.' He also said the' biggest difference be-T
Jtween this UFO c3^ and Mothers to which*;>
•he has\responded;in" the" past' is "that V:

/•these people'are; not kopks. They seemr
:'sane and sober. I was very impressed with >
• them and their seriousness." a A-1^. •:&$•'
i£0'Np other sightings were reported to po^,

.. lice. .Officials at Naval Air Landing Field ,$
.-; Fentress, Chesapeake Municipal Airport ;-,
' and Naval Security Group1 Northwest said -4
: they could hot explain the'sighting,' which*
"was not confirmed by pilots from any area

airports br naval airfields. '* > f" ' l

When Widdifield arrived at the Ogle...
house, the Ogles had been joined by Davidv • ̂
Adair, a IS-year^old neighbor who'^ratcheif••, ••*,/.•
with ttie couple'for more than an riour.^.'V^*,'
-Widdifield said he initially':thought fe\:'.-..
'was seeing a'bright star. :?&?tfh.i---?i>- •*:.$• \\ ?:

."I istill didn't think it'was much of r-"*- '•'
thingt so I went in to'call headquarters^-^.'
he said.'1'^^-^°"4eV•• \'-^f • -^'^A:'$,-'''''&•*&

When he went back outside; the objecfr^t},
had moved noticeably lower in the sky. ??{&$•:

When he returned, the^object was gbrie^T;^ •"'
The* Ogles told him it had descended-

slowly behind, the treeline, almost 90 min;i
utes after it was sighted. $. iJ.^-.i'',Vi"i

• •

watching," Odie Ogle said. "I'd like to se&
if we can't figure out what this is," '̂.-"""



16 THE CURRENTS APRIL 26/27.1938

••379 /ss.3

By Judi Tull

SMffpnato ty \HftTr\S\IITH-RODDE\

Cdie C?!e and his wife, who watched a mysterious object above their tress, are the latest to rcDort area UFO sightings.

Star light, star bright ... first
star I've seen tonight.

Wish I may. wish I might ...
See a real UFO tonight.

It's be.en two weeks since Odie
Ogle and his wife, Joyce, reported
seeing an unidentified flying ob-
ject over the trees near their
home on Peaceful Road, off Bat-
tlefield Boulevard in Chesapeake.

They have lived in that house
for six years, but it was the first
time they had ever seen anything
quite like that in the sky.

Officer Jim Whiddifield, a 16-
year veteran of the Chesapeake
Police Department has respond-
ed to lots of calls from people who
have reported strange phenome-
na in the sky. But Whiddifield said
he had never seen anything quite
like that, either.

Hanging in the western sky for
an hour and a half on a Saturday
night, the UFO had red, green, or-
ange and yellow lights with a can-
opy of white lights above it.

Odie Ogle saw another object
rise above the tree line and at-
tempt to link up with the first.
When he went to the house to tell
his wife, it disappeared. The first
one remained.

UFO aficionados in Chesapeake
responded to the news with an in-
terested sigh and skyward cran-
ing of their necks.

Here we go again.
Yes indeed. This stuff has been

going on for about 175 years out
here. ^^

Believe it^^iot, the first UFO

Please sse U70. ?:;'.>.°. "2-



UFO
continued from Page 16

in American history was reported
over what is now Chesapeake.

Edward Hansford operated the
Washington Tavern on London
Street in Portsmouth in 1813. On
the night of July 25, Hansford and
John L. Clark from Baltimore

j watched a bail of fire as full and
* as large as the sun dart and
J weave over Norfolk County.

Hansford wrote to Thomas Jef-

i ferson about the strange object a
few days later, and that letter
turned up last year in the Jeffer-
son Papers in the Library of Con-
gress.

We've had well-documented
modern UFO sightings for just
about as long as we've been a

' city, and the area around us has
been known as one of the most
interesting locales in UFO litera-
ture.

Another early UFO sighting,
now considered a classic by the
people who study these things,
took place just off the coast of

' Hampton Roads.
Two Pan American Airlines pi-

lots encountered a swarm of
bright red discs about 2,000 feet
below them as they passed be-
tween Norfolk and Newport News

on July 14, 1952. The discs also
were seen by people on the
ground.

More than 35 years later, that
sighting remains unexplained.

In the late 1960s, a spate of re-
ports of UFOs in Virginia Beach,
Norfolk and Portsmouth, as well
as in Chesapeake, sent citizens
scurrying to buy telescopes for
sky-watching.

In 1967, a Chesapeake man re-
ported to the FBI that he had
been abducted by aliens who took
him on their craft, performed
medical examinations on him, and
then dumped him out before tak-
ing off to wherever they had come
from.

In July 1972, two women report-
ed a UFO in the area of the for-
mer South Drive-In on Campos-
lella Road. They said it looked like
a lighted ferris wheel lying on its
side and turning slowly. It was so
close that they could see the win-
dows.

And the recent Peaceful Road
sighting wasn't the first for that
neighborhood.

In January 1980, more than a
dozen residents in the area re-
ported a bright, white light hover-
ing in the sky. It was four or five
times larger than an average star,
they said. When they looked at it
through binoculars, they saw
small pinpricks of red, green, yel-
low and orange lights.

One man who was driving on
Battlefield Boulevard toward a
relative's house claimed that the
celestial object k followed Jiim a
short distance, hovering qVer his

car. Large and round and saucer-
shapcd, it eventually moved off
along Hill well Road.

Bob Hitt, director of the Chesa-
peake Planetarium,' makes his li''
ing watching the sky.

What does he think about i
this?

The planet Venus, he said, ac-
counts for a lot of the reports. It
hangs low in the western sky dur-
ing the early months of the year.
By spring, it is exceedingly bright
and appears to be the biggest
thing in the sky.

When you look at it through bin-
oculars or a telescope, you'll see
colors. Red. Green. Yellow. It's an
atmospheric mirage, churned up
by the thick, turbulent atmo-
sphere between Venus and the
viewer's eyes.

The fact that this bright, glow-
ing object often disappears while
being watched is indicative of the
natural phenomena that we so of-
ten forget: the earth rotates. Ve-
nus "disappears" the same way
the sun "disappears" at dusk.

On the other hand. Hitt says he
can't believe that this earth of
ours is the only possible planet in
what he calls "that vast neighbor-
hood of space" where life can be
sustained. And if life can be sus-
tained, they can build space ships.

And if they can build space
ships, they can find us.

And it makes perfect sense that
once they got into our neighbor-
hood, their first question would
be, "Yo! Where's Chesapeake?"

Hope they brought their own
water.



SIGHTING II

WITNESSES:
ABBEY PEGRAM
LINDA PEGRAM
WILLIAM PEGRAM
TOMMY LANGSTON
OFFICER ROBERT H. LUNSFORD
LOCATION:
CHURCHLAND SECTION OF CHESAPEAKE, VA.

ON APRIL 25th, 1988 AT ABOUT 10:30 P.M. THE PEGRAM FAMILY
WERE NEARING THEIR HOME IN THEIR CAR ,WHEN ABBEY PEGRAM POINTED
OUT A "BIG RED THING UP IN THE SKY". LINDA PEGRAM HER MOTHER,
THEN NOTICED THE OBJECT HOVERING ABOVE SOME HOUSES. LINDA THEN
CALLED HER HUSBAND WILLIAM TO LOOK AT THE VERRY BRIGHTLY LIGHTED
HUGE ORB. LINDA DESCRIBED THE OBJECT AS AN OVOID SHAPE OF WHAT
LOOKED TO BE FLUORESCENT METAL SUROUNDED ON HALF IT,S RIM WITH
VERRY BRIGHT RED LIGHTS, AND ON THE OTHER HALF IT,S RIM WITH
EXTRA BRIGHT BLUE LIGHTS.THE OBJECT BEGAN TO MOVE OFF WITH THE
RED LIGHTED RIM LEADING AND THE BLUE LIGHTED RIM FOLLOWING. THE
PEGRAMS CALLED THE POLICE AND THEN FOLLOWED THE OBJECT DOWN
PEPPERCORN DRIVE AND TAYLOR ROAD WHERE OFFICER LUNSFORD,RESPONDING
TO THE CALL, SAW THE OBJECT AND GAVE CHASE TILL THE OJECT SUDDENLY
MOVED OFF GAINING SPEED AND DISAPPEARED OVER THE WESTERN HORIZON

AT THE SAME TIME AS THE PEGRAMS REPORTED SEEING THE OBJECT
AND LESS THAN A BLOCK AWAY TOMMY LANGSTON WAS USING A FLASHLIGHT
TO READ THE PRESSURE GAUGE ON A FIRE HYDRANT HE WAS TESTING FOR
THE CITY, WHEN A BRIGHT LIGHT SHINED DOWN ON HIM JUST ABOVE HIS
HEAD. TOMMY SAID THE LIGHT WAS SO BRIGHT THAT HE NO LONGER NEEDED
HIS FLASHLIGHT TO READ THE GAUGE. HE AT FIRST, THOUGHT SOMEONE
WAS PLAYING A TRICK ON HIM BECAUSE HE READ ABOUT THE REPORT OF A
U.F.O. JUST A WEEK BEFORE THIS ONE,AND CALLED THE POLICE. BUT AS
IT MOVED SLOWLY OFF AND HE WAS NOT DIRECTLY UNDERNEATH IT,HE SAW
THE HUGE MULTI LIGHTED. ALL THE WITNESSES HEARD NO SOUNDS
COMMING FROM THE OBJECT.

FIELD INVESTIGATOR TRAINEE

TIMOTHY M. GODDARD

<a



SIGHTING II

I INTERVIEWED POLICE OFFICER ROBERT H.LUNSFORD ON
•;JU£Y2-8th, 1988. IT WAS DURING HIS LUNCH HOUR, AND
WITH THE LIMITED TIME HE STIL FILLED OUT THE STANDARD
M.U.F.O.N. SIGHTING FORMS.BEFORE BECOMING A POLICE
OFFICER, HE SERVED WITH THE NAVY AS A CRYPTOGRAPHER.
HE KNOWS THIS OBJECT WAS NOT ANY KNOWN CIVILIAN OR
MILITARY AIRCRAFT. HE SAID HE ONLY NOTICED THE RED
LIGHTS,BUT THEY WHERE SO BRIGHT THAT THEY REFLECT
OFF THE ROAD SURFACE FROM WHAT HE ESTIMATED TO BE
AN ALTITUDE OF ONE THOUSAND FEET.

I INTERVIEWED LINDA PEGRAM ON JUNE 29th,1988. SHE
AND HER HUSBAND WILLIAM OWN A ROOFING AND CONSTRUCTION
BUSINESS .SHE SAID THEY WOULD CONSIDER ANY PUBLICITY
TO BE DETRIMENTAL TO THEIR LlVILYHOOD. YET SHE FILLED
OUT THE STANDARD FORMS. SHE HAD NOT READ OR HEARD
ANYTHING ABOUT THE PREVIOUS SIGHTING BEFORE THIS ONE.
SHE ALSO EXPRESSED INTREST IN THE PHENOMENA AND I GAVE
HER MY COPY OF THE 87 SYMPOSIUM TO READ.

TOMMY LANGSTON IS A MECHANIC WORKING FOR THE CITY WATER
WORKS OF CHESAPEAKE,VIRGINIA. HE PREFERRED NOT TO FILL
OUT THE STANDARD FORMS AND DID NOT SEAM TO ADD ANY
NEW OR DIFFERENT ASPECTS TO THE SIGHTING.

ALL OF THE WITNESSES I HAVE INTERVIEWED IN THIS MATTER
SEAMED TO BE STABLE AND RELIABLE INDIVIDUALS. THEY HAVE
NOTHING TO GAIN AND PLENTY TO LOSE BY THIS. I BELIVE
THEY ARE TELLING THE TRUTH.

FIELD INVESTIGATOR TRAINEE
TIMOTHY M. GODDARD



SHEET 1 OF 2

UFO SIGHTING QUESTIONNAIRE GENERAL CASES [FORM 1)

C/5
•ID

8
K

• «r>

CO
CO

o
u2 in

CM

PLEASE COMPLETE THIS FORM (Print) AND RETURN TO INVESTIGATOR (For HUFON Uae)

NAME or INVESTIGATOR: TIMOTHY MAXWELL GODDARD

STREET ADDRESS: ^300-A &73 RD STREET

TOWN/CITY: :1NEWPORT NEWS STATE: VA.
ZIP CODE

_ PHONE A/C 804 / 247-1701
23607 mimv U.S.A.

DRAW A SIMPLE SKETCH Of THE OBJECT (Libel any lights, colon, protrusions)

(On a separate aheet, please sketch a sl-npletltiap-ot^th£j^je«x^i<»vln^ flour position and the object's position

Include an arrow denoting the direction of North Indicate direction that the obfect was moving )

PERSONAL ACCOUNT

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE INCIDENT AS IT HAPPENED JIE SURE THAT YOUR NARRATIVE INCLUDES THE FOLLOWING

1. WHERE WERE YOU AND WHAT WERE YOU DOING AT THE TIME?

2. WHAT MADE YOU FIRST NOTICE THE OBJECT?

3. WHAT DID YOU THINK THE OBJECT WAS WHEN YOU FIRST NOTICED IT'

4. DESCRIBE YOUR REACTIONS AND ACTIONS, DURING AND AFTER SIGHTING THE OBJECT.

J. DESCRIBE THE OBJECT AND ITS ACTIONS.

6. HOW DID YOU LOSE SIGHT OF THE OBJECT?

(Continue narrative on reverse aide)

Figure 1A
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ENVIRONMENTAL SITUATION (Check/Fill In Ai Applicable)

VIEWED FROM: OUTDOORS*-") INDOORSC ) CARC ) AIRCRAFTC ) BOATf ) OTHER

( CLASSES ( ) HIHDOW(L>XSC11EEN( ) BINOCULARS( ) TELESCOPE( ) STILL CAMERA ( )
VIEWED THROUGH :(

( MOVIE CAMERA ( ) THEODOLITE( ) RADARt ) OTHER

AREA/LOCATION: CITY( ) SUBURBAN{«^1 RURAL ( ) INDUSTRIAL( ) COMMERCIALC ) RESIDENTIAL( )

./
AREA./TERRAIN: FIELDS(*-T WOODS ( ) HILLS( ) MOUNTAINSC ) RIVERf ) POND( ) LAKE< )

AREA/TECHNICAL: AIRPORTf ) POUERLINESf ) POWER STATION ) RAILROAD TRACKS ( ) OTHER\]C^YDC>;

PRECIPITATION: NONEILx<RAIN( ) FOG( ) SLEET ( ) SNOW( ) HEAVYf ) MEDIUM( ) LICHK )

UFO DIRECTION: FIRST SEEN IN LAST SEEN IN IT MOVED FROM TO

( FIRST SEEN - l/4( ) l/2( ) 3/4< ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD( ) OTHER J25
UFO ELEVATION: (

( LAST SEEN - l/4( ) l/2( ) 3/4( ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEADC ) OTHER

UFO DISTANCE- WHEN CLOSEST TO ME UFO ALTITUDE- WHEN CLOSEST TO THE GROUND

( IN-FRONT-OF \S^ WHICH WAS i f j C C / 17\ • IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS
UFO PASSED: ( *

( BEHIND WHICH WAS IN DISTANCE fROM THE WITNESS •,

ALSO IN_AREA: AIRPLANE( ) HELICOPTER* ) BALLOONC ) SEARCHLICHT( ) OTHER (J\ jO Kj ~^~

BEFORE WITNESS SIGHTED UFO( ) DURING UFO SICHTINC( ) AFTER UFO SICHTINC( )

OBJECT DESCRIPTION (Check/Fil l In Aa Applicable) y' \ oV^vJ^?

( AN OBJECT (•T^'^NUMBER OFOV^\ SHAPE OFV^lNfW* 1 COLOR(a)
OBSERVED: (

( A LIGHT ( ) NUMBER OF SHAPE OF COLOR(s)

DESCRIBE: SOUND / SMELL SPEED / ,

( LARGER (*") SMALLER ( ) SAME SIZE ( ) AS THE OBJEgfLISTED BELOW
REAL SIZE: ' ( S

( BASKETBALL ( ) COMPACT CAR ( ) STANDARD CAR f»X) HOUSE ( ) OTHER

( HOW MANY TIMES LARGER ( ) OR SMALLER ( ) IF PUT IN THE SKY BESIDE OBJECT BELOW?
APPARENT SIZE: ( /

( TIKES THE SIZE OF A STAR TIMES THE SIZE OF A FULL MOON

BRIGHT AS: A STAR ( I X THE MOON ( ) OR A LIGHT IF PLACED AT SAME DISTANCE AWAY

DID THE OBJECT(s) OR LIGHT(s}_: (Please elaborate/on Items checked below by using a separate sheet)

CHANGE DIRECTION? ( ) HOVER? ("O AFFECT RADIO/TV? ( ) FLUTTER? ' ( )

TURN ABRUPTLY? ( ) DESCEND? ( ) AFFECT ELECTRICITY? ( ^) SPIN? ( )

FALL LIKE A LEAF? ( ) ASCEND? ( ) AFFECT MAGNETISM? ( ) BLINK? ( )

ABSORB OBJECT(s)? ( ) OVER POWERLINES? ( ) AFFECT TIMEPIECE? ( ) PULSATE? ( )

EJECT OBJECT(s)? ( ) OVER A BUILDING? ( ) AFFECT ENGINE? ( ) APPEAR SOLID? ( )

CHANCE SHAPE? ( ) LAND ON GROUND? ( ) AFFECT VEHICLE? ' ( ) HAVE FUZZY EDGES? ( )

CAST SHADOW? ( )/LAND IN WATER? ( ) AFFECT ANIMAL? ( ) HAVE OUTLINE? ( )

CAST LIGHT? N/) CARRY OCCUPANTS? ( ) AFFECT HUMAN? ( ) WOBBLE? ( )

REFLECT LIGHT? ( ) COMMUNICATE? ( ) AFFECT WATER? ( ) VIBRATE? ( )

LEAVE A TRAIL? ( ) GIVE OFF HEAT? ( ) AFFECT GROUND? ( ) CLOW? ( J

DISINTEGRATE? ( ) LEAVE RESIDUE? ( ) AFFECT Vf^ATION? ( ' APPEAR TRANSPARENT? ( )

HOW MANY OTHER WITNESS!ESrO DID ANY OTHER AGENCY CONTACT YOU?

PLEASE PROVIDE THE NAMES/ADDRESSES/PHONE NUMBERS OF OTHER WITNESSES AND/OR
INVESTIGATORS OR AGENCIES ON SEPARATE SHEET IF APPLICABLE AND KNOWN.

SIGNATURE OF OBSERVER

YOU MAY ( ) MAY NOT \^>^»5f. MY NAME

DATE THIS FORM SIGNED
DAY MONTH YEAR

Figure IB
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UFO SIGHTING QUESTIONNAIRE • COMPUTER INPUT (FORM 2}

DATE OF INVESTIGATOR'S

INVESTIGATOR

DATE OF SIGHTING
year

TIME IS STANDARD

ID
month^ day hour

DAYLIGHT SAVING

(2k Hour Clock)
'minute

GMT
. IF DATE IS UNCERTAIN, USE SEASON/MONTH/WEEK/TIME OF DAY

ESTIMATE ON FORM.2,

WEATHER CONDITIONS

LOCATION FEATURES: (CIRC

PRIMARY WITNESS I

SIGHTING LOCATION
MILES,

NATION

CITY,;FIELD, MINE, YARD, DESERT, SAND,
NUCLEAR,^CEMETERY, ROAD, FACTORY, OCEAN, LAKE,
POND. RIVER, RIVER BANK, WOODS, HILL, MOUNTAIN.

AIRPLANE, OTHER (CIRCLE)

CITY OR TOWN H VXP^fiffif'
(DIRECTION}, STATE Of 'ROVINCE

KM,

NUMBER OF WITNESSES:

PRIMARY WITNESS' NAME i \ V\
Confidentialvin UFOCAT

AGE ̂H OCCUPATION /̂ rN̂ toaQ̂ - ĵ VĴ Vs

CE OF WITNESSES;' (CIRCLl̂ -SPOÛ ET̂ ONClMÛ HTER̂ MOTHER. F̂ iffiR,

gc;g<wx<; ̂̂ ^

CO-WORKERS, ADULTS, TEEN-AGED. CHILDREN

PHOTO OF UFO TAKEN? _Y\IV?RADAR CONFIRMATION? V\^>

IS THIS SIGHTING A CLOSE ENCOUNTER?

IF NO: A STATIONARY OBJECT OR LIGHT
LINE , STOPPED^OR^TURNED ONC
MORE THAN ONCE OBJECT SHAPE ("b\J

YES NO

, MOVING IN A STRAIGHT
, STOPPED OR TURNED

IF YES: EFFECTS NOTED: TRACES , ELECTRICAL , ABDUCTION
MISSING TIME ' , PHYSIOLOGICAL EFFECTS ON WITNESS ~_
ANIMALS AFFECTED , LASTING INJURY TO WITNESS ,
WAS THIS A LANDING , WERE THERE ENTITIES OTHER
COMMENTS

NUMBER OF UFOs SIGHTED

DURATION OF SIGHTING:

SIZE OF UFO:

HOURS, MINUTES, SECONDS

FEET,
DEGREES OF FUNCTION OF A DEGREE

METERS OF MAJOR DIMENSION

FOR SIGHTINGS OVER OCEANS, LIST COORDINATES: LATITUDE _

LONGITUDE

Figure 2



SHEET 1 OF

UFO SIGHTING QUESTIONNAIRE • GENERAL GASES (FORM 1|

V I
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PLEASE COMPLETE THIS FORM (Print) AND RETURN TO INVESTIGATOR (For HUFON Use)

NAME OF INVESTIGATOR: TlHOTHY MAKWSLL

STREET ADDRESS! 3 O 0 ~* A 73 E A/C 8 01 1 2k, 4 ?- t7QI

TOWN/CITY; A/£\AJf>OAT A/£U/£ STATE: i/ A ZIP CODE-^jifi^COUNTRY U. S . A

DRAW A SIMPLE SKETCH OF THE OBJECT. (Label any lights, colon, protrusions)

(On • separate sheet, please sketch a aliiple map of the area showing your position and the object's position.

Include an arrow denoting the direction of North. Indicate direction that the ob)ect was moving )

PERSONAL ACCOUNT

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE INCIDENT AS IT HAPPENED. BE SURE THAT YOUR NARRATIVE INCLUDES THE FOLLOWING

1. WHERE WERE YOU AND WHAT WERE YOU DOING AT THE TIME?

2. WHAT MADE YOU FIRST NOTICE THE OBJECT?

J. WHAT DID YOU THINK THE OBJECT WAS WHEN YOU FIRST NOTICED IT'

4. DESCRIBE YOUR REACTIONS AND ACTIONS, DURING AND AFTER SIGHTING THE OBJECT.

5. DESCRIBE THE OBJECT AND ITS ACTIONS.

6. HOW DID YOU LOSE SIGHT OF THE OBJECT? ^ pOr^ A

0

TO te-c-
£

i r r

r-L?> T* F«^a<-J

00. Of"? /t«|f.t»v.^

P-i. PJ . i t > *

(Continue na side)

Figure 1A
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ENVIRONMENTAL SITUATION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)

VIEWED FROM: OUTDOORS ( ) INDOORS( ) CAR( \/( AIRCRAFT! ) BOAT( ) OTHER

( CLASSES ( ) WINDOW ( ) SCREEN( ) BINOCULARS( ) TELESCOPE ( ) STILL CAMERA ( )
VIEWED THROUGH :( . , • O

( MOVIE CAMERA ( ) THEODOLITE( ) RADAR( ) OTHER **> ' ** ° ^ ̂  '

AREA£LOCATION: CITY(t/) SUBURBAN ) RURAL! ) INDUSTRIAL! ) COMMERCIAL( ) RESIDENTIAL^X)

AREA/TERRAIN: FIELDS ( ) WOODS! ) HILLSf ) MOUNTAINS! ) RIVER( ) POND( ) LAKE( )

AREA^TECHNICAL: AIRPORK ) POWERLINES( ) POWER STATIONt ) RAILROAD TRACKS ( ) OTHER

PRECIPITATION: NONE( v4 RAIN( ) FOG( ) SLEET ( ) SNOW( ) HEAVY( ) MEDIUMf ) LIGHT( )

UFO DIRECTION: FIRST SEEN IN O-' C.S T" LAST SEEN IN U- £ *> r IT MOVED FROM TO

( FIRST SEEN - l/4(*-f/ \I1( ) 3/4( ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD( ) OTHER
UFO ELEVATION: ( ,

( LAST SEEN - lrt( ) l /2( CO 3/4( ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD( ) OTHER

UFO DISTANCE: WHEN CLOSEST TO ME UFO ALTITUDE- WHEN CLOSEST TO THE GROUND

( IN-FRONT-OF WHICH WAS IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS
UFO PASSED: (

( BEHIND WHICH WAS IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS

ALSO IN, AREA: AIRPLANE( ) HELICOPTER( ) BALLOON( ) SEARCHLICHK ) OTHER

BEFORE WITNESS SIGHTED UFO( ) DURING UFO SIGHTING! ) AFTER UFO SIGHTING! )

OBJECT DESCRIPTION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)

( AN OBJECT <)/) NUMBER OF ) SHAPE OF LJlV1^ COLOR(s)
OBSERVED: (

( A L I G H T (iXf NUMBER OF ,J'?ot' SHAPE OF O COLOR(s) A'-1^4' <-«-°

DESCRIBE: SOUND N'.r.tO.'" SMELL f ^ " ~ ' 1 ' ~ " SPEED V ri*S '

( LARGER ( ) SMALLER ( ) SAME SIZE ( ) AS THE OBJECT LISTED BELOW

( BASKETBALL ( ) COMPACT CAR < ) STANDARD CAR f ) HOUSE { ) OTHER n?J *-| i>5

( HOW MANY TIMES LARGER ft ) OR SMALLER ( ) IF PUT IN TOE SKY BESIDE OBJECT BELOW?
APPARENT SIZE: (

( J TIMES THE SIZE OF A STAR TIMES THE SIZE OF A FULL MOON

BRIGHT AS: A STAR (1/1 THE MOON ( ) OR A LIGHT IF PLACED AT SAME DISTANCE AWAY

DID THE OBJECT! 8 J OR LICHT(a) : (Please elaborate on Items checked below by us lnR a separate aheet)

CHANGE DIRECTION? ( ) HOVER? ( P-/ AFFECT RADIO/TV? ( ) FLUTTER? ( )

TURN ABRUPTLY? ( ) DESCEND? ( ) AFFECT ELECTRICITY? ( ) SPIN? ( )

FALL LIKE A LEAF? ( ) ASCEND? ( ) AFFECT MAGNETISM? ( ) BLINK' ( )

ABSORB OBJECT(a)? ( ) OVER POWERLINES? ( ) AFFECT TIMEPIECE? ( ) PULSATE' ( )

EJECT OBJECT(a)? ( ) OVER A BUILDING? ( ) AFFECT ENGINE? ( ) APPEAR SOLID? ( )

CHANGE SHAPE? ( ) LAND ON GROUND? ( ) AFFECT VEHICLE? ( ) HAVE FUZZY EDGES? ( )

CAST SHADOW? ( ) LAND IN WATER? ( ) AFFECT ANIMAL? ( ) HAVE OUTLINE? ( )

CAST LIGHT? .( /) CARRY OCCUPANTS? ( ) AFFECT HUMAN? ( ) WOBBLE? ( )

REFLECT LIGHT? ( •) COMMUNICATE? ( ) AFFECT WATER? ( ) VIBRATE' ( )

LEAVE A TRAIL? ( ) GIVE OFF HEAT? ( ) AFFECT GROUND? ( ) GLOW' ( )

DISINTEGRATE? ( ) LEAVE RESIDUE? ( ) AFFECT VEGETATION? ( * APPEAR TRANSPARENT' ( )

HOW MANY OTHER WITNESSES? DID ANY OTHER AGENCY CONTACT YOU?

PLEASE PROVIDE THE NAMES/ADDRECSES/PHONE NUMBERS OF OTHER WITNESSES AND/OR
INVESTIGATORS OR AGENCIES ON SEPARATE SHEET IF APPLICABLE AND KNOWN.

SIGNATURE OF OBSERVER

YOU MAY (I/) MAY NOT ( ) USE MY NAME

7 lYDATE THIS FORM SIGNED
DAY MONTH YEAR

Figure IB
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CHESAPEAKE POLICE OFFENSE REPORT

.Type of Offense 1$ >

5. Date Report Taken

V/J.5 '/K"

3.,Offense Code
'•c°mpla'°"

4. Officers Name & No.

£ U .
6. Time Report Taken

" 'I|'-H5

7. Assigned Dist. 8. Report Dist.

9. Location and Address of Offense:

10. Date, of Offense-iV

'' M '/ -JLS / fr Sf.

11. Time of Offense (or between)

12. Complainant Name

14. Complainant Address

13. Home Phone t-| ? ̂  - o ̂
Bus. Phone J

Bus. Address

15.,-.Victim 16. Victims Phone
Bus. Phone

17. Victims Address
' '

/Bus. , Address

18. Personal Information on Victim
;D. O.B. :••*'"' '*<

- - Occupation: .- .•: /
•t • - . . . - * • -A- , - , r tA . , . . " ' • -S, '' - . .. .- • ii -« — l - •• *• • •• : •> "• -

Dress:

iJ,? p i X',-.. Data Processing

,J19. Description of the Offense:

"" T

To A To-li-CC.

' "Additional description/property on reverse. \ f\
22. Stolen or Missing Items:.

•:•-'• •-•/. • Type of Item Brand Name Serial Number Est. Value

'.7i^/'jl-»UV) « -'1 / CG-18,848 20
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LOCAL NEWS

pro-
ick-
lay

has a
By Charlise Lyles
Staff Writer

CHESAPEAKE — "What's that big red thing up in
the sky?" 3-year-old Abbey Pegram asked her mother
and father as they drove down Bruce Road in Western
Branch about 10:30 p.m. Monday.

"My husband said, 'That's a plane,' without. really
looking," Linda Pegram, 36, said today. "But I looked up
and said, 'That's not a plane.' "

What Pegram saw was a huge orb hovering, seem-
ingly motionless above houses, she said. "It had red
lights in the front and blue lights in the back and the
middle seemed be a fluorescent metal," Pegram said.

And when the orb began to move, the Pegrams fol-
lowed it down Peppercorn Drive and Taylor Road to
High Street West. "It was headed toward the James
River Bridge. Then it disappeared instantly," Pegram
said.

Less than a block away, police Officer Robert Luns-
ford and a city utility worker said they saw the same
thing: the second UFO sighted here in less than two

44 / don't think it was an alien space
ship, and I don't believe in UFOs,
but I can't think of any other
explanation for what was out
there.99

Officer Robert Lunsford

weeks.
On April 9, southern Chesapeake residents and an-

other police officer said they observed for more than an
hour a strange object in the sky glowing red, green,
orange and yellow.

Area air traffic controllers and air bases could offer
no explanation for the colorful glow. Lunsford tele-
phoned the Norfolk Naval Base, Langley Air Force
Base, Norfolk International Airport, Portsmouth Police

Department and several other agencies.
No one could supply an answer, Lunsford said.
At 10:30 p.m. Monday, Tom Langston, a city utility

worker, telephoned police dispatchers to report that
"something came from overhead with real bright lights
and was blinding him," Lunsford said. Langston was
working on a sewage project on Darden and Columbia
Streets several blocks from where the Pegrams spotted
the object.

"At first I thought it was a joke," said Lunsford.
"Someone who had read about the UFO spotted a cou-

•jple of weeks ago, trying to pull a prank."
But when Lunsford arrived at Taylor and Pepper-

corn, he saw what Langston had seen.
"I was kind of stunned that there was actually some-

thing there," said Lunsford. "It was about 25 yards in
diameter and the bottom was surrounded by bright
light. It was still. Then it took off in a split and disap-
peared toward Suffolk

"It was bizarre. I don't think it was an alien space
ship, and I don't believe in UFOs. but I can't think of
any other explanation for what was out there."
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SHEET 1 OF 2

:] .: MUFON+.
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§ J"*'t./;

' lilt.' /' '
• J i j . , . ' - ; PLEASE COMPLETE THIS FORM (Print) AND RETURN TO INVESTIGATOR (For MUFON Use)

NAME OF INVESTIGATOR I / IMOTfl I r\ .

STREET ADDRESS!

TOWN/CITY:

73*0 PH&NE: A/C £04/.g47-/70/

STATE: VA ZIP CODE:2<3607cOUNTRY:

>'*}?>"''

DRAW A SIMPLE SKETCH OF THE OBJECT. (Libel any lights, colors, protrusions)

'(On • separat* sheet, pleat* iketch • li-vple map of the area showing your position and the object's position.

Include an arrow denoting the direction of North. Indicate direction that the object was moving.)

PERSONAL ACCOUNT

ft PLEASE DESCRIBE THE INCIDENT AS IT HAPPENED. BE SURE THAT YOUR NARRATIVE INCLUDES THE FOLLOWING:

>;Vi?.''' , ''" I. . WHERE WERE YOU AND WHAT WERE YOU DOING AT THE TIME?

-,jVj.?;' .,1. WHAT MADE YOU FIRST NOTICE THE OBJECT?

\;:- V ' 3. WHAT DID YOU THINK THE OBJECT WAS WHEN YOU FIRST NOTICED IT?

;;<,fW,f.--! . 4> DESCRIBE YOUR REACTIONS AND ACTIONS,'DURING AND AFTER SIGHTING THE OBJECT.

V&V -•' .' 1. DESCRIBE THE OBJECT AND ITS ACTIONS.

'̂ S'jfVi • '• . HOW DID YOU LOSE SIGHT OF THE OBJECT?
_ * _ - ^ ^ ^̂ «l»

//f

jfT (•«
A < >
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ENVIRONMENTAL SITUATION (Check/Fill In As Appl icable)

VIEWED FROM; ' OUTDOORS (I INDOORS) ) CAR) ) AIRCRAFT) ) BOAT) ) OTHER_

< CIASSES( " ) WINDOW( ) SCREEN< ) BINOCULARS( ) TELESCOPE( ) STILL CAMERA( )
VIEWED THROUGH! ( _-.. j
• • • . : • ( MOVIE CAMERA ( ) THEODOLITE) ) RADAR( ) OTHERJT fff/1 7tt4.

AREA/LOCATION!

AREA/TERRAIN;

AREA/TECHNICAL!

SKY CONDITION:.

PRECIPITATION!

UFO DIRECTION:

UFO ELEVATION:

UFO DISTANCE;

UFO PASSED!

ALSO IN AREA;

: CITY( ) SUBURBAN) ) RURAL(l/f INDUSTRIAL( ) COMMERCIAL^ ) RESIDENTIAL( )

FIELDS (Vl* WOODS( ) HILLS) ) HOUNTAINS( ) RIVER( ) POND( ) LAKE) ) .^ '

POWERUNES( ) POWER STATION( ) RAILROAD TRACKS( ) OTHER

. CUARft/') . PARTLY CLOUDY( ) OVERCAST( ) FOCCY( ) HEAVY( ) MEDIUM) ) LICHT(

^HOHECVJ^ RAIN) ) FOC( ) SLEET( ) SNOW) ) HEAVY( ) HEDIUH( ) LICHT( )

FIRST SEEN IH /^9><i/ LAST SEEN IN jt/f&f IT MOVED FROM J£ TO U/

( FIRST SEEN - 1/4(*O l/2( ) 3/4 < ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD( Wf OTHER _

( LAST SEEN - l/4( ) I/?)**") 3/4) ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD( ) OTHERJ _

WHEN CLOSEST TO ME

( IN-FRONT-OF
)
( BEHIND

UFO ALTITUDE: WHEN CLOSEST TO THE GROUND

WAS */0G>' V/fe.. IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS

WHICH WAS IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS

AIRPLANE ( ) HELICOPTER( ) BALLOON( ) SEARCHLICHT( ) OTHER Art At.

BEFORE WITNESS SIGHTED UFO( ) DURING UFO SIGHTING) ) AFTER UFO SICHTINC( )

'•-;••; OBJECT DESCRIPTION (Check/Fill In As Appl icable)

( AN OBJECT ( V» NUMBER OF ] SHAPE OF

DESCRIBE:

REAL SIZE:

( A L I G H T (X/J NUMBER OF (j Qf 7 SHAPE O

SOUND ntYltYdll SHELL /1^/lg.

COLOR(s)

COLORU)

SPEED

APPARENT SIZE: (

( LARGER (V SMALLER ( ) SAME SIZE ( ) AS THE OBJECT LISTED BELOW
(
( BASKETBALL ( ) COMPACT CAR (VO STANDARD CAR ( ) HOUSE ( ) OTHER

( HOW MANY TIMES LARGER ( ) OR SMALLER ( ) IF PUT IN THE SKY BESIDE OBJECT BELOW?

J_ TIMES THE SIZE OF A STAR TIMES THE SIZE OF A FULL MOON

A STAR ( .) THE MOON (vO OR A LIGHT IF PLACED AT SAME DISTANCE AWAY

' D I D THE OBJECT («) OR LICHT(s): (Please elaborate on Iteins checked below bjr us ing a separate sheet)
i s - i -

-.CHANGE DIRECTION? ( )• HOVER? ( V? AFFECT RADIO/TV? ) ) FLUTTER? (

"TURN ABRUPTLY? .(. )' DESCEND? • .) ) AFFECT ELECTRICITY? ( ) SPIN? )

FALL LIKE A LEAF? ( ) ' ASCEND? )V̂  AFFECT MAGNETISM? ) ) BLINK? )

ABSORB OBJECT(s)? ( , ) . OVER POWERLINES? ( ) AFFECT TIMEPIECE? ) ) PULSATE? (

•EJECT OBJECT).)? ( ' ) • OVER A BUILDING? ) ) AFFECT ENGINE? ) ) APPEAR SOLID? )

CHANCE SHAPE?

iCAST SHADOW?

CAST LIGHT?

( , ) ; LAND ON GROUND? ) ) AFFECT VEHICLE?

'REFLECT LIGHT?

LEAVE A TRAIL?

DISINTEGRATE?

( )

.( ),

. ( ' )

AFFECT ANIMAL?LAND IN WATER? ( )

CARRY OCCUPANTS? ) ) AFFECT HUMAN?

COMMUNICATE? ( ) AFFECT WATER?

{ ) ' GIVE OFF HEAT? ) ) AFFECT GROUND?

( ' ) " LEAVE RESIDUE? ) ) AFFECT VEGETATION?

HAVE FUZZY EDGES? ) )

HAVE OUTLINE? ( )

WOBBLE? . ) V^

VIBRATE? ) )

GLOW? ) )

APPEAR TRANSPARENT? ) )

HOW MANY OTHER WITNESSES? DID ANY OTHER AGENCY CONTACT YOU? /? £)

PLEASE PROVIDE THE NAMES/ADDRESSES/PHONE NUMBERS OP OTHER WITNESSES AND/OR
INVESTIGATORS. OR AGENCIES ON SEPARATE SHEET IF APPLICABLE AND KNOWN.

SIGNATURE OF OBSERVER

"MAY M'T' MAY NOT ) ) USE MY NAME

DATE THIS FORM SIGNED
MONTH YEAR

.
L D
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i'-'^&'i\ : uf<> SIGHTING QUESTIONNAIRE • COMPUTER INPUT (FORM2J

' DATE OF^INVESTIGATOR' S REPORT •
.year month day

.
INVESTIGATOR/-"• v '.--A i. ...•.-.;, •_ jt.-- v; .• - 1 name

.̂.DATEi.OF̂ SIGHTJNjgi/̂ yy • '&' % <£ d (24 'Hour Clock)
'•••''"£*. ovv;'i.6:V.;1<-t'f-" year -; ..monthday hour " minute
I,;/..'.;;:;̂ .TIME;IŜ STANDARD iX DAYLIGHT SAVING GMT

n- IF -DATE is 'UNCERTAIN,' USE SEASON/MONTH/WEEK/TIME OF DAY
•.';,':;:/'ESTIMATE .ON FORM 2...;;.; '

WEATHER/CONDITIONS 0/eat i'

MINE, YARD, DESERT, SAND,
ROAD, FACTORY, OCEAN, LAKE,
BANK, WOODS, HILL, MOUNTAIN.

..PRIMARY,V.WITNESS--IN: CAR,'.BOAT, AIRPLANE, OTHER <tts,&e/J (CIRCLE)

' SIGHTING. LOCATION: CITY OR'TOWN ?*/£ 0fh£;JCT NEARBY, 5#-£&,/( KM,
MILES .̂  «g "-(DIRECTION) .STATE OR PROVINCE

, NATION7^ • ' • ' :>,.•> h

NUMBER.OF .WITNESSES:

PRIMARY t WITNESS! .;NAME
. _ _ ; > : - . '4«•>;; .' i: , '-.- Confidential i n UFOCAT

SEX ^/;-"":AGE''-/^ OCCUPATION
i BALANCE $ OF-. WITNESSES:' ( CIRCLE) SPOUSE, W>, DAUGHTER, MOTHER,
- .••^:$f^:.~;-^^^- ^ CO-WORKERS, ADULTS, TEEN-AGED, CHILDREN

PHOTO OF;:UFO-TAKEN? /?J ' ' RADAR CONFIRMATION?• • y~ • ' .b-»--------»-̂ M-»-_-

IŜ THIŜ SIGHTING> CLOSE .ENCOUNTER? YES

IFiNO:fA:'STATIpNARY OBJECT*'OR LIGHT . ' ...-MOVING IN A STRAIGHT
• :̂ V:/ffiiLINÊ 'l>"?'." STOPPED .OR" TURNED ONCE ______ STOPPED OR TURNED

f ••.'•'!£&•?> MORE iTHAN1. ONCE "'' '.' OBJECT SHAPE
..:IF;YESrs;EFFECTS NOTED: TRACES , ELECTRICAL , ABDUCTION
•'••': :-•-'.'- -'.'̂ MISSING TIME _,«PHYSIOLOGICAL EFFECTS ON WITNESS ,

.••fvg'̂ '.Vff-ANIMALS' AFFECTED LASTING INJURY TO WITNESS ,
.? : ,;.̂ :-̂ v:\WAS THIS -A? LANDING, WERE THERE ENTITIES OTHER
<= X:•'•'£. COMMENTS-^ '•"
.NUMBER)OF ̂UFOs'SIGHTED / .

DURATION- OF: SIGHTING: ; __' HOURS, _£ MINUTES, SECONDS

SIZÊ OFlUFO;;•"'"'*'' DEGREES OF FUNCTION OF A DEGREE
FEET. METERS OF MAJOR DIMENSION

LIST COORDINATES: LATITUDE• FOR^SIGHTINGS;.?OyER - OCEANS, •; LISfl
LONGITUDE

Figure 2
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DAN WRIGHT
Deputy Director, Investigations

MUTUAL UFO NETWORK
103 OLDTOWNE ROAD
SEGUIN, TEXAS 78155 PRELIMINARY EVALUATION

OF A UFO REPORT

228 S. FAIRVIEW
LANSING, Ml 48912
(517) 374-6705

Log Number: $*)/16( Initiatory

Rece i ved:
I T

The report of a claimed UFO event witnessed by "£>/»!// ^ on 9/7
has been evaluated. The current status of the case record is indicated below. ^̂

A. Complete: A preliminary rating is assigned. [See reverse side.]

Hynek - £<£-/ Berliner - V/̂ . Speiser - -SST-?̂
~ i

B. Resolved: A known event in the same time period involving
appears to account for the observation.

\

C. Incomplete: A determination cannot be reached at this time. The following is needed
to finalize the case record.
1. Additional form(s) / materials:
2. Completion of form(s):

3. Information from collateral contact(s):

4. Explanation of sighting factor(s):

Thank you for your continued efforts and commitment to the UFO investigative process.
Please forward any materials requested (indicating the Log Number) to your MUFON state
or Provincial Director.

c: State/Provincial Director

Walter H. Andrus Jr., International Director



REPORT CLASSIFICATIONS

HYNEK - ££- /

DE-1 - Nocturnal light
DE-2 - Daylight disc
DE-3 - Radar-visual
CE-1 - Light/object in proximity
CE-2 - Physical trace
CE-3 - Occupant

Berliner -

SPEISER -

Strangeness Scale:
0 - Identified as a known object/phenomenon

or a report lacking clear UFO content
1 - Night light with no apparent object
2 - Night object
3 - Daylight object seen at a distance

<• 4 - Night Close Encounter of the First Kind
5 - Daylight CE-1
6 - Ambiguous CE-II
7 - Unambiguous CE-II
8 - CE-III
9 - CE-III with occupant reaction to witness
10 - CE-III with meaningful communication

Credibility Scale:
0 - Witness(es) lacking believability
1 - Single average witness

i

' 2 - Multiple average witnesses
3 - Single exceptional witness i
4 - Multiple exceptional witnesses
5 - Radar/visual observation
6 - Still photo(s) by amateur

7 - Still photo(s) by professional
8 - Movie/ videotape by amateur
9 - Movie/videotape by professional

10 - Live television

Strangeness Factor:
51 - Explainable or explained
52 - Probably explainable with more data
53 - Possibly explainable, but with

elements of strangeness
54 - Strange; does not conform to known

principles
55 - Highy strange; suggests intelligent

guidance

Probability Factor:
PI - Not credible or sound
P2 - Unreliable witness; possible hoax
P3 - Somewhat credible or indeterminate
P4 - Credible and sound
P5 - Highly credible, leaving almost

no doubt

COMMENTS:

l/trzy f£Pcr*7;
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WALTER H. ANDRUS, |R.
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1030LDTOWNE ROAO
SEGUIN, TEXAS 78155 U.S.A.

A Texas Non-Profit Corporation
Telephone:

(512) 379-9216

UFO INVESTIGATION SUMMARY

Lead Investigator: Name
Address

Primary Witnesses: Name
Address

Name
Address

Name
Address

Date of Sighting Event:

Time Event Began:

Sighting Duration:

> '3O (Time Zone):

Type of Flight: 1. )( Within 200 feet of ground 3. Jf Motion began/changed during event
2. x Beneath cloud cover 4. Continuous flight, no deviation

5. Stationary, no discernable motion

Forms Attached: 1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

General case
Computer input
Electrical/magnetic
Animal

7.
8.
9.
10.

Psychological/physiological
Landing trace 11.

Entity
Photographic
Radar confirmation
Residdual radiation

Aerial sighting
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DEDICATED TO THE SCIENTIFIC STUDY OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS



'Placei /Pickerel Lake
Areai Kalamazoo County
City; Kalamazoo.Michigan
Time» 9il5-9i30 PM EST
Date| -September 11,1989
Wits i David Wright/Don Allen

George/Shirley Coyne

SIGHTING AT PICKEREL LAKE

On September 13,1989,! received a telephone call from Dave Wright

of Kalamazoo,Michigan. After introducing himself the young man

told me that he had been given our telephone number by a State

Police dispatcher at the Battle Creek Post. He asked if we really

investigated UFO sightings. When I told him that we do,he asked if

we were connected with the government. I replied that we are a non-

profit organization dedicated to a scientific investigation of the

UFO phenomenon and not connected with the governemnt.he said,"Good".

The man then proceeded to tell me about a sighting he and a friend,

Don Allen,had witnessed on September 11,1989,at 9il5-9i30 PM. After

he told about the sighting we made plans to meet the two men at a

restaurant in Kalamazoo.

George and I met the men at 5»00 PM on September 13»1989. They were

on time and greeted us warmly. They were happy that the police had

given them our telephone number. Both men were still excited about

the sighting and were anxious to tell someone who would listen and

not be critical or think them crazy.

THE SIGHTING

Dave and Don had spent the evening fishing on Pickerel Lakeiwhich is

located 'inrKalamazoo^County,at the intersection of 29tyi Street and

"S" Avenue. About 9iOO PM they decided to go home,since the fishing

had not been so great. Dave thought the weather had something to do

with the fish not biting. It was rather cool at -65"degrees,scattered^

clouds::at 6,000-feet' and a thin layer of clouds at 25,000 feet. The



men made their way back to Dave's truck,an F-150 Ford.which was

parked on 29th Street. As they were putting their gear away,some

neighborhood dogs began to bark.

Dave looked to the east,in the direction of the barking dogs. He

said,"I heard the dogs-barking like crazy~and I looked in that di-

vrection. I saw thesecthree bright white lights that looked like

they were cross shaped. I thought it was a plane that was in a lot

of trouble. It was not making any sound and that puzzled me. I

told Don,'that plane is gonna crash*. Suddenly it -started moving

êal slow toward us. We didn't say another word,we just stood with

our mouths open,staring at it. We knew that it wasn't an airplane.

Then it =s topped when it got~above these two" houses7on "S" Avenue.

It was huge much'bigger- than the 2 houses cause it stuck out farther

than the houses were long".

Don had also turned and looked east. He saw the lights coming into

view. He said that he got the impression the object was "lifting"

off the ground because of the way it <moved up and over the trees.

Don could see only two lights,which were bright white,until the ob-

ject turned toward them. He was then able to see the third light

which was in the center of what they described as the nose.

The object was moving very slowly toward them but stopped and hovered

over two houses which face "S" Avenue. The -houses are situated on

100-foot frontage lots and" there is 50 feet of lawn between-them.

Both witnesses reported that the object was longer than both houses,

each end extending over the whole length of the properties.

The object started moving toward the men very slowly. Dave ran,into

the middle of the intersect ion", with his arms lifted skyward. cThe ob-

ject ̂was now-directly,over him-and it stopped and hovered.



Dave said,"I ran under it and it hovered over me for more than 40

seconds, uThe~under~ belly was covered with tubes and pipes.. It

looked like the belly would open. There were ̂ red lights all over

the bottom edges. It reminded me of a kids transformer toy. It

had a real low hum or whistle sound coming from it". He also said

he felt very warm as he stood there looking up at it. His heart

was racing like crazy but,"I was not afraid,! got this feeling

•they"were to get me". He has no idea why that thought came into

his mind.
rDon~stayed"behind the 'truck while the object hovered over Dave. He

said,"I wasnft afraid of it but <I knew^that I was"not supposed to,

"move^I was not supposed to go under-it". When I asked why he felt

he wasn't supposed to go under it he said, "I don't know why I felt

that—I just knew I was supposed to stand behind the truck". Don

was able to see the red lights,tubes and pipes plus the stubby little "

wings located near the front of the object. He also reported the

low hum or whistling sound.

Thevobject started moving away/ from the men, just as'an S-1CT Blazer >

came speeding up^ "S"Avenue,with a~ spotlight "flashing. There were

three or four people riding in the Blazer. Dave and Don got the

impression the people were looking for the UFO. Dave stepped out

of the street,waving his arms and yelling for the driver to stop.

The driver threw up his hand as if he was waving but did not stop

to talk with them. The Blazer continued up "S" Avenue in the same

direction the object had gone.

Dave told Don to jump in the truck and they would take up the chase.

They were not ready to give up on the sighting. They drove westp

-keeping the object in sight. The object was moving at a steady rate

of speed,staying aboutra mile ahead of them. They continued to fol-

low "S" Avenue ̂ for_approximately four~miles°. Suddenly the object^



turned and~started moving toward them-at a very faist rate of speed.

gDave stopped the truck_and started blinking his headlights at it.

When he started blinking the lights the object slowed:) its speed but

did not stop. It then made a smooth-turn and headed toward the south-

west at a fast rate of speed. I asked Dave he decided to blink the

headlights at the object. He said that he did not know why he did

that because it seems such a foolish thing to do.

The mentdecided they should report^ what they had seen so they drove

to the Kalamazoo Regional Airport."1 They were hoping to talk with

someone in the tower. When Dave and Don arrived at the airport they

went to the tower phone so they could talk with a controllers

James Hocker answered the call and talked with Dave for several min-

utes. He then allowed the men to come up to the controll room be-

cause he felt the men were sincere. Mr. Hocker told the men that hê "

cdid not see or paint anything on radar at 9il5-9i30 PM. The time was
t-

now 9*̂ 5 and just before Dave and Don arrived,Mr.Hocker,had a Cessna

plane on radar. He-also told the men that he had received three re-^

ports about 4iOO PM. Those sightings,he said,had occured in the area -;;

of the James River.i

cDave and Don took us to the sighting^area^after the interview was com-

pleted. They pointed out where the truck was parked,where the object

came into view,etc. The object was first sighted over a heavily wood-j

ed hunting club. Dave is a member of the club and says he knows every

inch of the area. There is a ̂large clearing near where the object^

was first seen. There was no sign of swirled vegetation,broken tree

branches or marks in the soil.'

As we stood at the site discussing distance,where each witness was

standing,etc, I noticed that Dave was shaking violently. I did not



mention this to him but felt that he was excited as he and Don re-

enacted the events of the sighting. Don seemed to remain calmer,as

far as I could determine*

After we said goodbye to the witnesses,George and I went knocking

on doors in the. area. The first house we went to was the home of

^a Mr. Flacki We asked if he had noticed anything unsual on Monday

night. He said)no,the only thing unsual was the fact that his old ̂

golden retriever was barking like crazy. He said that it was unsual

for her to bark,as she isn't a barker. George asked if he remembered

what time the dog was barking. He said the dog started barking just

after nine.interupting a television show he wanted to watch. George

asked if he had gone outdoors. He said that he had stepped onto the

porch to quiet the dog. He did not look up,therefore,he did not see

the object moving or hovering. Mr. Flack asked if we could tell him

who had seen the strange object. Dave and Don had already given us

permission to use their names so George told Mr.Flack who the men

were. He was suprised that Dave had not told him about the sighting.

Dave and Mr.Flack work for the same firm. He said that he knew Dave

well but did not know Don very well. He said that Dave and Don spend

a lot of time together,hunting and fishing. Mr. Flack felt-that the J

.young men were honest and truthful?

^e'contacted the KalamazooBounty Sheriff Department,State Police Post7

at Battle Creek and City of Kalamazoo^Police?Department. There were

no reported sightings. James Hocker was interviewed by Chuck Pine,'

who works for the FAA,in Grand Rapids. I later interviewed Mr.Hocker

and he had_nothihg new to-add?to what he had already told Chuck.

Mr. Hocker told us that there had been three reports of sightings in

the James River Area at 4iOO PM on September 11,1989. Unfortunately

'he-did not have names and_ telephone numbers of -the^callers.' He said



there was nothing unsual on radar at 4iOO PM nor from 9fl5~9i30 PM.

He was impressed with the details the young men had given him and hey

<fertrthat~they had witnessed something-unsuar in the night sky.

At this writing we have been unable to locate the James River wit-

nesses and the people who were in the S-10 Blazer. The search will

continue.

CONCLUSION

It is my opinion that these two young men did witness something out

of the ordinary on the night of September 11,1989. They appeared to

be telling the truth and were sincere. They reported what theyj saw

andrdid~not tryto paint a sensational picture ;of the sighting. Dur-

ing the cross examination they-stuck to what they had said during the^

interview.:)

Separately the witnesses reported almost identical details rand draw- -3

ings. They both reported the object as being a flat dull grey.i

Dave saw three white lights when he looked east and spoted the object.

Don was standing at a different angle,to Dave's right,and could see

only two lights until the object turned more toward them. Both re-

ported tubes or pipes and many red lights on the underbelly,short

stubby wings and a low hum or whistling sound. cWhen the object flew •*
raway~from them,they did'not notice any change in the~sound,if there

was a change.

<- Neither Dave or Don have done any reading about UFOs". They have not

had any interest in the subject,until now. Dave said that he never

believed in UFOs and visits to our planet. "Well,I believe it now

because I know what we saw. It was not a plane,helicopter or any-

thing from here",he said. He now wants to do some reading and be-

come involved with MUFONU Don also said that he never thought a-

bout UFO coming here,"In fact.ine never given any thought to UFOs".



We are trying to work out a time when an artist can work with the

men. We feel that what they witnessed is worth the efforts of get-

ting some good sketches.

:;0n Tuesday September 12,19897both men woke~with sore~throats and 7

very painful head aches. Don was unable to work Tuesday and Wednes-

day. Dave said he did not feel like working but went just the same.

Both men said they felt like they were coming down with the flu^up-

set stomach,nausea,etc. 'Neither of them came down with the flu. ;

Dave•s,P-150 Ford was not effected?when the object turned and came

toward them.

We are keeping this case open until we have searched every avenue.

We are trying to locate the people who were in the Blazer and the

James River area witnesses. We are also keeping in close contact

with the witnesses because of the reactions they experienced during

the sighting. Dave's feeling theat "they" were there to take him

and Don's knowing he was not supposed to go under the object may

indicate that some sort of contact was received. Dave returned to

the sighting area after he dropped Don at home,on September 11.

I did not want to plant any ideas in his head so I let the statement

pass. We will wait and see what,if anything,develops.

Witnessest David A. Wright,Donald Allen
Area weather at 8s50 PM
Tempi 65 Degrees
Dewpoint 59 percent
Wind | ooo calm
Wind Speed 000
Barometric Pressurei 30.10
Ceilingi Scattered clouds at 6,000 feet

Thin broken clouds 25,000 feet
Visabilityi 20 miles





UFO SIGHTING QUESTIONNAIRE • GENERAL CASES (FORM 1)
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ENVIRONMENTAL SITUATION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)

i

VIEWED FROM: OUTDOORS OO INDOORSf ) CAR( ) AIRCRAFT( ) BOAT( ) OTHER '

( CLASSED ) WINDOW ( ) SCREEN( ) BINOCULARSC ) TELESCOPE ( ) STILL CAMERA ( ) !
VIEWED THROUGH :( ;

( MOVIE CAMERA ( ) THEODOI.ITE( ) RADAR( ) OTHER

AREA^LOCATION: CITY( ) SUBURBAN( ) RURAL O<() INDUSTRIAL^ ) COMMERCIAL ( ) RESIDENTIAL; 1

AREA/TERRAIN: FIELDSO<1 WOODS (Vj HILLS( ) MOUNTAINSC ) RIVERC •) POND( ) LAKEfrO

AREA/TECHNICAL: AIR PORK ) POWERLINES( ) POWER STATION( ) RAILROAD TRACKS4O OTHER

SKY CONDITION' CLEAR OO PARTLY CLOUDY ( ) OVERCASTC ) FOCCYf ) HEAVYf ) MEDIUMS ) 1 ICHTf

PRECIPITATION: NONE(X) RAIN( ) JOC( ) SLEET( ) SNOW( ) HEAVY f ) MEDIl'Mf ) LIGHTf )

S&L* j. ^
UFO DIRECTION: FIRSf SEEN IN B***̂  7 LAST SEEN IN W-tfT IT MOVED FROME^S^ TO f"<$l

( FIRST SEEN - l/4( ) l /2 ( ) 3/4( ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD( ) OTHER !
UFO ELEVATION: ( '

( LAST SEEN - l/4( ) l/2( ) 3/4( ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD( ) OTHER '

UFO DISTANCE: WHEN CLOSEST TO ME /OO V«(f^J UFO ALTITUDE: WHEN CLOSEST TO THE GROUND i.O'CV
™ * I ~~~

I IN-FRONT-OF O \f$f h/W WHICH WAS IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS
UFO PASSED: (

( BEHIND WHICH WAS IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS

ALSO IN AREA: AIRPLANES ) HELICOPTERS ) BALLOON ( ) SEARCHLIGHT( ) OTHER

BEFORE WITNESS SIGHTED UFO( ) DURING UFO SICHTINC( ) AFTER UFO SIGHTING( )

i

OBJECT DESCRIPTION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)

( AN OBJECT (V) NUMBER OF / SHAPE OF^r COLOR(s)— . *>/Z^V Sfi i
OBSERVED: ( \ „ (^ .. £ ' , .i

( A LIGHT (-irf NUMBER OF L-~ SHAPE OF P<fC»" !(?<(/ COLOR(s) fl') t f l/UtuJG,

"DESCRIBE: SOUND t~0*l (S\irfl€' SMELL H6 A £. SPEED l//^/ S 10 \d \_. .. , i

( LARGER (V) SMALLER ( ) SAME SIZE ( ) AS THE OBJECT LISTED BELOV j
REAL SIZE: ( ^ .

( BASKETBALL ( ) COMPACT CAR ( ) STANDARD CAR ( ) HOUSE (-\) OTHER :

( H O W MANY TIMES LARGER (3) OR SMALLER ( ) IF PUT IN THE SKY BESIDE OBJECT BELOW?!
APPARENT SIZE: ( ,

( TIMES THE SIZE OF A STAR TIMES THE SIZE OF A Fl'LL WON

BRIGHT AS: A. STAR (K,) THE MOON ( ) OR A LIGHT IF PLACED AT sVlE DISTANCE AWAY i

DID THE OBJECT(s) OR LICHT(s) : (Please elaborate on items checked below by using a separate sheet)

CHANCE DIRECTION? (^ HOVER? (>Q AFFECT RADIO/TV? ( ) FLUTTER? ( ) '

TURN ABRUPTLY? &<? DESCEND? (>() AFFECT ELECTRICITY? ( ) SPIN? ( ) i

FALL LIKE A LEAF? ( ) ASCEND? (^ AFFECT MAGNETISM? ( ) BLINK? ( ) >

ABSORB OBJECT(s)? ( ) OVER POWERLINES? (p^) AFFECT TIMEPIECE? ( ) PULSATE? ( )

EJECT OBJECT (s)? ( ) OVER A BUILDING? O<) AFFECT ENGINE? ( ) APPEAR SOLID? £C>

CHANGE SHAPE? ( ) LAND ON GROUND? ( ) AFFECT VEHICLE? ( ) HAVE FUZZY ROCKS? ( )

CAST SHADOW? ( ) LAND IN WATER? ( ) AFFECT ANIMAL? 0^) HAVE OUTLINE? £<J

CAST LIGHT? tyQ C*""* OCCUPANTS? ( ) AFFECT HUMAN? (>Q WOBBLE? ( )

REFLECT LIGHT? ( ) COMMUNICATE? ( ) AFFECT WATER? ( ) VIBRATE? ( ) •

LEAVE A TRAIL? ( ) GIVE OFF HEAT? ( ) AFFECT GROUND? ( ) GLOW? ( ) i

DISINTEGRATE? ( ) LEAVE RESIDUE? ( 1 AFFECT VEGETATION? ( } APPEAR TRANSPARENT? ( ) '

HOW MANY OTHER WITNESSES? \ DID ANY OTHER AGENCY CONTACT YOU? (\0

PLEASE PROVIDE THE NAMES/ADDRESSES/PHONE NUMBERS OF OTHER WITNESSES AND/OK
INVESTIGATORS OR AGENCIES ON SEPARATE SHEET IF APPLICABLE AND KNOWN. YOU MAY

DATE THIS FORM SIGNED

SIGNATURE OF OBSERVER

MAY NOT ( ) USE MY NAME

" l~5 V I



SHEET 1 OP 2

UFO SIGHING, QUESTIONNAIRE • GENERAL CASES (FORM 1)
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PLEASE COMPLETE THIS FORM (Prior) AND RETURN TO INVESTIGATOR (For KUFON Use)

NAME OF INVESTIGATOR:

STREET ADDRESS:

TOWN/CITY: ZIP CODE:_4W?1 COUNTRY:

DRAW A SIMPLE'SKETCH OF THE OBJECT. (Label any lights, colors, protrusions)

(On • icparace sheet, please sketch a staple map of che area shoving your position and the object's position.

Include an arrow denoting the direction of North. Indicate direction that the object was moving.)

PERSONAL ACCOUNT

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE INCIDENT AS IT HAPPENED. BE SURE THAT YOUR NARRATIVE INCLUDES THE FOLLOWING:

1. WHERE WERE YOU AND WHAT WERE YOU DOING AT THE TIME?

2. WHAT MADE YOU FIRST NOTICE THE OBJECT? •

3. WHAT DID YOU'THINK THE OBJECT WAS WHEN YOU FIRST NOTICED IT?
4. DESCRIBE YOUR REACTIONS AND ACTIONS, DURING AND AFTER SIGHTING THE OBJECT.
5. DESCRIBE THE OBJECT AND ITS ACTIONS.
6. HOW DID YOU LOSE SIGHT OF THE OBJECT?

(Continue narrative on reverse side)
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UFO SIGHTING QUESTIONNAIRE • GENERAL CASES (FORM 1)
PACE 2 OF 2
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ENVIRONMENTAL SITUATION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)

VIEWED FROM: OUTDOORS INDOORS( ) CAR( AIRCRAFT( BOAT( OTHER

( CLASSES( ) WINDOW( ) SCREEN( ) BINOCULARS( ) TELESCOPE( ) STILL CAMERA( )
VIEWED THROUGH:(

( MOVIE CAMERA( ) THEODOI.1TE( ) RADAR( ) OTHER

AREA/LOCATION:

AREA/TERRAIN:

AREA/TECHNICAL:

SKY CONDITION:

PRECIPITATION:

UFO DIRECTION:

UFO ELEVATION:

UFO DISTANCE:

UFO PASSED:

CITY( SUBURBAN( INDUSTRIAL( ) COMMERCIAI.( ) RESIDEOTIAL(

HILLS( ) MOUNTAINS( ) RIVER( •) POND( ) LAKE(

AIRPORT( ) POWERLINES( ) POWER STATION( ) RAILROAD TRACKS( ) OTHER

CLEAR( ) PARTLY CLOUDYC^) OVERCAST( ) FOCCY( ) HEAVY( ) MEDIUM( ) I.ICIH (

NONE(X ) RAIN( ) FOG( ) SLEET( ) SNOW( ) HEAW( ) MEDIL'M( ) LlGHT( )

FIRST' SEEN IN £'" LAST SEEN iNji_w IT MOVED FROM _£ TO

( FIRST SEEN -
(
( LAST SEEN -

) l/2( ) 3M( ) OK THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHKAD( • ) OTHER_

) l/2( ) 3/4( ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD(v/0 OTHER

t-^S
WHEN CLOSEST TO ME /6'f; yb TW>r\ UFO ALTITUDE- WHEN CLOSEST TO THE GROUND

( IN-FRONT-OF • WHICH WAS

( BEHIND WHICH WAS

TO V

IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS
^oc/p

IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS

ALSO IN AREA: AIRPLANE( ) HELICOPTER( ) BALLOON( ) SEARCHLICHT( ) OTHER_

BEFORE WITNESS SIGHTED UFO( ) DURING UFO SICHTINC( ^f AFTER UFO SICHTINC( )

OBJECT DESCRIPTION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)

OBSERVED:

DESCRIBE:

REAL SIZE:

APPARENT SIZE:

BRIGHT AS:

( AN OBJECT
(
( A LIGHT

TV^TO-
SOUND UO

-, " • v3^- —

( LARGER (•) SMALLER ( ) SAME SIZE ( ) AS THE OBJECT LISTED BELOV
(
( BASKETBALL ( ) COMPACT CAR ( ) STANDARD CAR ( ) HOUSE ( ) OTHER W>i>.S.

( HOW MANY TIMES LARGER (V/) OR SMALLER ( ) IF PUT IN THE SKY BESIDE OBJECT BELO

TIMES THE SITE OK A FL'LL

VAUCffe- ^'^ CA8-1.1 1 til
TIMES THE SIZE OF A STAR

A STAR THE MOON ( ) OR A LIGHT IF PLACED AT S*AML DISTANCE AWAY

DID THE OB.lECT(s) OR LIGHT(s) : (Please elaborate on items checked below by using a separate shi-et)

HOVER?CHANCE DIRECTION?

TURN ABRUPTLY? (i/) DESCEND?

FALL LIKE A LEAF? ( ) ASCEND?

ABSORB OBJECT(s)? ( ) OVER POWERLINL3? (

EJECT OBJECT(s)? ( ) OVER A BUILDING?

(•O AFFECT RADIO/TV? ( )

(./) AFFECT ELECTRICITY?

CHANCE SHAPE?

CAST SHADOW?

CAST LIGHT?

REFLECT LIGHT?

LEAVE A TRAIL?

DISINTEGRATE?

( ) LAND ON GROUND? ( )

( ) LAND IN WATER? ( )

AFFECT MAGNETISM?

AFFECT TIMEPIECE?

AFFECT ENGINE?

AFFECT VEHICLE'

AFFECT ANIMAL?

( )

( )

( )

( ) CARRY OCCUPANTS? ( ) AFFECT HUMAN?

( )

( )

( )

COMMUNICATE?

GIVE OFF HEAT?

LEAVE RESIDUE'

( ) AFFECT WATER'

( ) AFFECT GROUND?

( ) AFFF.CT VFCETATION'

FLUTTER1

SIMN'

BLIi.. .'

PULSATE?

APPEAR SOI ID?

HAVE FUZZY F.DCTS?

HAVE OUTLINE?

WOBBLE? < )

VIBRATE? ( )
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Inforespace, n° 95, octobre 1997, 16-70. Modifications sur Internet en 2001 et 2008 
 

 

Étude approfondie et discussion de certaines 
observations du 29 novembre 1989 

 
Auguste Meessen 

Professeur à l'U.C.L. 
 
Les nombreuses observations du 29 novembre 1989 ont permis de prendre rapidement conscience du 

caractère exceptionnel de la « Vague d'OVNI sur la Belgique ». J'en ai fait rapport dans le premier des deux 

livres de la SOBEPS (VOB1 et VOB2, publiés en 1991 et 1994). L'observation la plus remarquable de cette 

soirée était celle des gendarmes von Montigny et Nicoll de la brigade d'Eupen, mais en décembre 1996, elle a fait 

l'objet de contestations. Cela m'a conduit à une nouvelle étude de ce cas. Dans cet article, on trouvera les 

objections soulevées et mes réponses argumentées, mais aussi la transcription de mes interviews de trois 

gendarmes et une série de données objectives. La discussion qui s'est développée est remarquable en elle même, 

puisqu'elle a été franche et directe, mais sereine. En fin de compte, le cas est renforcé, mais chacun pourra en 

juger lui-même.   

 
Les observations des gendarmes Nicoll et von Montigny 

Voici une version abrégée du récit, basé sur les informations que j’avais recueillies en 
décembre 1989. Environ une demi-heure après le coucher du soleil, les gendarmes Hubert von 
Montigny et Heinrich Nicoll roulent sur la route N68 qui mène d'Eupen à la frontière 
allemande. À 17h20, ils découvrent un mystérieux objet qui se tient immobile à environ 120 

m au-dessus d'une prairie. C'est une plate-forme triangulaire, dont la face inférieure est plane 
et horizontale. Elle forme un triangle isocèle, dont deux coins sont coupés 
perpendiculairement à la base, tandis que le bord latéral est vertical et de hauteur constante 
(figure 1).  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 1 : L'ovni observé de très près par les gendarmes von Montigny et Nicoll. 
 
Cet objet est grand, puisque la longueur de la base est évaluée à 30-35 m. La couleur est 

sombre, mais près des coins, il y a trois énormes « phares » d'au moins 2 m de diamètre. Ils 
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sont encastrés et projettent vers le bas une lumière blanche très intense. Ces faisceaux rendent 
l’air très lumineux à l’intérieur de cônes aux bords bien définis. Sur la prairie, il en résulte une 
tache éclairée, d'environ 60 m de diamètre. Puisque le centre de cette tache se trouve à environ 
50 m de la route, la distance d'observation est de l'ordre de 130 m. Au centre du triangle, les 
gendarmes discernent une lumière rouge, nettement moins intense, mais elle clignote 
« comme un gyrophare ». 

Après quelques minutes, l'objet se met en mouvement parallèlement à la route, pointe en 
avant. Il se dirige vers Eynatten, mais on n'entend toujours pas de bruit. Un peu plus loin, 
l'engin s'arrête, tourne sur place de 180° et se meut ensuite le long de la route vers Eupen. Les 
gendarmes ont emprunté une route de crête quasi-parallèle à la N68 et ils suivent cet objet du 
regard. Sa progression à très basse altitude, lente et silencieuse, est observée aussi par sept 

autres témoins indépendants. Ceci inclut la phase où l’objet survole l’hôtel de ville d’Eupen 
et se dirige vers le barrage de la Gileppe.   

Les gendarmes se demandent si c’est un engin militaire d’un nouveau type et 
communiquent par radio avec la caserne d'Eupen, pour qu'on y prenne des renseignements 
auprès des bases militaires. Au dispatching, le gendarme Creutz refuse cependant de 
téléphoner, parce que la description de l’engin lui semble incroyable. Il pense que c’est une 
blague. Arrivés de l’autre côté d’Eupen, au croisement de la rue Haute et de la route de 
Herbesthal, les gendarmes von Montigny et Nicoll se rendent rapidement à la caserne toute 
proche, pour convaincre leur collègue du sérieux de l’affaire. Ils reviennent de suite sur la 
route de crête et y revoient l’objet lumineux qui avance. Ils le tiennent à l’œil, dépassent la rue 
de Verviers et prennent position près de la petite chapelle de Kortenbach, où ils ont une vue 
très dégagée. Ils constatent alors que l’objet s'arrête au-dessus de la tour éclairée de la 

Gileppe et y reste immobile.   

Ils en sont séparés de plus de 4 km. L’objet lumineux se réduit donc pour eux à une « boule 
blanche » presque ponctuelle, mais elle produit un phénomène répétitif, très étrange. Deux 

« faisceaux lumineux rougeâtres » émergent simultanément et horizontalement des côtés du 
corps lumineux. Ces faisceaux à bords parallèles sont assez fins, mais suffisamment lumineux 
pour être visibles à grande distance. Ils s’allongent rapidement, de manière symétrique, les 
extrémités étant marquées par des « boules rouges ». Quand les faisceaux ont atteint une 
longueur de l’ordre du kilomètre, ils disparaissent, tandis que les boules rouges subsistent. 
Elles reviennent vers l’objet central et tournent pendant quelque temps autour de celui-ci, 
avant de disparaître. Après une pause, cela recommence de la même manière. Nous pouvons 
concrétiser ces événements un dessin (figure 2). 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 2 : Représentation schématique de deux phases du « phénomène des boules rouges ». 
 
Ce « spectacle » ne s'arrête que peu avant le départ de le l’objet, à 19h23. En fait, la 

lumière blanche devient de plus en plus petite. Elle s'éloigne sans aller vers la gauche ou la 
droite. La durée totale de l’observation du même objet par les deux gendarmes dépasse donc 
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deux heures. À 18h45, quand ils observent ce qui se passe à Kortenbach, ils ont cependant vu 
surgir un autre objet volant non identifié. Il est parti rapidement, mais d'autres gendarmes, qui 
écoutaient les communications radio, l’ont alors pu le percevoir.  

 
Les objections des « sceptiques » et la nouvelle enquête 

La SOBEPS (Société belge d’étude des phénomènes spatiaux) a finalement pu collecter 
environ 150 témoignages d'observations d'ovnis, faites à différents endroits de la province de 
Liège au cours de la même soirée du 29 novembre 1989. C’est extraordinaire et sans doute  
unique dans toute l'histoire de l'ufologie, mais il en résulte aussi que le cas cité est devenu la 
cible privilégiée de quelques uns de nos contemporains. Ils se déclarent « sceptiques » par 
rapport à la réalité du phénomène ovni, mais sont prêts à croire à n’importe quelle tentative 
d’explication, du moment qu’elle n’implique pas « l'hypothèse extraterrestre ». Nous aurons 
l’occasion de le voir et de le documenter pour le cas qui nous occupe. Le 17 décembre 1996, 
je reçois en effet une lettre accusatrice.  

Elle affirme que la « boule lumineuse » quasi-ponctuelle au-dessus de la Gileppe n'aurait 
été rien d'autre que la planète Vénus. Par conséquent la SOBEPS et en l’occurrence moi-
même, nous aurions trompé le public ! Dix jours plus tard, une seconde lettre du même auteur 
ajoute qu'au début de leurs observations, les gendarmes auraient simplement vu un engin 

convention-nel, probablement un ULM. Ceci ne correspond pas aux témoignages, mais il m’a 
immédiate-ment semblé important de vérifier si l’hypothèse de Vénus était justifiée ou non. 
Ainsi, j’ai été amené à réinterroger les gendarmes, rassembler des informations 
complémentaires et répondre aux objections soulevées au moyen d’arguments scientifiques. 
Ces données ont été commu-niquées aux participants du débat et à une dizaine d'observateurs, 
mais la discussion s'est échelonnée sur plus de six mois.  

La première partie de cet article présente la synthèse des résultats de la nouvelle étude et 
des discussions menées jusqu'au 8 avril 1997. Il s’agit essentiellement du texte que j'avais 
envoyé à cette date aux participants et observateurs, avec quelques modifications pour le 
rendre plus facilement accessible à d’autres lecteurs. La seconde partie fournit la transcription 
des interviews des gendarmes, réalisées en décembre 1989 et en janvier 1997. La troisième 

partie présente la suite de la discussion, qui s'est terminée le 5 juillet 1997. La quatrième 

partie fournit des informations complémentaires pour juger du cas de la Gileppe et du 
dialogue avec des « sceptiques » à cet égard.   

 
 

1. La première synthèse du débat 
 

Les accusations et la menace 
La lettre du 17 décembre l996 m'a surprise aussi bien par sa forme que son contenu. Elle 

venait de M. Paul Vanbrabant, cofondateur du NUFOC (National UFO Center) qui avait 
surgi au moment de la vague. On y avait mené pendant quelque temps des enquêtes couvrant 
la partie néerlandophone du pays. Cette lettre de 3 pages commençait par une accusation très 
grave. Après une recherche superficielle (niet grondig onderzoek), nous serions arrivés à la 
conclusion injustifiée que « d'une part, on ne pouvait pas trouver d'explication 
conventionnelle du phénomène observé et d'autre part, qu'au moins deux objets (ou 
phénomènes) ont circulé au-dessus de la région d'Eupen. » M. Vanbrabant ne retenait que 
celui qui a brusquement surgi à Kortenbach et pensait même que « la nouvelle approche 

permet d'expliquer toutes les autres observations d'ovni de la même soirée. » C’était 
manifestement excessif, quand on considère l’observation rapprochée des deux gendarmes 
(figure 1) et toutes les autres observations faites dans la province de Liège et au-delà (VOB1 
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et VOB2). L’auteur de la lettre affirmait par contre : « Même pour les observations les plus 
importantes, l'enquête est entachée de fautes. Ceci met en doute les autres enquêtes et rapports 
et demande une nouvelle étude approfondie... Des hypothèses qui avaient été exclues doivent 
être revues dans le nouveau contexte. »  

Cette lettre contenait même une menace. Si M. Vanbrabant (analyste à la Kredietbank) 
n'avait pas obtenu de réponse avant la fin de janvier 1997, il diffuserait un document à la 
presse, aux groupements ufologiques les plus importants et sur des sites adéquats d'Internet 
pour dénoncer « l'information fautive » contenue dans le livre de la SOBEPS. L'auteur ne se 
contentait pas d'écrire qu'il « mettait en doute aussi bien les observations des gendarmes que 
les conclusions qui en ont été tirées ». Il affirmait aussi que les vérifications astronomiques, 
effectuées avec le Dr. Ronny Blomme, astrophysicien à l'Observatoire Royal, lui permettaient 
de « présenter des preuves suffisantes pour expliquer les observations des gendarmes comme 
étant dues à la planète Vénus. » Une copie de cette lettre fut envoyée à 16 autres personnes.  

L’auteur semblait être décidé et sûr de lui. Voici les arguments avancés, en les ordonnant: 
(1) Des programmes astronomiques auraient démontré que « Vénus se trouvait dans la 
direction d'observation, avec une très forte magnitude. » (2) Le ciel était parfaitement dégagé 
et « la thèse que les deux gendarmes n'auraient pas vu la planète est fortement douteuse ». (3) 
Les gendarmes ont interrompu leurs observations, lors du passage à la caserne d'Eupen. Ceci 
les aurait amenés « à supposer après leur arrivée à Kortenbach qu'ils voyaient au loin le 
même objet/phénomène au-dessus de la Gileppe » que celui qu'ils avaient découvert de l'autre 
côté de la ville. (4) Quant au phénomène des boules rouges, les gendarmes auraient seulement 
vu une boule lumineuse, dont des rayons lumineux semblaient émerger de temps en temps 
(een heldere lichtgevende bol waaruit, schijnbar, met onregelmatige pulsen, lichtstralen leken 
weg te schieten). Ce n’est pas conforme à ce qui fut réellement observé, mais M. Vanbrabant 
se permettait de lancer des piques : « Des astronomes et normalement aussi les ufologues, 
sont bien au courant des effets qu'une planète de la magnitude de Vénus peut produire près de 
l'horizon. » D’après l’auteur de la lettre, il faudrait attribuer les rayons et les boules rouges à 
des « réfractions de la lumière dans notre atmosphère polluée ». 

J'ai appris plus tard qu’au cours de l'été 1996, Paul Vanbrabant avait remarqué dans le ciel 
la présence d’un corps très lumineux. C’était Vénus ! Il l'avait signalé à Wim Van Utrecht. Ce 
sceptique, responsable du groupe Caelestia, préparait à ce moment un article sur la « vague 
belge » pour un livre qui serait édité en Angleterre à l'occasion des 50 années d'ufologie 
(1947-1997). Il s’est empressé d’y inclure le « scoop » : La lumière observée par les deux 
gendarmes au-dessus de la tour de la Gileppe ne serait pas un ovni, mais la planète Vénus.  

Dès le lendemain de la réception de sa première lettre, j'ai déjà téléphoné à M. Vanbrabant 
pour lui dire que je trouvais « l'hypothèse de Vénus » intéressante, qu'il fallait l'examiner et 
que je m'engageais à le faire. J'exprimais cependant très nettement ma réprobation vis-à-vis de 
la méthode des menaces. Elle n'est pas d'usage dans les relations humaines et certainement pas 
en sciences. Pour que la recherche puisse s'effectuer dans de bonnes conditions, je demandais 
une copie des données astronomiques qui semblaient justifier sa démarche. Je donnais 
l'assurance que les résultats de mon étude seraient présentés (quels qu'ils soient) lors d'une 
réunion semi-publique. Différentes personnes intéressées par ce problème y seraient invitées, 
mais ce groupe resterait limité. Cette réunion n’a eu lieu que le 22 février 1997, pour des 
raisons d'agenda de certaines personnes. 

 
Les vraies données astronomiques  

J’ai vérifié déjà avant la fin de l'année 1996 comment le ciel étoilé devait apparaître quand 
on regardait le 29 novembre 1989 de l'endroit où se trouvaient les gendarmes vers le barrage 
de la Gileppe. Je l'ai fait au moyen du programme « Tellstar » et j'ai reporté les données 
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numériques sur un diagramme, pour y faire apparaître la trajectoire apparente de Vénus et du 
Soleil (figure 3). Ces deux corps astronomiques sont toujours assez proches l’un de l’autre. 
J'ai également déterminé la direction de la tour éclairée par une mesure très précise, effectuée 
sur une carte géographique à grande échelle (IGN, 1/10.000). Cette direction (205°) est 
indiquée par une flèche. Un des gendarmes m’avait dit que « la lumière » s’était immobilisée 
au-dessus de la tour. L’autre disait qu’elle se trouvait plus haut que la tour, mais un peu à 

gauche de celle-ci. Puisque les gendarmes ont pris position près de la chapelle de Kortenbach 
vers 18h30, Vénus se trouvait déjà à plus de 10° vers la droite de la tour (figure 3).  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 3 : Trajectoires de Vénus et du Soleil pour  Kortenbach près d'Eupen. Les chiffres correspondent à l’heure 
locale et le trait interrompu à la position de Vénus quand  l’ovni s’est éloigné au-dessus de la tour. 

 
Je me demandais pourquoi les données du Dr. Ronny Blomme, travaillant à l'Observatoire 

Royal, étaient différentes des miennes. M. Vanbrabant me les envoya le 10 janvier. Ce 
n'étaient que des cartes globales du ciel entre 16h15 et 21h, en temps universel. Les 
contestataires ont oublié d'y ajouter une heure pour obtenir l'heure locale. En effectuant cette 
correction, les résultats fournis correspondaient aux points ouverts derrière les points noirs 
(figure 2). Le relèvement est normal, puisque le programme d’ordinateur de M. Blomme tient 
compte de la réfraction atmosphérique, tandis que le mien ne le fait pas. L’objet s’est éloigné 
vers 19h30, juste derrière la tour, mais la planète se couche alors à 230°, tandis que la tour se 
trouve à 205° par rapport au Nord. Finalement, Vénus se trouve donc à 25° de la tour. Je 
conseille de découper un angle de 25° et de viser l’horizon pour constater qu’on ne peut pas se 
tromper d’un angle aussi important. En outre, la planète Vénus est descendue vers l’horizon 
au lieu de rester stationnaire au-dessus de la tour. L’hypothèse de Vénus est intenable !  

 
Les observations des gendarmes 

Rappelons que les gendarmes von Montigny et Nicoll étaient très étonnés par ce qu’ils ont 
découvert à 17h20. Ils ont donc observé cet objet avec grande attention. Il était immobile et 
tous près, tandis que les témoins étaient assis dans leur combi, arrêté au bord de la route. C’est 
leur description de l’objet et des lumières qu’il produisait qui m’a permis de réaliser le dessin 
qui résume ces données (figure 1). Une confusion avec un ULM peut être exclue, à cause de 
l’immobilité et du silence de cet engin. Les gendarmes se sont d’ailleurs étonnés de ce silence 
(VOB1.17). Il faut tenir compte aussi des dimensions de l’objet, de l’énergie nécessaire pour 
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produire les faisceaux lumineux et des caractéristiques remarquables de ceux-ci. Quand cet 
objet s’est mis à « voler », il a tourné sur place de 180°. Malheureusement, les « sceptiques » 
ne tiennent pas compte des données réelles du problème posé. Ils les transforment. Ainsi, ils  
supposent aussi qu’il y eut une césure entre l’observation initiale des gendarmes et celle qu’ils 
ont faite à la Gileppe, afin de pouvoir proposer l’hypothèse de Vénus. 

Le vol de cet objet vers Eupen et au-dessus de la ville a pourtant été observé par différents 
témoins et en particulier par les gendarmes. À partir de la rue Haute, au moins celui qui n’était 
pas au volant a pu suivre l’objet des yeux et se rendre compte de la régularité de sa 
progression. Après leur bref passage à la caserne, ils ont revu l’objet. Ils se sont même arrêtés 
parfois, pour mieux l’observer, sans être gênés par des arbres ou d’autres obstacles. Arrivés 
sur la hauteur de Kortenbach, ils ont constaté que l’objet s’est immobilisé au-dessus de la 
haute tour panoramique de la Gileppe et qu’il y restait ensuite parfaitement stationnaire. La 
tour éclairée fournissait un excellent repère et en outre, il y eut le phénomène des boules 
rouges. Cela exclut déjà toute possibilité de confusion de type astronomique. J'avais 
mentionné explicitement qu'en revenant à la route de crête, les gendarmes « revoient l'ovni. Il 
se déplace vers le barrage de la Gileppe » (VOB.1.23). Monsieur Vanbrabant n’en a pas tenu 
compte.  

Je voulais cependant réinterroger les gendarmes, pour tester « l'hypothèse de Venus » de 
manière plus approfondie. Si j’avais pu l’étayer, je n'aurais pas hésité à le reconnaître 
publiquement. J'en ai fourni la preuve par l'analyse des enregistrements radar des chasseurs F-
16 au cours de la nuit du 30/31 mars 1990 et celle des observations visuelles des gendarmes 
qui ont déclenché l’intervention de la Force Aérienne (VOB.2.387-414). Seule la vérité est 

importante. J'attends la même probité intellectuelle de la part des contestataires.  
 

La nouvelle enquête 
La vérification des données astronomiques constitua la première étape de mon enquête, 

mais entre-temps, j'avais reçu également un courrier de M. Jacques Bonabot qui dirige le 
GESAG (Groupement d'Etude des Sciences d'Avant-Garde). C'était la copie d'une lettre qu'il 
envoya le 27 décembre 1996 à M. Vanbrabant, en réponse à sa lettre du 17 décembre. M. 
Bonabot affirmait que le lac de la Gileppe n'était pas visible à partir de la hauteur de 
Kortenbach. Cela résulterait d'un relevé, effectué au moyen d'une carte géographique. Notons 
cependant que le lac était de toute manière invisible dans l'obscurité et que les gendarmes ont 
seulement dit qu'ils ont vu la tour de la Gileppe, au-dessus de la quelle la « lumière » est 
restée stationnaire. J’ai vérifié au moyen d’une carte géographique à très grande échelle (IGN, 
1/10.000) que le sommet de la tour panoramique était effectivement visible, malgré la pointe 
rocheuse intermédiaire. Pour cela, j’ai fait un relevé très détaillé du relief suivant la direction 
d’observation, de la chapelle de Kortenbach vers la tour panoramique et même au-delà, pour 
vérifier aussi si l’objet pouvait vraiment partir en ligne droite. Nous y reviendrons (figure 8). 

Ces problèmes étant résolus, je devais m’occuper du fait que M. Bonabot mettait en doute 
la première partie des observations des gendarmes. Sa première justification était simplement 
que « c'est trop beau pour être vrai », mais il avançait aussi un autre argument. Partant du fait 
que l’objet volant avait rebroussé chemin (VOB.1.18) et de l’idée qu’il pourrait s’agir d’un 
ULM, il avait examiné une carte de la région pour savoir s'il y avait un obstacle qui aurait pu 
gêner le pilote de l’ULM. Il a découvert une ligne électrique de haute tension, ce qui l’amena 
à conclure que « tout semble correspondre à un petit engin... bien terrestre... dont le pilote se 
trouve tout à coup confronté avec un dangereux obstacle ». J’ai d’abord vérifié au moyen de 
cartes s’il avait raison et ensuite, en me rendant sur place. Cette enquête sera détaillée plus 
loin, mais je peux déjà dire que l’hypothèse d’un ULM, gêné par un obstacle, n’a pas été 
confortée.  
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La réunion et la discussion approfondie 
Elle eut lieu le 22 février 1997 dans les locaux de la SOBEPS, en présence de différents 

observateurs et en particulier du professeur Emile Schweicher de l'Ecole Royale Militaire. 
C'est un scientifique et il connaît les trois langues nationales qui furent utilisées au cours de la 
réunion. Il avait accepté ma demande de présider cette réunion. J’y ai évidemment présenté 
les données astronomiques (figure 2) et topographiques (figure 8), mais cette réunion devait 
être consacrée surtout à l'écoute des enregistrements des différentes interviews des 

gendarmes, réalisées en allemand. La bande sonore initiale était accompagnée d'une 
traduction française que je présentais simultanément par rétroprojecteur. Il me semblait  
important, en effet, qu'on puisse percevoir les émotions et le climat des entretiens, tout en 
ayant la possibilité de vérifier que ma transcription était complète et fidèle. Je n'étais pas 
encore décidé à fournir ces textes, mais je l'ai fait le 8 avril. On les trouvera dans la seconde 
partie de cet article.  

J'ai commencé par une partie de l'enregistrement de l'interview initiale du gendarme von 

Montigny, réalisée en décembre 1989. Puisque le gendarme Nicoll s'était déjà exprimé dans 
les médias, je lui ai seulement téléphoné à ce moment pour savoir s'il avait également vu le 
« phénomène des boules rouges » et comment il le décrivait. En vue de la nouvelle enquête, 
j’ai repris contact avec M. von Montigny. Le 20 janvier 1997, je l'ai rencontré près de la 
chapelle de Kortenbach. Ensuite, je me suis rendu avec lui à la tour panoramique et à l’endroit 
des premières observations. Nous avons enregistré l'interview à son domicile et après cela, je 
me suis rendu immédiatement chez M. Nicoll, sans avertissement préalable. Je remercie 
Messieurs von Montigny et Nicoll de m'avoir permis de les réinterroger, puisqu'ils refusent 
toute autre interview pour la raison suivante : « nous avons dit ce qu'il y avait à dire. »  

Il faut noter qu’avant la réunion, il y eut quelques réactions atténuantes de la part de mes 
contradicteurs. Le 10 février, M. Vanbrabant m'envoya une lettre, où il me remerciait de mes 
« réactions » à sa lettre du 17 décembre et « du temps que j'avais consacré à ce cas ». Il 
regrettait que M. Van Utrecht avait déjà inclus l'hypothèse de Vénus dans son texte, sans 
qu’elle ne soit établie (ondertussen is het kwaad al an het geschieden,... daar het nog lang niet 
zeker is of dit degelijk zo is). Quant à sa propre interpellation qu’il m’avait adressée, il 
m’expliqua maintenant que « l'hypothèse de Vénus est seulement une question que je me pose 
et à laquelle moi, je ne trouve pas de réponse. »  

Le 27 janvier, M. Bonabot avait écrit à M. Vanbrabant: « le phénomène (au-dessus de la 
Gileppe) semble dépasser la simple perception d'une planète. J'y décèle une certaine étrangeté. 
Je crois donc... que nous ne pouvons pas détruire toute la structure de cette journée du 29 
novembre 1989. » Au moment de la réunion, j'ai demandé à M. Van Utrecht s'il était encore 
possible de modifier son texte, mais il disait que ce n'était pas le cas. En fait, il m’a transmis 
ensuite une copie de la lettre qu'il avait envoyée le 13 février à l'éditeur du livre. Il n’y retirait 
pas son article, mais indiquait que la position angulaire de Vénus par rapport à la direction 
comporte une incertitude de 15°. Cela correspond au déplacement de Vénus pendant une 
heure, mais d’après ce qui précède, les données astronomiques et observationnelles sont bien 
plus précises que cela. L’écart initial et l’écart final n’ont pas été mentionnés.  

Ceux qui avaient proposé l'hypothèse de Vénus et celle d'un ULM avaient eu l'occasion de 
faire valoir tous leurs arguments au cours des deux mois qui précédaient la réunion du 22 
février. Elle devait donc être consacrée uniquement à l'exposé des nouvelles données. Des 
remarques et objections ont été formulées après cela, surtout par Wim Van Utrecht. Elles 
seront reprises dans la suite. Il y eut une certaine excitation, conduisant à des discussions en 
petits groupes et j'ai dû redemander l'attention générale pour ajouter d’autres précisions. Elles 
concernaient l'endroit où les premières observations des gendarmes avaient eu lieu et mon 
enquête sur place, pour savoir si l’hypothèse d’un ULM pouvait être justifiée par la présence 
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d’un obstacle qui aurait forcé le pilote à rebrousser chemin. L'astronome Ronny Blomme est 
venu à la fin de la réunion, mais je n'ai entendu aucune objection ou remarque de sa part. 

Il est vrai qu’il ne restait pas assez de temps pour une discussion approfondie et qu’on 
n'avait surtout pas assez de recul pour la rendre fructueuse. M Vanbrabant accepta d’écrire le 
rapport de la réunion et on a spontanément adopté la meilleure procédure pour aboutir à une 

discussion équilibrée, réfléchie et sereine. Chacun s'exprimerait par écrit, après mure 
réflexion et dans sa propre langue. Le rapport de la réunion fut déjà rédigé le lendemain et 
envoyé à tous les participants. M. Vantuyne qui était présent à la réunion m'a directement 
envoyé une copie du rapport concernant ce que les deux gendarmes avaient dit le 9 décembre 
1989 devant un groupe de journalistes. Ensuite, j'ai reçu les documents suivants: (1) Une lettre 
de 2 pages de M. Bonabot, datée du 3 mars. (2) Six pages en petits caractères de M. 
Vanbrabant, datées du 20 mars et intitulées « notes et conclusions ». (3)  Un texte provisoire 
de 4 pages en petits caractères de M. Van Utrecht, envoyée le 4 mars. La version définitive, 
traduite en français, ne fut expédiée que le 28 mars. D'après son titre, c'était une « réfutation » 

de mes conclusions. Disposant de tous ces éléments, j'ai rédigé une synthèse, reprenant tous 
ces éléments et mes réponses. Ce texte, envoyé le 8 avril 1997 aux participants, constitue la 
base de ce qui suit. 

 
Analyse de l'hypothèse de Vénus 

Les derniers témoins qui ont observé l'ovni à Eupen ont constaté qu'il traversait la rue de 
Verviers et s'éloignait vers le barrage de la Gileppe. Les gendarmes ont également observé 
qu’il se déplaçait vers là, mais dans sa lettre du 20 mars, M. Vanbrabant fait remarquer que si 
les gendarmes ont vu le mouvement quand ils roulaient eux-mêmes vers Garnstock, il se peut 
qu'ils aient été victimes d'une illusion. On sait en effet que la Lune, observée à partir d'une 
voiture qui roule, donne l'impression de suivre la voiture.  

Les interviews des gendarmes ont cependant révélé qu’ils ont déjà revu l'objet à la 

caserne. Pour en savoir plus, j'ai téléphoné à M. Nicoll et je lui ai demandé: « Pourquoi avez-
vous regardé par la fenêtre ? » La réponse était simple et directe: « Puisque Creutz restait 
incrédule, j'ai dit: regarde, le voilà ! » J'ai alors demandé: « Est-ce qu'à ce moment, la 
‘lumière’ était au repos ou en mouvement ? » La réponse fut particulièrement éclairante: « Je 
l'ai vue à travers les branches d'un grand hêtre. Il est situé à environ 10 m de la fenêtre et il 
atteint à peu près 15 m. Nous nous trouvions (au 1er étage) à 4 m du sol. L'arbre était dénudé et 

la lumière passait d'une branche à l'autre. » Ici, il n'y a plus d'illusion possible : les 
gendarmes n'étaient pas en mouvement et le mouvement de l'objet était apprécié par rapport à 
des repères fixes. Il était lent, mais bien plus rapide que celui de Vénus !  

J'ai demandé de suite à M. Nicoll s'il se souvenait de la direction où la lumière se trouvait à 
ce moment. Il répondit: « au-delà des maisons de la rue de Verviers, dans la direction de 
l'ancien abattoir. » Cela correspond à Rotenberg. Au moyen d'une carte de la ville d'Eupen, 
j'ai trouvé que vu de la caserne d'Eupen, ce lieu se situe à 166° par rapport au Nord. Puisque 
les gendarmes sont passés à la caserne vers 18h00, Vénus se trouvait alors à environ 210° 
(figure 2). Il n’y a pas de confusion possible. Il apparaît aussi que l'ovni avait encore du 
chemin à parcourir et que les gendarmes ont donc pu le voir progresser vers la Gileppe. 
D'après le rapport de M. Vantuyne, ils se sont parfois arrêtés en cours de route pour observer. 
Ils se sont arrêtés en particulier près des « anciennes bornes kilométriques », relativement 
proches de la chapelle de Kortenbach.  

Le fait qu’ils ont vu l'arrivée et l'immobilisation de l'objet au-dessus de la tour éclairée 
contredit également l’hypothèse de Vénus, mais M. Vanbrabant s'inquiète encore de la vue 
des gendarmes. Je savais qu'à l'époque, ils ne portaient pas de lunettes. En janvier 1997, ils 
m'ont confirmé tous les deux que leur vue est encore excellente. M. Nicoll porte seulement 
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des lunettes pour lire. Notons qu'une bonne vue est professionnellement importante pour des 
gendarmes et que de toute manière, il n’était pas tellement difficile d’apprécier l'immobilité et 
la position de la « boule lumineuse » par rapport à la tour éclairée. Puisque M. von Montigny 
a dit que l'objet était stationnaire au-dessus de la tour, tandis que M. Nicoll a précisé que 
c'était « un peu à gauche » de celle-ci, M. Van Utrecht suggère qu'un troisième aurait pu le 
voir à droite. Ne prenons pas nos désirs pour la réalité. Les deux déclarations ne sont même 
pas contradictoires, puisque l'objet pouvait se trouver au-dessus de la tour, mais légèrement à 
gauche. Cela ne réduirait pas, mais augmenterait l’écart initial entre Vénus et cette lumière.  

Les gendarmes ont précisé par ailleurs qu'en progressant lentement, « cela arrivait à peu 
près à la hauteur de la tour » et quand l'objet est resté immobile, il ne se trouvait « pas beau-

coup plus haut ». Le sommet de la tour se trouvait presque au niveau des yeux des gendarmes, 
puisque l’angle d’élévation était seulement un peu supérieur à 1° (figure 8). Vénus se trouvait 
à ce moment plus haut dans le ciel (à environ 6°), mais déjà assez bien vers le droite de la 
tour. Les mécanismes de la perception visuelle sont cependant tels que les angles d'élévation 
sont surévalués sur la voûte céleste et cela d'autant plus fortement qu'on se rapproche de 
l'horizon (M. Minnaert, De Natuurkunde van't vrije veld, I.184). Ceci s’ajoute aux effets de la 
réfraction atmosphérique. Il en résulte que le coucher de Vénus était un peu retardé, mais il 
eut lieu à 25° de la tour, au-dessus de la quelle l’autre lumière s’éloigna en ligne droite. 
Monsieur Van Utrecht a objecté que si les gendarmes avaient réellement vu un ovni lumineux 
au-dessus de la tour, ils auraient dû signaler la présence de Vénus. N’oublions pas que pour 
eux, il s’agissait de l’objet qu’ils avaient découvert (figure 1) et qu’il produisait le phénomène 
des boules rouges (figure 2). Par rapport à cela, le ciel étoilé n'avait aucun intérêt.  

M. Vanbrabant fait remarquer que les gendarmes auraient très bien pu rouler jusqu'au pied 

de la tour panoramique, en suivant le chemin qui descend vers Membach. Ce changement de 
perspective nous aurait été bien utile, mais les gendarmes avaient leurs raisons pour ne pas s’y 
rendre. La hauteur où ils se trouvaient procurait une vue très dégagée, permettant de bien voir 
le phénomène des boules rouges et aussi le départ de l’objet. Ils devaient s'y attendre et ne 
voulaient sans doute pas le rater. On leur disait d'ailleurs par radio de continuer leurs 
observations, puisque les militaires ne s'expliquaient pas la présence de cet objet bizarre. Les 
gendarmes restaient cependant en service de garde (Bereitschaftsdienst). Ils devaient donc 
pouvoir intervenir immédiatement en cas de vol, d'accident ou d'autres problèmes. En outre, 
ils se trouvaient à la limite du district d'Eupen. Pour aller enquêter plus loin, ils auraient dû 
demander l'autorisation à Verviers. J'ai cherché et fait rechercher d'autres témoins qui auraient 
pu voir l'ovni à partir de Membach, mais je n'en ai pas trouvé. Le soir du 29 novembre 1989, 
on ne savait pas encore dans la région qu'il pouvait être intéressant de lever les yeux vers le 
ciel et la tour éclairée n'avait rien de neuf.  

Messieurs Van Utrecht et Vanbrabant ne mettent pas en doute l'honnêteté des gendarmes 
de manière frontale, mais ils transforment leurs récits. Ils ont même essayé de discréditer 

leurs témoignages, en insistant sur la flexibilité de la mémoire et la possibilité de 
déformations subjectives des perceptions visuelles. Au cours de la réunion du 22 février, M. 
Van Utrecht faisait valoir aussi que les confusions astronomiques sont fréquentes, d'après une 
étude qui portait sur 1307 cas (A. Hendry, The UFO Handbook, 1979, p. 22 et 102).  

Voyons cela de plus près. L’échantillon choisi était tel que 1158 lumières nocturnes sur 
1307 semblent avoir pu être identifiées comme étant des objets astronomiques. Cet ensemble 
fut utilisé pour comparer les chances de méprises en fonction de la profession. Des policiers 
au sens large (law enforcement) se seraient trompés dans 94 % des cas. Leur formation ne 
comporte pas l’observation du ciel étoilé, mais il est déraisonnable de croire qu’ils se 
trompent quand ils regardent un grand objet insolite à une distance de l’ordre de 130 m et 
continuent à observer son comportement inattendu pendant deux heures ?  
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Le phénomène des boules rouges 

Les deux gendarmes ont décrit l’apparition périodique de faisceaux rougeâtres et des 
boules rouges, effectuant un étrange manège (figure 3). Dans sa lettre du 17 décembre 1996, 
M. Vanbrabant a essayé d’en rendre compte en parlant de réfractions atmosphériques. Le 20 
mars 1997, après avoir entendu les témoignages des gendarmes, il nota encore toujours que 
les rayons qui relient Vénus aux yeux peuvent être déviés par réfraction atmosphérique. Il 
ajouta qu’il peut y avoir aussi des perturbations de la perception visuelle, sans préciser les 
mécanismes dans l’un et l’autre cas. M. Van Utrecht en a cherché dans la littérature, puisqu’il 
cite 6 références concernant la réfraction anormale, mais il reconnait qu'il n'a pas trouvé 
d’explication détaillée de ce qui a été observé. Dans sa lettre du 28 mars, il écrit : « La 
manière avec laquelle deux rayons rouges latéraux peuvent apparaître par scintillation ou 
réfraction ne trouve pas immédiatement une explication dans la littérature spécialisée. » Au 
risque de le décevoir, je dois dire que ce ne sera  pas possible.  

Je connais bien les mécanismes des réfractions atmosphériques anormales. Je les ai étudiés 
entre autres à l’occasion des problèmes posés par les signaux radar des F-16 au cours de la 
nuit du 30/31 mars 1990 et des observations visuelles des gendarmes qui furent à l’origine de 
leur intervention. J’ai montré que dans le second cas, il était nécessaire de tenir compte de 
réfractions locales, anormalement importantes (VOB2.407-414), mais il ne s'agissait que de 
scintillations de grande ampleur. Ni l’allongement progressif des rayons horizontaux, ni le 
comportement étrange des boules rouges, répété de manière identique, ni la durée totale du 
phénomène, ni la constance des couleurs ne peuvent s’expliquer de cette manière. M. Van 
Utrecht a courageusement proposé une idée personnelle pour essayer de rendre compte de la 
périodicité du phénomène. Le 4 et le 28 mars, il affirme en effet « qu'une couche d'inversion 

ondulante se déplaça en direction des témoins oculaires et la lumière de Vénus a donc été 
réfléchie à certains moments sur cette couche miroitante ». Il ajoute : « Il me semble 
intéressant de recueillir l'opinion d'astronomes ou de météorologistes à cet égard ».  

Au lieu d'une opinion, je peux fournir des données objectives et des arguments logiques. 
En optique atmosphérique, c’est le profil des températures en fonction de l'altitude qui 
importe. À partir des résultats des sondages effectués le 29 novembre 1989 par l’Institut 
Royal Météoro-logue à Uccle/Bruxelles, j’ai établi un graphique (figure 4). Le temps était 
déterminé par une large zone de haute pression, centrée sur l'Europe centrale. Il faisait beau 
pendant la journée, avec des gelées nocturnes, ce qui est confirmé par la figure. À minuit, le 
sol refroidissait l'atmosphère jusqu'à environ 500 m. À midi, le Soleil réchauffait le sol et 
donc aussi la basse atmosphère. Dans la soirée, il en résultait seulement une faible inversion 
de température. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 4 : Résultats des sondages de l'atmosphère à Uccle. 
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Je remercie le professeur Quinet de l'IRM de m'avoir transmis au début de 1997 les 
résultats des sondages effectués le même jour à Saint Hubert. Les profils des températures y 
étaient très semblables à ceux de la figure 4 pour Uccle. Il faut cependant une forte inversion 
de tempéra-ture, donnant lieu un changement presque discontinu de l’indice de réfraction, 
pour qu’une réflexion puisse y avoir lieu et produire un mirage supérieur. Des rayons 
lumineux qui touchent la couche d'inversion en venant d'en bas sont alors déviés vers le bas, 
comme si c'était un miroir. Normalement, cela ne se produit qu’au-dessus de la mer et pour 
des latitudes voisines des pôles, en produisant des images de vaisseaux lointains ou d'îles 
cachées de la vision directe par la courbure de la Terre (V.Mézentsev, Phénomènes étranges 

dans l'atmosphère et sur la Terre, Mir, 1970, 26). Physiquement, cela résulte du fait que l’air 
froid est plus dense et que la vitesse de propagation de la lumière y est donc plus petite. On 
peut observer un effet analogue quand on regarde la face inférieure de l'eau dans un verre, 
l’eau étant plus dense que l’air. Dans l’air atmosphérique, l'angle par rapport à l'horizontale à 
partir duquel il y aura réflexion totale est cependant beaucoup plus petit. 

Même si les conditions y étaient favorables, il faudrait dès lors que les rayons viennent d'en 
bas suivant une incidence pratiquement rasante. Un mirage de Vénus ne serait que de courte 

durée et l’on devrait alors voir deux lumières superposées. Il s’agit de l'image directe et de 
l'image obtenue par réflexion (figure 6). On a effectivement signalé un cas de ce genre pour 
Vénus (W. Viezee, Optical mirage, in Scientific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects, E. 
Condon, Bantam, 641). Ce qui fut observé à la Gileppe était tout à fait différent.  

Considérons maintenant ce qui résulterait d'une couche d'inversion ondulante, progressant 
vers les témoins. Puisque le rayon réfléchi doit toujours se trouver dans le plan formé par le 
rayon incident et la normale au miroir local, on devrait voir des mirages qui montent et 

descendent dans un plan vertical au-dessus de Vénus. Des fluctuations locales de la couche 
d'inversion produiraient donc une traînée lumineuse verticale et non pas horizontale. Cet effet 
est d'ailleurs bien connu, mais de manière inversée pour le soleil qui se couche au-dessus de la 
mer. On voit alors une traînée de reflets, reliant la source à l'observateur. Il n'y aurait jamais 

des rayons horizontaux et encore moins des variations symétriques des longueurs et une 

rotation des « boules rouges » autour de la lumière centrale (figure 2). Je suis d’accord avec 
M. Van Utrecht quand il demande qu'on se souvienne du « rasoir d'Occam » et qu'on 
choisisse la solution la plus logique, mais ce n'est pas la sienne !  

Quand nous adoptons l’hypothèse ET, nous pouvons dire par contre que le phénomène des 
faisceaux délimités latéralement et de longueur variable, ainsi que les boules rouges, devient 
un cas particulier d’un ensemble d’observations connues. On parle de « lumière solide », mais 
c’est seulement de l’air excité par une autre radiation qui est devenu lumineux. Je pense que 
cela implique des « ondes de plasma » et que ceux-ci interviennent aussi, mais d’une autre 
manière, pour la « foudre en boule ». Ce sont des exemples des questions très intéressantes 
qu’un physicien peut se poser, en examinant le phénomène ovni et d’autres anomalies 
connues. Notons que les gendarmes von Montigny et Nicoll ont observés au début des 
« faisceaux lumineux » dans un cône bien délimité (figure 1) et qu’à d’autres endroits, on a 
même observé au cours de la vague belge des « faisceaux lumineux tronqués ». Des « boules 
rouges » ont également été observées plusieurs fois au cours de la vague belge. Cela rend ce 
phénomène particulier moins extravagant, bien qu’il soit plutôt rare. 

 
Une signification possible du spectacle  

L’hypothèse de Vénus étant exclue, de même que celle d’un engin conventionnel ou d’une 
simple erreur de perception, quand on s’en tient aux faits observés et à des arguments 
rationnels, nous devons nous demander si l’hypothèse extraterrestre pourrait en rendre 
compte. Dans ce cas, il est possible qu’il y ait des applications de  la physique des plasmas, 
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mais pourquoi en ferait-on usage de cette manière ? En 1991, j'avais indiqué que les deux 
faisceaux lumineux minces, observés dans le cas de la Gileppe, pourraient correspondre à une 

antenne dipolaire. Un plasma serait en effet électriquement conducteur et deux faisceaux 
opposés de grande longueur pourraient être déployés pour émettre des ondes EM de très 
grande longueur d’onde et donc de très basse fréquence (ELF). Ce n’est pas la seule 
explication possible.  

Si nous acceptons comme « hypothèse de travail », que les ovnis pourraient être des engins 
d'origine extraterrestre, nous devons être logiques. Des civilisations ET beaucoup plus 
anciennes et techniquement plus avancées que la nôtre, capables de venir nous visiter, savent 
évidemment qu’un contact direct aura d’énormes conséquences sur notre civilisation. Il serait 
donc normal qu’ils ne brusquent rien, mais nous offrent l’occasion de nous rendre compte 
nous-mêmes de leur présence. Or, la caractéristique générale du phénomène ovni est que ces 

manifestations sont à la fois provocantes et discrètes. Au cours de la vague belge, les ovnis se 
sont souvent comportés comme s’ils voulaient être vus, mais les apparitions étaient évasives. 
Cela ne facilite pas l’identification, mais est compatible avec l’idée qu’on essaye de nous faire 

réfléchir ou qu’on veut tester le degré de maturation de notre civilisation. Cette idée est peut-
être choquante, mais elle n’est pas absurde. La vague belge acquiert aussi plus de sens, 
puisque la Belgique est le siège de différents organismes internationaux, y compris l'OTAN. 
Le fait qu’il y eut une irruption massive d’ovnis d’un type inattendu, sans atterrissages et 
autres rencontres peut alors faire partie d’une stratégie. 

Les événements du 29 novembre 1989 et en particulier les observations de l’ovni qui nous 
intéresse ici s’inscrivent bien dans un scénario de ce genre. Le gendarme Nicoll m’a dit que ce 
qu’il voyait à la Gileppe lui donnait l’impression d’être tellement précis et bien réglé, qu’il a  
pensé à un engin (terrestre, mais inconnu), effectuant des mesures. Ce qu’il voyait ne l’a pas 
fait penser à un phénomène naturel. Même dans le cadre du phénomène ovni, cela ne devait 
pas être nécessairement un effet du hasard. Cela pouvait être un « spectacle » mis en scène 
pour étonner ceux qui avaient montré de l’intérêt pour cet engin. 

Le 20 mars 1997, M. Vanbrabant a réagi autrement en ce qui concerne les gendarmes : 
« Le fait qu'ils auraient pu voir de leur position deux rayons de lumière horizontaux également 
longs des deux côtés me semble incroyablement accidentel, comme si tout ce show était fait à 

leur intention. » Dans ce cas, ce ne serait justement pas accidentel, d’après ce que je viens de 
dire. Cela aurait un sens. M. Vanbrabant perçoit également que cet événement a l’air de ne pas 
être dû au hasard, mais il en tire une autre conclusion. Il estime que ce particularisme et 
l’absence d'autres témoins sont « deux faits qui à eux seuls me semblent assez forts pour 
considérer leur récit comme une interprétation erronée de Vénus ». Il faudrait cependant que 
cette possibilité ne soit pas contredite par d’autres arguments. Y-aurait-il une autre possibilité 
que des réfractions atmosphériques ? 

 
Des perturbations de la vision oculaire  

Messieurs Vanbrabant et Van Utrecht signalent à juste titre que des corps célestes tels que 
Vénus, Jupiter, Saturne ou Sirius peuvent produire des effets visuels déroutants. Ils se basent 
d'ailleurs sur un article de Michel Bougard (Inforespace, hors série n°8, 1984, 26-32), où l'on 
trouve une série d’exemples concrets de méprises. Passons sur les rentrées de fusées ou de 
satellites et sur les distorsions produites par des jumelles mal réglées. Des corps célestes 
peuvent être perçus de manière inhabituelle ! Dans un cas, on a signalé deux « lignes 
rouges », mais l'une était horizontale et l'autre verticale. Le dessin du témoin montre que ce 
n'étaient pas simplement deux lignes, mais peu importe, car dans d'autres cas, on a même vu 
des « flèches très brillantes » et de « nombreux rayons multicolores » qui semblaient émerger 
d'une lumière quasi-ponctuelle. On a également signalé des variations de grandeur et de 
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formes, avec appari-tion de pointes. M. Bougard a eu le mérite de scruter les dossiers de la 
SOBEPS, pour montrer que cela existe, mais il n'en a pas conclu que ces témoins ont 
simplement dû fabuler. Il dit que « les sociopsychologues ont des idées confuses à cet égard » 
et trop souvent, « le débat l'a emporté » Il est donc utile, voire nécessaire d'apprendre à mieux 
connaître des effets de ce genre et de chercher à les comprendre.  

C'est ce que je propose de faire, en partant d’idées connues (M. Minnaert, op. cit. 121-123). 
Certaines personnes voient facilement, quand ils observent une lumière intense très 
concentrée, un ensemble de rayons très longs et très nets. Ils forment deux faisceaux 

divergents orientés respectivement vers le bas et le haut (figure 5.a). Parfois, il n'y a qu'un seul 
faisceau. Cela résulte du fait que les glandes lacrymogènes peuvent humecter le globe oculaire 
de manière excessive. Le liquide transparent s'accumule alors au bord des paupières 
inférieures et supérieures, tandis que la tension superficielle tend à former des gouttelettes. 
Les réfractions de rayons lumineux conduisent alors à la formation d'un ensemble de longs 
traits, souvent colorés (figure 5.b et c). Une vision nocturne prolongée peut conduire à ce 
qu'une source lumineuse quasi-ponctuelle prenne un aspect étoilé. C'est pour cela qu'on parle 
d'étoiles. Il peut même y avoir formation d'une tache polygonale irrégulière, à sommets 
pointus (figure 5.d). L'explication résulte du fait que les muscles qui règlent l'adaptation 
visuelle du cristallin, peuvent exercer des tractions inégales dans différentes directions. Ceci 
est favorisé par une grande ouverture des pupilles (figure 5.e). Les artistes ont souvent dessiné 
des rayons qui partent de flammes de bougies ou d'étoiles, parce qu'ils se fient à leurs yeux. 
Pour se rendre compte de l'origine oculaire de ces effets, il suffit d'incliner la tête ou de la 
tourner légèrement : la configuration des faisceaux de rayons se modifie.  

 

a 
b 

c 

d 

e 

 
 

Figure 5: Perturbations oculaires de l'image d'une forte lumière quasi-ponctuelle 
 
Michel Bougard et Allan Hendry citent aussi des cas où un corps céleste, vu à l'œil nu, a 

donné lieu à de brèves variations du diamètre apparent. Hendry pense que cela pourrait résul-
ter d'un effet de « lentille atmosphérique ». Ce n’est pas plausible, puisqu'il faudrait postuler 
une réfraction par une masse d’air de densité accrue, assez symétrique, mais variant de 
manière saccadée. Je propose une solution plus simple : des défocalisations passagères, par 
suite de relâchements assez brusques des muscles qui tendent la lentille. Rien de tout cela ne 
permet d’expliquer ce que les gendarmes ont vu (figure 2).  

 
Conclusions concernant le cas de la Gileppe 

Le 8 avril 1997, j’ai communiqué aux participants du débat les conclusions suivantes qui 
résultaient de la nouvelle étude, incluant l’interview des gendarmes (2e partie). 
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1. Les deux gendarmes ont vu à partir de la caserne d’Eupen et lors de leurs arrêts que  
l’objet lumineux était en mouvement, sans qu’ils soient eux-mêmes en mouvement. En 
outre, ils ont vu que l’objet lumineux s’est arrêté au-dessus de la tour éclairée. Il n’y a 
donc pas simplement eu une illusion de mouvement de la planète Vénus.   

2. Les gendarmes ont bien observé que la lumière blanche très brillante restait stationnaire 

par rapport à la tour éclairée et cela pendant environ une heure. Vénus s’est déplacée 
pendant ce temps de 15° et est descendue jusqu’à l’horizon.  

3. Il n’est pas exact que lorsque les gendarmes roulaient vers Kortenbach et quand ils y 
sont arrivés, la lumière se trouvait justement dans la direction de la planète Vénus à ce 
moment. L’écart était de 10°. Pour s’en rendre compte, il faut déterminer la direction de 
la tour avec précision et tenir compte de l’heure d’hiver en Belgique. L’hypothèse de 

Vénus est exclue, puisque l’écart par rapport à la tour atteignit même 25°.   
4. Les gendarmes n'ont pas changé leur poste d'observation et ils n'ont pas signalé la 

présence de Vénus parce que pour eux, cela n’avait pas d’intérêt. 
5. Le phénomène des boules rouges ne s’explique ni par des réfractions atmosphériques ni 

par des perturbations de la vision oculaire, associées à l’hypothèse de Vénus.  
6. Des boules rouges ont été observées plusieurs fois en association avec des ovnis de la 

vague belge. C’était le cas à Henri Chapelle, le soir du 29 novembre 1989 et ensuite à 
d'autres endroits (le 1er et le 11 décembre 1989, le 1er mars, le 13 avril 90 et le 22 no-
vembre 1990). Les explications proposées par les sceptiques ne s’appliquent pas à tous 
ces cas quand on respecte les témoignages.  

7. Une analyse objective doit envisager toutes les hypothèses, sans préjugés et sans exclu-

sives. Ceci s'applique aussi à l'hypothèse extraterrestre.  
 

L'hypothèse d'un ULM 
J’accepte volontiers la demande que M. Vanbrabant m’adressa dans sa lettre du 20 mars. Il 

voulait qu'on ne se limite pas à l'hypothèse extraterrestre, mais qu'on considère aussi 
« d'autres hypothèses, comme celle d'un ballon, ULM ou autre appareil volant léger 
motorisé. » Faisons-le, mais à fond ! Ne nous contentons pas d’impressions superficielles ou 
d’idées préconçues. Il faut évidemment commencer par un examen d’explications 
conventionnelles, mais quand elles se révèlent insuffisantes, il faut pouvoir le reconnaître. La 
tentative d’expliquer la vague belge par des avions secrets américains, par exemple, a pu être 
envisagée, mais quand on se donne la peine d’examiner assez de cas en détail, cette hypothèse 
s’avère irréaliste. Elle officiellement contredite. Supposer que toutes les observations d’ovnis 
résultent simplement d’erreurs de perception ou d’interprétation, combinées éventuellement 
avec des effets de contagion sociale, n’est pas réaliste non plus. Des erreurs sont possibles et 
chaque cas particulier doit être testé à cet égard, mais il ne faut pas perdre de vue la cohérence 

globale du phénomène.  
Celui qui voit pour la première fois une aurore boréale ou qui a entendu parler une seule 

fois de foudre en boule, par exemple, aura une autre attitude à cet égard que celui qui sait 
qu’on a déjà observé des phénomènes de ce type. À l’échelle mondiale et depuis de très 
nombreuses années, les ovnis présentent, malgré la diversité des formes possibles, une unité 
phénoménologique très remarquable. Il s’agit en effet d’objets volants, sans qu’on y discerne 
des moteurs ou des tuyères d’éjection. Ils ne sont pas pourvus d’ailes pour assurer leur sus-
tentation aérodynamique, en exploitent le fait que la pression de l’air dépend de sa vitesse. Ils 
n’ont pas d’empennages pour le contrôle du vol. Ils relèvent d’une technologie différente. 

Essayons de comprendre comment cela peut fonctionner, au lieu de nous enfermer 
simplement dans la négation de cette possibilité. Il ne suffit pas de croire que les gendarmes 
von Montigny et Nicoll se sont trompés (même deux fois, de même que les autres témoins 
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associés à ce cas), pour résoudre le problème de fond, résultant de l’existence d’un 
« phénomène ovni ».  

On doit être critique, mais dans tous les sens. Sinon, on est simplement partisan. Voyons 
donc si « l’hypothèse d’un ULM » peut rendre compte le l’objet volant qui nous intéresse. À 
cause de sa forme triangulaire et de son évolution lente à très basse altitude, M. Bonabot a 
pensé à un ULM. Comment aurait-il pu se maintenir immobile dans l’air et voler à d’autres 
moments, sans faire de bruit ? Comment pourrait-il effectuer sur place une rotation de 180° ? 
M. Bonabot n’a pas répondu à ces questions, mais il a cherché à savoir si l’ULM aurait pu 
rencontrer un obstacle dangereux. Une carte assez détaillée de la région permettait de voir 
qu’il y avait effectivement une ligne électrique. On pouvait supposer que c’était une ligne à 
haute tension. Elle suit la rue qui est perpendiculaire à la N68, avant le carrefour de Merols, 
du côté de Belven, mais quand j'y suis allé, j'ai constaté que c’est une ligne électrique du 
réseau ordinaire (220 V) et que sa hauteur est bien inférieure à 20 m. Puisque l'ovni évoluait à 
environ 120 m du sol, cette ligne électrique ne l’aurait pas gêné. Par après, il a d’ailleurs 
survolé d'autres lignes électriques, des bâtiments et même la ville d'Eupen. Je suis retourné 
une seconde fois sur les lieux, pour y chercher des lignes à haute tension. J'en ai trouvé une de 
15.000 V, mais elle était située assez loin de la N68 et sa hauteur était également très faible 
par rapport à 120 m. Reste à préciser où l’ovni a rebroussé chemin.  

M. von Montigny avaient découvert l’objet volant non identifié au-dessus d'une prairie, à 
droite de la N68 quand on roule vers Aix-la-Chapelle, entre Kettenis et Merols. C'était 
derrière Libermé, juste un peu plus loin que le petit chemin qui mène à la ferme « Gut Luft », 
en face d'une croix de l'autre côté de la route. À cet endroit, on a une vue bien dégagée sur la 
prairie, située un peu plus bas que la route. Quand les gendarmes ont constaté que l'engin se 
mettait en mouvement vers Merols, ils se sont dit: « Allons nous mettre sur la petite route un 

peu plus loin, pour bien le regarder ! » Je savais que l’ovni a rebroussé chemin avant cette 
route, mais les gendarmes l’ont déjà vu avant d’y arriver. Ce n’est donc pas la ligne électrique 
de 220 V qui longe cette route qui fut décisive, mais plutôt le fait que les gendarmes qui 
avaient observé l’ovni se sont également mis en route et l’ont devancé, comme s’ils avaient 
l’intention de l’intercepter visuellement, un peu plus loin.  

M. Nicoll m’a parlé de l’histoire d’un fraudeur qu’il avait intercepté. Il se promenait tout 
seul dans la forêt, en tirant un traineau chargé. Voyant la manœuvre (apparemment évasive) 
de l’ovni, ils ont décidé de l'observer plus discrètement et plus à l'aise par rapport au trafic, en 
empruntant la rue Haute (Hochstrasse). On peut la rejoindre un peu avant le carrefour de 
Merols, mais ils l’ont fait au carrefour précédent de Eierhof-Belven. À l’époque, cela avait 
peu d’importance à mes yeux, mais en me rendant de nouveau sur les lieux, j’ai constaté que 
l'ovni a rebroussé chemin au-dessus d'une grande prairie parfaitement plane, sans aucun 
obstacle.   

L’hypothèse d’un ULM a été défendue aussi par le sceptique allemand Werner Walter, 
commerçant à Mannheim et fondateur du CENAP (Centrales Erforschungs-Netz ausserge-
wöhnlicher Himmelsphänomene). Il envoya des formulaires aux gendarmes von Montigny et 
Nicoll, mais ils ne les ont jamais remplis. M. Walter ne s'est d’ailleurs pas rendu sur place 
pour réaliser des enquêtes approfondies. Il n'en avait pas besoin pour soutenir sa théorie. 
Puisqu’on a vu des triangles et entendu parfois un bruit qui pourrait être celui d'un moteur, il 
a affirmé que les deux gendarmes d’Eupen devaient avoir vu un ULM. Il  a même eu l'audace 
de défendre cette thèse dans un journal d'Eupen (Grenz-Echo, le 5 mars 1994). En fait, il y 
faisait de la réclame pour une de ses publication (Ufos 2000 - Die Eskalation). Le titre de cet 
article proclamait que le pilote s’est moqué des ufologues. C’est une extrapolation spéculative 
de ce qui lui semblait normal. Il a explicité sa vision du phénomène ovni dans un autre livre, 
paru en 1996. Un quart de ce livre est consacré à la vague belge, mais la présentation que M. 
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Walter en fait est un tissu de distorsions systématiques et de désinformations éhontées. Ce 
n’est pas « la Vérité », comme le proclame le titre de son livre : UFOs - Die Wahrheit. Au 
contraire,  il réécrit l'histoire à la manière des révisionnistes qui nient l'extermination massive 
des juifs par le régime nazi. Cela existe!  

Pour Werner Walter, toute la vague belge n’est qu’une suite de méprises. Il termine son 
exposé sur ce qu’il appelle la « vague des pseudo-ovnis », en affirmant que « les candidats 
pour expliquer ces ovnis sont des avions ultralégers, pilotés par des aventuriers, des avions 
expérimentaux privés et des appareils téléguidés de grand format, partant par exemple de 
bases militaires dans la région des observations » (livre cité, p.303). Il ne fournit aucune 
preuve, mais ajoute: « C'est notre espoir que le pilote responsable se fera connaître. »  

Notons encore qu’il mentionne son « collègue » Wim Van Utrecht, parce qu'il aurait 
réalisé, au moyen de carton, de ciseaux, d'une aiguille et de quelques lampes, une photo 
truquée qui ressemble à celle de Petit-Rechain (livre cité, p.299). Pour en juger, on doit 
procéder à une analyse approfondie de la photo originale (voir par exemple mon site Internet). 
Je signale aussi que M. Van Utrecht n'a pas hésité à discréditer la vague belge et la SOBEPS 
dans une publication ufologique internationale (Mufon UFO Journal, février 1992 et août 
1992). Je l'ai rencontré aussi lors d'une émission télévisée en néerlandais (VTM, 1995), où il 
intervenait comme étant fermement opposé à l'hypothèse extraterrestre.  

 
Le fond du problème 

M. Vanbrabant a terminé sa lettre du 20 mars en ces termes: « Il ne s'agit plus d'observa-

tions isolées, mais de l'ufologie elle-même... Il y a des leçons à tirer, qui iront, on peut 
l'espérer, dans la direction d'une continuation de la recherche. » Je l'espère aussi, mais quelle 
recherche? J'ai honnêtement cherché à savoir si l'hypothèse de Vénus pouvait être retenue ou 
non, mais je voulais voir aussi si un dialogue est possible. Ce n’était pas évident, puisque j'ai 
toujours eu l'impression dans le passé que les soi-disant « sceptiques » sont plus croyants que 
les autres. Ils croient dur comme fer qu'une origine extraterrestre est impossible ! Qu'on puisse 
être de cet avis, fait partie de la liberté de pensée et est parfaitement respectable, aussi 
longtemps que cela ne conduit pas à faire du tort à d'autres personnes ou à entraver l'étude du 
problème posé. Je n'ai aucune envie de polémiquer. Je crois simplement que si l'on se parle, 
on a des chances de s'entendre. Prenons donc un peu de recul et posons-nous la question 
fondamentale: quels sont les critères de vérité?  

Il y en a deux. D'une part, on doit se référer aux faits observés. Ce sont eux qui définissent 
la « réalité » quand ont veut savoir ce qui est vrai ou faux. D'autre part, il faut construire une 

représentation mentale de la réalité. C’est une sorte de modèle, mais pour qu’il soit valable, il 
faut qu'il soit correct (sans fautes ou incohérences logiques) et vrai (en accord avec les faits 
observés). Il y a donc à la fois un critère de cohérence interne et un critère de confirmation 

externe. En physique, on sait que même des théories apparemment bien établies reposent 
quand même sur des hypothèses, postulats ou axiomes. Il se peut qu’ils permettent de rendre 
parfaitement compte de tous les faits connus, mais qu’on voit alors surgir de nouveaux faits  
qui contredisent les idées qu’on avait et qui étaient supposées être bien assurées. Si ces faits 
s’avèrent réels, on doit introduire d’autres hypothèses ou postulats pour rendre compte 
également de ces données. Ce « changement de paradigme » est, en général, très difficile.  

Il est assez fréquent qu'on se contente de dire : « cela passera ». On attend, mais ceci peut 
conduire aussi à fermer les yeux pour ne pas devoir changer les idées qu'on a dans sa tête. On 
voudrait qu’elles soient vraies, parce qu'on en a l'habitude ou parce que les nouvelles données 
exigeraient des remises en question très fondamentales. Quand je regarde la réponse globale 
de l'humanité et surtout de la communauté scientifique vis-à-vis des nombreuses observations 
d'ovnis, je suis bien obligé de reconnaître qu'on agit comme si rien ne s'était jamais passé. Les 
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« sceptiques » optent également pour le refoulement, mais au lieu de rester passifs, ils s'enga-
gent activement dans une fuite vers l'avant. D’autres personnes et en particulier des cinéastes 
jouent simplement sur les émotions. Ils remuent l'inconscient collectif, mais ne résolvent rien. 
Ce qui est nécessaire, comme toujours en sciences, c’est d’abord une certaine capacité d’éton-
nement, ensuite la volonté de savoir ce qui se passe et enfin, le désir de le comprendre.   

 
L'idée d'un verdict 

A la fin de sa longue lettre du 20 mars 1997, M. Vanbrabant estime que nous nous 
trouvons dans une « impasse ». D'après lui, chacun avance seulement des arguments 
subjectifs. Il demande dès lors qu’on soumette la problématique de l'hypothèse de Vénus à un 
panel d'astronomes et de météorologistes, afin d’en arriver à un verdict. C'est une procédure 
de type juridique qui permet effectivement de résoudre certains conflits. On confie le pouvoir 
de « trancher » à des experts ou à une autorité. Cette méthode n'est pas adéquate quand il 
s'agit de la recherche de la vérité pour des matières scientifiques. On l'a essayé pour Galilée, 
mais cela n'a pas réussi, puisque la vérité était inscrite dans la réalité physique, à découvrir et 
à comprendre. Il importe donc de laisser libre cours à l'esprit, en exigeant uniquement le 

respect de la cohérence logique et de la conformité aux faits observés. On ne peut pas 
« dicter » ce qu'on doit penser quand on rencontre l'inconnu. C'est l'Histoire qui en jugera.  

 
  

2. Les interviews des témoins 
 

La première interview du gendarme von Montigny  
Elle a été réalisée en décembre 1989 par A. Meessen. Voici le jeu des questions (Q) et réponses (R) que ceux 

qui ont assisté à la réunion du 22 février 1997 ont pu suivre en langue allemande et en regardant la traduction an 
langue française. Puisque l'interview complète a duré plusieurs heures, je n'en reproduis qu’une partie. 

 
R ... Nous avons vu en tout cas que l’objet tournait et revenait en arrière. 
Q Et de la rue haute, pouviez-vous le voir constamment ? 
R   Nous pouvions le suivre tout le temps...  Nous sommes rentrés à la caserne. Willems Robert a dit: 

"ça ne va pas comme ça...  sinon, c'est moi qui téléphone".... 
Q Alors, tout le monde l’a vu ? 
R Willems Robert a vu ce qui se tenait là-bas et Creutz l'a également vu à ce moment.  
Q Vous aussi ? 
R Ah oui! ...  Nous sommes repartis, en prenant la route de Herbesthal pour tourner vers Garnstock. 

L'objet était resté suspendu. Quand nous étions entre la route de Herbesthal et celle de Verviers, il 
se remettait en mouvement, direction Gileppe.  

Q Quelle heure était-il ?  
R Environ 6 h 15...  Nous avons traversé la rue de Verviers, vers Membach. On y arrive à une 

chapelle située sur une hauteur, devant une profonde vallée. Nous y sommes restés pour regarder. 
Cela se tenait alors tout à fait immobile au-dessus de la Gileppe.  

Q C'était quelle heure ? 
R  Vers 6 h 30.  J'étais sorti de la voiture, pour garder cette chose à l'œil. Dans la vallée, on voyait la 

tour panoramique de la Gileppe. Elle était bien éclairée. C'était suspendu au-dessus de cette tour. 
Nicoll qui observe de la voiture voit une autre lumière qu'il attribue à un fermier. Il me dit: 
"Hubert, il y a un deuxième!" Cela venait vers nous, très vite, mais en prenant un virage.  

Q Pouvez-vous dessiner la trajectoire sur ma carte ?   
R Cela venait de Baelen et tournait ainsi... Oui, c'était sans doute l'objet que les autres ont vu à la 

caserne (voir la dernière interview). Quelques minutes après, les collègues de Kelmis disent à la 
radio: "nous le voyons aussi!". Cela pourrait être le même objet. Il y avait quelque chose de 
remarquable! De l'objet au-dessus de la Gileppe partaient toujours des points lumineux, comme 
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des faisceaux laser. Quand ils étaient à une certaine distance, une grande distance, on avait 
l'impression qu'ils revenaient en arrière. Nous l'avions déjà constaté quand nous étions sur la rue 
Haute (après le passage à la caserne). Il y avait des faisceaux de lumière qui partaient... très loin - 
rougeâtres - des deux côtés, horizontalement.  Quand ils étaient loin, ils revenaient, mais ne 
rentraient pas dans l'objet. Ils tournaient autour et repartaient.  

Q C'était soudain ? 
R Subitement. Cela sortait très vite et revenait. 
Q Vous voyez que cela se raccourcit ? 
R Oui, nous voyons que cela se raccourcit et quand c'était de nouveau près de l'objet, nous avions 

l'impression que cela tournait autour. 
Q Qu'est-ce qui tourne autour ? 
R J'ai toujours comparé cela à des plongeurs qui tirent un harpon et qui ramènent ensuite la flèche 

vers eux... Cela me donnait cette impression là, mais, cela tournait de nouveau autour... 
Q Qu'est-ce qui tourne autour ?  
R   Ce qui était parti. 
Q Nous devons préciser cela, puisque c'est très important.  
R Cela partait horizontalement des deux côtés, très vite. Quand c'était peut-être à 5 ou 6 km, les deux 

revenaient et tournaient autour, pour repartir... 
Q C'est tout le rayon qui tourne autour ? 
R   C'était quelque chose comme une boule rougeâtre. Il y en avait deux. Une de chaque côté et ils 

repartaient. 
Q Je ne comprends pas encore. Vous devez me le décrire avec plus de précision! Donc ceci (sur le 

dessin qu’on trouvera à la fin de cet article) était quelque chose comme un rayon. Comment 
pouviez-vous vous en rendre compte? La couleur était différente ?  

R   Oui, une autre couleur. C'était rougeâtre. 
Q Rougeâtre. Ah. Et cette boule ? 
R   Très lumineuse.   
Q Les rayons étaient rougeâtres... et assez lumineux ?  
R On pouvait bien les voir. 
Q Très longs ? 
R   Très éloigné. 
Q Vous pensez même plusieurs kilomètres ? 
R   Oui, à partir de l'objet. Oui, oui, oui.   
Q Très vite ? Comme si l'on avait tiré ? 
R   Comme quelque chose qu'on tire, mais c'était aussi comme un avion qui forme une traînée. 
Q Des deux côtés ? 
R Des deux côtés, en s'écartant rapidement de l'objet. Ensuite, cela y revenait rapidement, sans y 

rentrer. C'était sorti, mais ne rentrait pas. 
Q Et quand cela revenait, cela (le rayon dessiné) avait une certaine largeur ? 
R Non, à ce moment, il n'y avait plus de rayon. 
Q Qu'est-ce qui revenait ?  
R Une sorte de sphère.  
Q Ah! 
R Nous avions l'impression que cela part à une certaine distance et puis cela doit retourner. 
Q Le rayon n'est plus là ? 
R Le rayon a disparu. 
Q Et quelque chose comme une boule revient ? 
R  Revient ! 
Q Et sa couleur ? 
R  Rouge comme une boule de feu. 
Q Ah, ceci est intéressant... et même très important. 
R L'une tournait comme ceci et l'autre comme cela.  
Q Les boules tournaient ?  
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R Elles tournaient toutes les deux autour (de l'objet central) et puis, elles repartaient, mais de 
nouveau très vite. 

Q Ce n'étaient que les boules qui repartaient ou y avait-il un rayon ?  
R Curieusement, quand cela repartait d'ici, cela avait de nouveau un rayon. 
Q Hm... Ce que vous dites là est très important.  
R Pas que je dois aller à Anvers, c'est pour nous... (l'hôpital psychiatrique). Pas que je dois m'asseoir 

devant un psychiatre! 
Q Non, non.... Comment cela a-t-il commencé ? Vous l'avez vu (seulement) quand vous étiez près de 

la Gileppe ?  
R  Nous l'avons vu en venant.  
Q Donc de la rue Haute,... assez loin de là (de l’endroit où cela s'est immobilisé)? 
R  Oui. oui. Et quand c'était suspendu au-dessus de La Gileppe, on pouvait très bien le voir. Cela 

partait des deux côtés.  
Q Puisque vous le voyez latéralement, cela aurait pu aller également dans d'autres directions (dans le 

même plan horizontal) ?   
R Vers l'arrière, c'est possible, mais vers l'avant, on aurait dû le voir. Nous l'avons vu  des deux 

côtés. 
Q Vers l'avant, vous l'auriez vu ?  
R Probablement oui. Ce serait venu vers nous... Ensuite, cela s'est remis en mouvement et volait en 

direction de Spa. 
Q C'est resté stationnaire pendant combien de temps au-dessus de la Gileppe ? 
R Une demi-heure ? 
Q Et à quel endroit ?  
R Au-dessus de la tour panoramique. 
Q Elle était éclairée? 
R  Elle était éclairée.  
Q Et de là, (c’est parti) en direction de Spa ? 
R  Spa. 
Q Rapidement ? Lentement ?  
R  Lentement. 
Q Et comment cela se passe, quand cela se met en mouvement ? Il y a encore ces rayons ?  
R  Non. Brusquement, il n'y en avait plus. 
Q Ah ! 
R  On ne les voit plus. Parti! Cette chose se mettait en mouvement sans ces rayons, sans tout ce qui 

s'en écartait. Cela se déplaçait vers Spa.  
Q Bien. Et ces rayons ou ce qui partait, cela allait jusqu'où ?  
R  5 ou 6 km.  
Q Combien de temps cela restait-il éloigné ? 
R  Cela partait vite et pendant combien de temps cela restait? 4 ou 5 minutes et puis, cela revenait.  
Q Ah ! Et quand c'était éloigné, cela restait lumineux ou... ?  
R  Oui. Cela durait un certain temps. Ce n'étaient que les deux boules rouges-feu qui revenaient vers 

cet objet. Elles tournaient autour et repartaient. Je ne sais pas si le rayon s'est disloqué ou quoi. 
Q Donc je répète, pour être certain d'avoir bien compris. Quand elles (les boules rouges) partaient, il 

subsistait un trait lumineux, comme quand les avions forment une traînée de condensation, par 
exemple.  

R Oui. 
Q Ce rayon était rouge et avait une certaine largeur ? 
R Oui. 
Q Il restait constant pendant un certain temps ? 
R Oui. Quand les boules revenaient, c'était parti. 
Q Et jusqu'à ce qu'elles reviennent ? 
R  Jusqu'au retour, on les voyait.  
Q Pendant combien de temps ? 
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R  3, 4 ou 5 minutes. Elles partaient rapidement, accompagnées des traînées.  
Q Mais une fois que les traînées étaient formées, pendant combien de temps restaient-elles?  
R  3 - 4 minutes. 
Q Et combien de temps jusqu'à la sortie suivante ? 
R Aussi 4, 5 minutes. Cela partait, revenait, tournait autour et repartait. A ce moment, la bande (ou 

traînée lumineuse) était de nouveau là.  
Q Les deux traits ?  
R Deux traits, un de chaque côté.  
Q Tous ces détails sont justement très importants....  
 Avec quelle vitesse l'objet s'est-il mis en mouvement ? 
R  A l'aise. 
Q Progressivement ? 
R  Oui, tout lentement, comme un ballon à air chaud. Vraiment à l'aise. On le voyait encore au même 

endroit et puis cela descendait (Spa se trouve dans le prolongement de la direction d'observation). 
Alors nous sommes partis. À Kelmis, on observait encore toujours l'autre objet. Nous nous 
sommes rendus au Walhornerfeld qui est le point le plus élevé de ce côté... 

 
 La seconde interview de von Montigny, le 20 janvier 1997  
  
Q Monsieur von Montigny. Je vous remercie beaucoup. J'aimerais bien qu'on puisse revenir sur la 

deuxième partie des observations, en commençant au moment de votre passage à la caserne.  
R  Oui, monsieur le professeur Meessen, j'étais à votre disposition dans le temps, puisqu'à peine 

quelques jours après que vous l'avez su, vous vous êtes mis en contact avec nous et nous vous 
avons raconté ce que nous avions vu. Je suis naturellement encore maintenant à votre disposition, 
mais je peux seulement confirmer ce que nous avons vu à ce moment.... De la fenêtre de notre 
poste de service (au premier étage), nous pouvions voir l'objet. Il semblait être immobile. Je ne 
peux plus préciser la hauteur. Nous sommes presque directement partis avec notre voiture de 
service et ayant pris la rue Haute, nous pouvions constamment voir l'objet. Il s'est alors remis en 
mouvement, en avançant lentement vers Garnstock et Roereke. 

Q Quel était l'aspect de la « lumière » quand vous l'avez revue ?   
R  Cela bougeait très lentement et nous étions plus ou moins au-dessous de l'objet. C'étaient les 

mêmes lumières que celles que nous avions observées près de la Ferme des œufs (Eierhof) Il y 
avait tourné et longé la route d'Aix-la-Chapelle, en avançant très lentement vers Eupen. 
Maintenant, il volait aussi très lentement. Nous avons alors traversé la route de Verviers, pour 
rouler vers Roereke. L'objet se déplaçait lentement en direction de la Gileppe. Il y a une forêt de 
sapins et une vallée. L'objet continuait dans la direction de la tour éclairée. Il s'arrêtait au-dessus 
de la Tour, avec une forte luminosité. 

Q C'était visiblement en mouvement, avant de s'arrêter ?  
R  Cela s'est déplacé pour y aller et n'y était pas encore quand nous sommes arrivés à Roereke. 

L'objet que nous avions poursuivis était encore en mouvement et il se dirigeait vers la tour. Arrivé 
au-dessus de la tour, il s'est arrêté et est resté immobile. 

Q Vous avez donc vu que cela était d'abord en mouvement, avant de s'arrêter à un moment donné ? 
R  Absolument. 
Q Et où cela s'arrête-t-il par rapport à la tour ?  
R Vu de notre position, cela s'est arrêté au-dessus de la tour. A quelle hauteur? 50 ou 60 mètres? Je 

ne le sais pas, mais ce n'était pas très élevé. 
Q   Cela reste ensuite dans la même position par rapport à la tour éclairée, qui est votre point de 

référence ?  
R  Cela reste rigide au-dessus de la tour panoramique, absolument sans mouvement, ni vers la droite 

ou la gauche, ni vers l'avant ou l'arrière. Rigide ! 
Q Quel est l'aspect de l'objet ou de la lumière à ce moment ? 
R  La lumière, je l'ai comparée à un arbre de Noël. Elle était très lumineuse, mais comportait des 

parties foncées. C'était très clair avec des ombres.  
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Q Donc plusieurs lumières. Étaient-elles colorées ?  
R Les lumières étaient très fortes, mais blanches. 
Q Voyait-on des faisceaux de lumière, comme pour des phares orientés ? 
R  Non. Comme je l'ai dit: très lumineux, avec des parties sombres, comme pour un arbre de Noël. 
Q Combien de lumières pouvait-il y avoir ? 2 ou 20, par exemple ? 
R  En tout cas plusieurs. Je ne dirais pas beaucoup, mais plusieurs. 
Q Plus de deux ?  
R  Certainement. Peut-être 10 ou 15. Puisqu'elles étaient très lumineuses, on ne pouvait pas les 

compter.  
Q Etaient-elles plus fortes que la lumière de la tour ?   
R Oui, d'un ordre de grandeur.  
Q Et la couleur ?  
R Un blanc très intense.  
Q Au cours de cette observation, avez-vous vu des « rayons » dans l'une ou l'autre direction ? 
R Oui, c'était très spécial. Quand c'était suspendu au-dessus de la tour éclairée, il y avait - de manière 

très remarquable - des rayons qui partaient horizontalement. Ce n'étaient pas des rayons, parce 
qu'on avait l'impression que c'était une masse solide (ce qui me rappelle le phénomène des "solid 
lights"). Ils partaient à gauche et à droite, extrêmement loin de l'objet et revenaient ensuite. On 
avait l'impression qu'ils serpentaient autour. Après quelque temps, une (sorte de) pelote était de 
nouveau éjectée des deux côtés. Est-ce que cela se dissolvait ? Je ne sais pas, mais c'était comme 
une pelote qu'on jette (en retenant l'extrémité du fil). A la fin, il n'y a plus rien, mais (ici) la 
"pelote" revient. Cela donnait l'impression de s'enrouler autour de l'objet, mais après peu de temps, 
cela repartait de la même manière sous la forme de deux pelotes dans les deux directions 
opposées. Ensuite, le même jeu se répétait. 

Q Quand vous parlez d'une pelote, est-ce comme une boule? S'agit-il d'une partie lumineuse ?  
R  Oui. 
Q Quelles étaient les couleurs des « traits » et des « pelotes » ? 
R  Elles étaient rouges comme le feu. 
Q Les boules ?  
R  Les boules et les traits. A l'époque j'ai comparé cela à un harpon de pêcheur qu'on rappelle, mais 

quand j'y ai réfléchi par après, la pelote était encore une meilleure comparaison. Quand on la jette, 
en retenant le fil, la pelote part jusqu'à ce qu'il n'y en ait plus (ce qui limiterait la distance, mais M. 
Nicoll m'a précisé que les « boules » ne devenaient pas plus petites).   

Q Qu'est-ce qui tournait autour de la lumière centrale ? 
R  On avait l'impression que ces rayons étaient embobinés autour de l'objet. Ce n'étaient pas des 

rayons, puisqu'on ne pourrait pas les embobiner. Je ne sais pas monsieur le professeur (ce que 
c'était).  

Q Est-ce que les rayons apparaissaient simultanément des deux côtés ? 
R  Oui. 
Q Avaient-ils la même couleur ?  
R  Oui. 
Q Un ou plusieurs rayons ? Cela veut dire, un faisceau horizontal composé de plusieurs rayons ou un 

seul ? 
R Je pense qu'il y en avait deux dans chaque direction. 
Q Cela veut dire que cela avait une certaine épaisseur ? 
R  Oui. 
Q Et pourquoi pensez-vous qu'il y en avait deux? Etaient-ils parallèles entre eux? Y avait-il un 

intervalle ? Et celui-ci, avait-il la même couleur ?  
R  Quand vous chauffez un fer, cela émet de la lumière, une certaine luminosité, avec une séparation 

entre la partie supérieure et inférieure. 
Q Vous avez vu deux traits lumineux. Ce qui les sépare est également lumineux ? 
R  Oui. Pas autant que les deux traits, mais plus clair que le ciel. 
Q Ce qui est intermédiaire présente des bords parallèles ?  
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R  Oui.   
Q Il n'y a pas d'autres rayons vers le haut ou vers le bas ? 
R Non.  
Q Avez-vous vu à un moment donné des rayons verticaux ? 
R  Non.  
Q Avez-vous vu des lumières qui partaient de la tour éclairée ? 
R  Non. 
Q   Quand les longs rayons disparaissent, comment cela se passait-il au cours du temps ?  
R   Vous voyez d'abord des deux côtés ces énormes rayons. Ensuite, les extrémités se rapprochent et 

finalement, cela s'enroule au centre. L'objet devient rouge à ce moment. 
Q La lumière centrale devenait rouge ? 
R  Non, elle restait blanche. J'avais l'impression que cela s'enroulait... 
Q Vous voyez qu'il forme un bord qui est rouge ?  
R  Oui. 
Q Est-il plus rouge que les rayons ou les boules ? 
R  Non, c'est la même rougeur. Je ne sais pas si les rayons rentraient dans l'objet, mais cela s'enroulait 

apparemment, puisqu'il y avait formation d'un bord rouge.  
Q Que se passait-il à ce moment ? Il n'y avait plus rien à l'extérieur ?  
R  Plus rien. Seulement le bord rouge et après quelque temps, tout cela recommence: une boule rouge 

des deux côtés.  
Q Et le bord rouge avait alors disparu ? 
R  Quand ils étaient "tirés", le bord rouge n'était plus là. Cela s'est répété plusieurs fois.  
Q Combien de fois ?   
R  Je ne l'avais pas dit ? Je ne sais plus... 
Q C'était quand même assez souvent ? 
R  Oui. 
Q Et comment cela s'est-il terminé ?  
R  L'objet est resté stationnaire. Ensuite, le bord rouge ayant disparu, il s'est lentement mis en 

mouvement. 
Q Pouvait-on voir qu'il se mettait en mouvement ? 
R  Non, nous le supposions, puisque l'objet devenait plus petit. Il partait en direction de Spa. 

Finalement, ce n'était plus qu'une petite tache.  
Q Au même endroit, ou est-ce que cela bougeait dans l'une ou l'autre direction ? 
R  Non. Cela partait.  
Q Vers l'arrière ou latéralement ?   
R C'était suspendu rigidement et partait vers l'arrière. Ni vers la gauche ou la droite.  
Q Et où se trouve Spa ?  
R Spa et Jalhay sont là derrière. 
Q Ce n'est vraiment pas parti latéralement ?  
R Non, non, non.  
Q Dans quelle mesure pouvez-vous être certain que c'est resté toujours au même endroit ? 
R  Absolument certain. C'était rigide. Si cela avait bougé vers la gauche ou vers la droite, on l'aurait 

vu.  
Q Les rayons n'étaient plus présents quand cela a commencé à partir ? 
R  Non.  
Q Comment avez-vous pu constater que cela part ? 
R Nous l'admettions. Quand vous vous promenez, au fur et à mesure que vous vous éloignez, je vous 

vois devenir plus petit. 
Q N'est-ce pas étonnant d'une certaine manière que l'objet soit (justement) parti suivant la direction 

de votre regard et que les rayons soient latéraux, pour que vous puissiez bien les voir ! Qu'en dites-
vous ? 

R L'objet devait partir quelque part. Cela ne pouvait pas rester en permanence. Cela aurait été "trop 
beau" si l'objet devait encore s'y trouver le lendemain. Chacun serait venu et chacun l'aurait vu. 
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Q Mais que ce soit justement parti dans cette direction là, n'est-ce pas étonnant ?  
R Non. Cela devait partir vers quelque part et je ne crois pas que nous étions "assez beaux" pour que 

cela ait voulu nous voir (rire commun).  
Q Je n'ai pas compris ce que vous avez voulu dire précédemment (partie non transcrite): quand vous 

avez revu l'objet à partir de la rue Haute, quelque chose s'en serait séparé? 
R D'après mon souvenir, c'était également arrêté à ce moment là. Des sphères en sont parties aussi, 

mais pas tellement loin. 
Q Ah ! C'était le même phénomène ? 
R  Oui. Ces sphères partaient et revenaient comme si le temps manquait pour aller plus loin ou 

comme si quelque chose avait perturbé le système pour empêcher un déploiement complet. 
Q Sinon, c'était le même phénomène ? 
R  Absolument. 
Q Ce qui se séparait ne s'est pas envolé ? 
R  Non.... L'objet que nous observions suivait la vallée. Cela gardait la même distance au sol, puisque 

c'était caché pendant quelques instants par des sapins. C'est réapparu. Cela a continué à se diriger 
tout droit vers la tour panoramique.  

Q Vous le voyez s'en approcher. Que se passe-t-il ensuite ?  
R  Il y a une pente raide derrière le barrage et cela s'arrêtait au-dessus de la Tour. Je peux seulement 

le répéter, mais celui qui croit à une étoile, il faudrait quand même qu'il se laisse examiner. Il nous 
impute d'être des rêveurs. J'ai 55 ans, peut-être plus que celui qui dit que je suis un rêveur. J'ai 32 
ans de gendarmerie et toujours à pleine satisfaction. Je n'ai jamais été envoyé chez le psychiatre, à 
Anvers. Alors, qu'on n'y pense pas non plus maintenant. Non! 

Q Je vous remercie. 
 
L'interview du gendarme Nicoll 

Elle eut également lieu le 20 janvier 199 au domicile du témoin, immédiatement après la précédente et sans 
avertissement préalable. 

 
Q Monsieur Nicoll, je vous suis reconnaissant du fait que vous prenez le temps pour répondre à mes 

questions sur la deuxième partie des observations du 29 novembre 1989. Commençons au moment 
où vous étiez au 1er étage de la caserne. Que s'y est-il passé ? 

R  Nous nous sommes placés à la fenêtre et on voyait alors l'objet. Il passait très très lentement, en 
étant facilement repérable par ses lumières. Cela se déplaçait vers le Hertogenwald. 

Q La lumière était-elle semblable à celle que vous aviez vue au cours de la première partie ?  
R  Identique. Nous l'avions vue et poursuivie, en venant de Kettenis, quand cela se dirigeait vers la 

ville d'Eupen. 
Q Voyait-on maintenant seulement un point lumineux ou une structure ? 
R  Observé à distance, c'était une masse lumineuse. 
Q Cela avait donc une certaine extension. 
R  De l'extension ! 
Q Quelle couleur ?  
R Très lumineux, comme des phares. 
Q Jaune ? 
R  Blanc. Pas jaune... Une lumière brillante de phares. 
Q Voyait-on un faisceau dans l'une ou l'autre direction?  
R Non, pas de faisceau. Une lumière normale, constante, vers le bas. 
Q Et ça bouge ? 

R  L'objet progresse lentement. 
Q En ligne droite ? 
R Oui, comme si cela avait un objectif et comme si c'était piloté. Vu de chez nous, cela progressait 

de la ville Haute vers le Hertogenwald ou Membach et Spa. 
Q Vous l'avez vu tous les deux et avec Creutz ? 
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R Oui. Il était au bureau. Alors nous sommes partis pour continuer à observer. Nous avons pris la 
Hochstasse, traversé la rue de Verviers et notre première position était près des bornes 
kilométriques allemandes (d'avant 1920). Cela progressait très lentement au-dessus de la forêt. 
Nous avons reçu (par radio) le message de continuer à observer, puisque Bierset niait toute 
implication militaire. Nous sommes alors descendus jusqu'à la petite chapelle (à Kortenbach). À ce 
moment, l'objet survolait (encore) la forêt. Nous pouvions bien voir qu'il s'approchait lentement de 
la tour éclairée. Finalement, il s'est arrêté un peu à gauche et un peu en arrière de la tour. 

Q Au voisinage de la tour ? 
R  Près de la tour. 
Q Pouviez-vous estimer la distance puisque le soleil s'est couché de ce côté, le ciel présentait peut-

être encore un peu de clarté ? 
R  Non, mais le ciel était étoilé. 
Q On pouvait voir des étoiles ? 
R  Plus hautes. Je restais dans la voiture, parce qu'il faisait trop froid. 
Q  Les étoiles scintillaient ? 
R  Des étoiles normales. Rien de spécial. 
Q  La lumière dont nous parlons, était-elle plus forte que celle des étoiles ?  
R  Cette lumière était très intense et les étoiles sont beaucoup plus lointaines. Cela ne peut briller 

aussi fortement. C'était comme des phares géants. Ce n'était pas comparable à des étoiles. Je ne 
sais pas l'expliquer. C'était comme les grosses lampes des stades de football. 

Q Sur un stade, il y a un groupe de lampes, séparées les unes des autres. 
R  Nous étions à une certaine distance (4,6 km) et cela se fondait un peu, mais il y avait plusieurs 

lumières. Nous les avions vues de près.  
Q Cette « lumière » - nous ne savons pas ce que c'est - était-elle située plus haut que la tour ?  
R  Oui, mais pas beaucoup - pas beaucoup plus haut. A gauche et un peu en arrière.  
Q Pouvait-on reconnaître encore le sol, pour évaluer la hauteur ? 
R  Non, mais c'était minimal, pas beaucoup plus haut. On aurait pu dire que la tour avait été l'objectif 

et que cela voulait rester près d'elle. 
Q Est-ce que l'intensité de la lumière reste constante ? 
R  Oui. 
Q Est-ce que d'autres choses se sont passées ?  
R Nous étions concentrés sur l'objet quand une forte lumière surgit brusquement derrière les sapins 

du côté droit. Je dis: c'est le fermier, parce qu'il peut y avoir un fermier avec un tracteur, étendant 
de la chaux... Un objet du même genre (que le triangle qui avait été observé de près) monte alors 
devant nous. Il a également de fortes lumières sur sa face inférieure. Cela s'élève sans bruit. 
Voyant l'objet de profil, on discernait une coupole et il y avait des fenêtres rondes, non pas comme 
un oeil de bœuf, mais ovales. Il y avait une certaine luminosité. 

Q Ces fenêtres ovales étaient-elles éclairées ?   
R  Oui. En un, deux, cet objet était parti vers l'autoroute. Nous étions perplexes. Nous ne l'avions pas 

entendu venir (bien que) la fenêtre (de la voiture) était descendue. Je l'ai dit à la radio et (après peu 
de temps) les collègues à Henri-Chapelle réagissaient: "c'est déjà ici! "  

Q A la caserne, Willems a également vu quelque chose. Etait-ce le même objet ?  
R  Il est possible qu'il ait pris cette direction. Pour nous, cela se déplaçait vers Lontzen. 
Q Où était l'autre lumière pendant cet événement ?  
R A un moment donné - je n'ai plus l'heure en tête - l'autre objet est parti en direction de Spa.  
Q (Cela s’est passé) à la fin, mais revenons en arrière. Où se trouvait le premier objet quand l'autre 

est apparu ? 
R  Il se tenait immobile, mais il semblait y avoir une relation, comme si l'un était la centrale pour 

l'autre, se trouvant en "stand-by". Très brusquement, l'autre était là. Nous ne l'avons pas vu venir. 
Il a dû se mouvoir près du sol dans cette vallée. Cela montait à cet endroit (en suivant la pente du 
terrain). 

Q  Le premier objet, se déplaçait-il vers la tour en suivant une ligne droite dans l’air ou en suivant le 
relief à une distance constante du sol ?  
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R  Cela s'arrêtait à une certaine hauteur, avançait très lentement et s'arrêtait de nouveau... J'avais 
l'impression que c'était absorbé par une action, comme pour effectuer des mesures topographiques 
ou comme si cela devait prendre des photos. 

Q  Parce que cela s'arrêtait parfois ?  
R  Oui, comme pour s'orienter ou observer. Cela restait à une certaine hauteur au-dessus de la ville 

d'Eupen, pas très haut, mais plus haut que l'église.  
Q Oui, mais juste avant que cela arrive à la tour panoramique ? 
R   Je ne connais pas la hauteur de celle-ci (77 m, d'après un panneau qui s'y trouve), mais elle se 

trouve de l'autre côté de la vallée. Cela arrivait à peu près à la hauteur de la tour! 
Q Maintenant, la lumière est stationnaire près de la tour, mais on a parlé de deux rayons.  
R  Ces deux rayons ont été émis déjà pendant le vol, avant d'arriver.  
Q Ah.  
R C'est justement pour cela que je pensais à des mesures. C'étaient des faisceaux de lumière de 

couleur orange. Cela pulsait (pour donner lieu à des émissions successives), en sortant très loin et 
simultanément. On pouvait discerner un point rouge qui partait jusqu'à une certaine distance et 
revenait ensuite. Prenons un exemple: au carnaval, un enfant peut souffler dans un tube en papier 
qui se déroule alors jusqu'à une certaine longueur, mais dans le cas présent, il y avait à l'extrémité 
un point éclairé. 

Q (Cela sortait) lentement ou rapidement ? 
R Lentement. On pouvait suivre les allers et retours, comme si l'on déployait et ramenait une 

antenne, loin dans le ciel et simultanément des deux côtés. Est-ce que cela venait de l'intérieur du 
corps ? Je ne sais pas le dire, mais cela s'est déjà produit au-dessus d'Eupen. 

Q Où étiez-vous quand vous l'avez vu la première fois ? 
R  Nous l'avons vu surtout quand nous nous sommes arrêtés à Roereke. Cela venait ainsi d'Eupen au-

dessus de la forêt... ou c'est là que nous en avons pris conscience.  
Q Ce phénomène est bien apparu avant que l'objet ne se stabilisa ? 
R Tout le temps. Peut-être déjà vers 17 h 25, sans que nous y prêtions attention, mais plus tard, vers 

19 h, en continuant à observer, c'était continuel et cela nous a fait penser à des mesures. Nous ne 
pouvions pas nous expliquer ce que cela signifiait.  

Q Cela arrivait quelquefois ou souvent ?  
R  Cela présentait un rythme constant, comme un cœur qui bat ou comme s'il fallait expulser quelque 

chose de manière systématique.  
Q Oui, on associe toujours une idée à ce qu'on voit !  
R  J'ai pensé à des mesures. J'ai même pris des renseignements un peu partout, puisqu'on a déjà utilisé 

un avion pour rechercher un cadavre en lumière infrarouge. Pourrait-il s'agir de mesures ?  
Q Combien de temps cela dure du départ jusqu'au retour? 
R Une ou deux minutes jusqu'à ce que cela revint. 
Q Et avant le retour, quel était l'aspect des rayons ?  
R  Je vous ai dit qu'il y avait un point rouge. Cela se déployait et à l'avant, la lumière restait rouge. 

Entre l'objet et les points (lumineux) il faisait noir. Avait-on déployé un corps matériel, dont la 
pointe était éclairée ou s'agissait-il d'un rayon? 

Q On ne voyait pas le rayon ?    
R  On ne le voyait pas. Uniquement que cela semblait se déployer. Il y avait des petites boules. 
Q Vous n'avez peut-être pas fait très attention aux rayons ?  
R  Je me suis concentré sur le point rouge qui s'écartait de l'objet. 
Q Cela sort plus vite que cela ne rentre ? 
R Non, à la même vitesse. 
Q Qu'arrive-t-il quand la boule rouge revient ? 
R  Après un moment, elle s'est de nouveau écartée. 
Q  Et que fait la boule quand elle revient ?   
R  Cela repart comme avant. 
Q Combien de temps cela reste avant de repartir ? 
R  Ce n'est pas long. Une minute, peut-être, mais c'était précis, comme pour mesurer. 
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Q C'était régulier ? 
R  Tout à fait, comme un "travail au millimètre".  
Q D'accord (pour des mesures topographiques), mais dans le temps ?  
R  Chronométrique, comme si un appareil avait été mis en route pour des mesures.  
Q C'est le sentiment que vous aviez ?  
R  Pour moi, c'était comme des mesures...  
Q Monsieur von Montigny m'a dit qu'il a vu une bande rougeâtre, ayant une certaine structure. Est-ce 

que vous souvenez au moins un peu de ces rayons ou avez-vous regardé seulement les points 
rouges ? Est-il possible ou non qu'il y avait des rayons ?  

R  Je peux seulement dire que je me suis concentré sur ces boules qui s'écartaient simultanément. Je 
voulais toujours savoir jusqu'où.  

Q Ah. Et jusqu'où allaient-elles ? 
R  Peut-être quelques centaines de mètres. Je ne peux pas le préciser. Peut-être un kilomètre. Cela 

devait sortir assez loin, pour mesurer. 
Q Vous ne vous fixez pas sur une évaluation des distances, sans points de référence ?  
R  Je n'avais pas de repères.  
Q D'après votre sentiment personnel, c'était peut-être un kilomètre.  
R  Au moins quelques centaines de mètres, mais je ne peux pas préciser la distance. 
Q Vous aviez l'impression que c'était quand même loin ? 
R On ne fait pas des mesures de ce genre sur une dizaine de mètres. 
Q Monsieur von Montigny dit encore que cela sort rapidement. 
R Ce n'est pas quelque chose qui rampe. Cela va relativement vite. Oui, cela s'est rapidement 

écarté...  
Q Mais on pouvait encore voir les mouvements des boules ? 
R On pouvait bien suivre leurs mouvements, des deux côtés. 
Q La vitesse est effectivement un concept relatif. Quand la balle revient, est-elle rouge ?  
R Rouge-orange. Rougeâtre.  
Q Que fait la boule près de l'objet ? Je n'avais pas bien compris dans le temps (en 1989). Vous n'avez 

peut-être pas fait attention tous les deux aux mêmes aspects. Les perceptions seraient alors 
différentes. Est-ce que quelque chose a tourné autour de l'objet ? 

R  J'ai seulement fait attention aux deux points rouges, toujours au même niveau, comme des 
antennes (comme les pointes d'un support rectiligne). 

Q Avez-vous vu d'autres rayons, en plus des deux dont on a parlé ?   
R  Non.  
Q Comment cela s'est-il terminé ? Qu'a fait l'objet avant de partir ? 
R  Nous avons continué à l'observer et à un moment donné, il est parti dans la direction de Spa.  
Q Cela se déplace latéralement ? 
R  Non. Cela part vers Spa.  
Q Exactement suivant votre ligne de visée ?  
R  Oui, cela part et disparaît à l'horizon. 
Q Cela veut dire que la lumière devient plus faible ? 
R  Oui, oui. La lumière faiblit. On voyait bien qu'elle s'écartait. 
Q C'est descendu par rapport à la tour éclairée ? 
R  Cela (le terrain) monte de l'autre côté du barrage, vers Jalhay-Spa. Cela a pu s'élever. 
Q  Pour vous, cela devait donc se trouver très bas (s'être immobilisé très près du sommet de la tour) et 

cela ne partait ni vers la gauche, ni vers la droite par rapport à la tour. 
R  Non, non, non... Vers l'arrière de la tour (et non pas à 25° vers la droite de celle-ci) !  
Q C'est très intéressant. En reprenant l'enquête, nous arrivons à préciser certains points. A l'époque, 

je ne voulais d'ailleurs pas trop vous importuner. Cela prend beaucoup de temps. 
 
L'interview de l'adjudant Joseph Schmitz 

 Elle eut lieu en décembre 1989 à la caserne de la gendarmerie à Eupen. Elle porta en grande partie sur les 
observations faites par ce témoin et son collègue, quand ils revenaient de Bruxelles (VOB.1.29). Quand l'adjudant 



27 
 

 

s'est rendu à la caserne, il vit le « second objet » signalé par von Montigny et Nicoll. Cette interview n'a pas pu 
être présentée au cours de la réunion du 22 février, par manque de temps. 

 
Q J'essaye de reconstruire aussi exactement que possible ce qui s'est passé... Quand vous êtes venus à 

la caserne d'Eupen, vous auriez vu quelque chose derrière ces arbres ? 
R Non ici, obliquement vers le haut. 
Q Pouvez-vous le décrire ? 
R Beaucoup de lampes, avec une au-dessus et une rouge au-dessous. J'ai pensé directement: c'est 

l'AWACS ! Il faisait noir et l'on ne voyait pas ce qu'il y avait entre ces lampes. Il n'y avait qu'un 
léger bruit, comme celui d'un moteur électrique.  

Q Il n'y avait pas de bruit de voitures en même temps ?  
R  Non, non. J'étais à la pompe d'essence et le moteur était éteint. Nicoll dit alors (à la radio) "faites 

attention, cela s'approche de la caserne!"  Nous étions dans la cour et l'objet était ici, oblique. On 
ne le discernait pas, mais je voyais une lampe au-dessus et une lampe rouge au-dessous. Je me dis: 
c'est l'AWACS, avec le radar sur son dos ! 

Q Vous aviez l'impression qu'il y avait quelque chose sur la partie supérieure. 
R Cela doit avoir été assez haut au-dessus. C'est pour cela que j'ai pensé que c'était l'AWACS. Ils ont 

un grand plateau près de leur queue et je me suis dit: ils ont une lampe au-dessus,  mais j'ai 
réfléchi: ce n'était pas possible, parce qu'il n'y avait pas le bruit du moteur (qu'on aurait dû 
entendre) même si le jet est en marche libre (sans pousser le moteur)... J'en ai discuté par après 
avec les autres ...  Il est venu de derrière les maisons et il a tourné au-dessus de la cour. 

Q Au-dessus de la cour ? 
R Il y a tourné et se trouvait dès lors suspendu obliquement. Il s'est déplacé lentement vers là (en 

direction de Lontzen).  
Q En prenant le tournant, il était oblique ?  
R   Oui. Cela venait de là, en tournant déjà. Les autres l'ont vu remonter de Baelen et ici, il a fait 

comme cela (geste simulant un tournant pris obliquement dans le ciel). C'était irritant, ces lampes ! 
Q Comment étaient les lampes? 
R  On avait le sentiment que ces lampes s'allument ici et puis là. Est-ce qu'elles tournaient? Je ne sais 

pas. J'avais l'impression qu'une fois celles-ci s'allument et une fois celles-là. On ne pouvait pas 
définir la forme, mais il y avait une lampe au-dessus. Je l'ai vue. C'était penché (d'après l'ensemble 
des lumières), mais je ne pouvais reconnaître rien d'autre. On ne voyait que les lampes, pas la 
structure qui les supportait. 

Q Merci beaucoup.  
R Je ne veux rien dire sur ce que je n'ai pas vu. 
 

 

3. Suite et fin de la discussion 
 

Le débat après l’exposé des faits  
La synthèse qui suit fut rédigée le 5 juillet 1997. Elle révèle certains progrès, mais aussi  

les causes des difficultés qui surgissent dans ce genre de dialogue. La réunion du 22 février 
1997 entraîna d'abord une attaque très vive de la part de M. Bonabot. Elle apparut déjà dans le 
numéro de mars 1997 du Bulletin du GESAG, sans m'en avertir et sans attendre le résultat de 
la discussion prévue. M. Bonabot écrivait: « Ceux qui maintiennent le concept d'un engin 
extraterrestre ont une attitude malhonnête à l'égard de chercheurs qui se justifient mutuelle-
ment par des analyses indépendantes... Cette malhonnêteté n'est dictée que par le désir de 
maintenir un mystère ovni sur cette journée du 29 novembre 1989 et, d'une manière générale, 
sur toute la vague belge. » Par chercheurs qui se justifient mutuellement, il entendait 
messieurs Van Utrecht, Vanbrabant et lui-même. Ces propos étaient insultants, aussi bien vis-
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à-vis de l'étude que j'avais menée que par rapport à mon passé de scientifique et de prof. 
d'Université.   

J'en ai pris connaissance par une lettre que M. Vanbrabant m'envoya le 7 avril 1997. Elle 
contenait une copie des pages du GESAG qui me concernaient et la copie d'une lettre qu'il 
avait envoyée le 4 avril à M. Bonabot. C'était une « lettre de lecteurs - droit de réponse ». En 
fait, deux pages, à insérer dans le prochain numéro du GESAG. Les arguments essentiels 
étaient les suivants. (1) « Bien que vous et Wim Van Utrecht êtes fermement convaincus que 
la solution de Vénus est la seule qui soit vraie,... il y a encore toujours des personnes qui 
contredisent cette hypothèse... et l'étude est encore en route. » (2) « Aussi bien par des 
échanges de lettres que par des conversations avec le Professeur Meessen, un dialogue a pu se 
développer ou des chercheurs ont pour la première fois depuis longtemps, en toute sérénité, 
voulu regarder les choses objectivement dans un respect mutuel, en tant que personnes... 
Votre écrit (et surtout vos insinuations...) peuvent détruire ce dialogue radicalement et même 
le miner complètement. »  

M. Vanbrabant ajoutait que dans le petit monde ufologique belge, on a toujours été 
confronté à « des hommes qui proclamaient leur opinion d'une manière agressive. Maintenant, 
il se développait enfin un dialogue plus serein qui aurait pu marquer le début d'une collabora-
tion ultérieure plus amicale. » Il mentionnait le fait que j'avais proposé d'expliquer éventuelle-
ment mes recherches concernant la photo de Petit-Rechain à un petit groupe de personnes, 
incluant aussi M. Van Utrecht, pour qu'on puisse y réfléchir et en discuter. J'avais précisé 
cependant que cela dépendait des attitudes qu'on adopterait dans l'étude en cours.  

Dans son article, M. Bonabot s’est plaint du fait que la réunion du 22 février avait duré 
plus de 5 heures, sans avoir suffisamment de temps pour la discussion. Je répète que l'objectif 
de cette réunion était de fournir les données de base d'une manière objective, franche et 
contrôlable. M. Bonabot reconnaissait que « toute l'enquête est fixée sur le détail que pourront 
produire les deux témoins », mais il ajoutait: « Je crois que le professeur Meessen a été, 
malgré lui, emporté dans la tourmente des descriptions et détails sur le phénomène et que tout 
ceci lui a fait sous-estimer la présence de la planète Vénus. » Le 8 avril il répondit à M. 
Vanbrabant, en reconnaissant que « dans le texte je suis, je l'avoue, un peu brusque lorsque je 
mentionne la malhonnêteté de certains chercheurs à voir dans la journée du 29 novembre 1989 
et dans toute la vague le concept d'un engin extraterrestre et rien d'autre... Je ne peux croire en 
une présence extraterrestre qui se manifeste pendant près de deux ans dans le nord-est de notre 
pays... On ne peut y voir uniquement la présence d'ovnis ‘à chaque coin de rue’... Il faut être 
aveugle et sans doute à l'extrême, malhonnête pour y voir une origine extraterrestre ».   

Le 15 avril, M. Bonabot accuse réception de mon rapport du 8 avril. Il ajoute le numéro du 
Bulletin du GESAG où il m'avait attaqué. Dans sa lettre, il poursuit sur le même ton: « Il est 
intolérable pour ma part » que ce qui a été observé par les gendarmes au-dessus de la Gileppe 
puisse être « un phénomène extraordinaire » et que cette identification soit considérée comme 
étant « la seule valable ». Notons que M. Bonabot avait eu l’idée que le phénomène des 
boules rouges pourrait résulter « d'un effet optique qui se trouverait amplifié par la présence 

de la masse aquatique du barrage et de phénomènes de réfraction particuliers qui peuvent se 
produire entre des couches atmosphériques de températures différentes au-dessus de la surface 
des eaux ». Nous y reviendrons.  

En avril, quand j'ai téléphoné à M. Vanbrabant, il m'avait averti que sa propre réponse à 
mon rapport allait tarder pour des raisons de santé. Elle fut envoyée le 9 juin et résumait la 
nouvelle situation de la manière suivante: « Après votre dernier écrit détaillé (uitvoerig), je 
dois reconnaître que je n'ai plus rien à ajouter. Vous avez fourni une série d’arguments qui 
excluent l'hypothèse de Vénus, mais il y a aussi des éléments qui la renforcent. Honnêtement, 
je ne sais plus. Cela reste pour moi une question ouverte ». Il annonçait que M. Van Utrecht 
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m'enverrait bientôt ses réactions. « Nous y trouverons peut-être de nouveaux éléments ? » 
J'étais donc curieux d'en prendre connaissance. 

 
Objections et réponses 

Le 17 juin 1997,  M. Van Utrecht m'adressa un texte de 8 pages. Il ne portait plus le titre de 
« réfutations », mais de « commentaires ». Le retard de sa réaction était dû à un séjour à 
l'hôpital. Je savais par ailleurs que Messieurs Van Utrecht et Vanbrabant s'étaient rencontrés 
après la réunion du 22 février, mais la lettre précisait qu'ils avaient décidé d'y réagir de 
manière indépendante « pour garantir un déroulement loyal de la discussion. » M. Van 
Utrecht ajoutait: « Je ne suis d'ailleurs pas tout à fait d'accord avec la remarque de Paul 
Vanbrabant que Jacques Bonabot aurait mieux fait de renoncer à la publication dans l'état 
actuel du débat », puisque le Bulletin du GESAG est « plutôt à considérer comme une revue 
technique qui s'adresse en premier lieu aux chercheurs. » C’est un bulletin à diffusion très 
restreinte, mais cela ne justifie pas des propos injustes et blessants. M. Van Utrecht prévient 
ensuite que l'objectif de ses « commentaires » est de montrer que « les arguments qui plaident 
pour l’hypothèse de Vénus restent irréfutables. » Pour que chacun puisse voir si c’est vrai ou 
non, je cite ses objections et j’y ajoute mes réponses. Cela fait partie de la discussion, où 
chacun a le droit de s’exprimer.  M. Van Utrecht suit point par point mes conclusions du 8 
avril 1997 (p.14).  

 
1. Il répète qu'on peut « supposer que les témoins ont vu le phénomène en mouvement au 

moment où ils étaient eux-mêmes en mouvement » et que par conséquent, « le 
déplacement du phénomène n'est qu'illusoire. » Il ajoute que certaines parties de la rue 
Haute à partir de laquelle les gendarmes ont vu la « lumière » sont orientés vers la tour 
de la Gileppe. Quand ils roulaient sur cette rue, ils auraient donc pu avoir l'impression 
qu’elle se déplaçait vers la Gileppe, bien que c’était Vénus. Les interviews précisent 
cependant que les gendarmes ont vu la lumière en mouvement quand ils ne roulaient 
pas, à la caserne, en s’arrêtant sur le chemin et en arrivant à Kortenbach.   

2. M. Van Utrecht estime à juste titre que normalement, un « long moment d'immobilité 
plaide en faveur de l'hypothèse astronomique », mais les gendarmes ont insisté sur 
l'immobilité de la lumière par rapport à la tour et cela pendant toute une heure. Dois-je 
répéter que pendant ce temps, l’écart entre Vénus et la lumière brillante au-dessus de la 
tour éclairée est passé de 10° à 25° et que Vénus descendait d’environ 6° à 0°, au lieu de 
rester à un peu plus de 1° ?  M. Van Utrecht ne le conteste pas, mais pense maintenant 
qu’il est « parfaitement plausible » que l’attention des gendarmes fut détournée par les 
« effets lumineux rougeâtres » et l'apparition d'un « second objet ». Cet épisode ne fut 
que de courte durée et le phénomène des boules rouges (figure 2) s’est reproduit de la 
même manière pendant une heure. Ils n’ont pas été distraits tout le temps. 

3. M. Van Utrecht poursuit: « On ne peut croire que... Vénus reste inaperçue. » La lumière 
au-dessus de la tour était plus grosse que Vénus, puisqu’elle comportait « plusieurs 
lumières » avec « des parties sombres ». C’était « comme des phares géants. Ce n'était 
pas comparable à des étoiles ». Les gendarmes ont évidement vu le ciel étoilé, mais il 
était sans importance par rapport à ce qui attirait leur attention.  

4. M. Van Utrecht accepte maintenant que von Montigny et Nicoll aient eu de bonnes 
raisons pour ne pas changer leur poste d'observation, mais il considère qu'ils auraient dû 
mentionner la présence de Vénus. Il « exclut totalement » qu’ils aient une « raison 
valable » pour ne pas le faire. L’objet qu’ils avaient vu de près (figure 1) et son 
comportement au-dessus de la tour de la Gileppe, incluant le phénomène des boules 
rouges (figure 2) fournissent pourtant des raisons suffisantes… pour eux. 
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5. Mon argumentation qui exclut une explication du phénomène des boules rouges par des 
réfractions atmosphériques venant de Vénus et par des effets visuels n’est pas 
contredite, mais contournée par M. Van Utrecht. Il se rabat en effet sur « la non 

crédibilité des détails rapportés par les témoins ». Il insinue même que les gendarmes 
en sont arrivés progressivement à enjoliver leur récit, étant donné que le phénomène des 
boules rouges n'avait pas été mentionné de la même manière dans le rapport de M. 
Vantuyne. Ceci ne prouve pas que les gendarmes aient fabulé par après et j’ai 
expliqué pourquoi ils n’en ont pas parlé plus clairement au cours de cette interview 
citée. Les deux gendarmes ont utilisé des analogies différentes pour décrire ce 
phénomène étrange, ce qui milite en faveur de récits indépendants. Nous demander 
d'admettre que les deux gendarmes se seraient enfoncés dans des élucubrations 
fantaisistes ou des mensonges n’a aucun fondement objectif et me semble assez 
arrogant, pour ne pas dire plus.  

6. Des boules rouges ont été observées aussi à d'autres endroits au cours de la vague belge, 
en association avec des ovnis. M. Van Utrecht n'y attache aucune importance, parce que 
d'après lui, « un inexpliqué ne peut pas expliquer un autre. ». Ce principe n’a rien 
d’universel et facilite surtout l’escamotage de faits qui dérangent. Sans le dire de 
manière explicite, Wim Van Utrecht part toujours du postulat qu'une origine 
extraterrestre du phénomène ovni est impossible ! Il pense donc que d’autres boules 
rouges devraient être des « balles traçantes émises depuis des avions » ou des « lumières 
anti-collision rouges reflétant sur le bord des ailes d'un avion ». Il ne le prouve pas et ne 
montre pas comment cela pourrait expliquer qu’un autre gendarme a observé à Henri-
Chapelle qu’une boule rouge y est descendue verticalement d’un ovni, pour partir 
ensuite brusquement à angle droit (VOB.1.38). L’argumentation proposée est cependant 
révélatrice. 

7. J'ai insisté sur un point de méthodologie qui me semble fondamental : « Une analyse 

objective doit envisager toutes les hypothèses, sans préjugés et sans exclusives. Ceci 
s'applique aussi à l'hypothèse extraterrestre. » M. Van Utrecht répond d'une manière 
cinglante: « Absurde ! » Pourquoi ? Parce qu'on doit « chercher une explication 
rationnelle... sans accepter d'emblée des ‘solutions’ surnaturelles ou extraterrestres. » Il 
met donc cela sur le même niveau. Il y a pourtant une différence entre ce qui 
n’appartient pas à notre Univers physique et ce qui peut s’y intégrer. Les constituants de 
base de tout ce qui existe dans notre Univers et les lois qui régissent leurs 
comportements sont identiques partout. Je ne vois donc pas pourquoi la vie et même des 
civilisations très évoluées ne pourraient pas émerger ailleurs que sur la Terre. Seraient-
elles capables de venir nous visiter ? C’est justement ce qu’il s’agit de voir, au lieu 
d’affirmer a priori que c’est impossible. Et que faut-il entendre par « explication 
rationnelle » ? 

 
M. Van Utrecht essaye encore toujours de combiner l'hypothèse de Vénus avec une 

inversion de température. Pour cela, il aurait fallu qu’il y ait une couche d’inversion, où la 
densité de l’air varie assez brusquement, ce qui n’est pas établi. Pour qu’on comprenne une 
fois pour toutes que cela aurait seulement donné lieu à un mirage au-dessus de Vénus, je 
dessine comment cette « image miroir » se forme (figure 6). Mon explication verbale n’était 
peut-être pas suffisante. Je répète donc que pour Vénus, ce mirage n’aurait été que de courte 
durée et que cette planète se trouvait assez loin à côté de la tour. Une couche d’inversion 
ondulante aurait seulement pu produire une trace lumineuse verticale et non pas des traces 
horizontales symétriques et répétitives, donnant lieu à l’apparition de deux « boules rouges »  
qui reviennent vers la lumière centrale.  
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Figure 6 : L’hypothèse de Vénus et d’un mirage conduit à deux lumières superposées 
 
M. Van Utrecht fournit deux exemples, où des astres auraient été pris pour des ovnis. Il 

s'agissait de Saturne (le 17 novembre 1989) et de Sirius (le 6 décembre 1989), d’après des 
journaux allemands, mais Werner Walter pourrait être impliqué. Quoi qu’il en soit, M. Van 
Utrecht revient sur le cas de Bütgenbach, où deux témoins ont vu un objet qui fut la source de 
rayons et d'autres effets lumineux spectaculaires. Est-ce qu’un ovni aurait pu le produire et 
pourquoi l’aurait-il fait sur un cimetière ? Mon contradicteur se contente de dire que c'était 
« fort probablement une étoile ou une planète ». Les enquêtes réalisées indépendamment par 
le journaliste Jan Hertoghs (HUMO, le 4 janvier 1990) et moi-même, ne le justifient pas. 
Cette observation n’eut d’ailleurs pas lieu le 29 novembre 1989, comme le dit M. Van 
Utrecht, mais au cours de la soirée précédente (VOB1.32).   

Il serait certainement souhaitable de trouver d'autres témoins du « spectacle » au-dessus de 
la Gileppe. M. Van Utrecht a scruté les témoignages connus et il a trouvé deux cas où les 
témoins n'ont pas vu ce spectacle, bien qu'à son avis, ils eussent dû le voir. Il en conclut: 
« Peut-être plus important que ce que certains témoins ont vu est ce que d'autres témoins n'ont 

pas vu ». Cela pourrait indiquer qu'il ne s'y serait rien passé. 
 Le premier cas est celui d'un automobiliste qui roule le 29 novembre 1989, vers 19 h, du 

village de Foyir vers Jalhay (Inforespace, juin 1990). Le témoin aperçoit à sa droite un objet 
volant au raz des arbres. Le conducteur ralentit très fortement et sur environ 2 km, il continue 
à observer cet objet. Il est immobile et possède trois panneaux verticaux rappelant des baies 
vitrées, mais éclairés d'un blanc jaunâtre. La distance est estimée à moins de 1 km. M. Van 
Utrecht pense que « les chances sont grandes » qu'il s'agissait de « l'autre objet » que les 
gendarmes ont vu monter rapidement vers 18h45. Il a vérifié sur une carte (IGN, 43/5-6) que 
la tour de la Gileppe était située entre 3 et 3,5 km et qu'elle n'était pas cachée par des éléments 
du terrain. Il pense dès lors que ce témoin aurait pu voir un objet lumineux au-dessus de la 
tour de la Gileppe, mais il ne signale pas que celle-ci se trouvait dans la direction opposée de 
l'objet que le témoin suivait des yeux. Même quand il regardait la route devant lui, il ne voyait 
pas la tour, puisque l'écart par rapport à celle-ci était de l'ordre de 100°. 

Le second récit est celui de monsieur L. que j'avais présenté succinctement (VOB1.32). Je 
profite de l'occasion pour donner plus de détails, en me basant sur le rapport d'enquête et la 
même carte (IGN 43/5-6). Monsieur L. est un indépendant, âgé de 57 ans. Le soir du 29 
novembre 1989, il roule de Polleur vers Jalhay. Il est seul au volant d'une camionnette VW.  
Entre 18h30 et 18h45, il a dépassé Jehanster et s'approche du lieu-dit Vervifontaine. Son 
attention est alors attirée par une luminosité qui se trouve assez haut dans le ciel, à sa droite. 
L'élévation est d'environ 75° et la distance est estimée à 500 m. Regardant plus attentivement 
à travers le pare-brise de sa voiture, le témoin discerne trois puissants phares blancs, disposés 
en triangle. Il ne peut pas s'arrêter, puisque la route est trop étroite. Il y a une voiture devant 
lui et une autre derrière lui, mais il constate que les fortes lumières blanches se trouvent près 
des coins d'un grand triangle isocèle, progressant lentement.  

observateur 

air chaud 

air froid 

mirage 

Vénus 
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C'est une structure foncée qui se détache bien du ciel, encore plus noir. Les bords sont très 
nets. Vu d'en bas, cela constitue une plate-forme peu épaisse. Elle avance horizontalement 
vers le barrage de la Gileppe, mais à faible vitesse et à côté de lui. Le témoin précise que la 
pointe avant du triangle est légèrement relevée et que la vitesse est constante, mais nettement 
plus faible que celle d'un hélicoptère. Il ne perçoit pourtant pas de bruit dépassant celui de sa 
voiture. Les trois phares, dirigés vers le sol, émettent une lumière blanche. Au centre du 
triangle, il y a un feu clignotant nettement plus petit et beaucoup plus faible. L'objet est grand, 

parce qu’en arrivant presque à sa verticale, sa dimension apparente lui semble comparable à 
trois fois celle de la pleine Lune. Cette observation n'a duré qu'une minute. Le témoin qui se 
déclare « extrêmement sceptique » vis-à-vis de l'hypothèse extraterrestre est persuadé que cela 
devait être un engin militaire secret.  

M. Van Utrecht affirme que ce témoin aurait dû voir ce qui se passait au-dessus de la tour 
de la Gileppe, puisqu’il roulait vers là. La distance d’environ 4,5 km qui l’en séparait était 
pratiquement la même que pour les gendarmes, mais il n’avait pas les mêmes raisons pour 
prêter attention à une « boule lumineuse » au-dessus de la tour éclaire. Quant aux boules 
rouges, leurs mouvements ne se présentaient pas à lui de manière transversale. En outre, il 
devait faire attention au trafic et il est probablement resté assez rêveur après ce qu’il venait de 
voir. Les autres automobilistes, roulant devant et derrière lui, n'ont même pas signalé la 
présence du grand objet éclairé, pourtant tout proche. Ou bien, ils ne l'ont pas remarqué, ou 
bien, ils n'ont pas voulu se faire connaître. De toute manière, je ne vois pas comment on peut 
évaluer la probabilité de perception d'un phénomène assez distant, auquel on ne s’attend pas.  

J'ai constaté avec regret que M. Van Utrecht termine ses « commentaires » en parlant de 
« la hantise d'une intervention extraterrestre » et « d'une fièvre ovni persistante ». Cela 
démontre qu’il n’est pas disposé à prendre les témoignages au sérieux, quel que soit leur 
nombre et la qualité des témoins. Toutes les personnes qui ont vu un ovni au cours de la vague 
belge, souvent à moins de 500 m (VOB1.442), auraient été non fiables à ce moment.   

Si l'on jugeait uniquement du dialogue qui s’est déroulé, en se basant sur les réponses de 
Messieurs Bonabot et Van Utrecht, on devrait conclure que cette tentative fut un échec. Le 
temps et l'effort que j'y ai consacrés, la bonne volonté et l'écoute semblent avoir été inutiles. 
J'estime cependant que nous devons regarder au-delà du résultat immédiat. Il y a eu au moins 
un vrai débat et à une exception près, il s'est déroulé avec civilité.  

Nous avons tous appris quelque chose à cause de la nouvelle étude. Elle concernait surtout 
le cas de la Gileppe, qui en sort renforcé. L’hypothèse de Vénus est devenue intenable quand 
on est accessible à des raisonnements logiques et quand on respecte les vraies données du 
problème. Ce n’est pas tout, puisque nous avons pu nous rendre compte de manière concrète 
comment les soi-disant « sceptiques » abordent le phénomène ovni. Pour s’opposer à 
l’hypothèse ET, ils n’hésitent pas à transformer les faits observés à leur guise. Ils essayent 
aussi de focaliser l’attention du public sur quelques particularités qu’ils croient pouvoir 
attaquer, sans en être certains, pour faire oublier tout le reste. Je suis parfaitement d’accord 
que le « rasoir d’Occam » est très utile, mais il doit être utilisé à bon escient. Ce qui se passe 
à l’intérieur d’un atome ou d’un noyau atomique, par exemple, ne peut pas être expliqué au 
moyen de la mécanique Newtonienne, même si l’on peut estimer que ce serait plus simple. 

 
 

4. Informations complémentaires 
 

Les derniers échos du dialogue 
M. Bonabot m'a téléphoné dès la réception de mon rapport du 5 juillet, pour me dire qu'il 

était désolé de m'avoir blessé, en me qualifiant de malhonnête. Il l'a confirmé dans sa lettre du 
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11 juillet 1997 : « Au professeur Auguste Meessen j'adresse ici ouvertement mes excuses pour 
les mots accablants qui ont été mentionnés en page 10 du Bulletin de GESAG de mars 1997... 
Cette vive critique ne se justifiait pas à l'égard d'un scientifique qui a le courage et l'amabilité 
de partager ses recherches avec des ufologues. Aussi je répéterai mes excuses dans le prochain 
Bulletin du GESAG, en début de la publication. » Pour ma part, j'exprime mon respect pour 
ce geste qui grandit son auteur. Dans sa lettre, M. Bonabot résuma la conclusion qu'il avait 
tirée du débat contradictoire en ces termes: il y a eu « un phénomène extraordinaire non 
naturel, au-dessus de la Gileppe » en même temps que « la présence de Vénus ». Quand je lui 
ai téléphoné au début de septembre, il l'a répété, en ajoutant que les gendarmes n’ont pas 
nécessairement dû faire attention à Vénus et mentionner sa présence. Leur attention a pu être 
focalisée sur une seule lumière, « comme c'est le cas quand on voit une personne dans une 
foule ».  

Je n'ai pas pu atteindre M. Vanbrabant, mais nous savons que ses jugements se sont 
adoucis. Par contre, quand j'ai téléphoné à M. Van Utrecht pour savoir s'il y avait d'autres 
éléments que je devrais ajouter au texte pour Inforespace, il m'a donné l'impression qu’il n’est 
pas prêt à modifier son point de vue ou plus exactement, qu’il tient à défendre ses prises de 
position antérieures. À ma demande, il m'a effectivement envoyé une copie de l'article où il 
exposait l'hypothèse de Vénus (The Belgian 1989-1990 UFO Wave, in UFO 1947-1997 Fifty 

years of Flying Saucers, H. Evans and D. Stacy editors, Fortean Times, John Brown Publ. 
London, 1997). Puisqu’il est apparu par des sites de discussion sur Internet, qu’il défend et 
propage encore toujours les mêmes idées en 2008, il faut examiner cet article de plus près.  

 
Une présentation déformée de la vague belge 

On peut se demander pourquoi les éditeurs du livre cité ne se sont pas adressés à ceux qui 
avaient mené les enquêtes, mais au sceptique Wim van Utrecht. La seule observation qu’il a 
détaillée un peu dans ce document est celle des gendarmes von Montigny et Nicoll, le 29 
novembre 1989. D’après lui, l'objet aurait été découvert en mouvement et non pas en position 
stationnaire. L'objet aurait survolé les témoins, ce qui n’est arrivé à aucun moment. Ils 
auraient alors pu discerner que c'était « une masse solide foncée, ayant la forme d'un triangle 
isocèle ». Cela facilite l’introduction de l’hypothèse d’un ULM, mais n’est pas conforme à la 
description des gendarmes, fournie dans VOB1. La ville d'Eupen est réduite à un village. Les 
gendarmes cités auraient téléphoné eux-mêmes pour obtenir des renseignements des militaires 
et non pas le gendarme Creutz. Ils auraient décidé de rouler « vers un endroit, où ils étaient 
sûrs d'avoir une vue panoramique dégagée ». En fait, ils sont revenus sur la rue Haute, à 
l’endroit où ils l’avaient quittée, pour continuer leur observation du même engin lumineux.  

D’après le récit de M. Van Utrecht, les gendarmes n’auraient revu la lumière qu’en 

arrivant à Kortenbach et non pas en cours de route. Elle « semble » stationnaire, bien qu’on la 
vit s’arrêter et rester ensuite parfaitement immobile par rapport à la tour éclairée de la 
Gileppe. « D’après une des premières interviews », les témoins auraient eu « l'impression 
floue (unclear) que de temps en temps (every now and then), il y avait des faisceaux de 
lumière, sortant très rapidement des côtés. » Les nombreuses répétitions d’un phénomène très 
structuré, impliquant des boules rouges sont escamotées, mais cela permet de suggérer qu’il 
puisse s’agir de réfractions atmosphériques occasionnelles de la lumière venant de Vénus.  

En fait, M. Van Utrecht se sert ici d’un rapport, établi par Patrick Vantuyne qui a rendu 
compte de ce que les gendarmes ont déclaré le 9 décembre 1989 devant des journalistes. Ou 
bien, il le privilégie par rapport à mon enquête ou bien, c’est ce rapport qui figea ces idées. 
J’avais invité M. Vantuyne à la réunion du 22 février 1997 et quelques jours plus tard, il m’a 
envoyé une copie de ce rapport. Il y est précisé que les conditions de cette interview étaient 
difficiles, puisque les journalistes posaient leurs questions de manière chaotique (deze 
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verklaring gebeurde zeer verward daar toenertijds in de kazerne persmensen... zorgden voor 
een soort chaos van vragen blijkbaar zonder enige logica). La découverte de l’objet et sa 
description (figure 1) n’est pas décrite dans ce rapport. Il y apparaît seulement que l’objet 
aurait survolé les gendarmes, mais il est mentionné que les gendarmes ont fait plusieurs 

courts arrêts pour observer le phénomène avant d'atteindre la hauteur de Kortenbach. Ils y 
sont arrivés vers 18h30 et ils y ont constaté que le phénomène restait immobile au-dessus de la 
tour éclairée (stil... en pal boven een verlichte uitkijktoren).  

Lors de mon interview initiale du gendarme von Montigny, un dimanche après-midi, avant 
la fin du mois de décembre, j’avais l’impression que j’étais le premier à qui il raconta ce que 
j’ai appellé « le phénomène des boules rouges ». J’étais seul avec lui à la caserne d’Eupen 
pendant des heures, mais j’ai vu qu’il hésitait à parler des boules rouge. Ne connaissant 
pratiquement pas le phénomène ovni, cela lui semblait trop extraordinaire et incroyable. Le 
rapport de Monsieur Vantuyne m’a appris que le phénomène des boules rouges avait pourtant 
été mentionné plus tôt, mais de manière peu explicite. En fait, le rapport dit qu’ils observaient 
l’objet lumineux et que : « en le regardant, ils avaient tous les deux l'impression, bien qu'elle 
fut imprécise, que des faisceaux de lumière sortaient parfois très vite des côtés du phénomène 

dans toutes les directions. »  
Le terme « toutes les directions » se trouvait aussi dans la lettre initiale de M. Vanbrabant 

(du 17 décembre 1996), mais je ne savais pas pourquoi. Dans sa lettre du 17 juin 1997, M. 
Van Utrecht m’a dit que cette expression l’avait fait penser d’abord à des rayons divergents, 
comme ceux qu’on peut voir parfois quand le soleil se trouve derrière un nuage. Puisqu’il n’y 
avait pas de nuages et puisque qu’il supposait que la lumière décrite par les gendarmes devait 
être Vénus, il a pensé à un mirage. J’ai demandé à M. Vantuyne si le terme « toutes les 
directions » s’appliquait à toutes les directions dans l’espace, ce qui aurait gravement 
contredit la version que j’avais entendue. Il a répondu qu’on n’avait pas voulu nier que les 
rayons s'écartaient latéralement, mais qu’en rédigeant le rapport, on avait estimé que les 
gendarmes pouvaient difficilement voir dans quelles directions les rayons partaient dans le 
plan horizontal au niveau de leurs yeux. J’y ai pensé également dans ma seconde interview, 
mais ce sont les mouvements des boules rouges qui permettaient de faire la différence. Nous 
ne savons pas pourquoi ce mouvement était transversal, mais l’ambiguïté est levée.  

     Dans sa publication, Wim Van Utrecht se situe parmi les « chercheurs sceptiques par 
rapport à l'interprétation extraterrestre » et il suggère que les enquêtes furent menées de 
manière superficielle par la SOBEPS. Il mentionne en effet au début de son article que 
« c'était seulement en 1996, qu'un chercheur indépendant a découvert que la planète Vénus se 

trouvait exactement à l'endroit (exactly at the spot) où les gendarmes avaient situé la brillante 
boule de lumière ». Il s’agit de Paul Vanbrabant. Le texte continue : « En outre, le ciel était 
parfaitement clair pendant cette soirée et les témoins n'ont pas mentionné une seconde lumière 
intense près de l'ovni. Ces circonstances rendent vraisemblable qu’en fait, Vénus était 
responsable de cette phase des observations ». Nous décelons de la prudence, mais le 
phénomène des boules rouges est défiguré : « Quant à l'impression floue de faisceaux de 
lumière sortant des côtés,... cela pouvait résulter des effets atmosphériques bien connus qui se 
produisent quand des sources de lumière sont observées bas sur l'horizon. »  Au lieu de tester 
la validité de cette hypothèse (voir la figure 6), il l’ajoute à celle de Vénus. Étant donné que 
les gendarmes ont vu surgir un « autre objet » quand ils observaient la lumière au-dessus de la 
tour, il affirme que « si l'interprétation par Vénus est correcte, il n'y a plus aucune raison pour 

croire qu'il y avait plus d'un seul objet non identifié dans les cieux de la Belgique au cours de 

cette soirée. »  
Donc tout ce qui s’est passé le 29 novembre 1989 dans la province de Liège et au-delà est 

réduit à un seul objet, contrairement à ce qui résulte des enquêtes (VOB1 et VOB2). Puisque 
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la vague entière est traitée comme cela, il en résulté une image tout à fait déformée. L’objet 
que les gendarmes avaient vu de près est présenté comme étant probablement un ULM. On 
n’avait pas entendu de bruit, mais qu’à cela ne tienne : autre part, « d'autres témoins... ont 
mentionné un son particulier, qui leur rappelait celui d'un ventilateur. » Pour soutenir la thèse 
des méprises, il semble propice de sélectionner aussi le cas de la  nuit du 11 au 12 décembre 
1989. « Un homme réveillé par un bruit de pulsations, vit un objet ovoïde qui semblait s'être 
empêtré dans un sapin... La description de l'objet inconnu suggère fortement qu'une sorte de 

ballon motorisé a eu des problèmes techniques (got into trouble) pendant cette nuit. » M. Van 
Utrecht reconnaît que « personne ne s'est jamais présenté pour assumer la responsabilité d'un 
tel incident ». Il estime pourtant que l’hypothèse d’un ballon motorisé expliquerait toutes les 
autres observations de cette soirée. Il est instructif de relire le rapport de la SOBEPS à cet 
égard (VOB1.82-113).  

M. Van Utrecht interprète aussi à sa manière les observations radar des F-16 et les deux 
photos remarquables. Il signale surtout l'existence d'un « monsieur K » qui dispose d'un ballon 
muni d'une camera et de petites hélices. Il aurait contacté la Force Aérienne Belge pour 
« vendre la solution du problème des ovnis » contre une forte somme d'argent, de l'ordre d'un 
million de dollars US. M. Van Utrecht spécule que « tout cela fait de K un bon candidat pour 
expliquer la vague belge des observations d'ovnis », mais « nous n'avons pu trouver aucune 
preuve décisive que K était effectivement impliqué. Ce qui est plus grave (worse), c'est que K 

nie maintenant d'avoir fait voler son plus léger que l'air à l'extérieur. » C'est donc cela qu’il 
trouve regrettable. Il est évident que Wim Van Utrecht souhaite pouvoir « expliquer » la 
vague belge et tout le phénomène ovni sans faire appel à l’hypothèse extraterrestre. Je ne sais 
pas si c’est spécifiquement pour atteindre cet objectif ou si cette idée agit elle-même comme 
un filtre déformant, mais la discussion à propos du cas de la Gileppe a révélé où cela a peut 
conduire.  

Je tiens cependant à souligner qu’il reconnaît honnêtement qu'il n'a pas trouvé 

d'explication conventionnelle. C’est utile à savoir, puisqu’il en a certainement cherché avec 
assiduité. Ceci me rappelle le discours de Millikan quand il a reçu le prix Nobel en 1921 pour 
ses travaux sur l'effet photoélectrique. Il disait : « J'ai passé dix années de ma vie à tester cette 
équation d'Einstein de 1905 et - contrairement à mon attente - j'ai été obligé en 1915 d'en 
admettre la vérification expérimentale non ambigüe ». Wim Van Utrecht n’est pas encore 
arrivé à ce stade, mais les efforts de ceux qui s’opposent à l’hypothèse ET doivent être 
documentés. C’est aussi une question de vérité historique, mai sil faut laisser le temps au 
temps. Cela peut contribuer au renforcement de l’hypothèse ET, bien que cela doive se faire 
surtout par des investigations de type scientifique si le phénomène ovni continue à se 
présenter comme jusqu’à présent.   

 
Des documents complémentaires et un dessin décisif 

En 2006, lors des discussions menées avec Alain Delmon concernant les événements du 29 
novembre 1989 (voir Internet : adelmon, Les cas solides, La Gileppe), je suis retourné aux 
documents que j’avais conservés. J’ai retrouvé en particulier un dessin que le gendarme von 
Montigny avait réalisé au cours de mon interview de 1989. Je lui avais demandé de 
représenter la « boule lumineuse » au-dessus de la tour éclairée de la Gileppe. J’y reviendrai, 
car avant cela, il me semble utile de rappeler brièvement l’ensemble des observations connues 
qui se rapportent au même objet pour la soirée du 29 novembre 1989 (figure 7). Elles 
concordent en effet dans l’espace et dans le temps (VOB1, 16-25). 
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Figure 7 : Synthèse des observations d’un même ovni pendant au moins deux heures au cours de la soirée du 29 
novembre 1989. Deux gendarmes l’ont observé de près quand il était immobile (2). Ensuite, ils l’ont vu quand il a tourné 
sur place de 180° (3) et à partir de la rue Haute (en bleu foncé) quand il s’approchait d’Eupen (4). Ils l’ont suivi des yeux 
quand il se déplaçait vers le barrage de la Gileppe (11-12). Il y est resté immobile pendant une heure au-dessus d’une 
tour éclairée (13-14), en émettant et en rappelant périodiquement deux boules rouges. D’autres témoins (5-10) l’ont 
également vu.  L’ambulancier (9) fit un aller-retour sur de la rue d’Aix-la-Chapelle (partie verte).  

 

1. Un gendarme         
voit l’ovni un            
peu  après 17h00  

9. Un ambulancier  part d’Eupen à 17h13.  Il voit       
l’objet en roulant vers Eynatten et en revenant  

3. L’objet part lentement,    
pivote sur place de 180°  
et repart en sens opposé 

5. Un fonctionnaire le voit venir 

6. Un directeur d’école le voit aussi 

8. Deux témoins observent le survol  
de maisons près de l’hôtel de ville  
et du début de la rue de Verviers 

 

10. Un garde forestier le voit s’éloigner vers Membach 

2. À 17h20, les gendarmes von 
Montigny et Nicoll découvrent  
l’objet représenté dans l’encart 

7. L’objet survole une entreprise 

11. Von Montigny et Nicoll se rendent à la caserne,     d’où  
ils l’observent avec deux autres gendarmes 

12. Sur la rue Haute, ils revoient l’objet 

13. À 18h30, ils se postent sur une      
hauteur  à partir de laquelle ils         
observent l’objet qui s’est immobilisé      
dessus de la tour de la Gileppe  

14. À 19h23, l’objet se remet           
mouvement  et s’éloigne  
suivant la ligne de visée 

4. Von Montigny et Nicoll 
observent l’objet en vol 
à partir de la rue Haute 

La plate-forme triangulaire du 29 novembre 1989 
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Au cours de la discussion avec Alain Delmon, on ma demandé comment j’avais déterminé 
la direction de la tour de la Gileppe, vue à partir de Korthenbach. J’ai fourni des copies 
d’extraits de la très grande carte de l’IGN, ce qui a permis de vérifier qu’il s’agissait bien de 
205° par rapport au Nord. D’autres personnes ont vérifié mes relevés astronomiques (figure 
3). J’avais également déterminé au moyen de la même carte de l’IGN la configuration du 
relief suivant la direction de la ligne de visée (figure 8). Puisque l’échelle verticale y est 
fortement amplifiée par rapport à l’échelle horizontale, il apparaît bien que les gendarmes 
pouvaient voir la partie supérieure de la tour éclairée et observer l’éloignement progressif de 
l’objet au-delà des sommets rocheux situés derrière la tour. Ce dessin a été montré à aux 
participants de la réunion du 22 février 1997 et leur a été fourni après celle-ci. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 8 :  Les gendarmes, postés à Kortenbach, pouvaient voir le sommet de la tour panoramique 
 

 Le 20 janvier 1997, je me suis rendu avec le gendarme von Montigny au pied de la tour 
panoramique du lac de la Gileppe. Le temps était un peu brumeux et la tour a une hauteur de 
77,7 mètres, mais j’ai quand même pris une photo de la partie supérieure (figure 9). Elle 
comporte un restaurant à 80 places, avec un espace pour l’ascenseur et d’autres utilités. La 
surface extérieure est entièrement vitrée. Elle couvre 624 m2. Une hauteur de 3 mètres, 
fournirait donc une base carrée de près de 15 mètres de côté.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

Figure 9 : Photo de la partie supérieure de la tour panoramique de la Gileppe 
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En décembre 1989, j’avais demandé au gendarme von Montigny de dessiner « la lumière » 

telle qu’elle lui était apparue, en respectant le mieux possible ses proportions par rapport à la 
tour panoramique. Je n’avais pas reproduit ce dessin (figure 10) dans VOB1, puisque le récit 
des témoins suffisait pour exclure la possibilité d’une confusion astronomique et je l’avais 
oublié en 1997. Maintenant, il montre de manière directe que la « boule blanche » 
immobilisée au-dessus de la tour était nettement plus grande que ne pouvait l’être l’image de 
la planète Vénus. Cela s’ajoute aux arguments qui découlent des données astronomiques.  

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure  10 : Le dessin de von Montigny de  ce qu’il a vu au-dessus de la tour de la Gileppe 
 
Puisque les deux gendarmes se trouvaient à 4,6 km de la tour, le pouvoir de résolution de 

l’œil permettait seulement de voir une « boule blanche » (VOB1, 23),  mais les interviews ont 
révélé qu’ils discernaient quand même une certaine structure interne. Notons cependant que la 
répartition des lumières ne devait pas nécessairement être la même qu’au début (figure 1). Les 
flèches rappellent les mouvements des boules rouges. La « boule blanche » devait aussi avoir 
une certaine extension, puisqu’elle s’est rétrécie au cours de l’éloignement final. Ceci devrait 
clore le débat sur « l’hypothèse de Vénus » de manière définitive.   
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ERNAGE 1989: The Facts and t heir Analysis 

A. Amond, W. De Brouwer, P. Ferryn and A. Meessen 

Abstract.  A remarkable UAP (Unidentified Aerial Phenomenon1) has been observed by Lt Col André 

AMOND and his wife Chantal on December 11, 1989 at ERNAGE near GEMBLOUX in Belgium. We 

provide first-hand data about all phases of this event and describe the behaviour of the observed 

lights. These belonged to an object that was invisible to the witnesses and flying very slowly, at low 

altitude without making any noise. It surprised the witnesses, since it approached closely, turned very 

sharply and departed at high velocity. During the new inquiry, we found a related observation made 

by another witness, also in ERNAGE. The facts are analyzed in a rational way and the hypothesis that 

it could have been a helicopter or any other conventional aircraft is carefully checked, but refuted. 

Two other cases that so-called sceptics attributed to helicopters are also studied. 

Introduction 

The events that are analyzed and discussed in this study occurred in the central part of Belgium, 

during the evening of Monday December 11, 1989. This was less than two weeks after the beginning 

of the so-called “Belgian wave”. Indeed, an exceptionally great number of Unidentified Aerial Phe-

nomena (UAP) had been observed during the evening of Wednesday November 29, 1989, near the 

Belgian-German frontier. Only a few of these observations were immediately known and reported by 

journalists but later on, for this single evening, a total of 143 observations of this type were progres-

sively collected. Since it has sometimes been claimed that later observations were simply triggered by 

the first reports, assumed to result from perceptional errors or hallucinations, it is worthwhile to men-

tion that André AMOND and his wife made their observation without knowing anything about the 

first media accounts. They had not even read a book or any article about UFOs or similar phenomena. 

They were thus very surprised by what they saw. On Thursday December 14, two national television 

stations (RTBF and RTL) tried to present an overview of the strange events. The witnesses saw the 

second broadcasting and realized only at that moment that similar phenomena had been observed.   

1. The Authors of this Study 

The first author is the principal witness, who 

happens to be a high ranking Staff officer of the 

Belgian Army. Colonel André AMOND (AA) is 

civil engineer and Breveté d’État Major. He has 

also acquired a degree in applied natural sci-

ences, but is now retired. In 1989, he was in 

charge of management and planning of the infra-

structure resources of the Ground Force. After 

much hesitation and consultation of some col-

leagues, he wrote an account of his observation 

for the Ministry of Defence (MOD), in French: 

Ministère de la Défense Nationale (figure 1). 
Figure 1: Lt Col André Amond sent a letter to the Bel-
gian Ministry of Defence, the Air Staff and SOBEPS. 
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The same day, December 19, 1989, the Colonel sent a copy to SOBEPS (Société Belge d’Étude 

des Phénomènes Spatiaux). This non-profit “Belgian Society for the Study of Space Phenomena” had 

been founded in 1971. Its aim has always been the “rational and objective study of space phenomena 

and related problems, as well as the unprejudiced diffusion of collected data”. It started immediately 

after the first media reports of unusual events in 1989 to collect first-hand accounts and to check the 

trustworthiness of the witnesses. It became then progressively clear that a “wave” of exceptional mag-

nitude had come over Belgium. Similar sightings occurred in adjacent countries, but these were not so 

numerous and SOBEPS was not in charge of their collection. During the following days and months, 

observations of UAPs continued at a lower rate, but with transitory peaks. This happened in particular 

during the evening of December 11. The collection of as much reliable data as possible was a great 

challenge for SOBEPS, functioning only with voluntary collaborators, but the essential results were 

summarized in two books2 that will be called VOB1 and VOB2.  

The second author is Major General Wilfried DE BROUWER (WDB). In 1989, he was Colonel 

and is now retired. Between 1989 and 1991, exactly at the time when so many UAP observations were 

made over Belgium, he was “Chief Operations of the Belgian Air Staff”. In this capacity he was in 

charge of establishing the policy for managing and employing military air assets, including airspace 

surveillance and control. In 2007, he was invited by the Coalition for Freedom of Information (CFI) to 

report about the Belgian wave in the National Press Club, Washington DC3. It should be mentioned 

that he is himself an experienced pilot. His insights and technical competence are thus very important 

for the present study. 

Patrick FERRYN (PF) was a founding member of SOBEPS. Because of his professional expertise 

in photography, he was in charge of the examination of all photos and videos of UAPs that SOBEPS 

got. This resulted in contributions to VOB1 and VOB2. He also wrote articles for Inforespace, the 

regular publication issued by SOBEPS and for Kadath, a magazine that he co-directs and that is dedi-

cated to an objective study of past civilizations. He is leading a company dealing with videoconfer-

ences, documentary and training films, and remains an active researcher. When SOBEPS ended all its 

activities in 2007, he created COBEPS (Comité Belge d’Étude des Phénomènes Spatiaux), which con-

tinues to collect data on UAP observations made in Belgium, but publishes only through electronic 

channels4.  

Auguste MEESSEN (AM) is professor emeritus of the Faculty of Science of the Catholic Univer-

sity of Louvain. As a physicist, he was teaching quantum mechanics, theoretical physics and solid 

state physics. Being particularly interested in basic, unsolved problems, he developed a theory of 

Space-Time Quantization that generalizes relativity and quantum mechanics. It accounts for all possi-

ble elementary particles. In 1971, he got interested in the scientific and technical aspects of Unconven-

tional Flying Objects of unidentified origin and became a member of SOBEPS. Occasionally, for im-

portant cases, he made investigations, but his main objective is to understand the propulsion system of 

these crafts, often observed throughout the world and documented in the course of human history.   

2. Sources of Information 

The observations of AA have already been documented in several complementary ways. These 

accounts will be used and completed in this study. 
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 As we previously mentioned, colonel André AMOND described himself what he and his wife 

had observed and he sent this text on December 19, 1989 to his superior level: the Ministry of 

Defence. SOBEPS was allowed to publish the full text and the accompanying figure in VOB1 

(p. 90-92). A translation of this letter is provided in appendix 1. 

 The Colonel and his wife were interviewed on January 3, 1990 by a SOBEPS investigator. His 

report was written on January 9, 1990. It contained important first-hand information, but also 

some personal interpretations. This applies in particular to the “probable trajectory” that he drew 

on a copied map of the observation site. This drawing was reproduced at a smaller scale in 

VOB1 (p. 92, figure 2.21), with emphasis on the hypothetical trajectory. One of the purposes of 

the present investigation was to check the validity of this data. We provide a translation of es-

sential contents of this report, published in VOB1 (appendix 2). The colonel and his wife have 

also separately filled out the standard SOBEPS questionnaire.   

 AA has been interviewed for several TV programs. The RTBF broadcasted in 1992 a program 

that presented various opinions5, but included also an account of the observations made in Er-

nage, with a corresponding computer simulation6. ARTE realized in 1996 a much more com-

plete document, where AA appeared as a witness7. The RTBF realized two other broadcasts8 in 

2004 and 2007, where the Ernage case was mentioned. For the second one, the colonel was in-

terviewed on the observation site, while PF documented the whole process on video. Another 

computer simulation was realized for 2007. 

 A new investigation started on August 23, 2008 at the observation site. Both witnesses were 

independently interviewed by AM, but WDB was also present and asked questions concerning 

the behavior of the UAP, while PF recorded the whole interview on video. This investigation 

was actively pursued during several months through electronic and direct contacts, as well as 

further field investigations and the collection of additional data. We even discovered and inter-

viewed another witness who made related observations in ERNAGE. 

3. Motivation 

When a discussion concerning the Belgian observations started during the spring of 2008 on 

EuroUfoNet, we had at first to answer some questions about the observations that were made near EU-

PEN on November 29, 1989. AM, who had conducted these investigations, was obliged to discard er-

roneous claims, but subsequently the discussion focused on the case of ERNAGE. This part was sum-

marized by Wim van UTRECHT
10

 (WvU), who believes - like other so-called sceptics - that the Bel-

gian wave of UAP observations only resulted from misperceptions of activities involving conventional 

aircraft and amplified by psychosocial effects. This thesis has been advocated in particular by the late 

Renaud LECLET
11

(RL), who claims or suggests with great insistence that Colonel AMOND and most 

other witnesses of UAP observations during the Belgian wave, simply saw helicopters.  

RL and his collaborators - who amended and expanded the document after his death - don‟t prove 

their statements but blame SOBEPS for not having proven the contrary. In addition, they blame 

SOBEPS for not investigating the helicopter option, but neglect the fact that SOBEPS had frequent 

contacts with the Belgian Air Force, which formally rejected this option. Moreover, it is absolutely 

essential for every investigator to eliminate the possibility of confusions or misinterpretations. Never-

theless, we will seize this opportunity to show that the helicopter hypothesis is inadequate  
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It is noteworthy that we only had access to LECLET‟s document on October 26, 2008. It would be 

unnecessarily tedious to discuss the latter paper in detail. It accumulates numerous speculative as-

sumptions, but indirectly, it raises a basic question: Are the observed UAPs real signs of something 

that calls for specific scientific attention or are they simply illusions? We will answer this question by 

considering three cases, mentioned by RL and his collaborators. This will allow any impartial reader 

to compare the methodology applied in of RL‟s paper and the present study.  

4. Scope, Methodology and Objectives 

The scope of this study consists of:  

- The detailed analysis of the observations in Ernage on December 11, 1989. This was the second 

case in LECLET‟s paper, claiming that “more than probably”, which means with certainty, the wit-

nesses simply saw “the SA-330 Puma (helicopter) of the BAF (Belgian Air Force)”. The central sub-

ject of this study will be a thorough reinvestigation of this case, to verify whether this is true or not. 

We will complete and eventually correct what was known until now, but this provides also an opportu-

nity to learn more about investigating UAP observations. 

- The discussion of two other observations. These are the first and last ones discussed in LE-

CLET‟s paper. The first was injected by one of RL‟s collaborators (WvU) and occurred on 

October 4, 1992 at PLANCENOIT (and not MARANSART) near WATERLOO. It will be 

presented and discussed in Chapter IV of this study, together with the last case, concerning 

the observations made near EUPEN on November 29, 1989.  Both cases are very instructive 

to realize how one tried to suggest that the “helicopter hypothesis” could be sufficient.  

- The encouragement of scientific research on issues that are related to observations like 

those that are discussed in this article. They raise challenging questions that cannot be solved 

by simply denying or distorting the observed facts. How they can perhaps be solved will not 

be discussed, but we hope that the reported facts will stimulate normal scientific curiosity.   

The methodology is defined by the outline of this study. 

First of all, we consider the facts on a purely phenomenological basis (Chapter I). Then, we proceed to 

a rigorous analysis of the available data, without ideological preconceptions (Chapter II). We also ver-

ify whether it is possible or not to explain these facts in terms of a Puma helicopter - as suggested by 

Leclet - or by means of some other conventional aircraft (Chapter III). We complement the Ernage 

investigation with a detailed analysis of the sighting in Plancenoit and supplementary comments on 

the observations of November 28, 1989 in the region of Eupen (Chapter IV). This will allow us to 

scrutinize the arguments and techniques that were used by sceptics to undermine the credibility of the 

witnesses. Finally, we summarize our findings and draw some general conclusions. We add transla-

tions of original documents, as well as a technical  justification of an important argument.  

The basic objectives follow from the need to find the truth.  

-  We have to reinvestigate in a careful and unprejudiced way the observations which were made at 

ERNAGE, on December 11, 1989 and to come to factual conclusions.  

-  We should also shed light on the methods used by sceptics and show that UAP sightings deserve 

more attention and methodical research by qualified experts and scientists.   
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Chapter I. Observations at ERNAGE 

Figure 2: Map of the observation site (©  NGI, 1:25000, 1981). The red lines define directions of observa-
tion for the events of December 11, 1989. Colonel Amond stops at A and A1, but drives slowly at B and 
B1. Then he stops again at C, where both witnesses leave the car. The initially proposed “probable trajec-
tory” is accompanied by a question mark and will actually be modified. M specifies the site of another ob-
servation. The sides of the square grid correspond to 1000 m.   
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1. Becoming aware of the UAP 

In the evening of December 11, 1989, colonel André AMOND is driving on a quiet country road, 

called the Sart Ernage Street. He comes from the village of Ernage, where he is residing, and is ac-

companied by his wife, sitting on the right front seat. They are going to pick up their son at the railway 

station of Gembloux. At 18:45, local time, they arrive at Tri Masset (T on figure 2). It is dark but the 

sky is clear, the moon is shining and stars are visible. The temperature is close to 0° C. 

When AA is about to arrive at the sideway of Tri Masset, he looks out for possible traffic and thus 

for car lights. At this moment, he spots a group of strange lights in the sky on his right side. He stops 

then at the point A, to look more carefully. There are three or four luminous panels of white-yellow 

colour, with an orange tint like the setting sun in winter. These lights are peculiar, since their shape is 

trapezoidal. Their luminosity is steady, but below this ensemble, practically in the middle, there is a 

red pulsating light. Its upper part is flat and close to the yellow lights, while the lower boundary forms 

a circular arc (figure 3a and 3b). All separations between the lights are clearly recognizable but AA 

doesn‟t see any supporting mass. 

The group of lights is situated in the sky, in the direction of the small wood at Les Mottes. Much 

further away and closer to the horizon, is the Mellery tower (pylon), which is illuminated when it is 

dark. It is a radar and communication tower for SHAPE in CASTEAU (MONS) and NATO in 

EVERE (BRUSSELS). AA knows this tower very well, since he had verified the calculations for its 

stability when it was installed during the seventies. The visibility is excellent. Although this tower is 

situated at 7 km from the witness, it is clearly visible on the horizon, while the strange lights are 

higher in the sky. The Colonel thinks at first that the lights could come from this direction, but having 

stopped, he observes a lateral displacement with respect to the tower. The motion is horizontal and 

very slow. Since all these unexpected lights remain in a constant relative position, they should belong 

to a solid object, but AA doesn‟t perceive any structure supporting the lights. Afterwards, he can‟t re-

member whether there were three or four panels, as indicated by the question mark in the figures 3a 

and 3b. However, he is sure about the trapezoidal outline.  

Then he drives from A to A1, but never faster than 50 or 60 km/h. On the contrary, he slows down 

several times when he looks towards the lights. The velocity is then reduced to 30 km/h and some-

Figure 3: Sketches made by Col Amond of the luminous panels and the pulsating red light for his letter to 

the Ministry (3a) and the report (3b). At B, the luminous phenomenon is seen behind two poplars (3c). 

3a 

3b 3c 
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times to 10 km/h. The lights are advancing in the same direction, but more slowly, since they only 

catch up when he slows down. The elevation seems to remain constant with respect to the easily dis-

cernable horizon. Moreover, AA doesn‟t notice any change of the apparent size of the yellow panels 

and the red pulsating light. Thus, he gets the impression that between A and A1, the motion of the 

UAP is horizontal and nearly parallel to the Sart Ernage Street, but he is not absolutely sure, since he 

couldn‟t observe the lights without interruption. It is impossible to evaluate the distance, especially at 

night. Knowing that the Mellery tower is higher than 100 m, he has the feeling that the UAP could be 

progressing at an altitude of 200 to 300 meters (letter and report).  

The Colonel sees the horizon with the Mellery tower at about the middle of the right front window, 

but to see the group of lights, he has to incline his head somewhat towards that window. He informs 

his wife about the lights, but she is sitting higher and couldn‟t see them without putting her head closer 

to the window. She doesn‟t care, since even without looking, she is convinced that it has to be an air-

plane. They ignore, indeed, that some people had recently spoken about strange things that appeared in 

the sky, but AA is intrigued. He doesn’t understand what’s happening, since the moonlight is not re-

flected by the surface of this object and there is no noise, as expected for normal aircraft.  

Colonel AMOND is so amazed that he doesn‟t think about evaluating the angular length of the row 

of panels, but it was several times longer than the apparent diameter of the moon. The lights had to be 

close or large enough, of course, to allow for an easy recognition of the dark separations. AA stops the 

car at A1, where he stays until the mysterious phenomenon is nearly disappearing behind the trees at 

the farm of Sart Ernage (report). At that moment, the lights are seen through the windshield, but the 

car could be slightly oblique to the street. Anticipating the disappearance of the UAP, AA decides to 

drive to the other side of the farm, to see if it will reappear.  

2. Reality of the Phenomenon  

At the point B, just before the left turn, AA slows down and incidentally sees that the lights are 

passing “behind the two first poplars” (report). In December, these poplars have no leaves and the 

branches are visible in front of the luminous panels. AA is sharply observing the UAP, since he told 

the first investigator: “I evaluated its apparent height to 2/3 of the height of the trees and its apparent 

length did correspond to the distance that separated these trees.” This is indicated on his sketch 

(figure 3c) and is equivalent to a measurement. It results from a fortunate coincidence, but also from 

the curiosity and presence of mind of the observer.  

Subsequently, AA accelerates and drives as rapidly as possible to the other side of the farm, but the 

darkness and the turning street don‟t allow for fast driving. It takes thus some time before he reaches 

B1, where he slows down. The road goes uphill and makes a slight turn towards his left. He looks then 

towards the right, but the group of lights advanced more slowly than he did. Being just beyond the 

bend, he rediscovers the lights in the rear right window. They are emerging approximately at the top of 

the wooded area. Figure 4a is extracted from the computer simulation (VOB2, photo 2.15) and figure 

4.b is the drawing that AA made during the new investigation, when we were standing at B1. He rep-

resented only three panels, as in the computer simulation, but he started to draw the general outline 

and then the separations. Finally, he added the red light and some poplars.  

In his letter, the Colonel reported only what happened after he saw the lights at B1. He stated that 

they appeared at the height of the last third of the trees behind the farm (appendix 1). He meant the 
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poplars. He didn‟t mention what happened before he arrived at B1, because he wanted to be concise 

and he considered this as irrelevant in comparison with the more important events which followed. 

Now, the strange phenomenon couldn’t be imaginary anymore. It had to be physically real, since it 

disappeared behind obstacles and reappeared like something of material consistency. The report of the 

first investigator clearly stated, however, that the observations had begun before AA arrived at the 

farm, although it was not recorded that this happened already at point A.  

The new investigation started with an interview of Mrs. AMOND. Together with her husband they 

took the same route as in 1989 and she was invited to say “stop” when the car arrived at the place 

where she saw the lights for the first time. This happened at B1. She described then what she saw: a 

row of luminous panels, emerging at about the top of the trees of the small wood, which, 19 years 

later, is still there. The lights were of yellow-orange colour and the panels were trapezoidal with a pro-

gressively decreasing height. Below this row of panels, there was in the middle a red pulsating light. 

Its intensity changed over the whole surface at the same rhythm. When asked to show how fast, by 

closing and opening her hand, she indicated that two peaks were separated by approximately one sec-

ond. All these lights were moving together, as if they belonged to a solid object, but being asked if she 

had seen it, she said: “no, I assumed that there had to be something to carry the lights. I couldn’t see 

it.” How many luminous panels did you see? She answered: “three”  

In this regard, AM wants to stress the fact that initially, AA wasn‟t sure if there were 3 or 4 lumi-

nous panels (letter and report) and Mrs. AMOND had only told the first investigator on January 3, 

1990, that she saw “several lights”. The number of panels seemed less important to both witnesses 

than their general appearance and their behaviour. The graphical artist who realized the computer 

simulation had necessarily to choose between 3 or 4 moving panels. He opted for three, since that was 

easier for him and the spectators. This process influenced, the memory of the witnesses, but all other 

details provided by both of them remained consistent. When AM asked Mrs. AMOND at B1 what she 

had thought when she discovered this phenomenon, she said: “nothing”. Having no preconception, 

she presumed, of course, that it had to be something normal, although she heard no noise coming from 

that direction.  

3. The Great Surprise  

Let‟s return to the initial events. Having seen the reappearance at B1, Col. AMOND drives towards 

the highest part of the street, to have a better view of what might happen. He stops at C (figure 2), and 

shuts down the engine, while his wife opens her window. They prick their ears, but can’t hear any 

sound coming from there. They do only perceive a weak traffic noise from the N4 Road (Namur-

Wavre). The lights continue their silent, very slow horizontal motion. AA steps out of the car, leaves 

the left door open but keeps the lights on to warn possible traffic. While he goes to the front of the car, 

Figure 4: Computer simulation (4a) and Amond‟s sketch (4b) of the trees and lights seen at B1. 

4a 4b 
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AA looks at the full moon and takes then a stand just before the left front light of the car. Mrs. Amond 

leaves the car as well, goes to the right front corner and observes from there, but without standing in 

the beam of the right head light. When AA looks again towards the UAP, there is a change! According 

to the first investigator, this happened when the phenomenon reached the direction of the small wood 

behind the farm of la Gatte (figure 2).  The UAP is now higher than the wood, but instead of the yel-

low panels and the pulsating red light, there is only one round white light (figure 5).  

It is directed towards the witnesses and closing in. Its lumi-

nosity is constant, uniform and very intense, but not blinding. 

The boundaries are sharp. The altitude decreases. It seems to 

be a head-light, pointed towards the witnesses, but its appar-

ent diameter is “two times that of the moon” (appendix 2) 

and there is no beam that illuminates the ground. AA saw the 

full moon just before, but we don‟t know whether this com-

parison corresponds to the closest distance or not. The Colo-

nel spontaneously said during the new investigation that the 

distance of closest approach may have been less than 100 m 

and that the apparent diameter of the circular light could then 

have been larger than two times the size of the moon.  

AA had told the first inquirer: “I can’t remember how the object changed its heading. It came in 

our direction (lower than the top of the trees behind it) and the intensity increased. My wife got fright-

ened and told me: “start-up”. I also felt a certain apprehension, since I considered this behaviour as 

being aggressive.” Mrs. Amond‟s testimony is very important in this regard. She saw the change: 

“When it reached the wood, the object seemed to stand still and a very luminous white light was di-

rected towards us. I got frightened and said to my husband “start-up”. I didn’t dare to look at it any 

more” (report). She must have been extremely frightened, since she didn‟t want to see anymore what 

might happen. During the new investigation, she described the white round light, while we were stand-

ing at C, and AM asked her if she had seen something around it. She answered: “no”. There was no 

visible mass, supporting this light and no sound. When asked, how close it came, she said: “twenty 

meters, at eye level”. Of course, this was not based on any measurement, but a spontaneous expression 

of the intense fear that she had experienced. She was terrorized and reacted in panic. This doesn‟t 

happen when a light is at a distance of about 1 kilometre, for instance.  

When she filled out the questionnaire, she had to describe the brilliance of the light, by choosing 

between: dazzling (éblouissant), strong, average, low and very low. Conform to her frightening experi-

ence, she wrote: “dazzling”, while AA drew a circle around “strong”. He mentioned in his note to 

MOD that “only an enormous white light was visible” during this phase. “It was larger than the head-

light of a big transport aircraft… The object with this enormous, anomalous luminous mass showed 

itself somewhat aggressive. We heard no engine noise… This object was silent!” At this instant, he 

also felt insecure and responded to the frightened call of his wife by rapidly returning to his seat. 

When he was still upright between the door and the body of the car, he looked again towards the phe-

nomenon. He didn‟t see how this happened, but it is now obvious that “the object is engaged in a ma-

noeuvre. It is nose up.” This is an essential part of the observation. 

The object is banking towards its left side and climbing in an acrobatic way. It displays its ventral 

side, which is oriented towards the witness at a very steep angle. This is shown in figure 6, taken from 

the letter. The report contains a very similar sketch and specifies that there are “three white lights, 

Figure 5: The approaching white light. 
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forming a triangle… The red light is situated in the middle. Its diameter is 2 to 3 times larger than the 

white lights. These are separated by 6 to 10 meters, but the top light is 3 to 4 times more intense than 

the other white lights”. Imagine, the moon illuminating the fields and seeing these lights without sup-

porting mass.  

AA is flabbergasted: no surface re-

flection and not even a perceptible con-

tour! It‟s weird. AA sits down behind the 

steering wheel, but continues to observe 

the manoeuvre of the object. In his letter 

he describes it as follows: “Three white 

lights that are smaller than the previous 

one have appeared. They form more or 

less an equilateral triangle... The distance 

between these white luminous spots is 

estimated at about 10 meters.” He calls it 

“paradoxical” that he can‟t see the mass 

that surrounds the triangle formed by the 

white lights. Moreover, he notes in his 

letter to the MOD that “the manoeuvre 

made by the craft is majestic, slow. The 

curve is tight.” It is not necessary to 

move the head or the eyes to follow the 

object‟s turn, as one would have to do for 

a Boeing or similar aircraft.  

4. Rapid Departure  

To observe the rising motion of the object, AA is obliged to lower his head somewhat towards the 

steering wheel and to look through the upper part of the windshield. The object restores its horizontal 

attitude and darts away, so that AA can now only see the protruding and pulsating red light. He starts  

the engine. The accelerating object disappears “rapidly out of sight in the darkness of the night, to-

wards the SSW”, but the whole observation lasted 5 to 8 minutes (letter). 

After the rapid departure of the flying object, AA closes the window, but while he is doing this, he 

hears a train that is passing at his left side (figure 2). The noise is easily detectable at about 750 m, 

even with running engine, while previously, he heard no sound at all coming from the much closer 

flying object. The illuminated windows of the train remind him of the row of panels. After these 

events, he picks up his son at the railways station of Gembloux and is back home at 19:05.  

5. Another Witness at ERNAGE 

When we analyzed these observations, it became clear very soon that the first investigator had sim-

ply assumed that, at the moment that the object was spotted it was at the horizon, above the trees near 

Les Mottes (figure 2). He thought that the flying object then moved along a linear trajectory in the 

North-South direction. As such, it could then pass between two groups of trees at the ONE colony   

(Office de la Naissance et de l'Enfance). However, it is clear from figure 2 that this passage would not 

Figure 6: The ventral side of the UAP. 
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have been visible from B and B1. On site, this is even more evident. Furthermore, figure 4 shows that 

the object appeared close to the trees at the farm of Sart Ernage. Unfortunately, we can‟t ask the first 

investigator anymore why he made this choice, since he deceased, but we know that this was his first 

case, right after the beginning of the wave. Probably, he didn‟t realize that other flying platforms came 

rather close to the witnesses. His prudence is understandable, but requires reconsideration.  

Actually, it was only possible to assume that the trajectory was nearly parallel to the Sart Ernage 

Street between A and A1. The distance was unknown. The resulting problem reminded AA of what a 

neighbour had told him in 1992, after his first appearance on television5. Mrs. Huguette MARITS 

(HM) was convinced that she had seen the same UAP. According to the memory of AA, this happened 

also on December 11, 1989. He went thus to her home (on October 3, 2008) and collected enough in-

formation to justify a meeting (on October 5) for further investigation. The interview was conducted 

by AM, in the presence of AA and PF, who documented it on video.  

It turned out that in December 

1989, HM did work in Brussels. 

She always arrived by train. It 

was dark and while she was 

walking home on the silent vil-

lage street she became suddenly 

aware of the presence of a group 

of lights at her left side. It was 

between 18:30 and 18:45. Later 

on, we could ascertain that her 

train arrived at 18:25 and that it 

takes about 13 minutes to walk 

from the station to the observa-

tion site, which is close to her 

home. It was thus about 18:38, 

local time. During the morning of 

our meeting, she made a drawing 

(figure 7) of her sighting.  

Here is the account of her remarkable observation. She is walking on the right side of the street, 

when she realizes that there are lights behind the trees on the other side of the street. She distinctly 

sees three round lights, forming an equilateral triangle. A larger red light is pulsating in the middle. 

The other lights are yellow and steady. All lights remain in fixed relative positions with respect to the 

leafless trees, but no supporting mass is visible. Moreover, HM doesn‟t hear any sound and notices no 

movement. Being alone, she feels insecure and hastens her pace, to reach her home as fast as possible. 

She takes her heels and doesn‟t even look anymore whether the lights are still there. Her home and 

shelter are nearby. Once at home, she immediately tells her husband and asks him to have a look. 

Nothing special can now be seen, but her husband doesn‟t doubt her words and understands her atti-

tude. Indeed, it couldn‟t be a plane or a  helicopter, since they knew their position lights and the noise 

that such aircraft make. They had recently heard on television that some persons reported to have seen 

strange things, but this did neither favour confabulation, nor procure a sense of security. It simply 

meant: “I am not the only one who is seeing strange things.” Nevertheless, like many other witnesses, 

she only spoke about her experience to close relatives and some colleagues at work. She is not at all 

what some sceptics like to call “fantasy prone personalities”.   

Figure 7: Mrs. Marits discovers four lights in the village of Ernage. 



 

 12 

Mrs MARITS saw the lights during a short time only, but she observed them with utmost attention. 

Since she didn‟t notice any motion. The object was thus either at rest or moving very slowly, but she 

saw the ventral side of an object, where the lights had the same disposition as in figure 6. Like the 

Colonel, she saw only the lights and not the object itself. It is not very reasonable to assume that the 

platform was engaged in a banking manoeuvre at the very moment when she happened to look at it, 

but it could have stayed at rest in a vertical position. During the Belgian wave, there was indeed an 

independent observation where a triangular platform was seen to remain suspended in air, while rotat-

ing around its longitudinal axis, which happened to be vertical. This object was thus alternatively 

showing its ventral and dorsal side (VOB1, 206-8, VOB2, 262-8) and it demonstrated that a triangular 

platform can develop adequate “lift” to compensate its weight  in such a situation. It could thus also 

remain motionless in a vertical position. Similarly, the photo of PETIT-RECHAIN shows the ventral 

part of a platform with a very steep inclination (VOB1). Although the exposure time of this photo was 

one or two seconds, only a very slight rotation was detected during the analysis12.  

6. Characteristic Features 

When colonel AMOND wrote to the Ministry of Defence, he called special attention on four aston-

ishing characteristics. Recently, he made them more explicit, by adding some comments. 

1. “The slowness of the movements of the flying object, in contrast to its final rapid motion.” 

When I was driving, I had to wait until it caught up, but at the end, it displayed a tremendous 

acceleration and flew off at very high velocity.  

2. “The mass, which should necessarily have carried the lights, did not reflect the moonlight and 

was not visible.” The full moon was positioned, behind the witness. Could its rays have been 

deviated towards the rear-side of the object?  

3. “The lack of engine noise.” No sound was heard, not even when the car engine was shut off on 

the country road, at that time, devoid of traffic. Slightly later, it was possible to hear there the 

noise made by a train that was passing much farther away.  

4. “For me, it is clear: it was neither an AWACS, ULM or helicopter, nor a hologram”. The Colo-

nel discards thus any conventional explanation, but he insists that “some kind of intelligence was 

involved”, since the flying object deviated from its course with a specific purpose. He doesn‟t 

know whether this “visit” did result from curiosity or aggressiveness, but it was not accidental. 

The motions of the group of lights were always coherent and attributable to a flying object, al-

though the manoeuvre was amazingly slow. The approaching light was very intense, but had a 

sharply defined boundary and didn‟t illuminate the ground.  

When we met Mrs. MARITS, she didn‟t remember the day of her observation. That was less im-

portant for her than what she saw. AM contacted thus her son, who had been one of his students. He 

confirmed that his parents spoke about that event, but he had also forgotten when this happened. We 

know, however, that there was a marked peak of observations on December 11. Even for this particu-

lar evening, all of them could not be attributed to one single object, while the description of Mrs. 

MARITS fits in with the observation of AA (figures 7 and 6), as well in regard to the appearance of 

the UAP (underside of the object) as for the known time sequence (18:38 and 18:45). We can thus 

conclude that it is at least very probable that they saw the same object.  
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The only difference relates to the colour of the 3 lights that formed the equilateral triangle. Instead 

of the usual white colour, she mentioned a yellow colour, but this could eventually result from the 

computer simulation that she had seen on television. Some secondary elements could get mixed up in 

her memory. Mrs. Marits doesn‟t know anymore whether the moon was shining, but she clearly re-

members that it wasn‟t raining, since she had no umbrella, and that the contour of each light was 

sharply defined. Moreover, there were no light beams that illuminated the surroundings or plants. The 

observed lights were not dazzling. Actually, she compared their intensity to that of the white light tube 

in her kitchen.  

Figure 7 can be used to draw some conclusions. Since HM is accustomed to paint by copying post 

cards, for instance, with a change of scale, she has a sense of proportions. The apparent height of the 

centre of the lights can thus be determined by means of the trees. Measurements, performed afterwards 

on the terrain, where there is still an oak and a cherry tree, allowed us to assume that the line of sight 

did probably pass at a height of about 8 m above the ground, at a distance of about 40 m with respect 

to the witness. The actual height H and the actual distance D of the lights behind the trees remain un-

known, but the ratio H/D = 1/5. This corresponds to an angle of about 11°. When D = 150 m, for in-

stance, H = 30 m.  It follows from figure 7 that the distance between the lights, which formed an equi-

lateral triangle, was then of the order of H/2.7 = 11 m.  

The witness was looking from M towards free fields at the northern border of the village of Ernage 

(figure 2). We don‟t know in what direction the object departed, but it is probable that it moved to-

wards the right, since one of the white lights would then have been at the front edge as it was the case 

with numerous other observations (figure 7).   

****** 

We will now proceed with the detailed analysis of the observations at Ernage on 11 December 1989.  

Chapter II.  Analysis of the Observations 

1. Astronomical and Meteorological Data 

On December 11 1989, the sun was setting for Ernage/Gembloux at 16:36 local time. At 18:45, the 

full moon (99%) was standing in the East (azimuth 85°) at an elevation of 31°. These data are derived 

from an astronomical computer program (Tellstar). They confirm that the fields were illuminated by 

the moon and that the object should have been visible.  

Renaud LECLET tried to make the helicopter hypothesis more plausible for the Ernage case, by 

stating11 (p.5) that the Royal Meteorological Institute (RMI) at Uccle/Brussels provided the following 

information for December 11-12, 1989: “there was fog at Bierset, Gosselies and Chièvres on Decem-

ber 11 (horizontal visibility lower than 200 meters at the time of maximum opacity).” He adds that 

“the presence of local veils of fog above the fields around Ernage at the sighting time cannot be ex-

cluded. Light sources that show through a fog layer can appear larger than they actually are. The fog 

can also explain why the object itself remained invisible”.  

Once again, the real facts are not taken into account, since AA had clearly mentioned in his letter, 

published in VOB1 and thus known by RL and his collaborators that “the sky was clear. There was 
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full moon.” Since the Mellery tower was visible at a distance of 6.95 kilometres, we can add that the 

atmosphere at Ernage was even very transparent close to the ground.  

The data sheets of the RMI are available at Belgian Universities and surely at the RMI, at least on 

demand, although the contrary has been suggested10 (p.4). They prove that it had been freezing on De-

cember 10, 1989. At Gembloux, the temperature fell to -4.5° during the night and reached only 5° dur-

ing the day, since the weather over Central Europe was “determined by a high pressure zone.”  The air 

was dry, but the RMI predicted for Monday 11: “Locally persistent mist, elsewhere the sky is clear. 

Maximum temperatures of +1° to 5°, Minima of -2° at the coast and -8° in high-Belgium.” At 08:00, 

local time in the morning of December 11, 1989, the temperature was still -1.5° in Gembloux. Atlantic 

perturbations were only predicted for the following day.  

To allow for the helicopter hypothesis, it has also been suggested10 that sound coming from the ob-

ject could perhaps not have been heard by the witnesses at Sart Ernage, if a sufficiently strong wind 

was blowing in the opposite direction. This assumption could have been verified, at least from the me-

teorological point of view. In reality, according to the RMI data sheets, the wind was so weak on De-

cember 11, 1989 that its direction could not be recorded at Gembloux. At Beauvechain, which is situ-

ated at 23 km from Ernage, a weak wind was blowing from WSW (figure 2). That‟s exactly the oppo-

site of what the so-called “sceptics” tried to insinuate.  

2. The Flying Object 

The first important feature that had to be clarified concerns the coherence of the successive appear-

ances of the lights observed by Mr. and Mrs. Amond. This was possible by taking into account the 

general characteristics of the objects that were so often observed during the Belgian wave. Witnesses 

reported various forms and light sources, but most frequently, they mentioned triangular platforms. 

Usually, people saw only the ventral side, carrying lights that were similar to those in figure 6. Some-

times they saw a superstructure, with luminous panels that could be windows or have some other 

function. In the Ernage case, the object itself was not visible to the witnesses. Nevertheless, the lumi-

nous panels could have been situated at the lateral side of a superstructure, as suggested by figure 8. 

The object should also carry a round source of 

white light at its front side, so that this light was 

directed towards the witnesses when the object 

approached them in a descending motion. Al-

though at this very moment it was a source of visi-

ble light, it could be a detector system, using other 

EM radiations (for instance in the Terahertz re-

gion) and was not necessarily in use, when the 

object was seen from the side or at some small 

angle. Only the yellow panels would then appear 

as well as the protruding red pulsating light.  

Superstructures with luminous panels were often observed during the Belgian wave, while the three 

round white lights on the ventral surface were always imbedded near the edges of the triangle. At the 

start of the Belgian wave, the public ignored that UFOs could have such a form. If they had simply 

invented their stories, they would have described classical “flying saucers”. That was the image they 

Figure 8: Probable form of the flying object. 



 

 15 

had in their minds. It is thus very remarkable that suddenly, so many persons started to say that they 

had seen triangular or quadrilateral platforms with round white lights near the corners of  their ven-

tral side and a red blinking or pulsating light at its centre. The description of the details varied, which 

implies that more than one object or a single type of objects were observed, but it consistently defined 

a particular class of flying objects of unconventional appearance and behaviour.   

These platforms were usually operating silently or at a very low noise level, meaning that they 

were not powered by a combustion engine. However in the Ernage case, the fact that the witnesses 

didn’t see the supporting mass was not customary at all. It happened sometimes during the Belgian 

wave that the surface was fuzzy (VOB2, p.194-204), but the combination of an apparently invisible 

surface with visible light sources was odd. We would not be aware, of course, of objects that have the 

capacity to be or to become invisible, if there was not something that betrayed their presence, but why 

should we be confronted with such a paradox? There may have been an intention. Perhaps, we were 

invited to be more curious, but we want to stick only to actually observed facts. 

To summarize what happened when the astonishing flying object was observed from B1 and C, we 

present a panoramic view (figure 9). It is based on real photos of the landscape and the statements of 

the witnesses. The second part of the observations begins at the upper right corner of this drawing. The 

motion was horizontal, until the white light was directed towards the witnesses. It approached then in a 

descending motion. During the manoeuvre at close range, AA saw only the three white and the pulsat-

ing red light on the ventral side of the flying object. We indicate these lights, as if the object had been 

transparent, but the witnesses asserted only that he didn‟t see its surface by means of diffused light and 

that he couldn‟t perceive any contours. He didn‟t understand these effects, but was well aware of their 

paradoxical nature. Then the object darted away. 

The graphical artist who realized the computer simulation tried to represent an invisible object that 

carried lights and to suggest the continuity of its motions, by showing progressive transformations of 

the frontal white light (VOB2, figure 2.16 and 2.17). These transformations have not been observed by 

AA. Although he was present when the computer simulation was realized, he didn‟t protest, since 

computer simulations were still very tedious at the beginning of the nineties and he was aware of the 

difficult problem that the graphist tried to solve. His aim was surely not to create some fake reality. He 

simply tried to make apparent magic more comprehensible.  

There has been discussion about the real size of the approaching white circular light, since the first 

investigator had proposed a probable trajectory that seemed to imply that this light was at a distance of 

about 1 km when it had an apparent diameter of 1°. This is two times the apparent diameter of the 

Moon, but the real diameter of the white circular light would then be tg1° times 1000 m, which yields 

17.5 m and is too large with respect to the ventral side (figure 6). However, this critique is not valid. 

At a distance of 1000 meters, the object would not have been as frightening as indicated by AA in his 

letter to the Ministry of Defence. Figure 2.21 of VOB1 was actually based on the drawing of the inves-

Figure 9:  Panoramic view of the motions of the lights seen at B1 and C. 

Object turns towards  the witnes-

Twice the size of the full moon  

Object makes sharp climbing turn Witnesses at point C 

Object turns  

Three spotlights and one pulsating red light 
Only one white light is visible 

The object accelerates,         

only the red light is visible 
Object overtakes witnesses  

The light panels reappear 

      behind poplars  
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tigator, who had added the inscription “Ann A” . This meant “Annexe A”, but was misinterpreted by 

one of the sceptics as being the signature of André Amond. He had not drawn this map and didn‟t even 

know the content of the report. When he was asked, he answered that the distance of closest approach 

was of the order of 100 - 200 m. At the observation site, he mentioned that 50 m would also be possi-

ble. Let‟s assume 100 m. The diameter of the great white light would then be 1.8 m. This is consistent 

with the range of sizes that have been reported during the Belgian wave.   

3. Two Critical Lines of Sight 

Since the lines of sight at B and B1 are converging, the trajectory has to be closer than the point 

where they meet one another. The line of sight at B1 is defined by the edge of the wood, which is still 

there today, but the line of sight at B was difficult to establish. Of course, the UAP passed behind two 

poplars, as indicated in figure 3c, but where were they situated? At the outset of the new investigation, 

we knew only that there had been two rows of poplars in 1981, indicated by dots in figure 2. More-

over, poplars are fast growing trees that could have been cut and replanted. Our field investigation dis-

closed that high poplars at the north side had been cut some time ago. AA and AM tried to locate the 

stumps of the generation that would have been there in 1989, but no trace was left. We thank the game

-keeper and his son for their help, but our problem couldn‟t be solved that way.  

We bought then from the 

National Geographic Insti-

tute an aerial photography 

that had been taken in 1985. 

It proved that the meadow 

behind the farm was then 

totally surrounded by pop-

lars, forming the contour 1 

to 7 in figure 10. The length 

of the shadows indicated 

that this were high poplars. 

The owner of the farm, 

Count Le Hardy de Beau-

lieu, told us that these pop-

lars had been planted in 

1960, but that those of the 

rows 1-4 had been cut in 

1988. New ones have been 

planted in the spring of 1989 

between 3 and 4.  

We see also that in 1985, there existed already a row of smaller poplars between the edge E and the 

street S. They would remain after the row of poplars 1-4 had disappeared, and could thus be important. 

We thank the Count for his kindness. He showed us also another aerial photography that had been 

taken at oblique incidence in the spring of 1983 and gave us the permission to include it in this text 

(figure 11). It shows that the farm of Sart Ernage is surrounded by cultivated fields and that the region 

where the observations took place is very flat. We indicate the observation points A, B and B1. The 

row of young poplars is already present and clearly discernable.  

Figure 10: Aerial Photography taken in 1985 ( NGI) 
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Figure 12 shows a 

magnified part of 

figure 10. The di-

rection of the shad-

ows allows us to 

determine the direc-

tion of the Sun: 

210°. This picture 

had been taken on 1 

October 1985. We 

could thus establish 

with Tellstar that 

the Sun was at the 

measured heading at 

14:11, local time, 

and that its eleva-

tion was then 32°. 

This allowed us to 

calculate the aver-

age height of the 

young and older 

poplars in 1985 

It is sufficient to determine the average length of the shadows. This was done by comparing it with 

the measured length of the roof of the hangar. We got 14.8 m for the young poplars. Their average 

height in 1985 was thus equal 9.2 m. The shadows of the older poplars were 2.7 times longer than 

those of the young poplars in 1985, so that their height was then 24.8 m. 

 

Figure 11: Aerial photography of the farm of Sart Ernage, taken from the south in 1983. 
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Figure 12: Indirect measurement of the height of the poplars in 1985 ( NGI) 
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Figure 15: From the report. 

We acquired then an aerial 

photography, taken on May 3, 

1990. The rows 2-3-4 of figure 

10 had been completely cut, but 

the rows 5-6-7 were still there. 

The row 1-2 had only partially 

vanished. This defined the real 

situation that existed in Decem-

ber 1989. The line of sight at 

B1 was quite obvious, but we 

were not yet sure whether we 

had to consider the line of sight 

BE or BF. Moreover, the reso-

lution was not sufficient to de-

termine the height of the pop-

lars in the spring of 1990.  

We did this by means of another aerial picture, 

provided by the Région Wallonne (figure 14). It 

solved also a puzzle, since it proved that two 

poplars had not been cut near E. We had tried to 

locate the stumps for the row EF and didn‟t un-

derstand why they had different sizes. They had 

not been cut at the same time. With the kind aid 

of M. Ferrier, we could also establish that this 

picture had been taken on August 11, 1997. As 

for figure 12, we calculated the average height: 

22.7 m. They had thus grown about 1.1 m/year. 

When we assume for the high poplars a growth 

of about 1 m/year, they had in December 1989 

an average height of 29 m.  

Initially, we were unaware of the existence of a transverse row 

of poplars, but even when we knew that the row 4-5 was there in 

December 1989 (figure 13), we had still to prove that the two pop-

lars of figure 3c were situated at F and not at E. We tried both pos-

sibilities and found that the trajectory that would result from E was 

unacceptable. The localization F was also justified by the qualita-

tive drawing of the first investigator (figure 15). Seen from B, it 

would correspond to the “two first poplars” the UAP could reach, 

and they were “clearly outlined on the horizon” (report) . 

4. Trajectory and Velocity of the Flying Object  

We are now ready to start the mathematical analysis of the observations, to find out if all available 

data can be combined in a logical and consistent way, taking into account qualitative as well as quanti-

tative information. For instance, when the object was observed between A and A1, its motion seemed 

to be uniform, horizontal and parallel to the Sart Ernage Street. On November 29, 1989, two gen-

Figure 13: Aerial photography of 1990 ( NGI) 
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Figure 14: Aerial photography of 1997 ( RW) 
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darmes of EUPEN had observed a motion that was parallel to a street13, but to avoid arbitrariness, we 

not assume that the trajectory was really horizontal and parallel to the Sart Ernage Street. We will only 

postulate that the trajectory was linear, since this is normal for a flying object and directly compatible 

with the observation. We use now an aerial photography of 1995, provided by the IGN in digitalized 

form (figure 16). Added indications will be used in our mathematical analysis. 

The precise day this picture was taken is unknown, but we determined already that the height of the 

young and older poplars in December 1989. Some of them were not present anymore in 1995. We in-

dicate therefore the positions of those which were still there in December1985 by green lines. We 

measured the distance between the last stump at the edge (E) of the row of younger poplars and the 

street (S) by means a 50 m metallic measuring tape. It yielded the value ES = 201.4 m, which will be 

taken as the basis for the determination of lengths on figure 16. As shown in the previous section, we 

can safely consider that the two poplars of figure 3c were situated at F and that they belonged to the 

row FG. This determines the line of sight at B, while the line of sight at B1 is chosen in such a way 

that the flying object could reappear near G, but behind the row of high poplars FG (figure 4). The 

essential result is that these lines of sight meet one another at the point P.  

Figure 16: Aerial picture of 1995 ( NGI  with the critical lines of sight at B and B1, a fraction of the   

trajectory (in yellow) and the rows of high poplars that were present in December 1989 (in green). 
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The trajectory cuts the line of sight BP at the point X. The length x = BP is unknown, but such that 

d < x < p, where d = BF and p = BP. The inclination of the trajectory is also unknown, but can be de-

fined by the angle  it forms with the line of sight BP. Since the trajectory didn‟t cut the Sart Ernage 

Street, we can assert that  ≥ , where  is the angle between the line of sight and a trajectory that 

would be parallel to the Sart Ernage Street.  The computer gives us the length of the vertical and hori-

zontal components of any line segment. This allows us to calculate its length and its inclination. The 

lines of sight form an angle  = 21.5°. The angle between the line of sight BP and the row FG is  = 

62.4°, while  = 21.8°. The distance d = 574 m and p = 862 m. The distance BB1 that AA had to drive 

along the road while the flying object passed behind the farm is Z = 330 m. 

It becomes now possible to calculate the velocity v of the flying object, since it travelled the dis-

tance z = XY during the time t that AA needed to drive from B to B1 at an average velocity V. Thus z 

= vt and Z = Vt, where Z is the curvilinear distance BB1. It follows that t = z/v = Z/V. The value of V 

is not exactly known, but it was dark and the sight was limited by the building, so that AA couldn‟t 

drive very fast, although he was in a hurry to see what happened on the other side. Moreover, he had 

to accelerate at B and to brake near B1. It is therefore very probable that the average velocity was 

close to V = 10 m/s = 36 km/h.  The time t = Z/V would then be of the order of 33 s. This value is rea-

sonable, since AA performed tests to evaluate the time interval, while his wife told him whether he 

was driving too fast or too slow.  

It is now only necessary to determine the value of z, to get the velocity v = zV/Z. Figure 16 shows 

that the length z = XY depends on the distance x = BX and the inclination  of the trajectory with re-

spect to the line of sight. These values are still unknown, but it is obvious that the highest possible 

value of v is determined by the highest possible value of z, which would be reached if the trajectory 

were very close to F and if it had the largest possible inclination. This would correspond to x = BF = d 

and a trajectory that is parallel to the Sart Ernage Street ( = ). The corresponding value of z can be 

determined in a graphical way by means figure 16. This means that the object flew at most a distance 

of 160 m in 33 seconds, so that the velocity v < 4.8 m/s = 17 km/h. It is thus certain that the flying ob-

ject was advancing at a remarkably low velocity. Its actual value depends on the yet unknown values 

of x and , but we will show in the following section that we can justify values that correspond to the 

trajectory of figure 16, so that z = 126 m and v = 3.8 m/s = 13.7 km/h.   

Those who are not so familiar with the powerful mathematical language can jump to section 6,          

but they should realize that these conclusions were drawn in a strictly logical way.   

5. The Length and Altitude of the Luminous Panels 

The essential point is that the passage of the object behind the farm of Sart Ernage allows for a tri-

angulation that leads to a set of equations. They can be solved in a coherent way, so that implicit in-

formation will finally appear in explicit form. First of all, we note that the length z = XY can be calcu-

lated by considering the triangle XYP in figure 16. This allows us to say that sin /XY = sin /XP, 

where the angle  is opposed to XP = p - x. Since the sum of the angles       , it follows 

that we get a general expression for the velocity v of the flying object: 
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As indicated in figure 3c, the extremities of the panels nearly coincided with the trunks of the two 

first poplars that the UAP encountered for the observer situated at B. These poplars were situated at F 

and their separation along the row FG was close to the average value s = 6.5 m. Assuming that the lu-

minous panels were nearly parallel to the trajectory, we get then a relation between the total length L 

of these panels and the separation s, viewed from the point B. This idea is graphically expressed in 

figure 17, were we take only into account the linearity of the lines of sight. For clarity, we exaggerate 

the values of s and L with respect to d = BF and x = BX. The distance d and the angle  are know, 

while x and the angle  are unknown.   

Assuming that the luminous panels are parallel to the trajectory, we get the  relation  

 

 

since L and s are actually very small compared to x and d. The lowest value of L would thus be ob-

tained if X were close to F and if the trajectory were perpendicular to the direction of observation (x = 

d and  = 90°). This yields L > 5.8 m, but the value of L increases with the distance x and it depends 

on the inclination of the trajectory (angle ). At B, the angular length  of the luminous panels was 

identical to the apparent angular separation of the two poplars. This value is independent of the posi-

tion and inclination of the trajectory. Since d tg = s sin, we get  = 0.57° or 0.6°, while the angular 

diameter of the Moon is 0.5°. We conclude that figure 3c represents a really discernable coincidence.   

When the luminous panels were seen from A, their apparent angular length  was greater, since the 

row of panels was less oblique for the observer and since they were passing at a smaller distance 

(figure 16). At the beginning of the new investigation, it was only stated that the angular length was 

equivalent to several times the apparent diameter of the Moon. AM asked again somewhat later.   

The answer was then 3 to 4 times, which would yield an angular size  of 1.5° to 2.0°. At the present 

stage, he asked AA to increase the precision, since that would allow us to determine other parameters. 

The Colonel provided then three different estimations of the angular length of the luminous panels, 

made at the initial observation site A. 

1. The apparent angular length was about ¾ of the thumb at arm‟s length or 1.9/65 (in centime-

tres), which means that  = 1.7°.  

2. It was smaller than about 1/5 of the width of the group of trees, which emerges above the hori-

zon near Les Mottes (figure 2). This yields a ratio of about 50/1280 (in meters) or  < 2.2°.  

3. The ensemble of luminous panels was at least 5 times longer than the second lowest transverse 

tie of the Mellery tower. Knowing that the tower has a height of 160 m, this value (15 to 20 m) 

could be determined by photography. This amounts to 75 to 100/7000 (in meters). It follows 

that  > 0.6° to 0.8°, but this value is the least certain.  

Figure 17:  Geometrical factors that determine the total length of the light panels. 
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Taking into account all these values with some weighting factors, we can adopt the value  = 1.7° 

 0.3°. Actually, we had started with the assumption that the trajectory was simply parallel to the Sart 

Ernage Street between A and B, so that  = , but it turned out that the results did not correspond to 

the impressions of the Colonel. That‟s why we left the value of  undetermined and did only use the 

estimated value of  at the observation point A. This value depends on the real length L of the lumi-

nous panels, which the same for the initial observation point A than for B, and on parameters that de-

pend on the trajectory of the UAP.  

It follows from figure 16 that the distance D between the object and the Sart Ernage Street is a line-

arly increasing function of the distance y between the observer and the point B. The distance between 

B and the crossroad at Tri Masset is 588 m (figure 2). Since the point A corresponds to an electrical 

appliance at the side of the road and since the measured distance AT = 58 m, we get for the point A 

the value y = 530 m. The apparent angular length  depends then on the apparent length L′ of the pan-

els and their distance D by means of the following relations: 

The graph corresponds to x = d + 20 m, and thus to a trajectory that passes close to the poplars at F, 

as indicated in figure 16. Numerical calculations reveal that the most probable angular length  = 

1.7° corresponds to  = 30.6° and D = 430 m. When x = BX is increased up to x = d + 100 m, the dis-

tance D increases, but the angular length  is nearly not affected. The graph shows however that the 

value of  is very sensitive to a decrease of the value of . Since the observed value  = 1.7°  0.3°, 

the angle  could be situated between 28.7° and 33.0°, while D would vary between 390 m and 480 m 

for x = d + 20 m. For the particular case where the trajectory is assumed to be parallel to the Sart Er-

nage street ( =  = 21.8°), we would get D = 250 m and  = 4.2°. AA told us that this distance was 

too small and the angle  was too large. We could thus demonstrate that the trajectory was not strictly 

parallel to the Street between A and B, although this was difficult to appreciate by means of sepa-

rated, successive observations. 

The advantage of a set of equations is that many parameters or variables are related to one another, 

so that initially hidden information can be made apparent. This is comparable to an iceberg, where the 

submerged and visible parts are interconnected. We will now use the most probable value for  to find 

out how the distance x between the trajectory and the observer at B would affect the values of the ve-

locity v of the flying object, the length L of the panels and their height H above the ground. We estab-

lished already general formulas for v and L. The height H follows from the fact that the line of sight 

passed at 2/3 of the height of the poplars situated at F. Since their average height was about 29 m, the 

line of sight passed at about the height h = 19.3 m, seen at the distance d = 574 m. This means that H/x 

= h/d. Since v, L and H are linear functions of x, we consider only two particular cases: 

Figure 18: The angular length   and the distance D of the panels at A versus inclination of the trajectory. 
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The luminous panels reappeared behind the farm of Sart Ernage “at the height of the last third of 

the row of trees” (appendix 1). This means that the line of sight passed at about the height h, seen at a 

distance g = B1G = 582 m. Since the distance u = B1Y = 660 m for the trajectory of figure 16, we 

would get H/u = h/g or H = 21.8 m. This is sufficiently close to 22.6 m, to confirm the first hypothesis  

for a horizontal motion. If the object turned toward the street behind the farm, the value of u would be 

smaller and the agreement would be improved, but the estimation of the angular height at B1 was 

probably not precise enough to make such en inference, reducing the value of v. In the following sec-

tion we will only consider such a turn after reappearing at Y.  

We also tried to estimate the height of the object at A or some other point between A and A1. To 

do that, we have to remember that when the UAP was seen from inside the car, AA had to incline his 

head towards the right front window to see the lights at its upper boundary. We can assume that the 

eyes were then approximately at a distance d′ = 99 cm from the window and at an altitude a′ = 104 cm 

above the street, while the upper side of the right window was situated at an altitude h′ = 120 cm 

above the same level. The last value takes into account the measured inclination of the street. The 

UAP was flying at a height H‟ with respect to the same reference level and at a distance D. We get 

then the relation (h′-a′)/d‟ = (H′-a′)/D. When D is of the order of 320 m (figure 16), we get H‟ = 53 m, 

but the uncertainty is rather high.   

     Maybe, the height H of the luminous panels was progressively de-

creasing when they were seen between A and A1, but even at the begin-

ning of the observation, the object was flying at a much lower altitude 

than 200 to 300 m. To evaluate the angular height of the UAP when it 

was approaching the poplars, AA took a picture from inside the car and a 

second picture, after indicating by means of yellow scotch tape the place 

where the UAP had appeared on the front right window. Then he recon-

structed the probable view (figure 19). Even if the UAP was advancing 

at a constant height H, its angular elevation H/D had to decrease, since 

the distance D was increasing. We also know that the apparent angular 

length  was reduced between A and B from about 1.7° to 0.6°. Al-

though some evaluations remain somewhat imprecise, we are pleased 

that so much could be brought to light by indirect methods.  

6. Conclusions and Overview of the Events at ERNAGE 

Let‟s now put together the results of our analysis, which was strictly limited to phenomenological 

aspects. No preconceptions and no speculations concerning the nature or origin of the UAP have been 

used in the course of this analysis. We simply took into account what the witnesses observed and told 

us, without claiming a priori that they are not trustworthy. There is no objective reason for rejecting 

or modifying their testimony, although the reported facts are unusual. Actually, they boil down to the 

observation of a flying object that had very peculiar properties.  

Distance BX Velocity v Height H Length L 

x = d + 20 m 13.6 km/h 22.6 m 11.7 m 

x = d + 100 m 9.5 km/h 25.6 m 13.3 m 

Fig. 19: Lower elevation. 
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There were three witnesses who saw lights that seemed to belong to a rigid structure, but, for them 

the object itself was optically invisible and it made no audible noise, although it was observed at rela-

tively close distances, in general less than 500 meters. This was even the case at a distance of about 

100 m, when the object performed its highly remarkable manoeuvre. For any familiar motorized flying 

object, it would certainly have been accompanied by very intense noise. The circumstances for hearing 

sound were excellent, since both witnesses were standing outside the car, while its engine was shut 

down. There was no traffic on this isolated country street. Even the wind was blowing in a favourable 

direction (figure 2). Moreover, the moon was illuminating the landscape, but the surface of the object 

did not reflect or scatter this light. Even the outlines of the object could not be discerned, while trees at 

the horizon were clearly visible. It is also very astonishing that Mrs. Marits saw the ventral side of the 

motionless or nearly motionless object in a practically vertical position.     

We could prove in a rigorous mathematical way, by analyzing the passage of the object behind the 

poplars at the farm of Sart Ernage, that it was flying at very low altitude and very low speed. It ap-

peared with certainty that the speed was lower than 17 km/h. For the trajectory of figure 16, it was 

13.6 km/h. It would even be lower if the object passed more than 20 meters behind the rear row of 

poplars. Thus, we can say that the speed was only of the order of 13 km/h. This value is based on dif-

ferent evaluations of the angular length of the ensemble of luminous panels when they were seen from 

the point A. We could also determine the orientation of the trajectory with respect to the Sart Ernage 

Street between A an B. The observation of the passage behind the two poplars of figure 3c led even to 

a determination of the total length L of the ensemble of luminous panels. For a trajectory that passed 

about 20 meters behind these poplars, we get a length L of the order of 12 meters and it appeared that 

it was only flying a height of only 20 meters above the ground. At the beginning of the observations 

made by the Colonel, the UAP passed at a distance of about 450 meters.  

The mathematical treatment shows that various declarations of the principal witness are logically 

consistent and that initially unknown parameters can be determined by an optimization process that 

takes simultaneously into account several restrictions. Even if the trajectory were not linear, our con-

clusions in regard to the upper limit of the velocity v and the length L of the ensemble of luminous 

panels would be identical. The height H would increase for increasing distances from B, but this dis-

tance can‟t be too high, to avoid unreasonably low velocities. Our initial aim was to verify whether the 

trajectory, which had been proposed by the first investigator, was realistic or not. We proved that it 

was notably closer to the witnesses and discovered several other, initially not apparent facts.  

We propose now the probable trajectory of figure 20. It includes the observation made by Mrs. 

Marits (at M), although the object she saw was motionless or slowly moving. Indeed, figure 7 sug-

gests, that it departed towards the East, since triangular platforms of the Belgian wave did usually 

move with one white light at their front edge. The time sequence seems to be consistent, but since we 

are not absolutely sure of the day, we represent this part of the probable trajectory by an interrupted 

line. Then the trajectory becomes nearly parallel to the Sart Ernage Street between A and B. 

Although this could not be directly observed, we feel obliged to accept that the flying object 

changed its heading after its passage behind the poplars at the farm of Sart Ernage. Otherwise it 

would have been too far out before it turned towards the witnesses, standing at C. We indicate this part 

by an interrupted line and - in agreement with the report of the first investigator - we consider that the 

object turned towards the witnesses when it was seen in the direction of the farm of La Gatte. (figure 

2). Unfortunately, we cannot ask the first investigator any more or rely on his notes, since he deceased. 

The interrupted line means also that the exact distance of approach is not known, but this sequence 
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didn‟t seem to last very long. The UAP had to close in along a linear course, since they only saw the 

circular front light. We assume that it turned at about 100 m from C and so sharply, that AA could fol-

low this maneuver without moving his head or eyes, which implies an angle of about 30°. It is particu-

larly astonishing that the object was even flying very slowly and close to the ground during its very 

tight and climbing turn.  

 

C 

B 

fast 

SSW 

A 

M 

slow 

B1 

 

X 

A1 

Figure 20: Probable trajectory of the UAP resulting from the observed facts and our analysis. 
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Since the approaching object descended from an altitude of about 20 meters and seemed to arrive at 

“eyes level”, according to Mrs. Amond, the U turn was executed at an altitude of only 3 meters, if it 

occurred at a distance of 100 m. This turn was even more remarkable, since the object was flying at a 

very low velocity. This will require special consideration in regard to possible interpretations (chapter 

III). After it U turn, the craft departed towards the SSW in “about the time it takes for one breath”. We 

went as far as possible in our rational analysis of the observed facts and not further than that.  

Summary of most probable numerical results 

Distance from A when first detected: 430 m. 

Distance from B when passing behind the poplars: 600 m.   

Closest distance between trajectory and the poplars at F: 20 m 

Altitude above the ground behind the farm: 20 m.  

Estimated distance from C at closest approach: 100 m. 

Resulting altitude at closest approach: 3 m. 

Speed of the flying object before its rapid departure: 13 km/h, surely less than 17 km/h. 

Length of the ensemble of luminous panels: 12 m. 

Estimated distance between white lights on the ventral surface: 10 m. 

Diameter of the approaching white light: 1.7 m. 

****** 

Some significant events of the Belgian wave will now be analyzed from a technical point of view.   

Chapter III: Analysis of Aeronautical Characteristics   

1. Verifications made by the Belgian Air Force 

Maj Gen Rtd Wilfried DE BROUWER reacted already in June 2008 to allegations that had been 

diffused on Internet for the EuroUfoNet list. Indeed, it had been claimed or at least insinuated that the 

Belgian Air Force never verified the possibility that the UAPs of the Belgian wave could simply be 

helicopters or some other conventional aircraft. The General considered that the initially published 

information (appendix 1 and 2) should have been sufficient to exclude the helicopter hypothesis, in 

particular for ERNAGE. Nevertheless, he wanted to verify whether there was a solid basis for this hy-

pothesis and visited this observation site before the new investigation began. He contributed to the 

present study and after we had access to the text of RL and his collaborators11, it is adequate to quote 

the personality, who was in charge and surely more involved than so-called sceptics want to believe.  

“Between 1989 and 1991, when the extraordinary UFO wave took place over Belgium, I was Chief 

Operations of the Belgian Air Staff. One of my responsibilities was the security of the Belgian air-

space, which implies a continuous surveillance in cooperation with the National Civil Aviation Au-

thorities (CAA). This surveillance is done by four very powerful radar stations, two civilian and two 

military, which are interlinked, so the duty civilian and military controllers can call up at any time the 

registrations of any of the four radars. All radar registrations are recorded and these recordings are 

kept for a well determined period. The CAA is in charge of overall airspace management but, if any 

intruders would be reported, it has no means to intervene. Such intervention can be done by the Air 
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Force which has permanently two F-16 on a 5-minute Quick Reaction Alert (QRA) status. These F-16 

are integrated in the NATO Defence system, but can also be used for national defence purposes.” 

“The sighting of Lt Col ir André AMOND (AA) occurred less than two weeks after the events of 29 

November 1989. The latter observations had been amply covered in the media and at the air staff we 

had received numerous questions on the origin and nature of these phenomena. Our first reaction was 

to verify with the CAA whether air activities had taken place during the evening of 29 November 

which could have explained the numerous sightings. The CAA replied that no flight plans had been 

introduced to operate in that area. Normally flight plans are mandatory for flights between sunset and 

sunrise, but in cases of military exercises and emergencies (ambulance or police), exceptions can be 

made for helicopters.”  

“If an ambulance helicopter had been operating, the pilot should have contacted the relevant air-

space surveillance authority and communicate the point of departure, point of arrival, intentions, etc. 

Furthermore, these pilots have to display a well specified transponder code, which makes them visible 

and easily identifiable on secondary radar.”  

“Furthermore, that evening, no military exercises had taken place over Belgium. Also, the Light 

Aviation which operated three Puma helicopters on behalf of the gendarmerie confirmed that they had 

not been active in that region. It is worth noting that foreign nations, even NATO partners are not au-

thorized to operate over Belgium without previous approval. Such approval consists of a diplomatic 

clearance and a flight plan. A diplomatic clearance can be granted in a „package‟ i.e. allowing a num-

ber of flights within a well defined framework and profile. But even if such diplomatic clearance has 

been granted, pilots have to file a flight plan before each flight, mentioning the flight profile, timing 

and relevant diplomatic clearance number. This is also valid for NATO exercises which have to be 

announced and authorized months in advance. They also have to follow the very strict national rules 

and regulations which apply during night flying. I would like to emphasize that NATO is not a supra-

national body; member nations maintain their full autonomy and NATO, or any of its member nations, 

have no right to use airspace or territory of NATO Partners without prior authorization. Can one imag-

ine, for example, that Turkey would conduct an exercise on one of the Greek islands without prior 

Greek authorization? Or that Canada would conduct a low flying exercise in the USA without prior 

American authorization? Certainly not!!! … and Belgium has the same rights and privileges as any 

other NATO partner. Infringements would lead to serious diplomatic incidents”. 

“In other words, depending on the case, the military and/or national aviation authorities are always 

informed of any aerial activities in night flying conditions. During the night of 29 November 1989, no 

such flights had occurred in the area where the sightings had been reported. Furthermore, a thorough 

investigation of the tapes of the Belgian radars revealed that no air activities had taken place which 

could have caused the reported phenomena.”  

“Yet, the media were putting the defence authorities under pressure to give an acceptable answer to 

the numerous questions and in the air staff, we were desperate to find the nature and origin of these 

phenomena. Indeed, we found it very annoying that multiple witnesses reported air activities, which 

remained unobserved by our radars and had not been authorized. We ordered the radar controllers to 

pay special attention to aircraft flying at slow speed and low altitude. In addition, if further sightings 

would take place, the Master Controller of GLONS - the radar station that is integrated in the NATO 

Air Defence system - received the authorization to scramble the two F 16 on QRA for on-site investi-

gation. During the week of 11 December 1989, the secretary of Lt Col André Amond, who worked in 
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the same building as the undersigned [WDB], informed my staff that his boss had made an observation 

of an unusual phenomenon in the area of ERNAGE. I asked for Lt Col AMOND to make a report and 

meanwhile verified whether this observation could have been caused by any fixed or rotary wing air-

craft. The answer was that no flight plans had been introduced and that none of the four Belgian radar 

stations had registered any traffic that could have caused this phenomenon. Also, no exercises had 

taken place. Our conclusion was similar to the 29 November case: we could not determine the nature 

or origin of this sighting. Lt Col Amond sent his report to the Minister of Defence (MOD), but it re-

mained unanswered.” 

“At that time, I didn‟t make an analysis of the different options which could have caused this sight-

ing, which was one of the many reported that evening. Indeed, for the Air Force it was clear that there 

was no air traffic in the vicinity of Ernage at the time of the observation and the Air Force was not 

supposed to make any official inquiries such as interrogation of witnesses. The policy of the Minister 

of Defence was that, as long as there were no incidents, we had to limit our role to providing informa-

tion on air activities to SOBEPS for supporting their investigations.” 

2. ERNAGE revisited 

“Nevertheless, some discussions started afterwards and it appeared that the map that was made by 

the SOBEPS investigator early 1990 and published in the first book of SOBEPS2 was not fully correct. 

Still interested in this case and reacting to a rumour that the Ernage sighting was caused by a helicop-

ter, I went to talk to AA, earlier this year [in 2008]. It should be said that I was convinced that his 

sighting was not caused by a helicopter, because I fully trust the Belgian airspace surveillance system 

and helicopters cannot remain unobserved by radar. In particular, the area where the sighting took 

place is flat and it is impossible to fly in a valley for avoiding radar detection. Nevertheless, I wanted 

to verify technical evidence, whether the helicopter option was a valid assumption.”  

“We visited the place of the sighting and - in my opinion - AA‟s story in 2008 was consistent with 

his declarations of 1989. He had drawn a more accurate map with the estimated track of the UAP and 

he gave me complementary details of his experience. I wanted to verify, however, whether the data 

provided in VOB1 (appendix 1 and 2) contained evidence to conclude that the Ernage case was possi-

bly caused by a helicopter or whether it excluded this hypothesis.”  

“In his letter to the Ministry of National Defence (appendix 1), AA had been very brief. He didn‟t 

mention what happened before he passed the farm of Sart Ernage, but he reported that he saw “three to 

four light panels at the height of the last third of the row of trees behind the farm of Sart Ernage.” 

These trees are much closer than those near the ONE colony (figure 2). At the observation site, it was 

obvious that the witnesses couldn‟t have seen the passage of the UAP behind the much more distant 

trees at the horizon, but this was already apparent through the computer simulation (VOB2 and figure 

4). The details reported by AA called for a good angular resolution, which is incompatible with a dis-

tance of about 1.5 km, while the fir-trees at W are situated at less than 400 m from B1 (figure 2). Since 

VOB1 reproduced the “probable trajectory” that the first investigator had drawn, it was known that 

some observations took place already before AA passed the farm of Sart Ernage”.  

“AA explicitly stated (Appendix 1) that while he was driving (from B1 to C) at a speed of 50-60 

km/h, “the light panels drop behind”. If the UAP had been far away, AA would normally have had the 

impression that it followed him at the same virtual velocity, but at point C he had to wait for the UAP 
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to catch up with him “The UAP, which moves slowly at my right, overtakes me and continues in the 

same direction.” Clearly, the UAP‟s velocity was lower than 50 km/h. VOB1 suggests 30 km/h. This 

already excludes that the UAP was a fixed-wing aircraft which cannot operate at such slow speeds.  

Nevertheless, it could still have been a helicopter, dirigible, blimp, RPV (remotely piloted vehicle), or 

ULM (Ultra Light Motorized). We will thus consider these hypotheses.” 

“Regarding the option that the UAP would have been a helicopter, it should be recalled that the 

normal cruising speed of a helicopter is approximately 180 km/h. While AA was driving 330 m (from 

B1 to C) at an average velocity of less than 50 km/h, a helicopter would normally have flown during 

the same time interval, a distance that is at least (180/50).330 m = 1188 m. The car would have stayed 

behind and not the UAP. The thesis that a helicopter is able to move very slowly is not convincing. 

Helicopters and VSTOL (Vertical/Short Take off and Landing) aircraft such as the Harrier can fly at 

very slow speeds, but flying at less than 30 km/h would be a nearly hovering condition. They never 

do this without any obvious purpose i.e. for landing, rescue operations, etc. The reason is that they 

have then to fly with high power settings, implying very high fuel consumption per NM and generat-

ing a lot of noise. In addition, they would barely cover any distance and would permanently be in a 

critical flying envelop, where engine failure can be fatal. Furthermore, no helicopters were stationed 

nearby, while the Harriers were operating from the eastern part of West Germany. For them, Ernage 

was obviously out of range.” 

“Another important point is that AA mentions twice his estimation of the duration of the sighting. 

The first time, he declares that „this part of the observation took approximately 2 to 4 minutes’. This 

relates to the initial part of his observation. The second time, he states that „the duration of the (whole) 

observation is estimated at 5 to 8 minutes’. The initial investigator measured during his first reconstitu-

tion a total time of 10 minutes. According to figure 20, the length of the trajectory followed by the 

UAP from the instant where AA discovered the lights at A until the object performed its manoeuvre at 

C is of the order of 2.3 km. At cruising speed, a helicopter would have travelled between 15 and 24 

km during this period. In other words, the distances would not coincide with the timing. Even if the 

whole observation lasted only 5 minutes, the velocity of the UAP should have been less than 30 km/h. 

This means that the helicopter hypothesis is not realistic. Nevertheless, RL and his collaborators prefer 

to believe that AA simply saw the „SAE-330 Puma of the BAF‟. Let‟s examine this assumption.” 

3. Contours, Lights and Sounds  

Belgium bought 3 Pumas (SE-330C) in 1973. In 1989, they were still in the hands of the “Light 

Aviation” of the Belgian Army, but the operational flights were for the benefit of and funded by the 

Gendarmerie. They were stationed in Brasschaat near Antwerp, at 80 km from Gembloux. These Pu-

mas had no infrared or laser equipment and were rarely used for night flights, since they had no so-

phisticated equipment for this purpose. This happened only for special missions of the gendarmerie or 

pilot training in the vicinity of Brasschaat. The gendarmerie took over these 3 Pumas in 1990. 

 When we have a closer look at the SAE-330 Puma helicopter (figure 21), we notice that its exter-

nal features are significantly different from those of the UAP that the Colonel and his wife described. 

There is nothing that could be similar to the striking protruding and pulsating red light, underneath 

the large yellow panels. The mass and at least the contour of the helicopter should have been visible, 

especially in moon light. Although the SE-330 Puma has four windows on each side, they are small, 

rectangular and not equally spaced. The separations are not conform (figure 3a and 3b) and AA ex-

plicitly stated that “the panels were of trapezoidal form.” Moreover, we can deduce from profile draw-
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ings and the known length of these heli-

copters that these windows have a length 

of about 35 cm. At 430 m, they would 

simply be similar to an ordinary light bulb 

(6 cm) seen at a distance of 75 meters. AA 

would have seen spotlights, instead of 

homogeneously illuminated panels and 

this only on condition that the cargo space 

was lit with sufficient intensity. Helicop-

ters don‟t fly in the dark with an illumi-

nated cockpit or cargo space.  

This would blind the pilots and cause reflections in the windshield, which is extremely dangerous 

at low altitude. The pilots dim the instrument lights and the cargo lighting as much as possible. Could 

the cockpit be dark, while the cargo space was illuminated? No, since several mechanics and members 

of the personnel who knew the AE-330 Puma very well confirmed that the cabin was not separated 

from the cargo by a fixed partition. There was a curtain that was very rarely used because it was a hin-

drance to the flight engineer, positioned behind the pilots. Consequently, the cargo lights were only 

turned on to high intensity in case of extreme emergency.  

The main propeller of the SE-330 Puma had 4 blades and was powered by two Turbomeca engines, 

each one of 1330 HP. Lateral control was maintained by a tail rotor. The system was known to be very 

noisy. The Gendarmerie had so many complaints in this regard, that it decided to replace the Pumas; 

first by Alouete II helicopters and later, by three MD Explorer 900 (2 engines) and two 520 N (1 en-

gine). These MD helicopters are equipped with the NOTAR (no tail rotor) technology which reduces 

the noise to 60%. That was the main reason why they were selected. Members of the EuroUfoNet who 

observed rather silent helicopters did probably see this kind of technology, produced as from 1990. 

The Belgian Gendarmerie didn‟t use it before 1996. The Pumas, still used in 1989, were particularly 

noisy when hovering, landing or taking off. When flying a low speed, the measured sound level at 150 

m was 85 to 90 dB, depending on wind direction. However, AA and his wife heard nothing, even 

when the object executed its manoeuvre at close distance.  

4. The Head Light and the Turning Manoeuvre 

The head light of the SAE-330 Puma has only 

a diameter of approximately 25 cm and a 

power of 250 Watts. However, the light that 

approached the witnesses was totally different 

from the head light of a Puma landing in dark-

ness (figure 22). It was bigger, white and had a 

sharply defined boundary, instead of being sur-

rounded by a halo. The Puma has red lateral 

position lights and a blinking anti-collision tail 

light, which produces reflections on the main 

and tail rotor blades. It should also be noted 

that the landing Puma in figure 22 has no illu-

minated windows and that its outlines are 

clearly visible.  

Figure 21: The SAE-330 Puma. 

Figure 22: Landing lights of a SAE-330 Puma. 
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AA stressed the fact that the approaching white light (figure 5) was “enormous” and surely larger 

than those of transport aircraft. Moreover, aircraft and helicopters don‟t fly over the countryside with 

their landing lights on. This light is normally used for landing when the gear is down. It can be 

switched on in flight with the gear retracted but it is fixed on the gear and it beams downward, not for-

ward. The Belgian Puma helicopter had no search light to be oriented, and neither white lights, form-

ing a large triangle, nor great pulsating red light were present on its ventral side.  

It should be reminded that Lt Col AA is a civil engineer and an experienced Army officer who was 

very familiar with helicopters. When he states that the red light was different from “the blinking red 

lights that are placed on normal aircraft”, he knows what he is talking about. The protruding, pulsat-

ing red light has been observed on three occasions: when AA saw the object from the side, when it 

turned away from him and when it departed from the scene. On all these occasions, his observations 

were consistent; he described the red pulsating light as unusual and unfamiliar.  

The white head light had two times the diameter of the moon when approaching the witnesses. 

Since the diameter of the headlight of a Puma SE-330 is approximately 25 cm, it would have to be at a 

distance of 14 m to reach the same angular diameter of 1°. At this distance the Puma is extremely 

noisy and the witnesses would certainly have felt the propeller wash.  

AA wrote in his letter to the Ministry of Defence that the manoeuvre was “majestic, slow”. Is it 

realistic to assume that a helicopter could perform a very tight turn at very low speed, while climbing 

at a very steep angle? Since AA could follow this motion from the inside of his car, the UAP must 

have been less than 30 degrees above the horizon. Consequently, since the three spotlights appeared in 

an equilateral triangular disposition (figure 6), the angle of bank of the UAP must have been 60 de-

grees or more. From an aeronautical point of view, such a manoeuvre is very special. Helicopters, in 

particular combat helicopters, are capable of making a turn with considerable bank, but only when 

they have sufficient altitude and are flying at higher speeds. Such flight conditions allow the pilot to 

use both kinetic energy (speed) and potential energy (altitude) to perform the manoeuvre. A Puma fly-

ing at very low speed (13 km/h) would have to steeply dive for making a turn with 60 degrees of bank.   

When hovering or flying at very slow speed (here approximately 13 km/h), a helicopter has to keep 

its main propeller practically in the horizontal plane, so that the lift vector is opposite to the gravity 

vector. A helicopter pilot will then simply use the rudder (tail rotor or NOTAR system) to make a turn. 

A banking manoeuvre is not necessary and would be extremely dangerous at slow speed and low 

altitude. The same principles apply to VSTOL aircraft, such as the Harrier. Dirigibles turn without 

taking any bank, while RPVs and ULMs have the same flight characteristics as aircraft. They can fly 

at relatively slow speeds, but are excluded for noise and general appearance.  Other factors such as the 

great angular size of the head light. The separation between the white lights on the ventral side, the 

acrobatic banking manoeuvre and the extraordinary acceleration from very low to a very high speed 

exclude dirigibles,  blimps, RPVs and  ULMs.   

Although Lt Col Amond and his wife didn‟t see the shape of the structure, the dispositions of the 

lights, turning performance and acceleration capacity were very similar to numerous other sightings 

during the Belgian UFO wave. The flying platforms had highly remarkable mechanical and aerody-

namic properties. There were cases2 where they remained stationary at some very great inclination (as 

at Petit-Rechain) or even in a vertical position, with a simultaneous rotation around a vertical axis (as 

at Pont-de-Loup). These observations imply that the propulsion system of these objects allows them to 

develop a force that can be oriented to any direction with respect to the platform.  
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Such platforms must have an unconventional propulsion system that can be vectored in any direction 

to compensate for gravity and other forces. More technical information on aerodynamic laws, turning 

performances and vectored propulsion is provided in appendix 3, but General De Brouwer concludes 

from his personal experience, professional expertise and consultation of other experts that “at low alti-

tude (about 20 m or even 3 m) and very low speed (about 13 km/h), medium size helicopters such as 

SE-330 Pumas cannot perform climbing turns with a considerable bank (60° or more), such as de-

scribed by Lt Col ir Amond.” 

5. Summary and conclusions of the aeronautical analysis. 

The following table presents an overview of different reasons that exclude various types of conven-

tional hypotheses that might be proposed to explain the observations made at Ernage on December 11, 

1989. A cross means exclusion. It is worth noting that the helicopter hypothesis is excluded for eight 

different reasons, which correspond to actually observed facts.   

****** 

We will now analyze and discuss two more events, presented in RL’s report as possible helicopter 

cases. They show how sceptics create confusion by means of unverified and unrealistic assumptions.    

Chapter IV: Other Presumed Helicopter Cases and  Sceptics' Methods 

1. PLANCENOIT, October 4, 1992 

Leclet‟s text was introduced (after his death) by a case that seemed to justify the helicopter hy-

pothesis. It concerns the observations made at PLANCENOIT, on October 4, 1992. Let‟s start with 

the facts. They were presented in Inforespace and VOB2, but these accounts14 were themselves based 

on a 21 page report, including a 2 page letter of the principal witness. He wrote it already on October 

 
Hypothesis 
and reasons 

 
Fixed 
wings 

 
Stealth & 
AWACS 

 
V/STOL 

 
Helicopter 

 
Dirigible 
& blimp 

 
RPV 
ULM 

No Flight plan x x x x x  

No radar detection x x x x  x 

Very low speed x x     

No noise x x x x   

Grand maneuver x x  x x x 

Size    x x x 

Different lights x x  x x x 

Acceleration x x  x x x 

Perception of witness x x x x x x 
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9, 1992, to inform SOBEPS, and both witnesses were interviewed on February 3, 1993. We integrate 

all available information, but give priority to the initial letter of the principal witness (PC). Here are 

the facts, as they were reported. 

On Sunday October 4, at about 18:45 local time, Mr. and Mrs. C are in their car on the N271, lead-

ing from LASNE to PLANCENOIT, near WATERLOO. They have passed MARANSART. The Sun 

has set, but it is still light and the sky has a beautiful colour. The Moon is visible as a crescent, but 

slightly veiled. The main witness (PC) is driving at 40-50 km/h and admires with his wife the beautiful 

scene. He also notices a plane, well identifiable, because of sharp outlines and clearly visible blinking 

position lights. Then, when he arrives at A on figure 24, his attention is caught by a big luminous spot 

in the sky, just in front of him. It is rather yellow, very brilliant and sharply defined.  It has no appar-

ent motion, but can‟t be a star, since it is far too big for that and stars are not yet visible.   

PC asks himself if this 

could be an aircraft that is 

approaching along the axis 

of the street, but he doesn‟t 

see any position lights. 

Then he thinks “I will see 

what it is, when I get 

closer.” Thus, when he 

arrives at the point B, he 

decides not to follow his 

usual route on his right 

side. He continues straight 

ahead and tells his wife, 

who had been looking else-

where, why he does this.  

If it was an aircraft, it had to fly at low altitude, since now they can‟t see it anymore from the 

mounting street. When they arrive at the top of the hill, it reappears as a very brilliant and sharply 

defined light, but it is now seen from the side. The light belongs to a larger, elongated structure. PC 

writes: “at first sight, I thought it was a plane. It had the same general form, and with some imagina-

tion one might guess the presence of a tail and wing-flaps, but the form was fuzzy and rather gray”.    

     PC, who is a painter, made a drawing 

(figure 25). It can suggest that he and his wife 

simply saw a helicopter, but Mrs. C compared 

the structure to the arm of a crane. According 

to PC‟s letter, “the object was flying at our 

right, parallel to the street where we were on. 

The slowness of its motion did immediately 

strike me. Its size is significant, but I can‟t 

evaluate the distance”. PC is also intrigued by 

the appearance of the flying object.  

His wife asks him to stop the car. They are now at D (figure 24) and trying to find out what it 

could be. She opens the window, but they don’t hear any sound. PC is astonished by the fact that “the 

450 m 

A 

B 

C 

D 

PLANCENOIT 

UAP 

wind 

Figure 24: Observation site at Plancenoit near Waterloo. 

Figure 25: Drawing of the fuzzy flying object. 
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light is coming from a large bay-window that occupies the largest part of the side of the body of this 

object. This light is yellow and vivid.” He adds in his letter: “I tried to distinguish position lights, but I 

saw nothing that could resemble the classical position lights of a plane. I vaguely saw a weak, slowly 

blinking red light under the machine.”  

After about 30 seconds, the object disappears behind trees and houses. PC doesn‟t follow it, since 

they are expected at the home of friends. The whole observation (from A to the departure of the object, 

observed at D) lasted about 3 minutes. PC notes that while driving to Waterloo, “we had the opportu-

nity to compare what we saw with every day‟s banalities. The planes were moving at a higher veloc-

ity. Their outlines were sharp and the position lights were clearly defined.” One again, this is not the 

behaviour of fantasy prone personalities, such as postulated by some sceptics to “explain” the Belgian 

wave. It is the rational procedure of people who are self-critical and eager to verify their observation.     

The interview of both witnesses, conducted by Claire HAUZEUR, disclosed additional informa-

tion. The apparent size of the initially seen light was comparable to the full moon: 0.5°. When he saw 

the light again, PC slowed down and inclined his body towards the right window to catch every detail. 

His wife was also observing the object now, but for their safety, she asked to stop at the side of the 

road and lowered her window. The object was slowly moving at an angular elevation of about 30°. 

The angular length of the object is now 7 - 10 cm at arm‟s length, or 5 to 8°. The large luminous “bay

-window” is a rectangle with a curved lower boundary.  

PC is not only painter. He studied biology and is thus accustomed to careful observations. When 

Mrs. Hauzeur asks him, if he could draw the outlines more clearly than he did in his letter for 

SOBEPS, he says no, he couldn‟t, since only the “bay-window” was sharply defined. The contours 

were not clearly recognizable, as if surrounded by some kind of mist. Both witnesses are unanimous 

in this regard, which reminds us of the unanimity of Mr. and Mrs. Amond in regard to the Ernage case.   

Mrs. C is slightly short-sighted and didn‟t wear her spectacles, but she saw very well what she de-

scribed as a “hole” in a greyish and not sharply outlined structure. To avoid misunderstandings, we 

repeat that the outlines of the normal planes that they had seen were not blurred by some hypothetical 

local mist. PC tried to suggest in his drawing that he had the impression that he could perceive a 

“presence”. He confides to the investigator that he felt at first somewhat uneasy or even anxious. The 

point is that he had now abandoned the idea of a conventional aircraft. Being an artist, he had previ-

ously been preoccupied in his dreams by the UFO phenomenon and eventual visits of aliens. He felt 

then reassured: “it’s only that”. He didn‟t even turn back to continue his observations, although that 

would have been possible. They were expected by friends, but later on, he regretted that he did not 

follow this flying object. It continued to move very slowly on a curved path, until it disappeared be-

hind houses. The trajectory of figure 24 corresponds to the drawing of PC. 

Wim VAN UTRECHT (WvU) did intro-

duce Leclet‟s text, by comparing the draw-

ing 25 with pictures of the Black Hawk 

helicopter. Its form is roughly similar, but 

closer inspection reveals significant differ-

ences. The door (added frame in figure 26) 

doesn‟t have the same shape and relative 

size. The general outline and the rotor 

blades are clearly visible. 

 

Figure 26:  The US “Black Hawk” transport helicopter. 
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At dusk, the obligatory position lights would also be perceptible. If the UAP had been this type of 

helicopter, its length would be close to 20 m (actually 19.76 m). An apparent length of 5 to 8° would 

thus imply a distance between 230 and 140 m. Nevertheless, WvU seems to believe that it is possible 

that the witnesses didn‟t hear any noise coming from the assumed transport helicopter. It is very noisy 

when flying at low altitude and low velocity, since it has two TE-700 GE turbines, each one of 1580 

HP. WvU tries to explain that the witnesses didn‟t hear any sound (p.2): “Every one of us has had the 

opportunity, during his life, to realize that a week wind blowing in the opposite direction is sometimes 

enough for weakening or even masking completely a loud noise. Now, on that day, there was a violent 

wind, clearly specified at the very beginning of the (SOBEPS) report”.  

We consulted the data sheets of the RMI in Uccle. The prevision for October 4, 1992 was: “Sunny 

but windy weather... Moderate or rather strong wind, but very strong at the coast from the NE.” The 

wind was also blowing from the NE at Uccle (only about 18 km from Plancenoit), as well in the eve-

ning than in the morning of October 4. This is precisely the opposite of WvU‟s expectations. Figure 

24 shows even that the UAP passed at less than 100 m from the witnesses when their car was parked at 

D with an open window. The actual direction of the wind would have been favourable to better noise 

propagation in the direction of the witnesses.  

It should be noted that WvU accuses SOBEPS11 (p.2-3), since “without the least hesitation, the 

investigator and the editors built a beautiful UFO case. We however have only to look at the picture 

[figure 25] with some hindsight to realize that it obviously represents a helicopter.” The whole text of 

RL aims at showing that the observations of the Belgian wave could be explained in a conventional 

way. LECLET proclaims (p.1): “I shall show that most of them probably are only mistakes generated 

by military helicopters.” WvU adds (p.2): “This happens since SOBEPS people are deeply convinced, 

from the beginning, that they are faced with UFOs and because they examine and process the facts one

-sidedly.” He thinks that this “witness probably saw a Black Hawk helicopter” (p.3).  

Indeed, this American Utility Tactical Transport Aircraft System (UTTAS) UH-60 has a very large 

door to jump rapidly to the ground, but why would this door be open in flight? Why should the cargo 

room be brightly illuminated? Why was the UH-60 not carrying any position lights? Why did PC draw 

a proportionately greater door, having a different shape? Why did he not even perceive the regular anti

-collision and position lights? Why should such an American helicopter be flying at very low altitude 

at Plancenoit on a curved path? Why should it fly so slowly, with increased gasoline consumption? All 

these questions have not been answered and were not even raised, but WvU tried to explain why a 

great US military helicopter might have been present. His attempt merits further examination, since it 

sheds light on the basic methodological issue. 

In a Flemish journal, WvU found the following article: “End of September - beginning October 

1992, important military manoeuvres took place in the Belgian Ardennes. It was a joint German, 

Belgian, British and French operation called Autumn Leave. It required the deployment of 6000 men 

and a multinational airborne division using big helicopters for quickly carrying units from one place 

to another.” We verified, of course. Another newspaper15 also announced that manoeuvres would take 

place from September 17 to October 2, but besides Belgian troops, there would only be 400 English, 

80 French and 500 German soldiers. That‟s very modest for an „important military manoeuvre”. Colo-

nel AMOND had the best possible contacts for further verification. 

We obtained access to the whole dossier (figure 27). The essential point is that it was only a CPX 

(Commando Post Exercise). Such a CPX exercise only involves “the commander, his staff and com-
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Figure 27: Region covered by the CPX 

munications within and between participating 

headquarters.” In contrast to an FTX (Field 

Training Exercise), it involves no troops and 

no heavy material. In other words, it is a ma-

noeuvre on paper, a simulation, although it 

requires a sufficiently large area, at the level 

of the Headquarter of the 1 BE Army Corps. 

This area is graphically defined in figure 27. 

Plancenoit and Elsenborn were not included. 

The only foreign participation was in the form 

of response cells representing Command Posts 

of the 24 (UK) Amob Bde and the 32 (GE) 

PzGrBde (Panzergrenadierbrigade).  

No deployment of troops, no Americans and no US Black Hawk Helicopters! The exercise finished 

on October 2. After this CPX, on October 4, 1992, there surely was no international manoeuvre in El-

senborn, since this camp has other functions and couldn‟t accommodate an international manoeuvre.  

2. EUPEN, November 29, 1989 

The case, discussed under paragraph 6 in RL’s paper concerns the observations near EUPEN on 

November 29, 1989. For that day, a total of 143 independent reports have been collected (see VOB2, 

illustrations). 70 of them were investigated. Even today, there are still people who are willing to pro-

vide additional testimonies. In most cases, witnesses saw an immobile or slowly moving triangular 

platform, equipped with very large spotlights at the 3 corners and with a pulsating red light in the mid-

dle. Some witnesses, when they first saw the phenomenon, thought that they were dealing with a heli-

copter. This is a natural reaction; it is normal that people first revert to something they know as op-

posed to a mysterious craft. However, after observing these phenomena more thoroughly, they came to 

the conclusion that they were not seeing helicopters or any other known aerial vehicle; they were sim-

ply astonished by what they were seeing.  

Nevertheless, by means of an amalgam of secondary, rumour like and sometimes false stories, RL 

and his collaborators associate most of these observations with helicopters of different types, without 

interviewing witnesses or taking all aspects of their reports into account. The observations of the gen-

darmes Hubert von MONTIGNY and Heinrich NICOLL were investigated and described by AM and 

the result of a very extensive complementary investigation is available on Internet15. It contains the 

literal transcription of a detailed interview of the gendarmes and the account of a long lasting discus-

sion with Belgian sceptics. Actually, it is sufficient to look at figure 1 of AM‟s article, to become 

aware of the basic problem: LECLET‟s suggestion that the gendarmes must have seen a helicopter 

results from not respecting the observed facts. The colour slide of a UAP, taken at PETIT-RECHAIN 

(near Verviers) in April 1990, shows an object that had the same shape and disposition of lights as this 

triangular platform. This photograph was subjected to intense scrutiny by highly qualified experts and 

scientist12, but it was totally neglected in RL‟s paper.  

 Did the people around Eupen and Verviers live in full isolation of civilization?  Had they ever seen 

helicopters before? Did the Armed Forces – having helicopters themselves - ever consider the helicop-

ters option? Not according to RL and his collaborators. According to them, during the evening of No-

vember 29, the area of Eupen was invaded by silent helicopters of different nationalities and origin 
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and all Belgian authorities, including the military didn‟t know anything about it. The first conclusion 

is that, Renaud LECLET took a very dim view of the intellect of the witnesses and the proficiency of 

the authorities concerned.   

The reality is different. Such as explained in Chapter III, paragraph 1, the military and civil avia-

tion authorities must be informed of all aerial activities in night flying and they have excellent capa-

bilities to discover and track these activities. The military capabilities are integrated into the NATO air 

defence system and there is no way that individual nations which are linked into this system, can hide 

information from each other. It may be a problem indeed to detect very slow moving helicopters, but 

these are easily detectable at their normal cruising speed. Also, if necessary, ground radars can be 

tuned to detect targets flying at very slow speeds. In addition, aerial vehicles fly from A to B and back 

to A. They can be tracked in a logical way. When flying at 20 km/h, the radius of action of a helicopter 

would be limited to 20 or 30 km, depending on the type. Why would they be doing this; consuming 

high quantities of fuel for performing a task at 20-30 km from their place of departure while the same 

job could be done by a truck or a van in a shorter timeframe? Why would helicopters fly continuously 

at such slow speeds which would keep them permanently in a dangerous operating envelope? Does 

this make any sense? May we invite RL‟s collaborators to consult with helicopter managers and pilots 

before putting such assumptions on paper?  

It is also suggested in RL‟s document that the military authorities wanted to hide these activities. In 

reality, it was just the opposite: the Air Force would have been more than happy to confirm helicopter 

or any other aerial activities to explain the phenomenon. It would have saved them a lot of trouble and 

they wouldn‟t have been obliged to send F 16s in the air at 3 occasions in an attempt to identify Uni-

dentified Aerial Phenomena. 

Such as mentioned in the introduction of this study, it would be too tedious to discuss all the as-

sumptions which are discussed in RL‟s paper – the vast majority of these assumptions can be easily 

refuted – but let‟s concentrate on a few obvious cases related to the November 29 events.  

Page 12: “At 5.20 p.m., on the N68 road, Hubert von MONTIGNY and Heinrich NICOLL were in 

their patrol vehicle near KETTENIS, when they were surprised to see a craft with three lights… Let us 

notice that several vehicles overtook the gendarmes and that the noise they made would already have 

been enough to mask that of a helicopter”. It is important to note that the N68 is not a highway and 

that the traffic is not continuous. The noise of a medium size helicopter at a distance of 150 meters is 

85 db. It is impossible that a few passing cars would have masked the noise of such helicopter. Also, 

there is not one single type of helicopter which has the shape and the lights as described by the gen-

darmes15. The illustrations of helicopter spotlights in RL‟s document are computer generated.  

In the next paragraph, the helicopter option changes into a motorized hang glider! A hang glider 

with three enormous lights exceeding a capacity of 140,000 Watts! No doubt that this was a new de-

sign, which today, 20 years later, is not on the market yet.  

A few paragraphs further on, we read: “It therefore seems that we have here an exaggeration in a 

testimony given a long time after the facts, which is rather frequent”. One of the two gendarmes gave 

his testimony at a press conference in Brussels on December 18, 1989. His statement was in line with 

his first report and that of his colleague and he clearly mentioned the three very strong lights. Is 3 

weeks after the observation considered as a long time after the facts”?  
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RL even found out that the exercise area of ELSENBORN was surrounded by four different areas. 

Very good, but he forgets to mention that these areas were controlled by… ELSENBORN. He sug-

gests that military people in ELSENBORN would not have known about a manoeuvre in Area 4. It is 

worth noting that the Camp of Elsenborn is at a distance of only 12 km in straight line from the town 

of EUPEN. Were they that stupid in ELSENBORN that they wouldn‟t have known about a military 

exercise on their doorsteps? In addition, none of the Belgian authorities knew about it. This all was 

discovered many years later by so-called researchers, sitting behind their computer and surfing on the 

internet, even without consulting the people concerned. Is there any logic in this approach?   

 RL claimed that during the last part of their observations, Hubert von MONTIGNY and Heinrich 

NICOLL simply saw Venus. In his studies, AM provides scientific evidence that this planet did not 

appear and stay at the position where the gendarmes saw the UAP during approximately one hour15. 

Moreover, he provided evidence that it is not possible to explain the observed effects by means of 

natural atmospheric processes.  

Then we read on page 14: “Dieter PLUMMANS says to have distinctly seen a red ball leaving the 

triangular craft and going down before rushing horizontally at a right angle”. It is suggested that it 

was merely a rather faithful description of a flare dropped from a helicopter. We can only advise the 

authors of this report to consult with people who know more about flares. We assume that they talk 

about infrared countermeasure flares, since illumination flares would light up the area. Normally, 

these countermeasure flares are fired sideways. The burning time is 3.5 to 5 seconds at very high tem-

perature to attract and decoy heat-seeking weapons homing in on the aircraft. This burning time has to 

be limited because the flares could inflict fire on the ground. The flares have no sustaining propulsion 

system i.e. once burned out, they fall to the surface. When helicopters or propeller aircraft fire such 

flares, the initial pattern may be influenced by the propeller wash, but this is only a matter of 1 to 2 

seconds. Has anybody ever seen such a flare descending vertically and making a 900 turn into the hori-

zontal plane? No, because it is technically impossible! 

Page 14, second paragraph:  “Mr. D… declared that the craft had strongly impressed him. What he 

saw was massive and powerful. The American or German Sikorsky CH-53 Super Stallion is very mas-

sive.”. This was a CH-53; what is next? Next is a Super Puma & Cougar (same paragraph), which is 

somewhat different from the CH 53. What is next? Next is an ambulance helicopter, which is cer-

tainly not a CH 53 or Puma! It is rather surprising that so many people in EUPEN would have con-

fused their observation with an ambulance helicopter. An ambulance helicopter orbiting during more 

that 30 minutes over the town? This was certainly not an urgent case that required the intervention of 

an helicopter. EUPEN is a small town and people talked about their experience. Did anybody see an 

ambulance helicopter that evening? No. Did the people in EUPEN ever see an ambulance helicopter 

before? Did they ever have such an experience before? No. Did it ever happen again? No. 

Next is a CH 47 Chinook (page 15). It should be noted that the witness was an aeronautical con-

struction engineer who had been very surprised by the bright lights and the size of the UAP (larger 

than the width of the highway). The observation occurred in the vicinity of the airport of LIEGE 

BIERSET. The witness was so surprised that, once back at home, he phoned the airport. The controller 

assured him that no such craft had landed at the airfield, but according to RL, who was much less 

qualified than the witness, he didn‟t ask the right question. Next are (US) Bell helicopters (page 22), 

accompanying one F 117 Stealth! It was to be expected that the Stealth would come into the game! 

Knowing that the maximum speed of any type of Bell helicopter is lower than the minimum speed of 

the Stealth, it is totally absurd to make such assumption!  
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Next is the AWACS; this must have been the culprit. Page 14, last paragraph: “Later on, around 

7.20 p.m., two other gendarmes, Peter NICOLL and Dieter PLUMMANS, saw a craft that they took 

for the AWACS”. None of these two gendarmes were talking of an AWACS. Peter NICOLL initially 

thought that he saw a dirigible. Page 14, last paragraph: “The AWACS plane is used as cover for fight-

ers, bombers and… helicopters during manoeuvres or in war time. AWACS generally guides the other 

craft towards targets like sites to be bombed or enemy planes.”  

The Belgian Air Force repeatedly stated that the sightings of 29 November could not be related to 

air traffic over the relevant area. First of all, AWACS is not the correct acronym for the NATO E 3A 

fleet, which is stationed in GEILENKIRCHEN, Germany. The E 3A is basically the same aircraft as 

the Boeing 707, but with an air/air search antenna on top of the fuselage. This antenna is lit during 

training missions which distinguishes it from normal passengers or transport aircraft. It flies like any 

normal fixed wing aircraft and needs speed to stay in air (a minimum of 320 km/h). Practically all wit-

nesses of the November 29 sightings saw a craft hovering or flying at very slow speed which could 

impossibly have been an E 3A.  

Initially, the E 3A function was called NAEW (NATO Airborne Early Warning). At a later stage it 

became NAEW & C. The C stands for Control, but this function was still under discussion in 1989. 

The Control function was to guide friendly fighters to intercept enemy aircraft. The NAEW had no 

function to guide offensive aircraft or… helicopters to their target, simply because the radar had no 

ground mapping option that was designed for that purpose. Only the US Air Force has aircraft (E 8) 

which have the Joint Surveillance and Target Attack Radar System (JSTARS). These aircraft have the 

air/ground radar in a pod underneath the fuselage but they are only used for supporting US operations. 

The JSTARS E 8 aircraft were used in Gulf War One and were not deployed in Western Europe.  

When NAEW & C or JSTAR aircraft are operating, they are flying at approximately 30,000 Feet, 

NOT at low altitude, because this would reduce their detection range and make them vulnerable to en-

emy ground fire. The E 3A aircraft didn‟t have any function in Belgium; the only missions were train-

ing flights for pilots to learn how to handle and land the aircraft. Normally, the Trainer Cargo Aircraft 

(TCA) version was used for this purpose, but since the unit in GEILENKIRCHEN had only one TCA, 

the normal E 3A was also employed for pilots‟ training. These aircraft used often the airfields of Char-

leroi and Liège-Bierset for training, mainly because these were equipped with the Instrument Landing 

System (ILS), a system that was not available at other Belgian military airfields. Also, several instruc-

tor pilots were Belgian and they were familiar with the environment. The NAEW aircraft which were 

often seen in the region of LIEGE and CHARLEROI were making training circuits under control of 

the air traffic directors at these airfields.   

The authors of RL‟s report expressed also another idea: “It would be interesting to know whether 

the Geilenkirchen base staff warns BAF about each flight of its AWACS above Belgium…” The an-

swer is straight forward: such as any other aircraft, the TCA or E 3A‟s have to file a flight plan to en-

ter into Belgian airspace. Also, the air defence and civil aviation radars would pick them up as soon as 

they go airborne and cross the border, and, on top of that, Belgian crews were fully integrated into the 

system. These would have been sacked immediately if conducting unauthorized flights.  

The authors add: “There is a great confusion on this subject”. Why is there such a great confusion 

on this E 3A topic?  Simply because the sceptics promulgate wrong information.  

When reading the RL paper on the 29 November sightings, we discovered multiple types of silent 

helicopters, belonging to different nationalities: the Germans with CH 53, the Dutch with Puma, The 



 

 40 

French with Super Frelon, the Americans with CH 47 Chinook, Black Hawks and Bell, ambulance 

helicopters. Some of these would have been firing flares. Even a motorized hang glider could have 

been operating! This all was complemented by the NAEW and F 117. Can one imagine the heavy air 

traffic in the Eupen area during the evening of November 29, 1989, and this all at low altitude at night 

without any air traffic control system and without authorization and the knowledge of the Belgians? 

Even more, besides the military airfields of Liege Bierset and Beauvechain, the grass strips of Spa and 

Jalhay (military) would have been active (sic) but … without knowledge of the military!  

RL‟s document is full of contradiction, not only on the origin of the sightings, but also on the au-

thority of NATO, the relationship between NATO partners and the attitude of the Belgian Military 

Authorities. At one place, the authorities knew, but they didn‟t declare it. At another place, it was 

NATO conducting exercises without informing the innocent Belgians (even while using their air-

fields). At another place, it were the Americans doing tests in preparation of Gulf War One, and finally 

the fall of the Berlin Wall would have caused agitation in NATO etc, etc.  An amalgamation of ab-

surd arguments. The reader can choose any option, since RL and his collaborators consider that they 

don‟t have to prove any of their arguments.  

3. Sceptics’ Methods 

The above cases prove - in an exemplary way - that those who are attacking other persons, by ac-

cusing them to believe without verification, act themselves exactly in the way they detest so much. 

They neglect several aspects of individual testimonies, don‟t speak to the witnesses, disregard official 

declarations and draw conclusions based on unrealistic assumptions. The major part of RL‟s paper is 

based on pure fantasy. Helicopters that were flown into Belgium from all over the world, flying in for-

mation with F 117 Stealth, operating below 20 km/h and remaining, in most cases, totally silent is a 

scenario that even Ian Fleming wouldn‟t have thought of for a James Bond novel. The fact that a 

ground inversion layer (RL‟s paper, page 18) would have masked the noise will come as a big surprise 

to those who live in the vicinity of major airports. After so many years of complaints they didn‟t even 

know that, some days, thanks to a ground inversion layer, they are not supposed to hear the air traffic.  

Is it the deliberate intention of sceptics to mislead people or is it innocence? In our view it‟s a com-

bination of both. Sceptics are desperate to find an explanation for bizarre and unexplainable aerial phe-

nomena and in their attempt to prove their theory that we are dealing with conventional technology, 

they inject unverified and even false background information. Here are some examples:  

Page 18, third paragraph. Talking about colonel (not lieutenant colonel) De Brouwer, it is asserted 

that “he acknowledges in an interview, he could not obtain information from NATO neither during nor 

after the wave”. This is a (deliberate?) misinterpretation of De Brouwer‟s statement that “there were 

no formal contacts between NATO and Belgium on UFO issues”. The interpretation in RL‟s paper is 

absurd. Belgium has two permanent delegations in NATO and a few hundred Belgian officers and 

NCOs (Non Commissioned Officers) are fully integrated into NATO headquarters and staffs. The 

head of NATO‟s Plans & Policy Division was a Belgian Major General. The second in command of 

the Air Defence Sector 2 in UEDEM, Germany, was a Belgian Colonel. This Sector covers Belgium, 

the Netherlands and a major part of Northern Germany. It is an important link of NADGE (NATO Air 

Defence Ground Environment). Belgium was talking and still talks to NATO on a permanent basis, 

every single minute of the day, and was fully informed and involved in military air activities and exer-

cises, which took place in Central Europe.  
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Same paragraph: “… the Defence Minister Guy Coëme … in September 1990, forbad foreign air-

craft to fly at an altitude of less than 150 meters above the Ardennes area, Belgian pilots remaining 

allowed to go down to 80 meters. This decision is officially made to prevent German pilots from com-

ing over Belgium for training.” The decision to raise the minimum altitude from 250 to 500 feet in the 

“Low Level Flying Area” - Eupen and Verviers are not in this area - was based on numerous noise 

complaints by the inhabitants. This decision reduced the noise level by almost 50 %. German pilots, 

such as other NATO partners, were allowed to use this area16, on condition that they received proper 

authorization and didn‟t fly lower than 500 feet. The Minister‟s decision was not related to UAPs 

which… barely made any noise at all. 

Next paragraph: “To make a penetration test in an assumed enemy territory …” This would be 

rather difficult. At a speed of 20 km/h the penetration would be a local excursion.  

At the bottom of page 18 “that military helicopters often used special noise reducing devices”. 

Reference is made to a website that links to ear protection systems. It‟s not the noise that is reduced; 

it‟s the effect of the noise.  

There are many other examples of disinformation such as claiming that the wind was preventing 

the witnesses from hearing the sound while, in reality, in the Ernage and Plancenoit cases, the wind 

direction was favourable to propagate the sound in the direction of the witnesses. Furthermore, com-

puter images were generated based on invented configurations without verifying the real configuration 

of the helicopters which were operating at that time.   

Based on their artificially constructed platform, sceptics saturate readers by injecting multiple, 

imaginary and sometimes contradictory assumptions and hope that these readers will conclude that 

there are reasons to mistrust the declarations of the authorities and the testimonies of the witnesses. 

Many of these witnesses feel betrayed, since they spontaneously reported their experience which, for 

them, was totally aberrant. Today, 20 years after the event, they are still hounded by doubtfully quali-

fied sceptics who are broadcasting all over the world that they simply saw helicopters.  

The problem is that a significant part of the population is prepared to accept the arguments of the 

sceptics. Indeed, it is an important mental step to admit that events are happening in our airspace 

which remain unexplained. For them, it is easier to believe superficial assumptions than worrying 

about unexplainable events. Apparently, this seems to be the problem with the sceptics; they are para-

noid about the fact that many observations are unexplainable by means of existing technology.  

Renaud LECLET and his collaborators overlook the fact that the Belgian Air Force and SOBEPS 

had enough arguments to conclude that the flying objects of the Belgian wave couldn‟t be helicopters 

or some other conventional aircraft. They judge the SOBEPS efforts as “insufficient”, but forget that it 

was an amateur organization that had to rely on volunteers. Taking this into consideration, SOBEPS 

did a marvellous job. They conducted over 600 inquiries and compiled 20,000 pages of witness re-

ports. Of course, mistakes were made, such as the drawing of the UAP track in the Ernage case. But 

who can blame them; it was merely impossible to conduct more that 600 full-fledged investigations 

with their limited human resources.  

Nevertheless, the authors of the present study fully accept and support a critical approach in the 

analysis of UAP testimonies. This, of course, on condition that the analysis is objective and based on 

real facts and data and not on imaginary and unrealistic assumptions. Thus, it seemed useful to re-
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spond to the challenge of the sceptics to help them and others to realize that the real problem is more 

serious and profound than they perceived, so far. Their methods and strategy strongly contribute to the 

difficult process of recognizing the basic problem and investigating it in a normal rational way. Scien-

tists are dissuaded to become involved in this topic and even the witnesses shy away from reporting 

what they saw.  

This constitutes already a scientific problem. Socio-psychologists, as well as philosophers and his-

torians of science should try to unravel the underlying motivations. They are related to the fact that 

some individuals and human groups tend to strongly resist changes of their basic ideas. Galileo was 

not simply condemned for religious reasons. The dominant ideas at that time were those of Aristote-

lian physics, where the centre of the Earth was assumed to be the centre of the Universe, which 

seemed to be a finite, spherical one. That was assumed to be the only possible theory. Newton, Ein-

stein and many others, who introduced fundamental changes in our way to view reality, encountered 

great difficulties, but resistance to changes of paradigm is only justified up to a certain point.   

****** 

The following paragraphs summarize our findings and draw conclusions out of this study.    

Summary and Conclusions 

1. Summary 

The most important elements of the testimony of Lt Col André AMOND have been reported in his 

letter to the Ministry of Defence (MOD). This letter states that, together with his wife, they spotted 

and observed an Unidentified Aerial Phenomenon (UAP) while driving during the evening of Decem-

ber 11, 1989, on a country road in ERNAGE, near the town of GEMBLOUX in Belgium. The charac-

teristics of this UAP were so unusual that it incited them to stop and observe its movements and be-

haviour while standing outside, next to their car. At a certain moment, the UAP turned into their direc-

tion and came so close that it frightened them made them decide to return into the car to leave the 

scene. When they were back in the car, the flying object turned sharply to the left, accelerated and 

darted away at very high speed. In his letter to the MOD, Lt Col André AMOND reported a number 

of very special characteristics: 

 At the initial observation point, he saw three to four unusual trapezoidal “luminous panels”, 

with underneath a pulsating red light that was totally different from the blinking red lights of 

normal aircraft.  

 Then he observed a steady and very slow movement of the light panels. The witnesses overtook 

them when driving at 50-60 km/h. 

 When they observed the flying object, while standing outside the car, it suddenly approaches in 

a descending motion. They see then only an enormous white headlight that is larger than the 

light of big transport aircraft. 

 The craft comes nearer, without any engine noise. This creates apprehension and fear, since it 

seems to be an aggressive behaviour.  
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 Mrs. Amond asks to leave the place, but the Colonel sees that the object is making a sharp 180° 

turn to its left. Moreover, it is climbing, so that its underside is visible with three large white 

lights in triangular disposition and a pulsating red light in the middle. The white lights form an 

equilateral triangle and are separated by an estimated distance of 10 meters. 

 The manoeuvre is majestic and slow, but after the very narrow turn and rising motion, the object  

accelerates and darts away at great velocity towards the SSW.  

 The lights were always moving as if they were supported by a rigid structure, but the Colonel is 

very astonished that its surface “was not visible”. It didn‟t reflect the light of the full moon.  

During an interview a few weeks later, Lt Col AMOND added that the size of the white headlight 

that approached them was twice the size of the moon. It was then lower than the trees in the back-

ground and the intensity of the light increased. The whole observation lasted about 10 minutes. It was 

clear for the Colonel, that this was not an AWACS, ULM, helicopter or hologram.  

It took until spring 2008 before a discussion started on EuroUfonet on the possible reasons for 

AMOND‟s observation. This discussion was based on Renaud LECLET‟s assumption, supported by a 

number of sceptics, that the UAP was a “Puma” helicopter. They backed their theory with computer 

generated images. Incited by their statements, the authors of this study decided to revisit ERNAGE 

and to undertake a detailed analysis. Besides the two witnesses, they also interviewed Mrs. MARITS, 

who lives in ERNAGE and had reported a similar observation. The interview revealed that she had 

most likely seen the same UAP, a few minutes before Mr. and Mrs. AMOND. She described her sight-

ing as three yellow/white lights in a triangular disposition with a pulsating red light in the middle, but 

she was too frightened to stay in place to follow the further possible behaviour of the UAP.  

The authors conducted a rational analysis, based on a careful gathering of observed facts, as well 

as field investigations and the acquisition of all the necessary maps and photographs to reconstruct the 

events as they occurred 1989. One of the first conclusions of the investigators was that the drawing of 

the trajectory published in VOB 1, page 92, figure 2.21 was incorrect. The track followed by the UAP 

was much closer to the witnesses than depicted in this book. It was established by means of a purely 

logical analysis, using all the available data (figure 20).  

The most probable numerical values of the speed, size and height of the UAP could be determined 

by solving a set of equations, relating previously unknown parameters to known ones. They were 

mainly determined by angular and distance measurements, with some additional numerical estima-

tions, made by the principal witness. They were written down shortly after the events, or established 

more recently, by means of different complementary procedures.  

When first spotted, the UAP was about 430 m from the witnesses. It passed at a distance of 20 me-

ters and a height of 20 meters behind the poplars at the rear of the SART ERNAGE farm. By triangu-

lation, it could be established that the object was flying there at a speed of about 13 km/h. The distance 

of closest approach, when the UAP was executing its climbing manoeuvre is not exactly know, but is 

very probably close to 100 meters, which implies that the object descended to a height of about 3 me-

ters before it turned away. The length of the ensemble of luminous panels was estimated at 12 meters, 

while the diameter of the front light during its approach was approximately 1.7 meters. 
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The aeronautical analysis revealed that the UAP could impossibly be confused with a helicopter 

or any other conventional aerial vehicle. The most important elements which led to this very important 

conclusion were:  

 No detection on surveillance radars, no authorization, no military exercises. 

 No evidence at all for ambulance helicopters. 

 Very slow speed and absence of noise. 

 Unusual lights and no position or navigation lights. 

 The carrying mass was not visible to the witnesses.   

 Very high manoeuvrability at very slow speed and exceptional acceleration capacity. 

Additional inquiry involving former Puma pilots of the Belgian armed forces revealed that the Bel-

gian Puma helicopters were not active that evening and that the computer generated images in LE-

CLET‟s report were unrealistic and based on incorrect assumptions.  

This report was introduced with another observation that, according the co-authors should also be 

associated with a helicopter, this time a “Black Hawk” of the US Army. This sighting made by Mr. 

and Mrs C at PLANCENOIT, near WATERLOO, occurred during the evening of October 4, 1992 in 

twilight conditions. They saw a very brilliant and sharply defined light that belonged to a larger, elon-

gated, rather fuzzy structure. The light moved very slowly and the witnesses didn‟t hear any noise. Mr. 

C made a drawing of this structure which was difficult to define. His drawing resembled a helicopter, 

but he was sure that this was not the case, because he couldn‟t see any rotors and didn‟t hear any 

sound. Mrs. C thought that the form of the structure looked like a crane. Both witnesses were aston-

ished by the brightness and sharpness of the light as opposed to the fussiness of the structure, espe-

cially somewhat later, when they saw very clearly the outlines of normal aircraft in the approach of 

Brussels airport.    

So-called sceptics associate this sighting with a Black Hawk helicopter because it has a wide cargo 

door, but their assumption is contradicted by a number of arguments. They also refer to a NATO exer-

cise that took place in the same timeframe. However, further investigation revealed that this exercise 

was a Command Post Exercise (CPX), which involves headquarters, but no deployment of troops. A 

CPX is an exercise on paper. Furthermore, PLANCENOIT was not in the simulated exercise area, the 

US Armed Forces were not involved in the exercise and no Black Hawk helicopters were deployed.  

The last case in the LECLET Report discusses the observations of 29 November 1989 in the vicin-

ity of EUPEN. Out of the 143 reported observations, 70 were investigated and the vast majority re-

mains totally unexplainable. Most of the witnesses reported to have seen a triangular shaped object 

with large spotlights at the corners and a pulsating red light in the middle. The objects were capable of 

remaining immobile or moving slowly without making any significant noise. RL pretends that most 

observations could have been caused by up to six types of helicopters, operated by four different na-

tions. These would have been complemented, possibly by motorized hang glider, one F 117 and, even-

tually, the NATO NAEW. All these activities would have occurred during the evening of November 

29, without the authorization of the Belgian authorities who didn‟t even observe any of these flights on 

their nearby early warning radars.  

It was re-iterated that NATO is not a supranational body and cannot decide on any activities with-

out prior approval of the member states concerned. All air activities albeit from NATO, its members or 

other nations have to be authorized by the national authorities of those countries which manage the 
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relevant airspace. In addition, NATO headquarters consists of fully integrated structures which are 

staffed by officers and NCOs of member states; no activities can be planned without involvement of 

this international staff.  

Another assumption in RL‟s Report was that the Belgian military would have known about the 

activities of November 29, but concealed them for unknown reasons. At a later stage, the same au-

thorities would set-up procedures, have meetings with the different departments who were in charge of 

airspace management and security and send F 16 fighter aircraft in the air for identifying the UAP. 

Would they do that, while knowing what it was all about?  

These assumptions are based on imaginary, totally unrealistic scenarios made up by unqualified 

sceptics. Declarations of witnesses and statements of authorities are disregarded, modified or misinter-

preted in such a way that they bolster their assumptions. They omit to mention one assumption and 

that is that the authorities and also SOBEPS were right; the phenomenon could not be identified and 

the performances could not be linked to existing technology. Even today, 20 years after the events, the 

technology to perform as demonstrated by these UAP is not yet available.     

Three witnesses saw sharply outlined lights, but not the supporting mass. Although there had to be 

a flying object, the light of the full moon was not reflected by its surface. Even its outlines were not 

detected by contrast with scattered skylight. This is also incompatible with the helicopter hypothesis 

and calls for more profound scientific explanations. Some well-observed but highly remarkable me-

chanical capabilities of the flying object indicate that its propulsion system is different from the usual 

aerodynamic ones. Should we simply deny such a possibility or try to understand what happened? 

2. Conclusions 

The UAPs, so frequently observed during the Belgian wave can’t be explained in terms of helicop-

ters or other conventional aircraft. The so-called sceptics who propose this kind of hypotheses and 

propagate the rumour of simple perceptional errors or misinterpretations are not sceptical enough to be 

self-critical. Their incentives are ideological, they yearn so much after conventional explanations, but 

their arguments are not rational. 

Our conclusion is straight forward: The sighting at Ernage on December 11, 1989 of Lt Col André 

AMOND and his wife cannot be related to any known aerial vehicle. In addition, the observations 

made at Eupen on 29 November 1989 and at Plancenoit, on October 4, 1992, provide further evi-

dence for the occasional appearance of unconventional flying objects of unknown origin.  

Our investigation was, through its inner dynamics, very interesting and surprising. The greatest 

difficulty resulted from the fact that much time had passed since these observations were made. An-

other difficulty was that sometimes, it was necessary to combine various parameters through a set of 

relations, but this allowed us to test the logical consistency of the data and to make apparent what was 

initially hidden. Basically, we learned more about characteristic properties of the observed unconven-

tional flying objects. 

At PLANCENOIT, the flying object displayed a great yellow light with sharply defined bounda-

ries, while the structure of the object was fuzzy. At ERNAGE, there appeared several well-defined 

lights, but the surface and outlines of the object were invisible to the witnesses, even at close range. 
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To our knowledge this is a feature that has not yet attracted sufficient attention. The paradox, which 

results from the fact that some aspects were easily observable, while other aspects were more or less 

hidden, can also be considered as an invitation to more curiosity and thoughtfulness.   

We have then to face the possibility that some kind of intelligence is directly and indirectly in-

volved. This was the spontaneous impression of colonel AMOND, although he had no preliminary 

knowledge at all about UFOs and their manifestations. It resulted from the very peculiar behaviour of 

the observed object. A closer analysis of technical details confirmed this perception. These objects 

have to be constructed and piloted or remotely controlled in such a way that adaptive and immediate 

actions and reactions are possible  

The most important conclusion in our view is that a rational analysis of the problem of Unidentified 

Aerial Phenomena is necessary and potentially very useful. A scientific study of the observed facts 

and the propulsion system is recommended. The only real “risk” is that we might learn something 

new, but that is normal in science. Curiosity constituted always the internal spring that led to the de-

velopment of civilization. We should thus rather concentrate on the really observed properties and 

search for fitting explanations, instead of simply denying or transforming what has been observed.   

One of the possible very important implications is that there has to exist an energy source that is 

unknown to us. This is an absolutely requirement when considering interstellar voyages but it is al-

ready obvious when we reflect on what has been observed near the surface of the Earth.  Why should 

it be uninteresting to try to find out what kind of scientific principles and new technology might gener-

ate this energy?  Every human being who is ready to use his potential of curiosity and rational thinking 

should be challenged by these facts and has the responsibility to encourage this kind of research. It is 

true that extraordinary claims require extraordinary evidence, but the assertion that nothing special 

did ever happen is also becoming an extraordinary claim that requires more convincing evidence than 

the superficial and speculative assumptions that we found in the report of Renaud LECLET. 

***** 

Appendix 1: Letter of Lt Col Amond to the MOD 

“This statement is based on a number of observations made on 11 December 1989 at approximately 

18 h 45, while I was driving to the railway station of Gembloux, coming from Ernage where I reside. 

My spouse Chantal was with me and made the same observations. It was dark, the sky was full of stars 

and there was full moon. 

Close to the Sart Ernage farm, I saw in the sky at my right three to four light panels at the height of 

the last third of the row of trees behind the farm of Sart Ernage, moving more or less in a North-South 

direction, coming from the radar tower of Mellery, overhead the villages of Cortil or Saint-Géry, pro-

ceeding towards Corroy. The panels are of trapezoidal form [figure 3a]. The size of these light pan-

els does not vary and they are not at all dancing around. Under this series of panels, more or less 

in the centre, a kind of blinking red light is installed, but it is absolutely not similar to the blinking red 

lights that are placed on normal aircraft, which flicker like stars. The estimated altitude of this series of 

light panels is 200 to 300 meters. 
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The road where I am driving turns to the left at the Sart Ernage farm and leads to Gembloux. The 

light panels of the object follow this general direction. Driving at a speed of 50-60 km/h, the light pan-

els drop behind. To continue my observation, I stop at the highest point of this country road, situated 

directly beyond the Sart Ernage farm. My spouse lowers the car window. The UAP, which moves 

slowly at my right, overtakes me and continues in the same direction. This part of the observation took 

approximately 2 to 4 minutes 

Then the UAP suddenly turned into our direction. Only one enormous white headlight, much larger 

than any light of a large transport aircraft, is visible. I feel now a certain apprehension. My wife is 

scared and asks me to leave, because of the new direction taken by the object, which shows itself, with 

its enormous luminous mass, as being somewhat aggressive, especially since we didn‟t hear any en-

gine noise... This craft was silent! 

At the moment that the car was about to leave, the large headlight disappears and three white spot 

lights appear. They are smaller than the previous light and they form a more or less equilateral trian-

gle. In the centre of gravity of this triangle, there is again the red revolving [actually pulsating] light, 

now seen in front view.  Obviously, the object makes a left turn of 1800. The distance between the 

white light spots is estimated at approximately 10 meters. It seems paradoxical to me at this moment, 

that in spite of the moonlight, which makes it possible to see the landscape, we don‟t see any mass 

around the lights that constitute the triangle.  

The UAP‟s manoeuvre is majestic and slow. The turn is tight, so tight that it is not necessary to 

move the head or the eyes to observe the UAP making its turn, like one does to follow the displace-

ment of a Boeing or similar aircraft.  

Subsequently, the light spots disappear, only the revolving red light is still visible from the side. 

Very quickly, this light disappears in the darkness of the night in a SSW direction. The duration of the 

observation is estimated at 5 to 8 minutes. [Some comments on two other figures are given]. 

Four characteristics impressed me: (1) the slow movement of the object as opposed to its speed at 

the end of the observation; (2) the mass, which had necessarily to be distributed around the lights, did 

not reflect the moonlight at all and was not visible; (3) the absence of any engine noise, it was too si-

lent; and finally (4) the creation of apprehension and fear, in particular with my wife, because of this 

silence and  the enormous headlight, situated in the front of the object that was aiming towards us.” 

Appendix 2: Published Oral Statements of Colonel Amond 

“The observation lasted several minutes during which I couldn‟t hear any noise, even when paying 

special attention.  The moon was at the other side of the observation and should have lit the object; yet 

I didn‟t perceive any reflection and I didn‟t get any impression of a [supporting] mass.  

When the UAP passed in front of the wood, it changed its course - I don‟t remember how- and a 

very bright headlight (2 x the diameter of the moon) was then directed towards us. Its intensity in-

creased and the light was [now] lower than the tops of the trees [in the background]. My wife was 

scared and begged me to start the car. I felt myself a certain anxiety because, in my judgment, I was 

confronted with a rather aggressive behaviour.  
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The car started without any problem. It was then that the UAP made a banking manoeuvre and 

that I saw three white lights in a triangular disposition, in an oblique climb to the right, the strongest 

light being directed towards the sky.  

The [pulsating] red light was in the middle of the triangle [formed by the white lights]. Its appar-

ent [angular] diameter was two to three times larger than that of the two lights at the base of the trian-

gle, while the upper light was three to four times more intense than the two other lights. Dimensions: 

between 6 and 10 meters between the spotlights [forming a triangle].  

The UAP settled with the red light underneath and disappeared quickly (10 sec) in a southern di-

rection. I went to pick up my son at the railway station; we were back home at 19 h 05. The next day, 

I filmed the moon with my video camera to verify its functioning in the dark and I went the following 

evenings to the same place. In vain, [since the phenomenon, I never heard of, didn‟t reappear]. After 

some hesitation - fear of the ridicule - I sent a letter to the Cabinet of the Minister of National De-

fence to report the events.  For me, it was clear; this was no AWACS, no ULM, no helicopter and no 

hologram.”  

Appendix 3:  Turning and Vectored Thrust 

Aerodynamic forces in a turn 

At very slow speed, helicopters turn by using the tail rotor or NOTAR system while keeping the 

main rotor horizontally. Pushing one of the rudder pedals will result in a yawing motion that will turn 

the helicopter into the direction of the relevant pedal. At normal speeds, the rudder is not used for 

turning because, such as with other aircraft, the yawing manoeuvre would cause structural damage. 

Consequently, at cruising speed, helicopters, such as fixed wing aircraft, take bank to make a turn.  

But why is banking necessary when aircraft have to perform a circular turn of radius r at a given 

velocity v. When this turn is horizontal, there are two conditions that have to be fulfilled (figure 23).  

The weight W has to be compensated by a vertical force and one has to apply a force F that is ori-

ented towards the centre of the circular path, to draw the object again and again in this direction. 

There has also to exist a propulsive force along the direction of motion, to compensate the unavoid-

able effects of air friction, called aerodynamically drag, but in figure 23, we consider only the forces 

that are acting in the transverse plane (perpendicular to the axis of the aircraft).  
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Figure 23: Banking conditions in terms of forces and resulting variations of r and L. 
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When m is the mass of the object, the weight W = mg, where g is the gravitational acceleration. 

The force F = ma, where a = v2/r is the centripetal acceleration. Both forces have to result from the 

aerodynamic lift L, which is always perpendicular to the direction of the wings or the main rotor, in 

case of helicopter. For an inclination i, the vertical and horizontal components of the vector L are 

respectively equal to W = L cosi and F = L sini. By eliminating L, we get a = v2/r = g tgi. This means 

that the radius of curvature r is determined by the velocity v and the banking angle i.  

This relation is represented by the blue curve in the graph of figure 23, for the particular case 

where v = 13 km/h and various values of the angle i between 20° and 80°. The red curve shows the 

variation of the required lift L, compared to the weight W. A large inclination i would allow for a 

small radius of curvature, but it requires a very powerful engine or a higher speed to produce the 

necessary lift. An additional climbing motion would even call for a greater vertical component of the 

lift than W and thus more power. 

Application to a Flying Platform 

The platforms of the Belgian wave were usually horizontal when they remained stationary or flew 

around at low velocities. This means that they produced somehow, but without wings, a lift force that 

was then perpendicular to the platforms. If the lift vector had also been perpendicular to the platform 

that AA saw at ERNAGE, a velocity v = 13 km/h and a horizontal turn with a banking angle of 60° 

would imply a radius of curvature r = 0.77 m. This follows from the previous, unavoidable relations. 

We know that AA didn‟t have to move his head to observe the ongoing manoeuvre, but an angular 

width of 30° for the semi-circular U-turn implies a distance r/tan(15°) = 2.9 m between the centre of 

rotation and the observer situated at C. That‟s too short and means therefore that the lift force was not 

perpendicular to the platform. It was closer to the vertical. 

This conclusion has to be related to other observations made during the Belgian wave. The flying 

platforms had highly remarkable mechanical properties. There were cases2 where they remained 

stationary at some very great inclination (as at Petit-Rechain) or even in a vertical position, with a 

simultaneous rotation around the longitudinal axis (as at Pont-de-Loup). These observations imply 

that the propulsion system of these objects allows them to develop a force that can have any direc-

tion with respect to the platform. It doesn‟t require wings and the usual aerodynamic lift, which re-

sults only from different speeds of the air flow above and below the wings. Unconventional Flying 

Objects produce lift in a completely different way, and this fact is a sufficient reason to gather as 

much information as possible about this kind of phenomena and to try to understand what is happen-

ing, instead of obstinately denying its possibility. When a platform remains (nearly) stationary above 

the ground in a vertical position, as for the observation of Mrs. MARITS at ERNAGE, the force de-

veloped by this system has to be (nearly) parallel to the platform, to compensate the gravitational 

attraction towards the centre of the Earth.     

The manoeuvre of the UAP observed by AA and his wife at point C is compatible with the usual 

laws of physics, but requires an unconventional method to develop the propulsion force. It has to 

account for the centripetal acceleration (v2/r) and for the over-compensation of gravity, which is nec-

essary to allow for a rising motion. The analogy with a helicopter fails, since this object had no upper 

and tail rotors. The great banking angle was not strictly necessary if the propulsion force could be 

vectored to any direction with respect to the platform. This means that the banking could have been 
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chosen to impress the witnesses, as this was also the case for Mrs. Marits. It is worth mentioning that 

the two gendarmes of Eupen saw a rotation of 180° without any curve and without banking. 

Sceptics defending the helicopter hypothesis11, are unable to explain or prove that helicopters 

could physically perform the manoeuvre observed at ERNAGE. They simply provide pictures, ex-

tracted from a movie that was realized by computer animations, but fiction shouldn’t be confused 

with reality. Today, we can also find, even on Internet, some videos of very astonishing helicopter 

acrobatics, but this doesn‟t change the fact that physical laws will impose limitations. Certain ma-

noeuvres require sufficient velocity and altitude - and thus enough kinetic energy or potential energy 

- to produce the required lift. Reduced mass and powerful engines will help. Since 2006, it is possible 

to produce mechanically resistant and yet very light and powerful helicopters. This is true for the 

EC145 Eurocopter, equipped with the 5-bladed Advanced Technology Rotor (ATR), without hinges 

or bearings. Like the NOTAR system, the introduction of ATR this leads also to a lower noise level, 

since the transmission of vibrations to the airframe are reduced. Nevertheless, the Unconventional 

Flying Objects that we studied have much more astonishing properties than that. 
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