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West Coast Sighting Creates
Controversy In Local Paper

A UFO sighting in June by two West
Coast airmen and the subsequent report
of the incident in a local newspaper has
drawn charges of “cover up” by one of
the paper’s readers.

Darrell Totten, of Highland, Calif., ina
letter to the San Bernardino Sun-
Telegram, claimed at least 30 individuals
witnessed the UFQO on the night in
question. His letter, reprinted below,
alleges to give many of the details the
newspaper failed to report.

Because so many OTHER people saw
this strange *thing” late Saturday night
and early Sunday June 18, this small
mention of it in The Sun puzzles me
greatly.

GEORGE AIRMEN SIGHT A
BRIGHT ORANGE OBJECT

GEORGE AFB — Two alrmen veri-
fied each other’s report yesterday of
secing a “bright orange object” abouf
1 a.m. that seemed t6 be 375 feet in
diameter as it sank behind a building
southwest of theit security-police beat
at this base:

The airmen, Gary Corley and Ran-
dolph Wogoman, said the UFO (un-
identified flying object) sighting ap-
parently went unnoticed by anyone
else. They reported it to the air police,
and to the Vietorville Sheriff’s Office
and Adelanto Police Department.

No evidence was found of the ob-
jeet having Ianded, it was reported by
the base information office.

Our party of three stopped at the
scene of a minor accident around 11:30
p.m., Sunday, to find approximately 30
other people far more interested in
watching this strange, circular, “whatever
ft-was”™ moving quickly about in the sky
above us, changing from bluish-white in
color, at higher altitude, then to a weird
orange-yellow as it came down into the
smog-filled lower atmosphere.

One man in this mixed group of
spectators told us that he had been told
several times, by Air Force personnel,
that the “thing” he had seen before was a
highly-secret “craft” and he should not
talk it over with others who have also

seen it. Three U.S. airmen, in uniform,
who claimed to be from an air base in
Nevada, {on official leave, we supposed)
said they would surely know about such
craft, even though they might be under
orders to remain silent ahaut it, but they
were as mystified as the rest of us.

The thing that sickens me about this
entire deal is the harm | saw in what it
had done to ane famify on the preceding
Saturday night. (The family of four
whose pickup camper and trailer had run
off of the dirt road where the 30 or more
of us were assembled.} | talked with the
two almost-hysterical girls, one 9, the
other 11, and learned that the “thing”
had hovered around their family’s rather
isolated campsite the night before for
more than three hours, hurting their ears
with its strange whirring sound each time
it ascended from “almost on top of us” as
“a hig round orange-colored thing” which
became, a second later, “just a big bright-
blue dot high in the sky.”

The still-frightened girls told me their
story between the several “dips’” this
“craft” made over us while several strong
men moved bBoulders and pushed the
camper and traifer out of the ditch. Each
time the “thing” seemed to mave in on
us, as though exploring the various auto-
mohile lights and flashlights trained on
the repair job, the two little girls would
cover their gars and throw themsalves at
their mother’s feet, sobbing, while ! tried
to assure both the mother and the girls
that there was bound to be a logical
explanation—somewhere, (I will admit
that at times, when [ also heard a faint
whirring sound when *“t” came in near
us, | teo, was shaken. | had afways —
until then—befieved “UFQ’s" to be in the
same classification as the ghosts of hauni-
ed houses.] At no time Sunday night or
Monday maorning however did this
“thing” produce any louder noise for us
than a vacuum cleaner might.

While talking with the father of the
two little girls, | learned that he had told
his family’s story to a deputy sheriff
Sunday afternoon, onfy to be told that he
and the rest of his family were imagining
things. The deputy had also given him
arroneous directions for getting back to

{See TOTTEN LETTER, page 3/

Strange Depressions
Discovered In lowa;
Lightning Ruled Out

Speculation continues to grow in lowa
regarding the discovery and origin of
strange depressions and “silver-like dust”
on four widely scattered farms early last
month.

The depressions, found on farms in
{aurens, Goldfield, Story City and Boon,
fowa, measured approximately one to
four feet square and several inches deep.
A “sitver-like dust” was discovered inside
each depression.

In at least one case, the dust was
found scattered on nearby soybean plants
as well.

Samples of both the soil and the
“silver dust” were forwarded to a facility
in Ames, lowa, called the Bio-Assay
Laboratory. Inguiry by NICAP disclosed
that the facility is actually a small lab in
the home of Dr. Robert Baughinan, a
criminologist who told newsmen he be-
lieved the dust may have been caused by
lightning striking the soil. Although
Baughman admitied he had made no
chemical analysis of the samples, he said
the soil gave the appearance of lightning
effects.

At least three of the farmers have
admitted there was a great deal of light-
ning and thunder during the period in
which the degpressions were believed to
have been made, but deny that fightning
could have caused what they found.

“ jghtning would have burned the
soybeans,” remarked one farmer, "but
the soybeans waere just wilted and are
growing again, They couldn’t grow after
being struck by lightning.”

Also denying the lightning hypothesis
is the Aerial Phenomenon Research
Organization {APRO), which, following
its own analysis of the soil and dust, has
challenged the findings of the Ames
Laboratory.

APRO insists their tests show no fused
particles in the samples they received and,
thay note, fusing is apparent in soil struck
by lightning.

A Des Maines citizen and avid UFO
researcher told newspaper reporters that
the depressions were caused by a "non-
conventional aircraft that landed and
tried to take off.

(See VOWA MYSTERY, page 4)




Oregon Photo
Still In Doubt

Additional investigation has confirmed
NICAP’s original findings concerning the
probable explanation of a photograph
taken in Oregon in 1986 of an unidenti-
fied object (UFO Investigator, November
1971}. ‘

The investigation was made in
response 1o letters from NICAP members
questioning MICAP's analysis of the
picture. Some members hypothesized tha
object could have affected the film in
such a way as to produce a misleading
image, possibly through some form of
"radiation.”

To answer these questions and make a
further check of the original evaluation,
NICAP devised an expariment to simulate
what the photographer said had occurred
when he took the picture, The purpose of
the experiment was to determine whether
the simulated images would compare
favorably with the actual imagery, or
whether significant differences would
occur. NICAP consuliants felt that, re-
gardless of what assumptions were made
about the object itself, certain conditions
should obtain for the photograph, in-
dependent of other considerations.

The witness reparted that at the time
the photograph was taken, he briefly
giimpsed a black saucer-shaped object
with a bright yellow top. Because the
object moved very quickly, he said he did
not have time to take a second plcture or
call to his wife, who was seated in their
car nearby. However, he stated that the
object was definitely the familiar disc
shape often reported for UFQs, with “a
domelike structure in the middie.”

Modetl and apparatus used for simulation
tests were made from pie pans and metal
rod in wood base. Mode! was painted
vellow on top and black on bottom to
match witness description of UFO,

UFO INVESTIGATOR / AUGUST 1972

h different image lright) than that of strange

object alleged to have been triple exposed in split second. NICAP consultants helieve
object had three sactions and was photograpfied in fixed position.

When he received the picture from the
store and saw for the first time the triple
image, the man reported he could not
account for why there would be three
images instead of one, uniess possibly the
object stopped three times while the
camera [ens was open. He conceded that
this would require the object to move
exceedingly fast, since the shutter speed
was 1/100 of a second. It would also
require a remarkable ability to stop and
start with absolute precision.

To simulate such a series of actions,
NICAP made a model of the UFQ from
two aluminum pie pans that had been
painted to match the photographer’s
description of the ohject. The pans were
attached together rim to rim and mount-
ed on a vertical rod through holes in the
center of each pan. With the rod inserted
in a wooden hase, the medel could be
moved up and down with very litile
force, and would remain in a stationary
position as soon as the force was re-
moved.

To conduct the simulation, it was
impossible to move and stop the model in
the tiny fraction of a second claimed by
the photographer, instead, a slow test
film was used of the type used for the
original picture, and exposure time was
extended to approximately three seconds
to allow the model to be raised and
stopped for each exposure.

The test was run 36 times in natural
outdoar light under the same weather
conditions reported by the witness.
Sometimes the model was moved more
than twice; sometimes it was moved
slowly; sometimes it was moved unequal
distances between stops, Caution was
taken to insure that no extraneous
motion or vibration was introduced into
the sequence and the model did not slip
backward (i.e. down} during intervals
between moves.

‘The results of the tests were highly
consistent, with all exposures showing
essentially the same imagery, As can be
segn in the frame reproduced here, three
distinct overfapping images were abtain-
ed, closely conforming to the “‘stacked”
effact in the original photograph, Also,

the background in the test shots showed
approximately the same dedree of relative
darkness as the UFQ picture,

In examining the test exposures,
MICAP's chief photographic consultant,
W. F. Mcintyre, noted two critical dif-
farences between the simulated images
and the original. First, the brightly colar-
ed upper half of the model is super-
imposed over the relatively weak image of
the lower half. This effect, explained in
NICAP's initial article on the case, is due
fo the basic nature of the photographic
process. Because photographic film reacts
to light, the amount of light reaching the
film determines how dark or light the

resufting image will be. For this reason, /"
the bottom of the UFO could not pro-%._.

duce a stronger image than the top, for
the top was reflecting substantially more
light.

in the original, picture, this does not
hold true. In fact, the opposite effect is
achievad: strong black images of the
bottom and very weak images of the top
(except of course in the third position).
The only way this could be possible is for
the object to be a solid three-part
structure, photographed in a stationary
position. 1f this is the case, the witness's
story cannot be valid.

The same conclusion is indicated by a
second factor: the failure of the UFO
image to exhibit the transparency of the
test images. 1T the UFO were a single
object deployed in three different posi-
tions, the trees in the backyround would
photograph through the UFO, since they
would remain in a fixed location for the
entire exposure, acting on the film longer
than the UFO could do in any of its three
positions, This is evident in the test
pictures, which clearly show the back-
ground through the images of the model.
Since the original photograph daoes not
show the trees through the UFO, the only
conelusion possible is that a solid object
with three sections was photographed,
not the saucer-shaped object reported by
the photographer.

To the argument that the UFQ "“alter-
ed" the image in some peculiar way (such

(See OREGQON PHOTO, page 4/
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Totten Letter

{Continued from page 1}

Barstow, but this may have been merely a
usual error in communicating, plus the
excited state of mind of the girls” father
at the time he talked with the deputy,
who also advised this man to forget his
UFO.

Because | believed, at that time, that
we would be hearing and reading about
this "thing” upon our return to the
civifized part of the world, { did not
obtain the name and hame address of the
family of four, who believed themselves
to be the target of this “thing.”" After
they left us, in their slightly-crippled
camper and trafler, 1 next tatked with a
lady from Inglewoaod, giving her my card
and obtaining her husband'’s card in ex-
change. (it seems that our party and hers
were the only ones who obtained pictures
of the “thing,” although | do not know
vet whether any of us obtained what we
hoped and tried for; none of us had
Polaroid cameras with us.)

Before our party arrived on the scene,
the party from Inglewood told us, the
thing had “swooped in” over the dirt
road ahead of the pickup and trailer,
causing the nine-year-old girl to grab her
father and cause him to drive off the

- road. They had doubted this family’s

story—until the “thing” returned with
another rather loud “swoop” over them.
The Inglaweod lady (whom I promised to
contact Friday, if we do not obtain
logical explanations before then) told me
that she had obtained a story similar to
mine from the two little girls and their
mother, while her husband and his
brother were trying to get the camper
truck and trailer back on the roadway, |
also learned, from this intelligent career
worman, that the younger of the two girls
had been quite iff, physically, since the
first appearance of this “'thing” over their
campsite Saturday, although she had
heretofore always been a heafthy child.

What is the real story behind all this?

More than a dozen of us steod around
asking ourselves this question early Mon-
day morning, long after this “thing”
finally returned to its hiding place south-
west of us. Some claimed to have seen
“it” befora, but were still reluctant to
talk about it. When “it” had apparently
retired for the night, one by one, the
other cars and campers left, and so did
we,

If you people know the whole story
on this “weird thing,” why do you tease
your readers with small, meaningless
stories Itke this? [s your short piece this

‘morning part of some Nixon-dictated
strategy to “ctover up” some unofficial
Jjoy-riding of Air Force pilots? Why must
we taxpayers help some inconsiderate

{See TOTTEN LETTER, page 4)
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UFO Shot at in South Africa:
Police Order News Blackout

Citizens of Fort Beauforf, South
Africa, are getting jittery about flying
saucers!

At least that is the conclusion
evidenced by recent newspaper clippings
detailing a variety of strange UFO sight-
ings and incidents which apparently oc-
curred in fate June and early July.

Although many of the reporis are
fragmentary, it appears that on at least
one occasion in fate June, a farmer from
Fort Beaufort and |ocal police opened
fire with rifles on a UFO with lights.

Attempts by local newspapers to cover
the alleged shooting were subsequently
hampered by a police clamp-down on
information regarding the incident., Ac-
cording to one news account, "Police . ..
instructed Mr. and Mrs. Bennie Smit,
owners of Braeside farm at Fort Beaufort

. nat to give any more information

Despite the clamp-down, one news-
paper reported that Mr. Smit claims a
UFO he obseived sometime after the
“shiooting'” destroyed a large, brick re-
servoir located on his property, Smit said
he observed the UFO on July 8, shortly
before two explosions rocked his farm.
Investigating, he reportedly found large
chunks of masonry scattered about the
reservoit site and the structure itself
totally destroyed.

According to the clippings received by
NICAP, there appears to have been a rash
of sightings near Fort Beaufort and Port
Elizabeth shortly after this incident.

Many of the sightings reported are
apparently the result of an over imagina-
tive public reacting to the stories of the
"shooting.”

Other sightings, however, appear to
have accurred near the farm on previous
occasions and have become the subject of
much local interest.

about the UFO or allow anyone on the
Preliminary information on new reports.

farm’fl‘
S l G HTl NG Details and evafuations will be published
ADV'SURY when available,

July 29, 1972 — Shawano, Wisconsin. Police officers in both Shawano and Waupaca
Counties reported observing a bright orange object that followed a zig-zag path across
the sky during the early morning hours. Cne officer told reporters it was the second
time he had seen such an object in the last two months. Numerous local residents also
reported sighting the UFQ.

June 11, 1972 — Torento, Canada. A man reports he watched a bright object hang in
the sky over northwest Toronto for about three minutes. It produced a *'steady light”
then dimmed, made a sharp turn and disappeared. A local observatory official said he
thought the UFO was probably Venus. The witness, however, remained unconvinced,
noting that Venus was not likely to hang over the city with a bank of clouds behind it.

June 4, 1973 — Wallingford, Conn. Three couples returning from a late evening dinner
report they observed a “pear-shaped” UFQ with a “concave disc on the top and a red
light on the bottom™ for more than 15 minutes over Wallingford. Al six individuals
agreed that it was not a plane o a balloon. Local officials tended fo discount the
couples’ story,

May 16, 1972 — Atlanta, Ga. A witness claims he was driving In the vicinity of Atlanta
when a bright “flare” caught his eye. As he observed it more closely, he said the
“flare” appeared as four “bright metallic balls . . . moving as a unit without any fire or
vapor trails.” According to the witness, the objects appeared to be about one-quarter
to one-third the diameter of the moon as they traveled across the evening sky.

April — Enterprise, Oragon. A number of residents of Wallowa Valley have reported a
series of strange lights during an unspecified two-week period in April. One report
involves a man and his daughter who said they observed what they thought at first was
a meterorite falling into Bear Creek Canyon. The “meteorite” suddenly stoppad short
of hitting the hill and began to float in one place and then slowly move about the
canyon before speeding away. Other local residents have also reported “'strange” bright
lights that appear to hover or float around mountain peaks surrounding the valley.

April 14, 1972 — Orland, Caiif. A man and his five-year-old son were feeding stock on
a local ranch when their attention was drawn to a "'bright round light in the sky to the
west.” According To the witnesses, the obiect was “bright white in color, completely
round” and appearad to be about the size of a silver doilar held at arm's length. The
UFO, observed for approximately 2% minutes, emitted a “high-pitched hum’’ as it
approached their position. {See the May 1972 (FQ fnvestigator for additional
sightings in the Orland area.)
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KEYHOE BOOK NEARING COMPLETION
Major Donald Keyhoe reports that his fifth
book on UFOs is in the final stages of prepara-
tion. The Major says he is working on the last
two chapters and expects 1o go to New York in
the near future to talk with the publisher about
production details. Although no release date
has been set for the book, present hopes are to
publish it by the end of the year. Thus far, the
book is untitied, '

WE'RE MOVING

MNICAP has decided to join the many
other associations who have recently re-
located in the suburbs of Washington,
As of August 15, 1972, our new address
will be: 3535 University Boufevard West,
Kensington, Maryland 20785. Our new
telephone number, effectivé the same
date, will be: 301-949-1267. Kensington
is located a few miles north of Washing-
ton, near the Capital Beltway.

Oregon Photo

{Continued from page 2}

as radiation}, Mclntyre poinis out that no
evidence of alteration can be found any-
where in the picture. Evarything in the
picture photographed normally, including
the trees immediately behind and beneath
the object. Mareover, the shadows on the
object are consistent with the shadows on
the trees, indicating identical lighting con-
ditions.

A fina! point against the claims made
for the picture is the discrepancy between
the widths of the ihree sections of the
UFO. The bottom two sections are clear-
ly smaller in width than the top section.
This would not be so if the picture
showed three images of the same object.
Also, the distance between each section is
the same, suggesting one object rather
than thres.

On the basis of these findings, NICAP
feels the picture does not corroborate the
photographer's report of an extraordinary
flying device. Since, by his own admis-
sion, the man did not tell his wife he had
observed anything when he returned to
the car after snapping the picture, and
since he did not report the sighting until
several months after he had seen the
developed print, it would appear that he
chose to represent the object as a UFO
only after examining the photograph and
reflecting on its unusual appearance. This
is different than deliberately seeking to
contrive 2 UFQ picture, which seems
unlikely in this case.

If we could make a per-
sonal phone call to each
NICAP member, there
are four things we
would say:

{1} Renew promptly as soon as you re-
ceive your first notice,

{2) If you receive a notice after ranow-
ing, ignore it.

{3) Tell us when you change addresses.
{4) Do not send cash.

All of these things help us save time and
money, which means more of both to
devote to UFO research.

£.5, We would also say: Thank you for
your support.

Totten Letter

{Continued from page 3/
idiots frighten two innocent young girls
out of their right minds? :
DARRELL TOTTEN
Highland
Totten, despite his charges of “cover
up’ and his criticism of the press in their
reporting of the evént, has refused to
cooperate with NICAP and other research
groups in an investigation of the case.
He has refused to release the names of
other witnesses, claiming they are under
“strict orders not to speak about it.”

Asked to name the sourge of the orders,,

Totten mentioned a UFO group located
on the West Coast. When the group was
contacted, however, they denied issuing
of implying any such orders, and in fact
expressed confusion over Fotten's state-
ments.

lowa Mystery

{Continued from page 1)

“But no one should be alarmed by
this,” he added, "It's been going on for
years. But this time thére is evidence that
a craft landed and we have evidence {the
silver-like dust) that is going to tell us just
what it was. 1t's a one-in-a-million find."”

NICAP has received no samples for
analysis nor conducted a formal investiga-
tion of the reported finds, However, due
to the small size of the depressions and
the failure of any of the farmers to report
a UFQ sighting, there is presently no basis
on which to conciude that unknown
airborng objects produced the reported
effects.

Pending additional information on the
chemical content of the soil samples,
NICAP will defer making an evaluation of
the reporis until all possible explanations
have been considered.
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FEEDBACK/ Readers write

Dear Editor,

In the May 1972 UFOQ [nvestigator js an
article titled “Subcommittes Invastigates ‘Oc-
cupant’ Case.” | noticed two or three very
significant aspects of this sighting. First let me
state that ! believe the boy to have seen this
occupant. Unfortunately, he was rather vague
in his description: “He had long arms and
everything.” Just what this means exactly, |
don’t know., Was the man tall, short, encased
in a space suit? The item does not elaborate.

But what appeared very interesting is his
staterment, “the alleged creature turned around,
and in a stiff, bouncing fashion returned to his
eraft.”* Our own astronauts on the moon moved
in a very similar fashion. Could it be that this
entity came from another planet with a much
higher gravity than we have on Earth?

Another interesting statement was this:
“put his hands up and started coming at me.”
On page 2, same issue, | read about “‘the in-
tellects vast, cool and unsympathetic.” | have
suspected this for a long time.

Very few of these humanoids appear to act
other than in this manner, They are un.
reasoning (according to our standards). We are
just subjects, not persans who would make a
single, friendly gesture to a similar creature.

They just don’t want our friendship. It just
jsn't instilied in their makeup. You can't
change what vast periods of time have created.
Do we know that they are created of flesh and
blood such as ours? | daubt it,

Maybe other readers have similar views. Cur
astronauts collected stones from the moon to
make many determinatians, Some (reported
occupants) are doing the same thing here. Many
observations (of occupantsl have emphasized
their collecting rocks, plants, etc.

Sincerely,
H.F. Jonsherg
Newtan Center, Vass,

Dear Editor,

“The bLessans of Scargo Lake™ (March 72
issue] was most interesting, but | am puzzled
as to why it campletely ignored the contending
theary that UFOs are as much at home in water
as in air. One might suppose all *'sptashdowns”
are just **headed for the barn" {(the Continental
Shelf, per Sanderson of SITU}, Personally, { am
as ready to suppose a UFO can become a uga
{Unidentifled Burrowing Object) any time it
likes, but the transition is easier via water. No;
| don't think anyone will ever find anything
at Scargo.

Sincerely,
Walt Simms
Hollywood, Fla.
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