






































































































































































































































































Using informational statistics, this table yields an R value of 10.13, a signi­

fi cant result. In fa ct, there are no cases of UFOs as lights which leave instantly. 

Then consider Table 46: 

TABLE 46 - UFO AS A LIGHT BY UFO TRAJECTORY 

UFO ACTION 

SHA PE straight Trajectory Erratic Traj ectory 

Light 13 68 

Other Shapes 17 248 

Chi-square = 7. 28 chi-square(.02 significance l eve l) 5 .4 1 

By in spection, we see that a higher-than-expected number of lights tend to move 

in straight trajectories. 

The fact that no correlations were found for the "other" category of UFO type 

versus other variables is not surpri s ing, as this group was hardly homogeneou s. Lumping 

together the remainder of UFO types in one category probably masked whatever significance 

may reside in the data. 

The r ela tions hip between UFO action and other characteristi cs not yet tested was 

next investigated. For the presence of a physiologi ca l effect, only once was the null 

hypothes is rejected , in Table 47 . 

TABLE 47 - UFO CHASING VEHICLE BY PHYSIOLOGICAL EFFECT 

P HYSIOLO GICAL E FFECT 
UFO ACTIO N Presen t Absent 

Chase Vehicie 29 44 

No t Chase Vehicl e 69 269 

Ch i-square = 1 2 .33 Chi-square(.02 significance l evel ) ; 5.41 

This result mi ght be considered to be another confirmati on of t he theory of Van ­

ackeren and Windey, because one can well imagine that a UFO which cha ses a vehicle, or 

appears to chase it, will induce witnes s fear. Since light beams occur frequently in such 

cases, the conditions would be conducive for witness paralysis. 

One possible correlation was found fo r the presence of sound and UFOs that 1and, 

as displayed in Tabl e 48. 
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TABLE L!8 - UFO LANDING BY UFO SOUND 

r <''O SOUND 
UI'O :\CT ICN Present Absent 

L·3.nding 32 72 

Nc Landin] 58 246 

Chi-sa~are = 6.16 Chi-square(.02 significance level) = 5.41 

A hig~er-than-expected number of events included both the emission of sound and 

the landing of the U~O on the ground. One might speculate that since it is probably only 

po ssibl e to determine whether or not a UFO has landed if it is relative1y near the witness, 

this deviation fro~ chance occurs as an artifact of the event. If there is a minimum 

threshold a bove which the sound emitted can be detected, it will more likely be detect0d 

the closer· the UFO. And, as discussed above, UFOs observed to land might be expected to 

be closer because of physical requisites. Therefore, we may tentatively conclude that 

this observed tendency for landed UFOs to emit sound is not an association requiring an 

a::•peai to :;bscure !i:echanisms for an explanation. 

One oossible correlation was discovered for UFO action and UFO size in Table 49 . 

TABLE 49 - UFO CHASING VEHICLE BY UFO SIZE 

UFO SIZE 
0-lS ft. lS-33 ft .. 33-10 0 r.._ 

.1. C.-- Over 1 ., " t._~ ._. "'"" J. L • 

13 u 11 1 

l5 32 45 1 9 

ct~-s~~are : 12.17 Chi-square(.02 significance level) 9.84 

The departure from randomness in this table occurs because of the higher numbers 

of sma~ 1 0FOs that chase vehicles and almost no UFOs larger than 100 feet that do so. r·;o 

reason comes immediately to mind to explain this result. 

Tables 50 and 51 then present the results of an analysis of UFO action and type 

o ~ E.~' effect. 

TABLE 50 - UFO CHASING VEHICLE BY CONTROL OF VEHICLE 

E!·l EFFSCT 
control N:J Control 

39 

~~t Chase Vehicle 13 325 
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Using the informational statistic, we find R-?' 14.7, a significant result. Indeed, 

over one-half of the cases involving vehicle control occurred when the UFO chased the car 

or truck. As discussed before, if control of the vehicle necessitates being relatively 

near the vehicle, then it perhaps implies a chase to get into range. 

TABLE 51 - UFO DISAPPEARANCE BY ENGINE RESTART 

EM EFFECT 
UFO ACTION Restart No Restart 

Disappearance 4 10 

No Disappearance 16 238 

The total number of events is only 268 in Table 51. This is because of the many 

events where the engine did not stop completely--such events cannot be included in this 

analysis. The computed value for R is 6.19, which just does meet our criterion for signi­

ficance. A higher-than-expected number of UFOs which disappear occur simultaneously with 

engines which start by themselves. 

Finally, correlations were investigated between UFO action and other actions. 

The first interesting result is disp1ayed in Table 52: 

TABLE 52 - UFO LANDING BY UFO DISAPPEARANCE 

UFO ACTION 
UFO ACTION Disappearance No Disappearance 

Landing lO 94 

No Landing 9 301 

Using remarkability, R is found to be 6.87, well into the significant range. 

Over one-half of the objects that disappear also landed. This is a somewhat problematical 

result; why there should be such an association is unclear. 

One additional result was important, in Table 53: 

TABLE 53 - UFO TRAJECTORY BY UFO CHASING VEHICLE 

UFO ACTION 
UFO ACTION Chased Vehicle Not Chased Vehicle 

Straight Trajectory 0 39 

Erratic Trajectory 73 3 02 

Chi-square ~ 9.22 Chi-square(.02 significance level) = 5.41 

This clear association between UFOs that chase vehicles and an erratic trajectory, 

or conversely, a disassociation between chasing and straight trajectories, can be readily 
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explained . One ca nnc t chase a vehicle by sim ply mov ing i n a strai gh t line, unless the 

vehi cl e i s on a strai ght road. Even then, the initial and fi nal trajector ie s must f oll ow 

the same pat h before and after interaction with the vehicle . I t is not surpri sing , then, 

t hat UFCs that fell ow a stra i ght trajectory do not chase vehicles. Neverthel ess , t his 

expl anati on i s predicat ed on the hidden assumption that the UFO is physicall y present i n 

t i~2 env ironment of t he witness , i. e. , that it mus t follow physi cal laws . 

The various categories of t he EM effect were then analyzed i n conjunction wi th all 

remai ning variables . Only on e po ss ibl e association was disco vered, whi ch seems quite 

likel y not t o be spu rio us . It is presented in Table 54. 

TABLE 54 - CONTROL OF VEHICLE BY PHYSIOLOG ICAL EFFECT 

PHYSIOLOGI CAL EFFECT 
EI-1 EFFEC T Present Absen t 

Con tr o l 1 6 11 

No Control 82 329 

C h i- squa~e = 22.54 Ch i- square(.02 sign i fic a nc e lev el) = 5 . 41 

From inspection we see that the large chi -square va l ue i s att r ibuted to the large 

pro port ion of UFOs t hat control a vehicle and also affect the witnes s. We migh t suppose 

that, isol ated from pr eviou s r esults, th is correlati on could be ex plai ned by some type of 

fear re?.s t ion on the witness' part, i nasmu c h as his or her vehicle is out of control, a 

pr1enomenon 1 i ke1y t o cau se variou s physiological symptoms to appear . Howev er, the symptoms 

which a ppear in EM co ntro l events ar e rarely reported in traffic acci dents, wh i ch are 

t heir closes t ana logy . In any case , th is i s a definite correl at i on which must be explained 

in any theory of EM events . 

I t is o f in te res t to mention in passing tha t no co rrel at ion was fo und be tween UFO 

s i ze· and ty pe of EM eff ect . We mi ght have expected l ar ger UFOs to occu r mo r e frequent l y 

in ca ses with des t ruction of engine components . Such i s not the case . 

Rema i ni ng poss i ble re l at io nships betwe en characteristics not yet mentioned were 

a 1! found not to re j ect the nui I hypot hesis t ha t t he c hara ct eri st i e s acted i ndependently . 

Spec i fica l iy, UFO size was not related to the presence of sound or the physio l og ical 

e7fe ct; neither were thE: la st two charac teri st ics correlated . . O.ft er the mary re po r t ed 

pos it ive results note~ above, we mig ht be t empted to thi nk of this lack of an assoc ia tion 

as somewhat unexpec~ed. 

The several as snc iati on s between variaoles that have been dis covered ma y , at this 

point, be r a th e~ confu;ing to t he reader . A d iagra~ will be construc t ed in the next sec ­

tion t o ma ke readily di scer nible these relati onshi ps . 
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 

The numerous cor r el a t ion s found to exist in the data are diff icul t to i nt egrate 

or unders ta nd in tabular form . have t het·efore found i t usef ul to present t he resu l t s 

i n a di splay whi ch all ows a review of all related char acter i sti cs at a gla nc e . Fi gure 13 

i s thi s display. Each box conta ins one of the charac teris t ics of the EM ev ent or the UFO 

itself, such as a parti cu lar co lor, t he presence of sound, or a phys iol ogica l effect on 

t he witness . A sol id li ne drawn between t wo charac teri s tics i ndi cates t ha t the two are 

positively corr elated and tend to appear together in EM events. A dotted line indi cate s 

the opposi te--that the cha racteri st i cs are negati vel y corr ela t ed and tend no t to appear 

together. 

Since the stati s tica l results calculated in t he previous section can be di spl ayed 

in this ma nner with simple l i nes on a pl ane, it makes obvious t he fact that t he ana lys i s 

has been only two-dimensional. This mean s that one cannot follow the li ne s from one 

charact er i st ic t o anot her, and then to a third, and concl ude that the f irst and th i rd are 

necessari l y related . However , if the third and first characterist i cs are al so connec t ed 

by a solid lin e, that i s a different situation, and the relationship among the thr ee 

charac t eri s ti cs must be s tudied caref ull y . 

There are thirty-five separate statistically s i gnifi cant correl ations that were 

l ocated. When dis played as i n Figure 13, we can observe some pa tterns beg in to emerge. 

Keep in mind , though, that whil e the chance of a Type 1 error has been mad e small due to 

the ri gorous s i gnif i cance l evel adopt ed, it i s s t ill likely that a few of the corr elations 

i n Fi gur e 13 are spuri ou s. 

It is fai rly clear after a few minute s study that cer t ain cha ract eristi cs sort 

t hems elves int o r ecogni zable groups . The first such group we shall cons id er i s t hat ct; :: :· 

prised of t he presenc e of a
1
light beam, control of the vehicle , a physio logi ca l eff ec t, 

·and t he chas ing of the vehic l e . Each of thes e character i s t i cs i s pos i tively correlated 

with the ot her three . The fou r characteri stic s form a s trong n~~2_ : t he presence of a ;-:y 

one characterist i c impl ies that the chance of th e other t hree al so occurri ng i s i ncreas ed . 

Wha t can t he as soc iati on of these four character i s tics mean? Doe s it make good 

sense that t hey are assoc iat ed? bel i eve the an swer i s yes. A l ight beam , wi th pr es u~ ­

ably higher ener gies, can affect a human metaboli sm . The beam mi ght be necessary : o t ake 

control of a vehicle ( t hough t hat smacks of sc i ence fi cti on) , and of course , a UFO must 

chase a vehi cle to po sition it self i n order to shine the beam onto the vehi cle . Si'n -;,, ·' 

t he associat ions of chasing and contro l can be understood, as \\•ell as cha s i r.g and t:.e 

physi ol ogi cal ef fect . And i f cont rolli ng a ve hic l e r equi res add i tio na l energ i es , the ~ 1 :· 

ness might wel l be affected, thu s comple t ing t he nexus. Note that t he co l or blu e ir cor-

127 



rel ated wi th a 11~ h t beam and a physi olo gical effect, both of which requ i re large amou nts 

of energy--which b1uE, being i n the energetic end of the ~ectrum , may be s ignifying. 

It does seem t hat somet hing phys ical, i. e . , real, is occu rring. This nexus (whi c h 

we sha l l l a bel Nexu s I) is best unders t ood and explained if we assume that EM event s are 

physi ca l even ts , caus ed by a no n-imagin ary phenomenon. 

Next ~ons id~r t he four characteri st i cs of 1) a metal li c-appearing UFO, 2) a UFO 
that l ands, 3) 2 disc-shaped UFO, and 4) t he presence of sound. These al so form a dis­

tinct nexus (Nex us II) which, wi th the exception of a connect ion between disc and landing, 

is as tightl y-bound as Nexus I . When one co ns iders the meaning of Nexus II, however, com­

mon sense i~, not a :c. hel ;.1 fui a;. before . There i s no strong a priori rea son to expect, say , 

a posit ive correlati on bet ween t he presence of sound and a disc - like UFO. Merrit t has 
demonstrated the e:>;is~ence of a corr e1 ati on bet ween these two characteri st ics in trace 

cases (1). but whne conf-iming his result fol' EM cases , we still find no logical connec­

ti ons . 

But i f we san ent erta in the poss ibility that t he UFO is, in some cases, a real ob­

ject , then Nexus JI is te 1l ~n g us abou t disc-sha ped, metallic UFOs that emit sound , and 

about metallic UFGs t hat l and and emit sound . The re woul d seem to be a cl as s of UFOs in 

EM ev ents that are ra ~her noi sy , and are indeed shaped like the cl assic f ly ing sa ucer . 

It i s fo r t hese reasons t hat t he po ss i ble con-elation beh;een di sc -sha ped and meta lli c 

UFOs was ret ained. Whi !e the association of these two c haract er i stic s i s on the bo r der ­

l ine of stat is ti cal s i gnificance, it does, in combination with l anding and the presence 

of sound , fi t a patter n whic h has been in t ui t ivel y r ecognized by previou s investi gators . 

As such , it is im porta nt t o re ta in t he associati on , and becau se it makes good sense, 

pla ce i t wi t hin Nexus I I . 

Me nt ion sho uld be made here that it is ra ther un likel y that the wi tnesses ha ve , 

in t hei r viv id i mag i nat ions, con j ured up data which support these re sults. For exampl e , a 

gra~h of r epor t ed largest dimensi on of t he UFO ver sus di st ance to t he UFO showed no cor ­

r el ations or t rends . Thi s wo ul d not be true if some bias , i nhe r ent i n the witness , wa s 

af fect i ng size and dis t anc e esti mate s . This result and others like i t indicate that the 

witnesse s have reported what t hey saw , heard , or f elt , not what t hey imagi ned or hall u­

cinated . I t i s more eco nomica l t o concl ude that we hav e discove red in Nex us I I another 

r eal groupi ng of character isti cs , describing a certain type of UFO . 

The phys i cal reality of t hi s nexus i s fu r ther st rengthened by addit iona l correla ­

t ion s . Meta l li c-appea ring UFOs are negatively as socia ted wit h t he act of di sappear ing 

and the r e- st ar t ing of a veh i cle ' s engine by i tself. These l ast t wo characteri st i cs ar e 

pos i t i vel y assoc i at ed, 11o t s·; r pris ingly, because bo th are nonsens i cal, ex tra or-dinary , un­

physical even t s . T ~i ngs do not di sappear, nor mac hines start by themsel ve s , at lea st in 
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this world . The fact that metalli c-appea ring UFOs tend not to occ ur in conjuncti on wi t h 

suc h even t3 seems to suppo rt the presumption of the physical nature of Nexus I I . 

Di sa?pear ance and t he l anding of a UFO are positi vely assoc iated, which admittedl y 

somewha t weakens t his argument. While problematical , such a connec ti on can be understood 

in the same fashion as was that between landing and the presence cf sound. To distinguish 

b~twee n a landing and a low approach to the grou nd , the witnes s will be nearer the phenome­

no n, on the average , and so ha s a better chance to hear any sound s emitted. And i f a wi t ­

ness i s close enough to obser ve a landing, he or she might also be able to make a better 

di s tinction betvreen the se UFO s tha t disappear and those that leave by a more normal means. 

Thus the connection of l anding and a disappearance may s imply be an artifact of the re­
porti ng process. 

As a final confirmati on of Nexus II, the metallic-appearing UFO and the action of 

leav i ng instantl y are posit i vely associated. While difficul t tb duplicate with present­

day technology , the act of accelerating at over lOG upon departure is not inconsistent 

with known phys ical laws. A real phenomenon shou ld most likely obey such laws, not di s­

appear; Nexus I I seems to be a description of a real phenomenon or object. 

The link between Nexus I and Nexus II is the metall ic-appearing UFO, which is 

assoc ia ted with both t he physiolo gical effect and the chasing of a veh icl e. While the rea­

son for a connection between these particular charac teri s tics is obscure, it could be 

interpreted to imply t ha t both nexuses have, as their bas is, some r ea l phenomenon, as yet 

only vaguely gl impsed. 

There is an apparent grouping of the four characteri st i cs of metallic-appearing 

UFOs , lea ving ins tant'iy, t he chasing of a ve hi cle, and t he color white. This study, thoug h, 

was on ly a two-dimens ional analysi s ; consequently, this grouping has no actual s ign i fican ce . 

The characteristics are not cross correlated as in Nexus I and Nexus I I. 

The associa ti on of the color red with sma l ler UFOs, the co lor yel l ow wit h those 

objects that disappear, and the color green with those that emit sound are isol at ed cor­

rel ations evinc i ng no obv i ous s i gn i f icance or r el at i on to the two nexuses (though one could 

surmise tha t sma ll UFOs--less energeti c? --might preferenti ally be emitti ng li ght in the red 

end of t he visible spect rum ). The negative association between l arge UFOs and the a:tion 

of chas i ng a veh ic le mi ght be cons idered to have no meani ng, but I believe i t do es when 

placed in the following co ntext. My impression f rom continual r evievJ of the data is tha t , 

when chasing a vehf cle , the phenomenon approaches relatively c lose t o t he witness . The 

fac t that larger UFOs tend not to cha se vehic les ca ~ mean that: 
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1) Larger UFOs ca nnot get t oo close because of physicalconstraint s such as 

t rees along t he road, or 

2) UFOs are not real l y very l arge, and s ize is misrepor ted by witnesses who 

see them at a distance . 

As mentioned above, a pl ot of UFO s i ze versus distance showed t ha t po in t #2 is 

probably not t rue; therefore, we conclude that point #1 is the correct expl ana t i on. This 

makes good physical sense, and lend s even more support to the reality of the phenomenon, 

but does not really tell us about anything intrinsic to the phenomenon. 

The reason for the negative assoc iati on between oval - shaped UFOs and the size range 

under fifteen feet is obscure, but that between metallic UFOs and the fifteen-to-thirty ­

t hree foo t range has been reported by others, such as Merri tt (2) and Va 11 ee (3) . Ex t en­

sion of thei r results to EM cases s ignifie s that this associ at ion is intrinsic to t he UFO 

phenomenon. Metallic objects really do tend to fal l into this size range. 

The two rema ini ng character is tics not discussed are movement i n a s tra ight trajec ­

tory and UFOs t hat appear as a li ght. They are positivel y associated and tend to occu r 

t og ether in EM events. Li ghts are negativel y associated with the em is s ion of sound and 

the actio n of 1eaving instantly. UFOs that fol"low a strai ght traj ecto t·y are negati vel y 

as sociated wi th chasing a vehicle and metallic-appearing UFOs. These negative or repelling 

assoc iations are all with act ions or characteristics that we considered indicators of real, 

phys ical events E.."-~- object s . s·ince the t\-10 characterist i cs t end not to occu r ·,./i th charac ­

teri sti cs in both nexuses, we shal l ass ume that they form their own small groupi ng, ~~xus 

III. There i s also one correl ation with UFOs as lights and the s ize range unde r fifteer 

feet, which we shall include in Nexus III . 

Just because t he characteri s ti cs of this nexus tend t o avo i d the characteri stics 

in Ne xuses I and II , both of' which were demonst rated t o descr ibe no n-imagi nary phenomena , 

i s no rea son to assume that Nexus II is somehow imaginary. Fi r st , since all indications 

are that most witnesses have report ed accurately what they have exper i enced and observed, 

there i s no reason to suppose that reports of si l ent, small li ghts movi ng in a straight 

trajectory are incorrect . Second, there are several event s in th e catalo9ue which ade­

quatel y characterize thi s nexus and make c l ear its physical nature . For ex ample, t he 

No vember 10 , 1972 incident near Heat hf i el d in East Sussex, England, involved a gl owin~ 

white blob which sped away in a st ra ight l i ne af t er a motorcyc l e engi ne died. The bl ~L 

wa s not meta llic , nor did i t cha se the ~oto rcyc l i st or l eave i ns tantaneously. No scund 

was heard. It i s true that t he engine wa s reported to ha ve star t ed by itself, but~;,,.+ 

onl y confi rms the mes sy nature of the EM data and the need for stat is tical methods to art 

out exi sting pa~tc:rns. 
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Or consider t he Aberdeen , Washington, event on January 3, 1971, when three two -foot 

fuzzy balls of light dr ifted in a straight path over a river. They we r e not meta l lic, did 

not chase th e affected vehicle or leave quic kly, and didn't emit sound. Yet wi thout 

impugning the witnesses ' testimonies , we cannot deny the existence of these fuzzy li ghts 

and their effect on the vehicle's engine and electrical system. 

As di scus sed in my ea r lier paper on EM events (4) , tha t prel iminary analysis did 

not preclude t h~ existence of an unknown natural phenomenon, in appearance aki n t o ball 

li ghtn i ng, but no t the same in action or effect. Mos t EM events occu r in clear or partl y 

cloudy, non-precipitat ing wea ther . the exact opposite of favorable conditio ns for the for ­

ma tion of ball lightni ng {5). Thes e small l ights vo~hi ch move in stra ight traj ec t ories have 

no precedent in the literature and their exi stence has no t prev i ously been recogni zed. 

Before summari zing what has been discovered, the reader shoul d be rem i nd ed t ha t EM 

ev ent s are a special class of UFO events , becaus e the chance that t hey have occurred as 

reported is very high. The vehic le acts as a large test inst rument of low sensitivity 

which is affected independently from the witness . Moreover, in numerous cases , the vehic l e 

wa s af fected bef_Qre the witness ever saw or heard the UFO. To believe that the witnes s has 

confabulated t he veh icle interference and a UFO is rather farfetched an idea. Likewi se , 

most of the ~tlitnesses \'{er e. unavtare t hat there \~ere such things as EM ev en t s before their 

own experience . Ther e is no good reason to conclude other than that the witnesses have 

desc ribed events whic h ac tually ha ppened to them. 

We have found two nexuses, one with five characteri stics, the other with fo ur . plu s 

a smaller groupi ng of three characteristics . These t hree nexuses are thought to correspond 

t o phys ica1 events. In particular, Nexus I and Nexus II describe very drama ti c scenario s 

which i nvo lve la r ge energies, seemingly deliberate act s of control of the vehi cl e , and 

metallic o bject~ emitting so und , often landi ng on the ground. Qu it e fran kl y , these charac­

teristi cs do not describe some unknown natural phenomenon, since such a phenomenon i s 

neither i nt elli gent nor metallic. Conversely , we di scover ed i n Nexus III a grouping of 

chara cteristics whi ch do a ppear to descri be an und i scover ed natura l phenomenon . Perhaps 

Pers inger's ideas about the pi ezoelectric effect may hold the key to understanding Nexus III. 

Thi nking a bout Ne xu ses I and II, though, lead s to a very di f ferent concl us io n. Sum­

mari zed belo1~ are po ints previously di scuss ed in rny first paper, all applicable to our de ­

liberations: 

1) It i s unli ke l y that a natural phe nomenon would suddenly begi n occurr i1g with 

some freque ncy af t er 1953, when ma ny vehi c les had been on the r oad f0r do zens 

of year s b2fore that date. 



2) A natural phenomenon wou ld probably not occur prefer entia ll y in un populated 
areas . 

3) There is no ready explanation for the avoidance of the daylight hours by EM 

events (refer to "Tirr.e of Day of the EM Event" section). 

4) No relationsh i p was demonstrated between severity of EM effect and di stance 

to the UFO, unexpected for a natural phenomena. 

5) The presence of humanoids i n several events is an obvious difficulty. 

6) Wh ile a spi nning plasma might appear metallic to an individual under certa in 

lighti ng cond itions, i t is unlikely that so many witnesses have been unable 

to determine the true appearance of the phenomenon. 

These considerations, in conjunction with the existence of two strongly corr ela t ed 

groups of charact eri stics, argue powerfully against the hypothesis that all EM ev ents are 

due to unknown natural phenomena. It cannot be denied that other fa cts mitigate against 

the strength of thi s co nclu sio n, such as the rarity of event s i nvolving a diesel engine . 

But I believe that the evidence oppo sed to the hypothesis that all EM events are caused 

by a natural phenomenon ( i f not hoaxed or hallucinated) is st ronger tha n any in its favor. 

This is especially true because , in Nexus III, we have already isolated what appears to be 

a natural phenomenon causing some EM ev ents. 

As Roger Bacon has written in the Opus Majus , "Reasoning draws a conclu s ion and 

makes us grant the conclus i on , but does not make the concl usion certain, nor does i t re ­

move doubt, . .. unless the mi nd di scovers it by the path of ex perience . " There is no 

substitute for in strumented observation of UFOs, labor atory analysis of affected vehicles , 

or simulations of EM events. But given that we do not ha ve such direct experience to draw 

upon, the most plausible conclusion to be derived from the ex i stence of Nexuses I and I I 

is that some EM events occur in the pres ence of unknown metallic, noisy, disc -shap ed 

objects, and that others i nvolve objects_ of high energies which affP.ct vehicles and people. 
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APPENDIX 

Remarkabi lity,* orR, refers in a very technical sense to the "weig ht of evidence, " 

derived from specified data and favoring a most plausible alternative explanatory hypothe­

sis over a null hypothesis. R is most conveniently quantified as bi ts of information. R 

ma intains two important properties: the value of R expected from an isolated analysis of 

random data is zero, and more generally, 2R is an estimate of the number of inde pendent 

analyses of random data that must be performed in order to have a f ifty- fi fty chance of 

observing a ne•11 R greater than the given R. Thus, the implications of a large positive R 

are similar to the implications of conventional "statistical significance," but with the 

advantage that R may be legitimately com puted in a variety of s ituat i ons that do not permit 

significance t ests. 

A great advantage of the informational metric used for remarkability is that it is 

relatively easy, even at the end of the process, to identify and isolate the contribution 

of the data, independent of any subjective colorati on . There i s, o f course, a subjective 

component in any complete description of a process for scientific use of data. The un­

avoidable subjective ingredient in the remarkability approac h lies i n the c hoice of a 

min imum value for "large, positive R." Invest iga tor s are free to d isagree in this choice, 

but when they do so, the origin and i mpact of the disagreement will be immediately clear 

to a 11. 

The informational transform of p ~ .05 is 4 . 25 bits, and the t ransform of p = .001 

i s 9 . 96 bits. Thres hold s for minimally impressi ve R i n the ra nge from about 5 to about 15 

bits a re roughly consistent with typ ical decision rules used in significa nce testing. 

Refer to the Meaning of Data by D.R. Saunders ( privately pub l is hed ) for a co mplet e 

discu ss ion of these points. 

*This explanation has been ad a pted from a more complete descript i on of remarkability in 
the paper, "Implication of the Personality Assessment System for Marital Cou nseling: A 
Pilot Study," by D.R . Saunders, S .J. Kaplan, and W.G. Rodd, in Psychological Reports, 
1980, 46 , pp. 1 54 - 55 . 
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