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The Lesson of Cosford

WHILE this REVIEW would not claim that the Cosford landing—or

non-landing—of an unidentified flying object last winter was
anything approaching a classic sighting, its aftermath proved highly
significant and instructive. The FLYING sAUCER REvVIEw decided that,
whatever the facts, the Cosford Affair possessed certain features that
should be probed relentlessly. As the Air Ministry was involved at an
early stage it was unlikely that we should be able to arrive at the truth—
as we managed to in the Charlton Crater affair last year—but the real
object of our exercise was to test the Ministry’s reactions by persistent
questioning.

The issue at stake, after a number of letters had passed, was no
longer a question as to whether a flying saucer had been seen, but a
matter of dispute between two individuals., One of them was Mr.
Wilfrid Daniels who investigated on the spot on behalf of, among others,
the FLYING sAUCER REVIEW: the other was a Church of England
Chaplain, Flight Lieutenant Henry whom Mr. Daniels met by
accident at Albrighton, near Cosford, last February. Readers of our
March-April issue will recall that, according to Mr. Daniels, the padre
stated that two boy apprentices, who were “not drunk and are quite
sane and sensible” became scared when they saw “what you would
take for a flying saucer...down on the ground. Asthey watched it a
trapdoor in the upper part slowly opened.” The padre’s account went
on to tell how the boys then ran for cover and alerted the camp.

After questioning Cosford direct and having received half a dozen
varying “‘explanations” the whole matter was referred to a Mr. B. E.
Robson of the Air Ministry in Whitehall. It had apparently been
decided, we know not by whom, that a single explanation should be
adopted. Let us state quite clearly that this explanation may be
sincerely believed in. It is possible that those who hold that the flying
saucers do not and cannot exist must seek some alternative explana-
tion and come to accept it. However that may be, the explanation
given was that the two boy apprentices had insome way or other
misled their elders. No, it was not exactly a joke we were told. One
of our readers, who also wrote to the Air Ministry, was told that the
affair did not really amount to a hoax. It was “high spirits””. On the
telephone this reader had been answered with a “you know what boys
are”” approach. It was only when she replied that she didn’t that her
questions were referred to the Air Ministry in London.

The FLYING sAUCER REVIEW, which had listed the various explana-
tions given and had asked which one was to be regarded as official, was
finally told that “nothing at all”” had happened. This, of course, was a
semantic evasion: a hoax, or something not quite a hoax, is an incident
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and it had already been explained that it was this
“incident” that had caused the rumour in the
locality of a saucer landing. It was reassuring,
however, to know that no action was being taken
against the two boys, one of whom, by the way, is
called Ian Jones.

It was at this stage that we left the flying saucer
to look after itself, and we concentrated our guns
on Flight Lieutenant Henry. Having received the
Air Ministry’s assurance that there was no censor-
ship, we wrote immediately to the Padre giving
him the good news and asking him if he would now
clear the whole matter up once and for all by
letting us have his own story. We were quite
prepared for a reply to the effect that he had been
misled by the two boys, but no answer was received.
Subsequently, we learned that our letter had been
referred to the Air Ministry in London.

In answer to one of our letters pinpointing the
Padre’s alleged statements to Mr. Wilfrid Daniels
we were told that this was based on a misunder-
standing, but how such a misunderstanding could
possibly have arisen over words so definite and
unequivocal was not explained. In the meanwhile,
Mr. Daniels, quite understandably, wrote to the Air
Ministry protesting at the implied slur on his
veracity, and repeated his original conversation
with the padre. Those who may be inclined to say
that it is one man’s word against another’s should
be reminded that this is not so. It is one man’s
word against a third party and for that reason alone
we must accept the direct testimony of a witness of

sound character and reputation.

What we have learned from Cosford is this.
There is and there is not a censorship on the sub-
ject of flying saucers. Our readers are free to
investigate and to publish the results of their
investigations in the press or over the air. With
regard to R.A.F. personnel, however, the censor-
ship is strict. They are not allowed to talk to
civilians or to the press concerning unusual in-
cidents that take place at their stations. Whether
flying saucers are specifically included in the list of
subjects that may not be voiced we do not know.
We suggest that they could be included in a general
embargo upon any event that occurs. In our
previous issue we quoted Colonel Wigg’s list of
innocuous happenings that were held to be taboo.

According to Mr. Wilfrid Daniels, whose word
we accept, Flight Lieutenant Henry (whose name,
by the way, Mr. Daniels did not disclose; it was
discovered independently by the review) foretold
that security would clamp down on the Cosford
issue and that it would be more than his job was
worth to talk openly about it. Was Flight Lieu-
tenant Henry silenced? What we can say is that
the most curious incident of all is the fact that the
one man who could have disposed of the whole
matter and saved the Air Ministry and the
REVIEW a very lengthy correspondence has not
once put pen to paper to repudiate the conversation
which Mr. Wilfrid Daniels swears took place and
which he faithfully recorded. Our readers can,
and no doubt will, draw their own conclusions.

CHANGE OF ADDRESS

The FLYING SAUCER REVIEW has been obliged to
change its address again. Our new address is now:

c/o Mr. CLACKSON
72-78 FLEET STREET
LONDON, E.C4.
Telephone: FLEet Street 2626




GLOBAL ORTHOTENY

New Pitfalls
by Dr. Donald H. Menzel

Aimé Michel, in the May-June, 1963, issue of the FLY/NG SAUCER REVIEW, briefly
announced that “local”” Orthotenic alignments previously discovered could be
extended so as to constitute great world circle lines. Dr. Donald Menzel now
attacks this concept and also criticises the further developments in orthotenic
research surveyed by Jacques Vallée in the November-December, 1963, issue.
Jacques Vallée replies in the article that follows Dr. Menzel's.

JACQ_UES VALLEE has presented some more

statistics designed to provide further evidence in
favour of the Straight-Line Theory. The study
purports to derive formulas for calculating the
great circles supposed to represent global orthoteny.
Let T be the longitude at which the great circle
intersects the equator and u the inclination of that
circle to the equator. Then a point on that circle,
with longitude Lz and latitude @1, conforms to the

equation.
sin(T—Li)=cotu tan ®i........ (1)

This equation has two unknowns, T and u. Hence
two points, giving two equations, serve to deter-
mine the great circle.

If, instead of 2, we have N points lying on or
close to the line, the extra N-2 equations are
redundant. Alternatively, we may find some way
of averaging the points to derive the best possible
great circle. Vallée applies the method of Least
Squares for this purpose.

He makes the following substitutions:
tan @

Xt and yi=tan Li:
cos Lt
...... (2)
cot u
A= — -and B=cos T
cos T
Then equation (1) becomes:
Vi—=AX~=B =1t 0. . tineiilainied (3)

where tz is the error if xi and yi do not lie exactly
on the great circle.

This formula, however, gives artificially high
weight to points near Li=90° for which both
the tangent and the reciprocal of the cosine go to
infinity. I am sure that Vallée did not intend to
give undue weight to the U.S. observations. His
equations also give unduly high weight to observa-
tions from high latitudes.

To avoid both pitfalls, I should proceed as
follows. Let
sin ®i=—ai; cos Qi cos Li=bi; cos ®isin Li=ci

— gin'T tan =X cos T tan u=Y" ... . 0. (4)
Then, the equivalent of (3) is:
=10t X+t Yoiooininvans (5)
and the sum of the squares of the errors becomes
N N
S=2 ti2=2 (ai+bi X + catY)2...... (6)
gl niss]

Differentiating, to get the minimum of S, we have
&S

=2 Z (ai+bt X+4+c1 Y) bi=0
X

58S
—=2 Z (ai+bi X+ci Y) ci=0
8Y

We thus get two simultaneous equations to solve
for X and Y, as follows:
XZ biz24+Y Zbici+ = a: hif()?

X 2 bici+YZE ciz+ T ai ci=0)

These equations apply for any value of the
latitude or longitude. A slightly different set will
be necessary when the inclination is nearly 90°.
These equations are certainly preferable to those
given by Vallée. However, the applicability of
least squares to the problem is somewhat doubtful.
For least squares to work, the errors, ti, must be
truly random. We have no assurance that this is so.
For example, a random distribution would result
if we used the line as a target and established the
stations by throwing a dart. Nevertheless, as I have
previously noted (earlier article), the global
orthotenists will get the shock of their lives when
they use these equations in a truly global sense.

For a short arc like the Bavic line, the equations



are not sensibly different. But Michel has claimed
that certain sightings in Brazil, Argentina, New
Guinea and elsewhere are extensions of the Bavic
line. I predict that the errors will be enormous
when one tries to put a great circle through all the
sightings.

Vallée further states that the distances between
selected stations, divided by selected integers, give

approximately the same figure. This new claim, in
my opinion, is no more convincing than the other
orthoteny “proofs”. Experienced statisticians well
know that, when a person starts to search for such
relations, he can always find them, even in a series
of purely random numbers. The streets of Las
Vegas and Monte Carlo are paved with the hopes
of gamblers who have had similar illusions.

THE MENZEL-MICHEL CONTROVERSY
Some further thoughts

”~
by Jacques Vallee
TRANSLATION BY

G. . “I‘\"- .

CREIGHTON

The author of this article is well known to readers of the FLY/NG SAUCER
REVIEW. Jacques Vallée's scientific background is considerable and varied. He is
a specialist in the field of electronic computers and is therefore well qualified to
survey the statistics of Orthoteny and to draw authoritative conclusions. This
article was received by the Editor on April 24, 1964.

THIS article is intended to serve two purposes:
first, to answer Dr. Menzel’s discussion of the
method we have introduced for the computation of
great circles and some attempts that were made to
determine a fundamental interval along one of
Michel’s lines. Second, to clarify some points in
the Menzel-Michel controversy which fall in the
field of application of a method we have just
recently developed and programmed for an IBM
computer and which gives new indications about
the statistical significance of the lines.

The first point is a purely unemotional, rational
issue. This is not a discussion about the reality of
the “objects’ responsible for the reports, but a dis-
passionate debate in which very simple facts (the
position of the observers on the ground) are
examined : these points can be plotted on a map,
their distances measured. Besides, no important
discovery is at stake: never have I presented my
“interval”* as anything other than an amusing
phenomenon, and I have made no attempt to
prove that chance alone could not explain it: Dr.
Menzel does not either.

Methods to tabulate the great circles have been
developed. But at no point in our article will Dr,
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Menzel find any allusion to the sightings in Brazil,
Argentina or New Guinea, on which we have at the
present time no real information, since their co-
ordinates are unknown. The method we indicated
has only been applied in a systematic fashion to
French sightings of 1954. When it comes to the
Bavic line, it certainly gives peculiar results. Of
course, all it means is that six French towns are on a
straight line (more precisely, on an arc of great
circle) and obey a certain distribution with a cer-
tain precision. This does not prove or disprove
that a material object of an unknown nature is the
cause of the observed manifestations, but, if con-
firmed, it would indeed be a new indication in
favour of the Straight-Line Theory and this per-
spective makes the hypothesis proposed in Michel’s
book worth investigating.

Precise French sightings

In order to check the predictions made about
Global Orthoteny by Michel, one should introduce
a system of weights, taking into account the pre-,
cision with which the co-ordinates of each sighting
are known, the number and reliability of the wit-
nesses, etc. The equations we have presented



could easily be modified to allow such a system to be
introduced. However, we have found the informa-
tion on the basic data insufficient for such a refine-
ment to prove of significant value. We have
limited our study to precise French sightings (in
which case both indeterminacies mentioned by Dr.
Menzel do not have to be taken into account;
besides, he is obviously aware of the fact that great
circles presenting values of u or T close to 90° can
be found automatically and handled through
separate approximations by the computer).

The Least Squares Method

If the descriptions made by the witnesses are all
to be attributed to optical illusions and errors, then
we should expect the points to be distributed at
random on the French territory if we neglect the
influence of the density of population, as can be
done in the case of Bavic, and we can make the
natural hypothesis that the errors are random: the
Least Squares Method is thus justified, especially
with a relatively small number of points in the data
vectors.

The problem of the statistical significance of the
lines and networks is more important. A new
approach to the problem has been programmed
and tested on an IBM computer. The method will
be published elsewhere in detail, but we feel we
should mention it here because it casts a new light
on several points in the Menzel-Michel
controversy.

Dr. Menzel and his opponents seem to come to
an agreement about the use of Mebane’s formula
in the statistics. This is certainly a mistake:
Mebane’s formula would provide a good approxi-
mation in the case of random distributions of a
small number of points over unbounded areas, but
when it comes to a real problem in which the area
considered is limited with respect to the order of
magnitude of the precision or probable error, and is
topologically complex, these ideal considerations
give only vague indications. For the actual dis-
tributions we are considering (of the order of 30
points for Poncey and Montlevicq, the two impo-
tant networks) the figures given by Mebane’s
formula are off by a factor of two. This factor
makes the difference between the 19 found by
Michel for his 3-point lines and the 37 computed:
“almost twice as many as actually observed!”
writes Dr. Menzel: he will find in figure 2 the true
reason for this discrepancy. The number found by
Michel is really in good agreement with a random
distribution of that amplitude, using a distance
criterion of 2.5 kilometres.

This problem of the distance criterion is the
occasion of two other mistakes in Dr. Menzel’s
refutation of Orthoteny. If he wishes to use argu-
ments like “On a number of maps, the width often

reaches and occasionally exceeds ten miles” he
should provide the reader with a table of actual
distances between the points and the mean great
circles. On such a table the width of his ““corridors”
would be apparent. In 1961 I computed the
clements of all 65 lines mentioned in the French
edition of Michel’s book and then, considering a
catalogue of my own, based on a new analysis of
the French files (independent of Michel’s study) I
calculated the distances of all well determined
points to all 65 circles. This was a matter of some
14,000 computations of distances, and it showed
that Michel had certainly not “invented” or
“rediscovered™ sightings after plotting the lines,
and that his networks were verified with a much
better precision than originally claimed by him. I
had not published these results at the time because
I was well aware of the dangers involved in
claiming that they proved Orthoteny to be true:
they proved Michel’s good faith, and they proved
that the lines and the networks did exist. Whether
they existed as a consequence of chance or as a
consequence of decisions taken by intelligent
“visitors” was another problem. Most of the maps
appearing in Michel’s book are still true with a
precision better than the nearest mile, and almost
all of them are still true with a precision of 2.5
kilometers: these are the networks and the lines I
have considered in all subsequent researches.

Dr. Menzel’s other mistake

Dr. Menzel seems to have made another mistake
on the subject of the distance criterion when, after
deriving “‘more simply” Mebane’s formula, and
stating that he agrees with it, he says that Mebane
had not properly defined the ‘“‘corridor”. His own
definition does not appear more convincing.

Suppose that A, B, C and D are four sighting
points, and say that they are defined with the same
probable error (figure 1). “Connect the two points
farthest apart—by a straight line (AC)—then
draw, parallel to this line, two other straight lines—
on either side of the original line—if the third point
falls in this corridor we shall say that the line is
straight”. Now let us consider figure 1 closely.
ABC, says Dr. Menzel, is straight. Then what
about ABD? Should not the researcher introduce
the distances between the points on the lines as well
as the lateral distances due to the probable error?
Would experienced statisticians give the same
weight to lines of very different lengths? Should
the lines drawn on an area like France be given the
same treatment as lines drawn on areas of a dif-
ferent topology, like Italy or Great Britain? France
being a spherical area.-it is incorrect to consider
straight lines in a rigorous computation: the
geodesics are arcs of great circles; in the usual
system of co-ordinates the difference between the



Fig.i.

two can be of the order of what we consider our
maximum probable error. This is indeed a
topological problem, not a simple statistical
question: we have an irregular spherical poly-
hedron (France) and a distribution of points over
it: there is no analytical solution to the problem.
The only proper approach is simulation.

Suppose we are able to define the boundaries of
the polyhedron with a set of simple equations, and
suppose that we generate random numbers and
scatter the points defined by these numbers over
the simulated area. The answer to our problem is
then given by the following sequence of operations:

(a) For every pair of points in the distribution,
compute the elements of the great circle they
define, using the direct trigonometric method.

() Compute the orthogonal distances of all (N-2)
other points in the original distribution and
make a list of all points such that their distance
is less or equal to a given delta (this is the
proper definition of the “corridor”).

(¢) If this list is void, abandon this pair and go
back to problem (a).

If it is not void, but contains m points, recom-
pute the elements of the great circle by Least
Squares using the (m-+-2) points now in the
“corridor”. Compute their corrected distances
and all interesting statistical parameters (stan-
dard deviation, etc.).

The results of this analysis, made with the help of
a high-speed electronic computer, are given on
figure 2, along with the figures given by Mebane’s
tormula, and used by Dr. Menzel and Michel in
their discussion. The random networks generated
by this process are of the same order of complexity
and “harmony” as Michel’s network of October 7,
1954. Besides, the method gives the reason for the
“subtle difference”” found by Mebane between his
“pseudo-orthoteny” and the original charts: this
difference in regularity is a direct consequence of
the topology of the area considered. Using our
simulation method, probability areas for the net-
work centres could even be predicted.

These results obviously pave the way for oppo-
nents of Orthoteny to claim that everything in
Michel’s charts is a consequence of pure chance.
But the appearance of 5-, 6- and even 7-point
lines, realized with good precision, is still to be
explained. We would also like to know why a
specific quality of sightings (type II) is associated
with points like Montlevicq or Poncey. Should we
explain the Poncey network as the sum of a pure
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(continued on page 20)



A QUESTION OF TIME
Part Two

by Adrian Cox

N the first part of this article in the March-April
issue of the REVIEW I dealt with one of the basic
reasons for scientists’ unwillingness to accept
flying saucers. By discussing the time aspect first
I rather put the cart before the horse, but with
flying saucers the problem of energy is less pressing.
It has always been obvious, to those of us who are
interested in UFOs, that they possess a completely
different form of power from anything we under-
stand.

The distances between stars are so enormous that
we have to measure them in light years or parsecs.
When we try to express them in miles we have to
use impossibly large figures; for example, it is
much easier to say 13 light years (or 4 parsecs) than
to say 78,000,000,000,000 miles. When scientists
talk of space travel they think of rockets. All very
natural, but it does seem to make some of them a
bit too dogmatic about what can and cannot be
done—not by ourselves but by anyone anywhere.

Dr. Purcell’s equation

When a rocket is used for any type of journey it
has to carry sufficient fuel for four different
accelerations. Let me explain: first there is the
initial acceleration from rest up to the “‘cruise”
velocity ; secondly there is the deceleration from
this velocity back to rest again at the destination,
together with a possible landing; thirdly and
fourthly, there is the reversal of the whole process
for the return journey. I can best demonstrate
what this means by quoting from an article in the
book Interstellar Communication®. 1In his article
“Radio Astronomy and Communication through
Space”, Dr. Purcell of the Physics Department of
Harvard University, U.S.A., has derived an
equation for determining the relationship between
the initial mass and the final mass of a rocket in the
ideal case. He then worked out the results using,
first, a perfect nuclear fusion and then a perfect
anti-matter propellant for a round trip of 24 light
years at a maximum speed of 0.99¢ (c=the speed
of light). The results are astonishing. In the case of
the fusion propellant we would need an initial mass
of a little over a thousand million times the final
mass. He tells us that there is no way to improve

upon this unless we can think of a better reaction.
Dr. Purcell then has a look at the results one could
expect from about the most impossibly dangerous
fuel imaginable—an equal quantity of matter and
anti-matter. The point of this combination is that
the matter and anti-matter annihilate, and the
resulting energy leaves the rocket “‘at ¢ or there-
abouts™ to use his own words. In this case the ratio
of initial to final mass is 14 simply to reach 0.99c.
However, to complete the round trip of 24 light
years, it would need a mass-payload ratio of some
40,000 (the ratio is 144 and not 14 times 4). There-
fore, to take a ten-ton payload on such a journey we
would need a 400,000-ton rocket. Two small
points have been omitted in the example. The first
one is the problem of shielding the space ship from
the matter in space. At a speed of 0.99c the
hydrogen atoms in space look to the space ship
exactly like 6 billion-volt protons (6 times 10°). In
the second case the earth has to be shielded from
the energy output of the matter-anti-matter rocket.
When matter and anti-matter annihilate the
energy that is released is in the form of gamma rays.

Does this sound preposterous? Dr. Purcell
intended that it should.

The nature of resistance

I think it should now be obvious why any
advanced civilisation could not be expected to use
rockets for space travel, and incidentally, why so
many of our scientists are quite unable to accept
flying saucers. If all you can imagine by way of a
space ship is some form of monstrously ineffective
rocket, then you would quite naturally have a great
deal of resistance to the idea of anything as
revolutionary as a flying saucer.

Flying saucers are certainly interstellar space
ships. It might be interesting to try to see how
they might have surmounted some of the more
obvious difficulties.

The first one is the problem of energy. If we try
to approach this in the light of present day know-
ledge we come up against the difficulties inherent
in using “‘gravitational” machines of the type
described in Chapter 12 (ibid*). The trouble with
these machines is that they are almost impossibly



large (something of the order of several hundred
miles). They also have to use binary stars to obtain
their acceleration. The theory behind this being
that one builds a vast machine which is large
enough to harness the gravitational forces between
two suns, and so obtain sufficient acceleration to
give the space ship a boost on its way during a
journey between different star systems. No, I
think the answer is to be found in a fundamentally
different approach. Itisthe same problem of trying
to explain in present day terms something which is
much more advanced than anything we know. If
we look at UFOs and try to imagine how they have
solved this problem, we are immediately baffled
because we just do not know how they obtain their
supply of energy. It might be by using some form
of controlled thermonuclear reaction, but they may
have got beyond the stage of using miniature ‘“‘suns”
to give them the energy they need. However, let us
assume for the moment that they use a very sophisti-
cated form of fusion process (with 100 per cent effici-
ency). This now brings us right back to the problem
of the rocket. The energy output cannot be used dir-
ectly for propulsion—it is inadequate as we have just
seen. Therefore it has to be used as some kind of
servo mechanism for the real power which would
provide the actual propulsion. Here at last we do
have some clues, They are the magnetic distur-
bances, coupled with the absence of radiation,
which characterise the presence of a flying saucer.
Leonard Cramp and others have suggested that
they use some form of *“‘gravitational™ propulsion.
However, the gravitational fields in space are very
weak indeed, and would have no effect at all except
on bodies of truly astronomical proportions.

A form of field force

Let us consider for a moment the sort of advances
a civilisation which had flying saucers would be
likely to have made in this context. At the moment
no one has been able to produce a Unified Field
Theory—i.e., one which unites all the different
fields of force into one general theory. Such a race
as theirs would almost certainly have solved this
problem and have developed an application of field
force that could be used to produce a very intense
_artificial *‘gravity” in the region of a space ship.
Quite how this field would then be made to couple
up with the very weak fields in space, so that they
could use them to obtain acceleration, etc. I do
not know. That they use a form of field force for
their propulsion is certain, but just what it is and
how it works, is almost anyone’s guess. However,
all this is too speculative, so let us turn to the
next point,
The next difficulty is interstellar matter. The
UFOs obviously get round this problem, but how?
The answer will probably lie in the very fields they

use for propulsion. Perhaps by giving one of them
a positive charge so that the protons are deflected,
but as this would have to be a very powerful field,
it would act as a very strong attraction to any
negatively charged particles. Fortunately as there
are not so many free electrons in space, it may not
be such a problem.

I have tried to suggest that far from being im-
probable, flying saucers are quite likely to be an
inevitable result of the conditions and distances of
interstellar space. The big problem arises when
one tries to describe these vehicles other than
empirically. We do not really understand how, let
alone why, they work the way they do. We could
say their shapes (some only) give us an idea of their
nature; for example, the large cylinders are rather
like glorified bar magnets, and the round ones in
some way echo the shapes of planets, etc., but where
the pole runs is difficult to know — possibly from
top to bottom. Perhaps the last sentence gives, or
could give, us a real clue about the way they work,
if we could only understand the principles involved.

A few more points

The question of time is another of the problems.
I have dealt with tempic fields, albeit rather
sketchily, in Part I of this article. I would now like
to bring up a few more points about them.

If time is a field, one would assume that it should
be possible to reverse its polarity. If we could do
this we might find that time would run in the
opposite direction—from the future to the past.
In a universe composed of anti-matter the tempic
field would have an opposite polarity naturally, so
that the normal polarity of a matter-universe
would then become a reversed polarity. I do not
think there is anything strange about this, but it
might mean that we could not reverse the polarity
except in an anti-matter universe. I would now
like to go back to the “normal” tempic fields.

In Part I, I set out four points about time fields.
The first two do not require further explanation,
so I will confine myself to the last two.

In point three, I said that when two fields differ,
and the difference is increasing, there will come a
point when an observer (*‘A”) in the weaker field
will lose contact with the stronger field (observer
“B”). It seems to me that the whole crux of “B’s”
disappearance is that he is not accelerated by any
force applied from outside the system loosely called
“B”. This means that we cannot invoke the part
of the Special Theory which states that no object
can be accelerated to the speed of light, because it
would require an infinite quantiy of energy. It is
therefore something inherent in the nature of “B”
that is causing his acceleration. This something is
“B’s” tempic field.

In point four, I said that the flow of force in a



tempic field is the passage of time. Any variation
in a time field affects all the other fields of force
within it, not just some of them. Conversely, the
actions of any of the other fields appear to be quite
independent of the intensity of the tempic field. In
this respect a time field would seem to be different
to the other fields of force in nature. Does this
argue against time being a field-force, or does it
argue for the special nature of the tempic field—in
much the same way as anything travelling at the
speed of light is endowed with certain character-
istics not possessed by anything else?

Perhaps what we call “time” is the result of a field
and not the field itself, rather like gravity the
result of which is seen in the mutual attractiveness
of large masses. If this is correct, then time is
merely an empirical description of the result of a

field, and in no way attempts to describe the field
itself.

I have made three basic assumptions in this
article. They are: (1) that time is a field and not
an arbitrary measurement of the “interval”
separating the happening of events; (2) that the
late Wilbert B. Smith did contact, by some means
or other, one or more occupants of a flying saucer;
and (3) that, if he did, he was correct in his under-
standing of their information. The verification of
the reliability of Mr. Smith I leave to those better
qualified. All I have done is to think about time as
if it were a field, and then I have tried to imagine
some of its characteristics.

* Interstellar Communication, a collection of Reprints and Original
Contributions, Ed. A. G. W. Cameron, W. A. Benjamin, Inc., New
York.

confronts the saucer student.

In our next issue

Readers of the REVIEW are advised that 7TO0DAY magazine in its issue on
sale on July 13 will be returning to the subject of flying saucers. In a
previous issue it reproduced an officially released photograph of a
Vulcan Bomber taken at night last December at Coningsby, Lincolnshire.
In the top left hand corner there appeared a mysterious object of a shape
familiar to readers of the REVIEW. Another photograph has come to light
and will be reproduced by 7O0DAY magazine. In the next issue of the
REVIEW both photographs will be reproduced and will accompany an
article surveying the history of this object, the “‘explanations’ offered
by the Air Ministry and others and a summing up of the problem that




ARGENTINA 1962

A massive UFO visitation

by Gordon W. Creighton

1962 was a year of remarkable UFO activity over
the Argentine. The following is a summary of a
very large batch of newspaper clippings just
received in England.

Sunday, May 13, 1962. At 4.45 a.m. a flight of
20 UFOs, displaying the most varied colours, were
seen by numerous people in Rio Cuarto (Province
of Coérdoba). One saucer seemed to fall out of
formation and come down like a shooting star to a
distance of some 300 metres from an eyewitness’s
car. It could then be seen that it was a great fiery
ball some 30 metres in diameter. Suddenly, from
one side of this ball there shot out four small red
globes. These then lined up behind the large ball
and together all five flew away keeping the same
formation with the large ball in the lead. In the
neighbouring state of Mendoza many people saw
the same craft.

Indeed, during the 24 hours from midnight of
Saturday 12 to Sunday 13 of May, UFOs were seen
all over the Argentine, and landings occurred at
several places, such as Oncativo (Cérdoba Pro-
vince) and Zapala (Neuquén). One newspaper
said that this vast flood of sightings might well mark
a new era with regard to the UFO problem, a key-
day in the history of Mankind. The paper added
that strange cosmic happenings throughout the
country had had a profound emotional impact
upon the many eyewitnesses.

June 4. A UFO was seen over Olavarral
(Province of Buenos Aires), and newspapers called
it a “space-ship”. On June 10, the paper La
Nacién (Buenos Aires) reported that UFOs had
been seen three times since the beginning of the
year in Catamarca and that the Government of
that Province had called upon the local astronomi-
cal society (newly formed) for an investigation.

Reports of landings

On June 13 the Buenos Aires paper El Mundo
reported that there had been so many saucer
sightings over the Bahia Blanca area that the Chief
of Police in La Plata had summoned all eye-
witnesses to appear before him and give statements.
Some of the reports were of landings. The paper
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described the events as sensational and said the
UFOs were visitors from space.

During the night of June 15, at Mar del Plata,
numerous people saw a UFO, while at the neigh-
bouring coast resort of Miramar a cigar was seen
at 9.30 p.m. flying in from the direction of the
South Atlantic. The whole craft was vividly
illuminated and carried, in addition, three very
bright lights (red in the centre, yellow on the right,
and green on the left). The apparent size of the
cigar was greater than the diameter of the Moon.

At 8.30 p.m. on June 18 a huge UFO, the
apparent size of a football, passed at great speed
over Cérdoba and created a sensation.

A “‘cigar” overhead La Plata

During the night of June 21 many residents of
La Plata telephoned the police and newspapers
saying that a cigar was overhead and had been
seen in the area several times during the past three
days. Most observers said it was flying round in
circles at great speed, periodically disappearing
and re-appearing, and giving off red flashes.
Reporting this particular case, one of the Tucuman
papers noted that the UFOs seemed now to be
coming down ever closer to the Earth, and that
they were a theme of daily discussion among the
public. Their presence in our skies at this time, the
paper went on to say, could not fail to be connected
with the growing crisis of our times. With every
passing day they were revealing themselves more
openly, so that *“‘soon nobody will any longer be
able to remain in doubt as to their presence. Then,
like smoke dispersed by the wind, will be swept
away the veil of confusion behind which vain
attempts have been made to hide the supreme
truth regarding their existence”.

On June 28, La Razén (Buenos Aires) reported
that on the previous day, in a perfectly clear sky, an
extraordinary luminous body had passed rapidly
from North-East to South-West over the town of
Salta in the far north of the country, an area where
so many UFOs had already been seen. The paper
also reported that from around midnight of June
27-28 until noon on June 28 a constant rain of fine



ash-like dust had poured down on Salta and
vicinity. Many had at first thought it was snow.

At about 2 p.m. on July 19, the whole body of
over 150 workmen at the Auto Union DKW Car
Plant at Sauce Viejo (near Santa Fé, which is
North-West of Buenos Aires) saw a cigar moving
rapidly towards the North-East, It seemed to be at
a height of about 1,000 metres and gave out fre-
quent blinding flashes. It was silent and left no
trail, climbed and rapidly disappeared. Observers
said the same type of craft had been seen there
several times before.

Three UFOs.

At 7.45 a.m. on July 27, 180 schoolchildren in
the town of Villa Tunuyuan saw three UFOs pass
at great speed from north to south. They gave off
a bluish light. Schoolteachers who were present
added that the objects were discs and emitted
blinding silvery flashes.

On August 1, according to a Tucumén paper,
the driver of a vehicle was paced by a luminous
cigar. The witness, an engineer named Ricardo
W. Sommer, resident on Calle Rioja y Col6n in the
town of Chascomus (a few miles south of Buenos
Aires) was accompanied by his wife. They were
driving in his truck at 1.40 a.m. from Olmos
towards Mar del Plata. Suddenly a blinding light
behind seemed to indicate that some other vehicle
was about to pass. But the light was fluorescent,
and so bright that they could not even see the rear
end of their own truck. Suddenly they found
themselves right beneath a vast cylindrical craft
travelling in the same direction as they were. In
addition to the intense fluorescent light it was
giving off reddish sparks. Sefor Sommer made
several attempts, but in vain, to escape from it by
accelerating, and so they continued to travel along
beneath it for no less than 15 kilometres until they
reached La Atalaya, where the cigar turned away
abruptly across country and vanished. Sefor
Sommer (an engineer by profession, be it noted, and
no doubt an Argentine-German) declared to the
newspaper that such a craft could unquestionably
only be extraterrestrial.

Saucer lands on aerodrome

On August 2, various papers carried detailed
accounts of a saucer landing on the aerodrome at
Cambd Punat (province of Corrientes, far north-
east tip of Argentina). The airport manager,
Sefior Luis Harvey, explained that he had been
warned by his staff that an unannounced aircraft
was about to land. He ran out on to the field and
saw a luminous object circling above at high speed.
Failing to get any reply to their signals, he and his
staff prepared for a landing, but when the object
came down they were astonished to see that it was
no aeroplane at all but a completely spherical body
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that hung, hovering and also revolving, a few feet
above the same spot on the runway for some three
to four minutes emitting all the while powerful
blue, green, and orange flashes. Then, as the
astonished officials approached, it climbed and
vanished at staggering speed. The incident was at
once reported to the authorities and an intensive
investigation was launched. Discussing the case,
the press made it quite clear that the UFOs could
only be extraterrestrial. La Razén (Buenos Aires)
said: “We do not believe the true explanation of
these occurrences can be kept secret much longer™.
Los Andes, a paper published in the Andean province
of Mendoza voiced the same view, and another
important northern paper had the following signi-
ficant comment: ““The arrival of this interplanetary
craft on an aerodrome in the Province of Corrientes
—a fact that can in no wise be disputed, given the
manner of its appearance and the calibre of the
eyewitnesses—serves to strengthen the view that
there may be Space Peoples’ bases somewhere in
our country, in view of the great number of recent
sightings”. The paper went on to compare this
Gamba Punat landing with the famous case of the
saucer that landed on the runway of the airport at
Marignane, France, on September 27, 1952.

Pedro Atilli’s experience

Three days later, on August 5, 1962, at 1.45 a.m.,
a truck-driver named Pedro Atilli saw a saucer as
he was driving towards Mar del Plata. Suddenly
his engine stalled for no perceptible reason. He got
out with a lantern to see what was wrong. The
section of road (between Las Armas and Piran) was
deserted. Suddenly, to his astonishment, he found
that his engine was working again, and at the same
moment he became aware of a tremendous
luminosity coming from a huge cigar-shaped object
that was lying about 300 metres from him, either
on the ground or slightly above it. The machine
seemed to him to be about 25 metres in diameter,
and was giving off a powerful orange glow inter-
spersed with flashes of pale violet and bright green.
For a few moments he stood there dumbfounded,
and then saw the object rise and vanish at astonish-
ing speed towards the West, now giving off a clear
white light.

In the course of August, 1962, there were many
press reports of sightings at Concepcién de las
Sierras, San Javier, and various other localities in
Misiones Province (a wedge of Argentine territory
running up between Paraguay and Brazil). On one
particular evening, people in seven of these towns
reported a squadron of five UFOs flying north-
wards towards Brazil. The objects were silvery-
grey, and showed vivid red lights. They were
elongated, surmounted by round cupolas.

In an interview with journalists which appeared
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in various papers in August, 1962, Sefior Vicente
A. Bordoli, a truck-driver living at Mar del Plata,
stated that when driving southwardsalong National
Highway No. 3 which skirts the South Atlantic
coast of the Argentine, he and his son Hugo
Bordoli had frequently seen strange luminous craft
both entering and leaving the sea. In his view
these craft, veritable flotillas of them, are controlled
by signals emanating from underwater bases,
perhaps from large submarine mother-craft. Sefior
Bordoli concluded his statement by saying: “It is
absolutely certain that in the depths of the Gulf of
San Matias there is a flying saucer base. These
happenings are common knowledge throughout a
large region of Patagonia, where it is a regular and
quite a normal thing for people to be heard speak-
ing of the Martians.”

“Soviet submarines”

Readers will recall the fiasco of February, 1960,
when the Argentine Navy lost an enormous amount
of face in trying (over a period of nearly two weeks)
to sink or capture two ‘“‘submarines’—allegedly
Soviet, of course—in the Golfo Nuevo, or Nuevo
Gulf. As the sketch map shows, this gulf is close to
the Gulf of San Matias. Senor Bordoli’s story now
throws an enormous amount of light on that
episode, especially as it was reported in the
Argentine and British press at the time that flying
saucers were involved and had been seen entering
and leaving the sea in the Golfo Nuevo.

The current batch of reports contains nothing
further for the period from August to December of
1962, But on December 11, at 2 a.m. in the morn-
ing, a dramatic event took place near a town called
Chumbicha, between Catamarca and Coérdoba, in
the Andean region of North-East Argentine.
Accompanied by his wife and son, Dr. Godofredo
Lazcano Colodrero, Director of the Sobremonte
Museum, was driving in his car from Catamarca to
Coérdoba. The moon was full. When they had
gone some 7 kilometres from Catamarca, and some
fifteen minutes after passing through the small
town of Chumbicha, they saw, lined up in military
order at the foot of the mountains and not more
than 600 or 700 metres distant, seven brilliantly
luminous saucers. Dr. Colodrero stopped the car
and they sat there, watching, until, shortly after-
wards, the squadron of saucers rose straight up and
flew away at great speed, leaving behind them
trails of intense luminosity.

On December 22, the Buenos Aires papers
reported that, a day or so previously, a saucer had
landed at 2.15 a.m. on one of the main runways of
the International Airport at Ezezia, near Buenos
Aires. The machine had remained there, sitting on
the runway, until disturbed by the arrival of a
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giant Pan-American DC8 passenger plane. The
principal witness interviewed by the Press was
Serior Horacio Alora, officer in charge in the
Flight Control Tower, He said that he and his
colleague Sefior José Besutti had watched as the
intensely luminous UFO had landed right in the
centre of the runway at a distance of some 2000
metres from the Control Tower. At that distance
the object had the apparent size of a football.
When it took off again, it went straight up to an
estimated height of 500 or 600 metres, and then
made off at vertiginous speed. He and his col-
leagues had in fact been getting ready to bring in
the Pan-American DC8, and the behaviour of the
UFO was consequently something that they had
had to watch most carefully. One of the Buenos
Aires’ newspapers pointed out, in commenting on
this case, that such a landing on an important
international airfield proved clearly that the saucers
were no longer content to land merely in out-of-
the-way places. They were now coming down
boldly on the principal airfields of the country. The
paper went on to say that the Argentine Air Force
was busy collecting all available information about
this and many other UFO landings.

An astonishing situation

All this is just a résumé which I have made from
one batch of clippings sent to us by a bank official
in the Northern city of Tucuméan. He says he has
dossiers covering the past ten years, but can submit
only thcsc few reports at present, as these clippings
are. “spares”. He adds that he can supply a
summary of all his main material. Here, I submit,
is an astonishing situation. For some years past the
whole of the Argentine has been subjected to a most
intensive visitation, and there are evidently bases
there, both on land and in the sea. The subject is
by now common knowledge, it seems, to most
Argentinians. And yet, apart from the few reports
that have appeared from time to time in the
FLYING SAUCER REVIEW, what have the people of
this country been able to learn about it all?
Absolutely nothing. When enquiries were made of
the Argentine Embassy in London at the end of
1962, the replies given by their Press Attaché and
Air Attaché showed clearly that they both knew
quite well what was going on. They even supplied
me with a list of newspapers to which we might
write. This was done. An identical enquiry in
Spanish went out to a dozen important papers. At
least one paper printed the letter, and the present
batch of clippings from a private individual at
once resulted. Since then, there has been silence.
Have the Argentine authorities, or someone else,
intervened to suppress any further replies to my
enquiry ?



THE DEADLY BERMUDA
TRIANGLE

The following article appeared in the February, 1964, issue of the American
magazine Argosy. Itis perhaps the best and most comprehensive summary of one
of the great unsolved mysteries of the sky. It will be noted that the late
Wilbert B. Smith, head of the Canadian Project Magnet, is referred to though
no mention is made of his connection with flying saucers. Project Magnet was,
however, primarily concerned with UFOs and it was in the course of such
investigations that Wilbert Smith claims to have received extra-terrestrial
information concerning areas of turbulence in our atmosphere and means of
overcoming them. (See ““Binding Forces’' by Wilbert B. Smith in FLY/NG SAUCER
REVIEW, March-April issue, 1961). It should also be noted that the reference to
Project Magnet is to the current American investigative body which seems to
have taken over the activities of the discontinued Canadian project. A reference
to this new Project Magnet is to be found in the March-April, 1964, issue of the

FLYING SAUCER REVIEW.

ITH a crew of thirty-nine, the tanker Marine

Sulphur Queen began its final voyage on
February 2, 1963, from Beaumont, Texas, with a
cargo of molten sulphur. Its destination was
Norfolk, Virginia, but it actually sailed into the
unknown. A routine radio message on the night of
February third placed the ship near the Dry
Tortugas.

The 254-foot vessel was overdue on February 6,
and a search was launched for it. Planes took off
from Coast Guard stations from Florida to Virginia,
while cutters patrolled the Atlantic Coast. When
no trace was found, the search was abandoned on
February 14.

Five days later, in the Florida Straits, fourteen
miles southeast of Key West, a Navy torpedo
retriever picked up a life jacket and several bits of
debris believed to have come from the tanker.
Nothing more has been found.

Two strato tanker-jets

On August 28, 1963, two KC-135 four-engine
strato tanker-jets took off from Homestead AFB,
south of Miami, Florida, on a classified refuelling
mission over the Atlantic. The crews totalled eleven
men. The weather was clear.

At noon, the planes radioed their position as 800
miles north-east of Miami and 300 miles west of
Bermuda. The planes were new, in radio contact
with each other and they were not flying close
together, according to an Air Force spokesman.

Then the planes vanished.

An extensive search was launched. Planes criss-
crossed the area in formation, following a carefully
planned pattern of observation. Vessels churned
the surface of the sea.
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On the following day, debris was discovered
floating on the water about 260 miles south-west of
Bermuda. No survivors or bodies were found.

It was presumed that the two planes had collided
in the air, but two days after the disappearance,
more debris was located—but it was 160 miles from
the first discovery. What happened remains a
mystery.

The mysterious menace that haunts the Atlantic
off our south-eastern coast had claimed two more
victims. Before this article reaches print, it may
strike again, swallowing a plane or a ship, or leaving
behind a derelict with no life aboard.

Other recent cases:

T'wo months earlier, on July 1, the 63-foot fishing
boat Sno” Boy, under U.S. registry, sailed from
Kingston, Jamaica, for Northeast Cay, a small
island 80 miles south-east of Jamaica. Forty
persons were aboard.

When it was overdue, the U.S. Navy and Coast
Guard launched a search. Several bits of debris
believed to be from the vessel were observed.
Finally, after ten days, the search was abandoned.

On January 8, 1962, a KB50 Air Force tanker
rolled down a runway at Langley AFB, Virginia,
and headed east, bound for the Azores. Major
Robert Tawney was in command of the crew of
eight men.

A short time later, the tower at Langley received
weak radio signals from the plane. Then the signals
faded into silence.

Again, there was an extensive search, but there
was no trace of wreckage or of bodies. After 1,700
fruitless man-hours, the search was ended.



During the past two decades alone, this sea
mystery at our back door has claimed almost 1,000
lives. But even this is only an inference. In this
series of disasters, not one body has ever been
recovered.

U.S. Navy, Air Force and Coast Guard investi-
gators have admitted they are baffled. The few
clues we have only add to the mystery.

Draw a line from Florida to Bermuda, another
from Bermuda to Puerto Rico, and a third line back
to Florida through the Bahamas. Within this area,
known as the “Bermuda Triangle”, most of the
total vanishments have occurred.

This area 1s by no means isolated. The coasts of
Florida and the Carolinas are well populated, as
well as the islands involved. Sea distances are
relatively short. Day and night, there is traffic over
the sea and air lanes. The waters are well patrolled
by the Coast Guard, the Navy and the Air Force.
And vyet this relatively limited area is the scene of
disappearances that total far beyond the laws of
chance. Its history of mystery dates back to the
never-explained, enigmatic light observed by
Columbus when he first approached his landfall in
the Bahamas.

The Bermuda Triangle underlines the fact that
despite swift wings and the voice of radio, we still
have a world large enough so that men and their
machines and ships can disappear without a trace.

The Lost Patrol

Whatever this menace that lurks within a
triangle of tragedy so close to home, it was respon-
sible for the most incredible mystery in the history
of aviation—the lost patrol. Here is the amazing
story:

Early on a Wednesday afternoon, five TBM
Avenger torpedo bombers lined up on runways at
the Fort Lauderdale (Florida) Naval Air Station.
The date was December 5, 1945,

Normally, the Avengers carried a crew of three
—a pilot, a gunner and a radio operator. One
crewman, however, failed to report on this day.

The bombers had been carefully checked and
fuelled to capacity. The engines, controls, instru-
ments and compasses were in perfect condition,
according to later testimony. Each plane carried a
sel-inflating life raft and each man was equipped
with a life jacket. All fourteen men had flight
experience ranging from thirteen months to six
years.

At two minutes past 2 p.m., the flight leader
closed his canopy, gunned his engine, and the first
plane roared down the runway. The others fol-
lowed in quick succession, climbing up into the
clear sky and heading east over the Atlantic at
215 m.p.h.

It was a routine patrol flight. The navigation

plan for the formation was to fly due east for 160
miles, then north for 40 miles, then back south-
west to the air station, completing a triangle. The
relatively short flight would require about two
hours.

The first word from the patrol came to the base
control tower at 3.45, but the strange message did
not request the expected landing instructions.

“Calling tower, this is an emergency,” the
patrol leader said in a worried voice. ““We seem to
be off course. We cannot see land . . .repeat . . . we
cannot see land.”

“What is your position?” the tower radioed
back.

“We are not sure of our position,” came the
reply. “We can’t be sure where we are. We seem
to be lost.”

Startled, the tower operators looked at one
another. With ideal flight conditions, how could
five planes manned by experienced crews be lost?

“Assume bearing due west,” the tower
instructed.

There was unmistakable alarm in the flight
leader’s voice when he answered. “We don’t know
which way is west. Everything is wrong . . . strange.
We can’t be sure of any direction. FEuven the ocean
doesn’t look as it should.”

Let’s suppose that the patrol had run into a
magnetic storm that caused deviations in their
compasses. The sun was still above the western
horizon. The flyers could have ignored their com-
passes and flown west by observation of the sun.

Apparently not only the sea looked strange, but
the sun was invisible.

During the next few minutes, the tower operators
listened in as the pilots talked to one another. The
conversation progressed from bewilderment to
fear, verging on hysteria.

The pilot’s bewilderment

Shortly after 4 p.m., the flight leader suddenly
turned over flight command to another pilot.

At 4.25 p.m., the new flight leader contacted the
tower.

“Tower,” he said, ““we are not certain where we
are . . . we think we must be about two-hundred-
and-twenty-five miles north-east of base. It looks
like we are . . .” The message ended abruptly.

That was the last word from the doomed patrol.

Tower operators signalled a rescue alarm. With-
in a few minutes, a huge Martin Mariner flying
boat with full rescue and survival equipment and a
crew of thirteen men was on its way.

The tower tried to call the Avengers to tell them
help was en route. There was no reply.

Several routine radio reports were received from
the Mariner. About twenty minutes after it left the
base, the tower called the flying boat to check its

.
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position. There was no answer.

What was happening out there over the sea 200
miles away ?

By this time, it was dusk. Alarmed, operations
at Fort Lauderdale notified the Coast Guard at
Miami. A Coast Guard rescue plane covered the
flying boat’s route and reached the last estimated
position of the missing patrol. There was not a sign
of the six planes.

Navy and Coast Guard vessels joined the search.
Through the long night, they watched for possible
signal flares from life rafts. But no lights broke
through the darkness above the black sea.

The scale of the Search

At dawn, the escort carrier Solomons moved into
the area and dispatched its 30 planes in an aerial
search. Within a few hours, 21 vessels were comb-
ing the sea. Above the ships were 300 planes flying
in grid search pattern. The British Royal Air
Force pressed every available ship into service from
the nearby territorial islands. All during the day,
the sky and the sea were methodically criss-crossed
over an ever-widening area.

The intensive search continued on the following
day, not only between Florida and the Bahamas,
but 200 miles into the Gulf of Mexico. Twelve
large land parties searched 300 miles of shoreline
from Miami Beach to St. Augustine. Low-flying
planes checked beaches south to Key West and
north to Jacksonville. But not a scrap of wreckage
or debris was found.

Military experts were baffled. How could six
aeroplanes (including the large Mariner) and 27
men totally vanish in such a relatively limited area ?

Did the planes eventually run out of fuel ? While
the Avengers were not especially buoyant, the Navy
said they would remain afloat long enough for life
rafts to be launched, and the crewmen ‘“‘shouldn’t
even get their feet wet.”” All the missing men were
trained in sea-survival procedures and had Mae
West life jackets. After similar ditchings, Navy
crewmen had existed for days, even weeks, in open
sea.

Each plane had its own radio facilities. Why was
no SOS received from at least one of the planes?

Commander H. S. Roberts, executive officer at
the base, suggested that his flyers might have been
blown off course by high winds. The Miami
Weather Bureau reported that there had been gusts
up to 40 m.p.h. in the general area where the patrol
was last reported. These winds would not seriously
influence flying.

A waterspout would affect only a low-flying
plane. But if a freak waterspout had struck the
patrol, there would certainly have been debris.

And what about the Mariner? Did it meet the
same fate as the patrol?
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All these theories disregard the puzzling circum-
stances reported by the flight leader: the curious
observations and the strange inability to determine
location.

On the night of the disappearance, the S.S.
Gaines Mills, a merchant ship, notified the Navy
that it had observed an explosion high in the sky at
7.30 p.m. No wreckage or oil slicks were found at
the location given. But the explosion occurred
more than three hours after the last radio message
from the patrol, and it is unlikely that there is a
connection. It may have been an exploding
meteor.

“They vanished as completely,” an officer of the
Naval Board of Inquiry said, ““as if they had flown
to Mars.”

A study reveals some possible clues.

“A hole in the sky?”

If the patrol had flown west, they would have
reached Florida or the Florida Keys. If they had
flown east, they would have seen the Bahamas;
Grand Bahama is almost twenty-five miles long.
South-east were the Great Abaca and Andros
islands. Open areas were north and south, but on
such a clear day, islands and the mainland should
have been visible part of the time.

We can only conclude that the patrol planes were
flying in a circle between Florida and the Bahamas.
This would mean that all five compasses were
thrown off erratically to the same degree. If the
errors had been constant, they would have flown
straight and seen land somewhere.

Something affected the compasses; and it may
also, later, have silenced the patrol’s radios. The
twin-engine Mariner not only had the usual radio
facilities, but a hand-cranked generator for
emergencies.

Combine these facts with the strange appearance
of the sea, plus inability to see the sun, and a
possible theory is an unknown type of atmospheric
aberration. This aberration might be called *‘a
hole in the sky.” Its exact nature and why it is
localized to semi-tropical waters within and near
the Bermuda Triangle are not known.

Officially, the Navy does not go along with this
theory. Captain E. W. Humphrey, co-ordinator of
aviation safety, puts it this way: “It is not felt that
an atmospheric aberration exists in this area, nor
that one has existed in the past. Fleet aircraft-
carrier and patrol-plane flight operations are con-
ducted regularly in this same area without
incident.”

The fact that patrol operations are made without
incident is no evidence against the phenomenon. It
is obvious that it occurs only occasionally in the
well-travelled triangle area, without warning, but
frequently enough to be alarming.

























































