South Africa

Was it a Landing at Silverton?
BY ED PITLO AND EDGAR SIEVERS

The police had brought the clamps down fairly
early and, at long last, closed their case in a dejected
mood. “We have our doubts,” were the parting
words which Ed got out of them—doubts not in the
positive sense that their disbelief in the existence of
flying saucers were shaken, but doubts as to the
substance of the story which two members of the
Police Force had to tell. Our own investigations—
as far as we could carry them—confirm the sub-
stance to such an extent that there is no doubt about
a very close sighting. Whether the UFO really did
land on a road a couple of miles east of Pretoria
cannot be established.

Two young members of the South African Police
Force had been out in their patrol van shortly after
midnight on the 16th September, 1965. Their task
did not take them long and, having been called back
via radio, they started on their return journey to the
station at Silverton, a fair-sized suburb east of
Pretoria. Through it leads the main artery to the
east, but at this time of the night and on that parti-
cular stretch all traffic had ceased.

At a point about 34 miles east from Silverton, the
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road follows a slight elevation, then dips again for
another mile. Coming up over the rise and tra-
velling fast, the two constables, John Lockem and
Koos de Klerk, were surprised to see a fire burning
in the middle of the road, some distance ahead of
them.

At the same time, something which they later
described as resembling a flying saucer shot up into
the sky, above the fire and away from them. This
took only seconds and occurred during their final
approach while slowing down. They were thus able
to discern the shape of the UFO. It was like a
spinning top, and a shaft of light was emitted from
underside that appeared to them as a jet exhaust.
There was no noise.

As the object receded into the night north of
Silverton, they followed its light for quite some time.
In the meantime, the flames on the tarmac had died
down. Investigation disclosed that the greater part
of a spot which had been drenched by some unidenti-
fiable liquid material, had been burning, Nothing
else could be seen, heard or detected. Baffled, they
continued on their way and reported the incident at

CAUSED BY A UFO:
Unsolvable Riddle

The patch in middle of
the road 3 miles east of
Silverton, parts of which
burnt inexplicably.
Facing east a car is
coming up and over the
rise the same way as the
police patrol van did



their station.

It is understandable that under the circumstances
both men presumed a close connection to exist
between the UFO and this peculiar fire. Their early
answers lay in this direction and a section of the
press —though giving welcome publicity to the
saucer question generally—eagerly grabbed at what
looked like a sensational scoop and decidedly over-
played the more mysterious features.

Later probing showed that all the constables were
prepared to say was that the object was ‘shooting
up’ the moment they saw it. Thus it was impossible
to state whether the UFO had been hovering or had
actually alighted, and whether its position was be-
yond the fire or over and above the area of com-
bustion. As for the rest of the story there is no
doubt, since the two constables told us they would
never divert from what they had seen and reported,
come what may. UFOs had been reported in the
Pretoria area that night as well as farther away, and
when we confronted Lockem with photographic
UFO evidence, he spontaneously exclaimed: “So,
dan bestaan hulle tog!"—so, they do exist after all!
Out of approximately fifteen illustrations of various
types of UFOs shown to Lockem for identification,
he immediately and without hesitating pointed to
the “spinning top” type illustration.

The tantalising questions were (and those question
marks will, unfortunately, remain): was it a landing?
did the ship jettison fuel or other inflammable
material? If so, was it ignited by a jet exhaust,
inadvertently? Was something deliberately burnt
or destroyed? If so, why, and why on the road?
So as not to burn the dry grass veldt next to it?
Or did the flames originate from some terrestial
cause? Who spilled petrol or oil on the road and
how did it ignite when the policemen should have
noticed some vehicle or people ahead of them—
but didn’t?

The various points
follows: —

1. A thorough investigation by senior officers of
the Force does not seem to have unearthed any
further information of importance (see again the
final answer to Ed.).

2. Since the Council for Scientific and Industrial
Research is stationed nearby, samples from the
burnt area were readily taken. The official hand-

can be summed up as

out said “that the dark stains and heat marks on
the tarmac could have been caused by the ignition
of an inflammable material—such as petrol. There
were no signs of any blast effects such as could be
caused by a rocket or jet exhaust. . .”

3. Indeed, the heat generated could not have been
very high. Press reports conveyed the impression
that the asphalt must have been fiercely burning,
when actually the road here is in such a condition
that the granite gravel is showing and the fine surface
long worn away. Likewise, the strip of white paint
was only slightly discoloured by soot and smoke,
while the asphalt in general did not give off soot or
carbon, which would have been a clear indication
that the asphalt actually burnt off the road. The
general picture showed the tar and asphalt still to
be present and sticking to the granite gravel.

4. No analysis of the ‘liquid’ which, as can be
seen from the photograph, ran off towards the side
of the road, could be or had been made. According
to appearance and judging by the way the sand be-
tween the stones had absorbed it, the liquid must
have been oily. It seemed as if part of the patch
did release a smell of light diesel oil, but this may
have been an illusion.

5. Upon Ed’s instigation, the spot was tested for |
radioactivity, with negative results. This, neverthe-
less, brought a minor success inasmuch as Ed’s
suggestions led to the following wording in the |
official releases (our italics): “In cases of flying ob-
jects or meteorites landing in the United States there
have always been traces of radioactivity. In this ‘
case there is no trace. . .”

6. As any terrestrial cause of the fire could not
be proved and as the policemen had not seen any-
body ahead of them, thc possibility cannot be ex-
cluded that there was indeed a connection between |
the UFO, the patch and the fire. This possibility ‘

should be filed for future reference should there
occur a similar incident.

7. Once again the reporting of details by the press
has been so inaccurate and misleading that great
care should be taken by UFO researchers when
taking extensive cases on record without having been |
in the position to check details themselves. As with |
general press reporting so, too, with UFO cases
accuracy remains an ideal—ever before them, seldom ‘
reached.

NICAP

NATIONAL INVESTIGATIONS COMMITTEE ON AERIAL PHENOMENA OF
WASHINGTON, D.C.,, US.A.

founded by Major Donald Keyhoe
Members of this organisation receive the bi-monthly bulletin The UFO Investigator.
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JACQUES VALLEE’'S NEW BOOK

CHALLENGE TO SCIENCE

will be published by the Henry Regnery Company,

114 W. lllinois Street, Chicago, lllinois, 60610 U.S.A.

Neville Spearman Ltd. plan to issue a British edition
in March 1967

AN IMPORTANT NEW BOOK

Other Worlds Than Ours
by C. Maxwell Cade

is now on sale. A review will appear in our
November/December issue.
Published at 30s. by
MUSEUM PRESS
39 Parker Street, London W.C.2.

APRO

Aecrial Phenomena Research Organisation

The first in the field, founded by
Mr. and Mrs. Lorenzen in 1952

An outstanding list of qualified consultants and

advisers underlines the scientific approach of this

organisation. Coral Lorenzen edits the bi-monthly

APRO Bulletin. She is the author of that excellent book
The Great Flying Saucer Hoax

Details from:

APR.O, 3910 E. KLEINDALE ROAD,
TUCSON, ARIZONA, 85716, US.A.

TELL YOUR FRIENDS ABOUT
FLYING SAUCER REVIEW :

The journal with the International outlook

WORLD-WIDE REPORTS — EXPERT COMMENT — ARTICLES BY THE LEADING
WRITERS ON UFO TOPICS — REGULAR CONTRIBUTORS INCLUDE . . ..
Aimé Michel — Gordon Creighton — Jacques Vallée — C. Maxwell Cade

Antonio Ribera —_

Jerome Clark —

Luis Schdnherr

By Subscription: £1 8s. 0d. per annum (£] 10s. Od. overseas. U.S.A. and Canada $4.50)

Write to:

49a KINGS GROVE, PECKHAM, LONDON, SE.15, ENGLAND




HIGHLIGHTS FROM RECENT BACK
NUMBERS OF FLYING SAUCER REVIEW

1963
March/April
THE CENSORS AT WORK
How the Air Ministry dealt with
Alex Bir:

November/December
RECENT DEVELOPMENTS IN
ORTHOTENY
by Jacques Vallée

1964
January/February
SAUCERS OVER SOUTHAMPTON
by Peter J. Kelly

May/June
THE COSFORD UFO

* July/August
THE MENZEL-MICHEL
CONTROVERSY
by Jacques Vallée

September/October
SPINDLE IN THE SKY

1965
November/December
THE VALENSOLE AFFAIR
by Aimé Michel

1966
March/April
THE CAPPOQUIN SIGHTING
(with photograph)
by Charles Gibbs-Smith

May/June
VALENSOLE—FURTHER DETAILS
by Aimé Michel

July/August
THE STRANGE CASE OF
THE 1897 AIRSHIP

by Jerome Clark

September/October
EVEN MORE AMAZING ...
Serialised version of the A. V. Boas
statement (see also in previous
issue)

Other issues in this period now out of print. Several other numbers prior to March
1963 are still available

“Published by Flying Saucer Service Ltd., 21 Cecil Court, W.C.2. and printed in Great Britian
by Powis Printers Ltd. London, W.11.



