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Science and Authority

WHEN it has been suggested in the past that we suffer from

a prejudice against science, we have always denied the

charge. Whatever goes to make a scientist (as distinct from
an ordinary human being)?as seemed to us admirable: the training
undergone, the caution engendered and the methods employed have
all appeared to us to be beyond criticism. Some of our best friends
are scientists. Not a few of them have written for this REVIEW.
And yet—we must admit to an irritation that is beginning to grow
upon us. We do find that those scientists in positions of authority
are turning out to be something rather less than trustworthy in our
eyes.

Science—with a capital S—is a meaningless term. With a small ¢
it means knowledge, and nothing more. In the modern sense of the
word and in the public mind, however, it represents absolute know-
ledge and pontifical authority. Our quarrel is with Authority—with
a capital A. When Science and Authority combine, we find the part-
nership quite intolerable.

One of our scientific contributors (with whom we have no real
quarrel) made the remark that scientists were naturally reluctant
to take an interest in flying saucers because, among other reasons,
it was a field in which there had occurred a number of admitted
hoaxes. And why, pray, just for that reason should scientists (or
plumbers, or midwives, or quantity surveyors, for that matter) avoid
a subject because it is one that has attracted the hoaxer? Have the
scientists no powers of discrimination? Have they placed themselves
on such a pedestal that they fail to take human nature into account?
Have they forgotten that humanity on occasion inclines to the mis-
chievous? Incidentally, the scientists are not invariably so immacu-
late as they pretend. They are not always scandalised by fraud: how
many scientists, for instance, abandoned the worship of Darwinism
when the Piltdown Skull was finally proved to be a take—a fake, by
the way, perpetrated in all likelihood by one of their own number?
Why should a scientist refuse to take flying saucers seriously merely
because some ill-advised persons have pretended to have seen a
UFO when they hadnt? Why should a scientist pretend to an
immunity from error, an immunity which he would (L:ny, in similar
circumstances, to a clergyman or a lawyer? Cannot the scientist
distinguish between the wheat and the chaff? What, indeed, is the
purpose of Science with a capital S? Is it to acquire knowledge or
is it to frustrate the discovery of all that is at present nn]-:nown? Is it




always forced to fall back upon some spurious
excuse for not investigating certain subjects at
all? These questions—and the impatience behind
them—are prompted by two events, both fully
reported elsewhere in this issue.

We do not pretend to know from what

source the messages recorded at Jodrell
Bank' emanated. 1In all probability, we
shall never know what Professor Alla

Masevich really thought or why Sir Bernard
Lovell and his colleagues were so startled when
she suggested that certain signals might have
emanated from Venus itself. Nor shall we ever
know the truth about the mystery object that re-
mained stationary over Exeter® for an hour or
more in the face of a westerly wind that prevailed
during the whole of the period during which it
was observed by hundreds, and perhaps thou-
sands, of people. In both cases Authority has
spoken. Professor Masevich was joking and all
earlier pronouncement about the signals at
Jodrell Bank must be discounted: the Exeter
object was a balloon, though nobody will say
whose. The newspapers, with a singular gulli-
bility and faith in Authority, have broadcast the
inaccuracies and have added a few of their own.
The public at large is satisfied that yet another
mystery has been solved—with the tragic result
that the solution so earnestly desired by many a
pioneer remains frustrated. Purblind Authority
has once again triumphed : Science, which could
help so much, has prevented investigation by
assuring us that there is no mystery to solve. And
if a member of the public attempts to raise his
voice in protest, he will be disregarded and the
distortions allowed to remain on the record. It is
very seldom that a newspaper will print a cor-
rection once Authority has spoken. How indig-
nant we become when some foreign dictator is
seen to be feeding his subjects with distorted
news. And vet how many of those who live in a
democracy realise that on the subject of UFOs
their diet is not wholly pure?

We have often been advised that the best way
to arrive at the truth of our subject is to adopt a
strictly scientific approach, but we fear that we
must reject that method as being much too
narrow. The treatment of the incidents referred
to above by Science and Authority must serve as
warnings. Only the philosophical approach offers
any chance of success, for it can embrace the best
that science has to offer with the broad humani-
tarian view. After all, we have to study human
beings as well as UFOs, for it is through the eyes

of our fellow beings that we have to observe the
mysteries of the sky. Included in our study, too,
are the scientists themselves; their funny ways
when confronted with the unexpected and their
inability, on occasion, to entertain the possi-
bility that anything can be unknown. Authority
would like to maintain that most people are either
liars or deluded when they claim to have seen a
flying saucer. The philosophical approach, how-
ever, has taught us that the ordinary man and
woman are on the whole both truthful and rea-
sonably accurate—and that Authority can be an
ass. These are facts that the strictly scientific
approach seems to ignore. “ Man, know thyself,”
is an injunction often forgotten by those who are
most determined to be objective. We exclude, of
course, a number of scientists from this general
castigation : there are many who accept the truth
that we have strangers in our skies. We intend a
compliment when we prefer to call them philo-
sophers rather than scientists. The study of
science has tended to become too specialist: only
a philosopher could be expected to find the
answer to a problem so bewildering and so
complex.

The circulation of this rReview, by the stand-
ards of our daily press, is minute. We believe, how-
ever, that in time to come its pages will be studied
by researchers of the future anxious to trace the
development of one of the most important stories
of our time. That researcher will note that
Authority when it spoke about the saucers re-
vealed an innate fear. It was not just the fear of
ridicule that held the pundit back and made the
clever man say stupid things—the fear went
deeper than that. When Authority was first con-
fronted with our mystery it spoke too soon, and,
having said that the subject was nonsensical, it
now suffers the worst fear of all—that of bein
proved wrong. Here in our pages, however, wiﬁ
be found the names and the positions held by
those scientists who scoffed—forever caught, we
hope, in the pillory of the printed word. Authorit
has in the past chosen to fight our duel wit
ridicule an(}) has thereby made us the present of
a two-edged sword. It is time we started to
answer back.

In our next issue we shall reily to one of those
hostile to our subject who, taking his cue from

Authority, has assumed that only madmen can
believe in UFOs.

I See page 16 of this issue.
* See page 27 of this issue.



ASTRONAUTICS
AND EXTRA-TERRESTRIAL
CIVILIZATIONS

By Professor Krasovskiy, Doctor of Physical and

Mathematical Sciences

This article has been translated by Gordon
W. Creighton from the May 4 issue of
Izvestia, published in Moscow. Our trans-

lator comments that the article can be considered
very significant, not only because Izvestia is the
organ of the Soviet parliament, but also because
the editor is Kruschev’s son-in-law. The version
that follows is a condensation of a much longer
treatise appearing on the back page of the
paper, which is considered to be the most im-
portant for it is the one for people who think and
see a little deeper: Professor Krasovskiy's views
could well have been published as a piece of
careful conditioning,

HAT are our objectives in the conquest of

extra-terrestrial space? Does life exist on

other worlds—and highly evolved civilis-
ations? Is communication with them possible?
And is it not already possible, even now, to
receive intelligent signals?

Unfortunately, the time is not yet ripe for
giving exhaustive replies to all these questions.
Nobody, however, can doubt that very shortly
space-ships—either carrying highly eftective
automatic equipment or carrying astronauts—
will penetrate the expanses of our solar system.
By then we shall know a great deal more than we
do now.

The evidence at present available to us as to the
physical and chemical conditions on the planets
of our solar system tends rather towards denying
the possibility of the existence not only of animal
life but even of vegetable life. Only on Mars does
it appear that some degree of primitive vegetation
is possible. But not so very long ago some of the
reports concerning Mars, for instance about its
“canals,” furnished grounds for postulating the
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existence there of contemporary intelligent
beings. And even right down to the present time
many enigmatic phenomena on Mars remain un-
explained and provide grounds for theories that
intelligent life existed there in the past.

But, could a highly evolved civilisation ever
have existed at all on Mars? Let us recall the two
theories about the origins of the planets. Accord-
ing to the first of these theories, they were formed
as a result of the condensation of the material of
incandescent gases. Each such planet began by
having a very high temperature. Life could only
appear when their surfaces had cooled down a
few tens of degrees centigrade. Mars is smaller
than the earth, and so it could have cooled off
sooner. And that means that life could have
appeared on Mars earlier and could be millions,
indeed thousands of millions of years further ad-
vanced there than the life on our earth, But later,
the favourable conditions for the existence of life
on Mars could have disappeared. According to
the first theory, owing to the insufficient gravity
of Mars, that planet rapidly lost its atmospheric
envelope of gases so essential for life, namely
oxygen and water vapour.

Collision of meteorites

The other theory, however, gives us an entirely
different picture. The supporters of this picture
maintain that the planets came into being as the
result of the union of cold meteorites meeting in
collision. In such a case, the initial temperature
will have been low, possibly even lower than 0°
centigrade. Gradually, as the result of radio-active
processes and the combustion of individual con-
glomerates of meteorites under the influence of
the tremendous power of gravity, the temperature
began to rise. In this way, one arrives at the con-



clusion that only now, or quite recently, will the
temperature on Mars have risen to the level
essential for the appearance of the first organisms,
i.e. microbes and primitive plants.

Both these theories have been the subject of
lively debate and there is still no sin%le generally
accepted view regarding the origin of the planets.

If we assume that in the past there existed on
Mars conditions suitable for the appearance of
intelligent beings, what would have become of
such beings by now? Let us just imagine what
might happen on our earth today if we were
threatened by a cosmic disaster capable of
destroying our atmosphere and putting an end to
our planet. Contemporary mankind is capable not
only of fighting all known kinds of calamities, but
also is ready to deal with something significantly
beyond that. Already we possess the technical
ability to create vast air-tight subterranean cham-
bers furnished with supplies of compressed air,
water and sources of nuclear and thermo-nuclear
energy. In such subterranean shelters it would be
possible to live and to grow the plants essential
both for food and for the generation of oxygen
from carbon-dioxide. If Martians existed, that is
precisely what they would have done when
threatened with extinction on the surface of their
planet.

The quest for knowledge

No cosmic catostrophe threatens us. Why, then,
is Man trying to pass beyond the limits of the
earth? The surface of Mars is not favourable for
" human life. If we want to expand it would be
easier to cover the seas with rafts than to travel
to other planets and build subterranean cham-
bers. Even the mining of useful minerals on other
planets would not be a paying proposition in view
of the high cost of transportation. It is obvious,
therefore, that the purpose of Man’s venturing
into space must be primarily for the acquisition
of knowledge about the Universe around us and
of past and present cosmic civilisations, if it be
that such exist or have existed.

Journeys within our solar system by rockets
with existing types of jet engines still lie some
years ahead of us, but a journey by such means
to even the nearest star-system would take the
lifetimes of several generations. Consequently,
the most important requirement, if we are to
travel outside the solar system, is the attainment
of the greatest possible speed for our space-craft.
At the present time many important scientists are
busily working on the theory of the so-called
photon-rocket. It is conjectured that by means of
intensive emanations of light it will be possible to
attain velocities in the neighbourhood of the
speed of light.

Although it is not possible yet to build a
photon-rocket, it is nevertheless not difficult to
describe the conditions of its flight. All this has
already been done, in special writings at the very
highest scientific level. The time elapsing between
the departure of travellers for very distant parts
of the Universe and their return to Earth may
turn out to be so long that even the very idea of
returning loses any meaning. For, after millions
or hundreds of millions of years, the civilisation
now existing on the Earth could have totally
disappeared.

From the point of view of the theory of rela-
tivity, which has been verified in practice, the
photon-drive astronauts in their inter-stellar ship
travelling at a speed close to that of light wih
experience a marked slowing down of the passage
of time and, it follows, of the ageing of their
organisms: the faster the speed the more this
will be the case. Such astronauts will be lucky
enough to survive to see the goal for which they
sought.'

Detection of signals

Although we are today living at a time of
immense achievements in the conquest of space,
we are nevertheless only at the beginning. Con-
sequently, in our notions about journeys outside
our solar system and about extra-terrestrial civil-
isations, there is more of fantasy and guesswork
than there is of definite data and of technical
possibilities. Would it not, therefore, be easier at
our present stage of Earth civilisation to try to
detect signals which, it may well be, are sent out
by the inhabitants of distant worlds?

Already much research is being devoted to the
question of which kinds of radio-waves are the
most suitable for such signalling. Human beings
have always loved—and still love—to erect
grandiose monuments in the hope of preserving
for future generations the knowledge of them-
selves and their deeds. Other intelligent beings,
dwelling somewhere or other out beyond the con-
fines of our Earth, may well have done the same.
There can be no doubt whatever that, if they
possess sufficient power resources, they are in a
position to transmit pictures by radio-telegraphy
to other worlds. Such signals can be deciphered,
just as we deciphered the signals portraying the
features of the other side of the Moon sent out
by our famous Soviet inter-planetary station. In
this way, in the course of the year images of a
very high degree of clarity could be secured.
Over the course of several years a vast body of
information about other worlds could be built up.

The gaps in our knowledge about the Universe
are frequently filled by guesswork and our im-
patience pushes us on into a multiplicity of tech-



nical projects. And although it is necessary to
approach many of these projects with the utmost
circumspection, neverthe{)ess the whole subject is
of such great interest that they cannot be passed
by in silence.

For example, certain scientists think that the
most intelligent way of giving information about
ourselves would be to send off into space a num-
ber of special small rockets equipped with tape-
recordings giving the necessary details about us
and with wireless transmitters operated by elec-
trical energy derived from light. Such instruments
will be able to fly close to the stars. And if there
are at that time highly-evolved inhabitants on
the planets of such stars, it will not be difficult
for them to pick up the radio messages relaying
the information contained in the tapes.

In concluding this cursory survey of the
various questions raised at the beginning of my
article, it is important to note that the farther the

imagination of Man is directed away from the
Earth, the vaguer are the prognostications as to
the appearance of intelligent beings in the
Cosmos and the greater is the danger of falling
into the course of groundless fatasies. To avoi
this danger, we need many more years of scien-
tific investigation and in the meantime we must
wait patiently for the final results. But excessive
scepticism is just as bad as inordinate optimism.
In any case, every detail that comes our way must
be carefully and fully analysed for any clue that
may throw light on the questions raised in this
article. This will inevitably require the collation
of all data secured from the various fields of
knowledge. As for the future, it can be taken as
certain that our successes in study of cosmic space
will go on growing steadily.

! There is, however. a contrary view. It has been well
stated by our reader, P. R. Silverman, in Mail Bag in the

November-December, 1960, issue of the FLYING SAUCER
REVIEW.—Editor.
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The following photographs are available in half-plate
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Mother ship releasing
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have left the ship.

7. Mother ship releasing
scout craft. Six scouts
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G. Adamski. December 8. Giant carrier ship photo-
13. 1952, graphed at 7.58 a.m.,,
3
3. Flying saucer over New ;'\{1‘;1_\* L 1952, by G.
York. Photographed by i
August Roberts on July 9. Submarine type space
28, 1952, ship, photographed
4. Mother ship releasing March 9 1951, by G.
scout craft. One scout Adamski.
has begun to leave, 10. Space ships photo-
5. Mother ship releasing graphed near the moon,
scout craft. Two scouts May 16, 1951, by G.
have taken off. Adamski.

When ordering please give numbers of photographs, Send order
with remittance to FLYING SAUCER REVIEW, 1 Doughty

Street, London, W.C.1, England.




UFOs and Artificial Satellites

by E.R. SMITH

The purpose of this article is to introduce students of flying saucers to some
of the conventional methods of observing things seen in the sky. Artificial
satellites are a fairly recent addition to celestial objects and they present
interesting and challenging observational problems. The confusion of
satellites with UFOs—and vice versa—also requires attention. It is
hoped that this article will help not only to avoid misleading reports, but

* = s —
I -
saucer is observed.
* = ————
Abstract
The preliminary problems associated with

satellite observation are considered and methods
for quantitatively ascertaining the angular posi-
tion of a satellite at a discrete time are described.

Photographic techniques together with the
limitations which are imposed on the photog-
rapher by virtue of equipment cost, suitability of
photographic materials and optical resolution are
discussed.

The view is taken that it may be possible to
organise “ UFO observation nights” in such a
manner as to obtain accurate information on the
behaviour of UFOs, and the preceding remarks
on artificial satellite observations should be of
assistance in this work.

It is tentatively suggested that UFO spotting
teams may be organised to obtain photogram-
metric records of the phenomena.

HE first stages in the observation of artificial

I satellites present one with a number of

problems which can be summarised by the
following questions :

(1) Where am I to look in order to observe a
satellite?
(2) At what time should I look in this direction?
(3) How bright will the satellite be and will
optical aids be necessary to see it?
(4) How fast can I expect the satellite to move?
“The newcomer to satellite observations should
ensure that he is familiar with the main constella-
tions and at this stage it is convenient to use a
simple star guide such as The Times “ The Night

also to explode equally misleading “ explanations ’’ when a true flying

*

Sky,” which is published annually and gives
month-by-month information on the stars and
planets.

Having obtained some idea of the position and
form of the main constellations it is a relatively
simple process to start making satellite observa-
tions using the predictions in the Daily
Telegraph.

As a guide to brightness it can be said that the
Echo satellite is about as bright as most medium
brightness stars. This, however, is brighter than
can generally be expected due to the larger re-
flecting surface® which this satellite has com-
pared with that of “ non-inflated ™ ones.

With regard to the speed of satellites, one may
say for guidance that Echo 1 may describe as
little as, say, %° of arc per minute (and looks
rather like a light on a high-flying aircraft). The
theoretical maximum is about 2%° of arc per
minute (for a satellite at low altitude in an
eccentric orbit).

While the above remarks, addressed in the
main to newcomers to satellite observations,
should prove a sufficient guide for the brighter
satellites to be observed, a more stringent pro-
cedure is desirable for the observation of fainter
objects. Accurate predictions are necessary and,
in addition, optica} assistance is usually required.
Prediction sheets obtainable from the D.S.LR.
enable one to make a good estimate of a satellite
elevation and azimuth, and the height predictions
in these allow one to calcuate elevation using the
Table on the next page.

With the aid of predictions one can then direct
suitable optical aids on to parts of the sky where
the satellite is due to appear. Errors in the esti-



TABLE: ELEVATION OF SATELLITE IN DEGREES

Height Great circle distance in statute miles between observer and point on earth's surface vertically
of . beneath the satellite
Satellite | 50 75 100 150 200 300 400 500 750 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000
Statute |
miles
100 61.5 54.1 438 346 252 167 11.4 7.3
150 C 712 632 565 432 354 279 183 129 6.9
200 754 688 624 533 438 318 233 177 9.4
300 | 800 755 704 62.1 547 420 338 270 160 83
400 | 822 784 745 677 61.1 502 41.1 334 21.1 13.2 3.2
500 : 838 804 774 712 658 556 472 397 268 177 6.7
750 855 832 8l.0 767 724 646 570 482 369 268 133 3.8
1000 B6.3 846 828 792 760 693 632 570 444 340 19.6 9.0
1500 874 86.1 847 822 796 745 697 647 538 443 287 7.1 8.0
2000 | 8785 8675 857 836 8IS 772 732 690 595 505 357 234 136 5.2
Approximate accuracy for the above is:
From 45°-90°.1.0,2°
From 10°-45°-0.5°
Angles of elevation much less than 10° are not included.

mates and gradual changes away from the pre-
dicted orbit demand that a fairly large portion of
the sky is scanned and for this reason wide angle
telescopes” and field glasses are ideally suited to
the task.

The British Intérplanetary Society Midlands
Moonwatch Team have devised a simple mount-
ing’ for an elbow telescope which should act as
a convenient model for the design of an eleva-
tion setting device, while in King-Hele’s recent
book* a method is given for overcoming errors
in orbit predictions by using an extra wide angle
coverage system incorporating several telescopes
(see Fig. 1).

The usual method for fixing the position of a
satellite is to time its passage between two easily

& Jo g ac” QO°ELEVATION

50° 65°
i ! |

] .
» FIELD OF viEw s
OF TELESCOP =

AZIMIUTH
30°

Fig. 1. Wide angle Moon-waitch system using nine
telescopes,

identified stars, and to estimate the ratio of dis-
tances between the satellite and each of the stars
at the instant when the satellite crosses an
imaginary line joining the stars (see Fig. 2). By
the use of a split action stopwatch more than one
fix is possible and a double time check may be
made using TIM or the B.B.C. time signal. This
should give an accuracy of timing for each
observation to something like 3/5th sec. and for
very skilled observers perhaps to 1/5th sec., but
it still does not come within the “accurate”
range of observations.

Automatic methods are necessary to ensure
high accuracy, and it was indeed the question of
accuracy that encouraged me to study the pos-
sibility of devising a cheap and accurate
approach for the amateur, using photographic
techniques. Discussion of these techniques
follows.

Photography of satellites

It may be considered that the photography of
satellites and stars requires very special equip-
ment, but this is not wholly true. Dr. M. J. Smytﬁai
has shown how excellent photographs can be
taken of the brighter satellites with a 35-mm. film
camera. Admittedly this has a 5-cm. f/2 lens, but
cameras which can be obtained for between £10
and £20 should also produce good results. In
addition to showing that these photographs can
be taken satisfactorily by amateurs using rela-
tively inexpensive equipment, Dr. Smyth has
produced a photograph on which time identifica-
tion “ pips 7 are prncruced on the track on the



Fig. 2. STOPWATCH TIMING OF SATELLITES.
Times T and T, are taken when the satellite crosses
imaginary lines joining suitably positioned stars. The dis-
tances along the lines of the intersection are also noted.
A number of such time and position estimates may be

made if a split-action stopwatch is used.

photograph which the passage of the satellite left
during the 20-second exposure on Kodak Tri X
film. These “ pips ” were made by the actuation
of a solenoid to jog the camera at second inter-
vals. These second timing pulses were taken from
the Observatory time system.

Another method used to time mark a satellite
photograph is illustrated in the December, 1958,
copy of Sky and Telescope®, where a photograph
of Sputnik III has been taken at the Dominion
Astrophysical Observatory using an occulting
shutter to interrupt periodically the satellite track,
thus leaving a time identification through the
" stops and starts ” in the track. In this case, how-
ever, very special timing equipment was not
used, W.W.V. Broadcast Time signals being
recorded and compared with the recorded time
of the chopper marks provided through a cam-
operated microswitch.

The above data on photographic techniques
have led to the following concepts for producing
a fairly cheap rig suitable for an amateur to make
accurate photographic observations. Reference
time used is the M.S.F. Rugby signal, picked up
on a simple radio receiver and amplified suffi-
ciently to drive a light relay or solenoid on to
which is soldered a recording pen. This records
on a “ home-made ” recorder driven at about two
inches per second by, say, an old gramophone
motor, and serves to standardise one’s own timing
source (for example, an old pendulum clock suit-
ably wired to give second and minute pulses).

8

When one wishes to start an exposure, the shutter
is first opened and then an external occulting
blade is spun at moderate speed in front of the
camera lens; every time this blade passes the lens
the circuit is made, which actuates the second
channel on the “ pen recorder "—thus providing
a complete recor& of the occultations of the ex-
terior shutter, A timing accuracy of 1/10th sec.
should easily be accomplished. For diagrammatic
representation of this scheme, see Fig. 3.

The writer considers that such a rig used with
discretion would enable one to produce photo-
graYhS suitable for ephemerides or final orbital
analysis. Such data is extremely useful and
amateur observations are by no means to be
scorned. Addresses of a few interested bodies are
given on page 117,

Applications to Ufology

(A) Confusion with UFOs

At the present time (July, 1961) something like
60 satellites and last rocket stages are in orbit
around our globe. If the line of latitude of the
northern apices of any of these lies north of, or
near to, Great Britain it should be possible for
them to be observed at certdin times, although
optical aids may be necessary. Their orbital
direction will nearly always be from the west to
east (to take advantage of the Earth’s rotational
velocity on launching). It can be seen that the
situation already begins to look a little compli-
cated, but since a large number of satellites are
of fairly high magnitude there are not a great
number which can be seen easily and the chance
of seeing one without knowing where to look is
small. In spite of this, there stﬁl exists this prob-
lem of identification and this is certain to become
even more problematical as time passes. Two
things can be done to overcome the possible con-
fusion of “Genuine UFOs” and UFOs in the
form of unidentified satellites :

(1) That one makes a positive effort to study
the movement of satellites by the methods
already mentioned; and thereby becomes
familiar with their movements,

(2) That one, on observation of a UFO, takes
careful note of time (within a minute or
two and better if possible) and “fixes ” it
in direction by means of either the star
background or some near fixed object, so
that its elevation and azimuth can later be
determined. Armed with this information it
should be easy to find out from the D.S.LR.
if this object could be identified as a
satellite.
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Fig. 3. A scheme for the automatic timing of satellite photographs by amateurs.

It should be mentioned that the confusion
which satellites and balloons cause cannot be
over-emphasised in the study of UFOs. In addi-
tion, the not unheard-of instances where the
UFOs have been incorrectly described as satel-
lites, balloons, birds, aircraft nose cones, the
planet Venus and other mundane objects or less
mundane mirages demand that every case be
" dealt with strictly on its merits; cleagy none of
the above objects can produce the type of
bhysical effects which have occurred in numerous

FO sighting cases”®.

(B) Photography of UFOs

The whole of the literature concerning UFOs
would probably receive a large boost in import-
ance if a greater degree of reliability could be
placed on some of the photographs. Although
establishing the authenticity ofg a UFO photo-
graph may in many cases be virtually impossible,
at least some sort of appraisal of its possible
“worth” may be made following the approach
suggested by J. M. Adams®. In addition, if a
greater number of photographs were available of
an “ inexplicable variety = the weight of evidence
would tend to fall even more than at present on

to the side of the UFO. If night photography
were to be undertaken and good timing facilities
were available (a stopwatch for example), one
might obtain an accurate directional fix, and this
could enable one to locate the object reasonably
accurately providing there were other observers,

In Flying Saucers and the Straight Line
Muystery, Aimé Michel points out that in so far
as the sightings he has studied are concerned, the
phenomena must have travelled at low altitude.
This suggests that it would not be too difficult to
set up %acilities to obtain synchronised photo-
graphs at different locations and hence accurately
to position the UFO. Such a system is diagram-
matically represented in Fig. 4, showing how two
photographs can be taken simultaneously at a
distance and the time also recorded.

Field telephone is suggested as a helpful addi-
tion to the minimum facilities enabling observers
to keep effective contact with one another.

Although these comments may appear to be
rather hopeful in that they seem to suppose that
observers will be continually available to * sky-
watch 7 at points all over the country, there are
factors which may eventually enable a realistic
“sky-watch ™ to be established. These may be
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Fig. 4. A possible scheme for obtaining photogrammetric
records of UFOs.

considered to consist largely of prediction devices
and  improved communications  between
Ufologists.

Prediction devices, in the form of “ magnetic
detectors,” I am told, have been successtul in
Scandinavia, while there seem to be indications

that series of sightings sometimes follow one
another closely over a few days; so if it is a case
of being forewarned and forearmed we can then
do something about the problem. Communica-
tions will improve as enthusiastic Ufologists get
to know one another, and to this end the London
Unidentified Flying Object Research Organisa-
tion are holding regular meetings in London and
are studying the distribution of persons interested
in UFOs with a view to setting up a rapid com-
munication network by which people all over
the country may be quickly alerted.

The success of any venture such as this often
depends to a large extent on the efforts of a few
inciividuais and even then only if enough people
will patiently assist and willingly put some prac-
tical effort into the work can any progress be
hoped for. It could be said, in fact, that success-
ful UFO investigations depend on the efforts of
everyone interested in the subject.

Exchange of information between Ufologists is
essential to the sound development of the study
of UFOs, and there is a long way to go before
we can satisfactorily understand even the more
common of UFO phenomena. But interest in the
bizarre activities of flying saucers and other
peculiar objects seen in our sky is increasing and
the time may not be far distant when Ufology is
a respected study, although we may be sure that
full credence to many truthful reports will not
come overnight.

APPENDICES
(I) The Brightness of Satellites

Broadly speaking, the apparent brightness of a
satellite depends on its shape, size, surface finish,
distances and rotational motion. Some early
satellites were distant and were very small. As a
result they were of high magnitude and could not
be seen by the naked eye. For example, King-
Hele'® states that Vanguard I and its rocket
would have stellar magnitudes of 8 and 5 respec-
tively at 200 miles (about 1/250th and 1/16th as
bright as the Pole star). Their distance, however,
will be greater than 300 miles for several decades,
so there is at present no hope of seeing them by
the unaided eye.

Several satellites have protuberances and a
non-uniform surface finish. These present a
varying reflecting surface, so they fluctuate in
brightness as they rotate, enabling the rate of
rotation to be established. Another cause of
brightness fluctuation which enables one to de-
termine some geometrical detail occur in the case
of the rotation of conical-shaped objects (such as
rocket nose cones and Sputnik III) where two
bright “ flashes ™ occur on each rotation when
light is reflected from the full length of the slant
edge of the cone.

(1I) A note on the Limiting Brightness for Satellites that can be photographed.

A useful formula'' for the calculation of the
approximate limiting magnitude for a Satellite
which can be photographed on the fastest film
(Roval Trix, HPS, etc.) is:

5F

m=2.5 logw 9 h]T-_w d'

Where m is the limiting magnitude
F is the focal length of the lens in m.m.
N is the “f-number” of the camera
d is the image diameter in m.m.

w is the angular speed of the Satellite in
minutes of arc per second.



For a typical medium priced 35 m.m. camera
photographing Echo where w==10"/sec. we have
F=50 m.m. N=28 d=0.04 m.m.
Whence m =4,

For a Kodak f/2.5 Aero Ektar lens box camera,
F=7x254 mm. N=2.5 d=0.04 m.m.
Whence m=5.6.

In the above examples d is rather a guess and
will vary between cameras, however, in spite of
this, the formula does enable one to obtain an

REFERENCES

! Satellites are seen solely by reflected light so they
must be in sunlight in order to be visible. On occasions
it is possible to see them fade into eclipse in the Earth's
shadow. Comment on the effectiveness of satellites as
reflectors is made in Appendix (I).

?Good examples are the Government surplus stock
Elbow telescopes obtainable in the £5 range and covering
between 5° and 8° of field.

SL. Carter: “ Moonwatch in the U.K..” Spaceflight
(Vol. 111, No. 2, pp. 49—52).

1 King-Hele: Satellites and Scientific Research (Rout-
ledge & Kegan Paul, 1960).

“Dr. M. J. Smyth: * Photographic Observations of
Artificial Satellites,” Spaceflight (Vol. 1, No. 7, April,
1958, pp. 247-251).

& Sky and Telescope (Vol. XVIII, No. 2,
1958, p. 82).

" The British Interplanetary Society, 12, Bessborough

Gardens, London, SSW.1. The B.L.S. have a register of
active Moonwatch Observers.

December,

idea of the capabilities of the method and it is
clear that expensive equipment would be neces-
sary to photograph faint satellites (say, magnitude
7 or 8).

The above-mentioned formula is of course
invalidated if photographs be taken in low con-
trast conditions. For this reason one should try
to avoid towns and keep well clear of street lights.
Considerably better results can be expected on
clear nights without a moon than on nights when
the moon is above the horizon.
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CLAIMANTS, RIDICULE
AND A PIECE OF CAKE

MAKE no apology for returning to the subject
Inf the contact claims. If T had to explain my

persistence in this matter I would say that the
whole future of our subject is bound up with
them: sooner or later we shall have to take a
balanced view about the claimants. At the
moment, the reaction to them all seems to be
more emotional than rational.

In the November-December, 1960, issue of the
reviEw. I invited readers to send in evidence of
extra-terrestrials in our midst. Several readers
responded and in my opinion (and this opinion
was shared by many others) the most important
contribution ~concerned that semi-legendary,
though actually very real, character known as
Springheel Jack'. It was important for a number
n} reasons. First, if further research could estab-
lish beyond doubt that this high-leaping ray-
gunning mystery man could not have been of this
earth. then we have the perfect answer to those
who. while believing in flying saucers, will not
openly admit that they contain, or have con-
tained, pilots in human or in any other form.

Springheel Jack—assuming his extra-terrestrial
origin—would also confound a number of other
sceptics. For instance, his first recorded appear-
ance was in England in 1837. Now, even Dr.
Jung would have to admit that in the imnwdiflte
post-Napoleonic era in England no calmer period
in her history could be imagined. People were not
looking to the skies for salvation. It was a period
of economic difficulties, the sequel to a lengthy
struggle for the balance of power in Europe. But
in 1837 and onwards no threat of war, of sudden
attack or even of shock clouded the skies for the
English people. And yet they saw Springheel
Jack. Furthermore, he came in no evangelist
guise and those whom he confronted wished he
hadn’t. Another point in favour of the Springheel

A

PLEA FOR AN OPEN MIND

by WAVENEY GIRVAN
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Jack story is that it is comparatively modern: it
occurred in the times of our grandfathers and
not in a remote past which is beyond our
challenging. What is more, both heavier-than-air
flicht and saucers were unthought-of. The con-
temporary newspapers are there to be consulted
and so are passing references to him in more than
one Victorian novel. Wherever he came from, he
certainly existed. I have a feeling that exhaustive
research into this character could be one of the
most rewarding branches of saucer studies. It is
something of a tragedy, however, that those who
are best equipped to investigate the mystery of
the flying saucers will have nothing whatever to
do with the contact stories. My remarks are
prompted by the April-May issue of the UFO
Investigator, issued by the American National
Investigations Committee on Aerial Phenomena,
of which Donald E. Kevhoe is Director.

The purpose of NICAP

It should be explained that the committee,
known as NICAP %m‘ short, acts as a sort of
pressure group directing its efforts primarily to
the purpose of forcing the United States Air Force
into an admission that the UFOs are inter-
planetary. NICAP maintains that the U.S. Air
IForce has on its files evidence that so far it has
refused to release while maintaining publicly
that all sightings can be explained away in con-
ventional terms. Now, anvone who lectures on
the subject of flying saucers, particularly to un-
committed members of the public, knows full
well that even if he tries to dodge the question of
the contact claimants (perhaps because his time
is limited) he will find that at question time his
audience wants one enquiry above all other satis-
fied: “ Have any of the occupants been seen?”
So if NICAP were to succeed in its aims and the



U.S. Air Force were to admit that saucers were
inter-planetary, the question of the contact
claims would immediately assume first import-
ance, They could be dodged no longer. But why
dodge them at all?

The answer to that last question is—fear of
ridicule. Most pioneers in our study—Donald E.
Keyhoe among them—faced ridicule in an acute
form when they first wrote and spoke about flying
saucers in the early years. Those who fear ridicule
had better even now study something safer. It is,
therefore, hard to believe that Major Keyhoe is
really afraid of ridicule, and T would prefer to
believe that his inhibition about contact claims is
due to the method he has adopted in his attempt
to break the story: the putting of pressure on a
government department to reveal the truth. In
this role he must remain respectable and “ scien-
tific.” The contact claims are not respectable. It
is therefore safer to ignore them, to destroy them,
even, rather than to be associated with such dis-
reputable heresies. Two unfortunate results
follow. NICAP puts itself into the same position
as the U.S. Air Force, which feels about sightings
exactly what Major Keyhoe feels about contact
claims. He cannot complain that the contact
claims have attracted hoaxers and must therefore
be ignored: the U.S. Air Force can make the
same comment about some of the sightings. But
what is sadder is that one of the most efficient
investigative bodies in the world is perhaps
throwing away its greatest chance of solving tEe
whole saucer mystery. Respectability is very
comfortable: a fearless and an open mind brings
trials and tribulations, but it is more likely to
trinmph in the end.

A challenge

NICAP’s attitude to contact claims is well
illustrated in the April-May issue of its bulletin,
to which I have already referred. Before I quote
from it, I would like to make it clear that T am
all for the exposing of fakes. In previous articles
I have invited proof that this or that claimant
was a liar: I issued an open invitation to Major
Keyhoe himself to say what he liked about one
very famous claim, The only reply came in an
indirect form and consisted of a reiteration that
the claim was known to be false. Well, if it is
known to be false, why cannot a detailed ex-
posure be made? Believing is not demonstration :
an assertion that a man is a liar is not enough.

The UFO Investigator refers to three contact
claims, but not directly. The first concerns Rein-
hold Schmidt, who in November, 1957. claimed
that he had been invited aboard a flying saucer
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near Kearney, Nebraska. Well, he has just been
jailed on charges of grand theft. Then there is Dr.
Frank E. Stranges, who has been expelled from
NICAP. 1 do not know what ceremony attends
such an expulsion: is one drummed out as from
a regiment or is one unfrocked like a vicar who
has allowed his attentions to stray from strictly
parochial matters? Dr. Stranges was a contact
claimant but that is not the ostensible reason for
his disgrace: he is cast into outer darkness for
“ misrepresentations of his relationship to
NICAP.” Dare one suggest that in future more
careful scrutiny be made of new members at the
moment of joining? Would a medical be advis-
able?

The Eagle River incident

The third case is the most interesting of the
three and it concerns the Eagle River incident
reported in the July-August issue of the rFLyING
SAUCER REVIEW. According to Joe Simonton, a
flying saucer landed in his yard on April 18, and
three spacemen gave him some pancakes in ex-
change for a jug of water, Well, this is all very
circumstantial, but what is NICAP’s comment? I
quote: “In line with our policy, NICAP will
evaluate this report for any real evidence of a
contact. To date, no such claims have been
proven: many are frauds or delusions. This sen-
sational new story will be used by the AF [Air
Force] for added ridicule of serious UFO reports.
We urge our members to offset any such action
by citing the massive documented evidence of
UFO reality—and putting unproven contact
stories in their proper light.”

Poor Joe Simonton! But note how carefully
NICAP has avoided calling him a liar. The smear
is by inference only. Furthermore, if the report
which was quoted in the local paper and re-
printed in the July-August issue of the rFLyING
SAUCER REVIEW is correct, one of the three cakes
was sent by a friend of Joe’s to NICAP for in-
vestigation. Why isn’t this fact mentioned? Is
there no sub-committee competent to taste the
cake and issue a report? “ Scrumptious!” might
have been one verdict: “Heavenly!” (perhaps
nearer the mark) another. Joe himself said his-
cake tasted like cardboard (we know of cakes like
this on earth, not at all like those that mother
used to bake). But, seriously, would it not have
been possible for NICAP to have examined the
cake and told us all about it? Why couldn’t Joe
Simonton have been interviewed by juridical ex-
pertsP—NICAP must surely have such people on
its Board. And if they failed either to corroborate
or to break his story, could it not have admitted.



just for once, that they didn’t know the answer?
After all, the Eagle River incident could be true:

I have an idea that it is.

If all contact claims are thus to be dismissed,
then the purpose for which NICAP was formed
will be aborted—to the very grave loss to our

subject "and its students. Might we remind
NICAP that those who fear ridicule most are

often the first to attract it?

1ssue.

I See article “ The Mystery of Springheel Jack,” by
J. Vyner, in the FLYING SAUCER REVIEW, May-June, 1961,

WHY CONTACTS ARE SO FEW
The Space Administration Explains

N our May-June issue there

appeared an article “ Danger
from the Stars” which com-
mented on a report from the
National Aeronautics and Space
Administration of the U.S.A.
This report warned that unless we
were prepared for the discovery
that intelligent beings existed on
other stars the shock that such a
realisation would bring might be
severe enough to cause a collapse
of earth civilisation.

The Space Administration in-
cluded a significant postscript to
this warning. In its new report it
devotes considerable attention to
the possibility that spacemen
might be visiting the earth but
avoiding contact with us. “ It is

possible,” the report maintains
“ that if the intelligence of these
creatures were sufficiently
superior to ours, they would
choose to have little if any contact
with us. On the face of it, there is
no reason to believe that we might
learn a great deal from them,
especially if their physiology and
psychology were substantially
different from ours.”

There is no doubt at all that
the infrequency of the contacts
(or the absence of any contacts
at all, in the sceptics’ view) is a

very powerful reason why our

subject is not more generally

accepted. One possible reason for

the lack of contact is referred to
in the leading article in our pre-

vious issue: several others will no
doubt occur to our readers. How-
ever, if it is held that visitors from
other planets have been arriving
here for hundreds and even thou-
sands of years, it is necessary to
answer the sceptics question:
“ Why don’t they do more to con-
vince us of their existence?” Also,
if the purpose of the visitors is to
survey the scenery of earth—and
perhaps its geology as well—
then the longer the period over
which the survey has been con-
ducted, the more pointless it
appears. If the visitors wish to
avoid meeting us, why do they
want to come here at all? The
Space Administration seems to
have no answer to that question.

i Sighting reports . . .

t WORLD ROUND-UP has a high proportion

i: of sightings over GREAT BRITAIN as a

1; result of the remarkable series of visitations

i: during the summer :
.. . in this issue




The Loch Ness Monster
AN OLD FRIEND

duction to students of flying saucers: it

used to be dragged in by the sceptics as a
sort of gigantic red herring to disprove the
reality of the UFOs. The argument went some-
thing like this: “ Eye-witnesses are totally un-
reliable. They say they have seen the Loch Ness
Monster (which doesn't exist) and now they claim
to have seen flying saucers. Therefore, flying
saucers don’t exist.” It is, in fact, the logic that
doesn’t exist and, in any case, the premise is at
fault. Who could say with finality that Loch Ness
contained no strange animal? All the evidence
pointed to the fact that there was such an animal
(or could it be a machine?).

The latest of several publications about the
elusive monster has just been published. It is by
Tim Dinsdale and has been issued by Routledge
(21s.). The book contains a still from the film
taken by the author and shown on B.B.C. T.V.
It showed a rhythmic splashing for’ard, which is
strongly suggestive of powerful paddles in action.

The book was reviewed in the London
Observer on May 28 and a very fair review it is.
Its conclusion is worth quoting. Here is what it
says: " If I am correct in believing that science
has more to do with an attitude of mind than with
a body of dogmas or even of knowledge, then I
will go further and say that there is more hope
for science in the enthusiastic amateurism of
Dinsdale and their like than there is in the insti-
tutionalised professionalism, the petrified respect-
ability, the abject deference to authority, the un-
reasoning fear of Press ridicule, the tender regard
for tenderer reputations, and the yearnings to-
ward the nomination lists at Burlington House
which have kept zoologists well away from Loch
Ness this last thirty years. There is no shame in
honest investigation; there is, in the present con-
text, more to commend in Mr. Dinsdale’s errors
than there is in all the zoological establishment’s
learning. I am sure that Bates and Belt, Gosse and
Darwin and Wallace would have agreed with me,
and I am quite positive ghat the founders of the
Roval Society would have.”

Brave words and true. And they were written
by no mad heretic. The writer of the review from
which we have quoted was Denys W. Tucker,
D.Sc. The case against orthodox science conld

THE Loch Ness Monster will need no intro-
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not have been better stated. And all Mr. Tucker’s
words apply equally well to the subject of UFOs.

The pt.:lf)licity given to our old friend produced
a series of letters in the London Daily Telegraph
on the subject of the Loch Ness and other
monsters. Professor C. E. Carrington, Professor of
Commonwealth Relations, on June 17 contri-
buted a most interesting dissertation on the ques-
tion of belief and disbelief. “When I look into
my own mind,” he wrote, “1 observe a strong
desire to believe in these monsters, however im-
possible, if I possibly could. On the other hand, I
notice that some ()E, my friends are equally in-
clined to disbelieve, and for them any kind of
pseudo-rational explanation will serve. Whj}, they
say, it’s a floating log or a mass of decayed vege-
tation or a family og otters or anything that will
evaporate the mystery and reduce it to dull
matter-of-fact. All the positive accounts I have
read from Loch Ness are weak by the rules of
evidence, but the counter-blasts are much
weaker. The explanations explain nothing. What
we have here is a psychological problem. The
believers and the unbelievers move along parallel
lines which never meet. . . . The other group is
that of professional zoologists who timidly keep
their fingers out of the pie. How distressing it
would be if there were some creature in the loch
which they have been ignorant of. Why are they
not interested? This, too, is a psychological prob-
lem. . . . I am not writing about Loch Ness, but
about credulity. I might have written a similar
letter about flying saucers or wolf-children or
poltergeists.”

We cannot be expected to pronounce any ex-
pert opinion on the Loch Ness Monster or, for
that matter, on wolf-children or poltergeists.
What we can say with confidence, however, is
that the positive evidence in support of flying
saucers is not weak and is infinitely stronger than
that in favour of the Loch Ness Monster—and we
mean no disrespect to our old sub-aqueous
friend. With Professor Carrington’s other re-
marks, however, we heartily agree, and we con-
gratulate him on reaching the heart of the matter.
If only the “experts” were not so timid we
might the sooner be able to solve many of the
unexplained mysteries which continue to tantalise
mankind.



MYSTERY AT JODRELL BANK
STARTLING ADMISSIONS

UR story begins with the news which
Oappeared in the London Sunday Times on

May 21 that the Jodrell Bank radio-
telescope had received signals which might have
come from the emergency transmitter carried in
Russia’s Venus probe. According to calculations,
this probe had passed within 60,000 miles of the
planet. The rocket was launched on February 12,
but on March 2 Moscow announced that radio
contact had been lost, possibly because the main
radio equipment had been damaged by collision
with a meteorite. The Jodrell Bank announce-
ment caused widespread interest and the news
was reported in the press in nearly every country
in the world.

At the time of the announcement it is import-
ant to remember that Jodrell Bank scientists were
positive that the signals had come from the right
direction and on the right frequency. The recep-
tion was poor and the signals could not be posi-
tively identified, but Jodrell Bank must have been
impressed that the sounds were coming from
somewhere near Venus, for they recorded them
on tape and sent a copy to Russia.

Russians impressed

When the Russians had listened to the tape-
recording they, too, must have been impressed :
while their experts could not, of course, decide
where the signals were coming from, they must
have considered that the “ message” resembled
the code used by the emergency transmitter. As a
result, Professor Alla Masevich. the Russian
woman astronomer, decided to accept Jodrell
Bank’s invitation to come to England and listen
for herself.

On June 16, the London Times carried a de-
tailed account of the results of this investigation :
“The two Russian experts, Professor Alla Mase-
vich, woman head of the space tracking network,
and Dr. Khodarev, an authority on the Venus
project, will return to Moscow by air from Lon-
don on Saturday convinced that the rocket has
been diverted from its course and is not answer-
ing to signals from the earth.” In the attempts to
pinpoint the signals, Jodrell Bank co-operated
with scientists in Russia who were trying to con-
tact the Venus probe by means of ground
commands.

The Times report then quotes Professor Mase-
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vich’s explanations as to why the rocket may have
been diverted from its course. During the course
of a press conference, the following highly
important announcement was made. The Times
continues: *

“The transmitter in the rocket had been set
to send signals for 90 minutes at five-day inter-
vals, Professor Masevich explained. These
would consist of 17 minutes of unmodulated
signals followed by 17 minutes of coded mes-
sages passing scientific information. The only
signals picked up at Jodrell Bank which bore
any resemblance to the Russian code were
found to be of local emission, possibly the work
of a radio “ ham’ in the area whose signals were
picked up when the telescope was leaned over
to its farthest angle towards the horizon. Pro-
fessor Masevich did not completely discount
a theory that some radio signals may have been
emitted from Venus itself.”

After reading this account in the Times the
Editor of the FLYING saucer REVIEW telephoned
the Public Relations Officer at Jodrell Bank, but
without disclosing his connection with the maga-
zine. The first question that the Editor put evoked
the reply that there was no doubt that the mes-
sages were man-made (i.e., they were not due to
natural causes). The next question produced an
assurance that the word “local ” meant local to
the area of Jodrell Bank (i.e., not just from some-
where on this earth, but from a source in the
Manchester area). The third comment produced a
surprising reply. The Editor then asked: ™ As
you are certain that these signals were °man-
made,” then would you agree that Professor
Masevich admits the possibility that the signals
could have represented intelligent messages from
Venus?” There was a significant pause before the
reply was given. The Public Relations Officer
agreed that the “logic was impeccable.” He then
added that the English scientists had been
startled by Professor Masevich’s statement. In
response to a further enquiry as to whether the
English scientists also acﬁmitted this possibility,
the Public Relations Officer stated that before
committing himself he would have to consult
with Sir Bernard Lovell, Director of the station.
The reason for his hesitancy was that “ they did

* The italics are ours.—Editor.



not want to be connected with flying saucers.”
This last reply was perhaps the most significant
statement OF all, for it should be emphasised that
the Editor had been most careful to avoid all
reference to this heretical subject. The anxiet

not to be connected with flying saucers may weﬁ
have explained why the English' scientists were
“startled ” when Professor Masevich, so incauti-
ously from their point of view, allowed for the
Eossibi]ity that these intelligent messages “ may

ave been emitted from Venus itself.”

After the Public Relations Officer had been able
to consult Sir Bernard Lovell (presumably as to
what to say next), he then tried to escape from
what he had earlier referred to as the Editor’s
“ impeccable logic.” They were no longer certain
that the signals were “a local emission.” They
could have come from practically anywhere and
not necessarily from the neighbourhood of Man-
chester. The signals were now held to be “un-
identified.” When asked what Professor Mase-
vich had meant by her remarks, these were
brushed off as “a jocular aside” on her part, a
Foint which the Public Relations Officer had
ailed to make before. A great deal of double-
talk then followed: the Editor was left in doubt
whether in fact the messages were coming from
outer space or from Chorlton-cum-Hardy.
Furthermore, doubt was now cast on their being
man-made, or intelligent; they might have been
due to natural causes.

The whole episode raises a number of interest-
ing points. The equipment at Jodrell Bank is
among the most efficient and expensive in the

world. It was built as a means of enlarging our
knowledge of the universe and, in particular, that
of distant stars. Professor Masevich and her col-
league travelled all the way from Moscow to listen
to signals which might well have come from the
missing Venus probe. Even when she failed to
identify them as such she still quite obviously
accepted the fact that they were coming from the
neighbourhood of Venus. Are we really expected
to believe that before, during or after her visit
there could have been any suggestion that the
emissions were “ local ”? If they were local, their
source could surely have been pinpointed by
equipment less elaborate than that in use at
Jodrell Bank. (The Post Office could have tracked
the transmitter in a matter of a few hours.) If a
radio “ham” had been responsible for the mes-
sages, Professor Masevich might really have
wondered whether her journey all the way from
Moscow had been really necessary. But she seems
to have been perfectly happy and still fairly free
with her “jocular asides,” a welcome change of
attitude, by the way, from the usual frigid man-
ner of most visiting Russian officials.

Then there is the attitude of the pundits at
Jodrell Bank. They must live in constant fear of
being associated with flying saucers. Rather than
risk this fate, they prefer to talk nonsense and to
double back on what they have said before. It is
not that anybody wants them to become flying
saucer enthusiasts. It will satisfy us if they just
admit for once that they dont know everything.
Then we might be able to solve mysteries instead
of pretending that they don’t exist.

TACKER POSTED

Anti-saucer author sent to Germany

T.-COL. LAWRENCE ]. TACKER, author
Lof Flying Saucers and the U.S. Air Force,
which is reviewed in this issue and was re-
ferred to in the leading article in our May-June
issue, is being replaced as the official UFO
spokesman by Maj. William Coleman.

According to the UFO Investigator for April-
May, Tacker’s removal has been caused by the
mis-firing of his campaign against the saucers.
Aﬁparently, his statements on the air and else-
where have been widely condemned as “rude
. . . overbearing . . . determined to keep the
public from knowing the truth about UFOs . , .”

Whether the replacement of Tacker by Cole-
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man indicates a change of heart on the subject of
UFOs remains to be seen. It is, of course, possible
that Maj. William Coleman will merely prove to
be more tactful and persuasive than Lt.-Col.
Lawrence J. Tacker in his demolition work on
the saucers. It must be admitted that Tacker’s
book was full of inaccuracies and omissions and
its appeal must have been restricted solely to
those who wanted reassuring that there were no
such animals as flying saucers. Furthermore, it is
possible that the crudity of the methods employed
to ridicule the subject and those who support the
saucers brought its own retribution: it would
not be the first time that a lack of subtlety in
attack had destroyed the purpose of an operation.



A BRAZILIAN CONTACT

CLAIM

Professor Guimaraes’s strange story

Our attitude to the contact claims has always been that to reject them
all uncritically merely because some have been considered unsatisfactory
is philosophically unsound. We further believe that insufficient investiga-
tion has been devoted to this aspect of the flying saucer mystery and that
thorough and open-minded research would seem to offer us the greatest
chance of reaching the final solution. These contact stories have persisted
now for a number of years in spite of general ridicule and even the hos-
tility of certain prominent UFOlogists.

The following account is translated from the Portuguese and first

appeared in Bulletin No. 4, dated July |,

1958, of Discos Voadores issued by

Dr. W. Buhler in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil.

E give below a transcript of the account
by Professor Joao de Freitas Guimaraes of

‘ ‘ his voyage in a flving saucer, related in an

ll]t(’l\l('\\ on T.V.-13 on the evening of August
1957.

l’rnf(‘ssnr Joao de Freitas Guimaraes recalled
that he had gone to Sao Sebastiao in the course
of his pmfvwon.tl duties as a military advocate.
Finding the law court already closed, he had
dinner and then, by way of a constitutional, went
for a walk along the beach. He cannot be exact
as to the time, not having chanced to look at his
watch. but estimates that it would be 7.10 or
7.15 p.m.

The sky was overcast, dull, and there was no
moon. In the absence of any bench, he sat down
on the shore, rested his hands on his knees and
remained gazing over the sea, which was quite
dark. Suddenly he perceived that it was becom-
ing clearer over the water, in the stretch between
Bela island and Sao Sebastiao. Next, a jet of water
arose, like a waterspout, which caused the
thought of a whale to cross his mind. Shortly
afterwards he made out that it was a pot-bellied
machine moving in the direction of the beach.
Arrived there, it threw out a landing line,
equipped with spheres. He noticed particularly
that they were spheres, not buoys. From this
machine two men then jumped out and walked
to meet him. They were two human beings or,
at least, they had that appearance. He confesses
that he was somewhat alarmed. He got to his
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feet and, although feeling a certain amount of
apprehension, was not inclined to take to flight.

He could now definitely tell that he had to deal
with tall individuals (more than 5 ft. 10 in.), with
long, fair hair, of clear complexion and with eye-
brows. They wore a kind of one-piece garment,
green in colour, narrowing towards the neck,
wrists and -ankles. Their eyes were clear and
steady.

No reactions

The professor asked them whether there had
been an accident to the machine or were they
seeking someone. He got no reply. Then he tried
spe: 1mer to them in French, English and Italian,
but still without result, at the time.

He got the impression that he was invited to
enter the craft. He cannot explain how it was
that he came to this conclusion, but the fact is
that so he understood. It seemed to him that they
were employing a telepathic language. He added
that he is not a scientist, that he has not studied
matters of this kind but, from what knowledge
he has in that respect, he is led to believe that
they were utilising such means of communica-
tion; although he Verified, later, that they were
endowed with articulate speech.

He had never interested himself in the ques-
tion of flying saucers. Through lack of time, he
was almost entirely ignorant of this question.
However, it appeared to him that that machine
was one of those strange airships. Feeling that
the invitation persisted, there came to him, then,
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an irresistible desire to know what was inside.

Then, one of the crew started in the direction
of the machine, turning his back on him. Dr.
Freitas Guimaraes followed, without reluctance,
accompanied by the other member of the crew.
He was thus between the two of them. The one
in front reached the lower part of the aircraft
and got on board, holding on to a ladder with
only one hand. Dr. Freitas Guimaraes required
the assistance of both his hands.

Dr. Guimaraes could see that in the hatch
there was another airman, who had remained
there all the time. When the second airman, walk-
ing behind our informant, got on board, the
apparatus which had been let down was drawn
in again and the door closed. The Professor said
that he had remained in the one compartment but
was able to ascertain that there were others, also
illuminated.

Telepathic communications

When the machine rose, he noted that there
was water on the portholes, as though it were
raining. He enquired, “Is it raining?” To this
he received a reply, telepathically, from one of
the crew, to the effect that it was not a question
of rain. That water originated from the rotation,
in opposite direction, of parts comprised in the
saucer. All round the machine there was a ray
filtration tube, which produced the effect of a
semi-vacuum in each ()t' its parts.

He saw, through the portholes, above the earth,
an intensely dark zone where stars shone in an
extraordinary manner. This was succeeded by
incomparable splendour, and then by fresh dark
areas. Continuing, they crossed a violet layer,
then another one, vivid and dazzling. In the
former he felt the machine toss violently. He dis-
played a little nervousness, on this account. Then
one of the crew said to him, telepathically, “ The
machine has just left the atmosphere of your
planet.”

During the trip, he asked them from where
they came, but got no reply. He does not know
why they did not wish to be identified. When
he knew that they were already beyond the
earth’s atmosphere, he was astonished and
frightened. He had noticed, on entering the com-
partment, a circular instrument on which moved
three needles, very sensitive and already quiver-
ing. At the point of departure from the earth’s
atmosphere these needles commenced to vibrate
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intensely. Later it was explained to him by one
of the crew that the macﬁine was navigated by
registration of the conjunction of magnetic forces
in the area. The blazing space bodies, diversely
coloured, and the swiftly flying iridescent clouds
together constituted an indescribable spectacle.
On returning, he observed that his watch had
stopped. He could not, therefore, be sure how
long the flight lasted, but estimates it at 30 or
40 minutes. He went to his hotel and felt inclined
to tell everyone of his extraordinary experience.
It seemed to him that the crews of those air-
ships were carrying out an investigation upon the
inhabitants of our planet. He had the impression
that they were desirous of instructing us as to
the dangers which threaten humanity. In the
opinion of Professor Freitas Guimaraes, human
behaviour is almost savage. Man would be born
wholly good, but, as a result of conditions
inherent upon earth, he degenerates. There are
some scientific experiments which are being con-
ducted without due care. The indiscriminate use
of the atomic bomb scarcely increases the ionisa-
tion of the earth. It does, however, cause the
destruction of layers of the atmosphere which
filter dangerous rays. If more care is not taken in
the use of those terrible devices, we shall all
suffer the consequences of such explosions.

Events since

Again, the professor states that this occurrence
took place about 14 months ago and that, with
the exception of his wife, he had told no one of
it. About six months afterwards, however, he
spoke on the subject to a judge in Sao Paulo,
Dr. Alberto Franco. He also told an old advocate
in that capital, Dr. Nilson. During a luncheon
which took place at the Advocates  Association,
he saw an aluminium saucepan and made a jest
about it, alluding to flying saucers. His colleagues
suspected then that he must know something
about these airships, so much talk had been
current. Later. however, he narrated the incident
to a friend, Dr. Lincoln Feliciano. This latter,
naturally, seizing upon the story, transmitted it
to the person who wrote the article which has
caused so much sensation. He adds that, since
that time, he has had no peace. He has been
beseiged by every manner of means. Although
all who approach him may be very friendly, it
is becoming, nevertheless, difficult for him to
explain exactly what transpired. For example,



imagine someone, who, during a strange journey,
had seen, for the first time, a pneumatic machine
and had wished, on his return, to describe it to

eople who were interested but had no know-
Ezd e of it. It is clear that he would not be able
to do so accurately. The facts he witnessed passed
his comprehension.

He declared, subsequently, that he had not
been the first citizen of this world to travel in
those machines. He informs us that, since his
adventure has been divulged by the press, a list
of works upon the subject has been received. in
some of which are detailed experiences similar
to those he underwent.

Questioned as to whether he felt ill during the
trip, he replied that he had felt none too well
when the saucer took off and when it landed. He
felt pain and cold in his extremities. He attributed
that to a natural nervous tension.

He declares that a further meeting with the
crew of the machine had been arranged for
August that year: August 12, 1957. Asked about
the way in which that meeting had been defined,

it transpired that, in the course of the voyage,
the crew showed him 12 constellations, disposed
in the form of the Zodiac. A wheel indicated the
year and repetition, a dozen times, of the number
8 conveyed to him the month of August. Thus
he interpreted it as being the date in question.
To enquiries as to what had prevented him from
keeping the appointment made, he replied that he
would not have been able to go. A party had
been organised to attend the interview, which
would have caused a sensation. He had, more-
over, in the meantime, lost near relations. Besides,
he had been approached by an official of the
F.A.B., who asked him not to go for this meeting.
He referred, also, to the fact that the Air Force
had sent pursuit planes (jets), which could be the
cause of serious incidents. If one of these aircraft
came into contact with the saucer, that could
seem like an act of treachery on his part. It would
be considered a breach of faith if he were to con-
tribute towards creating an unwelcome situation
for those beings who were so considerate to him.
He confesses to more prudence than curiosity.

A WAR OF THE WORLDS?

HE leading article in our July-
August issue attracted a great

, group
deal of comment, some of which

to be hostile then the
(whatever that consists

group, then the only weapon they
have against the authorities is to
complain to them that the UFOs

“silence

appears in the Mail Bag feature
in this issue. One or two of our
readers seem to have taken our
remarks as implving that the
flving saucers were considered
hostile. Our comments, however,
were directed to an examination
of a theory put forward that our
visitors are, in fact, indifferent to
us and we tried to relate this
hypothesis to the known facts as
disclosed by Aimé Michel and
Dr. Fontes. We would like to
make it clear that while there
seems to be plenty of evidence
that the saucers are more inter-
ested in our planet than in our-
selves, we specifically stated that
“there has been no evidence, as
far as we can recall, that there
have been any deliberate attacks
upon the inhabitants of the earth.”

Orbit, the journal of the Tyne-
side UFO Society, in commenting
on our leader, makes the remark
that if the saucers are made out

of) would find it easy to use this
reason in order to tighten the
censorship. The reverse is the
truth. If the saucers had proved
hostile to our persons then there
would have been such a public
clamour that the authorities
would have been obliged to take
them more seriously and to make
some sort of public statement.
We have recently received con-
firmation of this point, for one of
our readers telephoned the Air
Ministry last June to complain of
the absurd explanations being
given to write off the visitations
that were being reported over
England this summer. Finally,
the Air Ministry spokesman was
forced into a corner and, when
questioned about a possible
danger to our security, replied
that the objects “ were perfectly
harmless.”

If our readers wish to consti-
tute themeselves as a pressure
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are guilty of trespass, at least,
and that is considered on this
earth as a form of unfriendliness
in itself as the U2 incident last
yvear so convincingly proved. It
can be argued that the Air Minis-
try’s “ explanations 7 are handed
out so glibly in an attempt to
allay the public’s uneasiness that
we are perhaps being overflown
by Russian secret weapons. When
another incident occurs our
readers may care to telephone the
Air Ministry themselves and we
feel certain that they will receive
a much more interesting answer
if they pretend that the saucers
might be secret weapons than if
they indicate that they are
piloted by missionaries anxious
for our welfare. We consider that
the reply given to our reader was
one of the most significant indica-
tions of the official attitude we
have received to date.



BOOK REVIEWNS

HE CONQUEST OF SPACE

by Albert Ducrocq (Putnam,
30s.).

This book by the originator of
the cybernetic automaton, a
scientist familiar with the space
programmes of America and
Russia, combines the masterly
lucidity and perspicacity of the
French mind with a command
of the English language (we
must also praise the translator).
This combination enables the
ordinary reader to understand
the wvarious stages in space
exploration and awakens his
keen interest in this progress.

“October, 1957: For the first
time a man-made machine over-
rides the age-old law which pro-
claims that everything that goes
up must come down. Fifteen
months later: A means is de-
veloped for circumventing the
Earth’s attraction. September,
1959: the Moon is reached. . . .”
Thus, the book’s opening para-
graph introduces us to the
problems and their solution. We
discover what each vehicle, Rus-
sian or American, was developed
to do and how success, immedi-
ate or eventual, led on to the
next step; how the Americans,
limited by the thrust of their
rockets, aimed at progressive dis-
covery while the Russians, better
powered, went for achievement.
In October, 1958, public state-
ments by Sedov and Blagonravov
“gave the essential information
about the Russian astronautical
programme, indicating the Soviet
scientists were undertaking all
the preparatory work needed for,
on the one hand, the launching
of inhahited satellites and, on the
other, the sending out of flying
laboratories around the Moon,
Venus and Mars ™ (p.163).

As these words are being writ-
ten, Yuri Gagarin is seeing
London for the first time (his orbit
not having taken him over the
British Isles) but, although of

necessity it stops just short of
Gagarin's epoch-making orbit on
April 12, 1961, let no one think
Ducrocq’s book is not up-to-date;
indeed, it is essential to have
read it if one is to understand
what has happened and what is
to come. Having done so, one
realises that each launching is
not just another satellite, but has
a specific purpose, and, by fol-
lowing the news, is should be
possible to guess at the experi-
ments undertaken even before
they are announced.

Starting from the level of
knowledge of the man in the
street, M. Ducrocq describes
astronautic aims and achieve-
ments, the exploration of the
atmosphere and, looking from
above, satellites as world sur-
veyors; he explains the method
of sending messages from space
vehicles and how, thereby, the
earth’s radiation belts were dis-
covered; he shows how the
stabilisation of space vehicles was
the key to progress, how
recuperation techniques were
worked out and what had to be
done before a rocket could be
sent to the moon, a man put in
space. Finally, M. Ducrocq pene-
trates the near future, describing
Lunik II and automatic guidance,
the mysteries of planetary ballis-
tics and voyages towards Venus
and Mars.

Lest the reader be over-awed
by such a list of the contents of
this book, the following quota-
tions will convey something of
its basic simplicity and pro-
fundity.

“Ellipse, parabola, hyperbola
are three curves that the mathe-
matician speaks of as conic, and
for a long time, mathematicians
have known that they correspond
to all the possible ballistic tra-
jectories in space. The local
trajectories of the heavenly
bodies and of all meteorites in
the universe which are subjected
to the influence of a centre of
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attraction must be conic. But
until today such considerations
were purely theoretical, the
supreme achievement of astro-
nautics being that it has promoted
this kind of celestial mechanics
to the rank of applied science.

“ This notion of conic paths is
destined to enter deeply into the
consciousness of space-man just
as the notion of the straight }ine
dominated earth-man’s activities.
On Earth the straight line was
considered to be the logical
course and the aim was always to
find a direct path—the ‘straight
route’. In space, on the contrary,
the fundamental line is derived
from the cone and its related geo-
metrical properties.” (p.177).

“But in space, worlds are in
relative movement one to another,
and these movements are rela- °
tively swift. So in no case can a
trajectory in space be defined, all
trajectories  of  interplanetary
journeys being a function of both
space and time. An interplanetary
voyage must in the first place be
conceived in four dimensional
space, and this entirely new
notion brings to each and every-
one what amounts to a new mode
of thought. It is a revelation even
more important than those of
former times when man, after
having believed that the world
was flat, came to know that it was
round and that it was isolated in
space.” (p.185).

Dates of historic significance
are given. On February 10, 1958,
a radar echo was obtained from
Venus, “ the year 1958 witnessing
the revolutionary achievement of
absolute measurement in the field
of astronomy by means of radar ”
(p.326). “On January 2, 1959, a
vehicle escaped for the first time
from the Earth’s attraction”
(p.180): this was Lunik I, later
called Meichtcha when it took up
its orbit in the solar system.
Lunik II, which hit the Moon on
September 12, 1959, was the
first vehicle to introduce spatial



guidance;  information,  trans-
mitted up to the moment of im-
pact, indicated that the Moon
has no magnetic field.

“ A launching towards Venus
with an economic trajectory is
possible 87 days before each con-
junction ” (p.243). An exception-
ally favourable conjunction took
place in September, 1959, but
neither the Americans nor the
Russians were ready to take
advantage of it. Conjunctions
with Venus take place every year
and seven months and the next,
in April, 1961, saw a Russian
vehiclle speeding towards Venus,
its transmitter gone silent; we
may expect more fruitful attempts
in the early Autumn of 1962 for
the November conjunction.

Although it is not stated in the
book, we realise that it is pos-
sible for astronomers to work out
favourable times for launchings
from our neighbouring planets
towards Earth. We think that, if
this were done and the results
compared with periods of the
greatest frequency of flying sau-
cer sightings, it would provide
circumstantial evidence of the
planet or planets of origin of the
visiting space craft. But the
author does not speculate upon
“space travel in reverse.”

It is impossible to read this
scientific book without being
aware of its human implications.
The decision in May, 1961, by
the United States to compete
with Russia in the conquest of
space and, at unprecendented
cost, to get a man to the moon
and back before the end of this
decade; .the reception given by

the Queen and people of Britain
to Yuri Gagarin and the simple
words of the Minister for Air that,
while we would have liked to
welcome a British space hero,
this is above politics. These are
signs of hope tor humanity.

It is as though, in the darkened
rooms of Earth, the curtains are
being drawn back from windows
looking out upon the universe;
one after another, a window is
flung open and those within gaze
with joy upon the beauties of
nature spread over the field of
view. Soon, the children will go
out to play and the old folk sit
at the doorstep, in the sun. There
is no lack of space, but is is good
and companionable to be near
one another: how different it used
to seem to the nations as they
elbowed one another, before the
windows were opened.

E WANT YOU by Michael

X; Futura Press, P.O. Box
38594, Los Angeles 38, Calif-
ornia, U.S.A., $2.00).

Here is drama on a vast and
confusing scale for those who like
to feel that big happenings are
afoot, involving the prophecies
of Nostradamus, the escape of
Hitler to Patagonia and a mystery
man named Michalek (no con-
nection with the author). Karl
Michalek is said to have begun
in 1958 to write articles from
Santiago in Chile for the news-
paper Neues Europa published
by Louis Emrich in Germany,
announcing that he was in contact
with the Government of Venus
and, having been chosen by them

to be president of the coming
world republic on earth, he de-
livered an ultimatum to Kruschev
on March 12, 1960, and predicted
a landing by the Venus Fleet on
April 21, 1961.

Flying saucers are made in
Patagonia, especially those with
German-speaking crews, as well
as on Venus; but no connection
is apparent between the two
kinds. In fact, this is the case
with nearly every statement in
the booklet.

Hitler's escape to the Argentine
was made by submarine and his
plans for world conquest are
being organised by Martin Bor-
mann: we are advised to read an
article by George McGrath in the
Police Gazette for December,
1960. However, plans for flying
saucer construction were taken
along and, in support, we are
shown a drawing of an experi-
mental copper model designed
by V. Schauberger and built in
Vienna by the Kertl Co. in 1940,
as described by Egerton Sykes
in the June, 1957, issue of
Uranus.

What puzzles us is how sensa-
tion-seeking imagination can be
earthbound to the extent of pre-
ferring to  speculate  about
Patagonian-produced flying sau-
cers (indiscreetly appearing in
advance of Der Tag) rather than
on the origin an nature of the
interplanetary kind. Perhaps the
latter, being beyond the scope of
the author’s imagination, do not
offer suitable material for the
sensational treatment he aims to
provide.

—OQOur Reception Committee.

BOOKS ON FLYING SAUCERS

While we try to help all our readers with their
enquiries concerning books, we would like to
remind them that we are not booksellers. It will
obviate delay, therefore, if orders and remittances
for books are sent direct to a bookseller and we
recommend the John M. Watkins Bookshop in
London and Allen’s Book Shelf in Fontana,
California. These booksellers are regular adver-
tisers in the FLYING SAUCER REVIEW and their
addresses will be found in the current issue.

PERSONAL COLUMN

5s. for 3 lines and 5s. for each additional line

W. Australia.

URGENTLY WANTED. Copy of FLYING SAUCER
reEview, Vol. 3, No. 5 (1957, September-October
issue). Offers to V. D. Oliver, 82 Moran St., Boulder,

LUFORO Brains Trust—Experts will answer
vour questions—Caxton Hall, Westminster:
tember 23, 7.30 p.m. Admission 2s. 6d. October 14:
Lecture by J. Dale.

INTERNATIONAL BULLETIN gives ufological
and Fortean informations from Europe—S$1 for four
issues. Write to P.O. Box 1524, Amsterdam, Holland.

Sep-



FATHER GILL AND
THE REV. LIONEL BROWNING

What the Officials had to say

UR readers will not need reminding that

Othe sightings over Papua in 1959 and

Tasmania in 1960 were among the most
significant and trustworthy of recent years. In our
May-June issue we issued a challenge to
Squadron Leader F. A. Lang, of the Royal Aus-
tralian Air Force at Canberra, to justify his
statement in a letter to Dr. Finch that the objects
sighted by Father Gill were not manned
vehicles “ from this or any other planet.” To date
we have received no reply, but the following cor-
respondence sent to us by Mr. P, E. Norris, Hon.
President of the Victorian Flying Saucer Research
Society of Melbourne, should prove of great
interest to those of our readers who like to note

100 Collins Street,
Melbourne,
VICTORIA, AUSTRALIA.

June 23, 1961.
The Editor,

“Flying Saucer Review”,
1 Doughty Street,
LONDON, W.C.1, ENGLAND.
Dear Sir,

I read with interest your article in the
May-June issue concerning Rev. Gill’s sight-
ing and the R.A.A.F. evaluation thereof. I
enclose correspondence received from the
Directorate of Air Force Intelligence which
you may care to compare with that received
by Dr. Finch.

The evaluation can be better understood
if it is remembered that Rev. Gill actually
sighted simultaneously two types of U.F.0.’s
- a large “mother ship” with distinct
features and manned by four apparently
human beings, and several small compara-
tively indistinct discs which stayed at all
times at a comparatively great distance from
the observers. When Squadron-Leader Lang
concludes in his evaluation that “at least
three of the lights were planets”, he is
referring to the discs. At no time does he
expressly refer to the “mother ship” - an
agile evasion which is not readily discern-
ible at first reading. In fact, had Rev.
Gill and his party sighted only the discs,
the R.A.A.F. evaluation would be practically
unassailable. The nature of the “mother
ship” therefore remains officially unex-
plained.

The ratiocinations of the authorities are
even more extraordinary during their inves-
tigations into the series of Tasmanian
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how the authorities all over the world react to
sightings which cannot be simply explained away
in terms of “balloons,” “ meteorites ” and other
conventional objects.

The first letter printed below is from Mr.
Norris to the Editor and explains the background
very lucidly. We should explain that the phrase
“mother ship” as used by Father Gill did not refer
to a cigar-shaped object but to the largest and
nearest of the circular objects which he saw. In
this instance, therefore, it is important that
readers should bear in mind that the “mother
ship” is in fact the object on which the four
human beings were observed. It is this object that
Squadron Leader Lang avoids mentioning.

sightings highlighted in October, 1960, by
the Rev. Lionel Browning’s report of a
“mother ship” and several attendant discs.
In a letter dated November 15, 1960 (origi-
nal on V.F.S.R.S. files) the Minister for
Air, Mr. F. M. Osborne, in effect admitted
that his Department had been unable to
adduce any natural explanation for Mr.
Browning’s sighting. But this did not deter
Squadron-Leader Lang and his colleagues in
Intelligence from analysing the Cressy
U.F.0.s as “scud type clouds moving in
varying directions due to turbulence”.
Mystery deepened when a thirty-five-year old
Cressy woman, Mrs, Webster, and her eleven-
year old daughter, Sally, sighted a “mother
ship” apparently identical to that of Mr.
Browning. They told V.F.S.R.S. investiga-
tors that R.A.A.F. officials had requested
them not to repeat details of their sighting
to members of the public.

I have enclosed copies of the official
letters above referred to for your file.

I believe I may also be able to answer
Mrs. L. Pugh’s question stated in her letter
to the Editor, concerning Rev. Browning'’s
reported speculation as to whether the
U.F.0.s are of Russian origin. The first
report of his sighting appearing in the
Melbourne papers bore the unfortunate head-
line: “Cleric, wife: ‘We saw space-ship.” ”
Neither Mr. or Mrs. Browning at any time
said anything of the sort. Realising that
the value of his report would be seriously
depreciated by the mis-quote, Rev. Browning
quite rightly attempted to compensate it by
being perhaps unduly sceptical in his later
press utterances.

Having had several meetings with Rev.



Browning following his initial press state-
ment, I can assure Mrs. Pugh that, whilst he
remains highly objective in his approach to
the subject, Mr. Browning does not seriously
entertain the notion that U.F.0.s are
Russian secret weapons.
Yours faithfully,
(P. E. NORRIS, LL.B.),
Hon. President.

From: Squadron-Leader F. A. Lang.
Royal Australian Air Force,
Directorate of Air Force Intelligence,
Department of Air,
Administrative Building,
CANBERRA. ACT.
554/1/30 (5M) February 22, 1960.
Mr. P. E. Norris,
Honorary President,
Victorian Flying Saucer Research Society,
100 Collins Street,
MELBOURNE.
Dear Sir,

Thank you for your letter of 25th Janu-
ary, 1960. An officer of this Directorate
has investigated Reverend W. Gill’s report
of U.F.0. activities in the Boianai area of
New Guinea, and copies of his findings have
been submitted to appropriate authorities.
As mentioned in our 114/1/201(AAA) dated
14th February, 1957, such reports are not
releasable to the public. However, although
it is not possible to reach any positive
conclusions, we do not believe that the
phenomena observed by the Reverend Gill and
his party were manned space vehicles. An
analysis of bearings and angles above the
horizon does suggest that at least three of
the lights were planets, e.g. Jupiter,
Saturn and Mars. Light refraction, the
changing position of the planets relative to
the observers and the unsettled tropical
weather could give the impression of size
and rapid movements.

Yours faithfully,
(F. S. Lang).

COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA
Minister for Air,
Parliament House,
CANBERRA. A.C.T.
November 15, 1960.
Dear Mr. Duthie,

I have received your letter of 9th
November about the sighting of aerial lights
reported by the Rev. Lionel Browning of
Cressy, Tasmania.

My department does not interview every-
one who claims to have seen unidentified
flying object or unexplained lights in the
sky. It accepts reports from any appro-
priate source of such sightings and assesses
them for reliability. Those reports which
appear to justify further examination are
then subjected to another investigation in
which the meteorological services, the civil
aviation authorities and the Government
Astronomer are asked to offer suggestions to
see whether they can be explained. If no

24

natural explanation is given, a more
detailed investigation is then carried out
during which the persons who reported the
sightings may be interviewed by Air Force
officers.

In the present case my department has
received a written report from the Depart-
ment of Civil Aviation in Tasmania concern-
ing Mr. Browning’s experiences and as a
result, Wing Commander G. Waller, the Resi-
dent Air Force Officer in Tasmania has been
instructed to interview Mr. Browning and
others.

The Flying Saucer Research Societies of
Victoria and South Australia have asked for
access to my department‘s files on several
occasions, but I am not prepared to make
such official documents available. My
department will, however, examine and evalu-
ate any information which these Societies
may care to submit.

Yours sincerely,
(F. M.
G. W. A. Duthie, Esq., M.P.,
The Opposition Whip,
Parliament House,
CANBERRA. A.C.T.

Osborne).

COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA
Directorate of Air Force
Intelligence,

Department of Air,
Canberra, A.C.T.
March 7, 1961

Telegraphic Address:

“Airforce Canberra”

In Reply Quote 554/1/30

Dear Sir,

With reference to your letter dated
24th February, 1961, the findings of our
investigation are as follows:

“The Phenomena was (sic) the result of
the moon rise associated with meteorological
conditions at the time of the sighting. On
4th October, 1960, moon rise (full quarter)
at Cressy would have been visible shortly
after 1800 hours and in an ESE direction.
The objects apprently seen were near the
sky-line in an easterly direction. The
presence of ‘scud’ type clouds, moving in
varying directions due to turbulence in and
around the rain squal near which the objects
were sighted, and the position of the moon
or its reflections, produced the impression
of flying objects.”

Yours faithfully,
(H. Syme).
Mr. P. E. Norris, LL.B.,
Hon. President,
Victorian Flying Saucer Research Society,
Box 32,
TOORAK, VICTORIA.

ROYAL AUSTRALIAN AIR FORCE
Directorate of Air Force
Intelligence,
Department of Air,
Administrative Building,
CANBERRA. ACT.
554/1/30 November 26, 1959.
Thank you for your letter dated 16th



March, 1959, enclosing Father Gill’'s sight-
ing reports. We have initiated enquiries
into Father Gill’s claims, but it is too
early to have reached any conclusions.
Reports of this type are continuously
filed in an attempt to develop sufficient

After having read this correspondence care-
fully, we can say that we do not believe in the
explanations put forward by those in authority.

depth of evidence for accurate analysis to

be made. It may, however, be some time
before the required depth of evidence is
available.

(H. B. Syme),
Mr. P. E. Norris,
100 Collins Street,
MELBOURNE. VIC.

Furthermore, we do not believe that those in
authority believe in their own explanations.

LIGHTS OVER HERTFORDSHIRE

Witnesses Alarmed

EADERS of our World Round Up feature
Rin this issue will notice that activity of

UFOs over Great Britain seems to have
reached a peak during the summer. An attempt
to plot the sightings on a map revealed that the
incidents were so numerous—hardly any region
seems to have been missed—that the visitations
resembled more a demonstration than a planned
survey. It has led to the speculation that the
attempt by Jodrell Bank to get into touch with
the Russian Venus probe may have been mis-
interpreted as an attempt at a contact on our
part and caused this demonstration. We did not
have space to include all the incidents, but the
following deserves special consideration as it
contains a number of unusual features and was
very well attested. In addition, the * explain-it-
all-away ” brigade had to admit defeat.

Two witnesses

“Another unidentifiable object has been
spotted over East Hertfordshire—an object
which, because of its relatively low height, this
time alarmed the two people who witnessed and
reported its appearance.” This was the beginning
of the lengthy account written by Peter Lee in
the Hertfordshire Mercury on July 7. The inci-
dents occurred on June 30. The witnesses were
eighteen-year-old Peter Wilkinson, of 147 Old
Highway, Heddesdon, and his girl friend,
Josephine Steele, of 11 Hoddesdon Road, St.
Margarets. They had been watching the sun set
and were sitting on a park bench. Then Peter
looked up and suddenly saw two lights in the
heavens set together as would be two car head-
lights seen from a distance, only more brilliant.
"We jumped to our feet,” Peter Wilkinson re-
ported, “ but the light appeared to move into the
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distance, at an astonishing speed. It then became
only a dot in the sky, veered to the right and
disappeared.”

Additional confirmation

The couple were disturbed by what they saw
and hurried home. “ No sooner had we covered
two or three yards, however, when we saw the
lights again, this time much closer, but with the
same brilliance.” This time the twin lights seemed
to move towards the couple. © We were consider-
ably worried and ran for a group of houses near
us.” By this time the twin lights were partially
blotted out by some trees, but were still visible
through the branches and had apparently
stopped moving. When the couple hac{ nearly
reached the girl’s home they met a group of five
or six people talking by the road-side. Asked if
they had seen anything, one of the group replied :
“Oh, I expect it is a Russian flying saucer!” But
they admitted to seeing the twin lights.

The height of the object during its second
appearance was estimated to be “ that of a low-
flying aircraft.” Peter Wilkinson dismissed the
idea that it was an aircraft because of its speed
and the brilliance of the lights, which were
yellowish in colour. The night, incidentally, was
brilliantly clear, a fact which disposes of the
suggestion that the lights might have been those
used in landings through cloud when a plane tries
to pinpoint its position. The Air Ministry, for
once, had no explanation and its spokesman
stated : “ I am afraid our met. men can throw no
light on it. We doubt whether it was one of those
radio-sonde balloons which are being sent up to
collect data: the nearest one to Hoddesdon was
sent up in Sussex. These balloons do drift, but if

(Continued on page 4 of cover)



World round-up

SCOTLAND:

Scores of witnesses

The Dundee Courier and Ad-
vertiser for June 19 carried under
banner headlines, the following
report: “A  mystery object
streaked low across the sky in
East Scotland last night. It was
seen in Dundee and parts of
Angus and Perthshire. It created
such an impression on those who
saw it that dozens telephoned
the Courier office asking for an
explanation. The time was
approximately 10.35 p.m. Des-
criptions of the object varied.
But all reports agreed (a) that it
was travelling at tremendous
speed; (b) that it was flying low,
in a straight line from west to
east; (c) that it was noiseless;
and (d) that height and speed
remained constant.

“The first report telephoned in
by a member of the Courier staft
was of a brilliant white light
which looked like a ball with a
short tail, and only a few thou-
sand feet up. N

“It had appeared and dis-
appeared towards the river mouth
so quickly that T hadnt time to
draw anvone’s attention to it,” he
said.

“From a seat on Balgay Hill
it appeared to a Courier reader
and his wife as having a pinkish
head followed by a green tail.

“It covered the entire arc of
the sky within our vision in about
five seconds’, he said. T got the
impression it was some object
under control, from the way it
travelled at an even height and
speed. There was no way of tel-
ling the size’.

“A People’s Journal reporter
said the tail attracted his atten-
tion.

“Tt was long, and green and
orange in colour. I thought it
appeared to burn out over the
sea beyond Carnoustie—just like
a child’s rocket burning out’.

“The coastguard on duty at
Fifeness Coastguard Station had
a 20-second view of the object.

“‘It was travelling due east,
fairly high in the sky, and was
very bright until it disappeared
behind clouds. Nothing dropped
into the sea that I could see.

“If T had two guesses they
would be between a meteorite or
a burnt-out sputnik’, he added.

“ He first spotted the object at
exactly 10.38.

“‘It was bright to start off
with—that was roughly about
the Broughty Ferry direction

from here. It was an extremely
white light, with a long tail on
it. It was more like something
earthy than a meteorite.

“*Tt grew smaller and smaller,
and it had died into a red blob
before it disappeared into cloud
over the sea’.

“ At 10.37 p.m. the object was
seen from Forfar.

“An eye-witness said, ‘We
saw the projectile or satellite
coming from the west. As Forfar
is in a direct line with Barra we
assumed it was a Corporal missile
from the rocket range.

““The object appeared as a
point of green light with a red
tail flying noiselessly at a rela-
tively low height, heading in an
easterly direction’.

“The projectile was seen skim-
ming over Perth. Again it was
described as green with a red
tail, and flying low and silently.
When it passed across vision the
tail disappeared and it looked like
an aeroplane light.

“In the North of Angus Mr.
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of news

and comment
about recent
sightings

G. B. Rattray, Memus, said—
‘Tt was a very bright fluorescent
green, going from west to east,
and there seemed to be a long
black object a vard or two ahead
of the light. It was not very high
but was going at a fearful speed,
and there was no sound’.

“ Mr. Peter Gardiner, 15 Rose-
field Street, said he saw the object
from Lansdowne Place. He de-
scribed it as being white at the
front, green in the middle and
trailing a white plume behind it.
Mr. CGardiner made the time
about 10.35 p.m.

“ Another observer described it
as a bright red object with a
green tail travelling extremely
fast across the sky. He could see
it for about five or six seconds.

“When The Courier tele-
phoned R.A.F. Leuchars the
controller there said they had
had several reports, all of which
tallied with those from Dundee.
“They did not know what it
was, and were in the process of
co-ordinating all the information
received.

“In London the Air Ministry
had received no report of any-
thing strange.

“An official said they could
not ‘see how it could possibly
be a stray Corporal missile from
Barra.

“The range safety devices
would not allow it to get away.

“ It was suggested it might be
an aircraft fairly high up, with
the wind carrying away the
sound.

“Dundee Police first received
notification of the object in the
sky from a man in Ellengowan
Drive. He called the police to
say he had seen a low flying
object going past his window.



“ Fifteen minutes later came a
call from a woman in Graigie-
bank. She had seen a red light
flashing right in the middle of the
river. She was sure it was not a
buoy.

“The police alerted the life-
boat and police officers were sent
to investigate.”

ENGLAND :

Similar object over
North-East

The Journal, published at New-
castle upon Tyne on June 19
reported a similar object over
north-east England on the same
night as Scotland was visited
(June 18). All the descriptions
tallied as the reports flooded in.
Mr. M. F. Scott of Bavington
Drive, Fenham, Newcastle, who
saw the object as he was walking
throngh Blakelaw, said: “ It was
like a very bright star with a
brilliant tail on it. It was travel-
ling towards the coast and
seemed to be very low and mov-
ing parallel to the ground.” Mr.
James Jobe, a mechanical engi-
neer, said: “It seemed to be
about 10,000 feet up and travel-
ling at about 800 m.p.h. It had a
greenish body and a long silver
tail.” Mr. Charles White, of Fern
Drive, Bedlington, said he saw
the object while driving his
family home from the coast. His
description is well worth quoting
in full: “It was travelling at a
fantastic speed in a very clear
sky. It was only a few thousand
yards up. It was quite frightening
really — like  something  from
another planet.”

Mr. Derek Boyle said: “It
gave us quite a shock. I've never
believed in flying saucers before.
Now I'm not so sure.”

Although the Air Ministry
Department for  Unidentified
Flying Obijects said it may have
been a satellite re-entering the
earth’s atmosphere. Mr. Frank J.
Acfield, the Newecastle astro-
nomer, said it was “ 99 per cent.
certain to be a meteor.”

The London Times of June 19

added that one witness said he
saw what appeared to be a black
object a yard or two ahead of it.

It will be seen that the object,
or objects, seen over Scotland
and the north-east of England,
attracted the usual number of
diverse “ explanations,” but if the
evidence of the eve-witnesses are
accepted none of them fit. How-
ever, the newspapers finally
appeared to accept the meteor
explanation and another aerial
mystery was buried.

(Credit to Mr. W. R. Drake).

Seen in the South

The Unidentified Flying Object
seen in the North of England and
Scotland, may also have been
seen in the south. Mr. Arthur
Smith, of Holly Hill Crescent,
Bassett, Southampton, who was
returning home by car with his
wife from Winchester, said:
“ We had passed Chilworth cross-
roads and were approaching
Basset roundabout when we saw
a bright object—at first we
thought it was a bright shooting
star, a very large one—travelling
from west to east and in the sky
over the New Forest. It trailed
through the sky and then seemed
to explode. It disappeared. We
thought it was possibly a high-
flving aircraft which was in
trouble and which could have
exploded. It was much brighter
and bigger than an ordinary star
and there was this peculiar
bright flash at the end of it.”
Mr. Smith added that when he
and his wife reached home a few
minutes later, they saw what
appeared to be a trail of dark-
coloured smoke in the sky in the
same area. He telephoned the
police at Winchester but was told
there were no reports of an air-
craft in trouble.

No balloon

When UFOs are on the move
they are explained as meteors:
when they stand still, they be-
come balloons—according to the
experts. Or do they?

~ The London
for June 19
mystery  object
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Evening News
reported that a
was  sighted

stationary over Exeter Airport
for some considerable time.
Other reports mentioned that it
could be seen for well over an
hour. An official said: “It's been
seen on radar north-east of Fal-
mouth and we have had it under
observation for some time but
we still do not know what it is.
We think it is about 50,000 feet.
It’s shining brightly and appears
to be pretty big.” The airport
was inundated with calls from
people who had seen it.

This UFO was rather more
difficult to explain away. When
the Air Ministry was asked by
the newspapers for an explana-
tion they offered the balloon
theory as a suggestion and hinted
that it might have been released
by Bristol University. This “ ex-
planation ” was jumped at and
the Daily Mail for June 20 stated
that “sky-hook balloons are
launched from Bristol University
to radio back soundings from the
air.” Other papers followed like
sheep and another mystery was
as good as buried.

The FLYING SAUCER REVIEW,
however, telephoned  Bristol
University and was told that they
had not released such a balloon
for over a year—a fact that any
of the newspapers could have dis-
covered for themselves. There
was also another reason why the
mystery object could not have
been a balloon launched from
Bristol. Exeter is 70 miles south-
west of Bristol and reference to
the wind and weather charts for
June 19 all disclose that the wind
was blowing steadily from the
west during the whole period of
the observation. If it had been
a balloon it would have had to
have been launched from
America: in that case it would
not have reached Exeter. Nor
would it have stayed stationary
for over an hour in the face of a
15 miles per hour wind: it
would have passed over the town
in about 15 minutes.

This incident well illustrates
two points. It shows how anxious
authority is never to admit ignor-
ance and how careless newspapers
are in accepting official explana-
tions. The research undertaken
by FLYING SAUCER REVIEW re-



vealed the truth in a few minutes.
The various newspapers to whom
the facts were made known
preferred to ignore them and, as
a result, the public at large has
swallowed the balloon explana-
tion.

We wonder if it occurred to
the Exeter Airport Authorities or
to any nearby R.A.F. base to send
up a plane when the object was
a mere 50,000 feet up and take
a photograph of it at close quar-
ters. This possibility was not even
mentioned and the impression is
given that strange objects hover-
ing over our cities is a matter of
no moment. We do not believe
that the Exeter object was a
secret weapon (Russia is not
stupid enough to risk a secret
weapon being photographed at
close quarters, even if we are
stupid enough not to make the
attempt), but as the authorities
seemed determined never to
admit that a UFO could be inter-
planetary are we then to assume
that our country can be over-
flown with impunity? The author-
ities cannot have it both ways:
as the object was not a balloon
and couldn’t have been a hal-
lucination then there must have
been a spy in the air and vet
nobody seems to worry about the
state of our defences.

(This incident is also referred to
in our leading article).

All over the place

After the north-east of Eng-
land, Scotland, Southampton and
Exeter, reports poured in from
all over Great Britain concerning
the visitation last June. The
Manchester Evening News of
June 19 reported that a witness
living at Chorlton cum Hardy
said: “1 saw it quite distinctly
from my home. It seemed to zig-
zag, which suggested that it was
neither a shooting star nor an
aircraft.”

The South Wales Evening Post
on the same day quoted Mr.
Norman Williams of Gowerton as
saying that he saw the object
while motoring with his wife
from Llandilo towards Swansea
just before 11 p.m. The Coventry

Evening Express, also on June
19, mentioned that Mr. E. K.
Breakspear, a dental surgeon, had
seen the object at about 10.30
p.m. and described it as “a
bluish green light quite low down
in the sky.” The Belfast Tele-
graph carried yet another report.
Mr. R. W. Donaldson of 90
University Street, Belfast, said:
“While coming home last night
from Carlingford we were passing
Camber when 1 saw a brilliant
light in the sky passing overhead
in a clockwise direction. It was a
ball of fire with a tail about four
times the diameter of the ball.”
The Birmingham Mail (still []une
19) said that the object had been
seen over Balsall Common.

The epitaph on the events on
June 19 has an amusing aspect.
One or two newspapers, having
swallowed the official explana-
tions without another thought,
tried to apply the Exeter balloon
theory to the incidents elsewhere.
It was overlooked that no balloon
could have travelled at the speed
assigned to it—after all, the ob-
ject must have been pretty nippy
to get from Angus in Scotland
down to Southampton, looking in
on Belfast at more or less the
same time as well as paying a call
on South Wales.

Like a car headlamp

Mr. R. V. Pigney, an experi-
enced member of the Roval
Observer Corps, has sent us a
detailed report of a phenomenon
which occurred on the night of
June 30 from 9.50 to 10.10 p.m.
The sighting occurred above
Chadwell St. Mary, Grays, Essex.

At the times stated there was
a glorious sunset which Mr.
Pigney was observing when a
brilliant white light appeared for
about three seconds. It seemed
to be about the size of a car
headlamp about 200 yards away.
The light appeared six times at
different bearings but at the same
apparent height. The first five
sightings gave no indication of
movement and appeared off and
on. The sixth sighting appeared
as bright and held its brightness
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until it slowly faded away, giving
an impression of movement back
in a N.N.E. direction. Mr. Pigney
remarks that if what he saw were
navigation lights they would, be-
cause of the size and brilliance,
have been near and he would
have heard the plane and even
seen it against the light back-
ground. The fact that they were
a brilliant white and did not
flash destroys the theory of a
conventional aircraft. Landing
lights of this size would also have
meant that the plane would have
been very close.

Readers may like to compare
this sighting with that over Hert-
fordshire (see page 25) which
occurred on the same evening.

Essex again

The Essex County Standard of
July 7 carried the following re-
port which should be read in
conjunction with the sighting
related above: “ Was the strange
object that Mr. and Mrs. A. .
Watts, of Ryvelands, Elmstead
Market, saw in the sky on Friday
evening a flyving saucer? They
think that it was, and would like
to hear from anyone else who
saw it.

“‘Mr. Watts, who is a B.Sc,
told a reporter this week that he
and his wife saw a rather remark-
able phenomenon in the western
sky a little after 9.30 p.m.

“ ‘It was beginning to get dusk,’
he added, ‘but at a quite low
level were a pair of bright lights
close together. The remarkable
thing was that they were quite
stationary and remained so for
perhaps a minute before fading.

Faded rapidly

“‘Some minutes later they re-
appeared in, as far as one could
judge, identically the same spot.
Again there was no motion against
the sky, but after about a minute
they began to move towards the
north and rapidly faded. With the
brilliance gone, one could see a
dark object moving off in an arc
against the sky.

“ Mr. Watts said that with the
help of a friend—who claimed



to have seen the lights off
Colchester—he was able to esti-
mate that they were 18 to 20
miles from Elmstead Market just
beyond Halstead.

“*“The apparent length of the
object,” he went on, ‘was about
one-sixteenth of an inch on a
ruler held at arm’s length, which,
at this range, makes the object
250 feet long.

Globemaster comparison

“*T go to some trouble to men-
tion this careful measurement
because the Douglas Globemaster
is perhaps the biggest aircraft
which might have the same pro-
portions as the object seen, and
that has a length of only 127 feet.

“*“This would appear to me to
be an authentic unidentified flyin
object or “saucer,” and I woul
be very glad to hear from any
other reliable observers who saw
this object at closer quarters and
could therefore shed some light
on its nature.””

(Credit to our reader Mr. A.
Haughey).

Off Essex

The London Daily Mail for
July 7 printed the following
account of a mysterious incident
off the coast of Essex: “ A report
of an aircraft crashing into the
North Sea 20 miles from Walton-
on-the-Naze, Essex, started a big
air-sea search last night. Life-
boats were launched, cargo ships
directed and a Roval Navy mine-
sweeper sent to the scene to in-
vestigate. A helicopter also joined
1mn.

“But the R.A.F., the U.S. Air
Force, and Civil aviation authori-
ties said they had no planes
missing. The hunt was called off
after four hours. The report came
from the crew of a pilot cutter.
They radioed that they had seen
an object drop eight miles away.”

Shepperton saucer

On Thursday, May 25, be-
tween 10 and 10.30 p.m., Miss
Julia Cardoza,aged about 16 years,

of Shepperton, Middlesex, noticed
what appeared to be a brilliant
point of vellow light in the wes-
tern sky. As it came nearer and
lower she was able to see more
clearly the details of the object.
It appeared to resemble a rather
elongated bowler hat. The top
part, which was all she could
see at first, was glowing “like
an electric light bulb™ with a
vellow light. Below it was a very

dark portion, and round the edge
some “portholes ™ glowing with
a greeny-grey light. The object
made no sound at all. Finally, it
disappeared behind the roof of a
house opposite in a north-west-
erly direction. It travelled in
roughly a straight line from the
moment it was first observed until
it went out of sight.

The witness prepared the
sketch which we reproduce. Its
apparent size, estimated by the
witness, was 20-30 feet. Its dis-
tance from the witness was given
at 150-200 yards and its speed
at 20 m.p.h.

(Credit to Mr. Philip Heselton
who investigated).

Isle of Wight saucers

The Isle of Wight County Press
for July 8 carried the following
report: “On successive nights
(July 4 and 5) this week a strange
unidentified object has been seen
in the sky from Ryde and Sea-
view. An object was first sighted
by Mrs. C. Smith, of St. David’s,
John Street, Ryde, and her
daughter, Mrs. A. W. Taylor,
from the flat roof at Mrs. Taylor’s
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flat at 107 George Street, Ryde.
At 35 minutes past midnight on
Monday they were on the roof,
which commands a view over the
Solent, when Mrs. Smith saw a
row of five lights in the direction
of Seaview which looked like a
ship, but which Mrs. Taylor rea-
lised was in the sky. The object
came towards them, then stopped
at about eye level. It appeared
to have a top and base rather like
a hovercraft, and the whole base
emitted an orange light. Then it
disappeared at high speed “ faster
than any jet plane ” in the direc-
tion of Seaview, leaving behind
it a ring of smoke which dissolved
into a haze of light. Both Mrs.
Smith and Mrs. Taylor told the
County Press that the obiect
seemed to be controlled. They
had it under observation for
about 15 minutes, and what im-
pressed them was the complete
absence of noise. On the follow-
ing night Mrs. Smith and Mrs.
Taylor kept observation at the
same hour, but saw nothing be-
vond shooting stars.

“ Commander C. C. Mole, of
Iverley, Gully Road, Seaview,
had risen at 4 a.m. on Wednes-
day (July 5) when he saw some-
thing bright overhead in an
east-south-east direction and at
an elevation of 15 degrees. It had
the brilliance of a star of the first
magnitude and he and his wife
observed it through binoculars as
a shining white ball about the
size of a grapefruit. Commander
Mole told the County Press that
the object, which was very high
up, had a reddish colouration on
one side and emitted an occa-
sional white light. It appeared to
oscillate slightly, and at dawn
they lost sight of it. The following
night Commander Mole kept
observation and again saw the
object in approximately the same
position. He said he had an open
mind as to what it was.”

Mr. Leonard G. Cramp, author
of Space, Gravity and the Flying
Saucer, who lives in the Isle of
Wight, has undertaken a thor-
ough investigation into these
sightings and we hope to be able
to publish his report in our next
issue.



AUSTRALIA :

Silver-red object

The Dublin Evening Express
for June 6 reported in its stop
press as follows: “About 60
people watched a silvery-red
object, identified as either spheri-
cal or conical in shape, perform
what appeared to be aerobatics
in clear sky over Millaa Millaa,
Queensland yesterday. The ob-
ject was seen for 90 minutes. An
Australian Air Force plane was
sent to investigate, but the object
disappeared before the plane
arrived. Meteorological officers at
Cairns said it was unlikely that
the object was a weather bal-
loon.”

Bethungra saucer

Four men are absolutely con-
vinced that they saw a flying
saucer on June 13 near the
Bethungra railway station. They
are the assistant station master,
Mr. Tom Henshaw, of Junee, and
three members of a railway gang,
Mr. George Macdonald, Mr. Reg.
Seymour and Mr. Jack Lloyd of
Bethungra. Mr. Henshaw was the
first to spot the object: he
thought he heard the sound of a
low-flying aircraft and went out-
side to investigate. He described
what he saw as a glowing red
object in the sky travelling
across the station and adjoining
land at a height a little above the
telephone wires. As it moved it
created a series of “ whirly
winds 7 sucking up dust in large
clouds from any bare land. In
its path it went perilously close
to a lot of telephone lines and
they were tangled in the process.

Mr. Henshaw went back to the
station convinced, in his own
words, that he had been “ seeing
things ” and he specially noted
the time which was 3.35 p.m.
Not long afterwards the other
three men whose names are given
above went to the station to tell
him that they had had a similar
experience.

All four men describe the cir-
cular object as being about as
large as a dinner plate, glowing
red in colour with sparks shoot-

ing out and creating a noise as if
powered by a motor.

Other reports of strange objects
in the sky poured in the same
week from Gundagai, Canberra,
Atherton Tablelands, Goulburn
and Young. Several members of
a lamb-marking party at Toom-
pang saw strange objects in the
sky. One object left the first
object and went to the left of it:
later two others went to the right
and came back. These objects
which moved seemed to be round
but as a witness got nearer they
seemed to be V shaped. One of
the men said that a tennis ball
would have covered the big ob-
ject: all were agreed that it was
manufactured. They also said
that their experience was so un-
believable that if any one of them
had seen it alone, he “ would have
thought he was mad.”

Our reader Mr. Rodney Wes-
ten, who sent us the cutting
from the Junee Southern Cross
for June 19, also interviewed the
witnesses who added that the
object over Bethungra station
emitted a sound like a sreaming
whistle—much louder than that
of a jet engine. They were also
extremely puzzled by the fact
that when first seen it seemed to
be no higher than 40 or 50 feet,
but when it changed course it
managed to disappear over -the
Cootamundra Hills, about 800
feet above them, without appear-
ing to gather any extra height.

WEST AFRICA:

Saucer over the Sudan

On May 14, the British com-
mander of an East African Air-
ways Comet airliner said on
arrival at Nairobi that he and his
crew had seen a flying saucer
while flying across the Sudan the
day before. Captain R. A. Airs-
worth, 37, said he saw the saucer
just after dawn, not more than
50 ‘miles away, flying parallel
with his Comet. “ It was like a
very large green fire with a
shower of red sparks behind it,”
he declared. He called his navi-
gator, first officer and engineer
officer, who all saw the object
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and agreed that it was either a
flying saucer or an abandoned

satellite.
(See Madras Mail, May 14, 1961).

SOUTH AFRICA:

Unearthly noise over
Dundee

On April 28 Mr. and Mrs. A.
P. Chiole of the farm Sushara,
12 miles from Dundee, were
asleep when they were suddenly
awakened by what they des-
cribed as a “most unearthly
noise.” Mr. Chiole rushed out of
the house to see a bright object
with a fiery vapour trail pass over
his house, travelling at great
speed from west to east. He said
his dogs were so terrified that
one ran into a barbed-wire fence
while the others cowered on the
ground, whining. Two hours
later, Mr. Chiole said, “ the same
horrible, whistling noise ™ and
the same or a similar object fol-
lowing the same course passed
over the house, but this time at
a greater distance. He said that
this object appeared to have
lights and the ground trembled
as the object passed.

(See Natal Witness, April 29,
1961).

George sees mystery
object

On April 11 three residents of
George were mystified to see an
object which they considered was
a parachute descending from the
sky in the vicinity of Hansmoes-
kraal and Pacaltsdorp, a farming
area and Coloured township
about seven miles from George.
Dr. and Mrs. L. P. Bruins, of
George, were motoring in the
direction of these two areas last
evening when their daughter,
Anne-Marie, who was in the car
with them, drew their attention
to an object in the sky.

In the misty weather they
formed the opinion that it was
a parachute with something
dangling below it which they
could not identify. It disappeared



MAIL BAG

Correspondence is invited from our readers, but they are
asked to keep their letters short. Unless letters give ghe
sender’s full name and address (not necessarily for publi-
cation) they cannot be considered. The Editor would like
to remind correspondents that it is not always possible
to acknowledge every letter personally so he takes this
opportunity of thanking all who write to him.

An Angel Unawares

Sir,—Owing to the fact that
it was necessary to condense the
account of my experiences in the
article “ An Angel Unawares?”,
many details were omitted which
might have answered the ques-
tions asked by Sir John Simeon
(Mail Bag, May-June issue).

Although I have never given
it much thought, I suppose that
the reason the healing of the
voung lad went unnoticed was
due to the fact that the atten-
dants, the M.P’s. and 1 were the
only ones who had seen him
when he was brought into the
hospital in such bad shape the

previous night. The attendants
were, of course, on night shift
and T don’t imagine that they

were around at the breakfast
hour.
The second question asking

the object of the “angel ” guid-
ing me to Cement is not so easily
answered. I hesitate to attempt
to explain in such a short space.
The answer may be found in
Pietro Di Donato’s book Christ
in Concrete.

“If the ‘Angel’ was in fact a
‘Spaceman’, why did he not
occupy  himself with more im-
portant matters than the above?”
A good question and I might say
that T have often asked it myself.

I am sure that he did, but 1 have
no way of knowing.

I did not question the two
attendants in the hospital for the
simple reason that I could not get
up enough courage to approach
them about it. I could add that 1
had the feeling that I should not
question them but this does not
make much sense perhaps. 1 do
believe, however, that there are
times when we have a sixth
sense about such things.

I do not believe that I have
any “ facility 7 in sighting UFOs.
I wish I did! I admit I certainly
have seen more than my share
and I cannot explain why, other
than than to say that I have spent

behind some trees after they had
kept it in view for some minutes,
Mrs. Bruins said the parachute
appeared to be almost trans-
parent and appeared to have
black dots on it. About 25 min-
utes after the Bruins family had
seen this object an aeroplane was
heard flying over George.

(See Pretoria News, April 12,
1961).

SOUTHERN RHODESIA :

Mystery stars

The Evening Standard of Salis-
bury, Southern Rhodesia, carried
the following report in its issue

of May 3: “Three people in
Salisbury saw stars last night.
They are convinced that the
moving lights they saw in the
sky were not true stars—but
unidentified flying objects. Mr.
A. L. Cockcroft, 75 Malvern
Road, Malvern, said his wife
called him to look at a moving
star at about 8 o'clock last night.
‘T said nonsense. Five minutes
later she called me again and
said it was moving steadily to-
wards the west. I went out to
have a look’, said Mr. Cockeroft.

““There was bright moonlight
and a clear sky. I could hardly
see normal stars. But this reddish
bright light, like a big star, moved
slowly and regularly from east to
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west towards the horizon. Some-
times the light would go off and
then on again. Sometimes it
moved left or right, but kept on
towards the west’.

“ He and his wife watched the
light for about two hours. Then
they saw a second bright red
light hanging in the west and
then move towards the horizon.
Both lights blinked on and off.
The movements were irregular
but the two lights moved steadily
westward.

“‘1 was scared we were seeing
things’, Mr. Cockcroft said. ‘So 1
called a neigbour to see them.
He is Mr. C. Fraser of 76 Mal-
vern Road. He saw the lights
distinctly’.”



a great deal of time looking for
them. Before 1 heard of UFOs
I don’t suppose that I looked up
at the sky very often. We spend
most of our time occupied with
what takes place here below.
Perhaps if we looked up we
might see many signs in the
heavens.

I am grateful that my tears
excited no comment. I do not
generally show my feelings to
that degree in public. T know
that if I ever underwent another
experience of that sort 1 would
most likely react in the same
manner.

I would like to thank the
Editor and publishers of the
FLYING SAUCER REVIEW for their
kindness in printing the article.
I hope that in some way it will
help to complete the picture.—
Allan W. Edwards, Carmel, Calif-
ornia.

Brickbat

Sir,—As an early subscriber to
FLYING SAUCER REVIEW I am very
surprised, to say the least of it,
to read your widely speculative
EditorialT “A War of the
Worlds?”

For the sake of our magazine’s
good name in the many circles in
which it is said to circulate, it is
surely of the utmost importance
that ~its Editorials should be
rational above all else.

I have felt for some time now
that F.S.R. has been indulging
in too much fancy and not
enough fact. It may not, of
course, be your fault that its
columns have had to contain an
increasing number of articles of
questionable merit, but do please
keep the quality of your Editorials
at a level which will command
respect.—Mrs. Gordon Clemet-
son, East Lodge, Groombridge,
Kent.

(Our reader implies that she
is in possession of facts of which
we are unaware. If so, we shou
be very pleased indeed if she
would supply them for publica-
tion, Until our knowledge is
absolute on this subject, theories
cannot be excluded as specula-

tion is an accepted method of
dealing with the mysterious. Our
columns are always open to
critics who consider that we, or
our contributors, have been irra-
tional, but this letter contains
assertions unsupported by argu-
ment—Editor).

Bouquet

Sir,—I wish to thank you for
the current (July-August) number
of FLYING SAUCER REVIEW which
is a remarkable one indeed.

Dr. Finch’s article must be one
of the most important saucer
writings yet to appear and to-
gether with his letter takes the
subject a decided step forward.

Is there a possibility that Dr.
Fontes will be Fersuaded to ex-
pand his articles and publish
them in book form? What would
be the result if his analysis pat-
tern were applied to the French
sightings of 1954? How about
the formation of an internaional
team to study and correlate the

orthotenic pattern around the
world?

I would be most happy if we
could have a regular feature from
Mr. Creighton giving us a sum-
mary of articles in the Russian
press on space travel, life on
other worlds etc.—(Rev.) Robert
A. Nelson, Churchtown, Dublin.

(Our reader’s suggestions have
been carefully noted. Gordon W.
Creighton is to contribute fur-
ther articles on the Russian
reactions to space travel and
extra-terrestrial  intelligences —
Editor).

Contact claims

Sir,—The Editor states in
FLYING SAUCER REVIEW (May-
June, 1961, page 2) that Major
Keyhoe and NICAP will be un-
successful in their attempt to dis-
prove the U.S. Air Force claim
that flying saucers are merely
misinterpreted phenomena unless
they accept the contact claims as
valid. Perhaps it has never occur-
red to the Editor that there is
not a single reason to believe
these yarns.
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The reality of Unidentified
Flying Objects has been proven
beyond question through ortho-
teny, radar-visual  sightings,
physical evidence, etc., etc., but
the validity of the contact claims
rests only in the testimony of the
“ contactees " themselves. It is
interesting to note that all con-
tact claimants have used their
alleged experiences for monetary
gain.

The truth has never been
found by accepting lies.—Jerome
Clark, Box 1, Canby, Minnesota,
U.S.A.

(Mr. Jerome Clark has not read
our comments carefully enough. We
did not ask NICAP 1o accept any or
all of the contact claims as valid.
What we suggested was thar they
should be investigated with an open
mind and, indeed, we have offered ro
print in this REVIEW any well-
documented exposure of a fraudu-
lent claim. The fact that flying
saucers have been proved by ortho-
teny etc, is irrelevant because the
public at large remains either :fnar-
ant of Michel's testimony or indiffer-
ent to it, and we suggested that
proof of a landing could be much
more convincing. Furthermore, the
REVIEW has printed a suggestion
from Dr. Finch (see Mail Bag,
July-August issue) whereby landing
claims could be tested in a practical
manner. To dismiss all contact
claims as fraudulent is not a reliable
method of investigation. On what
authority does Mr. Clark assert that
“ there is not a single reason to be-
lieve these yarns”? Even if it were
true (which it is not) that all con-
tactees have used their alleged ex-
periences for monetary gain, why
should a reward for writing or lec-
turing be regarded as proof of dis-
honesty?—Editor.)

Through a glass darkly

Sir,—It has generally been
accepted that the late Sir Harold
Spencer-Jones, former Astronomer
Royal, did not acknowledge the
existence of Flying Saucers and
would have burieg the subject:
he is said to have regarded the
whole question as tiresome.

In 1957 I attended a lecture by
Sir Harold on “ The Geophysical
Year.” The occasion was at a
luncheon club and about a hun-
dred people were present. After
and excellent and interesting talk,



which ranged over the various
aspects of collecting and com-
bining information on geophysics
and meteorological phenomena,
he asked for questions. With the
reluctance of one who hates

making a fool of himself in public

I said, “ Was it ever suggested
that information about Unidenti-
fied Flying Objects should be
collected and pooled?”, to which
he quickly said, “No.” 1 then
asked if he would tell us any-
thing about theories concerning
UFOs, frequently called Flying
Saucers, and he replied that he
had nothing to say on the subject,
and that he did not consider the
subject merited research—or
words to that effect. 1 made one
more effort: we all considered
him a most distinguished Scien-
tist and as such would he not be
prepared to admit that strange
" things ” had been observed and
that, therefore, could we expect
some guidance from him as to
what they might be. There was a
very awkward and indeed an
embarrassing pause and he said
quietly, “ All I can say is that we
now see through a glass darkly.”
So far as I can remember those
were his actual words, and 1 had
the impression that I had touched
a sensitive spot. I could not pur-
sue the matter further, much as
I should have wished to do so, as
I was a guest of the Club and I
did not want to embarrass my
host. Afterwards I met Sir Harold
and we talked of other things.—
Gilbert S. Inglefield, London,
S.W.1.

Cedric Allingham

Sir,—In your July-August issue
vou print a letter enquiring for
the whereabouts of two missing
contact claimants. Might I also
ask if there has been any further
news of Cedric Allingham? 1
know that he is supposed to have
died in a Swiss sanatorium, but
considerable doubt has7%ast on
this. Would it not be possible to
discover some friend or relative
of his who could tell us more
about him? He lectured, 1 be-
lieve, at Tunbridge Wells and

Prasen
there must be at least one among
his audience who spoke to him
and who may have gathered
some details of his private life.
After all, his photograph ap-
peared in his book, Flying Saucer
from Mars, and he is supposed to
have been a thriller writer under
another name. 1 do not find his
death quite so mysterious as the
fact that he appears to have gone
through life without having left
any traces. I would like to sug-
gest a search for people who
knew him well and then to ask
them what really happened to
him. We are much too inclined,
I feel, to let our chances slip and
to allow old mysteries to fade
instead of pursuing them. I feel
there is a lot more even now to
be discovered about Cedric
Allingham. — Henry Barron,
Ipswich.

(We agree with reader Barron's
comment that we are much too in-
clined to let matters rest where con-
tact claims are involved. We have
repeatedly called for a more
thorough investigation. Even if the
claims are proved to be fraudlent,
the research would not be wasted for
the ground would at least be cleared
of some weeds, We have also
insisted that accusations of dis-

honesty are not in themselves
enough.—Editor.)

A wide response

Sir,—I thought you might like
to know that in response to my
personal column advertisement
in the May-June issue of the
FLYING SAUCER REvViEw [ had
replies from Switzerland, Italy,
Holland, the United States of
America as well as the United
Kingdom.

It would appear that the maga-
zine has a wur]id-wide readership.
—L. H. Navier, 19 Ormon(ie
Avenue, Hull.

The Planet Venus

Sir,—Soviet News No. 4466
dated May 13, 1961, contains a
Russian claim to have established
by means of radio ray rebounds,
the true length of the day of
Venus (or its rotation period)
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which they say is about equal to
ten earth days of 24 hours each.
But they add that it could ac-
tually be eleven earth days if the
axis of rotation of Venus is per-
pendicular, or nine earth days if
the axis of rotation of Venus is
inclined. — Walter Firminger,
10b Canterbury Road, Ashford,
Kent,

Venus and Adamski

Sir,—There is a remarkable
confirmation in astronomer
Firsoff’s article on the Venusian
atmosphere of the information
George Adamski gave me during
my visit in 1954.

Adamski said that the reason
we had not spotted a breathable
atmosphere on Venus very simi-
lar to our own was that our
methods of observation simply
were not good enough. His “ visi-
tors 7 had told him that once we
succeeded in getting our in-
struments above our atmosphere
(such as was practically achieved
by the U.S. stratospheric balloon)
we would get a much truer pic-
ture and be surprised to discover
how alike the two planets were,
atmospherically. The * visitors”
also told him that the Venusian
day was slightly shorter than our
own, and that the general tem-
perature was a little hotter but
with less extremes of climate than
on Earth,

He also spoke of Venus having
a " firmament,” a protective layer
in the higher atmosphere which
shielded it from a number of
harmful rays. If I recall correctly,
he said that this was one of the
causes of Venusian longevity. At
the time I confess I felt this
sounded rather cranky, but, on
reflection, I feel he was referring
to the thick CO, layer described
by Firsoff.

Altogether, Firsoff's article is
an astounding confirmation. But
then I suppose it was to be expec-
ted. For who better would know
what the Venusian air consisted
of than the people who actually
live there?—Desmond Leslie, 36
South Lodge, Grove End Road,
London, N.W.8.
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