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W EDITORIAL WHY(IFOS

rF
I his is a question many of us have long pondered. but in this case it is not a question,

if s the telephone number of the new OFO Phenomenon Research Facility of COFOS in
Scottsdale. Arizona. Just put 602 in front of the WHY and you have the complete phone
numben

602 WHY UFOS

The Arizona facility, oT "COFOS WESI" is located at 6159 E Indian School Rd., in
Scottsdale (a suburb of Phoenix), and is a short distance from the new Hynek residence.

Understandabllr, our readers may be a bit puzzled about the relationship of the Lima.
Ohio, the Evanston (now to be the Glenview), lllinois, and the Scottsdale "branches" of
COFOS, and so here is a brief explanation:

The Business Offrce of C(FOS remains in Lima, in charge of John Timmerman, the
Chairman of the COFOS Board and Treasurcr. Financial matters in general, subscriptions
to the IUR and the A/Yf and all questions pertaining to address changes. as well as all
general correspondence relating to Center matters. should be directed to the Lima office
(P.O. Box 1621, Lima, Ohio458O2). TheAssociates Newslettcrwill continue to be edited.
printed and mailed from Lima. Likewise, matters pertaining to the scheduling of the COFOS
photo exhibit will continue to be handled from there.

The International UFO Reportcr will be edited. printed and mailed from lllinois. lts
editorial staff has been expanded (see masthead). with Mr. Jerome Clarh of Evanston, as
Editor, and Dr. Hynek serving as Editor-in-Chief from his new quarters in Arizona. Ms. Ann
Parker, of Evanston, continues as Make-up Editor.

rF
I he files and library of CUFOS remain in llllnois. with Mr. Sherman larsen in charge.

OFOCAT and the computer services will also be centered in lllinois: updating and manage'
ment of OFOCAT will be under the direction of lvlr. Mark Rodeghier and Mr. Fred MenitL Mr.
George Eberhart remains in Chicago as COFOS Librarian.

Now, the newfacilityinArizona: Formally, ltiscalled"The OFO Phenomenon Research
Facility" thus signalling the emphasis on research. Onder the directlon of Dr. Hyneh it has a
special function. While the two groups In Lima and Glenview represent a closely integrated,
although geographically separate unit, the Arizona group will observe a degree of indepen'
dence from the groups east of the Mississippi, taking on speclffc indlvidual projects, on both
a short and long term basis. lt will seek funds expressly for research purposes working,
however. closely with its eastem counterparB. The forthcoming association with the Hess'
dalen project is a case in poinL The results, however, will be published inthelnternatlonal
IJFO Reporter, as will otherfindings resulting from the researches inArizona. ONICAT. the
computer catalogue of well-investigated cases suitable for detailed research purposes, will
also be based in Arizona

The name of the Arizona facility. "UFO Phenomenon Research Facili$t," emphasizes
the fact that one does not really do rcsearch on OFOs (the Center has none on ice to studyl)
but on the UFO phenomenon, the exlstence of which is undeniable Ithe phenomenon is the
existence and persistence of UFO reports themselves, the world-wide body of witnesses to
UFO events, and the pattems in the contents of those universal reportsl.

Thus. as 1985 begins. wefeel thatCOFOS starts thisyearwith a newvitalityandwith a
promise of very interesting things to come. We know, however, that little can be done
without your continued supporL We thank you for it in the past and hope that it will continue
and expand during 1985. With your help. maybe we can really ansrer the question:

WHY UFOg?
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CATTLE MUTII-ATIONS: An Exchange

Letters
To the edlton
After reading Mark Chesney's review of

Mute Eoidence (IUft November/December
1984), I can only hope that Chesney and
authors Daniel Kagan and lan Summers
never look into other vast OFO abysses
such as psychic-oriented contacts, the ape
entities or those diabolic enforcers. the men
in black Theywould easilyexplain awayand
bury these important categorles in the OFO
game of reallty distortion. Then what would
we stupid UFO buffs have left to jazz up our
imaginary world?

DonWorleg
Connetsoille, Indiana

To the edlton
lreadMub Eoidence almost to its end.

f'ascinated by the o<cellent investigative tech-
niques and the conclusion that cattle muti-
latlons are a sham.

I dld not however. finish the book
There is something about lt I do not like.
Perhaps it is the authors' cynicism; maybe it
is the way lGgan and Summers heap scorn
on those who think otherwis€"

Certainly the book has meriL Yet the
same technique has been used agalnst the
OFO phenomenon ignoring valld cases, rldi-
culing intelllgent witnesses and laughing at
govemment documents. Indeed. lGgan and
Summers ridicule those who do believe in
0FOs.

I also thought of a reputable rancher
near Salmon, Idaho. He had never heard of
mutilations until he found his prlze milk cow
dead. a perfect trlangle cut out of its chest
and no blood presenL ltwas found less than
18 hours after it had disappeared. The cow
lay in arid. dusty sagebrush land but there
were no prints of any kind within a radius of
1.0O0 feel

I found a dead Hereford once. ltwas not
mutilated in the classic form but apparently
had been butchered lt was not on the Great
Plains but in a suburb of Dayton, Ohio. All of
the meat had been shipped from the leg
bones. Hoofs had been severed as had the
head. The leg bone separation points were

above the joints. All werc smooth. Nowhere
was there a single saw. hatchet or knife
mark There were no teeth imprints. The
severed ends were shiny and solid through-
ouL

Two months had expired (we think) but
no dog, crow. skunk or opossum seemed to
have touched the remains. The dead yean
ling was exactly under the posltion that two
responsible young women had indicated was
the locaHon of a helicopter type of (IFO,
minus rotor blades and nolse. The craft had
been less than 80 yards from their vehicle.
Their motor was ofr and the window down.
The trces (underwhich my son and I found
the remains) had been silhouetted by two
very bright lights, so the exact locaHon
could not have been mlstaken.

Rtchard Seifrled
Dagtorg Ohto

To the editon
From a sociopsychologlcal point ofview

it appears Kagan and Summers have solved
the "mute" mystery. But for the OFOs seen
in connection with mutes-the sightings by
Tex Graves, GabeValdez and others-lGgan
and Summers ofrer no explanation; in fact
they completely lgnore them, presumably
becausg llke cattle mutilatlons. qFOs
couldn't exist elther. Therefore, their inves-
tigation is woefully incomplete.

Greg Long
Mutual UFO Netutork
Kennewlclg Washingbn

To the editon
To beef or not to beeFl That is the ques-

tion. Whether it is nobler in the mind to
remain mute on the slants and enors of
lGgan and Summers or whether one should
take pen in hand...?

Chesney has described Kagan and
Summers' book as "an elegant example of
first-rate investigative reporting." I agrce
thatthe book shows the authors to be intelli-
gent investigators; I agrce that the book
shows the authors to be skillful writers: I do
not agrec however, that the book provides a
solution to the mysteryof cattle mutilations.

I do not know personally all the actors

and actrcsses in the scenados that the
authors have presented to readers But I
know and admire several of the "mute" in-
vestigators, Including Llnda Moulton Howe,
Thomas Adams, Horrrard Burgess and David
Perkins. I have met lGgan; I have not met
Summers; but when | rcad thelr writings, I
become mone aware of their method if not
their motive. Their method is Hed and tnre:
kill the messenger who brings nasb/ newg
or. at least, ridlcule and ignore the message.

ln thelr account of thelr (actully lGgan's)
Interaction wlth me. I am described inltially
(page 308) as a person with a "warm. sin-
cere manner. a patient attitude and a pal-
pable genulnenesg" and eventually as a
person who " steers" (pun presumably unln-
tended) hls hypnotlc subjects In the dlrec-
tion of belleving in "saucerg" and "aliens"
(page 317). And what happened to brlng
about that change In viewpolnt? lGgan (page
314) stated that he was "looklng for two
things" In hls Interviewwlth Sprinkle: a sub-
consclous memoryof a UFO experience (he
recalled none) and "any influence" that
Sprlnkle might inject into the hypnotic
sesslon.

And how dld he go about hls Investiga-
tion? lGgan asked Sprlnkle to assist him by
conductlng a hypnotlc session. One toplc
was Kagan's"recurring drcam" about being
suspended high in the air over one end of a
high bridge, which he feels he must cross.
Sprinkle agrced to assist lGgan by provid-
ing him with several suggesHons durlng the
hlrynosls sesslon-forexamplq tryto cross
the bridge. (The suggestion was not efrec-
tive.) Another suggestlon: move forward in
time an hour, two hours, etc. (lGgan, in his
imagination, went ahead six hours but he
did not reach the end ofthe bridge again the
suggestion was inefrective.) A further sug-
gestion: imagine rldlng In a vehicle that
crosses the bridge. (Kagan imagined a ride
in a 1962 Chewolet but In his imagination
he was unable to rcach the other side of the
bridge; agaln an ineffecHve suggestion.)

Kagan wondered about the possibility
that the suggestion of an "aircraff' could be
useful in his imaginary quesL Of course, he
was thlnking of an "airplane." But what did
Sprinkle suggest? A"spacecrafB'l So lGgan

Continued, on page 15
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The Case Against the IFO

I*as most Intercstcd to read the IUR
edltorlal (VoL 9.Ilo 4, July/August 1984)
In whlch thc AAAS sesslon "Edges of Scl-
cncc" was revlcwed and the oplnlons of
Jamcs Oberg dlscusscd. Oberg app€aru to
bellcve that, bccausc certaln Russlan space
launches have becn mlslnterpreted by the
Sovlet populadon (thanks. lt must bc sal4
to a rather blg helplng hand from the Sovlet
authorlHes), he can o<trapolate from thls
that all prlme OFO cascs are suspect as
grossly exaggcrated IFO s.

Allen Hynek ofiers a cogcnt rcsponse to
thls argumenl But I would llke to add to hls
rcmarks a dlscusslon of some rcgealch I've
done on the matter. I have rcported on thls ln
my book UFO Realltg (Robcrt Hale. Lon'
don, 1983). but as my books are vlrtually
lmposslble forAmerlcan rcs€archers to fin4 |
thlnk a summary ls worth offerlng:

Four Stages
ln my vlew therc are four stages In the

acqulsldon of OFO data. Stage one ls the
(IFO "Evcnt" (the orlglnal sdmulus). Thls
can be somcthlng mundane (such as Venus)
or lt can be a genulne unknown Whatever
the casq lt ls ahays percehrcd vh the s€nses
and so we ar€ left In every wltness with a
stage two datum, the qFO "Slghtlng."

I have examlned a number of Instances
ln whlch the prlmary dlfficulty occurs be
tween "Evenf' and "Slghtlng." A partlcu'
larly lllustratlve example happened one vely
frosty Deccmber momlng when unusual at-
mosphcrlc clarlty made Venus unusualllt
promlnenl In late momlng, Just a few hours
after the Venug "Event," a local couple re
ported a OFO "Slghdng" and I obtalned
thelrtestlmony. Theyhad secn a brlghtllght
through thc medlums of both tlred cycs and
frost on thelr wlndowpang as a somewhat
dlstorted brlght llghL Once they declded
they werc watchlng a OFO. they kept lt In
vlew for a long tlme; the husband even puF
sued lt across somc marshland. Evenfually.
It faded Into a point sounce as the momlng
sky brlghtened

Desplte the couple's extreme lan'
guage In descrlblng the "Slghtlng," lt was
sHll posslble to determlne wilat they had
seen Thelr dlstordons had not totally altered
the Inhercnt behavlor of Venus. whlch had
conducted itself as lt ahvays does. Had I
been Informed that the llght had landed and
disgorged llttle creaturc* the investlgatlve
problem confrondng me would not have
been so simpla

by Jenny Randleg

Stage thrte In our progresslon ls the
OFO "AccounL" whlch the wltness glves
us The maJor dlfficulty here ls that the mor€
tlmes the account ls repeate4 the more
convoluted the story becomeg. lt absorbs
detalls from the rcsponses of those to whom
it ls told and the wltness frequently reshapes
hls observatlon In hls own mlnd.

In the Venus IFO caseJust descrlbed. I
was able to see thls process In actlon when
the wltnesses talked to a local newspaper
and garre a televlslon InteMew descrlblng
thelr "Accounl" These medla sources
wanted a OFO story (l know because I told
the newspaper what the true stlmulus was: lt
was not Interested). Thls deslr€ obvlously
transmitted ltself to the wltnesses. Wlthln
24 hourg of the "Evenf ' the wltnesses' "Ac.
counf' was now qulte dlfierenl They had
elaborated on what they orlglnally told me
and now had a firmly-rooted shape for the
OFO (a most unusual one) and wene even
contemplatlng a landlng (whlch was In rcal-
ity a lle-of-the-land llluslon).

H"a 
" 

ufologlst come on the scene
now. he would have faced great dlfficulty In
dlscoverlng what the wltnesses had seen.
They were no longer descrlblng Venus. I dl4
however, demand (and get) TV alr Hme to
refute thelr verslon-addslng vlewers to go
out the next momlng, lf clear, and look In
exactly thc dlrectlon that the wltnesses had
sald they looked. I promlsed them a slght of
the "(IFO." lt was now only two days later
and Venus was In mone or less the same
sky posltlon.

As lt happcns, members of a OFO group
not noted for lts investlgatlve competence
appeared on the scene at thls polnl I de

clded to keep qulet and monltor what hap
pened.

I was not surprlsed to dlscover that less
than two days after the "Slghdng" they In'
teMewed the wltnesses and showed them a
set ofOFO pictures, asklng them to choose
the one they felt thelr OFO looked llke. Fol-
lowlng thls Incredlble acdon, the witness€s
selected one of George Adamskl's photos
and the group promptly went on to the fourth
and flnal stage offerlng a UFO "Report" to
the OFO communlt5r. Thls "Report" Incor
porated all thelr preJudlces and preconcep
tlons as well as the follles that followed the
case's progresslon from "Evenf' to "Ac-
counLtt

rF
lhe group's ultlmate OFO "Reporf'

avened that a strange craft had landed be
side the couple's house. But, of courge, all
that had occuned was the observatlon of
Venus.

Thls IFO case study taught me mone
than hundrcds ofgenulne OFO events and I
began to look much more carefully at IFO
events, such ag those Allan Hendry docu'
mented In hls UFOHandbook I have slnce
become concemed by the number of cases
ln whlch extrcme OFO "Accounts" have
been generated bywltnesse of"EventC' as
mundane ag an obselvatlon of the moorl.

Butwhat I wanted to know (ln a wry prc'
empting Oberg) was whether any typical
strange UFO "Accounf' may just be the
result of a pdmary "Evenf' whlch had gone
through the range of clrcumstances I have
outllned. (l talk here of "Accounts" rather
than "RepoftC' becauge I can vlew "Ac-
counts" personally In terms of cases I in'
vestlgate before anybody else-thus by-
passlng the fourth stage of the progrcsslon)

It was at thls polnt that fate and the
heavens lent a helplng hand.

"This IFO cE se studg taught me more
than hundreds of genuine UFO euents,
and I began to look much more carefullg
at IFO eoents..."
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Cosmos "Evenf'

On New Yea/s Eve, December 31,
1978. a remarkable OFO "Evenf ' occured.
For several mlnutes a brilllant shape-chang-
lng whltish object slowly traversed the skies
of Britaln at about l9:05 hours. As thls was
a busy party nlghl many people werc out
and about (mostly en route to partles).
There were few cloudg, maklng viewlng con-
dldons nearly optimum. hobably thousands
of people throughout the Onlted Kingdom
observed the phenomenon.

It took ufologists a very short tlme to
discover what had happene4 The booster
from a Russian satelllte, Cosmos 1068,
which had been launched a few days earlier.
had reentered the atmosphere and bumed
up In a spectacular show. Debris came dowr
over Germany but lt was the British lsles that
got the best view as the train of bumlng mat.
ter came dorut Of course such an explana-
tion was not apparent to most of the wit-
nesses. To them lt was just a sky mystery-
in other words, a 0FO.

Two other factors comblned to make
thls mass slghtlng of great InteresL Some
months earlier the movie Clos e Encountcrs
of the Thtrd Klnd had been released in Bri-
taln and lt was stlll playlng. Thls was the ffrst
major OFO spectacular slnce the movle's
release and so the publlc's mlnds were very
easlly aftuned to the OFO enigma What ls
even mone slgnlflcant is that at exactly thls
tlme the famous New Zealand movie-fllm
case had occuned at lGlkoura and the air.
bom plcfures were being flown around the
world to create a medla sensation (ln Brltain
over the next couple of days they even made
leading items on TV news broadcasts). The
Britlsh public was condltloned as never be-
fore into a UFO state-of.mlnd. Not sur.
prlslngly, the extenslve newspaper rcports
on the Brftish rcenby obsenrations hequently
suggested a llnk wlth the events in New
Zealand.

I watched all of this with some fascina.
tion because I qulckly realized that it pre-
sented ufolory with a unique opportunity.
We practlcallyhad an experlmental situaHon
presented to us. Here was the chance for real
scienHfic work

Let me add that I did not recognize the
significance immediately. Nor did I truly
graspwhat could bedone until I caught sight
of the few witness accounts of the Cosmos

1068 rcentry. At that polnt | rcallzed I had
the opportunlty to test the premlse that,,all
OFOs are exaggerated IFOs" under experi-
mental condltlons. To thls end I set about
collating as many *ritten "Accounts" from
wltnesses as I coul4 I was helped in this
rcgard by one group In particular. the North
l-ancashire OFO Group, whlch although it
reallzed that Cosmos 1068 probably was to
blamg nevertheless felt lt should take no
chances and should collect statements any-
way. A few others reacted slmllarly and over
the next year or two I managed to acqulre a
large sample-certalnly the largest number
of Independent accounts of the same pri-
mary event that I have personally ever
come across.

f shoula sfi€ss that the identlffcatlon
ofthe phenomenon as Cosmos 1068 was
not wldely known. By the tlme thls was con.
ffrmed, the medla had lost Interest in the
story and the only real explanatlons prof.
fered werc a few hasty officlal statements to
the efrect that "gtars" or "bright meteors"
probably had been vlewed. Consequently.
most of the accounts I had to study were
from genulnety puzzled obseruers who had
seen what they still took to be a UFO.

For the purposes of my research I se-
lected 100 cases out of about l3O possi.
bllities, ellmlnating those wlth insufficlent
data My I O0 accounts were a gplcal cross-
sectlon of observatlons of the l9Z8 reentry.

I looked at these accounts from a num-
ber of different polnts ofvlew to assess how
accurate certain featurcs were recorded. t
will summarize a few examples below.

Wbresses ranged from school children
and housewlves to scientlsts. alrline pllots
and police officers. The bias was, of course.
toward the more ordlnary member of the
public. There was no detectable difrerence
from the usual list of OFO witnesses.

Ninetyserren percent described the time
of the event as between l9:0O and l9:2O
hours, wlth the majorlty centering on I 9:08
(known to be the approximate mld-point of
the event). One of the least accurate ac-
counts was from a pollce officer in Hertford.
shire. Allegedly taken from the clock in the
pollce statlon, thls tlme was about l0 min.
utes in enor. Only three accounts gave
wildlyenoneous tlmes. One spoke of2l:00
(nearly two hours late) and the other two
were less than an hour too early. But in one
ofthese cases, there arc reasonable grounds
to suspect that the event was an entirely dlf-
ferent phenomenon confabulated to look
like the baslc Cosmos 1068 descriptlon
after the wltness had read many medla re-
ports.

Eighty-seven percent werc morc-onless
correct ln estlmating the dlrection of the
object as northwest-southeasl Only two
were way off- but both were In open country
and awayfrom anyobvious means of getting
their bearings.

Drrutton is something a ufologist
would expect to be rcported inaccurately.
And in thls case the phenomenon wlll have
been viewed for varylng lengths of tlme ac.
cordlng to dlffering circumstances (e.g.. the
amount of sky vlslble to the wltness). But
the vast majority recorded tlme lengths be-
tween two and three minutes. whlch is prob.
ably close to reality. Almost nobody said
under one minute, but three did talk of lO
minutes' duratlon (certainly an exaggera.
tion). There were no descriptions which had
the object "strcaklng past in seconds" or
"hanging around for half an hour or an
hour." lf you plotted a disHbution curve of
durations, the medlan would be close to
accuracy-and the times offered are cer-
tainly good enough to rule out things such
as meteors.

The m4jorita of witnes.ses ptaced the
time at 19:OB hours, known to be the
approximate midpoint of the IFO eDenL
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Case Against the IFO - continued

We tum now to the descrlption of the
stlrnutus. Colors varled from whlte to yellow
to pale orange (and each ls a posslble op
tion-the true color belng a sort of yellowish
whlte). Shape was consistent (variously
glven as clgar/sausage/tadpole/cyllnder).
There were no domed dlscs or other such
fanciful Interprctadons. Not a single account
was wlldly dlstorted from the true shape
(which dld vary from round to oval).

The traln of bumlng debris produced
an Interesting llluslonal effect whlch ls well
known to psychologists The lsolated "blts"
were connected up by several witnesses and
interpreted as brlght wlndows along the
edge of a dark-bodled crafl Thelr sketches
"filled in" the unscen body and so enhanced
the "clgar" or "gdlnder." But the most
common descrlpHon of thls efiect nras that
"the object looked llke a ralhrray canlage ln
the s\r."

Fortunately we had a movle fllm of the
objecl taken by wltness Paul Rlmmer at
Morccambg lancashire. Thls glves us a
scale agalnst whlch to Interpret recorded
shapes. Probably because thls fflm (when
developed) alded Rlmmer's r€call and pre-
vented distortlon ftom confabulatlon, hls
verbal descrlptlon ofthe shape ofthe obJect
was among the most accurats

fF

I he single most inaccurate elements
w ere he lg ht and app a re nt slza These varied
wildly from "a pea at arm's length" through
"a quarter the size of the full moon" to " 10
tlmes the slze of a low-flylng Jet alrcraft." All
of thesc enors had to do wlth the almost
unlversal (and qulte understandable) as-
sumptlon that the event was occunlng at a
height ofJust a few thousand feet rather than
miles (as it actualty was). Even air trafic
controllers at Manchester Airport estlmated
the object's helght at about 4,OOO feet.

These last rcmarks ought not to gun
prise any experlenced investigator. But they
have convlnced me thatthe tradldonal ques-
tlons of helght and slze of the object should
not be asked of a witness. They are grossly

mlsleadlng and lf interprcted literally could
be dangerous. I feel ufologlsts should con-
centrate on those aspects about whlch we
can have some degree of confldence. No wit-
ness to a UFO event observed at nlght can
posslbly estlmate with any degrce of accu-
racy the helght (and thus slze) of the phe-
nomenon belng vlewed.

What about explanatlons profrercd for
the phenomenon? There were several ldeas.
No fewer than 15 percent of the wltnesses
sald they orlginally thought it was an aircraft
on fire and about to crash. Several fire bri-
gades rcported they had been called out to
nonexlstent alrcrashes that nighl Other
popular ideas were a "rocket taklng off." a
"dlstlcgg flare" and several "remarkably
brlght meteors" Of courgg in the end mogt
of the reporters dld settle for the "qFO"
ldentfrcadon *filch under the circumstances
was entirely rcasonable- Nobody descrlbed
what he or she saw as a "spaceship." al-
though a few accounts began to head In that
direcdon (lronlcally, ln this case the object
roas a "spaceship.")

Of ,fru lOO accounts therc was only
one whlch descdbed any klnd ofassoclated
efrect-a dog's barklng In Blrmingham. The
dog could have been barking at the rcentry; lf
human belngs gotexclted by lt, wtry shouldn't
animals? Or it may have been a spurlous
llnk But it was never serlously ofiercd as
"anlmal dlsturbance," care of the (IFO,
even by the wltness.

Therc were no accounts ofentiHes. car
stop* physlcal traces, effects on witnesses
and so forth. None of the accounts des-
crlbed an object elther unrecognlzable or
grossly out of phase with what the reentry
dld look llke. One account mentioned a brief
hovering period and two others sllght dlrec-
tlon changes. But both are minor optical
illuslons. Overall, the accounts wene re-
markably accurate

Of coursg you mlght regard this as an
isolated resulL But ln the Condon r€port
Willlam K Hartmann dld a similar study on
the recntry of Zond N orier the (Inlted States.
And his rcsults were not very difrercnt ftom
mine.

Few Exotic Accounts

The difference In the 1978 Britlsh "ex-
perlmenf ' was that herc we had prime oppon
tunities for gross exaggeratlons to occur.
There was a cllmate of OFO intercst thanks
to Steven Spielberg's movie. Thercwas the
coincldence of the New Zealand fflm sensa-
tlon. lt was New Yea/s Eve (when, with the
consumption of alcohol way above normal,
witness perceptionswere more prone to dis'
tortions). And there was this most unusual
stimulus of which British citizens were gen-
erally ignorant and for whlch they were quite
unprepared.

t

fn my view if Oberg's theories are in
any way credible, then here we should have
had many Instances of "exoHc" OFO ac-
counts. Perhaps a crltlc will charge that I
have mlssed those that dld occur. But, if the
proportion ls less than one in 100, then we
have difficultyaccountlng forthe fact that 1O
in I O0 of the reports that come to our atten-
tion are OFOg notlFOs. lt seems to me that
the total absence of any of the classic OFO-
case b?es in my Cosmos lO68 study (no
CE2, 3 or 4 cases) appears to cast doubt on
the premlse that "all qFOs are er@ggeF
ated lFOs."

A word of caution ln 1982 I did talk
with a wltness who described to me hls ob-
servations of the Cosmos 1068 rcentry. He
was posltlve lt had occurred on January31.
1979, and could not be persuaded othen
wise. Hls account was pretty accurate. how-
ever, and it was easy to trace back from hls
descrlpffon to the rcentry. But there were
slgns of confabulation from constant retell'
lng. And he Inslsted adamantly that the
"str€amers" comlng out of the back of it
conffrmed his belief that it was a nuclean
powered spaceshipt Even so. he had not
wildly distorted the evenl

fF

I hls polnts up the urgency of investi-
gating cases quickly. Even the passage of
hours can seriously reduce the evidential
value and the problems increase with further
time passage. But when we can get to a wit'
ness rcasonably soon, we are mone likely to
leam what rcally happened. I
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Much the samewords have been used
by many bewildercd wltness€s to qFO events.
Readers who themselves have never gone
out to InteMew such wltnesses can hardly
appreciate the polgnancy of such a rcmarlc
This particular case was witnessed by a hlgh
school art teacher and his nlne-year-old
daughter, Kristin. who one late-spring after-
noon were watching for birds in a game re-
fuge area. The father told us, "l think it's
something my daughter and I will share for
the rest of our lives. lf s a moment that no
one can ever take away ftom us."

Of course "l know what I saw...but I
don't know what I sart'' could appty equally
to a misidentification bythewltness of some
thing quite natural but seen under unusual
circumstances. lt is here that the skill and
knowledge of the interviewer enters: he
brings to the interview his ability to listen
carefully to voice intonations and to identiff
body language and to note the way the wit-
ness comports himself as the event is once
again re-lived. These are things totally un-

avallable to someone readlng a prlnted ac-
count ofthe evenL In morc casea than not
there have been several wltnesses to the
even! the gkllled Investigator Independently
intervlews each one, preferably at the actual
slte of the evenl whenever tlme and funds
permil Remember, at presenl to the best of
our knowledge. there arc no paid pro-
fessional 0FO investigators.

produced here. The InteMews dld not take
place for good rcasons untll more than a
year later. lt was apparent that the event was
sHll Indellbly etched In the mlnds of the two
witnesses...thene was no essendal dlf-
fercnce between the wrltten descripHon and
the verbal statements over a year later.

\f,/t lle part ed In thelr car in an lsolated
pond area frequented by wlld birds. In the
early evening while the slqr was still qulte
brighl the father called his daughter's atten-
tion to a strange object whlch he had seen
rise from behind the trees (see A). It rocked
violently then quickly leveled off. haveling
about 25 yards above the trce line (B), and
was about 25O yards from the car. Obvious
solutions like a balloon or an advertlsing
plane or other small plane were quickly ruled
oul The object was going somewhat cross-
wind ("1'm always aware of the wind direc-
tion. I hunt, and I always set my decoys with
the wind.") and was completely silenl lt was

Continued on page 8

TYPE:
DATE:
TIME:
DURATION:
WITNESSES:
PLACE:

DD(CE-r)
May23,1983
7:30 P.ll CDT
1-3 mlnutes
2
Countryside nearMcHenry.
Illinois

fF

I he accompanying drawings of the
object and its trajectory were taken directly
from sketches submifted bythe ardst witness
(who wrote to the Center almost immediate-
lyafterthe eventand included the drawings).
Original artwork was in color so it is not re.

...But I Don't Know What I Sar#''

Thls UFO, spotted bg a hlgh schal art tcacher and hls daughtnr near McHenry, Illlnols, had a black top, blue stdes, and a rcdgold metalllc
bottont .

"I Know What I Satr...
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