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Sender: gceameron@cc.UManitoba.CA

Message-ID: <328ABA61.5576@cc.umanitoba.ca>

Date: Thu, 14 Nov 1996 00:21:21 -0600
From: Grant Robert Cameron <gcameron@cc.UManitoba.CA>

Organization: University of Manitoba
X-Mailer: Mozilla 3.0 (X11; I; SunOS 5.4 sun4m)

MIME-Version: 1.0

To: gcameron@cc.UManitoba.CA

Subject: Cosmos 954 crash

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------ 4BOA2AEBBFCO"
Status: O

X-Status:

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

-------------- 4BOA2AEB6FCO

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

http://www.ssimicro.com/~ufoinfo/satellite.html

saliasinesiaashasiesiestebastetententeen 4BOA2ZAEB6FCO
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; name="satellite.html”

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline; filename="satellite.html"

Nuclear Satellite Crashes in Our Backyard

I’ve managed to amass quite a bit of info on the Russian Cosmos 954

satellite than crashed in the NWT in the late 70’s, thanks to the wonders of
the Internet. However, I’m always searching for more info, so if you know

any information about this event, please write and share it with me.

Meanwhile, here is what I’ve put together: (info taken from various web
sites and magazines)

Cosmos 954 was a Soviet Radar Ocean Reconnaissance Satellite (RORSAT) which

was powered by a nuclear reactor. Previous Soviet missions using such

technology would split the reactor from the parent body of the spacecraft

and boost the radioactive material into a higher orbit where the reactor

would remain for 300-1000 years once the short lifetime of the satellite was

over, which was well beyond the life of the radioactive material. Cosmos 954

had a special problem; it went out of control and the technicians were

unable to separate the reactor from the spacecraft’s parent body.

that one of their satellites was going to

crash and it was monitored on radar by NORAD. On January24, 1978, Cosmos

954 deorbited and came crashing into the Great Slave Lake area of the

Northwest Territories, disintegrated during reentry into a shower of)
A

radioactive portion of the craft fell near a trapper’s camp. Upon finding
this, the trapper looked at the unusual phenomenon and then left it alone. A
massive search was begun to locate the debris - made up of over

from both the Catesiak Ais Force and the US military - which
October. Around “key” areas of the crash, tight security was present and no
civilians were permitted to view the scene(s). The trapper and his

radioactive find were both located and taken back to Yellowknife, where the
trapper was found to be in good health and the reactor pieces were

impounded. Some of the debris wus flown Lo Munilobu Lor Lesting.



After the cloanup, the

Séviets. The Soviets paid less than half of this amount and agreed not to

take back the spacecraft. The Canadians were happy with the amount they

received and were happier still that the Soviets had acknowledged the
Spacecraft’s existence.

Of the thousands of radioactive fragments that reached the earth’s surface,
some were potentially lethal (i.e., the gamma ray radiation, near contact,
was as high as 500 R/h). However, less than 1% ofradioactivematerial was

recovered. Think about that - 99% of the radioactive parts of this satellite
are now floating around in Great Slave Lake. Better look for trouts with
three eyes when you’re out fishing...

As well, I received the following information from a colleague on the

Internet. Here’s the intro of the summary from a Cosmos 954 book - Cosmos

954: The Occurrence and Nature of Recovered Debris by W.K. Gummer, F.R.

Campbell, G.B. Knight and J.L. Richard AECB INFO-0006 May, 1980

Summary

The Russian nuclear-powered satellite, COSMOS 954, re-entered the earth’s

atmosphere early on 24 January, 1978, watched first by the tracking

instruments of NORAD and then by the startled eyes of a few residents of the

NWT. Concern about radioactive debris,, whose presence was quickly verified
on the frozen surfaces of lakes and land, led to a massive airborne and

ground search and recovery program that lasted from re-entry date to the

middle of October, 1978, interrupted only by the spring break-up period. The
search area extended from Great Slave Lake north-eastward towards Baker

Lake.

out 1a al were found, although it is probable that the

serait te weiuhed Sevecal Cone. All fragments but one - itself weighing over
18 kg - were radioactive; many showed clear evidence of melting and
explosion.

As a follow-up to the above, I received this e-mail from the Yukon:

I can’t help out much but I did play a small part following the crash
of 354. At the time I worked with the federal department of Fisheries
and Oceans. Because of the perceived risk of widespread radiation
contamination across the north, we were asked to collect several

hundred fish samples in the area of the East Arm of Great Slave Lake.
The samples were to be screened for radioactive contamination. To ny

knowledge nothing was ever detected and that pretty much ended my small
role in the crash of 954 and it’s aftermath. I do remember each

community in the western arctic (of Canada) were screen as well by

teams of technicians who had to walk tight grids through the towns with

radiation detectors looking for radioactive particles or debris.

Well, I am a conspiracy buff, and I’m sure there could be more to this than
we were told. I plan on looking everywhere I can for information, and I’ve
been told that:

* Indian and Northern Affairs may have old picture in their files, perhaps
the RCMP as well.

* there was a big front page picture running on the Globe and Mail at the
time

* the Yellowknifer or news/north undoubtedly ran stories on this

Any assistance in finding out more information on this would be greatly
appreciated!

ease 4BOA2AEBBFCO--
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Organization: University of Manitoba
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To: gcameron@cc.UManitoba.CA

Subject: Rogue Chinese satellite hurtles to earth

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------ 7FFB61154773"

Status: 0

X-Status:

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

-------------- 7FFB61154773

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit
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Copyright c 1996 Nando.net

Copyright c 1996 Reuter Information Service

LONDON (Mar 8, 1996 9:15 p.m. EST) - A rogue Chinese satellite is hurtling

out of control towards the earth and tracking stations warned on Friday it

could crash anywhere early next week.

The spy satellite is travelling at the speed of a bullet. It contains no

nuclear materials but is the size of a small car and would have the impact

of a small bomb if it crashed into a city.

As it spirals down to earth in ever lower orbits, the satellite is being

tracked by the U.S. Space Command,the ‘European Space Agency and (Britain’s

It is expected to crash at 0400 GMT on Tuesday but officials said that

estimate could change at any time. They will only have two hours warning of

its final destination.

"It comes over Britain about four times a day for five minutes at a time.
Its final orbit is when we can finally pinpoint it," a British Defence
Research Agency official said.



He said it is now travelling at 18,000 miles (28,970 km) an hour and will

hit the ground at 400mphy (644 kph). “It will be intact as it is designed to
Survive re-entry," he said.

The chances of its emergency parachutes working are considered slim.

Precision calculations on its exact impact point are impossible due to

variable atmospheric conditions. 2

British Home Office (interior ministry) officials have put local authorities

on alert to activate emergency measures in case of a full-scale disaster.

Insurers reassured householders that they will be covered if it crashes

through their roof.

“It is a hard one to deal with. We have had panic-stricken calls and people

who want to treat it flippantly. It is a remote, negligible possibility but

it is a possibility," an official said.

Tracking station officials said its chances of hitting Britain were about

500-1 and one bookmaker said: "It is the same odds as the Loch Ness monster

being found."

The 4,500 pound (2,041 kilogram) FSW1 satellite failed 10 days after it was

launched on October 8, 1993 as part of a Chinese military reconnaissance

programme, aviation experts said.

The industry journal Aviation Week said the spacecraft malfunctioned when

commanded to head for a landing site in the Chinese province of Sichuan,

going into an uncontrollable oblong orbit that has dipped to an altitude of

100 miles (160 km).

Space junk is an increasing danger for spacecraft.

The U.S. space agency NASA estimates there are at least 7,000 “substantial”

objects suc as satellites in low earth orbits. But almost all are either in

stable orbits or d gn ec 20ur rat by

There were two reported accidental crashes onto land by unmanned spacecraft

in the 1970s. The U.S. Skylab space station came down in remote western

Australia and a Russian nuclear-powered spacecraft hit Canada.

{ GLOBAL ; STATESIDE ; SPORTS ; POLITICS ; VOICES ; BUSINESS {| INFOTECH }

HEALTH & SCIENCE | ENTERTAINMENT ; MAIN J

Copyright c 1996 Nando.net

Do you have some feedback for the Nando Times staff?

mes arent w weer 7FFB61154773--



Date: Mon, 25 Nov 1996 00:30:04 -0600
From: Grant Robert Cameron <gcameron@oc.UManitoba.CA>

To: gcameron@cc.UManitoba.CA
Subject: The Cosmos series satellites

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

-------------- 664267FE7A39

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

http://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/heasarc/missions/cosmos.html

-------------- 664267FE7A39

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; name="cosmos.html”

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline; filename="cosmos.html”

[Image]

The Cosmos series

COSMOS 60

Cosmos 60 was launched by the USSR on 12 March 1965. It was in an orbit with

apogee 287 km, perigee 201 km, inclination 64.8 degrees. The orbital period

was 89 minutes. The satellite reentered the Earth’s atmosphere on 17 March

1965.

Instrumentation

——*

osmos 60_-carried a 16-channel Nal(Tl) scintillator 40 x 40 mm in size. It

Was Surro ed in a charged particle rejection scintillator. The spacecraft

weighed (1600_kg and the detector was located inside the vehicle. The

detector was sensitive to 0.5-2.0 MeV photons.

Cosmos 60 measured the gamma-ray background flux density to be 1.7e4

quanta/sq-m/s. As was seen by Ranger 3 and Lunas 10 & 12, the spectrum fell

sharply up to 1.5 MeV and was flat for higher energies. Several peaks were

observed in the spectra which were attributed to the inelastic interaction
of cosmic protons with the materials in the satellite body.

COSMOS 135 and 163

Cosmos 135 was launched 12 December 1966 into an orbit with 660 km apogee,

250 km perigee, and 49 degree inclination. Cosmos 163 was put into an almost
identical orbit on 5 June 1967.

Instrumentation

Identical instruments were carried on both these missions. They consisted of
a scintillation gamma-ray spectrometer with a 64 channel pulse height
scintillator. The detector was a 40 x 40 sq-mm Nal(Tl) crystal surrounded on
all sides by a 5 mm thick plastic scintillator for charged particle
rejection. The crystal was viewed by a single photomultiplier tube. The

equipment aboard Cosmos 135 covered the energy range 0.4-2.5 MeV, while

Cosmos 163 covered 0.3-3.7 MeV. The gamma-ray detector on Cosmos 135 was

located 0.5 m from the main spacecraft body, while it was 3 m away from

Cosmos 163. Spectra were obtained once every 10 minutes, with a single

spectrum being accumulated for 2 minutes.

a — — . _
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intensity. The values found were significantly different than those measured

by its contemporaries, such as ERS-18.

COSMOS 428

Cosmos 428 was launched by the USSR on 24 June 1971 and recovered 6 July
1971. The orbit was apogee/perigee/inclination 208 km, 271 km, and 51.8
degrees, respectively. It was a military satellite on which X-ray astronomy

experiments had been added. There was a scintillation spectrometer sensitive
to X-rays >30 keV, with a 2 deg x 17 deg field of view. In addition, there
was an X-ray telescope which operated in the range 2-30 keV. Though its
mission was brief, it detected several X-ray sources which were correlated
to already identified Uhuru point sources.

COSMOS 461

Cosmos 461 was put into a 500 km circular orbit on 2 December 1971. There
was an omni-directional gamma-ray scintillator with a 70 x 70 mm NalI(Tl)
crystal and an anti-coincidence plastic shield. The multi channel pulse

height analyzer accumulated spectra once every 6 minutes for 2 minutes. It
was sensitive over the range 28 keV-4.1 MeV. It was known to have seen at

least 1 gamma-ray burst observed by the Vela satellites. Also, it measured

the diffuse gamma-ray background. The data led to 2 conclusions: the photon
spectrum in the soft region was considerably steeper than was seen by Ranger

3 and above 400 keV the power law for the energy dependence breaks down.

COSMOS 208,264,561,731

These Soviet satellites were all reported to have carried X-ray and/or

gamma-ray experiments. The purposes of the missions, however, were

unannounced, and believed to be military reconnaissance. The science

instruments were carried inside special containers known as Nauka modules.

Cosmos 208 21 March-2 April 1968 apogee/perigee/inclination:207;305;65.0

Cosmos 264 23 January-5 February 1969 apogee/perigee/inclination: 209;297;69.9

Cosmos 561 25 May-6 June 1973 apogee/perigee/inclination:215;317;65.4

Cosmos 731 21 May-2 June 1975 apogee/perigee/inclination:207;313;65.0

COSMOS 215

Cosmos 215 was launched 19 April 1968. It contained a set of 8 instruments
for visible observations, 1 UV and 1 X-ray experiment. It was in a 261 x 426
km orbit, at an inclination of 48.5 degrees. The orbital period was ~ 91
minutes. It was intended primarily to perform solar studies, but did detect
some non-solar X-ray events. It reentered the atmosphere on 30 June 1968.

COSMOS 262

Cosmos 262 was launched 26 December 1968. It was put into a 259 x 798 km, 48

degree orbit. It was primarily a military mission, but is known to have
carried a scientific X-ray monitor. Cosmos 262 reentered the atmosphere on

16 July 1969.

COSMOS 856

Primarily a military mission, Cosmos 856 was launched on 22 September 1976.

It also carried 99-2M gamma-ray spectrometers sensitive to 100-4000 MeV. It

performed a survey of the diffuse gamma-ray sky. The satellite was recovered

on 5 October 1976.

COSMOS 914

With instrumentation similar to that of Cosmos 858, Cosmos 914 was launched

on 31 May 1977. It was in an orbit with apogee 210 km, perigee 327 km, at an
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reconnaissance satellite, it was recovered on 13 June 1977.

COSMOS 1106

Launched on 12 June 1979, Cosmos 1106 was put into a 222 x 264 km orbit at
an inclination of 81.4 degrees. Intended to perform an Earth-ice study, it
also carried a gamma-ray crystal scintillation spectrometer for celestial
studies.

References

Chupp 1976, Gamma-Ray Astronomy, p. 198.
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Walker _Kecksburg

Dr. Eric Walker - Kecksburg Pa. Interview

During the investigation of the involvement of Dr. Eric Walker into the

area of crashed flying saucers, we realized that Dr. Walker lived only

100 miles from the site of the Kecksburg, Penn Crash in Dec,1965.

Dr. Walker at the time was then President of Penn. State University. Mr.

Stan Gordon was contacted, the chief investigator into the Kecksburg

crash. He confirmed that there was a report of someone fitting Dr.

Walker's description at the crash scene.

After some discussion, it was decided that Dr. Armen Victorian would do

the interview related to the Kecksburg crash with Dr Walker.

The interview was done by phone 6;15 P.M. May 30,1991

AV -Armen Victorian

EW -Eric Walker

AV: Hello?

EW: Hello. Yes.

AV: Dr. Walker?

EW: Yes.

AV: This is Dr. Victorian from England.

EW: Yes. How are you?

AV: Thanks Doctor. I am fine. How are you?

EW: Pretty good.

AV: Doctor. I guess last time I caught you in a bad moment.

EW: I guess you did.

AV: How about this time? Are you doing anything that I might have

interrupted?

EW: No. It is OK.

AV: Doctor. I want to ask you about something that might not have

anything to do with UFOs. Would you mind asking you? ( there was a long

silence and then he answered )

EW: What is that?

AV: Doctor. It is about an incident which happened in the mid 60s, on

December 9,1965, in Kecksburg. It was, one could say almost in your back

garden. Could you tell me anything about it?

EW: What about it?

AV: Well. What did you find out about it?

EW: You still have not given up.

http://presidentialufo.com/walker_kecksburg.htm

Page | of 2

10/24/2003



> was a fellow colleague of mine.

Par aN: What did you find. Was it a ...I know you are
Meeword.. .but...was it a UFO?

I cannot comment on that. I cannot tell you.

AV: Were you there for long? t

EW: Why?

AV: Well, Curiosity. I thought maybe there was a purpose in the sense ashy,

of, maybe preparing a report, or taking some notes. 4b

EW: We did not prepare any reports.

AV: Well, Doctor, apart from everything, how are you now-a-days?

EW: I am fine.

AV: Thank-you for your time and help. Good-bye.

EW: BYE.
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The NASA FRAGOLOGY Files Destroyed or Missing?
Did NASA File Contain Information on Kecksburg?

On December 9, 1965 something reportedly fell from the sky into a

wooded area near Kecksburg, Pennsylvania. For years I have been

investigating the case trying to determine just what it was that dropped in

on this quiet community so many years ago. Even today there exists

much speculation as to what the metallic acorn shaped object was, which

witnesses claim that they saw in 1965. After many years of researching

the incident, my position concerning the case is that it is not a hoax. The

two most likely explanations as to the source of the object is (A.) The

object was a man-made space probe that had re-entry control capability.

The structure design of the craft would have made it possible for it to

safely return to the Earth. (B.) An Extraterrestrial spacecraft which

originated from outside of the Earth. Eyewitness accounts from that night

in 1965 describe military and government personnel on the scene, who

took part in what apparently was a search and recovery operation of the

object involved. Among the authorities that were reported to have been

at the site were NASA personnel.

Even though informants have told us that they have seen the military

recovery report on the Kecksburg object, no such documents have ever

surfaced. But many other documents that concern Project Moondust

have been released by various agencies. Project Moondust involved the

government functions that dealt with the recovery of space objects that

survived re-entry through the Earth's atmosphere. A 1973 State

Department document released to New Mexico researcher Clifford

Stone states that "The designator MOONDUST ts used in cases

involving the examination of non-US space objects or objects of

unknown origin." Various State Department documents show that NASA

}ofY 12/4/99 10:291
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played a role in the recovery and examination of space object debris. It

was always of interest, that no NASA documents were ever located

concerning the Kecksburg event, even though it had been reported that a

NASA representative was sent to the site of the crash and interviewed

some witnesses about what they experienced that day. In October of

1994, a FOIA request was made to NASA Headquarters for information

that concerned the operational guidelines that NASA personnel followed

when involved with cases that dealt with the recovery and examination

of space material.

Other documentation showed that NASA was involved with

MOONDUST matters as well. In this request, I asked for a copy of

these guidelines from the project's inception through the current date. I

also requested copies of all reports that would have involved NASA in

these types of events from the time span covering from January of 1960

through January of 1970. This search was to include any such event that

would have occurred within the United States or at the worldwide level.

In April of 1995, I received a response to this request. While I did not

receive the particular material that I had requested, another document

was sent that was quite interesting to say the least. The document, a

records transmittal and receipt form, released by NASA's History office,

discusses " NASA Fragology Files consisting of reports of space objects

recovery, analysis of fragments to determine national ownership and

vehicle origin." The single page paper was marked highest classification

confidential, to be released only upon authorization of NASA. The

document indicates that the reports were made during the years of

1962-1967. Reports contained within the document are marked such as

F33-Venezuela Object. Another report is identified as Moon Dust

-KATOTO Estate. The list of records begins with F1 and ends with F48.

Interestingly, there are gaps in the sequencing of the reports listed in the

document. It appears that a quite a number of reports that were

associated with the NASA Fragology Files are not included for some

reason.

For example F5, F6, F9, and F10 are missing, as well as twenty others.

The Kecksburg case occurred in 1965 and if NASA were involved in

this investigation as stated by various witnesses, then it would be likely

that this report should be listed in the NASA Fragology Files. Upon

receipt of this document, I quickly sent a FOIA request to NASA

Headquarters for a copy of each report listed in the document concerning

the NASA Fragology Files. On the copy of the initial document I

received, there was a hand written notation which stated "Still at Fed.

2 of 9 12/4/99 10:2
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Records Center 9/29/94". In May, 1995, I received a response from

NASA Headquarters which informed me that I had to send an advanced

payment to begin fulfilling this search request from the Federal Records

Center. NASA's History office informed them that the records I had

requested may be contained in two boxes. I submitted the check and

when many months went by with no response, I called NASA

Headquarters in January of 1996 to find out the status of the records

search. I left a message, and within a few days I received a response. A

letter dated January 22, 1996 from NASA Headquarters states "We

received your check ... for the retrieval of the two boxes that may have

contained documents you were seeking from the Federal Records

Center. I have been informed by the program office that the Records

Center informed them that those boxes were destroyed prior to their

request." Also enclosed in the letter was an apology for the mix-up and

the time that this had taken to be completed. I was disturbed to learn of

the destruction of this information

Even if no information on Kecksburg existed in thes files, what may well

have been other important historical records related to the American and

Soviet space program may have also been lost. I requested that an

investigation be conducted into the destruction of the NASA Fragology

File records. In an April 15, 1996 letter from NASA Headquarters, it

was explained to me how the FOIA process worked. It explained that

once the NASA FOIA office receives a request, they attempt to locate

the appropriate program office that have control over the requested

documents. It further stated "The FOIA office provides the program

office with a copy of the request and the instructions to obtain a copy of

the requested document and supply it to the FOIA office for direct

response to the requester. If the program office has forwarded the

documents to the Washington National Records Center, the program

office then informs the FOIA office of that fact. The FOIA office then

asks the requester for an up front payment of the cost.

The Washington National Records Center is not contacted prior to

receipt of a requester's check. Upon receipt of a requester's check, the

FOIA office asked the program office to have the documents retrieved

from the Washington National Records Center. It was at this point in the

process of your request that the program office was informed that the

records had been destroyed." According to the letter, after I had asked

for an inquiry into the reported destruction of the records , the

Washington National Records Center attempted again to locate the

records. But after searching they still were not able to locate the files.
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The letter stated "They ( the National Records Center) do not know if

the records were destroyed or have just been misplaced." A letter from

the Washington National Records Center to the NASA Headquarters

Records Manager dated March 28, 1996 stated " our records indicate

that the boxes were identified as missing in 1987 and have not been

located since that date." NASA had no explanation for the hand written

markings on the document which indicated that the records were still at

the Washington National Records Center in 1994.

In other related correspondence, NASA indicated that they could only

"surmise this notation was in error." Since then, searches have been

conducted at numerous NASA installations for records concerning the

NASA Fragology Files. No other references to the files have surfaced so

far. This appears to be a new terminology that myself and other

researchers had not encountered before. How the NASA Fragology Files

relates to Project Moondust and possibly to reported UFO crashes 1s

open for speculation. It may be only coincidence, but it is interesting to

note that in 1987, both the first Kecksburg eyewitness who reported

seeing the object on the ground surfaced, and that as public interest in

the case escalated , the files reportedly disappeared. The incident had

always been a Pittsburgh area topic of discussion, since so many people

remembered the incident. As the media began to focus on the story,

individuals who had kept quiet about their involvement in the case for

many years came forward. Even today however, many people who have

talked to us about their knowledge of the case refuse to be identified,

and there are many others who apparently have never come forward

according to relatives and friends. Certain information has surfaced in

recent years that suggests that the government does not want the

information on the Kecksburg case released. Is this because we

recovered a Soviet space probe to study and never returned it to that

launching state as we had agreed to at the United Nations, or could we

have recovered something much more unusual? The question remains,

where are the NASA Fragolgy Files? If you have any information on this

matter, | would appreciate your contacting me so that we can exchange

notes.

Breaking News!

As | am working on this newsletter, I have just received information on

an alleged UFO incident which occured in Northern Pennsylvania.

Preliminary information indicates that several people observed a large

bright green light hovering in the sky. Two separate objects broke away
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from the larger light. After this, one light dropped straight down while a

red light went straight up. They apparently made numerous turns and

moved around the sky for sometime when the larger light just suddenly

vanished. Reportedly, a short time later, much aircraft activity began to

take place in the area, including the appearance of a helicopter.

Reportedly, there is usually little aircraft activity in the area. As more

information becomes available on this sighting It will be released.

Extraterrestrial Exposure Regulation "Reserved"

A NASA Regulation in effect since July 16, 1969 and has been a subject

of controversy, since it could possibly be interpreted that UFO abductees

or witnesses who claim to have been close to a UFO could be subject to

a fine of $5,000 or imprisoned for one year if they have been

"Extraterrestrially exposed" as defined by the NASA administrator in

Title 14, Part 1211 of the CFR (Code of Federal Regulations).

In section 1211.102 Definitions. (b) "Extraterrestrially exposed means

the state or condition of any person, property, animal, or other form of

life or matter whatever, who or which has: (1) Touched directly or come

within the atmospheric envelope of any other celestial body: or (2)

Touched directly or been in close proximity to (or been exposed

indirectly to) any person, property, animal or other form of life or matter

who or which has been extraterrestrially exposed by virtue of paragraph

(b) (1) of this section. Under section 1211.102-Definitions, it also states

"Quarantine means the detention, examination, and decontamination of

any persons, property, animal or other form of life or matter whatever

that is extraterrestrially exposed, and includes apprehension or seizure of

such person, property, animal or other form of life or matter whatever."

The regulation indicates that those who fall under this category can be

placed into a quarantine station that is under the control of armed guards.

In a letter response from NASA Headquarters in 1995, It was learned

that as of April 26, 1991, Title 14 CFR Part 1211, was removed from the

Federal Register. Along with the letter, NASA had provided a copy of

the notice of April 26, 1991 "reserving Part 1211 for future use by

NASA." Pittsburgh researcher Greg McCormick recently looked into the

current status of this regulation. McCormick states "I consulted several

US government sources to determine the current status of Part 1211 of

Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations which established

procedures governing those who have contact with extraterrestrial

lifeforms. Book 14 of the CFR 1s updated annually as of January |. The

January |, 1996 CFR still listed Part 1211 as 'Reserved.' The January 1,
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1997 update for Title 14 was not available. However, the LSA (List of

CFR Sections Affected), which lists changes to the CFR for all parts of

Title 14 from January 2, 1996 through December 31, 1996, did not show

the status of Part 1211 as having been changed in any way. I also

searched the Federal Register online via GPO access for the years 1995

through 1997. Included in the Federal register are Proposed Rules from

Federal Agencies and Organizations. My search returned no hits relating

to Title 14 CFR Part 1211, indicating no changes or rules were proposed

affecting this regulation through mid-February, 1997."

A Major UFO encounter

The following article was printed in the BORU Journal, No.2, Fall

1996 published by the Butler Organization for Research of the

Unexplained, 118 Beach Road, Chicora, PA. 16025.

September 10-11, 1995-Butler, PA/ Butler Twp., PA Butler County: One

of the most major UFO related events ever to occur in Western

Pennsylvania, this multiple witness sighting took place in the city of

Butler and around Butler Township. A chronology of this astounding

event is as follows:

8:15 PM- The initial reports received by BORU came from 10

individuals on Main St. in Butler. The witnesses at this location report

seeing a bright light which was described as a bright star or planet. After

a few minutes, a large triangular-shaped object became visible. The

object had five "window" structures with the largest one in the center.

Bright yellow-white light was emanating from the windows. Witnesses

also reported seeing an additional smaller object with the same

configuration. The smaller object had the same red, blue, green and

yellow flashing lights around the perimeter. Several of the eyewitnesses

viewed the object through bincoculars. The smaller object disappeared

to the East and the larger object drifted very slowly towards the West for

about 30 minutes. Next the large object abruptly shot out a beam of

white light from beneath which struck the ground. The object slowly

moved towards the West for about 45 minutes before disappearing

behind a group of trees. The object was viewed for approximately 2

hours. The eyewitnesses notified the police at approximately 8:30 P.M.

8:30PM-A Pennsylvania State Constable also viewed the object while in

Lyndora, PA Butler Township. What appeared at first to be a bright star

took shape as a large triangular-shaped object drifting toward Butler

City. The object was described as having bright white lights at each of
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the corners and small red and green lights towards the front. The detailed

flight pattern given by the observer denotes that the object slowly moved

from the downtown Butler area to the intersection of PA 8 and

McCalmont Rd. From there the object moved towards East Butler then

back across Butler city towards the West. The entire duration of this

sighting lasted approximately 40 minutes.

9:05 PM-Several eyewitnesses reported that the police had a serious

interest in the object. Individuals who monitor public safety radio

transmissions in and around the Butler area report to BORU that police

were dispatched to the tier parking garage in Butler city to get a better

look at the object. While at the garage, officers reported looking at the

object through binoculars and reporting to the dispatcher. The dispatcher

by her own admission over the radio reported receiving numerous phone

calls concerning the object. At approximately 9:10 PM , the object shot a

beam of light at the officers on the roof of the tier parking garage. The

frenzied officers reported the unusual light beam back to the dispatcher.

9:15 PM-Several witnesses report seeing a triangular object shoot

beams of light toward the ground. The event was witnessed from a

parking lot at a shopping center near the near the intersection of PA 356

and PA 68.

12:00 AM-At this time, the police interest is immense. The object

suddenly reappears and 1s spotted by several individuals including police

officers at the intersection of PA 356 and North Duffy Rd. Witnesses

report that the object moved toward the West and disappeared over the

Moraine State Park area.

3:00 AM-The object reappeared a third time and approximately 25

individuals viewed the object from a restaurant on PA 356. Reports from

several of the witnesses state that the triangular-shaped object had bright

white lights at each corner and periodically moved slowly and hovered

as it moved from a SW to NE direction. The sighting lasted

approximately 30 minutes.

Sept 11, 1995-Butler Twp, PA Butler County: An individual reported

seeing an object hover over his neighbor's house for several minutes. The

description of the object was identical to the object seen the previous

night. The sighting occurred at 2:35 A.M. and the witness reported the

sighting to the police shortly afterward.
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Fireball with Sound Reported

On the evening of January 31, 1997, there were numerous reports of a

bright fireball seen crossing the sky in the vicinity of Williamsport, PA,

in Lycomming County. The sighting was accompanied by one or more

loud explosive sounds. Observations were reported over a large area.

More information will be forthcoming.

Lights in sky only flares

During the early morning hours of February 2, 1997, a bright green glow

was reported in the sky in Indiana County. A check around the area soon

made it apparent that the observation was localized, and a short time

later it was determined that the source of the odd lights were from flares

being fired during a military exercise being conducted by a local unit.

Looking back

August 8, 1987-At approximately 9 PM, two people in a car are driving

near Tylersburg in Northern Clarion County. The driver observed a

bright glowing orange object that looked at first like a giant kite. She
Y

yelled to her passenger to look at the strange object, who later stated that

the object was rising up from the ground, about 50 feet in the air, and

about 75 yards from the car. The object when first seen appeared to be

made up of a massive amount of electricity as bright flashes from all

over the object similar to arc welding was present. But as the object

rose, it changed into a different physical form. The object changed from

an irregular shape into an elliptical shaped object, still maintaining its

orange color. The object hovered, then moved forward in a slow manner.

At times when the object appeared to be flying just above the tree tops,

the trees never showed any motion, and there was no sound or wind

observed. The object was keeping pace with the car, and the witnesses

followed the object for a couple of miles. It was as though they were

both watching each other. When the car turned left, the object moved

over a field and could be seen above the trees. Suddenly the object shot

straight up into the sky and moved so quickly that it looked like a big

orange dot within seconds. The witnesses believed that it was likely that

the object had landed before they first saw it, as the craft was rising

when they first observed it. Over the next couple of hours, they heard the

sound of jet aircraft flying overhead .

About the Anomalies Zone

12/4/99 10:29 PM



«

® Newsletters
http://www,westol.com/~paufo/newsletter.html

The Anomalies Zone newsletter is published on an irregular basis. This

publication serves as an information exchange source for researchers and

investigators of unexplained events and UFO related matters. Information

from this newsletter may be used by other sources if credit is given to the

Anomalies Zone and Stan Gordon. However, in cases where the Anomalies

Zone credits other sources for the information, than that source should be

contacted for permission to use their material.

Keep coming back for periodic updates
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Subject: Re: Kecksburg crash

From: thx1138@ix.netcom.com (Michael Hofmeister)

Date: 1996/11/22

Message-Id: <573fnag$v5@sjx-ixn3.ix.netcom.com>

References: <56ubd9$6bE6@dfw-Ixnews5.ix.netcom.com>
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Reply-To: thx1138@ix.netcom.com

Newsgroups: alt.alien.visitors

On Thu, 21 Nov 1996 02:01:04 -O600, in <848558888.21190@dejanews.com>,

gcameron@cc.umanitoba.ca wrote:

->In article <56ubd9¢$6b6@dfw-ixnews5.ix.netcom.com>,

-> thx1138@ix.netcom.com (Michael Hofmeister) wrote:

->> Since no one has officially stated what it was, everything is speculation

->> and guess work.

->Unbelieveable!! Only two weeks ago I discussed two OFFICIAL explanations of

->the Kecksburg crash. Has it been that long Michael? The Air Force made an

->official statement that nothing was found in 1965. The USAF project Blue Book

->made an official statement that Kecksburg was caused by a meteorite.

Well, I have to admit you are right about that. Some official explanations

were made that seemingly contradict each other. Therefore, I think our

only recourse is speculation based on eyewitness accounts and reference to

the laws of Physics.

->> ->It does not involve

->> ->any interviews with anyone involved, and no documents.

->> I use whatever you present here. If you have something more substantial,

->> please let us know. I fill in the details with my knowledge of Physics.

[, Serre son. That’s not how the game is going to be played. I do the work and
\/ ->present evidence, while you sit back and make comments.

You also write books and get paid for your wild and specious theories,
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->in your opinion.

e believe myThen why bother responding? I guess you're afraid most eT econ
scientific and logical explanation rather than your wild and

SOOT eects, ane, ssiteelped hegre anol oLlagrcal
->There are 30 million other people on the Internet with an
->opinion. I am really starting to wonder if you have any po

->education, or whether you won your degree in a poker game.

st secondary

Naw. I sent away for it with a coupon I found on the back of a box of
Coco-Puffs with two box tops.

->How many marks was

->your opinion worth on the physics final?

None. : Le CeSp1o3 — argeertienT

->You produce a witness that says Kecksburg was caused by Cosmos-96 and ch 3

->produce two. You produce a document that says Kecksburg was caused by Cosmos-

6

->and I’1ll produce two.

Uh, two WHAT? Try to be specific next time.

->" I will fill in the details with my knowledge of

->physics." Who the hell do you think you are?

Gonzo Skeptic. FEF De rer

->> ->As to my " original

->> ->point " I stated that based on review of a whole series of letters and
-~>> ->interviews with Dr. Eric Walker that I believed he would have been at the
->> ->Kecksburg crash recovery. One of my associates ( who has his Ph.D. in

physics)

->> ->phoned Dr. Walker and asked if he had been there. Dr. Walker stated that y

es

he,

->> ->two military people , who he stated we off duty at the time, and and

associate

->> ->of his were at the Kecksburg site. Did you miss this posting???

->> No. But I missed your point. Walker went to a crash site with some of his

->> buddies. So what? I had no comments about that. My comments were related

->> to your wild and specious interpretation that - based on the eyewitness

->> information you posted - the object could not have been made on this

->> Earth. When Oberg correctly pointed out that this was the Cosmos 96

->»> vehicle, you rejected his expert opinion. When I pointed out that

->> everything YOU posted was also consistent with a man-made space vehicle,

->> you abruptly went on an hysterical rant that avoided the original point

->> implied in your first post. QED.

->Micheel primary means one- first. The comments I made about Cosmos-96 was

->secondary - that means two - second.

Uh, so what (still)? Why is a trip in the Pennsylvania woods significant?

->" Oberg correctly pointed out that this was the Cosmos-96 " Is this an officia

af

->statement, a cover story, or his wild and specious interpetation." Has he any

->eyewitnesses or documents? Who is his source? Or is this his opinion??? Give

him

->10 marks?

ee ’ a ‘* a * Ys - @ na@
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pices remetan The burden of proof is on you.
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->Did Cosmos -96 a down on the evening of the Sth or in the morning? wen a
->Does Oberg have an example of a satellite that came down in one piece



->dents or noticeable damage.

. : d piece of metal,
As I have explained, if Cosmos-96 was hogged out of a soli C
it could have withstood the re-entry quite well. The velocity on amet
would have been relatively low (depending on the drag coefficient 

and 0 io
factors). Indeed, if you want to see an example of a manned satellite tha
survived re-entry relatively intact, go look at a Mercury, Ge

mini, or

Appolo capsule. They look pretty good, considering.

->Canada is famous for a a sae things, such as having the fastest man in the

->world. We are also famous for being the only country to have proof of
recovering

->a Cosmos satellite. Cosmos 956 - Jan 24,1978

->Did it come down undamaged and in one piece? .

->No. It came down in thousands of pieces spread over 124,000 square kilometers.
->Only 65 kg. of the object were recovered. That’s the way satellites are built.
->There are not meant to re-enter mt Gs ecovered by the enemy.

pelt lial teat Caco 7
pres have not demonstrated at 956 wa similar to 96. 96 probably had a

sgifferent mission,and was built with different levels of sophisticati
on.<<

If the designers wanted it to withstand re-entry, they could have easily

done so.“In fact, we might consider that early satellites were made 
to

withstand re-entry so that once they had used up all their film conisters,

they could be re-entered for re-use. 2#m«,

->Did authorities flip it on a truck and drive out with it the same night, as in

->Kecksburg?

->»No. The recovery went on for over 8 months with 200 people involved. It cost

->the Canadian government 15 million dollars to clean up the mess.

Is that $15 M Canadian or American? pnethie. socwryplinr obonT ConacE

->Did the authorities hide it like at Kecksburg?

->No they offered it back to the Soviets. Once it’s been seen and photographed

->why keep it? ( chick toc of tL )
Which explains the tight security and false cover stories surrounding

Cosmos 96.

->> ->The original point was that after reviewing a series of interviews and

letters

->> ->from Dr. Eric Walker I believed that Dr. Walker had been at the Kecksburg

crash

->> ->etc. ete. Did you miss the original posting???

->> Since he came out and said it, I guess there isn’t a lot of controversy on

->> that point; however, you continually imply that something other than a

->> man-made object was found. You have YET to present one small scrap of

->> evidence that supports your implication to the exclusion of any other

->> possibilities.

->Walker in fact implies it’s UFO related. Read it again.

Baloney. Here is what is related:

x = =Quote On 7H OKI Uyproat FEF whet <2 sky son goon

Interviewer: ...was it a UFO?

Walker: I cannot comment on that.

*KKK Quote Off **KKKKKKKK
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interpretation.
«,

Only using SaucerLogic does ‘one conclude that “No Comment" means "it was an
alien spacecraft piloted by extraterrestrials.

ob wep Fat ccigune Seen, te a Cosmos satellite responds during re-entry we can
->see that on every point the two objects reacted very differently.

The Soviets called just about everything they launched Cosmos. The

re-entry behavior of Cosmos 958 tells us nothing about another Cosmos

satellite. soos f
bo ax ao The. ;

->Eyewitnesses ante miei leone ye eS. a A
->differ with a Cosmos conclusion. “

|
7 v aUh, such as what? ay .; <5 —

_ ee eS . with a Cosmos conclusion.
Uh, do you mean those documents designed for disinformation purposes?

hsp ZW agad ad en Aisseminate d's tetemstco nw
->Oberg’s silence and failure’ to produce a source or government document further
->confirm it wasn’t Cosmos-96.

Just because Oberg has grown sick of your wild and specious carnival

barking does not make you right. You have the burden of proof, Grant.

Produce something that confirms it was not a man-made object.

1S en yey.

->> At the very least, you owe Oberg an apology for your being so G-darn

->> ignorant of reality.

->Oberg owes me an apology for wasting my precious time with yet another

->transparent cover story.

If it is so transparent as a cover story, why can’t you adequately refute

it?

Sounds—tike Oberg—_is—once again correet—and you-are wrong (again).

Michael Hofmeister
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