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STILL “ALIVE AND
KICKING”

uere are continued and very distinct signs that the general interest in
T“our subject” is picking up again, and the quantity of material now “in
the pipeline” for publication in our Journal is truly phenomenal. And we
thank our friends everywhere who are in the main responsible for this.

One notable feature is the great increase in the number of items reach-
ing us from overseas, and parallel with this has come the considerable rise
in the number of our Consultants and Correspondents. Sadly we have had
to record, during the last five years, the loss by death of four irreplaceable
members of the team, and the names of Hynek, Gibbs-Smith, Cade, and
Hennell are no longer on our Mast-Head. But nevertheless we perceive on
all sides a marked desire to stand up solidly, particularly against the
Mendacious Brigade of the Media and Officialdom, and to close the ranks.
Many old bridges have been repaired by us, and many new ones con-
structed. Forty-six new names have been added on this page, and there are
still more to come.

We see far less run-of-the-mill short reports of fly-overs, lights-in-the
sky, and so on, and we have dropped the former World-Round-Up Section,
because it was frankly very tiresome to prepare while, as we suspect, pretty
boring to most folk. Prior to the days when the Russians had their first
sputnik up there, any curious or astonishing craft or phenomenon must
surely be — we thought — “alien”, but that is hardly so today, for our
skies are crammed with mankind’s own ironmongery, and we are less
interested now in odd reports of the old sort, and more interested in gen-
eral trends, signs of motivation, patterns of behaviour, and so on. As for
Lists and Catalogues, some will continue to find their principal pleasure in
that direction, while others may feel that, even if we go on cataloguing



until we are blue in the face, we still will not have learned anything
thereby. And there, of course, looms the Big Problem. For, as Dr Allen Hy-
nek once remarked, “If the FLOOR of THEIR Science is too much higher
than the CEILING of OUR Science, how can we hope to know much?”

SAVED BY JUPITER
Gordon Creighton

T the end of last year word leaked out that, soon
fter sundown on November 17, 1986, the three-
man crew of a Japan Air Lines Boeing 747 cargo flight
had had an unusual encounter over Alaska. The pilot,
Captain Kenju Terauchi (one of JAL’s most experi-
enced, with 29 years of service and an enormous
number of flying hours) was taking a load of new
Beaujolais wine from Paris to Tokyo via Iceland and
Alaska when, as he reported to the U.S. Federal Avi-
ation Administration on landing at Anchorage,
Alaska, he and his co-pilot and his flight-engineer ob-
served the lights of what seemed to be one very large
unidentified object and two smaller ones, which fol-
lowed them for 400 miles, vanishing only just before
they put down at Anchorage. Having reported the
sighting by radio, Captain Terauchi was instructed to
descend from 35,000 ft. to 31,000 ft. and make a
360-degree circle, but he said this made no difference
as the objects were not shaken off. Terauchi said the
weather had been fine and clear at the time and they
were cruising at 525 knots and had just crossed from
Canadian airspace to Alaskan in the region just north-
east of Fort Yukon, when they perceived three lights
which seemed to be about eight miles ahead of them.
They were stalked for about 32 minutes and the lights
had “stayed close to them”. According to the ground
flight controller at Anchorage the large unknown ob-
ject had come to within five miles of them. The large
object showed clearly on Terauchi’s own on-board
weather radar, but the two smaller objects had not
shown on it and had only been observed visually.

“Of Extra-terrestrial Origin”

Captain Terauchi said he was quite unable to ex-
plain the affair “but speculated that they had seen
something of extra-terrestrial origin and of a more
advanced technology. He said he was amazed that the
objects moved so quickly and stopped suddenly, call-
ing them ‘two small ships and the mother ship’.”
(Report published in The Times, London, January 6,

1987.)
Wide Press-Coverage

Between December 30, 1986, and January 14, 1987,
this cat was well and truly “out of the bag”, and the

affair got reported remarkably widely in the American
and British press. According to the American weekly,
Newsweek (January 12) and several Californian news-
papers, Terauchi had told the American FAA authori-
ties that the large craft “was very big — two times
bigger than an aircraft-carrier”. He sketched it as “a
huge, dark, walnut-shaped globe with a wide, flat rim,
and bulges above and below”. Californian newspapers
quoted Paul Steucke, the FAA spokesman at Anchor-
age, as having said that Terauchi had described it as
“having a diameter of perhaps two aircraft-carriers
placed end to end”. Those who have FSR Volume 5,
No. 1 (January/February 1959) should look at the pic-
tures on page 3, of the huge craft of this identical
shape which was photographed by the Brazilian naval
photographer Barauna aboard the Brazilian naval
training ship Almirante Saldanha on January 16, 1958,
when that vessel was near the Island of Trindade (a
rocky uninhabited islet off the Brazilian coast — not
Trinidad in the British West Indies).

Coloured Lights — But No Red One

The evening sky over Alaska was completely clear
when Captain Terauchi and crew first spotted the
three lights ahead of them, at a distance of, as they
thought, some eight miles or so. According to FAA
spokesman Paul Steucke, Terauchi said “these three
lights were respectively yellow, amber, and green. But
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The Pilot's sketch.

there was no red light among them — this being the
international colour for aircraft beacons’.

What is perhaps the most interesting aspect of the
whole affair is that, according to the account pub-
lished in various Californian newspapers, Paul
Steucke also admitted on January 4 that the Federal
Aviation Administration “had looked at the case about
six weeks earlier” (i.e. at about the time of the occur-
reence) ... “but since then we’ve gotten a lot of public
interest, so we went back and re-interviewed the pilot.”)

So they had hoped to hush it up, but unfortunately
for them one of the Japanese crew talked, and the cat
was now out of the bag, and was proving to be quite
an embarrassment until a good excuse could be found
for it.

Paul Steucke said (Newsweek, January 12) that both
U.S. Air Force flight controllers and civilian controll-
ers “had reported briefly seeing echoes of what might
have been another aircraft near the JAL machine. but
when the radar tapes covering the period were re-
played by the FAA investigators, the reported echoes
could not be found.”

In conclusion, Steucke said: “It’s a mystery ... but,
really ... we have nothing here to investigate. The
controller saw what he saw... As for what it could
have been, on the extreme side it could have been the
proverbial ‘unknown object’, or possibly a military air-
craft from the United States, Canada, or some foreign
country.”

And, he added, “The U.S. Air Force is now attribu-

r»

ting the supposed radar sightings to ‘clutter’.
Terauchi’s Second Sighting
Then — oh horror of horrors — a week later (Daily

Express, London, January 14, 1987) Captain Terauchi
was reporting a second close encounter! He told FAA

officials that on the morning of Sunday, January 11,
when flying from London to Anchorage, he had again
seen strange lights, which approached his jet liner
from in front and passed beneath it, re-appearing at
the rear.

“Ice-Crystals”?

By January 14, however, officialdom seemed to have
the situation well under control again. According to
the Daily Express, of that date, the American experts
were saying that this second sighting by Terauchi was
“caused by light reflected from ice-crystals below the air-
craft”.

(If my memory is not at fault, it must be about fif-
teen years since we last heard of a UFO that was “ice
crystals”.)

Thank God, then, as we thought at the time, for “ice
crystals”, and for “clutter”, faithful old stand-bys, both
of them!

Solved At Last

But, in the end, it looks as if the last and best word
has come of course from Mr Philip Klass, one of the
USA’s two top experts on the non-existence of UFOs.
And the authoritative London Times (January 29,
1987) has disposed of the whole pesky problem with
the following neat little item:—

BY JUPITER
New York (AP). — A Japan Air Lines pilot who
claimed to have seen an unidentified flying
object alongside his aircraft last November actu-
ally saw an unusually bright image of the planet
Jupiter and possibly Mars, according to Mr
Philip Klass, an investigator of UFO claims.

Fuller Reports From Consultants Awaited

Two of FSR’s Consultants, the NASA scientist Dr
Richard F. Haines, PhD., of California, and former
Japanese Kamikazi pilot Yusuke Matsumura, have
already sent us preliminary reports on this case, but
we must await the fuller accounts that both have pro-
mised before we say more on the case.

Meanwhile, can we not all heave a sigh of relief and
cry “THANK GOD FOR JUPITER! Have we not all
felt, for years past, that Venus was being badly over-
worked? Time after time we have seen poor old Venus
called in to do the job. Not so long ago, I recall, it was
Venus when two large bright globes were seen sailing
over Greece. And, as readers can see for themselves
from our latest Russian report which we publish on
page 12, it was poor old Venus away back there in
1912 and 1913! We are all sure that a little rest for



her will be very welcome. Who isn’t deeply grateful to
Comrade Klass for having thought of Jupiter in the
nick of time!

AFTERTHOUGHT: We can commend Jupiter’s inter-
est in an excellent wine, and confirm that the current
lot of Beaujolais nouveau definitely seems to be a cut
above the usual.

Over Trindade Island January 16, 1958 P

A REVIEW OF PROPOSED EXPLANATORY
HYPOTHESES FOR UNIDENTIFIED AERIAL

PHENOMENA
Dr. Richard F. Haines, PhD

FSR Consultant (Los Altos, California 94022)

How Creative Man Can Be To Conceal His Ignorance

(Dedicated, at the express request of the Author, to the Memory of his Friend and Mentor, Dr. J. Allen Hynek,

April 10, 1986.)

Introduction

A large number of explanations for directly sensed
(i.e., not recorded automatically) unidentified aerial
phenomena (also called unidentified flying objects,
UFO) have been given over the years. Most expla-
nations reflect the personal biases as well as the edu-
cational and cultural backgrounds of the authors. It is
instructive to review these hypotheses in order to en-
sure that all reasonable theories have been consid-
ered. Alleged photographic, radar, or other instru-
mented data collection is not dealt with.

This paper presents the most prominent UFO hy-
potheses which may be broken down into a number of
different categories. The simplest breakdown is:

Terrestrial Extraterrestrial

According to this breakdown, the stimulus for reports
of unidentified aerial phenomena may be traced to
earthly or outer space origins. There are many vari-
ations within each category. Another breakdown
merely adds sub-categories to the above two.
Terrestrial
Human Origin/
Natural Origin

Extraterrestrial
Humanoid Origin/
Natural Origin

Of course the natural origin category may well be
the same in both cases and would be addressed by
such academic disciplines as earth sciences, physics,
engineering, astronomy, or astrophysics. The terres-
trial — human origin category would be addressed by
the behavioral scientist (Haines, 1979), psychiatrist,
military expert, and/or (government) security expert.
However, there is now no specific scientific field avail-

able for studying the extraterrestrial — humanoid ori-
gin category. This raises some fundamental problems,
since a growing number of UFO reports involve ex-
traterrestrial (E.T.) humanoid creatures associated
with the aerial phenomena (cf. Bowen, 1969).

In the following section a listing of explanatory
hypotheses is given which breaks down existing UFO
hypotheses into even smaller sub-categories.

UFO Explanatory Hypotheses

A. Man-Made Objects

. Aircraft

Balloons

Fireworks

Flares

Kites

Missiles and rocket tests
Models (research or hoaxes)
Orbital satellites
Parachutes

Radar chaff (reflections)
Secret (flying) weapons
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B. Man-Caused Luminous or Reflective Events (inno-
cent act or deliberate hoax)

1. Low earth atmosphere tests (e.g., Barium re-
lease tests)

2. Laser beams on clouds, fog, rain, airborne ob-
jects (reflections)

3. Lights (all kinds) on tall structures (e.g., water
tanks)






4.
5.

6.

Plasma (research) experiments
Searchlights on clouds, fog, rain, airborne ob-

jects (reflections)

Static electricity discharge (e.g., from power
lines)

C. Man-Caused Perceptual, Psychological, Social Ex-
periences

1.
2
3.

4.
5. Hypnotic implant (UFO details implanted into

Cold war tactic (deliberate diversionary tactic)
Control system (cultural manipulation)

Covert activity (liquor smuggling, military ex-
ercises, etc.)

Drug experience

persons to cause them to believe they had a
real experience; Keel, 1970)

Magnetic field interaction with central ner-
vous system

Microwave interaction with central nervous
system

Psychic forces (UFO experiences are manifes-
tations of some forces) (from the collective un-
conscious of mankind; Clark & Coleman,

1975)

D. Intra-Personal

1.

=0

Birth trauma memories

2. Delusions

3. Dreams

4. Drug experience flashback, etc.

5. “Floaters” within the eye
Hallucinations in waking state (physical stimu-
lus triggers subconscious to produce a vision;
Monnerie, 1979)
Hypnotically triggered imagery by oneself
Phosphenes (Finch, 1970)
Psychic projection (Clark & Coleman, 1975)
Sleep interface state imagery (e.g., hypno-
pompic, hypnogogic imagery (Basterfield,
1981)

E. Known Natural Phenomena

| 2
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Air pressure/temperature inversions/differen-
tial related (mirages, lenticular clouds)
Condon, 1969; Keel, 1970) '
Astronomical (planets, stars, comets, meteors,
sundogs, fireballs, other)

Atmospheric (wind) effects (e.g., dust devils,
stationary whirlwind)

Auroras/Northern Lights

Ball lightning

Birds in flight

Dust related (direct viewing or optical scatter-
ing)

Earth crust dynamics related (e.g. short-term
luminous plasma) (Altschuler; Persinger,
1979)

Earth surface related (e.g., swamp gas)

10.

11.

12.

13.
14.

Electrostatic discharge (e.g., high tension
power line arcing)

Fog, mist related (direct viewing or optical
scattering)

Insects (swarming, in flight) (Callahan & Man-
kin, 1978)

Lightning related (electrostatic discharge)

St. Elmo’s Fire (also known as “Saint Erasmus’

Fire”)

F. Unsubstantiated Natural Phenomena

L.
2.

5.

Earthlight phenomenon (Devereux)
Hyperspace (some matter/energy transform-
ation occurs which enters man’s realm of
experience)

Parallel universe (also called “Shadow uni-
verse”) (Nature; New Scientist, 1985)

Photic “bacteria” (Earth intercepts highly ad-
vanced biological life-form from deep space
source(s) that transmit their “desired effect”
through coded light energy via any intelli-
gence (man) capable of decoding it and,
thereby, being influenced by it)

Superstring theory (Green & Anthony, 1985)

G. Extraterrestrial (categorized by apparent motives
toward humans)

Positive Motives

1.

2.

Biological interaction (E.T. are interbreeding
with humans)

Psychological interaction (Projections of
dream-like sequences into the mind; Keel,
1970)

Human (individual) advancement (e.g., Aethe-
rian Society; Raelian concept, Vorihlon, 1979)
Human (individual) religious formation (E.T.
has come to bring a new religion)

Societal development (e.g., Alien Peace Corps;
Binder, 1967) (Clarion hidden planet; Wilson,
1974)

Societal rescue (E-T. has come to save man
from his self-destructive tendencies; Wilson,

1974)

Neutral Motives

6.
7.

8.

Ancient astronaut (Agrest, Misraki, von Dani-
ken, et al)

Anthropological studies (E.T. is studying man
for anthropological purposes)

Bioenergetic aura (some individuals’ bodies
emanate different “fields” of energy which
make it possible for E.T. to track/interact with
them; Edwards, 1970)

Cosmic psychic force(s) (visions are created
telepathically by “The Phenomenon” which is
able to extract information from man’s sub-
conscious; Rogo, 1980)



10. Display (UFOs are deliberate displays to man-
kind for some unknown reason; Salisbury,
1974)

11. Dying race (E.T. have come to survey Earth as
a possible new home) (Binder, 1967)

12. Future visitors (E.T. are “humans” visiting
from our own future) (Binder, 1967)

13. Mapping of Solar System/Galaxy, etc.
(Fletcher)

14. Hollow earth (E.T. live inside Earth; openings
at poles; Shaver)

15. Paraphysical (UFOs are ultraterrestrial trans-
mogrifications of energy and matter; Keel,
1969)

16. Quarantine (E.T. has placed Earth in quaran-
tine to prevent us from negatively influencing
other regions; Binder, 1967)

17. Radiant beings (E.T. are non-material beings
in Van Allen Belt sometimes forced to Earth
for their safety; Palmer)

18. Reflective hypothesis (UFO phenomena are
tailored to man’s individual beliefs and atti-
tudes; Keel, 1969)

19. Secret society (E.T. live in remote regions on
Earth, e.g., Siberia, etc. with unknown motives)

20. Spore (E.T. planted micro-organisms on earth
in near/ancient past times)

21. Tourist (E-T. are on vacation and happen to
visit earth)

22. Undersea (E.T. live within oceans, lakes, other
bodies of water)

23. Vacuum creatures (E.T. are space animals liv-
ing in Earth’s upper atmosphere, materializing
and dematerializing at will; Bessor)

24. Zoo (E.T. is (or already has) bred with man-
kind for their own purposes)

Negative Motives

25. Control system (E.T. is carrying out long-
range behavioral conditioning; Vallée, 1975)
(Cosmic Consciousness Conditioning;
Sprinkle, 1976)

26. Cultural manipulation (E.T. use man’s preju-
dices, supersititions, etc. to achieve “their” own
ends)

27. Food supply (ET. are cannibals seeking new

protein sources or just basic nutritional
sources)

28. Subversion (E.T. intend to invade and conquer
Earth)

H. Miscellaneous Concepts
1. Bee analogy (E.T. overall activity resembles
beehive that doesn’t make sense to man as yet;
Keel, 1970)
2. Bioenergy entities (ET. are animals living in
ether above Earth, can transform themselves
into any form; Constable, 1976)

3. Gate theory (E.T. and craft have a different
atomic structure. A gate opens/closes period-
ically permitting their entry to earth; Finch,
1980)

4. Gulf theory (E.T. are so advanced in tech-
nology man can never comprehend them or
their purpose; Binder, 1967)

5. Interdimensional beings (E.T. exist in a differ-

ent dimension than man; Downing; Keel,

1970; Wilson, 1974)

Modern Myth (Jung, 1959)

Mothman (Keel, 1970)

Sky people (E.T. are from another dimension,

travelling through hyperspace; Le Poer

Trench, 1960)
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AN AERIAL INVASION:
OR WHAT DID THEY SEE, SEVENTY

YEARS AGO?

By Aleksandr Beletskiy, Historian (Kharkov)
and Dr. Vadim Vilinbakhov, Candidate for Degree in Historical

Sciences (Leningrad)

(Translation from Russian, G.C.)

TEKHNIKA MOLODYOZHI, Moscow, No. 6, 1983.

Readers will recall that in FSR 29/3 (1984) we published the very interesting article “Newly Discovered ‘Airship’
Waves over Poland”, by one of our American readers, Mr Thomas E. Bullard of Bloomington, Indiana. Our
Consultant/Correspondent in the USSR, Dr. V.V. Rubtsov of Kharkov, has now sent us the text of a piece of
equally interesting research by two Russian historians, a young Ukrainian named A.V. Beletskiy and the late Dr.
V.B. Vilinbakhov.

Like Bullard’s article, this Soviet contribution deals with the activities of unknown “aircraft” over Europe dur-
ing the critical years 1912/1913 — that is to say, on the eve of the Great Disaster of 1914. As time goes by it is
probable that more and more light will be thrown on the link that exists between the UFOs — or some of them —
and the two terrible World Wars which were unquestionably designed to destroy Western Civilization and which,
in some way as yet unfathomed (although we can guess at it!) they may actually have been preparing! EDITOR

* * * * *

LONDON: House of Commons. “Winston Churchill, VIENNA: The Army Corps commanders in Przemysl
replying to questions, stated that a flying machine had and Lvov have decided to fire upon foreign aircraft, as
passed over Sheerness on the evening of November 1.  these have been appearing frequently over Przemysl
Orders were given for searchlights to be directed at it. and Yaroslav and Krakéw during December and Jan-
The craft did not land. No markings indicative of uary last.

nationality had been observed.” % * * * *

ST. PETERSBURG, RUSSIA. “Mystery aircraft. The WHAT WAS GOING ON! WHO CAUSED
War Ministry and the Ministry of the Interior have nTHESE OFFICIAL NOTIFICATIONS TO BE PUT
both been looking into the question of the increas- IN THE NEWSPAPERS? FOR THEY ALL RELATE
ingly frequent flights of mysterious aeroplanes over TO THE CLOSE OF THE YEAR 1912 AND THE
the South-West. From enquiries conducted by the avi- BEGINNING OF 1913, WHEN AVIATION WAS
ation societies and by the military authorities it has STILL IN A RUDIMENTARY STAGE OF DE-
been established that these flights were not made by VELOPMENT. EVEN THE MOST ADVANCED
Russian airmen. The two Ministries are now COUNTRIES ONLY POSSESSED A FEW DOZEN
gathering material for a circular which they will issue.  AEROPLANES OF VERY IMPERFECT CON-
instructing all rural police forces to oblige any airmen STRUCTION, CAPABLE OF FLYING ONLY
observed by them to land forthwith, failing which they SHORT DISTANCES, AND ONLY IN FINE
are to be fired upon.” WEATHER.

BUCHAREST. During the period from January 1, Even the very idea of any sort of strategic re-
1913 to July 1, 1913, the Rumanian Government connaissance from the air had not yet entered the
banned foreign aircraft from crossing the Rumanian mind of anyone, and at the very most the only use
frontier with a warning that any pilot violating the or- made of aeroplanes and airships for military purposes
der and failing to land instantly, when commanded by  would have been confined to the observation of troop
signal from the ground to do so, would be fired upon movements in the field or for bombing.

by the armed forces. So what, in those times, could have been causing



such intense unease in the capitals of Europe? An un-
ease that even threatened to lead to serious diplomatic
complications . . .
On November 22, 1912, the newspaper “Odesskie
Novosti” (Odessa News) carried the following:—
“Hitherto we have been familiar with demon-
strations at sea and demonstrations on land, but
now, for the first time, we are seeing German aerial
demonstrations over England. Last October, a Ger-
man airship of the “Zeppelin” type, obviously be-
longing to the German Air Force, suddenly ap-
peared over the English fortifications at Sheerness
on the Thames Estuary. It was travelling at a speed
of some 90 km. p.h. above the Estuary, and then
vanished in the direction of the English Channel.

The appearance of the airship produced under-
standable alarm in England and even caused a
question to be asked in Parliament by the M.P.
Joynson-Hicks.

So far, the Ministry has given no reply to the
question, but enquiries have established that many
people saw the mystery dirigible ... It goes without
saying that such a flight by a Zeppelin to England
and back demonstrates, first and foremost, the
magnificent condition of the German Air Force,
and proves that the German airships, in addition to
their official records, also hold certain other unof-
ficial records which are significantly higher. And
this is a fact that is well worth thinking about.”
Similar accusations against Germany in connection

with flights by unknown aircraft continued to be pub-

lished in the newspapers from time to time right up to

February 26, 1913, when the German Government

apparently decided to put an end, once and for all, to

“ridiculous rumours”, and published an official refuta-

tion. The report issued in Berlin ran as follows:—
“The German official authorities have to state, with
the highest responsibility and authority, that aerial
phenomena observed over Britain cannot possibly
be of German origin. The German Government, as
will be appreciated, is in fact anxious to disasso-
ciate itself from all these sorts of stories, and is
inclined to regard the matter as potentially
dangerous for Anglo-German relations.

The “Kdlnische Zeitung” of this evening states
that not a single German military or naval airship
has ever made a flight over England and that not a
single flight by a German airship could be the
cause for these rumours. This official refutation
must unquestionably be accepted as such.”

The writer of the article then goes on also to as-
sert that no secret flight from Germany to England
and back is possible. He says the locations of all the
German dirigibles are known; and that all their
movements are carried out in public; that every
flight is observed by thousands; that it would be
impossible for the German airships to pass un-
noticed over the densely populated areas of Bel-

gium and Holland; that furthermore in winter a
flight to England and back could not possibly be
completed between dawn and dusk; that a ship fit-
ted out for such a secret flight would not be able to
carry lights; and that, quite apart from all the diffi-
culties listed above, it would be impossible for Ger-
many to gain anything by such adventures, which
could only provide material for those ill-disposed
to her to use against her.”

And, indeed, as the press at the time pointed out:
“There are at present two obstacles that render such a
flight impossible: namely the small radius of action of the
airships and the danger involved.” The German Armed
Forces, at the beginning of 1913, possessed a total of
four rigid dirigibles of the “Zeppelin” type, and every
one of their flights was widely publicized in the press.
The speed of the best of these four airships did not ex-
ceed 75 km. p.h., and, on the average, they were in-
capable of remaining air-borne for more than twenty-
four hours without landing. That is to say: to fly to
England and back in one night (leaving out any
further travel over British territory) was totally unfea-
sible for those airships.

Consequently, taking into consideration the state of
aviation technology at the time, one must concur with
all the arguments adduced by the German newspaper.

It follows that we must also note that, in all prob-
ability, this refutation by the German Government
was found entirely satisfactory by the British. Follow-
ing upon its publication, the charges that Germany
was involved in the mystery flights completely disap-
peared from the British press. But the flights by the
“aerial phantoms” still continued, and the question of
their origins remained an open one.

Around the close of 1912 and the beginning of
1913 there had begun to be numerous reports from
the various parts of Europe — and moreover not only
from Europe — about the appearance of the mystery
flying objects, often observed by large groups of
eyewitnesses.

Thus, on the night of December 24, 1912, over the
village of Severzh in Warsaw Province, an aeroplane
of unknown origin, with two lights, suddenly
appeared and flew around overhead for a long time,
finally vanishing from sight in the direction of the
frontier.

On the evening of December 28, 1912, in the
neighbourhood of Kamenets-Podol’sk, two aeroplanes
with searchlights were seen.

And the New Year, 1913, brought a whole wave of
similar reports. One report, from Dover in England,
said:—

“Some sort of flying machine, supposedly an air-

ship, flew over the town before dawn on the morn-

ing of Saturday, January 4. The machine is said to
have carried a light and came in from over the sea
and heading towards the north-east. It was not
possible to discern the shape of the craft ... A very



strong wind from the west was blowing at the time.
Town Council employee John Hobbs said he saw
the craft at about five o’clock in the morning. His
attention was at first drawn by the sound of an en-
gine, and, glancing in the direction from which the
sound was coming, he saw a light travelling very
fast and coming from the direction of the sea. As
the machine passed over the town, the noise of its
engine was clearly audible. It was also heard by a
Mr Langley and by Police-Constable Percy.”

On January 18, a report from Kamenets-
Podol’sk said that “for the third day in succession a
shining spot of light had appeared over the town.
As people watched it, it appeared to be changing
shape. Then it gradually descended towards the
horizon in the direction of the Austrian frontier.”

“On January 28 a flying machine was seen over
Liverpool (England) and it was not possible to
identify it. A resident of the ? (“Klabmur”) area
said that between 7.20 and 7.30 p.m., he saw an un-
known flying object, travelling at some 25 m.p.h,
right overhead. It carried a blinding light. Five
other men who were in the house at the time also
saw it.”

“An aeroplane with two searchlights flew over
the town of Belostok in Russia during the night of
January 30. It ‘probed’ the town several times with
a searchlight, which remained concentrated for a
particularly long time upon the railway station.”

“On February 6 an aeroplane with several large
searchlights of different colours was seen over the
junction at Slobodka. After circling around a few
times, it flew away.”

“On the same day, another mystery aeroplane
landed near the village of Karpinena, in the Kishi-
nevsk district. As policemen watched, it took off
and flew away westwards.”

“On February 22, 1913, soon after the English
steamer ‘City of Leeds’ had left Grimsby bound for
Hamburg, the captain, Captain Landy, and the
Second Officer, Williams, saw what seemed to be
some kind of flying craft straight overhead, moving
towards the direction from which they had come.
The Moon was bright and they observed the
machine well for the space of two minutes.”

Between 8.20 and 8.30 p.m. on February 25,
1913, coastguards at Hornsea (Yorkshire) saw an
unknown flying machine with a bright light. Con-
siderable excitement was caused in Hull by the
arrival of a flying machine, taken to be the same
one that had been seen earlier at Hornsea. Groups
of residents of the centre of the town watched the
craft moving around for more than an hour, after
which it vanished towards the west. Its lights were
clearly visible, though at times they looked like
dim red spots.

Again there was a sighting over Liverpool of
what witnesses were inclined to believe was a dir-

igible. It was seen between 8.40 and 8.45 p.m., and
then disappeared in the direction of ? (SIFORT,
=? Seaforth?) Eyewitnesses said that they could
clearly hear the sound of its engine. When first
noticed, the craft was at a great height, and its
lights looked like a bright star. But the assumption
that it was a star was dispelled when, very soon af-
terwards, the shape of the machine could be dis-
cerned. It flew around over the district at high
speed, vanishing finally towards the northern
suburbs of the town.”

“On the evening of Feburary 28, 1913, an aero-
plane with three passengers appeared over Mar-
darovka in Russia. It remained overhead for twenty
minutes and then vanished.” In March 1913, dis-
cussing the continuing flights of mystery aircraft,
the Russian newspapers reported :—

“Once again, a whole series of telegrams from
various stations on the South-Western Railway re-
port the appearance of a mystery “acroplane”. This
time, the telegrams are so categorical and so con-
sistent that they have to be believed. Only this time
it is obvious that we are talking about an Austrian
dirigible, because searchlights cannot be fitted on
to an aeroplane, and all these telegrams, corrobo-
rating each other, report that “the aeroplane shone
searchlights on the station.”

“The telegrams were received from these
stations: Gayvoron; Henrichovka; Gaysin; Zhmer-
inka, plus also others. From Gaysin, N.C.O.
Ol’shanskiy telegraphs: ‘The aeroplane appeared
during the hours of the night. Starting from the
direction of Gayvoron to the south, it proceeded as
far as Gaysin and then turned back towards
Zhmerinka in the south-west. It lit up the whole
place. At the same time, far away, another aero-
plane also appeared, coming from the Austrian
frontier, in the north-west. When the second aero-
plane appeared, the first one moved off and disap-
peared. The second one returned suddenly and
flew about on its own, cautiously, and very high’.

“On March 8, 1913, two telegrams were received
from the South-Western Railway Administration:
The first said: ‘A large balloon flew very slowly,
and very low, over the station at Rakitino at 7.30
a.m.” The second telegram said: ‘An aeroplane flew
over the station at Belozer'ye at 9.00 am. and
landed. It remained there for five minutes, and
then flew away.’ Following upon the increased
number of these sightings of unknown machines in
the SW. Railway Region, the Railway authorities
have given orders for increased watchfulness. The
Police too have issued special orders.”

The foregoing is just a small portion of the reports
from that period so crammed with them. The main
thing that these reports tell us is that as a general rule
the mystery flying objects were seen during the hours
of darkness. This fact alone proves convincingly that



what we are dealing with here are not ordinary aero-
planes and dirigibles, inasmuch as in those times
night-flying was extremely rare, due to the imperfect
state of the technology.

It is a known fact that, during the period that we
are considering, aviation was in its so-called
‘instrument-less’ flying stage of development. Any
emergency flight at night or in difficult meteorological
conditions involved insuperable problems for the pi-
lots. In the absence of any clear reference-points on
the ground, and having no navigational instruments,
pilots are subject to illusions as to their position in
Space, what is up and down, and so on, all of which
often leads to accidents. This is why, even at the start
of World War II, not all pilots were allowed to make
long night-flights.

Moreover, a point deserving of our careful con-
sideration is the fact that this wave of reports of sight-
ings of ‘mystery aeroplanes’ occurred at precisely the
most unfavourable time of the year for flying —
namely the winter.

In the overwhelming majority of the cases we note
that ‘lights’, ‘searchlights’, etc., are mentioned — and
these were only occasionally present in those days on
only the biggest dirigibles.

It is characteristic that the duration of the sightings
shows a wide range of variation: from estimates of a
few minutes up to several hours. In some of the re-
ports the great altitude and unusually high speed of
flight are stressed. And we note that there were vari-
ous strange manoeuvres that the enigmatic machines
performed: sudden sharp turns; sharp upward or
downward ‘jumps’; periods of hanging stationary in
the air; brief landings on the ground (in the darkness,
and in winter to boot!)

Although at the beginning of 1913 the world
altitude record for aeroplanes was 5,610 metres, and
the speed record was 174 km.p.h., the majority of the
airoraft at that time, including those of the military
forces of the European States, were extremely
primitive.

The power of their engines was 50-70 l.c. and their
speed not more than 75 km.p.h., and their ‘ceiling’ was
1,200 metres. The best of the German dirigible air-
ships at that time had a ‘ceiling’ of 3,200 metres and a
top speed of 75 km.p.h.

Consequently, the entire complex of details, now
becoming preciser for us, shows that the characteristic
features of the mystery flying objects do not corre-
spond in any conceivable way with the level of techni-
cal development of flying at the start of this century,
and proves that the terms “aeroplane ” or “dirigible”
were being employed by the eyewitnesses only as an
analogy with what were our ‘new’, ‘fashionable’
methods of travel as existing at that time. In vain do
we seek, even in a single one of the newspaper ac-
counts, for such a statement as: “One evening he saw
an unknown machine in the field, with two people . . .

and when he approached it, he perceived that it was an
aeroplane”.

And to that we have to add that in 1913 in all
probability the majority of the eyewitnesses had
themselves never yet had an opportunity to see actual
aeroplanes and dirigibles in flight, these being quite
rare in those days, and only knew of their existence
from the newspapers or from hearsay.

On the basis of all of this, we can state with
absolute certitude that the objects which had startled
people with their flights through the skies in 1913
simply could never by any means have been dirigibles
or aeroplanes, but were something totally different.

There were, incidentally, people who said as much
even at that time, which sometimes led to extremely
sceptical and in point of fact false denials.

Thus, on March 5, 1913, the newspaper “Odesskie
Novosti” (“Odessa News”) published a notice under the
title “AERIAL PHANTOMS?”, in which it said:—

“Ever since dirigibles appeared in the world, the

English have started to suffer from a peculiar

persecution mania. Throughout the past five years

not a single month has passed without the victims
of this psychosis discovering some dirigible flying,
nobody knows why, over the industrial towns of
the United Kingdom. It goes without saying that,
every time, the mysterious flying machine turns
out to be a Zeppelin. Each time, the London press
sees a threat in these happenings, screams that it is
being attacked by the perfidious Teutons, and de-
mands that its government take decisive measures.

But, when the matter is investigated, the nefarious

“zeppelin” turns out to be either simply a mirage

resulting from a disordered imagination, or some

entertaining balloon such as the British sportsmen
release into the air after very festive occasions. And
so it is again now. A few days ago, somebody in

England saw, “with my own eyes” some monstrous

cloud flying over Dover during the night. Next day

somebody else saw it at Yarmouth, and on the day
after that it was seen again — at Cardiff. And, once
again, the whole of the press sounded the alarm.

Arrangements were made for investigations, the

eyewitnesses were questioned, and it turned out

that in actual fact nobody had seen any dirigible;
somebody had once merely seen some sort of light
in the sky. And, since nobody believes there can be
lights in the sky, then it is clear that it was a Ger-

man dirigible. What point there would be for a

dirigible to be flying through the skies at night,

naturally nobody thinks of that. But the objective
has been attained. The British Government, scared

by the phantoms in the sky, decided to introduce a

bill in the House of Commons for the development

of a new air force along the lines of the German
one. One may take it that now the nightly excur-
sions of the Zeppelins to England will cease.”

Alongside of such rash and superficial explanations,



however, attempts began to be made to clarify the ori-

gin of the mysterious aircraft more seriously and from

a scientific point of view. Let us look now at another

article, “The Mysterious Flying Machines”, published in

issue No. 136 of the newspaper “Kievskaya Zhizn’”

(“Kiev Life”), of March 12, 1913. There we read:—
“During recent days, and especially in the news-
papers of the south-western part of Russia, there
have been frequent reports of the appearance of
various flying machines of Austrian and German
origin.

In the March issue of the French journal
“L’Astronomie”, which we have just received, there
is a curious explanation for this phenomenon. Mr
Ivan Osemblovskiy of Belgorod, in the Province of
Kursk, had sent the journal a report with a com-
ment that the public are being led into error by the
appearance, in the West, of the bright planet
Venus, which many people take for a searchlight.
In support of the view that this surmise is well
founded, “L’Astronomie” goes on to say, for its part,
that in April 1905 ships were sent out from Cher-
bourg to search for a balloon carrying a search-
light. later, it was realized, it wasn’t a balloon
but ... the planet Venus.

And could not the recent report from the shores
of the Sea of Okhotsk about a mystery aircraft also
turn out to be the same thing — i.e.,, the manifes-
tation of ignorance about natural phenomena?

There is no need to be surprised about our ig-
norance. In almost every issue, the French journal
“L’Astronomie” reports on similar ignorance in
France and in other countries.

A report of the St. Petersburg Telegraphic
Agency from Berlin, dated February 26, 1913,
probably involves the same error. According to this
report, the “Kdlnische Zeitung” (Cologne) has pub-
lished a semi-official note refuting the English
newspapers’ reports of night-flights by German
dirigibles to Britain. From certain details in this
note one gets the feeling that the reports in the
English papers derive from this very same
phenomenon.”

In conclusion, the Director of the Observatory,
A.G. Skobson writes: “I can state that the planet re-
sponsible for this illusion is visible in the evenings
after sunset already from December onwards and
at the present time is attracting many people to the
observatory of Countess Panina, where one glance
through the tube suffices to permit one to grasp the
nature of that mysterious heavenly body and see
how much it has in common with the searchlight of
an airship”.

* * * ¥ ¥
Well, it would have all been very nice if everything
about the “aerial phantoms” of 1913 could indeed
have been explained away so easily and so simply. But
today the business is seen to be far more complex

than that, and one that yields to no simple and so very
light-weight an explanation.

For, fundamentally, the reports of late 1912/early
1913 were nothing unique, or devoid of previous or of
subsequent analogies. However strange it may sound,
those reports were essentially very ordinary.

In actual fact, although the objects have been com-
pared to all manner of things — that is to say, other
than “aeroplanes” and airships — throughout the
whole known history of mankind we encounter re-
ports similar to these. With no particular difficulty,
they are to be found in the works of the classical
writers of Antiquity, in old annals and chronicles, in
the accounts of navigators and travellers, and in books
and newspapers of the 16th to the 19th centuries. In
particular, in late 1896 and the early part of 1897, a
wave of reports of “mystery aircraft” swept across the
whole of North America, where millions of people saw
them. And after 1913 similar sightings also went on.
For example, in the years 1933-34, the appearance of
“mystery aeroplanes” produced an absolute panic
throughout the whole of Scandinavia. Just as in 1913,
the “aeroplanes” carried out their flights at the most
inclement time of the year — in winter. Violent snow-
storms, tempests, and dense fogs are frequently men-
tioned in many of the reports. But, despite that, the
enigmatic objects still carried on their manoeuvres
very near to the surface of the Earth or of the sea, circ-
ling around above villages, above ships, above railway
stations, illuminating them all with their powerful
“searchlights”. Sweden, Norway and Denmark repeat-
edly sent up fighter aircraft to try to intercept the
objects in the air, and the governments of these three
countries also carried out special investigations on a
wide scale, but all were unsuccessful. Numerous simi-
lar reports are also still occurring today.

All of which provides a sufficiently strong basis for
us to view the 1913 sightings reported above with en-
tire confidence, and to see them as neither journalistic
“scares” nor mass-hallucinations nor hysteria. All
those reports definitely reflect some objective reality
concealing a “something” that is still unknown to us.

... Concealing something that Science is going to
have to get acquainted with.

The sky phenomena of 1913, in their basic features,
correspond entirely with all the other sightings, made
earlier or later, and they must consequently all be
studied together as part of the whole complex of ques-
tions relating to anomalous phenomena in the atmos-
phere, the hydrosphere, and the Universe. Only in
that way will this interesting enigma finally arrive at
its due and proper settlement.

NOTE BY EDITOR, FSR

Curiously enough, I am able to supply an interest-
ing piece of personal comment on these matters. As a
child, I lived in East Anglia, that part of Britain which
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received the brunt of the German aerial attacks, and 1
actually watched the shooting down, by our airmen, of
two of their great Zeppelins — awesome scenes in-
deed. During World War I, and in the years following
it, I frequently heard the old people in the East
Anglian villages chatting together about the Zep-
pelins, and it was sometimes said: “Well, of course, you
know that they were over here often, BEFORE 1914

Needless to say, no German airship or aeroplane
was ever over Britain before 1914, and documents
published by both governments show conclusively
that such was the case.

But, as we all know now, there were highly interest-
ing reports of ‘airships’ over Britain long before the
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—another
old mystery
revived

The  contemporary
artist’s  impression of
what P.C. Kettle saw
in  the air  above
Peterborough.

outbreak of war in August 1914. For a good example,
just take a look at FSR Vol. 6, No. 4 (1960) and study
the account of the ‘airship’ that scared the stuffing out
of Police-Constable Kettle when, at 5.10 am. on
March 23, 1909, it flew low over the city of Peterbo-
rough (in East Anglia) and lit up the whole place with
its vivid searchlight. Another policeman, in an en-
tirely different part of Peterborough, also reported
that he saw it and, like P.C. Kettle, heard the sound of
its engine. The whole story will be found in the files of
the local newspaper, Peterborough Citizen & Advertiser,
of March 24 and March 27, 1909, from which this
contemporary artist’s impression is taken. G.C.



















































