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Policy

OR the eleventh time, we of the FLYING SAUCER REVIEW wish our
readers everywhere a Happy New Year. A Happy, Brave and
Well-rewarded New Year to ufologists, researchers, and to our con-
tributors the World over. Courage, one and all, for who knows, 1965
may prove to be the year when your unflagging labours will be justifi-
ably rewarded. The truth must out one day, and that day may be
nearer than we think. Those in authority, who for reasons best known
to themselves wish to play down the flying saucer, or UFO evidence,
must surely and inevitably expose themselves by the increasing
absurdity of their attempts to explain away, or distort the truth.

Both 1963 and 1964 were good, active years for our subject. More
and more people are beginning to realise that something is afoot in the
skies, and around us here on Earth. Scientists and astronomers, for so
long the spearhead of the assault on us, are openly talking and writing
of myriad civilisations in our galaxy and beyond — something which
they would have died rather than admit only a few years ago! This, of
course, does not mean that the sceptics have been put to flight; that
those who condemn us, having nothing better than total ignorance on
which to base their arguments, have been vanquished. What is
noticeable, however, is that when the subject is discussed openly
nowadays, the laughers and fun-pokers are far less evident than they
were in years gone by. In fact, many more people than ever before are
displaying a genuine and sympathctlc interest in our subject, and that is
something which is borne out by the increasing number of applications
from would-be subscribers to this journal. The sane, objective ap-
proach of the FLYING SAUCER REVIEW, for so long a voice crying in the
wilderness, appeals to all who wish to examine the facts, and who are
prepared to brush aside stifling orthodoxy. At long last the truth that
we proclaim seems to be finding a way through to the man in the street!

What better time than now, on the threshold of 1965, to re-examine
the aims of the FLYING SAUCER REVIEW?

Broadly our policy remains that of examining without prejudice
every aspect of the flying saucer mystery, every sighting, every contact
claim, every landing report.

We shall continue to keep a watchful eye on authority, and to harass
it whenever it makes an ass of itself.

As ever, we remain jealous of the objective standards we have set
ourselves, but will not shrink from publishing new and interesting
hypothcses or from airing views that are speculative, if we feel that
they so much as suggest an opening for a new line of research or
reasoning. Ufology is a subject calling for much diligent research, and
at times errors are bound to be made. We must, therefore, be “b:g
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enough to admit errors in our thinking if we are
guilty in this respect.

It is obvious that the final truths of this subject
are likely to be so utterly staggering, and beyond
our conventional acceptances, both moral and
scientific, that it behoves us to remain open and
alert. Take for example the extremely strong and
apparently valid objection, for the most part,
admittedly, among those outside our circle, to the
idea that extraterrestrial beings and animals, or
even beings and animals from another plane, have
similar basic physical construction to us and our
animals. This issue of the rREviEw, and the last,
carry a variety of reports, new and old, in which
such things are met or seen. Is it not time now to
examine those objections?

There will also, no doubt, be objections to the
publication of selections from the mass of landing
and contact reports which have been coming in
great waves from South American countries.
There is great virtue, however, in the simple way in
which these stories are told, and in the fact that
the bulk of them come from the lips of untutored
folk. Waveney Girvan once made the point that
evidence from uneducated, illiterate people was
far more reliable and acceptable than that from
“experts”’. That, we feel, is very true of these
South American accounts as well. Those in a

\
§ APOLOGY

We deeply regret having had to keep subscribers waiting so long for the November/
Q December 1964 issue of the REVIEW. For several weeks the magazine reeled under a
Q succession of body blows. The slide was started by the postal strike, and that was
Q followed by the ban on our class of mail.
g subsequent death of our Editor, Waveney Girvan.
\ Most of you must have read Mr. Girvan's last article 7en Years O/d, which appeared
\ in the November/December issue, so you will realise that the REVIEW is managed solely
Q by the Editor, with valuable and essential help in the final stages from his production
{ assistant, and from the lady who handles distribution. All this work is voluntary, or
{ semi-voluntary, and is done in our spare time. To have the Editor removed so suddenly,
{ and to have no access to his future plans and material, proved a punishing blow. Never-
\ theless we are well on the way to recovery, and hope soon to be back to our normal
{ schedule. We trust that our subscribers will appreciate our difficulties, be patient with us,
i and forgive the irksome delays.
\
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Soon afterwards there was the illness and

position to know, assure us that the country folk of
the remote hinterland of that continent have no
pre-conceived notions of science fiction, or of the
flying saucer story.

Another point which we must not miss is the parc
that fear plays in many of these accounts. When,
finally, the simple folk who had had these incredible
experiences were persuaded to tell their stories, they
made no attempt to hide the fact that they were
very, very frightened. Furthermore, this fear
was experienced whether the alien approach was
friendly or hostile. It is extremely unlikely that an
intending hoaxer would admit to having been
frightened almost beyond comprehension by, as in
one of the cases, a being who calmly and gently
examined the plants along the roadside.

Perhaps in these stories we have revealed the
reason for the reluctance on the part of our
government, and the governments of most other
countries, to acknowledge the fact that we are being
visited by alien beings in strange craft. Is it, in
fact, fear quanic which prompts them to act the
way they do? If these isolated folk in sparsely
populated lands experience such terrifying panic,
how then would a great crowded mass of people
react in the face of visitations by extraterrestrials
with vast technological superiority and undisclosed
intent ?
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Socorro Sequel

By Coral Lorengen

Mrs. Lorenzen, one of the world’s leading, and most respected researchers into
the UFO mystery, is international director of the Aerial Phenomena Research
Organization of Tucson, Arizona, U.S.A. She is also editor of the A.P.R.O.
Bulletin, and author of that excellent book THE GREAT FLYING SAUCER HOAX.

Reprinted from FATE Magazine with special permission

IT was Thursday, April 30th, 1964. A lone B-57

was flying a routine mission in the vicinity of
Stallion Site, a few miles east of San Antonio, New
Mexico, US.A. Suddenly the pilot called ‘Main
Control on the Holloman Air Force Base—White
Sands Proving Ground Integrated Test Range,
and announced that he was not alone. When
control called for an explanation, he replied that
he had “Got a UFO”!

When the controller asked for a description of
the object, the pilot informed him that it was egg
shaped and white, and in reply to further questions,
stated that it carried markings similar to those on
the Socorro UFO! He then swung his big jet
aircraft round to make another *‘pass” at the
object, and as he flew over the area where he had
first seen it, he re-called base and announced
laconically that the UFO was on the ground!

Then radio communications ceased. Photo
crews were asked to stand by.

Main Control is a huge building topped with
automatic and manual tracking devices and radar
antenna, completely removed from the main base
at Holloman. Inside, the Mission Controller as well
as a host of other personnel keep in constant con-
tact with instrumentation installations throughout
the whole range and co-ordinate the efforts of
planes, missiles, radars and theodolites in order to
keep track of the progress of the various experi-
mental tests being carried out at Holloman and
White Sands.

Shortly after I received my first tip on the above
information I called Terry Clarke of KALG Radio
in Alamogordo nine miles east of Holloman AFB.
I asked him what he knew about the UFO landing
on the Holloman Range in April. He said his
information squrce had monitored the range radio
communications that day and his information was
almost exactly what I have stated. He also said
he’d heard of another sighting and there was a
rumour that a UFO was in a hangar at Holloman,
under heavy guard.

I contacted Arlynn Bruer of the Alamogordo
Daily News to find he had sketchy knowledge of the

sighting but had heard the rumour about the pur-
ported hangared UFO.

Next I went through the files dealing with the
New Mexico sightings of April and May. One
contact informed me that unidentified lights had
been sighted on the Range during April, prior to
the historic Zamora incident, another bit of infor-
mation involved a guard who had come upon a
UFO on the range at night. Hysterical with sur-
prise and fright he emptied his side arm at the
object, then fled, with the UFO seemingly in hot
pursuit. When he finally reached Base Head-
quarters, our informant said, he had “flipped his
lid” and required sedation and hospitalisation.

I immediately made queries concerning the
landing and any other incidents related to the
Holloman Range landing. We learned of two other
UFO incidents on the Range during the month of
May. There is no doubt in my mind concerning
the accuracy and reliability of the information we
gathered. Separate informants who have been
reliable in the past gave us the information we
needed to verify the initial facts. I do not hestiate to
relate it here for, at the time, there was no indica-
tion of classification and the incidents were dis-
cussed quite freely both in White Sands and
Holloman.

The singular fact about the landing, which took
place on the range extension between Socorro and
Albuquerque, was that a digital track recording
was obtained during the presence of the object. A
digital track recording is a tape recording auto-
matically generated simultaneously with the track-
ing operation which contains the elevation,
azimuth and range of the target during the time it
is tracked by radar.

On May 15th, between 11.30 a.m. and 12.15
p-m., Surveillance Radar as well as FPS-16 radars
at Stallion Site, tracked two objects in the area
nurlh of Stallion Site. The UFOs performed

“perfect precise flight manoeuvres™, including side-
by-side flight, separating then rejoining each other
in formation and up and down (Pogo) manoeuvres.

Visual confirmation was made by a trained radar



operator who saw the two objects, described them
as brown and (rugby) football-shaped. They were
flying at low altitude and disappeared beyond
buildings at the instrumentation side where the
radar operator observed them.

Probably the most disturbing information relat-
ing to this sighting was that one or both of the
objects were responding alternately with the
standard FAA recognition signal (sometimes
called IFF).

To avoid the necessity of having to depend
entirely on radar ‘“‘skin track™, i.e., reflection of
radar beam from the plane’s surface, there is in use
in most military and commercial aircraft a *‘trans-
ponder” system. An “‘interrogate” signal is trans-
mitted periodically from the tracking ground
station. This signal consists of a series of pulses
arranged in a particular time sequence or ‘“‘code”.
When the “transponder” (a combination receiver
and transmitter) receives the correct code it
responds by transmitting a code of its own which is
received at the ground station. This is called a
“recognition signal”. Either of two frequencies
commonly are used, with a different code on each
frequency. It was one of these codes that the two
football-shaped objects were beaming alternately
while in flight on the Range north of Stallion Site.

Exactly seven days later, on May 22nd an
automatic track was obtained of an unidentified
flying object with an exceedingly low speed of up
to 2,000 feet per minute (a very slow 25 m.p.h.)
which came within 3,700 yards of one of the Range
radar installations. The skies were clear and there
was no indication that the objects tracked were any
kind of atmospheric phenomenon, and certainly
they were not conventional aircraft.

After collating the information, Mr. Lorenzen
and I decided to give a press release. We had a
special purpose in mind—to get further information
on all sightings. Our release was given to the press
wires on Saturday, May 24th.

On Sunday, May 25th, Holloman “‘answered™
our release with an AP release, datelined Hollo-
man. It said that the Air Force confirmed that *‘a
radar unit” at Holloman twice had tracked UFOs
in the area of White Sands on the preceding
Friday, and that the report was being investigated ;
it suggested that some natural phenomenon such
as a dust storm probably was responsible; the
spokesman could find no basis for a report from an
*“aerial phenomena research group™ in Tucson of a
visual sighting at Holloman or that an egg-shaped
object was under guard in a Holloman hangar.

We did learn something—there had been two
separate sightings on Friday, May 22nd, instead
of one.

Unless there was another landing the “captured™

UFO would be the one involved in the April 30th
landing, which would mean a motorised ground
patrol must have come upon the UFO while its
occupants were some distance from it and pre-
vented their re-entering the craft. I do not know of
any UFO landing incident in which the occupants
ever got very far away from their craft, and the
Zamora landing demonstrates their amazing speed
and ability to escape close observation. Also, the
size and amount of noise of a B-57 make it im-
possible to believe the occupants of the April 30th
UFO were unaware of its presence. It is difficult
to put any credence in the rumour of the ““cap-
tured” object in a hangar at Holloman and remain
objective. All of my sources trace back to a single
airman who spoke of the object in a shop in
Alamogordo. It does seem that inasmuch as our
contacts could find no further corroboration, as
they did find for the incidents of April 30th and
May 15th and 20th, that the fellow was either
making a bid for attention and/or was mistakenly
excited by a closely guarded hangar.

But, frankly, I believe the account of the fright-
ened guard who stumbled upon the UFO at night.

And I do know that the civilian population in the
vicinity of Holloman-White Sands Proving Ground
Range are apprehensive about the continuing
sightings.

1 also have information indicating that the
military at Holloman and White Sands, one of the
most thoroughly instrumented test bases in the
United States, are concerned about unconven-
tional aircraft. which not only land under their
noses but which know so much about aerial pro-
cedures and traffic that they can simulate coded
FAA recognition signals.

These reports are of enormous importance if true.
And there is strong evidence that they are true.
But Holloman-White Sands Area is now under a
blanket of military security. It was impossible for
us to go in and interview the principals allegedly
involved. What we have conducted here is a kind
of intelligence operation. But we trust our sources
and we have evaluated our information to the best
of our ability.

Since August there were three UFO landings in
the state of Arizona in one night—all near high-
ways or roads. Colorado, Wyoming and Montana
have experienced similar visitations.

The thread of continuity which runs throughout
the fabric of the Spring 1964 flap consists of these
major features:

The objects which landed or hovered fell on
straight lines on the map.

They landed in areas where eventually they
would be seen, but where they would be inacces-
sible and, therefore, safe.



Of all the sightings gathered by APRO since
April 22nd there have been only three or four
“orphans™ not located on previously established
straight lines.

Reports currently are coming into APRO’s
office from around the United States as well as the
Fiji Islands and Australia. It looks like they are
just “openers” for what may be ahead.

The spring 1964 flap impresses me as an intelli-
gence operation carried out by the occupants of
the UFOs either to show themselves preparatory
to closer contact in the future or to find out the
effect such contact would have on humans or how
much we already suspect.

The press wire services and network TV and
radio have been, for the most part, silent about
UFOs or adhering to the prescribed ‘“‘there ain’t
no such thing” party-line of officialdom since 1952.
Perhaps the UFO occupants have made a number
of landings in places where they would be certain to
be observed, then retired to a safe place to monitor
local TV and radio in order to learn the effects of
their visits on the natives.

A similar operation took place over a geographic-
ally similar area with comparatively sparse
population, in north-east Brazil on May 13th, 1960,
just a few months before Mars and Earth made a
close pass in space.

Mars and Earth will be close again in March
1965.

Because of the establishment of a straight-line
pattern in the civilian sightings of UFOs in the

south-west in April and early May I decided to see -

whether the estimated location of the April 30th
landing at Holloman fell on one of the lines. A
straight linedrawn from Socorro, where the Zamora
sighting took place, to Round Mountain near
Tularosa, New Mexico, where a motorist observed
a bright object coming down the next day, inter-
sects the Holloman Range near Stallion Site as well
as Highway 380, north of the site, near San Antonio.
Another line from Round Mountain through
Albuquerque, Rock Springs, Wyoming and Can-
yon Ferry, Montana also intersects the North
Range. The third possibility is the line running
from Las Cruces through Edgewood, La Madera,
Alamosa, Colorado to Cheyenne. Wyoming, all of
which are locations of sighted UFOs. However,
we cannot assume the Holloman landing falls on
one of the lines, but can only reiterate that three of
the previously established orthotenic lines do
intersect the north Holloman Range extension.

The interesting thing about these four military
sightings (and there may be more, of course) is that
the UFOs were seen on a military base during the
time (from April 30th onward) that military
representatives were busily labelling various

civilian sightings of similar objects to misinterpreta-
tions of conventional objects or hoaxes. I believe
this series of sightings demonstrates that the Air
Force programme is merely an attempt to explain
away UFOs, and the really serious work of evalua-
tion, correlation, etc., is being done elsewhere. The
Air Force’s official statement that it was “unfor-
tunate that only one witness reported the Socorro
object, and that no photographs were obtained” is
clearly an attempt to discredit the Zamora sighting
on the basis of the lack of corroborating witnesses.
The Air Force immediately was put into an
embarrassing position when Dr. Lincoln La Paz, a
noted meteorologist who knows Zamora personally,
endorsed his integrity and reliability.

It was during my investigation of the New
Mexico flap that I learned of the existence of an
agency called the “UFO Board”, comprised of
military and civilian scientists.

Air Force Regulation 200-2, much quoted among
UFO enthusiasts, instructs local UFO officers on
how to investigate a UFO sighting, and serves as a
guide for public information officers concerning
what can or cannot be said about a given incident.
If an object can be explained a public statement
can be made; if it is unexplanable in conventional
terms no public statement will be forthcoming.

The Navy and the Army, however, have no un-
classified public regulations about UFOs but do
have classified regulations governing UFO investi-
gations and these services do not make public
statements about any UFO incidents. One of the
people at the Wright Air Development Centre
UFO Project recently told an APRO member that
they don’t have enough time and personnel to keep
up with filing, let alone research and evaluation.
It is only normal procedure that the Air Force
would be relegated the task of publicly accounting
for UFOs, just as it is only normal that the agency
doing the actual research and evaluation would be
operating behind closed doors, anonymously.

For many years researchers have urged that all
the facts should be told and that possible resulting
hysteria is not a legitimate reason for denying the
existence of UFOs. I agree. But there may be an
area we have not thoroughly explored.

If, early in the UFO game, certain responsible.
scientists and officials recognised the superior
nature of the UFOs, accepted the interplanetary
thesis, and considered the possible hostility of the
objects, they may have felt justified in exerting
some influence on press wires, TV and radio net-
works to keep UFO information at a minimum.
They may have realised as early as 1950, when
UFOs jammed radio frequencies of planes over
Korea, that the objects were capable of monitoring
our electronic news transmissions. We should be



objective enough to admit that a counter intelli-
gence move as outlined above would be practical

and necessary.

Postseript : Copies of The Great Flying Saucer Hoax by
Mrs. Lorenzen, are still obtainable from A.P.R.O.,
4145 E. Desert Place, Tucson, Arizona, U.S.A., to
which address enquiries should be addressed. The
A.P.R.O. Bulletin is published from the same
address (subscription $3.50 per annum).
Reproduction of the symbol that police

officer Zamora claims he saw on the UFO
near Socorro, New Mexico (see November/
December 1964 issue of FLYING SAUCER REVIEW), e
The same symbol, which Zamora says was
coloured red, and 18 inches high, was
reported on the UFO seen to land at Hollo-
man AFB,

e 4 LA S S e e

ACTING EDITOR’S T.V. SPOT

N January | the Acting Editor accepted, at short notice, an invitation to appear
on Granada TV’s magazine programme Scene at 6.30. The unrehearsed “off-the-

-cuff” item, which was seen by viewers in the North West of England, lasted four
minutes, so there was time to say very little. It is gratifying, however, that our subject
should be kept in the public eye.

Maybe it is not too much to hope that one of the other companies, or the B.B.C.,
now put on a longer, prepared feature, so that the public may be given a further,
rational picture of this extremely serious, yet fascinating subject, which could

eventually have such a bearing on all our lives.
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ADVERTISEMENT

BRITISH U.F.O. RESEARCH ASSOCIATION
Saturday Lectures at 7 p.m.

30th January “'Saucers over the Midlands” by Gavin Gibbons, M.A.

27th February ""The case for Little Green Men” by Lionel Beer.

27th March “"The case for the Silence Group” by The Hon. Brinsley Le Poer Trench.
24th April “Some disappearances and abductions” by Gordon Creighton.

22nd May "Orthoteny—A key to the enigma ?”" by Michael Holt, B.A.

Kensington Central Library, Campden Hill Road, London, W.8. (Close to High Street
Lensington Underground). For full details, send S.A.E. to Mr. L. Beer, 61 Great Cumber-
land Place, London, W.1.
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UFOs? No! Lens Flare? YES!

A MAGORITY VERDICT

WAVENEY GIRVAN’s invitation to photo-
graphic experts to give opinions on the
spindle-shaped objects evoked a heavy response.
Sufficient weight of evidence has been adduced
against the spindle-shape to “sink” a UFO!

We of the REVIEW are always prepared to recant
when errors in our thinking are satisfactorily
demonstrated.

A hint of things to come was reader W. J.
MacLean’s letter. This we published in MAIL
BAG in our November/December issue. Later
arrivals appear in this issue on page 28. The big
guns were booming when NICAP’s Mr. Richard
Hall wrote to us and supported his case with some
excellent photographs. The coup de grace was struck
by our worthy contributor Luis Schénherr, and we
have managed to find space for his exposition
in the following pages.

First of all, however, we append an extract from
the letter from NICAP (National Investigations
Committee on Aerial Phenomena, of Washington,
D.C.; US.A.):

“I have made a special study of the lens flare
vs. UFO subject, and believe I can add something
to the discussion. There is no doubt in my mind
whatsoever that the photograph on page 3 of the
September/October issue of the FLYING SAUCER
REVIEW is a typical lens flare caused by a reflection
of the floodlight off the lens of the camera, and that
this explanation is valid for virtually all similar
photographs.

*“I should first point out that the illustration of a
lens flare in ““The UFO Evidence’ wasnotintended
to describe the Joe Perry photograph, though it is
easy to see how you got that impression. It was
merely a general illustration which happened to be
inserted (by our printer) in the account of Perry’s
photograph. His was not a lens flare phenomenon,
but a developmental effect, which general category
also causes many false UFO photographs.

“We have accumulated many photographs
showing lens flares. I enclose three samples;
please return these after making whatever use of
them you care to. Please note the following
patterns:

(a) Photographs showing lens flares usually, but
not always, are taken at night. (A brilliant

light source will produce the same or : sim lar
effect in daytime).

(6) One or more brilliant light sources st.ally
appear on the priats (though someti- es only
the glare from the light source is visiole, with
the actual light off the edge of the print).

(¢) 'The *“axis’ of the spindle, in every case where
it is possible to analyze which light source
matches which lens flare, lines up with the
light source. Why this is so I will leave to
those more familiar with the optics of lenses.

These patterns generally hold in every example
of lens flares with which I am acquainted, in-
cluding the Vulcan bomber photograph on page 3
of the review. The Woomera photograph on
page 5 is not clear enough to be sure, but most of the
elements are present and the description sounds
typical of the conditions which do produce lens
flares.

“The above is fact, and interpretation of fact.
To enter on speculation briefly, it is curious that
this phenomenon is not better known to photo-
graphers. I speculate that good photographers
would ordinarily be less likely to expose the lens of
their cameras to a brilliant light source, hence
have not seen many lens flares in their own work.

“The Armco Steel Corporation blast furnace
photograph enclosed is a particularly good example
of two of the most common shapes of lens flares,
and of the axes lining up with the light sources.
Flare No. 1 lines up with the light in the lower
right-hand corner. Flare No. 2 lines up with the
brilliant light on the left-hand side. Flare No. 3—
which please note has a more elliptical appearance
—apparently results from a background light at a
markedly different angle from the camera, possibly
the light only partly visible behind the tower.

“The Oakland, California, city hall photograph
shows another common variation: overlapping
rings or ‘“‘bubbles” of light, but with a typical
“disc” as its most prominent feature.

“Our third photograph shows two different si es
of ‘solid’ lens flares, and one ‘transparent’ o..:
The largest ‘solid’ one compares favourably with
flare No. 3 in Photograph A, and with the Ribera
photograph mentioned in your article.

“Obviously if the light reflection theory is cor-



The well-known Armco Steel Works photograph, mentioned both in Mr. Richard Hall's
letter, and in the following article by Luis Schonherr.

could range of variations 1In
appearance to result from different types of lenses,
different

brilliances of the light sources.

rect, we expect a

angles to the camera, and different

‘I forgot to mention a fourth pattern of lens
flare photographs: in virtually every case, the
photographer saw no UFO.
photographer who did see a brilliantly lighted UFO
and photographed it might get lens flares on his
picture too, and later mistakenly interpret the lens
flare as the UFO,

“It seems to me the evidence is overwhelming
for the ]igli[ reflection Iil('(}l'}‘ It could t'a.xil} be
tested by deliberately photographing flood-lighted
buildings at night, or even by photographing the

[t 1s }]lj'\"iilll{' that a

sun. If enough camera angles are tried, this should
]n'u(lllc‘r lens flares almost at will.

‘1 have never heard an unambiguous descrip-
tion of a nnn-!)}n:l(:-_;'l';lph{'(i UFO which resembled

typical lens flare. Obviously a real disc reflecting
some light, viewed edge-on, might give a similar
appearance. But the question at issue s interpreta-
tion of photographic phenomena, normally accom-
panied by other brilliant light sources, and usually
not observed visually.

“This is not granting the sceptics a point at all.
[t is objective investigation which, incidentally,
should show sceptics that we are not gullible and
do not strain to make every unusual phenomenon
a UFO.”
We regret

LO ]H‘
that we were unable to include the
second and third photographs mentioned in Mr.
Hall’s letter. It is doubtful that they could have
been I'l‘pi'u(}llt'('tl well t'llllH‘_i!l for the HI}_‘]G'{ ts to be
seen—a difficulty which we experienced to some
degree with the Coningsby and Woomera photo-
rraphs.

editor, it should be

In fairness to our late



recorded that he only became deeply interested in
the spindle shapes after the re-run of the Pathé
newsfilm which was arranged for him. The Pathé
representative assured him on that occasion that
spurious images were out of the question with the
expensive, completely hooded equipment which
they used. It should be added that Mr. Girvan was
not a photographic expert, and he was particularly
impressed by this “‘evidence” which came so soon
after the testimony of Michael Blake of Southamp-
ton, He even speculated on the possibility that the

powers behind the UFOs, aware of the confusion
they would cause, had simulated the lens flare
shapes for observation-type craft, or probes, for
camouflage purposes.

Whilst the photographic experts, and others
appear to have proved their point it seems that the
door must be left slightly ajar for this last possibility.

As we are considering that theme, it may be well
to examine the sighting report from Aberdeen,
Scotland, featured in our World Round Up
columns!

SPINDLES IN THE SKY

by Luis Schonherr

MY analysis of the photographs referred to in the

FLYING SAUCER REVIEW has been based on the

following facts drawn from my own twenty years of

experience in the field of photography:

(a) Reflections in camera objective lenses are far
more common than the average photographer
realizes,

(b)) An objective lens need not necessarily be
defective in order to cause a reflection. An
excessive amount of light (either as the result
of long exposure or of the actual brightness of
of the light source) may be sufficient. For this
reason reflections of all types occur preferably
when photographs are taken against the sun
and during night exposures.

(¢) A photographic objective nearly always con-
sists of a set of different lenses. Four-lens-
objectives are today common, a wide angle
objective may contain from 6 to 10 lenses and
a zoom objective even more. As a reflection
originates from one or more of the various
glass—glass or glass-air surfaces within the lens
set, the probability of a reflection occurring
under given circumstances will be the greater,
the more lenses an objective contains. The
light rays originating from such an irregular
reflection within the objective do not pass the
whole lens set but only some lenses. It will be
clear that—although the objective as a whole
is not defective—the correction for such rays
must remain insufficient. Furthermore, they
are often subject to secondary reflections and
also to refraction. All this may cause on the
film the typical effects of spheric and chro-
matic aberration, astigmatism and coma.’

Often, but not always, the sizeand shape of the

reflex image on the film depends also on the

effective aperture (the diaphragm setting) of
the objective.

()

(¢) There should be a distinction between reflec-
tions that are caused by light sources within
the image field, and those that are due to light
rays from outside the image field.

As far as I know from personal experience,

reflections of the spindle type are always

caused by light sources from inside the image
field, and therefore the light sources which
cause them will also appear on the negative.

It should be borne in mind, however, that

reproductions are often made from prints

obtained by enlarging only a section of the
negative,

The production of one axis of the reflex image

intersects the light source which causes it.

Light source and reflex image are diametri-

cally opposed.

(h) If different light sources have caused more
than one reflex image, the productions of
their axes will intersect in a common point,
i.e., the point at which the optical axis of the
objective has been directed during the
exposure.

(1) Light rays from outside the image field may
also reach the front lens of an objective. As
the objective has not been calculated for this
angle of incidence, reflections may also occur.
But in this case they seldom have a well defined
shape, and they cover greater parts of the
negative in form of an indistinct “haze”.

(7) Lens hoods can only prevent reflections men-
tioned under (z).

(k) Defective lens hoods may themselves cause
reflections. If the inner side of the hood tube
is not dull black, but scratched, and thus
exposing the shiny metal surface, reflections
may occur. Once, after a night exposure,
when I unscrewed the lens hood, I noticed a
single rain drop on the inside. I did not pay

(f)



much attention to this. But later, when 1
examined the film, I found a very faint
annular image on it. Although I did not
succeed in reproducing the effect in an experi-
mental arrangement, I strongly suspect that
the raindrop was the cause. It is very difficult
to reproduce exactly the same conditions; it
may have been an unnoticed short-timed flash
from the headlights of a passing car, which was
reflected by the raindrop.?

If one applies the foregoing to the photographs
in question, one reaches the following conclusions:

(1) The ‘‘shape” on the photo of the Avro-
Vulcan bomber? is doutbless a lens reflection.
(Compare with b, fand g). The fact that the
lens was hooded 1s irrelevant (). As to the
alleged motion of the “shape™ see 4.

The photo in the Komsomolskaya Pravda®
belongs to the same category. The light source
responsible for the reflex image at the left can
be expected to be at the right on the ground
(outside the picture). Compare with b, f, g.

The photo of the Armco Steel blast furnace®
demonstrates very well the statements under 4.
The location of the intersection indicates that
the camera must have been pointed upwards.
This is also amply demonstrated by the exces-
sive perspective of the chimneys. Note also
the conformity in the brightness of light
sources and reflex images!

In the case of the Woomera photo® there are at
least two main causes for light tricks, whilst
two further causes are to be suspected.
(n) In the centre, there is the fiery blaze of the
rocket exhaust.
(m) At the left can be seen the-tunnel from
which the hot gases emerge. The bound-
ary layer between the hot gases and the
cooler air would be favourable to the
formation of mirages either from the sun
or from the rocket’s blast. Turbulence in
this layer could account for erratic motion
of the mirage.
Possibly the sun was also within the image
field at the right.
The light ring at the left bears a very
strong resemblance to the annular image
mentioned in k. (See also note ?).
It would be very interesting to learn whether
or not the cameraman himself observed the
object.

The shape of the image in the photograph
taken by Sr. Llaurado’ is the shape of a typical
reflex image. The accompanying text, as well
as the picture itself, indicate further that the
photograph was taken against the sun. A

(2)

(4)

(0)
(#)

()
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filter had also been used, and filters, particu-
larly if they are of poor quality, are often
responsible for reflections. Sr. Llaurado states
that he saw something flying against the sun.
Can we be sure that this “‘something™ and the
image on the film were caused by the same
object? And if it had really been so, one
should bear in mind that the human eye acts
very much like an optical lens. Therefore it
seems that in principle, lens reflections may
appear on the retina as well as on a film.
Although possibly not the whole image field
has been reproduced, there is little doubt that
the one axis of the image is directed towards
the sun. (Compare with b, fand g.

In the case of the visual observation of
Michael Blake® which lasted only two or three
seconds, the possibility of a reflection in the
eye cannot be excluded. 1 am, however, not
quite sure as to this latter hypothesis, because
I myself have never experienced such a
reflection, and because the eye is a single lens
objective which offers not as much opportunity
for a reflection as does a photographic lens set.
In this case the last word must be left to the
experts of physiological optics.

For the expert it is always possible to calculate
the exact shape of all reflex images for any given
lens set, and all possible angles of incident. But
this demands—even in a single case—such a dis-
proportionately high expense in time and mathe-
matics that it is seldom accomplished. As a rule,
only the manufacturer of the objective will be able
to make such a calculation at all, since only he is in
possession of the required fundamentals.

For an expert’s analysis the following data
should be available:

(1) The original negative, type and sensitivity of
the film.

(2) Type of shutter, and shutter-speed.

(3) Diaphragm setting.

(4) Objective, focal length, manufacturer and
Serial number.

(9)

(6)

Camera-type.
Filters and lens hood (if used).

Owners of a reflex camera (where the photo-
graphic objective serves also as a view finder) can
easily observe the evolution of such reflex images
and their variations with different diaphragm
settings, if they point the camera towards the sun
and at varying angles to it. In cameras with
separate viewfinders, the different optical system of
the view finder may show nothing unusual, while
the photographic objective may produce a reflex
image on the film.

I hope that at least those readers who are
acquainted with my speculations on UFOs and the



Fourth dimension, will not consider me as a
narrow-minded sceptic. The purely optical nature
of the spindle type “UFO” is obvious to anyone
familiar with optical phenomena. As I felt, how-
ever, that some of the readers of the rLyING
SAUCER REVIEW might be tempted to see a connec-
tion between the projections of the four dimen-
sional force fields suggested in my previous articles®
and those reflex images, I thought it my duty, to
deal with the subject in detail.

NOTES

'Cagnet, Francon, J. C. Thrierr, Atlas optischer Erscheinungen, Springer.
Verlag, Gottingen 1962, Library of Congress Cat. Card Nr. 62-15420.

*In December 1958 the FLYING sauceER REVIEW reproduced a photograph
taken by a Mrs. Barrett during a voyage in Norway., The ring-like image
in this picture is similar, but much more intense, In his book The World of
Flying Saucers Dr. Menzel states that the Barrett photograph had been
thoroughly investigated, and ATIC reached the conclusion that the image
had been caused by the reflection of a diamond which the photographer
was wearing.

'FLYING SAUCER REVIEW, Sept./October, 1964, p. 3.

‘Ibid March/April 1961. The reproduction at my disposal is from a Swiss
UFO-periodical which in the meantime has ceased to appear. The lighting
on it shows quite clearly that there must have been an intense light source at
the right on the ground.

*Wilkins: Flying Saucers on the Attack, frontispiece.

‘FSR Sept./October 1964, p. 5.

“Ibid July/August 1962, p. 14.

*Ibid Jan./Feb. 1964, p. 3.

*Ibid March/April 1963, p.10. Ibid Jan./Feb. 1964, p. 16.

This photograph was taken in February 1964
at the ski jump on the Berg Isel near Inns-
bruck, Tyrol. The reflex image at the bottom
edge is caused by the sun, which was within
the image field (in the centre of the upper
half of the picture).

DATA: Objective: Curtagon, 1:4, focal length
28 mm. Manufacturer: Jos. Schneider & Co.,
Kreuznach, Germany. Settings: Diaphragm:
16. Speed: 1/125 second. Film: Ektachrome,
daylight reversal, 19 DIN. Camera: Exa II,
focal plane shutter, no lens hood or filter.
Since during daylight exposures the sun
stands high in the sky, the reflex image con-

sequently will appear in the lower part of the
picture (compare with ¢) where it is some-
times overlooked and if it is noticed cer-
tainly not mistaken for an UFO.

During night exposures, when the only light
sources are on or near the ground, the reflex
image will appear in the dark sky, where it
attracts attention.

Only when the angle between the sun and the
optical axis of the objective lens is small, the
reflex image on daylight photographs can
also appear in the sky or even in the vicinity
of the sun. The photograph taken by
Llaurado (see text) is an example for such a
case.
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LETTERS

We are always pleased to receive letters from our readers : they are part of the life-blood
of the REVIEW. Please remember, however, to keep your letters short. If possible type
them, using double-spacing—and here the Editor asks contributors to do the same—
using one side of the sheet only. If no typewriter is available, please write clearly, again
using only one side of the paper. If you will kindly do this, it will save the Editor a
tremendous amount of time, and work !

Unless correspondents give their full name and address (not necessarily for publica-
tion), their letters cannot be considered.

The Editor wishes to remind correspondents that it would require a superhuman
effort to acknowledge every letter personally. He therefore avails himself of this oppor-
tunity of thanking all who take the trouble to write to him.
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>
| TRIBUTES TO THE LATE WAVENEY GIRVAN
*«

SHORTLY after Waveney Girvan’s death, the
Acting Editor asked Aimé Michel if he would
care to write a short appreciation for publication
in the issue of the FEYING sAUCER REVIEw. The
following lines are taken from his reply:

“It was for me a great grief when I read the
letter announcing the dear Waveney’s death. He
was a real brother for me, though I never met him,
and though he never said a word to me about his
private life. I do not know whether he was
married, and if so, whether he had any children.
I find it hard to convince myself that I’ll never
make his personal acquaintance. It is a strange
thing that so thorough a friendship was born
between two men who did not know anything about
one another. I think it was that real kind of friend-
ship, one of the mind and of the heart. i

“But what could I say about him? What,
except that he was a friend of mine, both unknown
and real? You, Mr. Bowen, have to write his
obituary, but I shall be ever grateful to you if you
say in your text how much I was upset by the
terrible news . . .”

M. Michel was unaware, at the time of writing,
that the November/December issue of the REVIEW
had already gone to press.

Within a matter of days, there came into our
hands a very welcome copy of PHENOMENES
sPATIAUX, the bulletin of the G.E.P.A. (Groupe-
ment d’Etude de Phénoménes Aériens et Objets
Spatiaux Insoiltes) of Paris. Immediately follow-
ing the editorial which was signed by General
L. M. Chassin, there was an obituary to our late
editor, written by René Fouéré, Secretary General
of the Group. The very next page carried an
article, again by M. Fouéré, which spoke in glow-
ing terms of Waveney Girvan and his work. It is
this tribute to which M. Fouéré refers in his
valedictory lines, which were entitled Waveney
Girovan nest plus :

“On the occasion of the last meeting of the
G.E.P.A., when this bulletin was already with the
printers, Aimé Michel told us of the death of
Waveney Girvan. This news came as a terrible
shock. The sudden death of the eminent director

*

of the rLYING saUCER REVIEw will be cruelly
resented by those who, the world over, are en-
deavouring to solve the great, yet enigmatic
mystery of the flying saucers. Like all groups who
are trying to understand the enigma, the G.E.P.A.
is in mourning, and offers its deepest sympathy to
the relatives and friends of the deceased.

“As we say of him in this self-same bulletin, we
personally held the director of the FLYING SAUCER
REVIEW in the highest esteem. To us he had always
been a precious model of lucidity, liberalism and
intelligence. Although we had never met him, we
looked on him as a friend to whom we were tied by
a bond of spiritual fraternity. We are shattered and
profoundly affected by his death which came so
unexpectedly.

“He had just published our article on Adamski,
and we rejoiced among ourselves to think that he
would soon be reading the tribute we had paid
him in this very bulletin, Alas! Our pages will
now never reach him. We realise now, to our
utmost sorrow, the fragility of this life, and the
sovereign brutality of death,

“We trust, nevertheless, that the lines which we
penned about him, will be of some comfort to
those who loved him, and to whom we offer all our
emotion and sympathy.”

It is proposed to publish René Fouéré’s “lines”
in the March/April edition of the FLYING SAUCER
REVIEW.

Other letters about our late editor appear in our
MAIL BAG feature. We close with two quotes:

Mrs. Coral Lorenzen, APRO, ‘““Please let me
express our sympathy at the loss of our mutual
friend, Mr. Girvan. We need all the good minds
we have, and each loss is cruelly felt.”

Dr. Donald H. Menzel, Director, Harvard
College Observatory, ‘I was very sorry to hear
of the death of Waveney Girvan. Please accept my
sincere sympathies on the loss of a good friend.”
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The Most Amazing Case of All

Part 1— A Brazilian Farmer’s Story
By Gordon Creighton

For many years Brazil and Argentina have been the centre of intense UFO activity.
There have been many strange sightings and occurrences, but none so startling
as this story, retold by Mr. Creighton. The policy of the REV/EW is to present all
aspects of the flying saucer mystery, and this story, albeit uncorroborated, needs
to be told. The full implications are alarming to say the least, and will be dis-
cussed in the second part of the article, in which further evidence of UFO
activity in the region is also presented. Part Il will be published in the March/

April 1965 issue of the REV/EW.

THE following account, which I have translated

and condensed from Brazilian source material,
is without doubt the most sensational UFO story
that we have heard yet. I have been “sitting on it”
for the past two years, hoping that further evidence
would come to light, and also—I confess—wonder-
ing whether or not objections would be raised to

my giving currency to it. I am now in possession of

further information that throws light on the story,
so here goes! I tender my apologies to any reader
who may find this bizarre story offensive. I can
only plead that, distateful or frightening as the
affair may be for some, I for my part believe it to be
true, and that whatever the truth may be, it is
better that we face up to it.

My principal source is the April/July 1962
bulletin of the Sociedade Brasileira de Estudos
Sobre Discos Voadores (Brazilian Society for the
study of Flying Saucers) in Rio de Janeiro, and 1
am most obliged to Dr. W. Buhler, the editor, who
was good enough to send me a copy.

Brazil is one of the largest countries in the world,
larger indeed than the U.S.A., and contains what is
potentially one of the richest areas still un-
developed. In common with neighbouring Argen-
tina, Brazil has had an extraordinary number of
UFO sightings and landings. The eminent
Brazilian investigator Dr. Olavo Fontes has
described, in his Brazil under UFO survey (FLYING
SAUCER REVIEW, Mar./April, May/June, and July
August 1961), the apparently systematic military
type of reconnaissance which the “Visitors” have
been making of the defence and communications
facilities of his country, and he has made it plain
that many Brazilians are apprehensive that an
invasion is impending.

The episode here described took place at mid-
night on 15th December, 1957, at a place near the
inland western frontier of Brazil. The precise
location is not disclosed by Dr. Buhler, but from my
knowledge of Brazil, where I spent some years as
one of H.M.’s Consuls, I think the locality must be
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Ponte Poran. I shall show why I have come to this
conclusion in Part 11 of this article.

Very soon after the affair occurred, the
Brazilian Society for the Study of Flying Saucers
heard of rumours in Rio de Janeiro that the secret
service were investigating something quite extra-
ordinary. Finally the Society ferreted out enough
information to be in a position to launch their own
inquiry. In July 1961, Dr. Buhler himself, with
another member, a Dr. M.P.A. (name not dis-
closed), set out on a trip into the Brazilian hinter-
land. Their objective was a place lying some
1500 kilometres from Rio de Janeiro (Ponte Poran
is about that distance from Rio), and their journey
lasted 36 hours, involving the use of five bus routes
and a ferry-boat.

The purpose of the journey was to interview a
young Brazilian farmer who is referred to in their
account as “A.V.B.”, his identity being kept secret
for understandable reasons. It is proposed here-
after to call the farmer by the Portuguese name
“Adhemar”, although it must be remembered
that it is not his real name.

The farmer, who is described as a serious young
man, lives 5 kilometres from the nearest village.
He rode in on his horse to the village to meet the
investigators, as pre-arranged. At first the two
doctors found him shy and intensely reluctant to
discuss the details of his experience of four years
before, but they finally persuaded him to talk.
The episode had indeed been so strange that he had
not even mentioned it to his parents, with whom he
was then living, or with his brother. By the time the
doctors arrived to see him he had married.

December is a very hot month in that part of
Brazil, so hot that Adhemar and his brother
worked at night, driving their tractor and plough-
ing a field lying on a plain beside a river.

On 14th December, 1957, at about 11 p.m., they
were busy ploughing when Adhemar drew his
brother’s attention to a light in the sky. The light
changed its position every time they turned the



plough at the end of a furrow, and when it came
nearer the brothers took fright, uncoupled the
plough from the tractor and drove off home.

On the following night Adhemar was out plough-
ing again, this time alone. At midnight a “‘star-
like light” approached at great speed from the
north and seconds later came to a halt about 300
feet above the field. Thoroughly alarmed,
Adhemar decided to pack up and make for home,
and began to operate the hydraulic gear which
uncouples the plough from the tractor. It failed.

Adhemar was still struggling with the coupling
mechanism when the engine of the tractor also
went dead. At that moment the machine in the
sky swooped down and landed some twenty yards
from the tractor. The terrified farmer saw two
“people” emerge from the machine and run
towards him: in a panic he jumped from his
tractor and endeavoured to run away, but the
two people (now described as ““men’) grabbed him
from behind. He managed to throw one of them
over his head, but two more arrived and seized
him, and finally there were five or six of them
hanging onto his arms and legs. Although he had
resisted violently at the beginning, he soon per-
ceived that it was useless to struggle against so
many, and gave up. Nevertheless, it was clear that
man for man they were not so strong as he.

The captive farmer was hustled to the machine,
and up a ladder, then through a door into a round
compartment some five or six feet high, and six
or seven feet wide. This compartment had a shaft
passing through the centre from floor to ceiling,
and the surrounding wall had square holes in it
. . . such as one sees on electrical installations.”
There was a fixed table with three legs which had
upon it an instrument—and here Dr. Buhler
explains that he has been asked by a certain person
in Rio de Janeiro not to describe the instrument, so
that the authenticity of any future reports mention-
ing such instruments may be established.

The captors at once applied a flexible suction
syringe to two places near the prominent part of his
chin, apparently to draw blood from him. Next,
they proceeded to remove his clothes with incred-
ible speed, carefully undoing all buttons so that
- nothing was torn.

He was then conducted through a door to an-
other compartment, in which the only furniture
was a couch covered with a plastic material. He
was laid upon this, and his body was moistened all
over with a kind of sponge which contained a
refreshing liquid. Adhemar imagined at first that
this was to clean him, as he was dirty.

Estimating the time that he had been in the first
compartment as five minutes, Adhemar added that
he was left waiting in this second compartment for
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some twenty minutes. Nobody came to trouble
him, but he suddenly became aware of a pungent
odour which pervaded the compartment. Over-
come by a wave of nausea he was violently sick.

There was a third door leading to another room,
and this door now opened. Two men brought in a
girl who was between 4 ft. 8 ins. and 5 ft. tall. They
left her with him and withdrew. Smiling, the girl
approached him with open arms. .

Adhemar told Dr. Buhler that when he thought
atterwards about the episode, he was very puzzled,
for only a few moments before the arrival of the
girl he had been both nauseated and terrified, yet
when she appeared with the men, those feelings had
disappeared. He suggested later that the excite-
ment - which replaced the earlier unpleasant
sensations might have been connected in some way
with the liquid which had been applied to his body.

Adhemar told Dr. Buhler that the girl had
sparse blond hair, no eyelashes, no eyebrows—or
only very fine blonde ones—and no hair on her
body. Her ears were small, her chin, lips and nose
were finely formed, her eyes were ‘““Chinese”
looking, her cheekbones prominent (as in Slavonic
peoples) and her teeth white and well formed. He
estimated that her weight was 80 Ibs.

In due course the girl left him. He said that she
had not spoken to him throughout the incident.
Dr. Buhler tried to extract such details as he could,
but Adhemar was shy and very embarrassed at
that point.

Adhemar went on to say that when the girl
approached the door, it opened automatically.
Being a simple farmer, he said he could not
imagine what manner of mechanism controlled
such an operation.

When the girl had gone, Adhemar returned to
the first compartment to get his clothes. After he
had dressed himself, he was joined by a member of
the crew who took him outside onto a platform
which was level with the floor of the compartments.

. .

Our farmer was now able to take in something of
his surroundings. He had seen five or six members
of the crew. They were all dressed alike, in white,
close-fitting ““metallic scale” suits (his hands had
even been injured by the scales during his struggle).
Each man also wore a wide belt, with a reddish
light on the front of it. Their feet were encased in
rough white shoes, which apparently had no heels,
to judge by the footprints which Adhemar saw
next day in the soft earth. Their hands were
covered by strong gloves, and on their heads were
large opaque helmets with only a small horizontal
slit at the level of the eyes. At the rear, flat
metallic tubes emerged from a small lump on the
men’s backs, and ran up, one on each side, into the
helmet.
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Adhemar said he was unable to see eye to eye
with them. In other words, he was unable to
secure any view at all of their faces, and we do not
know whether they were creatures resembling the
girl or not.

The men did not speak to him, but only among
themselves, in a strident sort of language. Adhemar
could affirm at any rate that it was not Syrian or
Japanese, two languages with which he was
sufficiently familiar to recognize them by their
sound.
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farmer’s descrip-
tion
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UFO crew mem-
bers in uniform:
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All the men were of small stature, reaching only
to his shoulder, but the girl was smaller still. Dr.
Buhler and his colleague report that they them-
selves are both 5 ft. 7 ins. tall, and that Adhemar is
a little shorter than that.

The interviewers now turned their attention to
the interloper’s machine. Adhemar said that it
landed at a spot some 50 yards from the bank of the
river, thus cutting him off from the route to his
home, some two miles distant. He did not attempt
to cry out for help as he knew it would be useless at
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that distance.

Adhemar did not understand the source of the
light which illuminated both the outside and the
inside of the machine.

The description of the machine is strange, but I
feel that it may well correspond with some UFO
sighting accounts already on file. It was a
... . bird-like construction’, some nine or ten feet
in height, which stood on a tripod itself some ten or
twelve feet high. The thickness of the tripod legs
was about twelve inches, widening out at the base
where they met the ground.

The main body of the machine was about 50 to
60 feet in length, and had a pointed fore-part
which bore a green light. There was also a
shorter pair of parallel protuberances, one on each
side, both of which bore an orange light near its
tip. On either side of the main body of the machine
there emerged a short projection, . . . shaped like
a plank”. The normal-position of these projections
seemed to be horizontal, but Adhemar noticed,
when the machine took off, that they had made a
turn of 30 degrees.

Above the main body of the craft, but quite
close to it, was a large cupola, 18 inches thick, and
approximately 30 inches wide. The cupola was in
constant rotation, even when the machine was on
the ground, and it produced a wind which could
be felt as the farmer stood nearby. This wind
increased to storm-like intensity when the machine
began to take off. There was no heat or odour.

At the end of the main body stood a vertical
plate, just like a rudder.

When Adhemar had finished his tour of the plat-
form, the man who was with him accompanied him
down the ladder, which, it appeared, was retract-
able. On reaching the ground, the man made two
holes in the earth, pointing first to one hole and
then skywards, and then to the other hole.
Adhemar, the simple farmer, almost certainly
illiterate like most of his fellows of the rural
population of Brazil, told Dr. Buhler that he had
not understood what the little man meant by this
very elementary method of indicating two different
planets in Space! But, as I have emphasised on
more than one occasion, there is nobody less likely
to have ever heard of science fiction than the rural
mestizo populations of South America. Yet it is
precisely from that Continent that some of the
most astonishing UFO reports have come. It
must be borne in mind that no part of our planet
offers better bases than the vast interior of South
America. I have already mentioned, in a previous
article on UFOs over Argentina, that our corres-
pondent in the northern part of that country has
informed us this year that many of his compatriots
now believe that Space entities have bases in the
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Andes, or the nearby Mato Grosso of Brazil, or
under the sea along the coast of Argentina. On
page 207 of her book “The Great Flying Saucer
Hoax”—one of the most important books ever
written on this subject—Mrs. Coral Lorenzen
likewise suggests there are bases in Central Brazil.)

When Adhemar saw that the machine was about
to take off, he stepped back quickly. The green
fore-light changed to a blinding white and after it
had risen, which it did with incredible speed (this
is unlike most UFO accounts) this white light was
the only one that remained visible in the sky. The
machine was gone in a flash.

Walking home, Adhemar still felt nauseated, and
for the next three weeks his liver was painful, and
small superficial ulcers appeared on his face and
arms. These however, healed quickly.

When he went to get his tractor next day, he
found that it functioned perfectly. The heel-less
footprints of the crew and the impressions made by
the machine’s three legs were clear enough in the
soft ploughed earth. As Dr. Buhler points out, this
in itself was heavy evidence in support of Adhemar’s
story, and should have been investigated. Further
evidence was the two marks on his chin, where the
blood had been drawn from him. These remained
visible for more than three years!

Adhemar told the two doctors that he had only
talked to one single person about the affair (pre-
sumably only one person in addition to the
authorities who had questioned him in Rio). He
added, moreover, that on two occasions, both
during the night, and some months before his
strange experience, his home had been “floodlit™
twice from the sky by Space-craft. On one
of these occasions his mother had also witnessed
the ““floodlighting”, whilst on the other occasion
the whole yard around the farmhouse had been
illuminated from above. This was seen by both
Adhemar and his brother from the bedroom in
which they slept. Furthermore, other people in the
village and the neighbourhood had also seen these
lights on several occasions during the night.

When Dr. Buhler asked Adhemar his final
question—how would he feel should he have to
undergo such an experience again—the farmer
replied shyly that he would not particularly like it.
It had been very frightening, and in any case, he
was now no longer a bachelor. ““All the same™ he
added, ““ . . . if it should happen again, that the
same machine with the same people landed once
more, I would not run away. . ..”

(Eprtor’s NoOTE:—All measurements in the original
account were quoted in the metric system. We have con-
verted them to feet and inches for the convenience of our
readers.)






















































