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Preface to the PDF version of
Best UFO Cases - Europe

In 1996 I received an invitation to come to Las Vegas to speak to members of the National
Institute for Discovery Science (NIDS) about our research at MUFON-CES (Central European
Section) on the UFO phenomenon and on the theory of the German physicist Burkhard Heim, in
which Harold Puthoff, John Alexander and Dean Radin were particularly interested. The founder
of NIDS, Robert Bigelow, was considering a collaboration with our group. He asked me which of
our activities he could support financially.

We did not have to pay for the radar data, as they were given to us free of charge by a military
air traffic controller. The hypnosis regressions on abductees were done by two of our members

(a doctor and a psychiatrist) out of personal interest. One of our members carried out the image
analysis in addition to his normal daily work. Our professors did not charge any money for the
extensive theoretical work. Only seldom were field investigations carried out, for example when
exceptional cases such as close encounters, UFO landing sites or encounters with UFO occupants
had to be examined. Our members were reimbursed for travel and accommodation expenses from
the association's funds. The field investigations, however, were so rare, that no external financial
aid was required. The printing costs for our irregularly published reports were also paid from the
association's funds. One thing we really lacked, however, was the financing of the rent of an
office and a study, in which we could place a library, the microfiche with a corresponding
reading device and copy machine and the files containing hundreds of radar plots. In Belgium,
SOBEPS was financed by a millionaire to maintain such a workspace, with enough space for a
secretary and telephones to communicate with the authorities and witnesses and to receive the
press.

When I suggested to Robert Bigelow that he could finance a workspace for us, he refused, as he
was convinced that a research group would have such premises anyway and would not need to
have them financed by someone outside the group. We then agreed that I should write a report on
the best UFO cases in Europe, which he wanted to finance.

I worked on a manuscript and waited several months for a letter from NIDS with the contract.

At my request, John Alexander informed me that Mr. Bigelow had also commissioned a Russian
author to write a manuscript for him about UFO sightings in Russia. This meant that I could not
mention any cases from our exclusive documents (about 800 pages), which we had received from
Russia in 1980 as confidential Samizdat Manuscripts, since the Russian author would probably
include them in his report.

In 1995, the three major UFO organizations CUFOS, MUFON and FUFOR had already reported
on the best cases in England, France, Russia, Belgium and Scandinavia under the title Unidenti-
fied Flying Objects Briefing Document - The Best Available Evidence (Don Berliner, Marie
Galbraith and Antonio Huneeus). Therefore I limited myself to presenting only new and previ-
ously unpublished sightings - and therefore the title of the book should actually have been

'‘Best UFO Cases - Germany'.



Bob Bigelow was so disappointed with the Russian author's manuscript that he did not want to
finance any more reports by other authors. John Alexander, however, succeeded in convincing
him that I would certainly deliver a more reliable report and that the contract should be concluded
as agreed orally. In the text of the contract the original title remained, but the content of the book
now only referred to the best UFO sightings in Germany.

In 1997 I visited Jacques Vallée in San Francisco to discuss the contents of the manuscript with
him. I received valuable advice from him on how the text could be supplemented. Jacques Vallée
wrote a very good preface to the manuscript, which Bob Bigelow also sent to John F. Schuessler,
Bruce Maccabee and Richard F. Haines. He also requested a foreword from them, which is rather
unusual. As a result, Jacques Vallée understandably withdrew his foreword.

The book Best UFO Cases - Europe was published by NIDS in Las Vegas in 1998. Richard
Haines wrote a review of the book in the Journal of Scientific Exploration, 2000, Vol. 14, No. 1,
pp. 121-124.

In Germany, the book was published under the title Unidentifizierte Flugobjekte iiber Europa
(Munich: Herbig, 1999) with some modifications of text passages already published in other
German language reports. In contrast to the American version, the German edition contains a
catalogue with 240 sketches of UFO sightings reported to MUFON-CES in the German-speaking
area. For each case the location, date, time, duration, object size and distance as well as a
reliability index of the sighting is given.

Regarding the 'Nagora photos', for example, the German edition provides the exact shape of the
object to be seen in the photos. These photos can be viewed in the English edition on page 89. In
1997 Richard Haines visited us here in Germany. During this visit he also met the photographer
Rudi Nagora, who handed the twelve original photos over to him. Dick Haines processed the
photos with a 3D program from NASA and discovered that the object had not been a disk (or
hubcap, as the skeptics claimed), but a flattened triangle.

One of the twelve photos analyzed in 1997 by Richard Haines (left of Rudi Nagora).
The shape of the UFO is that of a rounded triangle, as some of the photos show.



Since members of our MUFON-CES group only learned of a UFO sighting near Reutte, Austria,
in 1999, the photos of a golden 'English steel helmet', which three witnesses had observed from
their hotel room on August 30, 1994, are not included in the English version. One of the photos
can be seen here:

One of two photos taken on August 30, 1994 from above the river Lech near Reutte in Austria.

I was the director of MUFON-CES until its 40th anniversary in 2014 and have published twelve
MUFON-CES reports.

In 2014 I founded the Interdisciplinary Society for the Analysis of Anomalous Phenomena
(Interdisziplindre Gesellschaft zur Analyse anomaler Phdnomene - IGAAP), whose activities are
more scientifically oriented than they were at MUFON-CES. The focus of IGAAP is to analyze
such UFO reports, where the unknown objects show electromagnetic and gravitational inter-
actions (EMG effects) with their environment. Up to now (in 2020) we have collected about
1,700 EMG cases in our database. They serve as a basis for statistical evaluations and for the
development of theoretical models about possible propulsion systems of UFOs. UFOs generate
their own gravitational fields, which should not be possible according to GRT (General Relativity
Theory). Nevertheless, within the framework of the GRT, it must be attempted to find expla-
nations on how the generation of artificial gravitational fields could be feasible. In this respect, to
us the 6-dimensional Structure Theory by the physicist Burkhard Heim (it provides a uniform
spectrum of the ground states of elementary particles), as well as its theoretical extension by
Walter Droscher and Jochem Héuser, seems to be the most promising solution.

In comparison to the book Best UFO Cases - Europe and the German version Unidentifizierte
Flugobjekte iiber Europa, there are new considerations today on how interstellar travel could be



made possible without great energy expenditure. This involves a kind of 'spatial relocation' other
than the actual movement through space, namely a kind of 'projection' using 5- and 6-dimen-
sional realms of the world as well as structural resonances - similar to the apports known from
parapsychology. In such a model both time travel and interstellar travel are possible. In the
future, physical experiments will determine whether our considerations are correct.

Illobrand von Ludwiger
Feldkirchen-Westerham, Germany
April 17,2020

https://www.igaap-de.org/english/

kontakt@igaap-de.org
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PREFACE

This book was developed by Illobrand Von Ludwiger under the auspices of the National Institute for
Discovery Science (NIDS). The intent was to present hard, credible material about anomalous aerial
phenomena observed and reported in Central Europe but using cases that are, with few exceptions, not well-
known in the United States.

The author was given great latitude in the development of this book, including responsibility for
translation from German to English. While NIDS staff gave considerable thought into further editing the
manuscript, in the end it was decided to stay with the original version as submitted. We were concerned that
any attempt to edit the manuscript for better grammar might detract from the technical accuracy or meaning
of the author. Therefore, despite grammatical challenges, we determined the information was significantly
important to publish this book.

We believe this book will be a useful tool for investigators of aerial phenomena around the world. It
certainly provides credence to the fact that UFO’s are not localized to the United States. The radar cases
clearly indicate that UFO’s are indeed captured on sensor systems that do not rely on visual acumen or
human psychology. As the reader will learn, the European researchers, all technically qualified scientists,
have gone to extensive lengths to prove that simple, known possibilities for causing these traces have been
examined and rejected for cogent reasons.

All the cases presented were selected by the author and his staff. While NIDS was provided with
supporting material, we cannot vouch for the authenticity of any given case. However, we do believe this
work, taken in its entirety, represents a reasonably accurate picture of the state of aerial phenomena in
Central Europe. We further believe this is a global phenomenon—one worthy of serious scientific
investigation.

About the National Institute for Discovery Science
The National Institute for Discovery Science (NIDS) is a private, non-profit, research organization with
headquarters in Las Vegas, Nevada. NIDS does not accept unsolicited proposals, but does sponsor research
into selected areas of phenomenology. We are dedicated to applying accepted scientific standards to
research projects that are innovative and sometimes controversial. A world-class, multidisciplinary Science
Advisory Board supports us in our efforts. For more information about NIDS and to read about research
into related areas, please visit our web site at www.accessnv.com/nids.
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FOREWORD
By John F. Schuessler

The book you are about to read is an exceptional account of physical evidence
associated with UFO reports. It focuses on European UFO events, with supporting
information from other parts of the globe. It is a wake-up call for scientists who are
seriously interested in the process of discovery.

After more than fifty years of highly strange, but credible UFO sightings that
cannot be explained by conventional means, people throughout the world are convinced
that something truly mysterious is going on. People of all ages and backgrounds are
familiar with UFO reports and many of them have had personal sightings. At the same
time many scientists, without any personal involvement in UFO investigations or
research, tend to accept the unproved claim that all UFO reports are the result of hoaxes,
ball lightning, misidentified natural phenomena, or secret aircraft. As one might expect,
such claims tend to drive a wedge between the general public and the official scientific
community.

A part of the problem lies in the fact that an anti-UFO attitude in the scientific
community has been shaped by tabloid journalism. Bizarre stories based on far-out
claims and front page photographs of the wife of the President of the United States
holding an alien baby in her arms are good for a chuckle; but they do nothing good for
the process of scientific inquiry. Such stories have driven the scientific community to the
belief that the only scientific payoff to be found in UFO reports is in the area of
psychology and perception, not the physical sciences.

As each new UFO incident is exposed, it is easy to forget the fifty-year heritage of
UFO investigations, where highly qualified private and government investigators and
scientists have meticulously documented millions of hours of work in this intriguing
field. Because their work has not been embraced by the scientific community, no central
repository for this worldwide database exists where new scientists can access and
evaluate this wealth of information in the light of emerging, novel, and unconventional
theories. Hence, UFOs are still as mysterious as ever.

Fortunately, during this last decade of the twentieth century, a number of
organizations and researchers have been amassing the historical UFO information and
documenting it for re-presentation to the scientific community. Key to this effort is the
National Institute for Discovery Science (NIDS), the Society for Scientific Exploration
(SSE), the Mutual UFO Network (MUFON), the Center for UFO Studies (CUFOS), the
Fund for UFO Research (FUFOR) and other fine organizations.

One of the special researchers involved in this effort is Illobrand von Ludwiger.
Von Ludwiger accepted the difficult task of assembling key parts of the European UFO
database into one document that describes the "best evidence" of UFO activity in Europe.
His work is especially valuable because it provides data showing a level of UFO activity
comparable to what has been going on over the United States, South America, Australia,
Japan and other parts of the world.

Von Ludwiger has the scientific background necessary to piece together a
credible picture of what has been going on. His work begins with description of several
very old UFO cases to show the long-term nature of the UFO problem. Some of these
incidents involved well-documented military and civilian aircraft UFO encounters.

v



His description of the various UFO shapes - disk, oval, cigar, and star - is well
illustrated by drawings and photographs taken from earlier investigations. He devotes a
whole section to triangular-shaped UFOs and dwells at length on the 1989 through 1991
wave of sightings over Belgium. The unusual objects were seen by as many as 100
people at a time. Witnesses to the events made a total of 3,500 reports.

Physical scientists may be interested in the reports of structured objects, after-
effects left on the ground where a UFO was sighted, electromagnetic interference caused
by a UFO, and effects on the witnesses while observing UFOs.

And if all this information is not enough to whet scientific appetites, von
Ludwiger has extensively documented radar and radar-visual UFO cases. He quite
plausibly wipes away to often used excuse for UFOs sighted on radar as being weather
anomalies and clearly explains how you can tell the difference between solid targets and
ghosts in the machine.

For those individuals willing to entertain novel and unconventional theories, von
Ludwiger presents a nice summary of the various hypotheses making the rounds today
about the origin of UFOs. His section on data catalogues and statistical analyses nicely
complements the information presented throughout the book and provides food for
thought while contemplating the hypotlesis section.

Illobrand von Ludwiger combines all of the better attributes of scientist,
investigator and researcher in bringing us this excellent view of the European UFO
situation. He concludes the book by profusely referencing every section of the book to
source documentation so the reader may go to the source. I hope this is just the

beginning and we will be seeing similar documentation of UFO activity from other parts
of the world in the near future.

John F. Schuessler
Littleton, Colorado
August 1998



FOREWORD
By Bruce Maccabee

I don't recall when I first met Illobrand von Ludwiger. It was possibly at a symposium of the
Center for UFO Studies many years ago. However, [ won't forget my meeting with him in
Richmond, Virginia at the 1993 MUFON symposium. He said he was compiling a book for which
several authors would provide chapters on the various UFO-related subjects. He wanted me to do
the history chapter.

Me? A physicist write the history chapter? What made him think I could write history? (Of
course, any good UFO investigator has to be in some sense a historian because the history of any
sighting has to be compiled before the analysis can begin.)

I suppose I mumbled an "OK" and was pondering the consequences of saying yes when he
asked if I would allow myself to be interviewed by a TV crew he had along with him. I said
"Sure" and he sat me down in a chair. Then, with cameras running, he said something like this:
"Now, please tell us the history of UFOs. You have about five minutes."

UFO history in 5 minutes! Now THAT was a good test for a historian! Of course I had to skip
over approximately 99.99% of the history but apparently I convinced him I could do it because
several months later I got a contract from a book company for a 70-page contribution on the
worldwide history of UFOs. Since the book would be published in Germany I had to be certain to
include some German sightings. It was while [ was researching the history of German and
European sightings that I first learned about some of the fantastic sightings you will find discussed
here. I presume you, dear reader, will be as amazed as [ was.

That book was finally published, but it was a bust. Only 1,000 copies were printed and the
authors never got paid for their contributions. (I did get several copies but I couldn't read any of the
chapters - including my own - since they were all in German.) Not one to give up easily, Illobrand
has decided to publish his work in English we are lucky that he did. It is a veritable smorgasbord
for the scientific ufologist.

This is a book about well-researched nighttime sightings, daytime sightings, far, near, visual,
radar, and photographic sightings, most of which will be unfamiliar to readers outside Europe.

Illobrand von Ludwiger is a top UFO researcher in Europe and a member of the Mutual UFO
Network - Central European Section (MUFON-CES). He reports in this book results of the
investigations by himself and other scientific researchers into cases in Germany and the
surrounding countries. He briefly covers reports of unusual phenomena going back several
hundred years and then jumps to the foo fighter reports of WWIIL. During daylight bombing
missions American pilots often reported shiny disc objects that flew around their planes, while at
night they saw what appeared to be glowing spheres, which they assumed were secret weapons of
the Nazi's. Orange spheres were reported (and are still being reported throughout the world).
These objects often followed aircraft for many miles, but they never actually harmed the aircraft.
Von Ludwiger reports on a German sighting after an allied air attack. A German officer checked
his radar set after the bombers were out of sight and detected a stationary object 38-km away.
Suddenly it moved toward him at a high rate. A powerful telescope boresighted with the radar (i.e.,
pointed in the same direction) showed a "glittery silvery object which was not a known aircraft."

Apparently there was a rumor that the German intelligence had set up a special group called U
13 to investigate sightings of unknown aircraft. According to von Ludwiger, another researcher,
Adolf Schneider, tried to locate records of such a group in government archives but was unable to



do so. However, a Russian researcher stated that he was aware of records of German wartime
research into unidentified objects, records that had been captured by the Russians after the war and
were in somewhere Moscow.

Confusing the issue of foo fighter sightings is the fact that the Germans launched fluorescent
balloons to cause allied bomber flights to break apart thereby allowing the German fighters to
attack more easily. But, of course, these balloons could not follow aircraft for many miles and so
could have accounted for the most impressive of the foo fighter accounts.

Von Ludwiger points out that, since the "foo fighters" were not weapons, "one must expect their
appearance at all times,” including the present day. He then goes on to present what could be
called a modern foo fighter report from November, 1992 involving military aircraft over Swiss
airspace and several other sightings from Europe. Of course, comparable sightings have been
reported all over the world over the last 50 years.

According to von Ludwiger the German aerodynamic research included the development of a
small, remotely controlled disc shaped craft intended to disrupt allied communications. There were
also plans and prototypes of large-scale circuiar craft that were calculated to have high performance
capabilities (rapid take off, high speed, long range). These were the source of much worry by the
U.S. Air Force Intelligence and U. S. Army counterintelligence after the flying saucer sightings in
the U.S.A. during June, July and August of 1947. The intelligence services knew that in the
waning days of WWII the Russians had captured several of the top German aerodynamics
researchers and also some of the secret facilities where radically new aircraft were being developed.
Hence there was a fear that the Soviets had managed to develop the German circular craft ideas into
working fighter aircraft or bombers that had capabilities beyond those of our own fixed wing jet
aircraft. These German plans for disc craft have also given rise to the generally disbelieved "Nazi
UFQ" theories that have circulated through the UFO community since the 1950's.

Following a brief discussion of the "ghost rockets" over Sweden in 1946 and the beginning of
the summer, 1947, sighting flap in the USA, von Ludwiger presents brief descriptions of some of
the impressive sightings in Europe over the last 50 years along with official statements by military
and government officials about UFOs. Most of these cases will be familiar to well read ufologists.

Not as well known are the five well-researched and highly credible cases that von Ludwiger
uses to illustrate the various shapes of UFOs seen over Germany. There is also a chapter on
triangular UFO sightings, which concentrates on the Belgian wave of some 3,500 sightings
between November 1989 and April 1991 but also presents other similar sightings over the years.
Von Ludwiger also discusses the first such sighting in MUFON-CES files a sighting that occurred
in April 1945. The witness was a German soldier in a trench facing the Russian front when a
triangular object flew from west to east over the German army. The only sound was a whistling of
wind as it went overhead. It was apparently believed to be a secret weapon of "der Fuhrer."

The chapter on sightings of occupants - aliens - includes a long section on the famous
Langenargen case (February, 1977) of two men who had a sighting very early one morning. The
object was a very bright light over the neighborhood. It was seen by several other witnesses at
varying distances. One of the men recalled seeing an alien creature and he panicked (possible
missing time here) and broke a window in the front door of a stranger's house in order to enter the
house to get away from the creature. The investigation by police and others was immediate and the
MUFON-CES investigation lasted several years, including psychiatric evaluation and hypnotic
regression. There was no evidence of a hoax but rather considerable evidence that something
strange happened.



Von Ludwiger presents the analysis of a piece of metal found on a road in Sweden in November
1956. The two witnesses saw a bright, elliptical object moving along off to the side of the road.
Suddenly it changed direction and moved toward the road ahead of them, hovered and then landed.
The car engine stopped and the headlights went out just as the object moved toward the road so the
car stopped before reaching the object. Some minutes later it departed at high speed. The car
worked perfectly afterward. The witnesses inspected the road where the object had landed and
found a small piece of shiny "rock” that was too hot to handle. The rock was actually a piece of
machined metal. It was analyzed and found to be mostly tungsten with 4% cobalt and trace
amounts of other metals. It could have been made on earth, but no one has identified a potential
source,

Three photographic cases are discussed in detail. Of particular interest is the Griefswald case
because the there were numerous witnesses and videotapes were obtained from widely separated
locations thereby allowing for triangulation and estimates of light emitting power.

Illobrand's chapter on radar sightings is the best I've seen anywhere. He presents actual radar
data on numerous unexplained radar targets in military and civilian airspace. He could only do this
with the cooperation of several MUFON - CES members who are experienced in radar control.
They decided to try to identify all radar tracks over several periods of time (hours) during recent
years. They discovered numerous tracks that could not be identified. Of particular importance are
the characteristics of the unidentified tracks: they are recorded at the same location simultaneously
by various radar stations operating with different frequencies, they appear suddenly in the area and
vanish suddenly, they remain visible for many minutes to hours, they are uncorrelated with respect
to season, day, month, geographical location or weather and the tracks are not consistent with
normal aircraft tracks in that they disappear and reappear, have a jerky movement, alternately
hovering and moving and they often have considerable variations in altitude. (One would wish
similar analyses could be carried out in other countries such as the USA.) One particularly
interesting track is of an object that descended at high speed from an altitude of about 22 km
(about 14 miles) at a supersonic speed of 3,350 km/hr (2080 mph or nearly Mach 3) to an altitude
of about 1 mile before being removed from the radar because it was not following a normal
airplane track!

The governmental authorities in charge of the radar stations have formulated rules, which
specifically direct that unidentified tracks be purged from the radar displays and that no records be
kept. However, UFOs won't be ignored so easily. On September 18, 1997 the chief of Swiss
military Air Traffic Control and another man saw a huge triangular object with lights in a "V"
shape. When he checked with his superiors he was advised to forget about it.

[llobrand ends his book with an excellent discussion of the competing theories that have been
proposed to explain true UFO (TRUFO) sightings. These are sightings that are not explained as
misidentifications of known phenomena, delusions or hoaxes, i.e., these are sightings that remain
unexplained after investigation. Some theories are based on the idea that the UFOs are not real
objects in our 3 -D world (psychological, paranormal, tectonic strain, psychic projection theories),
some that the UFOs are real objects but are explainable in terms of known or earthly phenomena
(earth lights, ball lightning) and some assume they are real in some sense but "unearthly” (time
travelers, parallel universes with occasional travel between, interdimensional, "projector” (which is
a multi-dimensional theory) and extraterrestrial). He points out that the heavyweight of TRUFO
theories is the Extra-Terrestrial Hypothesis (ETH) and the others are contenders for the throne. His
own idea is an interesting combination of time travel and ETH facilitated by a future understanding
of the multi-dimensional aspects of the universe and how to make use of those aspects. To put it in



brief, UFO sightings are caused by visits to our time by our great, great, great,...... grandchildren
who occupy earth and other planets and are returning for reasons which we, in the present

generations, will not be told. Hence Illobrand predicts that the real intent of UFOs will remain a
mystery for the foreseeable future.

Bruce Maccabee
August 1998



FOREWORD
By Richard Haines

Although traditional science represents one rigorous and well-defined approach to the
discovery of natural truth, it may not be able to deal effectively with phenomena
associated with so-called unidentified flying objects (UFO’s). With this thought Dr.
[llobrand von Ludwiger begins his treatment of “Best UFO Cases-Europe” and 1 find
myself in agreement with him for a number of reasons which I want to discuss below.
For in these reasons we discover a subtle but powerful force at work which keeps
traditional science moving forward with little incentive to explore side trips such as UFO
phenomena.

First, the very great breadth and complexity of these phenomena seem to overlap
many different traditional academic areas at the same time. They do not fit neatly into
any one scholarly discipline in particular. This is obvious by reading the table of contents
of this book written by my colleague and friend, Illobrand. He presents evidence which
clearly falls within such fields as physics and chemistry, experimental, clinical, and social
psychology, sociology, history, anthropology, electrical engineering, and cosmology, to
name but a few. Complicating this picture further is the fact that some UFO evidence
appears to be psychic (“paranormal”™) in nature, a field of study that almost no one in
mainstream science is yet willing to discuss openly. Even if one wanted to, no single
university department would be capable of owning the whole UFO “turf”.

So who within the field of science will own this body of evidence when, one day,
someone makes the necessary breakthroughs and the evidence finally is understood for
what it really is?

Second, there is still little agreement concerning what constitutes valid UFO evidence
in the first place. Petty bickering, albeit kept mostly within the confines of the ranks of
ufologists (one who studies UFO evidence), and ineptly and incompletely collected data
often displays weak, anecdotal, contradictory data to scientists, engineers, and
technologists who might otherwise become interested in it. Facts surrounding UFO
phenomena are indeed “shaky” as Sturrock (pg. 226, 1198) suggests. Happily, this book
presents this evidence with greater rigor than usual and should capture the interest of
many professionals. This is particularly true for Illobrand’s treatment (Chapter 3) of the
famous Belgian wave of sightings which began in earnest in November, 1989 and
involved police, scientists, air force pilots, civilian eye witnesses (and others) along with
positive radar contact.

To me, valid UFO evidence includes both eye witness testimony and/or data from
sensing apparatus data (magnetometers, radar, charge-coupled devices, cameras,
gravitometers, etc.) of a phenomenon which remains unexplained after those qualified to
study the data have exhausted all reasonable avenues of inquiry.

Third, most UFO phenomena are relatively short-lived, typically lasting from seconds
to minutes. While more difficult for science to cope with, very brief events are not
impossible to capture and study as the striking photographs of the sun’s green-flash
phenomenon at sunset have demonstrated, to mention but one example. The field of
applied physics also provides examples where extremely brief phenomena - in the
nanosecond range — are successfully captured on costly and exotic recording instruments.




As some of the cases presented in this book make clear, some short-lived UFO evidence
has been collected and analyzed.

Fourth, most UFO phenomena seem to occur at unexpected times and places. This is
not to say they occur at random, for we have not yet studied enough cases to be certain
there aren’t subtle yet repeatable patterns in time and space. But for all practical
purposes the existing data appear to be randomly distributed; traditional science is not
very good at studying unexpected events because the scientist can’t get his equipment set
up in time to capture the often visually bizarre luminous displays. Perhaps it is more the
unexpected nature of most UFO phenomena than their brevity that makes them difficult
to study. Nevertheless, high quality data is collected and analyzed on occasion, as is
demonstrated in this book. This was also clearly shown during a special flight of the
British-French Concorde supersonic transport airplane on June 30, 1973 research during a
total eclipse of the sun (Anon., 1974). The flight was dedicated to space and atmospheric
research. As the shadow of the moon swept rapidly across the North African (Sahara)
Desert, the needle-nosed jet flew eastward within the moon’s shadow. Numerous
prominent astrophysicists and others were on board to collect data. Suddenly someone
on board sighted a totally unexpected orange-red, flattened disc-shaped object against the
dark space/sky background. It remained visible long enough for almost everyone to see
it. A professional photographer, Jean Begot, obtained a startlingly clear color photograph
of the intriguing self-luminous phenomenon.

What was almost as interesting as the photograph were the public statements made by
various scientists on the airplane concerning this aerial object. Some of these comments
bordered on the ludicrous; for example, one scientist allegedly proclaimed that this
phenomenon had never happened before, will never occur again, and has no scientific
value! With this type of closed mind-set how will anything new ever be investigated?
Such silly pronouncements can only bring ridicule upon science and scientists.

Still another encounter of the personal kind occurred to me which lends further
support to the view that scientists tend to be extremely conservative, even to the
exclusion of what may turn out to be valid and valuable data.

From September 29" to October 4™, 1997, I had the distinct pleasure of taking part in
a workshop to consider physical evidence related to UFO reports. This meeting was held
at the Pocantico Conference Center, Tarrytown, New York and is partially described
elsewhere (Sturrock, 1998). Dr. von Ludwiger was also present as one of the eight
investigators. The experiences of some of us investigators clearly illustrate the
difficulties faced in presenting bonefide UFO data to others who possess little or no
previous background in the subject. While acknowledged experts in their own fields
(including aerospace medicine, astronomy, bioelectromagnetics, electrical engineering,
and earth and planetary science), a number of the scientific review panel members at this
workshop had great difficulty in seeing what most of the rest of us had been looking at
for many years. Here is one example of this.

I presented a technical analysis of a high quality photographic image, showing an
anomalous aerial disc (Haines, 1987). While acknowledging that photographic evidence
“can contribute to a better understanding of the UFO phenomenon if the evidence has
sufficiently strong credentials that the possibility of a hoax can be ruled out,” the panel
went on to remark, following my presentation, that “This case is instructive in showing
what detailed analysis of a photograph can be made using modern analytical equipment,



but it suffers from the severe drawback that there is no witness testimony to accompany
the photograph...”. (Ibid., pg. 188; also cf. Appendix 2, item b)

It is true that this photograph was not taken because someone first saw something
unusual in the daytime sky. It was taken because there was a beautiful scene to capture
on film. The alleged UFO image was noticed only later when the color prints were
returned from the drug store. Thus, while being impressed with my research concerning,
among various other things, an assessment of the credibility of the photographer, i.e., that
the young couple very likely did not take part in a deliberate hoax just as they claimed,
the panel disregarded the photograph as valid evidence primarily because no one present
actually saw the small, stationary object that was hovering in the sky. Nevertheless, the
published proceedings of this workshop state, “...the fact is that physical scientists
cannot get involved in the UFO problem unless there is physical evidence. The purpose
of this workshop was to assess whether or not there is any such evidence.” (Ibid., pg.

185) 1 felt that a high quality color photograph constituted physical evidence.

Does the existence of any phenomena, however novel, depend on eyewitness
testimony? Of course not!

Apparently, this panel thought that greater scientific value should be attached to
photographs of phenomena that are taken deliberately than photos that happen to
“capture” an event by chance. If this should turn out to be a valid position then
atmospheric physicists should think seriously about discarding all photographs — taken
automatically — of lightning bolts and balls, “blue-jets,” “red sprites,” “short-lived elves,”
and other rare, but nonetheless scientifically important luminous phenomena because no
one was present to see them. And, astronomers should overlook strange image plane
details that sometimes turn up unexpectedly on satellite-based imagery. This sounds as if
the panelists were saying, in effect, “unless I see something for myself I won’t believe it.”

Some panelists at the SSE workshop were also concerned that a film defect or blemish
may have been introduced during processing of the Vancouver Island photograph which I
presented. Of course, this explanation is reasonable and can be raised in regard to
virtually every photograph taken since the camera was invented, suspect or not. Yet to
suggest that a natural film blemish or other structural defect might explain this particular
UFO image simply does not fit the facts. For instance, this image: (1) was symmetrical,
(2) possessed three-dimensionality, (3) possessed multiple colors, (4) reflected sunlight in
a manner consistent with polished metal, (5) was relatively large (many millimeters
across), and (6) possessed a definite shadow structure that was in proper alignment with
the sun’s position in the sky at that time. The argument that a film defect or blemish
could account for all six of these image characteristics is not very reasonable. The only
other processing-related explanation for this particular image is that an elaborate and
costly hoax was carried out in a photographic laboratory for some reason. Of course this
possibility goes to the motive for hoaxing such a thing which is far beyond the scope of
this foreword. My concern here lies more with the nature of the response of scientists in
general to alleged UFO images than it does to the SSE workshop panel’s responses in this
specific instance.

In a second presentation to the workshop panel I reviewed an instance of some
unexpected and unknown type of transient electro-magnetic interference with the auto-
pilot system of a DC-10 airplane in-flight (specifically its heading mode of operation).
This flight mode is controlled by the output of one of two independent, gyro-suspended,




magnetic compasses. During this high altitude encounter, all three on-board compasses
pointed in different directions only while an intense, white, round light source was visible
off the left side of the jumbo jet. The compasses all returned to their normal and
consistent orientation soon after it departed. Consult Sturrock (1998, Pp. 197-199) for
more details.

The workshop panel concluded that the evidence for postulating interference from the
angularly large UFO was “interesting” but, “in the absence of corroborative data from
flight recorders and other mechanical or electrical recording equipment, the evidence
presented must be regarded as anecdotal.” In other words, the personal eye-witness
reports made by the two highly trained and experienced commercial pilots was to be
considered only as anecdotal, or at least down-played, because there wasn’t any space-
and time-correlated physical data available. It is interesting to me that this was just the
opposite requirement the panel had raised in regard to the Vancouver Island photo case.
With regard to the DC-10 incident, the panel considered the electro-magnetic interference
evidence to be “...far from sufficient to establish any actual physical linkage between the
reported luminous phenomenon and the airplane’s flight deviation.” (Pg. 199)

In neither UFO case discussed above was it possible to call into service the usual
laboratory controls, experimental design, and pre-calibrated measurement equipment we
all would have preferred . But, as this book by von Ludwiger amply demonstrates,
credible UFO evidence does exist. And it exists in numerous domains and in reasonably
great quantity. And it is also true that some scientists of positive repute have given
serious thought to UFO evidence, as the SSE workshop has also shown.

Yet scientists are no different from anyone else. They need their intellect, education and
financial support in order to pursue their intellectual endeavors. And they also need a
degree of safety and security. In order to provide them this perceived security they
sometimes erect subtle, invisible, yet strong “walls” around their discipline. These walls
act mainly to keep others out who do not possess the proper credentials. Behaving
remarkably like an organized religion, “science” functions as a semi-closed social
system. It is mainly this aspect of science that I believe has prevented it from facing the
UFO enigma directly. It is not that science cannot face the available evidence, it will not!
Whatever is foreign to existing science is to be kept outside the wall, or at least ignored.
So, when certain UFO phenomena are discovered which are unpredictable, transient,
bizarre, and seem to violate current laws of physics, these characteristics appear to make
the phenomena more threatening to some scientists. Certainly, disciplinary boundaries
may be useful to hide behind but they also keep those who stay inside prisoners to some
extent. They are the ones who should remember that genuine science does not avoid any
piece of evidence, however bizarre, simply because it can’t be fit neatly into one’s
existing cognitive framework.
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Chapter One

1. Early Reports About Unusual Phenomena Over Europe

1.1 Historical Cases From France, Germany And England (16" To 18" Centuries)
The most essential questions in the investigation of unidentified flying objects are:

1. Are there really sometimes appearances in the sky which cannot be reduced to known physical
phenomena, and

2. If so, have these inexplicable phenomena been seen all the time, or is this a relatively new
phenomenon?

The first question simultaneously is the question whether UFQ’s are a matter of science or not. Science
does not like to be confronted by new phenomena which could transgress the bounds of their world view, if
they happen seldom and remain single events only. A new phenomenon must prove its existence in a
suitable statistical frequency, and it must be reproducible under well-controlled conditions. Phenomena
which cannot be localized and predicted don’t exist. Only if there is a theory which can forecast their
probability, are statements about their existence possible (for example for earthquakes and meteorites). This
restriction is necessary to limit uncertainties in the predictions about the behavior of the course of natural
events. Science is a way to discover truth and well-founded interconnections in physical, biological, mental
and sociological events. It is not an ideology but a method of drawing conclusions.

The characteristics of the unidentified flying objects are so unbelievable and strange that at first glance
their suitable investigation would require a lot of money. Only if the goal of investigation would be to
reduce the phenomena to generally believable ones would the financial budget be sufficient for research.
Such attempts have been made (Menzel & Boyd 1963, Condon 1969, Klass 1974, Oberg 1982). But the
critical reader realized that the explanations by the skeptics have to change the real happenings so that what
the witnesses have recorded is in general not consistent with the modified facts, which are the basis of the
explanation. That is possible, since each witness might have a shift of perception, and this allegation is a
legitimate scientific-theoretical possibility to treat the record in a scientific way.

Therefore, a database is required with cases which are gained by automatic measuring devices, and
which do not allow skeptics to modify the stated events. Such devices are cameras, radar devices and
magnetic sensors, for instance. If these instruments are not available, the investigator has to prove the
reliability of the witnesses and the possibility that the witness could have mistaken known phenomena for
inexplicable ones. Therefore, the field investigator must be as well educated in the areas of astronomy,
meteorology, and military flight devices as in psychology.

There are many cases of UFO sightings in which these requirements are met, and for which no
reasonable explanation can be given. So the UFO phenomenon is a scientific problem. Since the
phenomenon of UFO’s is so complex and multi layered, only a unification of scientific and military
organizations of many countries can solve this enigma, since one has to investigate the activities of these
objects simultaneously all over the world.

Perhaps a half-century of public discussion about UFO’s is not long enough for a political decision to set
up an international investigation program. Maybe the pressure from the public, who likes to know what the
phenomena are, on politicians is as yet too weak for the political leaders to see a need for any effort to solve
the UFO mystery. That situation can rapidly change, as the wave of sightings in Belgium has shown, and the
UFO problem will be no longer be a purely scientific, if at all, but also a political problem.



The question as to whether unknown objects have also been seen in earlier centuries is essential tor an
understanding to judge the future behavior of the UFO occupants. A search for historical UFO cases in the
literature has to answer the following questions:

1. Are there reliable reports of unknown objects in the sky which also today are not identifiable by
natural appearances?

2. Were the same forms and similar characteristics of unknown objects reported in earlier times?

3. Can we discover a pattern or an evaluation of the behavior of the objects?

One has to prove the kind of perception, the manner of representation as well as the number of the
informants, beginning with the witness and ending with the writer. Very frequently the people described an
appearance in the sky not only in the way in which they had seen it, but added forms and apparitions to it
which gave the phenomenon a meaning because all phenomena which could be assigned to a religious
meaning were judged by the scholarly circles as credible. For instance, in the Middle Ages people believed
that the rainbow had the meaning of a sign of God, to remind us of the Flood. In the innocent appearance of
light beams and changing light curtains of the aurora borealis one imagined seeing fighting knights. And the
painters of the time drew the reported phenomenon not as it had been seen but with forms of its alleged
meaning. Paranormal projections and apparitions, whether real or only subjectively real, are frequently
reported as historical events. Therefore, one has to be very careful in the interpretation of the published eye-
witness’ reports from medieval times (Brand 1977).

A critical look through the literature from the 16th and 17th centuries shows that in European countries,
objects were seen in the sky several times which had the same characteristics as today’s UFO reports.

In the Himmels- und Naturerscheinungen in Einblattdrucken des 15. bis 18. Jahrhunderts (Celestial and
natural appearances in singleprints of the 15th to 18th centuries) W. Hess (1911) a report by Nostradamus
was quoted on an unidentified flying object which was seen in Salon, Province, France, on February 1, 1554,
in a time period of 7-8 p.m. by many people. (Figure 1.1.1)

“... A big fire came from the east and moved to the west. This fire... in the form of a burning rod or
torch, was brightly shining. Flames jumped from it, like glowing iron, worked by a smith. Sparks,
shining like silver, of unequal length would be thrown up, like the street of Jacob in the sky, called
galaxy. Rapidly as an arrow, and with a loud rustle and patter, and as if leaves and trees were moved to
and fro by a violent storm, it flew past. It lasted nearly 20 minutes, when we could see it over the area of
Arla, also called stony road. There it turned around to the south and flew far away to the sea. The fiery
line it made maintained its fiery color for a long time and threw long sparkles like the flash falling from
sky... Where it passed by at a low altitude it had burned all to powder.. Its size in the sky has been
estimated to about 200 meters..”

The duration of the observation and the changing of the flight path exclude the assumption that the
object may have been a meteor or a fireball. A similar report in our century came from Asmara in Ethiopia.
On August 7, 1970, the citizens of the village Saladare (14 km away from Asmara) heard a loud noise at
10:30 p.m. About 150 meters away from the village, a red glowing ball flew by. On its path it threw over
trees, burned grass (without flame) and on some locations melted the asphalt on the road. It hovered for a
few seconds over a spot, then returned the way it came. Some of the witnesses later described the object like
a “fiery tree trunk™ (which sounds like “burning rod™).

Thereafter, the object started its attack against the 3-km-distant village Saladare. It got through 50-cm-
thick walls of houses. About 50 buildings were destroyed one after the other by this noisy object. Eight
people were injured. A child died of its injuries (Hynek & Vallée 1975, p.160).

The phenomena in 1554 and in 1970 were obviously of the same nature.

Erasmus Francisci (1680) writes about an “air vision” which was seen on April 8th, 1665, in the city of
Stralsund. Several fishermen reported having seen at about 2 p.m. that from the north over the sea in the sky
a big swarm of starling birds flew which changed to battle ships. These ships were fighting one against the
other. A lot of smoke developed. All the time new ships appeared, small and big ones, and the battle lasted
for a few hours. Such a kind of mass suggestion was frequent in the medieval age and has nothing in
common with the perception of unknown flying objects, since whole settings were seen in suggestions which



could be assigned to a definitive meaning. The extraordinary signs were taken at the time as a divine
warning.
After the vision had vanished, the scenario changed. Francisci writes:

“After a while out of the sky came a flat round form, like a plate, looking like the big hat of a man... Its
color was that of the rising moon, and it hovered right over the St. Nicolai Church. There it remained
stationary till the evening. The fishermen, worried to death, didn’t want to look further at the spectacle
and buried their faces in their huts. On the following days they fell sick with trembling all over and pain
in head and limbs. Many scholarly people thought a lot about that,” (Figure 1.1.2)

And the Berliner Ordinari- und Postzeitungen No. 65 wrote on April 4th, 1665 about the vision of the
fishermen from Stralsund (Buchner 1926):
“...One of these fishermen had been sick on his feet. All of the citizens who have observed this are
reliable. Yesterday, Herr Colonel von der Wegck and Doctor Gessman interrogated two of the 6
fishermen. May God change this miracle for the best.”

What the fishermen saw was a plate with a dome (man’s hat) orange in color (like the rising moon)
which hovered motionless for a long time and acted on the witnesses as if they became sick from strong
radiation. This is the description of a classical UFO as is frequently met with in our days. Erasmus Francisci
hesitated to believe this account, because he could not find a suitable meaning:

“I read that at that time in the usual printed newspaper. But, to tell the truth, I didn't believe in that

story, and I thought the fishermen had fished that out of the air or from a deceived imagination...”

Francisci, nevertheless, reported this account because in the meantime, between 1665 to 1680 several
battles took place between the Swedish and the Prussians, and the spectacle could be given the meaning of a
sign for an imminent war. Francisci states (p.625):

“...After the sea was colored with so much blood after that time, the affair now seems to me believable.

What the disk-like thing would like to say to the good city shouldn't be so hard to quest, if one

remembers how in 1670 the tower of the St. Nicolai Church was destroyed during wartime...”

Today a phenomenon must be measured by an instrument to be accepted as real. In the Middle Ages a
phenomenon was thought to be real when it could be interpreted as a meaningful sign. Only the astronomers
in the 18th centuries chose the language of science which we use also in our times. Therefore, reports of
astronomers on unidentified objects are essential. On December 5th, 1737, the astronomer Thomas Short
from Sheffield observed

“the apparition of a dark red cloud, below which was a luminous body which emitted intense beams of

light. It was not all like the aurora borealis, for the light beams moved slowly for a while, then stopped.

Suddenly it became so hot that I could take off my shirt even though I was out of doors. This meteor was

observed over Kilkenny, Ireland, where it seemed like a great ball of fire. It was reported that it shook

the entire island and that the whole sky seemed to burst into flames. " (Bougard 1987)

This object moved to Romania within 24 hours. In a manuscript account is recorded that

“on the afternoon of Saint Nicholas' Day there appeared in the west a great sign in the sky, blood-red
and very large. It stayed in place for two hours, then separated into two parts which then rejoined, and
the object disappeared towards the west” (Manuscris Romdnesc 2343 folio 3-4).

These selected examples show that people in earlier centuries observed the same objects, which we now
call UFO’s. Physiological effects on the witnesses, light beams acting like “solid light”, separating into two
parts and the rejoining were also reported. But the frequency of these sightings is low in comparison with
other than unexplained natural phenomena (ball lights, meteorites, will-o’-the wisps, St. Elmo’s fire, etc.).
The main intention of these objects at that time and today seems to be to fly or hover in the air. Only since
the 60s of our century are we discovering another unbelievable aim of the intelligence behind these objects.
The behavior of the UFO phenomena shows an evolution. From time to time they seem to demonstrate their
presence in special countries (France: 1954, New York State: 1984, Belgium: 1990). At that times waves of
sightings as well as objects flying at a low altitude with many multi-colored lights appear, leaving the



impression that people should perceive them. In the time periods between such sighting flaps, it seems that
the unknown objects want to remain undetected.

1.2 Foo Fighters and Miracle Weapons

Inexplicable appearances in the sky were seen all over the world from time to time. Such reports among
other strange observations have collected by Charles Fort (1919). These events were counted among the
many celestial phenomena, and no scientist made efforts to investigate them. That situation remained until
military aircraft encountered these objects during the battles during World War Two in the air. Suddenly
these small flying spheres and disks must have been taken very seriously since they were thought to be
secret weapons of the enemy. The American Air Force pilots at the time nicknamed them “Kraut Fireballs”
or “Foo Fighters™ (after a maxim by a cartoon character named Smokey Stover, who was fond of saying:
“Where there’s foo there’s fire”. This latter term survived.
During a U.S. Air Force bomber raid on the German industrial complex at Schweinfurt, Mission 115, on
October 14th, 1943, the aircraft encountered strange objects in the air. The former SECRET report reads:
" As the bombers of the 384th Group swung into the final bomb run, the fighter attacks fell off. This
point is vital, and pilots were queried extensively, as were other crew members, as to the position at that
time of the German fighter planes. Every man interrogated was firm in his statement that ‘at the time
there were no enemy aircraft above . At this moment the pilots and top turret gunners, as well as several
crewmen in the perspex noses of the bombers, reported a cluster of disks in the path of the 384’s
Jormation and closing with the bombers. The startled exclamations focused attention on the
phenomenon, and the crews talked back and forth, discussing and confirming the astonishing sight
before them.
“The disks in the cluster were agreed upon as being silver colored, about one inch thick and three
inches in diameter. They were easily seen, gliding down in a very uniform cluster. “And then the
‘impossible” happened. B-17 Number 026 closed rapidly with a cluster of disks; the pilot attempted to
evade an imminent collision, but was unsuccessful in his maneuver. He reported at the intelligence
debriefing that his right wing went directly through a cluster with absolutely no effect on engines or
plane surface. It could be heard that one of the objects struck the tail section of the bomber, but no
explosion or other effect followed.
"...Also observed were two other A/C flying through silver disks with no apparent damage. Observed
disks and debris two other times but could not determine where it came from.
“No further information on this baffling incident has been uncovered, with the exception that such disks
were observed by pilots and crew members on missions prior to, and after, Mission 115 of October 14,
1943” (Caidin 1960).

‘Toward the end of 1944 the Foo Fighters wave picked up again. On November 23, 1944, at 10 p.m.
Lieut. Stiller, pilot in the U.S. 415th Night-Fighter Squadron based at Dijon, France, took off for a routine
mission over the Visage mountains. The area radar had detected no enemy presence in the area. The sky was
clear. Near Strasbourg the Intelligence Officer, Lieut. F. Ringwald, observed towards the west a linear
formation of eight to ten fireballs flying at great speed. The formation vanished and appeared at another
place. The pilots made no report (Chamberlin 1945).

When Lieuts. Giblin and Cleary on November 27, 1944 were on a mission south of Mannheim, they saw
over the city of Speyer an enormous luminous orange sphere moving at about 400 km/h, scarcely 500 m
above their aircraft.

A luminous orange-yellow disk about 3 m in diameter was observed by USAF Major Leet, over
Klagenfurt, Austria. It kept a distance of about 50 m, and followed the B-17 almost all the way back from a
bombing run on November 24, 1944. The sphere seemed to follow the maneuvers of the aircraft for 45
minutes (Leet 1979). -



Two other bomber pilots of 415 Fighter Group were flying on December 22, 1944, over Hagenau,
Germany, at an altitude of 3,000 m when the pilot at 6 p.m. reported:
“Two very bright lights have left the ground and are headed towards us. Right now they are following
us. “ The two orange spheres stayed in the aircraft’s wake for about 2 minutes, then they abandoned the
aircraft and disappeared. The same two pilots had another similar encounter two nights later.

On January 2, 1945, The New York Times for the first time was permitted to publish the following about
these observations:

“(From a U.S. Night-Fighter Base in France):

On December 1311, 1944, newspapermen were told that the Germans had thrown silvery balls into the
air against day raiders. Pilots then reported that they had seen these balls, both individually and in
clusters, during forays over the Rhine. Now, it seems, the Nazis have thrown something new into the
night skies over Germany. It is the weird, mysterious “Foo Fighter” balls which race alongside the
wings of Beafighters flying intruder missions over Germany. Pilots have been encountering this eerie
weapon for more than a month in their night flights. No one apparently knows what this sky weapon is.
The balls of fire appear suddenly and accompany the planes for miles. They seem to be radio-controlled
from the ground, so official intelligence reports reveal.

“There are three kinds of these lights we call ‘Foo Fighters,’ said Lieutenant Donald Meiers, of
Chicago. ‘One is a red ball which appears off our wing tips and flies along with us. No 2 is a vertical
row of three balls of fire, flying in front of us. No 3 is a group of about fifteen lights which appear in the
distance, like a Christmas tree up in the air, and flicker on and off.

“The pilots of this night-fighter squadron, in operation since September, 1934, find these fiery balls the
weirdest thing they have yet met. They are convinced that these “Foo Fighters” are designed to be a
psychological weapon, as well as military; although it is not the nature of the balls to attack a plane...

“A 'Foo Fighter’ picked me up recently, at 700 fi., and chased me 20 miles down the valley of the
Rhine, ' says Meiers. ‘I turned to starboard, and two balls of fire turned with me. We were going at 260
miles an hour, and the balls were keeping right up with us. On another occasion, when a ‘Foo Fighter’
picked us up, I dived at 360 miles an hour. It kept right off our wing tips for a while, and then zoomed up
into the sky. When I first saw the things off my wing tips, I had the horrible thought that a German, on
the ground, was ready to press a button, and explode them. But they don’t explode, or attack us. They
just seem to follow us, like wills-o '-the-wisp!”

The Japanese and the Germans also saw these strange objects and didn’t know how they could be
explained.

In October 1943 during the major air offensive against the city of Kassel, the German Air force officer
Robert Visarius was detached to the defense ground radar group near Kassel. He worked on the FuMG radar
device (Flak-Umwertgeraet ‘Malsi’). After an air attack, when the bombers of the Allied Forces were out of
sight, Air Force Major Visarius checked the radar device. By chance he detected an object about 38 km
away. First it was motionless, then it moved with terrible speed in his direction. On the axes of the radar
device a powerful telescope was mounted, and Major Visarius observed through it a glittery silvery object
which was not a known aircraft, since the distance now was 18 km, at which altitude no airplane at that time
could fly. Although his companions saw this object too, nobody else witnessed the incident, and Major
Visarius was laughed at (Visarius 1958).

A strange object was observed on December 18, 1943, flying over the German cities of Hamburg,
Wittenberg and Neustrelitz. At 11.15 a.m. two Focke-Wulf 190 aircraft from the Hamburg base were sent to
scramble. The pilots noticed a cylindrical object with a pointed nose like a rocket. The object vanished at
high speed (Durrant 1970).

There is the rumor that the Germans had set up a special committee, called U 13, whose task it was to
investigate the unknown flight objects. The French journalist Henry Durrant stated that he got former secret
material from the British Intelligence Service. MUFON-CES member Adolf Schneider could not get a
confirmation for that from the Study Group for Military Research (Arbeitskreis fuer Wehrforschung) in
Stuttgart, and from the Federal Military Archives (Bundesmilitaerarchiv) in Freiburg. No knowledge of this
special agency was had by the former Generals of the German Air Force Galland and Kammhuber.



The Commander of the Air Fleet 5 in Norway/North Finland and general manager for jet aircraft since
February 1945 to the end of the war, and leader of development of the Heinkel jet HE-162, Carl Francke, as
well as the former General Engineer of the German Air Force, Wolfram Eisenlohr, could not remember
having heard anything about “U 13.” The Deputy Commander of the Allied Air Forces in Central Europe
until June 1976, General Wehnelt, didn’t know about that agency (Schneider 1979).

The rocket scientist (a former colleague of 1. von Ludwiger’s father, who worked together with him and
W. von Braun and H. Oberth at the rocket site in Berlin-Reinickendorf in the early thirties) and former
Consultant in Department VI of Counter-Intelligence headed by Colonel Schellenberg, Rudolf Engel,
confirmed the existence of a special office 13, but was not informed about its task (Engel 1979). Eventually,
Professor Walter from Stuttgart, who in wartime collaborated with the chief of Counter-Intelligence,
Admiral Canaris, knew Professor Georg Kamper, who founded the special group U 13. Walter confirmed
that the members of U 13 had to investigate the enemy’s new or strange weapon technology (Schneider
1979).

The physicist Dr. Sergej Kusionow in 1990 told MUFON-CES members in 1990 at a conference in
Heidelberg that he has knowledge of German investigation reports concerning unknown flying objects,
which are stored in Moscow, and which the Red Army had captured in WW II. Till now it was not yet
possible to get the material back to German researchers.

It may be quite possible, that some of the observed luminous balls were indeed German secret weapons.

The Germans, for instance, released fluorescent balloons of different sizes into the air with the intention
of producing trouble between the pilots of the night fighters. They were to make the fighters leave their
formation, so that the German fighters could get into it more easily.

The rocket scientist Rolf Engel remembered another project: A Professor Ortmann, scientific advisor in
the Reichs Air Ministry (Reichslufifahrt-Ministerium) had the idea to send remote controlled missiles into a
bomber group. The missiles should explode there and expel a special chemical substance, which should
remove oxygen from the engines and produce damage by corroding the aircraft engines. It did not function.
But a side effect was that after the explosion at high altitudes the chemicals generate an airglow.

In Spring 1945, the Research Center of the Air Force (Forschungszentrum der Luftwaffe), in the city of
Oberammergau, Bavaria, carried out extensive investigations into electrical devices. Unmanned aerial
vehicles should carry apparatus, which could influence the ignition systems of aircraft engines up to a
distance of 30 meters, by radiating strong electromagnetic pulses. The range should be expanded 3 or 4
times. But the end of the war put an end to further investigations.

As a by-product of these studies, the Aircraft Factories (Flugzeugwerke) in Wiener Neustadt, Austria, as
well as the Research Institute (Forschungsanstalt) in Oberpfaffenhofen, Bavaria, developed a small remote
controlled aircraft. It was the intention to disturb the radio of the allied forces’ night fighters. The flight
object was driven by a flat and round turbo-jet engine. In flight, the engine generated an enormous halo from
luminous flames, which gave the device the name “Fireball” (Fewerball). After takeoff the object was
guided by radio near hostile aircraft. An automatic navigation system controlled by infrared sensors, which
tracked the hot exhaust fumes, should track the aircraft.

The fiery halo around the object, which was produced by a special chemical admixture to the
propellants, which could ionize the air at high altitudes, generated considerable jamming. Special Klystron
tubes transmitted strong electromagnetic pulses, which had very disturbing effect. The clystron tubes were
developed by the Research Institute of the German Reich’s Post-Office (Forschungsanstalt der Deutschen
Reichspost) in the city of Aach near Radolfszell, Germany.

A person who was present during the first launch of the “Fireball” remembered the flight characteristics
exactly: “At day-time the thing looked like a luminous gyro which rotates about its own axis. At nighttime
the “Fireball” was comparable with a burning sphere (Vesco 1974),

There were secret projects on so-called miracle weapons, which were flying disks. One of the projects
was launched in 1941 and was developed by the German engineers Rudolph Schriever and Otto Habermohl
according to a construction concept developed by Andreas Epp. This disk, 8 m in diameter, worked with
rotating blades. It was developed starting in 1943 in the Skoda-Letow factories near Prague. It was to rise
rapidly vertically and fly into high altitudes to engage bombers. The disk was called Retaliation Weapon
(Vergeltungs-Waffe) V-3.



Another project, a disk 42 m in diameter, and driven by 12 turbine engines of type BMW 028, and
adjustable jets, was developed by Dr. Richard Miethe and the Italian engineer Bellonzo in the cities Breslau,
Dresden and at the Cesko-Morava company in Prague. That device was to fly over long distances and should
eventually reach New York. It was given the name Retaliation Weapon V-7.

The Habermohl/Schriever basic model consisted of a semi-spherical cockpit with a flat rotating ring
consisting of 12 adjustable rotor blades.

On March 14, 1944, at 6:30 a.m. a prototype of the Schriever/Habermohl disk was ready for a test flight.
The test pilot Joachim Roehlike reached an altitude of 800 meters with the disk in one minute. This device
was a super sonic helicopter. In horizontal flight it reached a final speed of 2,200 km/h (Betzl 1991).

In its first test flight it reached an altitude of about 20,000 meters. At the second climb it achieved
24,000 meters.

The jets of the V-7 developed a thrust of about 2,800 kilopounds. It must be launched aimed from a
ramp. The disk was tested in Peenemunde, where the retaliation weapons V-1 and V-2 were also tested
(Coppetti 1979). At the end of the year 1944, Miethe and Bellonco attached one of the V-7 disks-prototype
under a bomber and flew it to the peninsula of Spitzbergen. From there it was to fly back remote controlled
to Germany. Because of a mechanical malfunction in the steering of the engine, the disk crashed at
Spitzbergen (Betzl 1991).

Only three of the V-3 flying disks could be produced by the end of war. Two of them were destroyed by
the Germans themselves, and one of them and the design engineers fell into the hands of the Soviet Army
(Lusar 1962).

The additional equipment with weapons made the flying disk heavy, and control of the landing
procedure was difficult. (This is one of the main reasons why the currently developed flying disks also not
used willingly by pilots).

It is not probable that the Allied Air Forces had ever encountered one of these disk in the air. Therefore,
they don’t count among the Foo Fighters observed.

In the CIA-sponsored Robertson panel meeting, convened in January 1953 to review Air Force UFO
data, reference to the Foo Fighters was made. In the record one reads:

“Foo Fighters were believed to be electrostatic (similar to St. Elmo’s fire) or electromagnetic

phenomena, or possibly light reflections from ice crystals in the air, but their exact cause or nature was

never defined. Both (physicist) HP Robertson and (physicist and fellow panel member) Luis Altares had
been concerned in the investigation of these phenomena, but David T. Griggs (Professor of Geophysics
at the University of California at Los Angeles) is believed to have been the most knowledgeable person

on this subject. If the term ‘flying saucer’ had been popular in 1943-1945, these objects would have
been labeled thus” (Durant 1953).

Since most Foo Fighters were not secret weapons, one must expect their appearance at all times. These
objects should continue to be observed by pilots. That is indeed the case. But only a few pilots report their
sightings. Dr. Richard Haines now has collected about 3,500 cases with UFO sightings reported by pilots
from all over the world.

The military airspace controller Mr. H., who is a member of MUFON-CES, in November 1992
witnessed the encounter of military aircraft with unidentified spheres in the Swiss airspace. He was
controlling the radar screen and simultaneously heard the conversations of the pilots who observed these
objects in their vicinity. During a period of several days, bright luminous spheres were observed by aircraft
crews at daytime near the flight course A-9. The spheres glimmered like soap bubbles. These objects
appeared suddenly and vanished, to appear again at another place. Sometimes it seemed as if an object
would divide into two parts and join again after a few minutes. It was observed that the spheres sometimes
or in a certain situation pushed out “something” which had an effect on radar visibility like chaff,

For the pilots this was not a surprising sight as their conversation proves:

“Again just one of these funny hovering spheres in our airspace with which nobody knows how to do

something meaningful. "

The Swiss military pilots are not allowed to take photographs. The witnesses without evidence of the
incident refused to make an official report. These objects maneuvered with enormous climbing and sinking



speed up to a lower altitude of 3,000 m. The distance to the aircraft was estimated at 5 to 10 kilometers
(Haas 1995).

Pilots of civilian airplanes likewise observe the spheres. Dr. Richard Haines in the spring of 1997, during
a meeting in Stanford gave us documents about a pilots sighting case by two American pilots flying over
Germany in 1978 near the city of Stuttgart at an altitude of about 11,000 m. High up in the blue sky ahead of
them hovered two bright spheres close together. Soon a third object, shaped like Saturn and coming from the
east flew near the two hovering spheres. When it had passed both, one of them started to move in an easterly
direction with a high velocity. One of the spheres remained at the same location and passed out of sight
when the frame of the cockpit window slowly covered it.

A German flying instructor, who is also a member of MUFON-CES, and his trainee on July 30, 1991,
was flying at 9:30 a.m. (GMT) at about 8,500 ft. near the city of Cloppenburg (North Germany) when they
observed three metallic-looking spheres in a vertical row. Quickly the flying trainee took his camera and
made a photo just when the middle sphere began to shine brightly and flew away. Moments later the other
two spheres also flew in a curve up into the sky (Figure 1.2.1). A computer enhancement shows that the
middle object left three luminous trails when it accelerated. This photo confirms an observation made by the
radar controller Petrozian at Mehrabad Airport on September 19, 1976 in Teheran, when two fighter pilots
unsuccessfully tried to scramble an unknown object which had bright shining and flashing lights at its 4
corners in different colors. Another object, moving near ground level, has been described by the flight
controller in just the same form as the second object seen near Cloppenburg (Figure 1.2.2 a and Figure 1.2.2
b). (One of the Iranian fighter pilots, Mr. Jaffari-Saghani, in the spring of 1997 informed us personally about
his encounter with the UFO which in 1976 shot a luminous sphere at his Phantom fighter, and which he
could not get “locked-on” for defending himself.

1.3 Ghost Rockets Over Europe

Soon after the end of the World War II, rumors of new weapons circulated in the news columns. Especially
in Sweden, eyewitnesses recorded that they had seen cigar-shaped, silently flying metallic objects. Nobody
could say where they came from and what they were. A characteristic of these “ghost rockets” was that they
all came from the direction of the USSR. German progress in missile technology led to people fearing that
the Soviets also have developed weapons which could bear nuclear bombs. During the War, 5 German V-1s
and one V-2 had fallen on Swedish territory between 1943 and 1944. Since the Swedes had investigated
samples from these rockets, they knew a little about rocket technology.

In May 1946, low flying rocket-like objects were recorded from all parts of the country. At nighttime the
rockets were luminous objects. About 1,500 reports of sightings had been secretly collected, as was
discovered when in 1984 the Swedish Government opened its files about “ghost rockets.” The official
statistics counted 997 ghost-rocket reports for 1946 alone.

On June 12, 1946 the Swedish Defense Staff ordered reports to be collected by all military and civilian
defense units. 30 reports had reached the Defense Staff by July 9th . But on that day some 250 sightings
were carefully logged by the Staff. Probably a daytime meteor polluted the collection of accounts.
Nevertheless, many eyewitnesses described spindle-shaped objects flying low and slowly, with little or no
sound.

The Swedish press on July 10th published that in all Sweden in the previous 24 hours spherical and
cigar-shaped, blue-greenish luminous objects with a small jet flame had been seen. The Commander-in-
Chief set up a special investigation committee. The general suspicion was that Soviet rockets were involved.
The work of this committee remained secret until May 1983.

According to the Svenska Dagbladet of August 12, 1946, between 9 and 10 p.m. hundreds of persons
saw “glowing bombs™ which flew from south to north, giving off a brilliant blue-white light. Sometimes two
of the objects were seen flying together, and some witnesses reported that smaller silver “balls” were
emitted from the larger objects, which were variously described as “cylinders” and torpedoes “with a white
nose” and “fire-spurting tail.”

A correspondent for the Christian Science Monitor stated on August 22nd that not only were the
locations of the ghost rocket sightings being censored, but also the publication of reports themselves. A day



later the British Foreign Office admitted that British radar experts had been to Sweden to investigate the
ghost rockets and that they had returned to submit secret reports as to the origin of the strange flying objects.
In many cases witnesses reported seeing the objects crash on land and in water (Liljegren 1986). But
nothing was ever found, except mundane objects.
By December 1, 1946 the special committee had held 15 sessions. On December 231d | the Swedish
Commander-in-Chief received the final report from the committee. The report reads:

“Despite the extensive efforts which have been carried out with all available means, there is no actual
proof that rocket projectiles have been tested over Sweden. The committee has therefore been forced to
decide that the investigation has been unsuccessful and that it is useless to continue this activity in its
present form and with the present limited resources. Even if the main part of the reports can be referred
to as celestial phenomena, the committee cannot dismiss certain facts as being purely public
imagination. From knowledge of German activity on the Baltic coast during the war and developments
later on, one cannot deny the implications of the reports which have been received through various
sources” (Liljegren 1985).

In 1986, the former Secretary of Sweden’s Defense Staff Committee, Air Engineer Eric Malmberg stated
in an interview on the “ghost rockets™:
“I would like to say that everyone on the committee, as well as the chairman himself, was sure that the
phenomena observed didn 't originate from the Soviet Union. Nothing pointed to that solution.
“On the other hand, if the observations are correct, many details suggest that it was some kind of a
cruise missile that was fired at Sweden. But nobody had that kind of sophisticated technology in 1946”
(Liljegren 1989).

However, Sweden was not the only country which got visits from ghost rockets. They were seen in
Norway, Finland, Switzerland, Belgium and Ireland. Norway notified the press on August 31, 1946, that in
the future all rocket-sighting data were to be sent to the Intelligence Department of the Norwegian High
Command. Any discussion of the ghost rockets in Norwegian newspapers was banned (Gross 1974).

During the night of September 1, 1946, ghost rockets had been seen in all parts of Greece, particularly in
Macedonia and Salonika. On September 11th | ghost rockets appeared in Srinagar, India, and during the
week of September 14 -21 | 1946, they were reported over Portugal. In some cases the witnesses observed
not rockets, but disks (Clark 1992).

In February 1948 the ghost rockets returned to Europe. The London Times on February 25th reported that
according to “Scandinavian visitors to this country”, rockets emitting a bluish-green flame, “almost
invariably seen at 9:30 a.m.” and traveling at speeds estimated to be between 4500 and 6750 mph, had been
observed at various heights, everywhere from just above treetop level to 25,000 ft. The sightings ended in
March, 1948. But at various times similar objects would continue to be reported around the world, in spite of
the fact that unknown objects in general now were reported to have the shape of disks or flying saucers.

For example: In the summer of 1948, a woman then 28-years-old, with her child encountered a cigar-
shaped object not far from the city of Kitzingen, Germany. It was in the late afternoon when the woman was
walking over the fields, and she suddenly saw quite near, about 50 meters away, at an altitude of no more
than 20 meters, a flying cigar, whose end was cut off. This object was about 20 m long and flew very slowly
and absolutely noiselessly. From the end came a short fiery jet flame (1/5 of the object’s length). Its color
was dark-brown and metallic. The witness could trace the object, which flew straight away through the
valley below. The witness said that she was annoyed at the American Army, stationed in Germany, “because
they were shooting their rockets over our country” (v.Ludwiger 1995).

When in June 1947 Kenneth Arnold saw 9 flying objects which moved “like saucers which were thrown
over the water surface”, the ghost rockets soon were forgotten. Because of the publication of “Flying
Saucer” sightings by Ray Palmer, who kept the subject alive through his magazines and books during the
long periods of public disinterest, flying saucers have been the synonym for unidentified flying objects
(UFQO’s), and Ray Palmer has in fact been the father of modern ufology.

The famous Arnold sighting followed several observations of flying disks in the United States. In April
1947, a meteorologist tracking a balloon instead found himself observing a saucer-shaped object. A silvery



object was said to have dropped from the sky and disintegrated over Washington State on May sth. A
similar object was seen on May 18th in Virginia and later over Colorado desert. On June 12th 2 chain of
flying objects was seen from Weiser, Idaho, and two days later the pilot Rankin observed a formation
composed of ten disks.

Kenneth Arnold, by chance, was the one to get the press interested. His sighting of nine silvery shining
objects near Mount Rainer on June 24, 1947 marks the beginning of the modern UFO era. Once Arnold’s
experience had become public property, a host of witnesses came forward with their stories, is shown by Ted
Bloecher’s study of 1947 UFO reports - on July 4, 1947, silvery disks were seen at many places during day-
time. In Portland, Oregon, 5 disks were seen at high noon by dozens of citizens and police officers,
ascending and descending, circling around and flying to and fro. In Hauser Lake, Idaho, at least 200
eyewitnesses observed a flying disk in the evening for about 30 minutes which maneuvered in the sky and
eventually vanished vertically up into the sky. In Twin Falls, Idaho, about 60 people saw three groups of
disks, each of more than 35 plates, which flew in a V-formation. In a time period from June to the end of
July, 850 sightings of unknown origin were seen in the United States alone (Bloecher 1967). This number
may have been at least double, if the press reports from small towns would also have been collected, writes
Bloecher. This assumption has been confirmed by the works of Loren Gross (1988).

The UFO situation in the United States is widely known. Therefore, we restrict ourselves to European
UFO sighting cases, and especially reports from Germany.

1.4 Some of the Most Impressive UFO Cases from European Countries

The greatest wave of UFO sightings in Europe happened in the fall of 1954. Years later, Aimé Michel
collected all of the available press reports from big and small towns in France and gave an overview of the
events in his book Flying Saucers and the Straight Line Mpystery (1960). Only then did the alarming
proportions which the wave had assumed become apparent.

From the beginning of August 1954 to September 10th, unidentified objects were seen in the sky every
day. Then the number of reports increased from day to day an culminated on October 3rd , when more then
50 independent accounts of UFO’s were registered by the press over the whole of France. The number of
sightings started to decrease on October 20th, and at the end of November 1954 only a few inexplicable
flying objects were recorded. These objects had mainly the form of spheres, cigars and disks. Several of
these objects landed near witnesses, and sometimes occupants were also observed. The witnesses were
reliable persons, among them pilots, military personal and policemen (Figure 1.4.1 and 1.4.2).

The French Department of Defense set up a General Staff Committee in the Ministére des Armées
(Ministry of Defense) for the purpose of collecting and studying the many reports. This department was
based at the headquarters of the French Air Force’s Department of Research (Sunday Dispatch, October 3rd,
1954, London).

Michel made no field investigations himself, he only derived the accounts from press clippings with all
their questionable accuracy. But Michel attempted to discern a pattern in UFO sightings, although it
eventually proved to lack much substance. He showed that sightings in a 24-hour period were arranged in
alignments and geometrical structures in a way which chance would not account for. However, he
emphasized that networks centered on points where cigar-shaped objects had been seen. Several locations of
sightings lay on a geographical line connecting the cities of Bayonne and Vichy - called the BAVIC line.

Michel’s conclusions were criticized mainly by the astrophysicist Prof. Donald Menzel (1964, 1965),
who stated that the calculation of the probability of such a distribution occurred by chance. J and J. Vallée
(1966) started an investigation program to solve the question as to how likely it is that “alignments” similar
to the ones noted could be found from a complete by random set of observations. They checked the original
reports one by one. The task was to compute the alignments exactly, to verify that the points were indeed
situated on the lines. The alignments were assumed to be local sections of large geodetic circles. Great
difficulties derived from the incomplete nature of the reports received (concerning the location or the
phenomenon itself). The Vallées included the sightings most commonly quoted in the specialized works on
the subject and even a number of old sightings. They used 500 cases which were collected in 1962 in a
catalog. (In 1963-1964, more than 3,000 sightings were developed. This collection of cases was given to the
Condon committee at the Colorado University in 1968).
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It turns out that quite a few lines were verified with a similar precision as for the BAVIC-Line, but it was
confirmed that straight lines exist.

The accumulation of more and more information ought to show up the structure of alignments more
precisely. But in France, the lines cross countless sighting points. This raises the question as to whether the
part played by chance in the formation on the networks has not perhaps been radically underestimated.

The Vallées simulated the alignment networks by generating points at random on a surface representing
France. Statistical laws governing the generation of the network showed that the percentage of isolated
observations rapidly approached zero, when the number of points increased. No general conclusion as to the
non-existence of certain alignments can be drawn based on Vallée’s investigations. The great majority of
alignments, if not all, must be attributed to pure chance.

Other UFO researchers later found out (Verga 1984, Sournaux 1975/76) that one sighting (Ussel) was
shown to be 4.3 km away from BAVIC, and two of the cases had not occurred on the specified date.
Reduced in this way, the BAVIC coincidence fell within the limits of chance.

Nevertheless, some observations - not nine, as supposed, on September 24th on the BAVIC line, but Six.,
came in succession from places which definitely could be connected by a straight line (Figs. 1 and 2). Such
findings reinforced the hypothesis that the unknown objects constitute an intelligent phenomenon existing in
its own right. It was the discovery of these patterns which converted some scientists and led them to do UFO
research.

Only with the possibility of monitoring the behavior of UFO’s by radar plots overall do we now know
that UFO flight paths which show long straight lines are the exception.

In consequence of the sighting wave, the French public and specially the French military are more open-
minded to the UFO phenomenon than in any other country in the world. For example, General Lieutenant
Max Chassin, who rose to the rank of Commanding General of the French Air Forces, Central Europe
(NATO), in 1958 wrote an important preface to Aimé Michel’s book (Michel 1958).

Following a wave of sightings in the latter part of 1973 and early 1974, France’s Minister of Defense,
Monsieur Robert Galley, said in an interview with Jean-Claude Bourret, broadcast on France-Inter on
February 21, 1974:

"I must say that if your listeners could see for themselves the mass of reports coming in Sfrom the

airborne gendarmerie, from the mobile gendarmerie, and from the gendarmerie charged with the Jjob of

conducting investigations, all of which reports are being forwarded by us to the CNES (National Center

Jor Space Studies), then they would see that it is all pretty disturbing” (Creighton 1971).

The Gendarmerie Nationale takes the UFO’s extremely seriously. They are part of the French Armed
Forces and as such accountable exclusively to the highly centralized powers. The gendarmerie have been
ordered to collect and investigate all available UFO reports and send reports and possible material to
GEPAN in Toulouse. The Groupe d'Etudes Phénoménes Aerospatiaux Non Identifiés (GEPAN) was
established in 1977 under the auspices of the Centre Nationale d’Etudes Spatiales (CNES) - France’s
equivalent of the American space agency NASA. GEPAN, now called SEPRA (Service d ‘Expertise des
Phénoménes de Rentrées Atmosphériques), has received a military status under the military direction of
DERT (Direction des Recherches et Etudes Techniques).

This French agency is investigating UFO’s. But this does not mean that their work is to be published.
The editor of Lumiéres Dans la Nuit, Fernand Lagarde, found that his requests for information and
documents from official sources were blocked at every stage, just like elsewhere in the world (Lagarde
1982). The reason may be that GEPAN is only a collecting point but not a research institute. Dr. Jean-Pierre
Petit, the former director of the National Center for Scientific Research, was told by the head of GEPAN,
Jean-Jacques Velasco in 1983: “We are collecting UFO reports, but we don’t know what to do with them.
Once a case has been investigated, we publish a note on it, and that is that. We have no scientific structure
behind GEPAN” (Creighton 1984).

Although the investigations by the French agency are not open to the public, France is the only country
in Europe in which the government has shown an official interest in the UFO phenomenon.

The Defense Ministers of other European countries were also convinced that a problem exists. The
Defense Minister of the time, Earl Alexander of Turin, told Desmond Leslie in 1954 (Leslie 1963):
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“This problem has intrigued me for a long time... There are of course many phenomena in this world
which are not explained and it is possible to say that the orthodox scientist is the last person to accept
that something new (or old) may exist which cannot be explained in accordance with his understanding
of natural laws.”

It is very probable that the Defense Minister knew about the report which - like many accounts on
similar events - was sent to the Air Ministry by Flight Lieutenant Saladin, of No. 604, County Middlesex
Squadron, Royal Auxiliary Air Force.

Saladin took off from his base at RAF North Weald in Essex at 4.15 p.m., in a Meteor Mk8. When he
was at about 5,000 meters he saw a whole nest of contrails at 10-12,000 meters over North Foreland. Lt.
Saladin reported:

“Through the middle of the trails I saw three objects which I thought were airplanes, but they weren't
trailing. They came down through the middle of that towards Southend and then headed towards me.

When they got to within a certain distance two of them went off to my port side - one gold and one silver

- and the third object came straight towards me and close to within a few hundred yards, almost filling

the windscreen (), then it went off toward my port side. I tried to turn round to follow, but it had gone. It

was saucer-shaped with a bun on top and a bun underneath, and was silvery and metallic. There were

no portholes, flames, or anything” (Good 1987).

Regrettably Saladin had insufficient time to trigger the camera-gun button to take photographs. No
comment was given by the War Office.

Perhaps the most impressive UFO case on record which has been detected visually as well as by many
radar stations, is the Lakenheath/Bentwaters case in England. That happened in August, 1956. Only in
January 1969, was the case taken off the secret list when the USAF-sponsored scientific study of UFO’s,
headed by Condon, published its findings (Condon 1969). The team of investigators concluded that

“this is the most puzzling and unusual case in the radar-visual files. The apparently rational, intelligent

behavior of the UFO suggests a mechanical device of unknown origin as the mosi probable

explanation. “ But it quickly stated: “However, in view of the inevitable fallibility of witnesses, more

conventional explanations of this report cannot be entirely ruled out.”

The visual sighting was made by RAF and U.S. Air Force personnel, and it was simultaneously tracked
by three different ground-based radars at RAF/USAF Bentwaters and Lakenheath, Suffolk, as well as on
airborne radar. The objects, or at least one object, were seen from the ground and in the air.

The events occurred over a six-hour period between 9:30 p.m. on August 13th and 3:30 a.m. on August
14, 1956. Five separate incidents were reported, at various times involving six ground radar sets and one
airborne interception radar. Four incidents involved Ground Controlled Approach (GCA) radar at
Bentwaters USAF base. A fifth involved coastal air defense and Ground Controlled Interception (GCI)
radars at Neatishead, Norfolk (RAF), Air Traffic Control (ATC) radar and GCA radar at RAF/USAF
Lakenheath, in addition to Al radar aboard an RAF interceptor. Witnesses were about 20 radar personnel
with up to nine air-visual and ground-visual observers.

At 9:30 p.m., Bentwaters GCA radar detected a single high-speed unknown target. Simultaneously, 15
slow-moving targets crossed the scope in a different direction, and appeared to merge on the display, “they
appeared to converge into one very large object, according to the size of the blip on the scope, which seemed
to be several times larger than a B-36 aircraft,” then moved off-scope.

Another single high-speed target was observed five minutes later to cross the scope, 90 km in just 16
seconds (19,000 km/h). About an hour later a further single high-speed target crossed the scope on a heading
the same as the previous target. The control tower personnel and the crew of a transport aircraft on a landing
approach observed a bright light over the field.

Bentwaters GCA alerted Lakenheath, requesting confirmation of any unknown targets. At this time,
ground observers at Lakenheath independently reported a luminous object approaching the field at a low
altitude, which stopped, and then moved away. Two similar objects were observed which approached one
another and than moved away. 20-25 miles SW of the field, the ATC radar detected a stationary target. ATC
Center and GCA scopes show that the target began to move at a speed of 400 -600 mph after a few minutes
and stopped again suddenly about 20 miles NNW of the field.

12



The responsible AF Commanders eventually gave the order to scramble two RAF interceptors.
Neatishead GCI had been alerted and could also see the target on their scopes as the first two deHavilland
Venom NF2a nightfighters from RAF Waterbeach approached Lakenheath under their control, at 11:30 p.m.
The RAF Fighter Controller on duty at RAF Neatishead, F.H.C.Wimbledon, remembered:

“...After being vectored onto the trail of the object by my Interception Controller, the pilot called out,

‘Contact’, then a short time later, "Judy', which meant the Navigator had the target fairly and squarely

on his own radar screen and needed no further help from the ground. He continued to close on the

target, but afier a few seconds, and in the space of one or two sweeps of our scopes, the object appeared
behind our fighter. Our pilot called out, "Lost Contact, more help,’ and he was told the target was now
behind him and he was given fresh instructions.

I then scrambled a second Venom which was vectored towards the area, but before it arrived on the
scene the target had disappeared from our scopes, and although we continued to keep a careful watch, it was
not seen by us.”

No convincing explanation could be found. However, commentators tried to solve the mystery by
regarding the Perseid meteor shower as responsible. But astronomer J.A. Hynek’s 1956 evaluation as
consultant to the Blue Book noted this statement and rejected the Perseid hypothesis as “highly unlikely”
(Hynek 1978). After that, Phil Klass explained the case by a typical anomalous propagation of radar waves
in the atmosphere compounded with equipment failure and observer error (Klass 1974). However, radar
specialist Martin Lawrence Sough disproved all of Klass’s arguments (Sough 1987), and according to
official U.S. Air Force reports, the sightings could not be explained by radar malfunction or by unusual
weather conditions (Holt 1956).

The Under-Secretary of State at the Ministry of Defense at that time, Ralph Noyes, revealed to Timothy
Good (1987) that gun-camera film had been taken by one of the Venom pilots, and that he was shown this at
Whitehall, together with a number of other film clips taken by aircrew.

The British Ministry of Defense never commented on this case. The Secretary of State for Air at the
time, George Ward, asked by Desmond Leslie why the Government gives no information about unidentified
flying objects, made it clear that if he and other members of the Government were to admit the existence of
flying saucers without evidence that the general public could actually touch, they would consider that the
Government had gone barmy and lose their faith in them.

That is the general point of view in the Ministries of Defense in all of the European countries. There is
no cover-up of discoveries concerning UFO’s, but a general uncertainty about the phenomenon. In 1967, a
spokesman from the MoD explained the Ministry’s position on the subject, assuring the researchers that all
UFO reports were treated seriously by the MoD, but that its interest was limited solely to aspects relating to
defense; consequently there was no department, scientist or other person in the MoD exclusively devoted to
the UFO question. He added that no person from the Ministry ever made on-the-spot inquiries or field
investigations when UFO’s were reported, owing to lack of manpower and financial resources
(Stanway/Pace 1972).

The military leaders of European regrettably get no support from scientists. The majority of scientists
reject the UFO’s because they simply do not fit into a current scientific framework. The French
astrophysicist Dr. Pierre Guérin explained:

“In science there is no proof of any phenomenon if no scientific model for it exists. The observation of

the facts is not the actual fact! We have the testimonial proof, but not the scientific proof. Scientists are

not only embarrassed by UFO's; they 're furious because they don’t understand them. There is no

possibility of explaining them in three-dimensional space-time physics “(Good 1987, p.133).

Cases in which military personnel are involved - like the Lakenheath case - are classified. In Europe
there is no “Freedom of Information Act.” However, in every case where USAF personnel together with
members of European (NATO) Forces observed UFO’s, the reports may be published with the help of FOIA
requests by American citizens.

For example, a glowing disk on July 1, 1977, hovered over the NATO base at Aviano, north-east Italy
for about an hour. Italian and American soldiers were witnesses. At 3:00 a.m. a peculiar large bright light
appeared in the “Victor Alert Zone’, where 2 military aircraft were based, at an altitude of about 100 m. It
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resembled a spinning top revolving about its own axis. The object was about 50 m in diameter and had a
dome on top, changing color from white to green and then red. A noise like a swarm of bees could be heard
by many military personnel. This object caused a massive power blackout.

The night watchman, Signor Benito Manfré observed the phenomenon one and a half km away, when his
dog started to bark incessantly. He went out to the veranda and noticed that the NATO base was in total
darkness. Only a “mass” of stationary light low down over a certain spot on the base was seen.

After five minutes the bright object slowly moved away from the “Victor Alert Zone' and than
noiselessly climbed away beyond the mountains near Aviano. A few seconds after the object had vanished
the base’s lights came on again. Once the object left the base, the dog stopped barking. NATO headquarters
was informed. The military debunked the incident. But the American soldier, James Blake, made the story
public (Chiumiento 1984).

In March 1978, the Italian Ministry of Defense released a file containing details of 6 unclassified reports
by military personnel in 1977. The Aviano case was not included.

The Spanish Air Force’s General Castro in 1976 explained (ABC 1976) that he believes in the existence
of UFO’s, and he also believes that the reason governments do not publicly acknowledge this reality is not
due to fear on their part, but rather to a sense of misgiving in the face of an intangible fact about which they
are being asked to venture an opinion.

The general was partly responsible for the Air Ministry releasing its files on UFO’s in 1976 to Jose
Bernitez, a reporter with La Gaceta del Norte, who had been invited to Madrid by the Air Ministry. On
October 20, 1976, in an office of an Air Force Lieutenant-General who was Chief of Staff, the journalist was
handed a file of 78 folio pages containing documentation on 12 of the best cases, as well as photographic
material including film taken by Spanish Air Force pilots, which had hitherto been kept secret. (Creighton
1977). Jose Benitez published these reports in 1977. The sensationalized publication produced negative
impressions in the Air Force and the Army. In future, any possible declassification had to be agreed at the
highest level of the Spanish Army, the Joint Chiefs of Staffs.

In 1988, Ballester-Olmos and Joan Plana joined forces to design a large-scale research project devoted to
analyzing the UFO problem and the Armed Forces. Their program encompasses not only the Air Force but
the Army, Navy, Civil Guard, Civil Aviation, and Police. They received a collection of 300 UFO reports
from all military sources.

On April 14, 1992, the Chief of the Air Force Staff attended a meeting of the Joint Chiefs of the Staffs at
which Lt. General Ramon Fernandez Sequeiros was going to recommend that UFO files be declassified.
That meant, in future every single case would be analyzed by intelligence officers in order to determine if its
dissemination might cause any threat to national security. If not, its declassification would be proposed to
the Chief of the Air Force Staff for approval and public disclosure (Ballester-Olmos 1993/95).

An UFO was observed by civilian and military pilots in Spain in 1979, which was the most dramatic air
encounter with one or two UFO'’s.

During the night of November 11, 1979, a super Caravelle of the TEA Company was on its flight from
Salzburg in Austria to Tenerife. The airline had 109 passengers on board, most of them German and
Austrian tourists. Flight Captain Francisco Lerdo de Tejada stated in an interview to Juan Jose Benitez:

“A few minutes before 11:00 p.m. we got a call from Air Contro Barcelona. They asked us to switch over

to 121.5 megacycles, which is an emergency frequency. When we made contact, all we got was the noise

of a transmitter, though we were unable to identify what it was all about. It was the moment, or a few
seconds later, that we saw the red lights.. Two very powerful, red lights. They were heading towards us
at 9 o'clock of our position... The two lights seemed to be set at the two extremities. All of the movements
of the two lights were perfectly coordinated, just as if it were one single device we were dealing with.

The speed at which they came at us was staggering. I have never seen anything like that speed.. The two

lights, in line, came up to us on a bearing of 250°... When we saw them first, they were about 10 miles

away. Then they made towards us, and then were literally ‘playing with us’ at not much under half a

mile or so. The object was moving upwards and downwards at will, all round us, and performing

movements that it would be quite impossible for any conventional machine to execute... What sort of
aircraft flies at that sort of speed? What sort of aircraft takes up a position less than half a mile from my

Jjet liner and then sets about ‘playing games’ with me?”
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The size of the object was approximately the same as a jumbo jet. The airline pilot said that its approach
speed was such that he was obliged to make a ‘break’ turning the aircraft sharply to avoid collision.

A newspaper reported that an elderly male passenger collapsed when he saw the object zigzagging
across the night sky towards the plane. Captain Tejada said: “The situation finally got so serious that we
decided to call Manises and request permission to make an emergency landing.”

Shortly before midnight the plane touched down at Valencia in a very steep curve. The UFO was still
visible over the airport buildings, and had been seen by ground personnel, air traffic controllers and the
Airport Director. A number of radar echoes were registered in the area where the airliner was flying. Five
minutes after the airliner had landed, the Spanish Air Defense Command HQ ordered two Mirage F1 jets to
take off on an intercept mission from Los Llanos Air Base, near Albacete. One of the pilots reported to Sr.
Benitez that when they came close to the object one of the planes was subjected to a number of sudden close
approaches (Benitez 1979).

Perhaps the same object appeared again exactly one year later, on November 11, 1980, in north-east
Spain but a few hours earlier. At least six Spanish airliners reported sighting the object. One of the Iberia
pilots, Commandante Ramos, describes his sighting:

“When we were about 108 miles from Barcelona VOR (VHF Omnirange) ‘it’ appeared. We supposed a

plane was coming straight at us...It was like a sphere, or rather, like an enormous soap bubble. . colored

a very bright green on its surface, it crossed our course and when we dived it made off towards the

south. It was then that we saw it was emitting other lights... When it passed close to us we also saw a

second ball - or whatever - close to the big one, but much smaller in size.. Another plane came in on the

radio...it was a Transeuropa (flight 1474). And he also asked Barcelona if there was ‘green traffic’ on
his flight route. Then I talked to the Transeuropa plane and told him what had just happened to me.”

While their Boeing 727 was still on the ground, the crew of Iberia flight 1831 sighted the UFO, and
when the captain signaled to it by flashing his landing lights the object immediately ‘went out’ and
disappeared. Other witnesses at Barcelona Airport said that the UFO ‘buzzed’ the runway and then shot up
into the sky (Benitez 1980).

In 1980 another famous UFO incident happened near Ipswich in Suffolk, England, about which the
British ex-Ministry of Defense official Ralph Noyes expressed his feelings with these words: “The RAF
Woodbridge case of December 1980 strikes me as one of the most interesting and important of recent years,
anyway in this country” (Noyes 1985).

In June 1983, a formerly secret document was released to Robert Todd of the Citizens Against UFO
Secrecy (CAUS) group in the United States, under the provisions of the Freedom of Information Act.
According to the letter of release, “the Air Force file copy has been properly disposed of in accordance with
Air Force regulations. Fortunately, through diligent inquiry and the gracious consent of Her Majesty’s
Government, the British Ministry of Defense and the Royal Air Force, the U.S. Air Force has provided a
copy for you” (Bent 1983)

This document confirmed what was known from reports of civilian witnesses and rumors from military
personnel (Randles 1981/82). During the night of December 27, 1980, a UFO landing is alleged to have
occurred in Rendlesham Forest, just outside the perimeter of RAF/USAF Woodbridge, near Ipswich. No
reasonable information about the case had been given by the MoD. Therefore, the official report to the MoD
written by Lieutenant Colonel (now Colonel) Charles Halt, US Air Force Deputy Base Commander at
Woodbridge at that time, is the most impressive evidence of these events.

Squadron Leader Donald Moreland, British Commander at the adjoining RAF/USAF base at Bentwaters,
sent Halt’s report to the Ministry of Defense. Asked by Dot Street and Brenda Butler (co-authors with Jenny
Randles of Sky Crash, 1984), Moreland knew nothing about this incident.

Halt’s letter from January 13, 1981, reads as follows:

“Early in the morning of Dec 27, 1980 (approximately 03:00 a.m.), two USAF security police patrolmen

saw unusual lights outside the back gate at RAF Woodbridge. Thinking am aircraft might have crashed

or been forced down, they requested permission to go outside the gate to investigate. The on-duty flight

chief responded and allowed three patrolmen to proceed on foot. The individuals reported seeing a

strange glowing object in the forest. The object was described as being meiallic in appearance and

triangular in shape, approximately two to three meters across the base and approximately two meters
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high. It illuminated the entire forest with a white light. The object itself had a pulsing red light on top
and a bank(s) of blue lights underneath. The object was hovering or on legs. As the patrolmen
approached the object, it maneuvered through the trees and disappeared. At this time the animals on a
nearby farm went into a frenzy. The object was briefly sighted approximately an hour later near the back
gate...”

“Later in the night a red sun-like light was seen through the trees. It moved about and pulsed. At one
point it appeared to throw off glowing particles and then broke into 5 separate white objects and then
disappeared. Immediately thereafter, three star-like objects were noticed in the sky, two objects to the
north and one to the south, all of which were about 10° off the horizon. The objects moved rapidly in
sharp angular movements and displayed red, green and blue lights. The objects to the north appeared to
be elliptical through an 8-12 power lens. They then turned in full circles. The objects to the north
remained in the sky for an hour or more. The object to the south was visible for two or three hours and
beamed down a stream of light from time to time. Numerous individuals, including the undersigned,
witnessed the activities ..."

A radar operator at RAF Watton in Norfolk reported to an investigator that an ‘uncorrelated target’ was
picked up on their radar sets on the night of December 27th, but had been lost about fifty miles south - in the
vicinity of Rendlesham Forest where the target dove below the radar horizon.

In 1986 Timothy Good spoke with Colonel Halt, who at that time was based with the 485th Tactical
Missile Wing. He denied that any movie film had been taken of the UFO. In answer to the question whether
any occupants had been seen, Colonel Hart stated:

“There is only one individual who talks about that, and I can't speak for him. I can't disprove what he
says, but I can't corroborate it either.... There are a lot of things that are not in my memo, but there was

no response from the Ministry of Defense so I didn't go any further with them" (Good 1987).

In an interview which he gave to the TV program Unsolved Mysteries in 1991, Colonel Halt reported
that the beams of light coming down from an object also pointed towards the weapon storage (Halt 1991).

Halt himself made an audio tape recording when he led a second patrol into the forest on December 29,
1980. The tape describes their efforts to carry on radioactive radiation readings at the landing spot. Nick
Pope, head of the MoD Secretariat Air Staff (AS2) office, undertook a re-examination of the incident in
1995. He also discussed with radiation experts the value of about 0.1 milliroentgen of beta/gamma readings,
measured at the time by Col. Halt’s patrol. Scientists with the Defense Radiological Protection Service,
which is a unit attached to the Institute of Naval Medicine near Gosport, Hampshire, told him that the levels
of radiation reported in Col. Halt’s memo were ten times what they should be in that area compared to their
background samples (Pope 1995).

That case had been discussed in the House of Lords as well as in the House of Commons, and looked
into by the Senator of Nebraska, James Exon. The different British Ministers of Defense since that time
always gave the same statement about that case, that is, that there had been something unusual in the woods,
but that the event did not concern defense affairs. One has to wait whether sometimes it will come out that
the incident was a kind of psychological warfare which made the soldiers to “see things”.

In Germany, UFO cases concemning Air Defense are classified. There are rumors that in the seventies
unidentified objects were registered on radar which came from the Soviet Union in westerly direction.
NATO was alerted, and many aircraft were ordered to scramble. After the fall of the Wall, East-German
radar controllers confirmed this incident. The East German officers were annoyed about the “Soviet Friends”
who had not informed them of the forthcoming attack on the West by the Russians. When the unknown
targets flew over Poland, they suddenly turned to north and disappeared over Sweden (Mehner 1994).

In 1983, only one of the three greatest German politicians took UFO's seriously in public. When asked
what he thought of UFO’s, Franz-Joseph Strauss, then government head of Bavaria and former Minister of
Defense, now deceased, answered: “I am still generally distrustful of UFO observations. Personally, I think
that UFQ’s are meteorological phenomena like fireballs or ball lightning.” And he stated that the civilian and
military research institutes should investigate the phenomenon jointly, and that this would certainly be
successful (Habeck 1997).
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Fig. 1.1.1: Nostradamus reported that on February 1* , 1554, in Salon in the Provence,
France, hundreds of witnesses observed a big “ bright burning rod or torch
in the sky which changed its flight path (Hess 1919)
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Fig. 1.1.2: Six fishermen in Stralsund after observing a mirage with ships then

discoverd an object like a “man’s hat“ hovering above the Nicolai Church,

on April 8", 1665 (Francisci 1680).
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Fig. 1.2.1: Photo taken on July 30, 1991, near Cloppenburg, Germany, at about 8,500 ft. by a
German flying instructor showing three unknown flying spheres. The middle one is
just starting to move left and changing its spherical form.

(a)

Fig. 1.2.2: Comparison between the observed and photographed object within a
group of three spheres near Cloppenburg, Germany, in 1991 (a)



Fig. 1.3.1: Unidentified objects observed on September 27® , 1954, over France
(Drawing by Aimé Michel)
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Drawing by A. Michel with UFOs,

seen on September 29® | 1954,
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Chapter Two

2 Different Shapes of UFOs Seen Over Germany

ince UFOs are a worldwide phenomenon the same shapes of UFOs are observed in Germany as well as
Sin other countries. As a result of a book by Rutledge (1981) all UFO observations are divided into two
phenomenological classes:

A) Objects of metallic appearance and construction and,

B) Objects consisting of luminous zones without physical structures (nocturnal lights).

Class A objects appear to be guided by intelligent beings. However, since the occupants of these objects
do not discuss their origin with us, we can only deduce it, as far as possible, from the observed behavior of
UFOs and from investigations of their physical traces.

A classification of the most frequently observed objects consist of 10 shapes:

1. Sphere

2. Saturn shape

. Hemisphere

4. Oval shape

- 7 Cigar shape

6. Domed disc

7. Triangle or boomerang
8. Geometrical shape

9. Unusual shape

10. Formation

In this chapter some examples of sighting reports will be given. We have only chosen cases from
Germany, which were investigated by MUFON-CES. Most of these cases have not yet been reported in the
English speaking literature.

The degree of confidence one can have in the credibility of a case investigation can be characterized by a
reliability index (Olsen 1966). The meaning of the variables in this index is given in Appendix A. That index
enables foreign investigators to estimate the trustworthiness of an individual case: since the interviewer
usually is the only person in contact with the witness and thus able to estimate his credibility.
Characterizations of a case by a reliability index is somewhat of an oversimplification. But, we shall use it
nevertheless, since several hundred investigations have already been evaluated in this manner. We have not
yet discovered a better characterization of UFO reports.

The following cases all have a very high degree of credibility. A more detailed description of these cases
was given in various MUFON-CES reports. Ten (10) of which were written in German (see Appendix B).

2.1 Disk-Shaped Object With Dome on Top Over Messel Near Frankfurt

On March 13, 1982, several 15-17 year olds were on their way to a discotheque in the town of Messel, 20
km south of the city of Frankfurt. At approximately 9:10 p.m. they observed three groups of lights consisting
of four round lights flashing in different colors. Each group formed a square of 1.5° diameter at an altitude
of about 30°. The first formation moved slowly and then stopped to hover in the air. The second formation
displayed a slow movement as well; but the third group flew very fast over these formations and
disappeared. After a few seconds the other formations moved away too. At that time the teenagers went into
the discotheque.

At about 9:30 p.m. they were called out by friends to see something strange in the sky. A few minutes
later all of them observed a bright blue flash coming from the sky like a spotlight. Soon after that, a steel
blue luminous disk with a dome on top appeared over the woods about 600 meters from where they where
standing. It slowly approached the witnesses at very low altitude, a distance of about 100 meters. Its
diameter was about 10 meters wide. The dome was divided into several multi-colored segments. Inside the
dome, something rotated like a “beacon”. On the edge of the dome the colors yellow, green and red
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appeared, one after the other. Near the edge of the disc were four square white lights arranged at equal
distance from each other. On the bottom of the disc a bluish-white light radiated in non-regular intervals,
creating a cone-like shape. After a few seconds the disc started to move in spiral curves down to the ground;
it stopped for a moment before it flew away at a steep upward angle. The excited teenagers immediately
called the police. When the police officers arrived the disk could no longer be seen, but several unusual
lights over the woods were observed by the police officers, too. (MUFON-CES Report No.9, 1983)

Because of the many reliable witnesses the reliability index for the case is p =99.99 %
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2.2 Egg-Shaped Object Over the Hochries Mountain Near the City of Rosenheim

Mr. L., the proprietor of an Alpine lodge on Hochries mountain (1569 meters) in Germany, was looking
through a panoramic window at the snow-covered landscape. He was there with the caretaker of the lodge at
8:30 p.m. on December 10, 1973. At a distance of about 8 km they could see the mountain Weitlahner Kopf
(1611 m). On the top of this mountain they noticed a red light. Curiously both men took out their binoculars
(10 x 50). They wanted to verify whether or not the light came from the cockpit of a helicopter.

At about 8:50 p.m. Mr. L. fired a red flare signal rocket in the direction of the unidentified object. His
intent was to indicate to the pilot, which may have been in trouble, that he was seen by members of the
mountain rescue service. Soon after, the object started to shine in a much brighter red color and rose-up
slowly in the air. After 4-5 minutes it hovered about 200 meters over the top of the mountain. Suddenly it
moved in the direction of the Hochries-lodge. When it was only 2 km away it stopped in mid-air. The
witnesses now recognized that the object was egg-shaped and not a helicopter as they had expected. Its
upper part resembled a transparent cockpit. Colored lights rotated around the external rim and around the
lower part of the object. The “egg” had a height of about 10 meters and flew absolutely soundless. The
rotating lights were comparable with a light show in a discotheque, randomly flashing on and off without a
pattern. From top to bottom the colors of the lights were red, green, blue and white.

“The lights ran counter-clockwise, from left to right, without any apparent system and not
simultaneously,” said Mr. L. “At first one light appeared, then came the next one and so on. It looked
as if fluorescent tubes were running around and flashing in several different positions. ™

After several minutes the object flew toward Klausenberg mountain (Austria) and hovered about 30
meters over the top. It then changed its course and moved closed to a nearby Alpine lodge where it stopped
for a long time. Mr. L. via his radio-transmitter informed not only the proprietor of the Klausner-lodge, who



was observing the strange object as well, but also the mountain rescue services in Bavaria, Austria and
Czechoslovakia.

The object hovered motionless, only flashing its colored lights. Since nothing was happening Mr. L fired
another signal rocket in its direction trying to get it to move again. Shortly thereafter the object began to
rise up vertically, first slowly, but then very rapid until it was out of view. (MUFON-CES Report No.1,
1975)

The reliability index for that case was calculated to p = 95%.
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2.3 Cigar-Shaped Objects Over Jemgum

Jemgum is a small village in the northeast corner of Germany. The village is located a few kilometers from
the Netherlands border. On March 7, 1977, a 16 year old student, standing in front of his parents house,
observed a bright spot in the sky. As he watched, a small square object separated from the spot. He
observed it gliding slowly towards the ground. After he went and got his binoculars (10 x 50) he realized
the small object, which moved downward at a 30° angle against the horizon, was connected to a bigger
object by only a thin bluish-white ray of light.

The big object was cigar-shaped and surrounded by an orange-colored halo. Seen through his binoculars,
this object filled 4/5 of his field-of-view. It appeared reflective, almost glaring. Through the middle of the
object ran a wide-band which was a bit darker and consisted of several colors changing rapidly (orange,
yellow, green, blue and sometimes red).

The student’s 8 year old brother called his attention to another, smaller object with the same form
coming from the south. The second object moved very quickly in the direction of the first object and
suddenly stopped. Excited, the boy ran into the kitchen to get his mother. Mrs. S. went outside and
observed the two objects together with her children. The second object hovered at a 20° angle. In a
southerly direction they recognized a third object with the same shape, hovering motionless in the sky off in
the distance. The third object was only visible for approximately 5 minutes. Mrs. S. called her husband - a
medical doctor and chemist - so he too could observe the objects they had seen through their binoculars. Dr.
S. came out of his doctor’s office; he also observed the objects through his binoculars.

Another ray of light came out of the second object, apparently guiding another smaller object toward the
ground, at the same angle as the first one. The roofs of nearby houses blocked the view to the location
where the light rays touched the ground. Investigations showed the possibility, that the rays could have
come info contact with 350 volt power lines, which run in the area where the beams appeared to have
pointed.

Several minutes after the first object let down the small satellite, a second much brighter and broader
beam started to come out of the object and moved slowly parallel to the thin ray in the direction of the
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hidden satellite - like the antennas of a snail. After it made its way down % of the way, the beam stopped
moving. It seemed to wait for the small luminous satellite, which slowly came up again. Mrs. S.
remembers: “I guess it runs on light”.

When the satellite nearly reached the end of the bright beam, the beam was drawn into the big cigar-
shaped object followed by the satellite. After that a fog-like luminous aura formed a dome around the first
big object. Soon after that the shape of the object changed into a round one. Witnesses got the impression
that the object had turned on its axes directly in their line-of-view. The in and out movement of the satellites
from both objects lasted about 10 minutes. After the second object finished exactly the same maneuver as
the first, both objects remained visible for another 30 minutes. (Figure 2.3)

Mrs. S. said: “Everything was shimmering. As if the object itself was glowing...It’s hard to describe.
The object appeared red-hot and vibrated. It was not a stationary light! The movements appeared as if one
would look into a blast furnace, as if it was radiating heat and the colors were shining out of the heat. The
light was very irregular. All the colors blending, gliding and changing”.

As so often observed by UFO investigators, the doctor did not call his neighbors to witness the
appearance, although several peoples were seen in the street. The witnesses feel embarrassed to call
attention to a phenomenon which existence nobody wants to accept.

Dr. S. later explained his behavior: “The neighbors then would have said that the doctor is crazy”™!
Therefore, he preferred to call a druggist and a captain, both living far away and asked them whether they
also saw the strange objects. They did, but the objects appeared very small to them. (MUFON-CES Report
No.4, 1978)

The reliability index for this case is p=99.99 %

2.4 Star-Shaped Objects Over the City of Ingolstadt

Star-shaped objects had not been reported before they appeared for the first time in September 1979. They
were observed for several nights over the city of Ingolstadt. Since that time members of MUFON-CES have
interviewed several flight controllers, a dozen police officers and numerous other witnesses. They have also
analyzed photographs and radar recordings that where made on film.

On September 16, 1979, at about 9:30 p.m., a TV technician, Mr. Y. arrived at his home. He lives in the
suburbs just outside of the city of Ingolstadt. A neighbor called his attention to three bright lights in the sky.
These three large (15 meters) objects hovered at an altitude of about 200 meters, approximately one
kilometer away from his house. Their surface seemed to consist of metal, “like silver foil”. The objects
were surrounded by a bright light with white to yellow-greenish color.

After a short period of time, one of the objects flew toward a big cubic shaped billboard. The name of
the car company “AUDI” is displayed on all 4 sides. The cube is about 450 meters away from Mr. Y’s
home. The luminous object stopped about 70 meters above the cube. Witnesses recognized that the object
had 5 points. Two of them pointed upwards, two pointed downwards and one pointed in flight direction.
Red lights flashed around the points. After one minute the star shaped object flew back to the two waiting
objects, forming a chain. This chain of lights then flew toward the billboard, in only 5 seconds, after which
they continued in the direction of the city Eichstaett (about 25 km away from Ingolstadt). Mr. Y’s
observation lasted about five minutes. He called the police station in Ingolstadt-west as soon as the objects
disappeared. The police had already received 6 or 7 additional calls from other eyewitnesses that same
evening.

At 9:45 p.m. the police officers in Eichstaett observed the objects, and at 9:53 p.m. police officers in
Gunzenhausen (60 km north-east of Ingolstadt) also reported their sightings. Six minutes later police officers
in Weissenburg (about 40 km north east from Ingolstadt) observed two strange lights at a high altitude.
Eventually, at 10:01 p.m. the headquarters of the state police in Munich (70 km south of Ingolstadt) was
informed of the sightings.

The two police officers who had interviewed Mr. Y. were driving in their patrol car north of Ingolstadt.
At 11:02 p.m. they encountered a 5-pointed luminous object which hovered at an altitude of 20°,
approximately 2 km away. The object appeared to be the same size as the moon. It had a yellowish color
and continuously showed flashing lights. One of the police officers Mr. F. later said: “I was amazed. I didn’t
believe in the whole mumbo jumbo. But suddenly that thing was there!”
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The sharp points shone in a bright orange-red color in non-regular intervals. Meanwhile the interior of
the object continuously radiated as bright as floodlights. The witness got the impression, that the edges
shimmered. The driver tried to find a better position for an unobstructed observation and got only a short
glimpse of the appearance. Officer F., however, noticed that some light source on the edges of the object
moved around with a frequency of about 3 Hz. This caused the shimmering of the edges and the flashing of
the points.

The object could be observed for about 10-15 seconds. When the patrol car reached a location from
where the witnesses had an unobstructed view, the object had already vanished.

At 11:22 p.m. two other police officers saw two luminous objects in Schwabach (10 km south of
Nurenberg, and 70 km north of Ingolstad*).

Two days later, on September 9, 1979, the pointed objects were again in that area. At about 8:30 p.m.
witnesses in the city of Nurenberg observed an 8-pointed object flying at an altitude of about 1300 meters in
a southerly direction.

One hour later an oval object flashing red lights and dancing up and down was seen near Ingolstadt.
Police officers from Ingolstadt again informed the state police headquarters in Munich. They in turn called
the Federal Office for Air Traffic Control (BSF) in Munich-Riem and ordered the flight controllers to have a
look for “UFO-related shapes over the area Ingolstadt”.

Flight controller H. had a Cessna 414 on his radar screen which was located 30 km north of the city
Ingolstadt. He asked the pilot to look for any unusual lights in the sky. The Cessna had departed at 8:30
p-m. from the Munich Airport and was on the way to Brussels. Aboard were the owner of the airplane, Mr.
K., and the female pilot. The airplane flew at an altitude of 3600 meters. At first, the pilot could not see
anything unusual.

Approximately 30 seconds after the call from the flight controller, she informed the tower in Munich-
Riem, that she could now see several lights rising up from the ground in flight direction. Soon thereafter she
reported very excited that 4 or 5 very bright lights were flying toward her. They each had 6 points and were
yellow-green in color.

The pilot was very disturbed when she described that the objects were in front of her cockpit. They held
the same speed and altitude, then changed position from right to left so fast that she could hardly keep up
describing what was happening. She got the impression that the lights were “playing” with the Cessna.
Sometimes several objects were out in front, and the next moment they flew behind the plane, and at one
point they circled all around the airplane. (Figure 2.4)

As fast as the bright objects appeared, they disappeared again after about 30 seconds. The two
passengers were so distraught that they had to make a stopover at the Frankfurt Airport. From there the
owner called flight control in Munich to confirm everything that his pilot had reported. He explained that he
didn’t believe in UFQ’s, but these observed objects were totally unexplainable for him.

The communications between the pilot and Air Traffic Control Munich was overheard by the military
flight control at Furstenfeldbruck Airport. A police officer who overheard the conversation, later told his
colleagues in Ingolstadt that the witness account sounded like the sound track of a science-fiction movie.

The search and rescue helicopter “Pirol 203” which was requested by the police from the German
Federal Border Protection, arrived in the area of Ingolstadt at 11:03 p.m. The pilot circled over Ingolstadt
until 11:21 p.m. without discovering any unusual lights in the air.

Subsequently, the statement for the press, radio and TV, made by the Bavarian Ministry of the Interior
on September 9, 1979, read as follows:

“Because of the unusual weather condition at the time in the area of Ingolstadt it came to mirages
which were caused by the anti-aircraft fire from the military training area Hohenfels, and in some cases

also by civilian aircraft’s (document 315/79) .

For many reasons this “explanation” is pure nonsense. But, it is quite understandable, that the
administrative body must offer some explanation to satisfy the growing public interest. During its
investigations the MUFON-CES members found out how busy the members of the police force and the Air
Traffic Control are during their normal activities. They don’t want to deal with additional stress and strain
caused by real or alleged UFO sighting reports. If the administrative bodies try to explain away such
phenomena, it may not always be because of a “cover-up”, but perha