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OBJECTS REPORTED OVER POLAND

THANK YOU, FRIENDS

Since the Volume 33, Issue No. & of the Bulletin
was mailed, I have received a flood of condolence
cards and messages from members and frisnds, for
which my children and I- are most grateful. T will
try to answer some of your questions in this Bul-
letin so that I may concentrate most of my available
time on APRO and Bulletin needs:

Jim's and my children have been very supportive
and helpful to me as I hope that I have been to
them. le are z small but close family and very im-
portant to each other.

It was Jim's wish that I refrain from making any
hasty decisions about anything, including APRO,
but that I should contimue with the work 1If I was
physically able and intellectually and spiritually
so inclined.

There is much work to be finished and we are
some distance frem z complete solution to the UFD
mystery. Inasmuch as Jim and I were actually the
first people to recognize and fill the need for a
civilian UFD croup, I would like to continue the ef-
fort. I will need all the support that my friends
and colleagues are willing to offer and will cer-
tainly be grateful for any received.

ALL IN THE FAMILY

In the fall of 1986 when we realized that APRD's
computer was sadly lacking In some respects (mainly
it was terribly slow at sorting) I invested in
another system and Mr. Marsland staked APRO to the
needed software. We shortly realized that it would
require a lot of time that we didn't have to learn
to operate the computer and had to turn to profes-
sional program technicians. That, however, was not
Tinancially equitable inasmuch as those faolks have a
going rate of $45 plus per hour.

We had gotten wvery spoiled as Mr. Lorenzen bhad
been our computer expert and it was just another of
many areas in which we felt his absence. However,

{see “Friends" - page two)

Assoclated Press reportad an Jume 27, 1987 that
Zolnierz Uiolnosci (the Army's official newspaper,
"Soldier of Freedom") headlined a UFO inecident, but
didn't give the exact date.The AP story was carried
in a few U.S. papers which did not identify the
dateline of the newspaper, but the story ran on the

26th of June so we can assume that the paper, iden-

tified only as the Sunday edition, probably carried
the June 21 dateline. This does not give us the ex-
act date of the incident; however, the details, such
as they are, follow:

PILOT REPORT AMONG MANY

The headline of the paper read: "Object Sailed
Without a Sound - Unidentified Objects over Poland",
and went on to quote the pilot of an AN-2 plame: ™I
saw a plane passing about B0 yards below me with a
plume of bright flre trailing it. I was surprised,
because I should have heard the roar of a jet en-
gine, while the plane passed by me without a sound."
The AN-2 is a -singie-engine aircraft capable of car-
rying 12 passengers.

Another military pilot was quoted concerning an-
ther UFD sighting, but his report wasn't dated
either. His quotes: "That night we were to prac-
tice interception. All of & =udden someone cried
out to look up. Right above us an cbject was sail-
ing eastwards at an altitude of some 600 yards .It
was literally sailing by, as no sound could be
heard. Physically, it seemed impossible.”™

THIRD INCIDENT

Another military incident is cited which
reportedly occurred in July 1883 when two pilots
recelved orders to intercept an airborne object.

"After I got %o a distance of 300 yards, I
roticed its strange shape," Lt. Marek J. was quoted.
"It was something that did not resemble anything
flyipg in the air. The object was an oblong
cylindar."  According to the lieutenant's report,
the object seemed to toy with his jet fighter until
finally, "as if bored" it sped out of sight. The
officer's surname was not noted.

* Kk K Kk

PLEAaSE READ CovEr NOTICES
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“Friends”’

{continued from page one)

Lesli Lorenzen Stryker

when I mentioned our guandary to our daughter tesli,
she offered to take owver and help APRO get checked
out with half the time and none of the expense. She
did, and we are happy tc intreocduce a very pretty and
talented young woman who helped Headguarters in its
time of dire nead. Her photo is included with this
article so that the membership will be acquainted
with our newest consultant.

Acain, thanks to one and all for your support in
the past and we hope for your help in the future.

Coral Lorenzen, Editor
July 15,, 1987

APOLOGY

In Yolume 33, Issue #4, Mr. Lorenzen's
Memorial issue, we failed to list his publishing ac-
complishments. Inasmuch as the Lorenzen books are
collectors' items, this oversight is almost unfor-
givable, and we note for the record that he eel-
labecrated with his wife an the following volumes:
"FLYING SAUCER OCCUPANTS™, "UFOs OVER THE AMERICASM,
"ENCOUNTERS WITH UFO OCCUPANTS", "UFUs, THE WHOLE
STORY", AND ™ABDUCTED".

Also of particular note is the fact that Mr.
Lorenzen's first article dealing with wiolin-making
was completed and accepted for publication in Volume
YII, Issue #4 of the prestigious JOURNAL OF THE
YIOLIN~MAKING SCCIETY OF THE UNITED STATES. Titled
"The Sound Post as a Phass Regulator", it saw print
in th fall of 1984. All draftings and photography
were accomplished by the author.

k Kk Kk kKX

JACKIE GLEASON DEAD

Jackie Gleason's obituary probably appearéd in
hundreds of thousands of papers throughout the
world, so we won't attempt any kind of tribute
hers, bult would like to recall some short but sweet
memories of him. He was a subscriber to the Bul-
letin from 1861 through the 1970s. His original
contact was & short note from his fimancial manager
asking that is name be put on the mailing list.

HIVA PALLY!

During the early 1870s (some will think we
should have mades soms note of this and it may be on
a telephore log somewnere) Jackie called the office
to find out what had become of his bulletins as he
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had not received any for some time. Mr. Lorenzen
answered the phore and after the problem was cleared
up (someone had failed to send in his renewal) Mr.
Gleason and Mr. Lorenzen fell imte conversation
about show business. (Mr. Lorenzen had played in
orchestras who backed up comics for many years).
Uhen the conversation was finished, Jackie invited
Jim to get in touch if he were ever in Miamil.

Several years later, Jim was in Miami for a two-
hour layover between planes and called Jackie. Jim
had doubted that Gleason would remember him but he
did immediately and gave him the famous greeting:
"Hiyah, Pally!" "It was as if we'd talked just a
couple of days aga," Jim said later.

It has occcurred to many of us here at Head-
guarters that perhaps now that they have more
leisure time the two of them will get around to some
really serious falk about show biz and UFObiz.

* ok ok kK

RELATIVITY I1:
A NEw APPROACH
To UFO PrYSICS

As UFD Studies have matured, maoving from data
collection towards analysis and synthesis, scien-
tists and other serious researchers have done in-
creasingly sophisticated work in UFO data.  Simul-
taneously, the UFD investigating organizations have
improved their investigative technigues and data
collection technology. Both researchers and inves-
tigators have contributed to a marked improvement in
the qualitly of UFO data and the credibility of the
subject. Now that we have abundant high guality UFO
data, it is imperative that we find a clear
theoretical structure which can inteconnect patterns
in the UFO data and provide a basis for understandi
ng underlying processes. Such a theoretical strue-
ture is essential i1f UFD research is to become a
true scientific discipline. The present discussion
will introduce what 1 belisve is a first order
theory of UFO physics, perhaps the first step
towards a full theoretical structure for UFO
science.

In order to estsblish which phenomena are
creditle, and therefore useful for the physics anal-
lysis, it was necessary to look for patterns in the
UF0 case data. Thousands of reports were examined
for that purpose. Most of the reports were found in
case catalogs, in the more credible UFO books and in
newslietters of investigating organizations. (The
quality of UFD case material provided by APRO has
been vital to the pattern search. Thank you, APRO).
Such case reports are geénerally the best available

material. Greater weight was placed on physical
trace cases, instrumented recordings,photo cases in-
volving multiple witnesses and other high
credibility data. (Close encounter and abduction
cases were not excluded, but they were treated with
caution because perceptual distortions may be
present in such cases.) The pattern search em-
phasized physical phenomena such as magnetic field
effects, UF0 propulsion capabilities, UFD light
beams, UFO appearance changes, occupant
capabilities, time rate effects, weight changes near
UF0s, etc. The pature of these phenomena is such
that they are probably not the product of inten-
tivnal illusicns presented hy UF3 intelligences.
Therefore, I have studied the UF0 case data assuming
that all credible physical patterns are real
phencmena. Case data patterns were accepted as
credible only if several independent reports showed
similar phenomena. {These cases involving hoaxes
and witmess errors were recognized by careful
analysis and by comparison with the credible case
data patterns.) The resulting set of credible pat-
terns shows that UFO phenomenz bhave a striking
uniformity, the same phenomena occurring over and
over again in reports from widely scattered sources.
The ceherent nature of these phenomena indicates
that we are generally deasling with competent wit-
nesses and careful reporting.

The credible UFQ phencmena include numerous ex-
amples of phencmena which suggest the existence of a
new, previcusly unknown, physics. For example, UFOs
reportedly often meve with very hich accelerations,
on the order of 300 Gs. At other times they hover
or levitate without substantial reaction thrust.
They can fade to invisibility or they can change
their apparent shaps. - Such exotic physical effects
invite investigation.

When this work began in December,1972, I started
formulating UFO physiecs models. My starting assump-
tion was that UFD physics is not too far beyond our
current understanding, and noc radical modifications
to physics would be needed. In cther words, the
normal equations and principles of physics, when
reconceptualizad or slightly extended, would provide
a basic understanding of UFO phenomena. (Otherwise,
analysis of the phenomzna would be beyond my ability
and there would be no need for me to study the sub-
ject.) I also assumed that UFOD phencomena are a
single coherent set of phenomena describable by one
and only one truly comprehensive physics theory, not
a variety of overlspping phenomena with diverse
theories sxplaining each of them. After a year and
a half of full time study I had a very promising UFD
physics thesory. It seems now that early success was
because I made a reasonable starting assumption and
not because of any superior analytical skill on my
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part. My initial assumption, slightly revised, has
been the basis of all work done since:
"JF0 physics may be understood if
the presently recognized equations and
principles of physics are unchanged in
and near UFDs while certain physical
constants act like field variables.”

Each model of the physics is a set of equations
which describes relationships among newly recognized
variables which in conventional physics are con-
sidered invariant physical constants. To formulate
a physics model one seeks a set of relationships
among these new variables which satisfies the prin-
ciples of physics and which also provides an under-
standing of UFC phenomena. (Some of these newly
recognized variables are: the speed of light, the
time rate, certain atomic constants, and the par-
ticle and field energies.)

The preservation of the equations and principles
of physics while permitting some physical constants
to vary has severel very important consequences.
Primary among these, is that Einstein's principle of
relativty applies to all cbservations made inside a
peculiar regior. That is, all observations made in-
side a peculiar region show that the physics is nor-
mal there and that the physics of that local region
is indistinguishabie from the physics of any other
region. This is a restating of Einstein's principle
of relativity extended to gover regions with
peculiar conditions (like those in and around UF0s).
I call this assumption the Princicple of Relatlvity
iI.

For example, an observer looking from a normal
region into a peculiar region would see all the nor-
mal laws of physics in effect within that region but
would measure peculiar values for certain physical
constants. Similarly, an observer within a peculiar
region when looking cut of that peculiar region int
to a normal region would find the normal laws of
nhysics but would measure peculiar values for physi-
cal constants in the narmal region. If, howsver,
each observer were to do physics experiments limited
to his (her) own region, then each observer would
find the normal laws of physics and normal valuss of
all physical constants.

Early in this work I tested a variety of UFO
physics models. All the early models, including my
own, failed to varying degress when they were tested
for physical plausibility, self-consistency and
agreement with the full set of credible UFO
phenomena. The most promising models were
relativity II models. Howsever, even the relativity
TI models gave an understanding of only a subset of
UFO phenomena. Even so, the early studies did
produce results which are simple enough to be inde-
pendent of the model chosen. Primary among these is
the svident variation of the spesd of light near

UFDs. The banding of light beams near UF0s, the ap-
parent UFD shape and size changes, their ability to
merge or fissiom, their frequemtly diffuse edges and
other effects argue for real light speed variations
near UFOs. Light speed variations make these exotic
phenomena understandable as consequences of light
bending. The light speed variation concept was one
of the keys to formulating the physics models.
Since 1980, the speed of light has been treated as
the root variable in all the relativity II physics
models. That is, s=ach of the physics models has
specified relations between the speed of light and
other new variables {like the particle and field
energies and stomic constants). For example, a
physics model might suppose that the masses of
atomic particles are propertionmal to the local speed
of light, while =nother model might have the par-
ticle masses unchanged even as the speed of light
changes.

Bacause there are many exotic yet credible UFQ
phenomera and their interpretation is often uncer-
tain even when using the best data, the testing of
each physics model takes considerable effort. For
example, consider Judging the mevits of these tuwo
physice models: model (A) gives a clear understand-
ing of extrsme UFO maneuvers and levitation but has
difficulty with UFD appsarance changes, while model
{A) gives a clear understanding of nearly all ap-
pearance changes but has difficulty with extreme
maneuvers. When faced with that choice, I can-~
sidered both models imperfect or incomplete and I
continued searching for a totally satisfactory
physics model. Similarly, I had to judge the merits
of models which had possible physics flaws yet
seemed to explain more phenomena and other models
which explained less phenomena but which had more
elegant and self-consistent physics,

Physics model testing was my principle UFO re-
search activity from 1977 through 1884, It was at
times a very frustrating activity. OGreat effort was
applied with, at that time, no definitive result.
Even the best physics models did not provide an un-
derstanding of enough phenomena to be completsly
convincing, By late 1884, I was certain that em-
phasis on analysis of UFC case data would not permit
finding & comprehensive physics model. It is now
apparent that this was because subtle but fundamen-
tal flaws in the physics tended tc go unnotlced in
intense model fitting efforts. Clearly some addi-
tiopal input was nesded to break this impasse,
either input to simplify the model fitting process
or some new data pointing toward a unigue physics
model. Searches for critical test phenomena in ball
lightning physics and in observations of peculiar
astronomical objects did not yield conclusive
results.

In sarly 1985, my studies moved towards finding
self-consistency and simplicity in the physics
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models.  After trying several physics concepts, it
became apparent that the principle of energy conser-
vation, when reconceptualized in a relativity II
context, is of great value for this purpose. In
this application conservation of energy supposes
that an observer inside a peculiar region, when
measuring and comparing various kinds of energy in
that peculiar region, would find all forms of energy
as expected from normal physics. Simultanesously, an
outside observer meessuring these same inside energy
values would find all forms of energy scaled by a
factor which is related to the peculiar region's
speed of light.

In late 198G, I applied the reconceptualized
principle of energy conservation to a generalized
relativity IT physics model. The result was a set
of exceptiaonally elegant physics models. This par-
ticular set of relativity II models 1s simpler in
concept than earlier models and these models
describe many more UFD phenomena than previously un-
derstood.  Furthermore, these models give a basic
understanding of ball lightning and peculiar
astronomical objects like guasars. Each model of
the physics postulates that in a peculiar region all
forms of enerqgy vary together and that all forms of
eneroy are proportional to the speed of light raised
to some power n, where n=0,1,2,3,etc. Between 0Oo-
tober, 1986, and January, 1987, I tested this set of
relativity II models against the UFO case data pat-
terns. Apparently only one of these models truly
fits the widest range of UF0 case data patterns.
Furthermore,this same relativity II physics model
seems to require less medification to conventional
physics than other physics models. Therefore, I
believe that this psrticular physics model is the
key to understanding of UFD pheromena. It is very
pleasing to'find that one comprehensive theory does
seem to explain all the phenomena.

Although this relativity II physics model
provides a useful tool for understanding relation-
ships among the newly discovered variebles, it does
not as yet provide an understanding of the source
process. The source process is the process which
triggers or generates the peculiar physics effects,
The source process presumably connects some set of
unusual conditions with resulting changes in the
spead of light and other physical constants. Since
peculiar physics effects apparently occur spon-
tansously and naturally in ball 1ightning,
guasars,and other exotic astronamical ohjects; 1T
believe that with ‘the aid of the present relativity
IT physics model and greater knowledge of these
peculiar objects we may be able to pin down the
saurce process. _

Available results indicate that relativity II
physics gives an understanding of UFD eappeararice
changes and invisibility; extreme UFO maneuvers and
levitatien; UFO associlated time rate changes, in-

cluding localized time loss and time advancemenis
UF0 associated high strength magnetic fields; UFO
generated electrical disruption and interference;
UFO accupants who walk throuch walls; UFD associated
light beams and light beam bendino, UFO light beam
weapons; Taster than light travel; and the ability
to travel between parallel space-times. I believe
it is just a matter of time until the source process
is understood. e should then be able to build
devires which replicate these phenomena. Ultimately
we may build UFC-like vehicles and with them do many
things which are not presently forseeable. It might
even be possible to follow UFOs to find out their
point of origin and purpose here.

" If you weuld like to get involved in this re-
search by collecting relevant UFO data, by critigu-
ing the physics, or by learning.more about this re-
search, then please contact:

Dr. Daniel M. Harris
Institute for Fundamental
Scientific Investigations
P.0. Box 530233

Austin, TX 78753

© 1987
* F k Kk Kk

BRIEF BIOGRAPHY OF DR. DANIEL H. HARRIS

Dr. Daniel H, Harris was born on Nev. 17, 1942,
in Los Angeles, California. He received his B.S. in
physics (98th% physics on GRE}, from Calif. State
University at Los Angeles and his Ph.D. in astronomy
from the University of Arizaona in 1976, As a
graduate student he worked on various NASA lunar re-
search projects and tracked Apcllo spacecraft to and
from the moon. In 1972, he used a new analytical
approach to demonstrate that the interstellar dust
has uniform optical properties over the observable
portion of our galaxy, a view unpopular at that
time. For his doctoral research he probed dense in-
terstellar dust clouds demonstratimg for the first
time that interstellar water ice is very rare.

Dr. Harris bhad a distant UFD encounter
in 1967, while ogbserving as a graduate assistant at
the U, of Arizana's Mt. Lemmon observatery. This
daylight sightinmg was very compelling. To discuss
his sighting he contacted Dr. James McDonald, senior
professor and atmospheric scienmces researcher, at
the U. of Arizona. Dr. McDonald, then consultant
to the Air Force UFO investigation, reported the
Harris sighting and gave Harris an introduction to
the better quality UFD material of the time. Later,
at the Lunar and Planetary Laboratory of the U. of
Arizona, Harris assisted Dr, William K. Hartmamnn in
his analysis of UFD photogrzphic cases, also for the
Air Force study.

(see “Relativity II" - page 6)
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Relativity 11
fcontinued from page b)

In late 1972, graduate student Harris discovered
a modification of existing physics theory which
ssemed to previde an understanding of a wide range
of UFO phenomena. After a year and a half of full
time study, the theory looked very promising but
definitely nseded more work. On completing his doc-
toral work late 1In 1978, he again did mostly full
time UFD research, this time for three and a half
YBETS. The result was a set of possible physics
thecries each explaining a large subset of UFD
phencmena, From mid 1979, through 1984, other work
toak up much of his tims and UF0 physics was treated
as a hobby. Then in early 1985, ODr. Harris dis-
covered a reformulation of the UFO physics which be-
came the basis for a far more appealing and simplex
theory, one which also gives an understanding of
phenomena like ball lightning and guasars.

Dr.Daniel H. Harris
Institute for Fundamental
Scientific Investigation
P. 0. Box 530233

Austin, TX 78753

* Kk Ak Kk K

TRIANGLE OVER CALIFORNIA

CALIFORNIA.  Bakersfield, July 12, 18986. Andy
Hoyt was driving east on Highway 178, about 15 miles
northeast of Bakersfield with his sister, Lisa and
her 16-year-old son Joey, in the early morning
haurs. They pulled over for a brief rest and Hoyt
saw "threse red lights and a dark image behind them
likes an upside-down "triangle."

Hoyt grabbed his camera and managed to take two
or three pictures before the object disappeared over
a hill.  Then, a pair of explosions "lit up the sky
like it was daylight out.” After reporting the ex-
plosions on an emergency roadside phone, the party
continued to its destination.

PHOTOS CLAIMED MISSING

A call to Edwards Air Force Base upon returning
home brought a sudden response from the Air Force,
Hoyt said, The next day, Air Force officers took
Hoyt and his sister and nephew to a command post a
few miles from the crash site. After developing the
fiim in Hoyt's camera, the Air Force rturned two
sets of pripts of the family camping trip - minus
the frames that could have shown the descending
aircraft.

Defense experts said Hoyt's description of what

he saw fits the most educated guesses of the con-
flguration of the top-sscret F-19 Stealth fighter -
a plane the Air Force will not confirm even exists.
The Air Force sealed off a large area around the
crash site and would only confirm that a plane
crashed, killing the pilct.

* kK Kk Kk &

@ Goob BVENING] T4 IW bog,

| REGINAL PEFRESENTRIVE oF
MOR AR S = AND SHIVING
ME THOSE {45 0 PHOTES

SCIENTISTS BAFFLED
BY OBJECT

The scientific community was baffled by a mys—
terious, burming light spoited in Westmoreland
County and throughout the Eastern United States and
Canada on August 12, 1986, The answer may lie with
photegraphe of the object taken by a 15-year-old
amateur astronomer from Greensburg, Pennsylvania.

Mark Griskey seid he was talking with two friends
in front of his house at about 10 p.m. when he
spotted the light. He guickly brought out his 6-
inch diameter reflecting telescops, but since the
light was sc large, he could not view the entire
thing. ™I then ran for my camera and I think I got
same shots of it," Griskey said.

Griskey said the light was stationary for a few
minutes and then began to move in a clockwise direc-
tion. He described it was "a bright light, a little
bigger than the full moon, but the moon was off to
the left. There was a cloud connected to the light,
like a tail., The tail got longer as the light moved
in a half circle. When the -light caught up to the
gnd of the tail, the light faded out and all that
was left was the cloud. And then it dissipated.”
Griskey's descriptiion closely matched those of
hundreds of other witnesses.

Paul Dles, planetarium director at the Buhl
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Science Center in Pittsburgh, said, "Our most logi-
cal explanations bave been totally ruled out. It
now falls into the category of an unidentified
sightipg., Meteors were ruled out because the object
was so broadly visble."

(Editor's note: This description is disturb-
ingly familiar. It sounds like the light and cloud
phenomena accompanying some sort of upper atmosphere
experiment, invclving a rocket shoot. Would members
in that area please try to run down any further news
coverage of this incident? A similar phenomena is
occasionally sighted from Phoenix, Tucson and Yuma,
Arizana, and repeated investigations through the
years revealed that upper atmospheric experiments
were being carried out from the Point Mugu Naval
Station or Edwards Air force Base in California. It
is the sort of thing which 1s so spectacular that
the witnesses do not want to believe the actual
solution when confronted with it).

LA G A A

1987 WISCONSIN SIGHTING

The Madison, Wisconsin, STATE JOURNAL of April
12, 1897, carried a story in which unnamed
townspeople told of seeing an object "like an
airship". In a time when airships were experimental
- none in the Madison area - the airborne object was
seen on the northeast end of town on the night of
April 11 and again on April 14.

The cigar-shapd object reportedly had a propel-
ler at the rear and its lower portion composed of
white appearing "metal” was shaped like a ship's
keel. The thing "wavered up and down" and bril-
liant lights were seen, "especially by those who
used opera glasses',

A second early sighting in the Madison area ac-
cured on September 21, 1810. A number of family
members saw "a ship approaching from the north,
headed soutH across Lake Mendota". They described
it as "slowing down, descending, hovering, as if
seeking a place to land, then flying off to the
southwest".

* Kk k K %k

MYSTERIOUS ENCOUNTER
OVER WEST VIRGINIA

All official sources, it seems, are denying any
relationship with an object encountered by Flight
#1083 of the Delta Airliines fleet while flying be-
tween Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania and Atlanta, Georgia
at 28,500 feet on Thursday morning, June 27th, 1887.
The MNational Weather Service "doubts" it was theirs,
The Federal Aviation fAdministration could only say
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that no one is likely to find the object.

The pilot of the airplans said that an object
"which appeared to be a missile" seemed headed
straight for his Boeing 737 before passing to the
side and slightly below.

MIDGET WITH FINS

The pilot described the object as a rocket or
missile about four feet Igng, with fins that were
each abeout a foot or a foot and a half in height,
said Bill Berry, a spokesman for Delta. Kathleen
Bergen, of the FAA's regional officials in New York
said that it could have been "z blimp-shaped
balloon", The jet, which carried B0 passengers, was
31 miles northeast of Charleston whken the incident
took place.

HIGH SPEED, NO EXHAUST

The pilot further said that the object was head-
ing north at a high zate of speed and he could
detect no exhaust. The National Weather Service
pointed out that the jet stream, a fast current of
alr at high altitudes, wss pot crossing West Wir-
ginia at the time of the encounter and wind in the
area was not strong encuph to make an unpowered ob-
ject such as a balloon mcve at high speed.

Investigators learned, howsver, that the time
for Thursday's regular weather balloon launch was
Just 25 minutes before the encounter and the nearest
station which sends up such balloons is just B0
miles west of Charleston. This information came from
a meteorologist at the Mational Weather Service.

The Pentagon spokssman,one Major Larry Icenogle,
said that he could only say that "The Defense
Department had nothing going on yesterday that would
have anything to do with that."

Ye've had several clippings on this case, but
the most detailed was from the San Francisco
Chronicle for Jume 27, Further information will be
gratefully received.

* K* %k Kk K

PRESS REPORTS

by Dorie and Joe Graziano

KENTUCKY ~Oneida, July, 1986. Even though flight
specialists at the Lendon Airport said the UFOs were
airplanes of unusually large size, residents in the
Oneida ares continued te ses what they called
"unusual™ spacecraft throughout July.  "This was no
airplane I saw," sald Roosevelt Spurlock, a forestry
ranger with the Peabody Ranger Station.

Spurlock was ohe of several Oneidans who
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reportedly saw strange craft hovering ovr Oneida.
Flight officlals said the plane was a (S84 Galaxy,
the world's largest airplane, but Spurlock and other
witnesses refuse to believe that is what they saw.

Powell, January 5, 1987. Uhen a police scanner
in the redio station indicated a UFQ sighting, WSKy-
FM disc jockey Jim Chadwick headed. for the area.
When he arrived, around 7:45 p.m., nearly 20 people
were already there, gazing into the sky.

Some of the witnesses said they saw three flash-
ing objects, one of which appsared to explode, Chad-
wick said he saw a "real bright round light with
multicolored surroundings." — One report told of
another white light being "sent" from the object.
The latter light appeared to go downward and disap-
pear.

Professor Thomas Boons, dirctor of the Rauch
Memorial Planetarium at the University of Louis-
ville, said the cbject was likely a star called
Sirius. "This is the star that some peaple call the
'Star of Bethlehem' or the °Christmas Star'. Sirius
stands out above everything else in the sky," Boone
said. He attributed the size and celor changes to
atmospheric conditions. .

At least two of the witnesses don't believe they
saw a star. Bill Hobhbs described the object as
being oblong with red and green strobe-like lights.
‘He said it would wobble Mlike a punching bag" and
then the middle portion exploded.

Powell County Constable Marcus Banks described

the cbject as round, with white light in the center
and alternpating red and green around the edges. He
sald it was "as big as a gallon jar" when he first
arrived,

Another witness, who watched the object through
binoculars,, described it as round with different
color horizonal lines.

PENNSYLVANIA, Connellsville, August 31, 1986.
Several people traveling up both lanes of Route 119
observed a low-flying object they thought was going
to crash or land at about 9 p.m. Apparently the ob-
Ject disappeared behind a bend or a hill and when
the people who had seen it came around the bend,
they saw a fire on the hillside. Several people
Jumped from their cars and put out the fire,

The fire burned a circle about 9 feet in
diameter and ancther spot near that. The areas were
photographed and samples taken, but no test results
are available yet.

The object was described as elongated, about the
size of a Lear jet fuselage, with multiple rows of
yellowish-green lights. Among those who sighted it
was a FAA air traffic controller passing through the
area, who did not feel it was ™a normal aircraft."

WASHINGTON, Zillah, September 4, 18986. Brian
Buschini, a reserve officer with the Zillash Police
Department, received a call from the Wapato Police
Department a littles before 5 a. m. to say they had
seen stange lichts over the Zillah area. Buschini
went out to take a leook and saw & light in the
Granger/Surnyside area.

"I drove in that direction to get a better leok
and while I was watching a red light came out of the
first object. It just hovered ihere next to the
first one for a few minutes and then they both con-
tinued east toward Zillah, said Buschini.

"I ran outside of the station and just looked up
and I saw this thing," said Buschini. "It seemed
fairly close to the ground, probably about a mile or
sa up in the air and appeared to be the size of
about half of a football field. The bottom of the
object was oval shaped, and it was definitely a
solid mass because it blocked out the stars. And
there was absolutely na noise,"

One side of the object was covered with a light
that kept turning different shades of green and blue
while the other part was shades of red and orange.
The hotteom was covered with "hundreds of bright
white strobe lights hlinking.! _

The object moved slowly northeast and Buschini
again saw the first pair of objects. Several other
siéhtihgs were also reported by area residents.

KANSAS, Circleville, September 28, 1986, The
Jackson County Sheriff's office received five
telephene calls beginning at B:48 p.m. The callers
all reported seeing a light in the sky that slowly
descendad to the ground.

A l4-hour search over a three-mile area was
abandoned the following aftermoon when local law ep-
forcement officials satisfied themselves that no
plare crash had transpired. The FAA reported no
planes missing in the area.

PEABODY, December 31, 1986. Feabady Mayor Jay
Cook and Rural Mail Carrier tarry Watts were going
to & deer blind location befors dawn when Cook saw a
strange light hovering over a hill to the east.
When they stopped and began moving into the field,
the light was seen a bit further south. It hovered
there for a few minutes, then took off, passing up
and over the men and up into the clouds, '

The object was described as having. a half-moon
row of bright lights with a red and green light un-
derneath. It made a slight "swooshing" noise, un-
like any plane or helicopter either of them had esver
heard.

Jerry Faoth, who was hunting in a nearby area,
alsc reported seeing the light, but did not see it
move up and away. A passing truck driver also saw
and reported the light.
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First UFO spotted in

Madigonians tried fo laugh it off
when an unidentified Nylng objeet,
presumed to he an “airship," flew
over the city back in the horss-and-
buggy days.

In a time when aivships were In the
experimental stage — none of them
around here — and the airplane was
silll a dream, the airborne thing was
seen on the northeast end of town on
the night of April 11 and again on
April 14, 1047,

Years later, on Sept, 21, 1910, a sec-
ond sighting of a mysterious soaring
ohject was reported by local resi-
dents. The firsi {ime it was seon the
stibjecl was treated with levity; the
socond appearance, 13 years later,
was reported seriously,

The mysterlous alrborne things
earned the names of UFOs and
“flying saucers” aiter 1947 when a
California man spotled .4 chain of
“sartcerlike things” In the upper air
while he flew over the Cascade
mountaing in  Oregon. hiy story
sparked a tash of UFD sighlingg for
decades, most of them fraudulent,

It would geem at this distance n
time the UFO event of 1847 came up
gfter a Chicago man who saw the
thing that September day and had
snapped a “true photograph™ of it. His
statement was supported by another
Chicagoan who saw the first man
take o pleture of il.

‘That report of a cigar-shaped ob
ject with a propellor at the rear and
its lower portion composed of white
metal shaped like ship's keel canght
tie fancy of Madlsenians,

Overnight Madison residents who
had read about it in the newspaper
became skywatchers,

The State Journal on April 12, 1897,
carrled a story in which unnamed
townstnen told of thelr seelng an “ob-

ject ke an airship,” It was “probably
a star,” sald ancther,

Brilllant__lights  were—regiorl
“ggpeclally by those who used opara
glasses,” The thing “wavered up and
down just as the boats of Lhe Aerlal
Rapid Transport line might he ex-
pected to do,” the rewspaper story
sald,

A Fifth Ward man sad the object
was shaped like a catamaran, An-

- other man said he read lhe name

“Star Tickler” on the object's side.

“A lady who was brought up with
the Indians and hag very sharp hear-
ing, says she ¢aught a glimpse of a
face laughing s if il would split and
heard a voice smy, ‘has the sucker
fishing began down there yet? "

A few people phoned the Washburn
Observatory on the University cam-
pus where a person answered and
told them he didn't feel disposed to
take the matter seriously. The ship,
he said, had first heer: viewed in Call-
fornia in 1886,

“Perhaps the pazers saw the lghls
of steamers on (Lake) Mendeta, Un-
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Madison skies in 1897

fortunately the boating season is not -

.yet open/sadd- therJolirnal story.

The second UFO phenomenon oe-
curring in 1910 was witnessed by a
number of family members living In
the North Lilvisgston and North
Brearwy streets vicintly,

‘I'ne people, according to a State
Journal story, saw “a ship approach-
Ing from the north, headed south
across [ake Mentoda" They de-
seribed it as “slowing down, descend-
ing, hovering, as If seeking a place to
land, then flylng off to the south-
wesL" (Sounds like more recent re-
ports of UFQs),

The witnesses were Mrs, Nils
Starck, 218 N. Livingston 5t., widow
of a lecal reallor; Mrs, Mary Mala-
ey, 208 N. Brearly St., a clerk at the
Keeley, Neckerman and Kessenich
stare; members of the tamilles of Joe
Helmus, 210 N, Livingston St., a house
painler.

A speclal Alr Force comimlssion,
named {o investigate UFOs since
1047, recently has begon to wind down
its research, with no firm conclustons
ahout the existence of UFO4,



