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A Ufology for the 1980s

\M" ur" living in a curious-and Ithink crucial-moment in UFO history.

For one thing, since 1947 there has never been a period that has seen so little UFO activity.
Sightings of anomalous aerial phenomena are still being made- see, for example, the articles
by J. Allen Hynek and Bruce Maccabee in this issue-but they are rare. The most widely-
publicized sightings of recentyears-the Westchester County, NewYor( "boomerang"-are
a subject of dispute even among CUFOS staffers, some of whom (lam one) are satisfied with
the light'plane identification. (Dr. Hyne( who investigated some of the sightings personally, as I
have not disagrees.) A spectacular "UFO" observed in the Soviet Union this pastJanuary has
certain suspicious features in common with past Russian "UFOs" which turn out to have been
caused by secret satellite launches.

It remains to be seen whether the absence of significant UFO activity is a fluke or whether it
marks a return to things as they were before 1947, when OFOs were so rarely sighted that
society at large didn't even have a name for them. Now, of course, the firm place UFOs occupy
in popular culture will assure the survival of flying-saucer mythology for some time to come,
even in the relative absence of sightings.

Yetitwould bedisastrousifthatwereto betheonlywayin which UFOswillcontinueto com-
mand attention. Some ufologists, however, seem willing to settle for that Some profess to take
heart from the fact for example, that the Summer 1 984 Olynpics ended with the staged land-
ing of a giant "UFO." Unfortunately, such events serve only to trivialize our subject and to
encourage the view (already too widely held among scientifically-trained persons whom
ufologists supposedly are trying to impress with their evidence) that UFOs are only a silly
spectacle.

r
lf ufology isto survive, the lastthing itneeds isthe kind of naive boosterismthatcheers any

public affirmation of the UFO image. Ofologywill survive as a scientifically meaningful activity
only if it demonstrates that its methods of inquiry are valid to document the presence of what
may be an extraordinary anomaly. That should be, and must be, its primary concern. For-
tunately, thereis more serious ufologygoing ontodaythan everinthe historyof OFO research.
The best of it will be appearing in the pages of /UR.

Atthe sametime it is alsotruethatcredulityand loosethinking plague UFO inquiryasthey
always have. A serious ufology, a 1980s ufology that seeks to learn from the past and to
separate itself from the mistakes of its predecessors, willhave to set housecleaning as one of its
immediate tasks. We certainly will never know what UFOs are if we don't know what they are
not Mystery-mongering, which mightbedefinedasthe pursuitof wonderinstead of answers, is
not what we are about

/UR s editorial position is simplythat UFOs are a serious question which deserves serious
attention. Beyond thatwe hold forth for no particular interpretation. We ask only that those who
do interpret UFO data and develop hypotheses from them-whetherthese individuals define
themselves as proponents, skeptics or neutrals-make sure that their ideas are soundly based
in reason and evidence. /UR has begun a series of articles that examine popular theories about
UFOs to see how well they withstand critical scrutiny. In our last issue Jenny Randles argued
"The Case Against the IFO." ln this issue D. Scott Rogo reviews the controversy surrounding a
much-publicized experiment involving imagined UFO abductions.

Even if we are entering a long lull in sightings, we 1980s ufologists have nearly four
decades of reports, claims, controversies and unanswered (or misanswered) questions with
which to concern ourselves. Even if the UFO mystery itself remains unsolved, by now those
ufologists willing to heed the lessons have learned much about proper investigation and
analysis. Research into what the United States government does or does not know about
OFOs, forexample, is onthewhole more sophisdcated-and morecredible-than itwas inthe
1950s when accusations of official cover-ups seemed based in little more than UFO-buff
paranoia. True, this changed situation has something to do with the Freedom of Information
Act but it also has to do with the skills investigators have acquired as they have painstakingly
pursued the leads.

Something is outthere-something thatscience has paid too little attention to and thatthe
public has paid too much of thewrong hnd of attention to. If stime nowfora mature ufologyto
address itsell in the right way, to the real issues. -Jerome Clark
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Iru{GINARYFACTS:
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I o those utbtogists who accept the phys-
ical reality of the UFO abduction pheno
menon, no challenge seemed greater than
that posed by a series of reports written by Dr.
Alvin Lawson in'1977.

Beginning in thatyear, Lawsoq an English
professor at California State University at
Long Beach, undertooka curious projecl He
recruited several volunteer subjects, had them
hypnotized and asked them to imagine what
itwould be liketobeabducted bya UFO. (The
hypnosis was implemented by Dr. William
McCall, a prominent California physician.)
The sessions were highly shucture4 with each
subject being asked a series of specific ques-
tions to help guide his responses. He was to
describe the imaginary UFO; the manner in
which the abduction took place; the inside of
the craft the alien beings in charge; the waya
physical examination was carried out a mes-
sage hypothetically given by the aliens; the
method by which the subject was returned
from the UFO; and any aftermath to the event

r
l-€wson used 16 subjects, whose

accounts he subsequently compared to a
handful of "genuine' cases extracted from
the literature. When he found no substantial
differences between therrl he concluded that,
like imaginary aMuction nanatives, " real-life'
abduction stories are psychological in origin.

Lawson had reached a bold conclusion
but he was confident enough to present it to
the UFO community in a paper delivered to
the 1977 MUFON UFO Symposium held in
Scottsdale, Arizona The nextyear he reporied
his findings to the Toronto convention of the
American Psychological Association His re-
search attracted additional attention when
Science Neus featured it in February 1978.
His work ',vas described in other popular
magazines and in general received a remark
able amount of media attention. His claims
endeared him to the debunkers and caused
many researchers to entertain doubts about
the validity of the abduction phenomenon.

But what was the basis for these appar-
ent hallucinatory episodef Early on Lawson
toyed with the idea that they were based on
information contained within the human

by D. Scott Rogo

memory system. He had noted that many of
his imaginary abductees reported erperiences
obviously drawn from their own lives. (For
example, many based the descriptions of
their physical examinations on operations or
treatrnentstheyhad undergone) In due course
Lawson was comparing the reported experi-
ences of OFO abductees to birth orperiences.
He extracted what he perceived to be "birth
imagery" in several abduction reports-
images of journeying down a tunnel, floating
in fluid while aboard a UFO, seeing the em-
bryonic shapes of aliens, entering into a
brightly-lit arena, and so on.

But Lawson was not interested merely in
making such interesting observations; he
also wanted to test his-if you will pardon the
pun-newborn theory. Once more he relied
on his imaginary abduction protocol This
time, however, he compared the narratives
told by subjects who had undergone normal
births to several who had been born through
cesar@n section He found considerable tun-
nel imagery in the first group and very little in
the second. Lawson went on the propose that
OFO abduction experiences are birth mem-
ories which-at crucial times-take on a
hallucinatory form.

fF

I his necessariV brief summarv de-
scribes the evotution of Lawson's thought
from 1977 through 1 984. I have outlined it as
a prelude to a presentation of my own views,
which will occupy the rest of this article.

I belieue that Lawson's euidence is based
on a cruciallg flawed methodologg; that his
eualuations are contaminated bg seueral
sources of bias and esrperimental enor; and
that there currently exists no objectiue eui-
dence suppofting ang of his uiews or theortes.

To explain how I came to these conclu-
siong let us er<amine how Lawson conducted
his research, understanding that several car-
dinal rules dictate the conduct of scientific
research. As Iwill show, Lawson and his col-
leagues violated just about all of them.

FF

I he first thing the critical reader of
Lawson's research will note is that his imagin
atg aHuctio n xenarios were elicited ttvoug h
the use of delberatelg-phrased questions.
This procedure helped the subjects to relate
stories that conformed to those related by
real-life abductees. The problem is com-
pounded by the fact that Lawson's subjects,
even though they were screened concerning
their knowledge of OFOs, were no doubt
familiar with certain basic ideas about UFOs
and their occupants. This information could
have been picked up from newspaper stories,
science-fiction movies and a host of other
sources. Of course, when we consider the
pervasiveness of UFO information and misin-
formation in circulation since the late 1940s,
we have to grant this is a problem that prob
ably no eperimenter could have surmounted

Butthe more close[rone reads l-awson's
papers, the more evident it becomes that
other sources of bias could have contamin-
ated his research even further. One major
problem has to do with Lawson's decision to
ask Dr. McCall to conduct the hypnosis ses-
sions. Lawson did so because McCall had
worked in the past usith seueral persons
claiming time- Iapse abduction experiences.
He was a logical choice but a poor one.

As a man familiar with the pattern and
content of typical abduction stories, McCall
could have directed the subjects-through
cues or leading questions-into making the
very responses he expected or was hoping
for. I wish to emphasize that this is only a
possibility. We will not know for certain until
Lawson publishes complete transcripts of his
imaginary abduction sessions (he has pub
lished none so far) and we can see what
McCall was saying as he led his subjects
through their "abductions." I bring up this
point because in 1979 I watched Dr. McCall
workwith a hypnotized abductee. Ialso exam-
ined some tapes of his sessions with other
subjects and on one or two occasions noted
that he was asking some very leading ques-
tions. By any proper experimental criterion,
Lawson should have used a clinician unfamiliar
with the UFO literature.

continued...

The Case of the Imaginary Abductions
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But this was only the first of Lawson's
improper procedures. His next major experi.
mental enor came after he had collected his
data. Conuinced that the content of his
imaginary abduction scenarios matched
the content of real-Iife cases, euen doutn to
the small dehils, he chose four accounts
post hoc fromthe literatwe andpointedout
the corsiderable coinci&nces bedpeen them
and imaginary abduction reports.

It is all too apparent that bias, both con.
scious and unconscious, could have played a
rcle in l-awson's sdecticn process For olample,
he fails to show his readers that his "contol
reports" were chosen in such a way as to
minimize his own possible bias. He could
easily have chosen these cases (even uncon-
sciously) because they did indeed match the
information in his imaginary reports.

Fr

ltor Lawson's comparisons to be valid,
the control cases should have been chosen
randomly by a researcher unfamiliar with the
specific hypothesis Lawson was testing. This
researcher should also have been blind to
what Lawson's experimental subjects had
previously reported The allegation that real
and imaginary abduction reports are indis-
tinguishable is crucial to Lawson's position;
unfortunately, not once did he attempt to
obtain objective verification of this hypothesis.
His conclusion is little more than a post hoc
finding, based on nothing otherthan his own
subjective impressions

To compound his errorq Lawson tried to
show how specific pattems and details com.
monly appear in both imaginary and real.life
reports. His process of selection was again
entirely post hoc and about as scientific as
asking subjects to describe an imaginary ca!
collecting reports of real cats, o<bacting
whatever common descriptions there might
be, and then concluding that all cats are
imaginary.

F|.

I he tragedy of this is that l-awson could
easily have properlytested his hunch thatreal
and imaginary abduction stories are indis-
tinguishable. Experimental psychology has
developed all sorts of techniques by which
two sets of data can be objectively and
meaningfully compared

l-awson should have compiled a series of
hanscripts from his imaginary reports after
carefully removing any hints that they were
bogus stories. These could have been ran-
domly mixed in with a similar set of genuine

accounts, then turned over to an independ-
ent (blind) judge familiar with the UFO litera-
ture. The judge s job would be to read over
the entire set of transcripts and attempt to
determine which were the imaginary reports
and which were not based solely on their con.
tent There are statistical tests that can be
applied to the results These would tell us
whether there were significant clues with the
reports that enabled the judge to tell them
apart (Lawsorl of course, would be betting
thatthe judge could nottellthe difference be
tween the real and the bogus narratives.)

Akhough it is just about the only way
Lawson's theory could be tested objectively,
this simple experiment has never been con-
ducted-even though I suggested it to him
in7977.

To be fair, it should be noted that Lawson
and his colleagues have made at least one
attemptto quantiff theirtwo sets of data They
broke down the information content of the
two groups of reports into eight categories to

see how many information bits fit into each.
(For o<ample, they counted how manyaspects
of "strangeness" found their way into the
imaginary and control cases.) They found
similar overall pafterns in the data, which
Lawson outlined in his paper "Hypnosis of
Imaginary UFO 'Abductees " (in Curtis G.
Fuffer [ed], hoceedings of the Firs,t Inter-
rlr,tional UFO Congress [19801).

\tf,,ru ruy uppear significan! once again
it appears that these breakdowns were made
by researchers (1e., l-awson and Mc€all)
alread familiar with the hypothesis being
tested- a fact that may well have affected the
manner in which they made their classifica-
tions Lawson has even admitted that "the
quantification attempt is no doubt unscien-
tific in manyways The categories are imper.
fect and the analyses based upon them are
subjective and imprecise."

Readers of l-awrcn's report will observe
that fhe snrulartties he has found are taken
totallg oulof contert So while Lawson might

TIME FACTOR/
EVENT MRs. X Mrssz
Landing of the UFO and
prelude to the abduction

Enbg of aliers

Size of aliens

Nattae of the aliens

Joutneg ta the UFO

Adeab aboardthe UFO

Communication with the
aliens

Reactionto the aliera and the
eJl€,mination

Aftermath of the abduction

Saw a light in a window, and felt
as though a vacuum had
engulfed the house.

TeleporGd into the house
through a closed door.

Noted two sizes: a few aliens
taller than the others

Noted an aura of friendliness
about the aliens but feh so in
their power that she had no
ability to act against their wishes
or de$ them in any way.

noated to the OFO by the aliens

Hovered over a table and was
given a medical examination

Telepathic.

Felt pain at one point but an
alien relieved the pain by
touching her head

Several more OFO like visitations
and fleeting memories of an
abduction.

Saw a light through a window
and noted sense of oppression
and silence coming over the
house.

Teleported into the house
through a closed window.

Noted two sizes some aliens
several inches taller than the
others

Was curiously unahaid of them
as though they were hiends but
also noted that as soon as they
enterd they were in complete
control of the situation and she
could not rcbel against thern

Floated along a beam of light to
the OFO.

Hovered over a table and was
given an medical examination

Telepathic.

Felt alarmed when seeing the
aliens' but they alleviated it by
petting her.

Developed unusual obsessions
and extraordinary desire to study
medicine.
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GEPAN - A Statement by Its Director
In I 977, GEPAN was set up atthe French

Space Agenry (CNES). At its head was Mon.
sieur C. Poher, an engineer who had already
worked for many years in his own right on
statistical and other aspects of the subject A
scientific advisory bodywas set upto monitor
and give direction to GEPAN's activities. The
first tasks undertaken by GEPAN were:

l) setting up data collection systems oper.
ated in conjunction with the Air Force, the
Gendarmerie (French intemal police), weather
seMces, etc;

2) inquiries into previously reported cases;

3) statistical analysis of eyewitness reports.

initial stage uncovered two basic

by Jean Jacques Velasco

a) the appearance of certain unidentified
phenomena cannot be accommodated by
conventional physical or psychological
models:

b) a physical component in the phenomena
reported is extremely likely.

The second stage consisted in adding
greater rigor and a more theoretical approach
to the studies. The question arose as to
whether scientific method could be applied to
the study of unidentified fllng objects.

A majordifficultyin ourtype of workis the
fact that we have no contol over conditions of
observation and that the information we un-
cover is of such a varied nature. Another ob

stacle is the fact that data are gathered "after
the event" Our original aim, therefore, was to
develop a method with which to analpe the
differences, with a view to developing a gen.
eral model.

CEPAN has organized and drawn up a
number of agreements with national public
organizationswhich supplyand process data.
These include the Gendarmerie Nationale,
the Air Force, Naly, weather services and so
on. Such organizations deliver data in the
form of reportsi video tapes, filmq etc., which
are then processed and analyzed by GEPAN.
CEPAN receives Gendarmerie reports on a
regular basis. By December 1983, we had
received 1,514 reports dating back to 1974.

High peaks or waves of reportings gener.
ally arise from either an exceptional event

continued on page 12...

This
truths:
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reasonably argue that his imaginary nana-
tives parallel reallife cases in a very general
way, he certainly cannot say that his reports
conform to the precise pattem of real-life
cases.

Fr
Itor example, his research faib to ex-

p lain ho w ttuo different uictims of fime. Iapse
abductions uill sometimes recall (usualtg
under hgpnosis) ututrcIly identical experi-
ences. These similaritieswilloften be so com.
plexand will followthe same specific sequence
of eryerience that it appears as if the accounts
were copied from each other.

The table on page 4 compares two abduc-
tion cases I have extracted from the literature.
The percipients, whom for purposes of the
table I will call Mrs. X and Miss Z, both were
abducted at night from their homes.

Mrs. Xs account is taken from the story
BettyAndreasson told under hypnosis to Ray.
mond Fowler. Her abduction in 1962 in
Massachusetts was uncovered in 1977 and
published in 1979. Miss Z, on the other hand,
was a victim of an abductionthattookplace in
1953 in a desolate canyon near LosAngeles,
was unearthed through hypnosis in 1975 and
was published in 1980. (l participated in the
investigation, which is chronicled in The
Tujunga Cangon Contacts, by Ann Druffel

and me.) Although virtually identica[ these
cases occurred on opposite sides of the conti.
nent and were separated in time by 14 years
Nothing was known about the Andreasson
affair when our subject Sara Shaw, was re-
gressed. Nor was anything published on the
Shaw case at the time Andreasson remem-
bered her experience. No bonowing from
each other's story could possibly have taken
place.

6

Do what is the scientific status of
Lawson's theory that there exist no substan-
tial differences between real and imaginary
abduction reports? In my view he has made
some very interesting observations; these,
however, should not be confused with docu.
mented findings. The fact of the matter is that
nearlg allof l-aurson s concft.rsions arebased
on a post-hoc comparison andselection of
data The canons of experimental science
dictate that a conclusion can never be based
on a post hoc finding. Such a finding can be
used onlyto generate a hypothesis to be tested
under controlled experimental conditions.

Lawson has made several observations
that would allow him to suggest that there are
meaningful coincidences linking real-life and
imaginary abduction reports. But so far no
objective test of this theory has been forth-

coming-at least no test (structured along
the lines I ouilined earlier) that specifically re.
stricted the experimenteCs own bias.

I would like to make it clear that I have not
come to these conclusions out of any emo
tionally-based dislike for the point l-awson is
trying to make. My skepticism comes solely
from the self-evident fact that Lawson's re
search violates several canons of proper
experimental procedure.

In the nert issue of IUR D. Scott Rogo
criticallg estamines Lawson's " bitth trauma"
qlanationforUFOabductionreports. I

We apologize for the lateness of
this and the previous issue of /UR.
CUFOS has been undergoing reor-
ganization in the wake of the Hyneks'
move to Arizona. One of the many
changes involved has been finding a
new printer in the Chicago area.
Under the circumstances delays were
inevitable. We hope to be back on a
regular publication schedule soon.
Meantime, we thank readers for their
patience.

- The Editors.
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"BIJ\CK HOLE" Over Baltimore

Editor's Note While it is not uncommon
for technicallg-trained indiuiduab to repoft
aUFOslghting, rarelg does amemberof the
CUFOS Scientiftc Board make such a repoft
Bruce Maccabee, associated with CUFOS
and the Fund for UFO Research for seueral
AeaE, a phgsicist with the Naual Swface
Weapora Lab, recentlg had his own UFO
eryerience. lnthis accountof the incident, it

by Bruce Maccabee

is interesting ta follow Macca.bee's reason-
ing as he obserued the "spt" and followed
the tgpical paftem of " escalation of hgpoth-
eses" so much in euidence in mang sight-
ings.ltis also instructiueto seehow askilled
obseruer goes about recording his uistal
impressions his accurate obseruatiors senx
as a model for fttture uiDressas to the UFO
phenomenon

TYPE:
DATE
TIME:

DD
September2, 1984
Just before 7:28 p.m EDT

D(RAIION: 7 minutes
WITNESSESz, 2
PIACE: Baltimore

rF
I he French Army under Napoleon had

just invaded Russia when | first saw it..a tiny
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black spot against the bright blue C<y. The any instant in time. But the outline was con- Although I kept a close watch on this
invasion, as portrayed musically by Tschai- tinually changing as it moved There appeared object over the next minute or so, I repeatedly
kovsky in the 1812 Overture, was proceeding to be a slight wave, like an ocean wave, mov- cast my gaze elsewhere for short periods of
smoothly, with cannon firing. I was admiring ing in a counterclockwise direction around its time in order to compare it with other things
the clear evening sky and just randomly look edge. I thought of a wheel "rolling" through in the sky. There were numerous birds flying
ing around at the crowd of people standing the sky, although there were no spokes or around atvarious distances. Ihad no trouble
near the band shell in the lnner Harbor in hub. I had the feeling that it would eventually identifoing them, even when they were so far
Baltimore (see map). Directly east of me was rotate into such an orientation that I could see away thattheir bodies were mere dots against
a wooden battleship Constellation with its wings or something that would identifo it lt the sky. I also saw a commercialjet about to
threehighmasts.Thetopofthehighestmast appeared to go through a cycle of shape landatBaldmoreWashingtonAirportltwas
was about 170 feet above my altitude. South- change. For a period of time (estimated at 5- about five miles south of me at an angular
southeast of me was a modem steel battle- 10 seconds) the outlinewas quite round and elevationofabout5-l0degrees.Althoughalll
ship with radar and other antennas above its it changed very slightly. Then over the next could make outwas the fuselage, lcould see
highest deck It was while casually glancing at 10-1 5 seconds the outline became more el- gradations of brightness from the curved,
this ship that I first noticed the "black hole." liptical or cigar-shaped and finally over the greyish metallic surface as it reflected the

1 lastl0-l5secondsofthecycletheell ipticity l ight of the setting sun. lcould also see
I couldn't identifo it immediately when I decreased and the outline became generally gradations of brightness on the bodies and

first saw it but I wasn't impressed I could see round again. During each cycle as the outline wings of the birds. Cradations of brightness
a number of dark "spots'-birds-moving became more elliptical I had the impression are characteristic of a three-dimensional ob-
around in the sky. I assumed that this par- that it would become "airplaneshaped" (as ject Yet try as I might-and believe me, I
ticular "spof' would resolve itself into some- an airplane seen broadside from below). hied-l could not see any gradations of bright-
thing recognizable and returned my gaze to f ness associated with the black spot It seemed
the scene in front of me. Bu! as my eyes wan- I concentrated on trying to see the wings. to be totally black lt was as if I were looking at
dered back and forth over the Inner Harbor Yetthe onlyevidence of awingthatlcould see a "hole" in the sky, a black hole into which all
area of Baltimore, I again looked southeast was a short protrusion that appeared at the the illuminating light had fallen and none was
ward. By comparing the direction of the black top of the object when the outline was elliptical coming back out
spot with the direction ofthe superstructure or cigar-shaped. I continued to concentrate A
ofthesteelship, Icouldseethatthespotwas on the bottom of the outline of the object Aboutaminuteafterlfirstsawtheobject
moving steadily toward my left (northward). I looking for the "lower' wing, but my efforts the sighting line passed almost overthe Con-
was surprised that I still couldn't see it well were in vain. Nor could I see any "tailfin" such stellatiort I asked my wife what she thought
enough to identify i! so I started to observe it as would appear at the rear of the plane. I She suggested that it was about the size of a
intently.Afterwatchingthespotforaboutl0 couldnotevenseeanypartoftheobjectmov- kite, perhaps a box kite. ldid not buy this,
secondg I decided that it was sufficiently odd ing in front of or in back of any other part ln however. No kite would travel the angular dis-
that I would make a note of what time I had fact there didn't seem to be any three- tance this object had travelled without rising
first seen it (l have trained myself to do this dimensionality. From what I could see the up into the slry. Furthermore, it did not have
whenever I decide that something in the sky object could have been two-dimensional, a the right shape or outline for either an ordin-
looks unusual, just in case...). Looking at my flat black object with an outline that changed ary flat kite or a box kite.
digital watch, I saw that it read 7:28 (subse- shape as it traveled through the sky.
quently I found that my watch was 1.5 min- I decided thatthings were getting serious.
utes fast). I knew that I had binoculars in the back of our

Fr
Fin*n or so seconds rater r rooked back I was arso puzzred or *:3:f-:l ll,lT' ifiti:t-Sfflr:iXltJ:lf Tf,il-*jiTtri:

toward the steel uatuesnip.irr; il".tilil n:'-11T'-t^h::['ls|-:l$'^'-t$::?i'* ilil; make a mad dash throush the crowd
the " black hole" had chansed considerably. lt :f.-T^t1ltffIi":lt-Y:: ll-s: :TYPIo^D.e to set them, and would it be wolrth it?
had moved farther northwird and was hiqher lllumlnateq Dy rne seElng sun' yer mere aP

in the sky than berore. lt also ajp;";;fi;;; f=d:',*::::.f:::l'rhi:Tjt:1',:-'ll As r watched the object and thousht about
in angular size. I was disturbed that I couldn't :lT: :^tf il^:::::ff..TIHl'n"j::T:j the binoculars, it continued to movE steadily
see any details of the object other than its ::ltT.?:.::::ilTl11fl,1'|t ?'i:l?l': northward. The angular etevation and the
outline against the sl<y. I had the impression so Inat rt wouro not rerrecr anyrtis-": 

il1tl,:l angular size both inclreased, and now my line
that the itrape ot gtioutii.* *a;;i,";;iil th-e object continually rotated in a complex :;'-;-:
continuouslyasitmovednorthward-Ipoiitei *uy*liil"travellingthroughif,.'tt--"''-^ of sight passed directly over masts of the

it out to my wife, Christing and then looked
around at the crowd nearby. several people continued"'

appeared to be looking in the direction of the
black object I began to watch it intently. "lt was as if I were looking at a'hole'

in the sk4, a black hole into which aII

illuminattng light had fallen"

What is i? I kept asking myself. I could
imagine trying to describe it to someone:
"Well, it had no shape...it was amorphous."
But that wouldn't have been correct, because
it did have a specific outline against the sky at
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