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PRELIMINARY EVALUATION OF A UFO REPORT

Log Number _9¢6 0/ 03¢ Initiator Francis B ‘\lge

Received (2~ /b 9= Ll®g Davis Dn

Reported __/ — /) 4 MT. Mepmon, TN 47620

The report of a dlaimed UFO event witnessed by _sevew | w ibwesses on ﬁz:, LB/ /774

has been evaluated. The cucrent status of the case record is indicated below.

( A. iCompiete: Preliminary ratings have been assigned. See the reverse side for clarifications.

Hynek-Vallee: MA'L (Hynek's categorizations and Jaques Vallee's expansions)

Ballester-Guasp (ndexes: ~ Information Quality =Q = /.o
Strangeness= = 9 43,
\ Reliability = n=  S&7 ;

Q+Z+M= Certainty= A= 0.2 (27 %)

B. Resolved. An eventin the same time period or subsequent analysis confirms or strongly suggests

to be the natural or man-made reason why an apparently anomalous event was observed.

'C. Incomplete: The case cannot be finalized at this time, due to the need for the following:
1. Additional form(s).
2. Completion of form(s)
3. Additional materials
4. Information
5. Further explanation(s)

Thank3you for your continued efforts and commitment to the UFQ investigative process. Please for-.
ward any materials requested, indicating the 1.og Number, to your MUFON State Director.

- Jack Kasher

State Director: : State Section Director:
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AN1 - anomalies that do not have lasting physical effects, e.g., amorphous
lights, unexplained explosions.

AN2 - anomalies with lasting physical effects, e.g., some poltergeist pheno-
mena, materialized objects, flattened grass.

AN3 - anomalies with associated enfities, e.g., ghosts, yetis, elves, beings.

AN4 - anomalous experiences of personal interaction with entities
in the reality of the entities themselves, e.g., near-death experiences,
many out-of-body experiences.

ANS - anomalous injuries or similar e.g., unexplained wounds, some sponta-
neous combustions, miraculous healings.

FB1 - distant pass-over by UFO, with no lasting physical effects.

FB2 - afly-by accompanied by physical evidence, e.g.. a vapor trail.

FB3 - afly-by accompanied by the observation of beings aboard.

FB4 - a fiy-by in which witness experiences transformation to the reality of the

object/occupants,e.g., envisioning intetior, window views.

FBS - fly-by resulting in physiological effects, e.g., burned skin, inmediate

_ healing, death. '

@ distant object has discontinuous/ nonlinear trajectories, or stationary.
- motion ke MA1, but also has physical evidence, e.g., flatened grass,

broken tree fimbs, traces of fluid, angel hair.

: MA3 - motion ke MA1, but on-board beings observed.

MA4 - motion ke MA1, but with reality transformation such as in FBA4.

MAS - mofion fike MA1, but witness experiences phystologt@l effects, e.g.,
injury, healing.

CE1 - objects seen on ground or at a close distance (500 ftless).

CE? - close encounter with lasting physical effects, e.g., burned sail.

CE3 - close encaunter having cccupants observed by witness.

CE4 - witness both sees and interacts with occupants inside.

CES5 - witness experiences physiological effects during encounter.

QUALITY INDEX (INFORMATION): Q
Direct - Atsite  2hrs/+
’ Lessthan2hrs. 03
- {nperson 1hr/+ 09
" lessthanihr. 08
- Phone (orSell) ¥Hhifs 07
lessthan e, 06
Indirect - Questionhalre + Foltow Up
Extensive 07
Not exdensive 06
« Letier + Follow Up
BExtensive 06
Not extensive 05,
Others - Questionnaire only 0 6
- MNarrative 1 pagef+ 04

Lessthan1page 0.3

STRANGENESS INDEX:
L = Count of applicable tems + 7
oUs appearance
Anomalous movements
» Apparition of physical-spatial incongruiies
(3 Technological detection
» Close encounter
» Presence of unusual beings
« Traces and effects

REUABILITY INDEX:

Comments:
Mok ~werk has bea.. &n} e ‘FL.[S

cage. Excellowd avalysis by Richard

e iwes arlds M:L;h’év o YO les ot
e éa/}m.’qp. A ?AM&U;M-Q @actaals us  ukioim

I1=Sum of weigMed-value kems
Weight \kllue
1. Number of withesses . 025
None 0.0
One a3
Two 0.5
Three-Five AN
She-Ten GE:)
More than ten 1.0
2. Qccupation of “best” wit, 020
Not specified 0.0
Pre-college 0.3
Laborer, farmer, housewife “T8ERy
University student 0.6
Businessman, artist 07
Techniclan, police, pilot
University grad, military 1.0
3. Relation between witnesses 0.15
Unknown 0.0
Friends QB
Single witness/family 05
Professional rehﬁonshtp (11.)
No refationship 1.0
4. Geographic retation of wit. 015
Unknown
Togather, or 1 wiiness CIE
Separate (Independent) 10
5. Activity at time of sighting 0.15
Not specified
Recreational (or sleepfrest) @
Travelling {moving)
Cutturalfinteflectual 0 B
Working, or to-from work 1.0
6. Age of "best” witness 0.10
Unknown 0.0
Under 10 or over 75 02
10-17 0.4
. 184 05
5 65-74 ()R
37
CERTAINTY INDEX: & = QeEslI

and definilions, was co-developed by Vincente-Juan Ballester

Otmos (MUFON - Spain} end Miguol Guasp.



September 28. 1995

TITLE: Investigator Notes
SUBJECT: Mongo, IN Case
DATE OF SIGHTING: August 31, 1994

Phase One: As of this dale, this phase of the investigalion (hy
the Indiana Group efflort) is considered concluded., The
investigalion covered almost one year.

Exhibit 11 is the latest "UFO Intelligence Summary" and shows
seven crtries for the Jtst of August, 19%4. There is some
question aboutl the "explained” blimp sightings in that many took
the word of otlhers that Lhe blimp explanation was correct in some
cases and may have simply "passed on" the explanation to other
non-deserving sightings., Belore we get inlto the Mongo case we
need to point ont a few facts.

Exhibil 12 is a map of NE Indiana. marked showing sighting
locations.

5:30 PM. Another Michiana Regional radar operalor also saw a gray
blimp, with two beer company ad symbols on it near his home in
Granger.

7:30 PM. The Michiana Regional Airport Control Tower recorded an
easthound blimp passing near the airport on the NW side of South
Bend. according to Larry Dernay. an ATC.

7:50 PM., The Elkhart County entry was a Bristol, IN sighting of -
the Family Channel blimp, or so reporls Police OIficer Ron
Biller. The newspaper account says he conld read Lhe words.

7:50 PM. The David Martin case occurred near the Michigan/Indiana
border near Rristol, IN. In {wo separate cars he and his wife
(and B-year old son) and other friends saw what they report was
definitely not a blimp. The ohjecl was described as an oval,
sancer-shaped objecl.

T:50 PM. LaGrange Counly Police received numerons calls, bul a
Shipshewans police officer {later found to be a town marshall)
identilfied one objecl as a blimp, The 1D was not clear. Many
reporied UFQs.

8:30 PM. The Mougo case,
Evening. (Time not available at this time) The Hamilton. IN eniry

is new and is a four-witness case involving a video and an obhject
the "size of a foothall Tield” with po sound and, al one Lime,



overhead al about 100', This case is under investigalion and
occurred closer to Mongo Lhan any nf Lhe olher sighiings, only
about 20 miles SE.

Althongh ouwe police officer desceribed the "Family Chanonel Blimp",
and a town Marshall identified "a blimp". and an ATC reporied a
"gray blimp" with beer commercial symbols, we have only (he
newspaper accounts. Jdohn Timmerman of CUFOS has atiempled to gef
Flight shedules for all bhlimp flights, includiog the "Viegin
Lightship” seen in N. Ohio at aboul the same lime. bul is having
prohlems. 11 was desireable o eliminate the hlimp explanalion
from the Augnst 31. 1994 area equation sn lhere wonld be no
question abhoul the Mougeo case, bhul shedules or not, hlimps seem
to have heen in the region. RBut as you will see, the Mongo ca=se
must stand atone,

The resnlts of onr invesligaltion (which do nol involve the
photographic analysis) are as follows:

1) At least ten people have attesied to the Tfacl that what Lhey
saw was unidentifiable and not blimp. Six of those witnesses
report that the vnknown object was moving Fast, Lhen slopped.
then turned and glided foward the witnesses, stapped. then
ahruptly vanished. This is unlike the (liehl characleristics
of any bhlimp. There was no sound reporied. Blimps are
generally noisy, especially on calm, gquiel evenings. For the
record, one of the witnesses who would not file » report
slaled he thought the object WAS a biitmp. His vision
capabilities have nol been established. Several of the
wiltnesses (wilh 20:20 vision) told ns that thoere was no
mistake ahout it. this was a "Flying saucer”. llowever, hy
definilion we canpot refer to this as a close encounloer.
Witness estimates of range would gualify. but evaluatians by
Dr. Richard Haines puts the UFO between two sels ol wilnesses
beyond Lhe CE range).

2 There is apparently no donhl that hiimps were in the aroa
within an hour or so. The object and the blimps were going
E-W. All the sightings reporled by the press show a blimp{(s)
moving F-W at ahout 7:30 PM., one hour hefore the Maongo ~
sighting all were one or two counlies wesl of Mongo's
.aGrange County. One sighting of another unknown object was
made about T7:50 PM near Bristol, Lhe earlier site of a hlimp
reporl. However, it is the Mongo incident in which we are
referring to at this time.

3) In the Monga case all Natural Sonrces weve eliminated. The
motfions and descriplions preclnde any type of bird, insect,
or weather phenomenon. Also precluded werc meteors and all
astronomical ohjecls., (Apn EZC Skyplot for those coordinates
and at those ltimes shows Jupiter and Venuws in the 8W and
Saturn in Lhe SF. Molinns of the object raule oni these
planets. The moon was a "new moon” (bhlack) and not in view
anyway. There were no olher natural sources reported in the
sighting area that could account for thc‘sighting.

4) Man-Made Sonvces are alsn eliminated., Investigatlion indicatles
that this was nof a sighting of an advertizing airplane or
any lype of commercial, mililary, or privale aivcrafl. The



.

described molions and descriptions and lack of soand preclude
any Lype of blimp. Alse eliminated were any lLype of balloon,
building, tower, ele. Numevous investigalors (al least )
Failed 1o find any reason or evidence for a haax by or on the
witnesses. Missiles and satellites were also obvionsly
eliminated,

Phase Two involves photo analysis by Dr. Richard lHaines ol the
four photos 1aken at Mongo. A preliminary report {(draft) was
received recently lTor examination and comments, Phase Two began
in January (19%95) and is almost completed. My commnents itn this
report are based on Lhe sightlting only. Dr. Haines evalualions of
the pholos are a separate report.

It is becoming increasingly apparent (hat bonified UVD activily
began to decline in the early 80's,., then began 1o increase hy
1986. This new trend in¢lndes sighlings during meleor showers,
satellite re-entries, helicopter fFlights, and, blimp flighis.

The Mongo sighting., like many olhers, indicales that somelhing
nnidentified is in our skies.

Conclusion: VINKNOWN
Nocturnal Light, Phale Case
Berliner Strangeness Scale, 02 - Night Objeed
Rerliner Credibility Scale, 07 - Still Pholos By A
Professional

Speiser Sltrangeness Scale, S5 - Highly Strango,
Suggests Intelligent Guidance
Speiser Probahilily Factor, P5 - Highly Credible,

Leaving Almost No Doubl,

r

Francis L. Ridge
State Director, The Indiana Gronp, MUFON
Director, UFOFC



SOURCE TEST

940831 2030, MONGO, IN

This part of the report is a checklist of what Natural and Man-made
objects were considered in an effort to identify the stimulus for the
reported UFQ. The reasens for rejecting or suspecting the possible
stimulus are clearly noted.

SOURCE TEST, NATURAL:

1.

I
(
(
(
(
(

ORGANIC SOURCE, TERRESTRIAL

( ) a. Animal

) b. Bird, reptile

Y ¢. Insect

Y} d. By~-product (spider webs, seeds)

Immediately eliminated

NORGANIC S0URCE, TERRESTRIAL
a. Adverse weather (whirlwind)
b. Atmospheric (clouds, moondogs)
¢. Lightning (ball, bolt, heat)
d. Swamp gas
e. Other (debris, mirage)

Immediately eliminated

INORGANIC SOURCE, TRANSTERRESTRIAL

{ ) a. Bolides

{ ) b. Meteors/metecrites

A 15-20 second observation might imply this answer. However, the
object moved, hovered, then moved. At least six witnesses
described what appears to have been some kind of craft.

INCRGANIC SOURCE, EXTRATERRESTRIAL (Attach skyplot if possible)

( ) a. Comets

( Y b. Moon

(XX) ¢. Planet(s). Object moved, too large, disc—shaped.
(XX) d. star(s). Same reasoning.

( ) e. sun

Moon not wvisible. EZC Skyplot for Mongo coordinates during time
slot shows only three planets as conspicuous targets. Jupiter and
Venus were in the SW. Saturn was in the SE. Description of object,
movement , and number of witnesses precludes a misidentification of
an astronomical object. {(See EZC Skyplot, attached).

OTHER (Specify)

On-site investigation by John Timmerman failed to show any other
natural source that might explain the sighting.

ALL NATURAL SOURCES RULED OUT
(XX)



SOURCE TEST, MAN-MADE:

1.

AIRCRAFT

(XX) a. Advertizing.

{ )b. Commercial, military, private

{(XX) ¢c. Other {(blimp, experimental, helicopter ). Ruled out.

Shape reported and photographed is not compatible with any type of
advertizing aircraft or blimp.

) b. Weather, test, etc.

B

( ) a. Hot air

(

{ } ¢. Other (prank, toy, etec.)

Eliminated. Maneuvers and description of lighted object does not
compute with balloon description.

FIXED STRUCTURES

( } a. Buildings

{ ) b. Lights (ground, search, etc.)

( } ¢. Towers (water, power line, radio)

Eliminated
HOAX
( Y a. On witness

{ J b, By witness. So far no evidence or motive. Ten witnesses.

Eliminated. Witnesses are reliable, object was real, description
and photos tell the story.

MISSILE

{ ) a. Chemical (cloud, smoke, etc.)
( ) b. Cruise

( ) ¢. Launch

Eliminated

SATELLITE

( Y a. Orbiting (high-altitude)

( ) b. Re~entry (similar to meteor )
Eliminated

OTHER (SPECIFY)

No other manmade source was considered as a seriocus option.

ALL MAN-MADE SOURCES RULED OUT. (XX) To be subjected to computer
analysis.




940831 2030

SIGHTING EV

The result
( ) Gen
Hyn
1. BERLINER
( Yo -
( )1 -
{(XxX) 2 -
( )3 -
( ) 4 -
( )5 -
( )& -
( )1 -
( )8 -
( )9 -
( ) 10-
2. BERLINER
{ Yo -
«( )y1 -~
(XX) 2 -
( )3 -
( ) 4 -
( )5 -
{( ) 6 -
(XX) 7 -
( ) 8 -
( )9 -
( ) 10-
3. SPEISER
( ) si1
{ S2
( ) s3
( ) s4
(XX) s5
4. SPEISER
{ )Pl
( ) p2
{ ) p3
( ) P4
{XX) P5
{XX) Gre
( ) sig
( ) Lim
( ) Bor

, MONGO, 1IN

ALUATION WORKSHEET
of the overall analysis of the data collected by the FI1.

eral Case (Form 1 only) (XX) Specific Case
ek /MUFON Form: NL/Form 1,8

STRANGENESS SCALE:

Identified as known object/phenomenon, lacking eclear UFO
content

Night light with no apparent object

Night object

Daylight object seen at a distance

Night Close Encounter of the First Kind (within 500")
Daylight CE-1

Ambiguous CE-2 (Capable of being understood more than one
way)

Unambiguous CE-2 (Apparently only one explanation)

CE-3 (Occupants on or near the craft)

CE-3 (Occupant reaction to witness)

CE-3 (With meaningful communication)

CREDIBILITY SCALE:

Witness(es) lacking believability
Single average witness
Multiple average witness
Single exceptional witness
Multiple exceptional witness
Radar/visual observation

Still photo(s) by amateunr
Still photo(s) by professional
Movie/video by amateur
Movie/video by professional
Live television

STRANGENESS FACTOR:

- Explainable or explained

- Preobably explainable with more data

- Possibly explainable, but with elements of strangeness
- Strange; does not conform to known principles

- Highly strange; suggestis intelligent guidance

PROBABILITY FACTOR:

- Not credible or sound

-~ Unreliable witness; possible hoax
- Somewhat credible or indeterminate
Credible and sound

Highly credible, leaving almost no doubt

at Significance
nificant

ited Merit
derline



DOOROODOOLDOODROLRDODODDDDODD EZCosmos 3.0 Status  DDDODDDODOODDDDDODLODOOODDDD

TPIMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMME 3 TMMMMMMMMMPMMMMMMEMEMMMMPMMMMMMMMM . TMMMMMMMMMMMMMEMMMMEMM ;

! Date: 08-31-1994 : : Julian day...... 2449596 .56250 ! : Field width... 180x:
Time: 20:30:00 ! ! Universal Time....... 01:30:00 -  RA........ 18:29:25 :
Zone: -5 (EST) : ¢ Local Sidereal Time.. 18:29:25 : : DEC....... +41x04700

HMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMM ¢ HMMMMMMMMEMEMMEEMEMMMMMMMMMMMMMMM ¢ HMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMM ¢
TMMMMMMMMMMMMEMMMMMMMMMMMMPFMMHMMMMMMMMMMMMMEIMMMEMMMEM . THMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMPMMMIM

D City..... .. FORT WAYNE, INDIANA : > Cons: ON Tags: ON
D latitude. .. +41x04°00 North : I NGCs: ON Lbls: ON
¢ Longitude.. +085x08°00 West ! Plns: ON DSTm: COFF

HMMMMMMMMMMMMMAAMMMMMMMMMMMMPMMMMMPMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMM ¢ HMMMMMMMEMMMMPMMMMMPMEIE ¢

IMMMMMMMMM Commands MMMMMMMMM ; mMMMMM Data Entry (Esc cancels selection) MMMMM
: Change local date :
Change local time :
Change time zone : Command:
Change your location
Change config options
Load/Save configuration
Display help
Exit to DOS
P Plot the sky
HMHMNMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMM(

DI(')OI'—N—IO
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EXHIBIT

11

UFO Tntelligence Summary, Updated 09/28/95

DATE

L L e it T E T Rt L T e i st e L e L L s e T T o L T R T L T

940801
940801

TINE €17Y

0001 RENTON
2300 DICKINSON-

940808 2120 CLEARFLD CO

940811 2204 BASCONADE €O

940813
940613
940616
940817
940821

EVEN CULVER

EVEN SALISBURY
EVEN GULF BREEZE
0249 GRANTS PASS
2235 CIRCLEVILLE

940821 DAYT CHANDLER

940823
940823
940824
940825
940827
540826
940829
940829
940831
940831
940831
940831
940831
940831
940831
9408XX
9408XX
9408XX
940901
940901
940901
940901
940901
940901
940902
340903
940904
940904

0540 BRENTUO0D
EVEN CARLTSLE
2050 CUSHING
0008 COLEBROOK
2400 GULF BREEZE
2300 DEL NORTE
2230 BERLIN HTS
2245 CONNELLSVILL
1930 SOUTH BEWD
1950 ELKHART €0.
1950 LAGRANGE CO.
2030 HONGO €~
2030 NONGO

2050 MOTTVILLE
EVEN HAMILTON
2130 TOPANGA
2330 TOPANGA
YXAX GREENSBURG
0100 LORAIN CO.
2330 GILA BEND
EVEN GILA BEND
EVEN CLOVIS

TXXN HEDINA

XXX SNITHVILLE
XX PUEALD

0030 HICKORY €0.
2100 DALTON

XXX MEDINA

940905 2030 HONTOUR C9.

940906
940906
940906
940907
940908
940909
940911
940911

2030 RACOON LAKE
2125 GULF BREEIE
EVEN GULF BREEZE
0230 GULF BREEZE
2000 GULF BREEIE
1455 SHARKEY
2100 FORT WAYNE
XXXX CINCINNATI

ST HY WT 0BJECT

WA NL 01 SHIPS

TX ML SO LIGHTS
PA C1 XX OBLONG
HO ML 02 SPHERE
NN LIGHTS
NC NL MW LIGHTS
FL NL HW RBOLS

OR NL 01 30 0BJ1S
0H ML 01 TRIANGLE
AZ DD 01 OVAL

HO NL 03 BOOHERNG
PA HL XX SAUCER
0X NL 20 LIGHTS
NH KL 01 OKL

FL C1 03 BOONERNG
CO ML 02 TRIANGLE
OH ML 01 LIGHTS
PA €1 XX SAUCER
TN NL MW ORJECT
IN NL HW UL

IN NL MU OM,

IN €2 08 OBJECT
IN M. 02 0BJECT
HI ML MW OWL

IN C1 04 HOON

CA NL 02 LIGHT

CA NL 02 LIGHT

IN CC Ky

OH NU NW BLINP

AZ C1 MW SAUCER
AT €1 02 0DISCS
NM NL 01 LIGHT

OH HL 01 LIGHT

OH NL 20 OBJECT
€0 X% XX

M0 C1 02 SAUCER
NH NL MW LEGHT

OH ML XK LIGHT

PA NL XX ELLIPT
IN NL 05 CONICAL
FL NL MM RECTANGL
FL WL 01 FOOTBALL
FL KL 02 STARLIKE
FL NL XX RBOLS

IN €1 01 OVAL

IN NL 04 LIGHTS
OH NL 02 DISC

940912 1915 INOTANAPOLIS IN NI 05 LIGHT
940912 1940 GULF BREEZE FL NL MW RBOLS

940915
940914

1930 ARLINGTON
0455 POST FALLS

HA NL 01 DBJECTS
WA NL MU LIGHTS

SOUND

NONE
HONE
HONE
NONE
NONE
NONE
NONE
NONE
NONE
NONE
NONE
HONE
RONE
NONE
NONE
NONE
HIND
HONE
RONE
NONE
HONE
HONE
NORE
NONE
NOME
NONE

'NONE

N/A
HOTOR
STEADY
NOKE
NONE
HONE
NONE
N/&
NONE
HONE
NONE
NONE
NONE
NONE
HONE
NONE
NONE
NONE
NONE
NONE
NONE
NGNE
HOHE
NONE

OURAT

205
M

80-%08

1H
H
ki1

15-205

4H

W/

3-1/724
3.54
40H
5-74

4 DAYS

30-45H4

2.54

14
5%
DAYS
2
10M
H
105
308

NEW BRIEF

EXHBIT ‘11"
SOURCE
LG SHIPS SEEN W/NIGHT VISTON BINOCS NUFQRC
MOTORISTS SAW LIGHTS, POSSIBLE PERSET0S? NCS-301,08

ANOMZONE
AUN AUG 94
CUFQ9

2 SETS DF SPACED PINX L75 ON IT, LIT BEDROON
BLUE SPMERE W/RED AURA SEEM DURING PERS.SHUR
LADY FR MAPLE PARK, IL, NON-PUBL NUMBER

LIGHT IN DISTANCE DROPPED RED DOT5 HCS5-303.01
TWO STRNG RED LTS OVER BOB SYXES BRIDGE MJ-319,15
HAN CALLED SHERIFF, 30 OBJTS SEEN NR MT.BALDY NCS-302,01

CRAFT AT 30007, POSSIBLE AIRCRAFT RUF 05
SILVER, OVAL, FLEW IN STRAIGHT LINE AL MUFON
LIT FROM BOTTOM, 1,000° UP, HOVERED, MOVED  HUJ-03/95
POLICE NOTIFIED THAT SAUCER WAS SEEN. WO EV. NCS-303,03
TWO SEPARATE LIGHTS, HOVERED, MOVED HUF ONERS
HAN SAW 4 RED LTS IN LG PATTERK, ROTATING NHMAZ2
HUGE BOOMERANG LK HALF-MOON W/GASEOUS CLOUD  MUX-319.15
HONEYCOMB-LIKE STRUCTURE, TRIANGLE NCS-303,02
SOUNDS LIKE A STAR, BUT POSSIBLE XTANT BLINP NCS-308,04
HOVERED, MOVED, LEFT. LTS IN TOP SECTION ANOMIONE
'EXPLAINED’ BY [SP AS FAMILY CHANNEL BLINP  KINDY

"EXPLAINED™ AS FAMILY CHANNEL BLINP 8Y POLICE NCS
‘EXPLAINED" AS BLINP IN NEWS ARTICLE NCS

6 MEN AT CAHP PHOTOGRAPHED OBJECT, NOT BLINP MINDY

2 HUNTERS ENTERING AREA SAW OBJECT HINDY
HEWS REPRTR & FAM SAW STRG OBJ, NOT BLIHP NCS
VIDEQD, KICKED UP DUST, DOGS BARKED. INDIANA? NCS-308,01

EXTREMELY BRT 0BJ SEEMED TO FOLLOW CAR NCS-311,04
EXTREMELY BRT LIGHT SEEN THRU WINOOW NCS-311,04
CROP CIRCLE, "MEST" FOUND, NOT PICTOGRAM HINDY

CH 94 OR 96 BLIMP SEGHTED 8Y DEPUTIES & OTHER FSD 127

SAUCER MANEUVERED NEAR ROAD FOR SEV HRS. AZ MUFON
SHONE BEAMN ON TRAIN, THEN LANDED IN FIELD AL MUFON
SHALL UFD RESPONDED TO WITNESS. NO DETAILS  HES-306,07
YOUNG GIRL REPORTS STRNG LT HUFORC
STRNG OBJ REPTD BY BUS ORIVER NUFORC
HAN ALLEGEDLY ABDUCTED FOR 4 DAYS BY ALIENS  CMUFONNEWS
ANOTHER CAMPER SIGHTING OF A NEARBY SAUCER  HUJO9/94
INCOR REPTD AS OHIO CASE, LTGHT W/LIGHT BEAM NHMA22

FL BLUE LT MR AIRPORT HUFORC
SILVER, 6-8 RAYS EMANATED FROK IT ANOHZORE

DATE CORRECTED. OBJECT IIGZAGS, EXPELS PROBES HINDY

YELLOW RECTANGLE W/THREE RED LIGHTS HUJ-319.15
ORNG & AMBER FOOTBALL FLEW OVER PAVILION MUJ-319,15
DROPPED DOWN, 71G-TAGRED, STRAIGHT U HUJ-319,18
12 RED BALLS OF LIGRT IN GPS OF 3 & 4 HUJ-319,1%
FI SAW GRAY SPINNING VEHICLE AT 500° HINDY
IF05, ARTURUS & CAPELLA HINDY
STRANGE DESC REPTD, MO DETAILS HUFRC
STRNG LIGKT MANEUVERED 1P & DQWN NR TREELINE MINDY
THREE SIGHTINGS, 7:40,7:50,8:25 HUI-319,16
COMM PILOT REPS SEV TRANSLUC OBJS OVER HOME  NUFORC

STRANGE LTS OVER COUGAR GULCH REPTD TO POLICE NCS-303,05
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Francis Ridge 3-26-95
SD Indiana

618 Davis Dr.

Mt. Vernon IN 47620

812-838-9843

PHOTOANALYSIS (sort of)
8-31-94
Mongo, IN
Nocturnal Disk
Witness Dennis Bickle
6360 Chilson RAd.
Howell MI 48843

Two 35mm pictures of a classic "flying saucer™" shape were
submitted. The one with the leaves immediately reminded me of an
advertising balloon. These balloons has been submitted from
London, Ontario, Shea Stadium NY, New Jersey, and southern
California. They've advertised McDonal's Pizza, Met Life, and
legal firms, that I've heard. They are internally lit, making
the airframe glow, and are capable of 65MPH. The key
identification feature is that they have FAA-compliant
anticollision strobe lights. The enclosed halftone STROBES.JPG
shows the top and bottom strobes as caught on videotape. (I
showed these videos at my lecture at the Richmond Symposium in
1992.) The "fried egg" shape described by the witness is
obvious. Another example of the sunny-side-up shape is shown in
a photo from London, Ontario; this was written up in the MUFON
Journal in 1993 (I couldn't find the issue).

You may notice 1I've done no actual photoanalysis here; the tiny
images give little to work with. The witness testimony of shape
and flashing lights gives a close match with the balloon. 1I'd
recommend checking with local (or downwind) advertising concerns
to verify advertising balloon usage.

Jeff Sainio

MUFON Staff Photoanalyst (note address change)
2200 W. Good Hope Rd. #321

Glendale WI 53209-2763

internet jsainio@ggraph.com
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Thank you for your interest in my services UFON Staff Pholoanalyst. | provide fre lysis of photo/video evidence in the
UFO field. This does NOT include other p mena such as Bigfoot, ghosts, or other n FO malerial. Also, due to the ease of
scarecrow-making, and the high probability of chance arrangements of ordinary objects combining to appear unusual, | do not
accept alleged afien-photos, except where the number and quality of witnesses precludes fraud or misrecognition. As |, like all
MUFON members, am unpaid, this service is done on a time-available basis, and cases are processed based on their potential for
furthering the understanding of UFOs, equipment availability, and complexity. You will receive a repon of any anomalous features of
the evidence, usually with halflone enhancements iltustrating points of interest. Most work is done on digitized images, available on
floppy disk, viewabls on IBM/MAC PCs. In exceptionally compelling cases, | will provide slides illustrating points of interest for yoitr
use in slide-shows or public lectures. (If allowed, keeping one for my own use!) Although membership in MUFON is encouraged, |
have no method of verifying cradentials (especially overseas) and therefore perform services for any interested party.

UNLESS SPECIFIED OTHERWISE, | will:

1. NOT release any witness names or identilying information, but WILL release investigator's names as | deem useful.

2. RETURN any original evidaence such as negatives or Polaroids, but RETAIN copies such as prints and copies | create.

3. ASSUME videotapes are copies of the originals, and retain them. Mailing costs exceed the tape value.

4. DISCUSS the material with other photoanalysts, meteorologists, aircraft experts, efc. as needed to best understand the material.
5. RESPECT copyright laws, particularly 17 USC 106-109, involving "fair use" of original material. In particular, | will release no
material in a manner which allows its copying (in books, newspapers, TV screans, etc.) without permission from the photographer.
I MAY use the material for noncommarcial, scientific/educationat use, such as educating the public through illustrated lecture.

I will follow any special instructions given which do not compromise scientific integrity or reasonable cost. In particular, you may
specify who the material may be shown to; anywhere from “show nobody" to "use any way you please.” The more input | get, the
more likely an accurate identificalion will be made. Cases have been identified, years later, this way. The sensitive nalure of some
cases may prevent this openness. Specify at the end of this form.

My recommended method of shipment is the US Postal Setvice; prices are very reasonable, and speed is moderale. Sendto:

Jelf Sainio-----2200 Good Hope Rd. #321-----Glendale WI 53208-2763-----USA. Sturdy priority mail packages are available at the
Post Office, and send up 1o two pounds for $3.00 and good speed. Careful especially with videotape; sharp corners will shred loose
paper wrappers. |f more speed is important, the various overnight services may be used. Do NOT overnighl to the above address,
since 'm not home during delivery hours, and speed actually suffers. Call me at 414-246-7829 (w) or 414-351-0795 (h) for
overmight-service instructions to my place of employment. Saturday delivery is avaialble, probably at extra cost from your shipper.

What to send? The COMPLETE pholo evidence. My equipment (designed for analysis of printed material) is best suited for prints,
s0 there is rarely an advantage to risking sending original negatives through the mail. A local investigator can verily what negalives
precedeffollow the UFO shot(s) without risking mailing originals. Slides are also best converted to prints, and the prinls mailed. In
the few cases where more information may be gleaned from the originals, {ater arrangements can be made. You may also include
enlargements of a feature of interest, but this must be in addition to the complete photo. Often, recognizable terrestrial objects such
as tree branches, strestlights, or distant hills, are essential refsrence objects. Take care in labelling/numbering prints; a ball-point
pen may mark-through to damage the image, and slow-drying felt-lips may smear onto the photo behind them in an envelope..

In the case of video, copy the COMPLETE videotape at STANDARD (S)VHS speed; other ordinary clips before the UFQ video mayf
be needed to determine camera characteristics. Do NOT perform freeze-frame or slow-motion of the pars of inlerest; this destroys
timing information and is poor-quality on most home equipment. | will do this as necessary on my industrial-grade equipment. You
may ADD this to the end of the video 1o illustrate interesting points, but an unedited copy of the video is essential. Label the tape;
ramember | may receive several tapes/week and don't want to mix any up. Broadcast custom is that an unlabelled tape is blank!

Any wilnass testimony, MUFON input forms, time/day/direction/weather can be very useful. Often, the photo/video evidence is
ambiguous in itself, but corroboratesfcontradicts witness lestimony. 1t is only a piece of the puzzle, not a key, and the more other
puzzle-pieces | have, the better | can interpret the data. Before you get excited, some common photo/video traps 1o recognize:

1. If a photographer saw nothing unusual until the print was examined, lens flares or film/developing defects are usually the causs.
Shapeless blobs, or translucent spots should not be cause for interest. Only clearly-structured unseen objects will be examined.

2. Most vidao misidentifications are of Venus or airplanes. A fixed point of light, with no anomalgus motion, is best called a star. A
light, with occasionat blinks on either side, is probably an airplane running light with wingtip strobe lights. Aircraft light colors are
typically tost {wilh a while result) on video, so the lack of red-whits-green aircraft colors is not surprising. Unless a streellight, star,
or other referencs object is seen, UFO "motion" may be merely camcorder motion. Unless TWO reference points are visibie,
apparent UFQ size changes, or apparent-motion loward/away from the reference object, may be merely zoom chages. Also,
apparent ROTATION around a reference point may be merely camera rotation, although humans rarely do this.

3. Video shape changes, from a bright point to a large diffuse blob, are usually from a "hunting" auto-focus mechanism which can't
find anything to focus on. The result often looks like the "Batman” searchlight.



While | have a large amount of UFO evidegl cannol release copies to others withoulQlease from the photographer, even for

puretyscientific or educational, non-commerical purposes. By checking the allowable level of disclosure, | can release material as
desired. The more widely | can show the material, the mare likely it will be properly identified.

{1 Show the material lo nobody, even other trusted analysts, SIGNATURE NOT REQUIRED.

'] Show/copy the material to other expents as needed only; do not show publicly. SIGNATURE NOT REQUIRED.

[]1 You may show the material publicly for non-commercial, scientific or educational purposes only. No copies or TV, newspaper,
or magazine usage. (If no box is checkad, ar this form not returned, | will use this level under the "fair use” capyrighl laws.)

SIGNATURE NOT REQUIRED.

[] The malerial may bé used any way you see fit. Photographet/representative signature required below. This forfeils exclusive
rights to the material! If somebody other fhan the photographer signs, the signer warrants that sthe has power-of-attornay to
grant this right, and agrees lo hold harmless Jefirey Sainio, his heirs and assigns, from actions under U.S/NAFTA/GATT
copyright law for use of this material.

Photographer/agent signature date
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A?75 Langkon Ave.
Tz Alkeas, Calif.,
940772
Hovember 5, 1995
Francis T.. Ridge
The Indiana Group - MUFON
618 Davia NDrive
Mt. Vernon, TN. 47670

Neay Franais,

With thisa Jetter T am pleased to submit to you the fina)
varsion af wmy paper analysing the four Mnngn, Tndiana phntagraphs
which you kindly provided me. T feel that this is a =ignificant
cAase whirh rcannnt be explained hy the lighter-than-air ship
hypothesis for a number of reasons thal are given in my paper. The
disk shaped nbhject remains wmidentified. During the past mankhs af
work T have enjoyed our conversakions and collahoration. T want to
sAay that your approach btn IIF0 studies and Lheivr adminisbration is
mxemplary. T have found your professional atbkitode o bhe most
welocome in these dayas nf egn and pride that econtinuas ke ron
rampant across America. My nun small contribnbions ko this Field
will prebhably he knnwn only din the area af dinvestigative
methodology, but so be it. Nevertheless, T hope that many of u=
will ecantinue ta work togetherr nn the highast gqualifty events
withont getting side tracked.

A1l the hest to ynu in the months and yrars ta come. Please
understand that my time is very limited For this "hobhy™ and 71
cannnt acrept many phata analyses. The personal costs are tnn high

and T have other priorities in my life loo. Rut T am pleasesd to
help nut when T aan. Finally, T have anbmitted this paper to Lhe
Journal) of Scientific Fxploration (of the 'Snciety for Scientifie

Frplovation') for possible publication. Tf printed it will veach
a great mmany prafessors and scientists around Lthe world., This will

have heen your and my contribution to changing their ¢leose minded
views nf the UIFO subjeat,

Sirmtere]
~
%Lz-’rxv‘n//{«’éﬂ

Richavd ¥, Haines
Research Sacientist, ret.

Fncl. M8 as stated
et filenr
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Analysis of Four Nighttime UFO Photos from Mongo, Indiana
August 31, 19941

Richard F. Haines
Copyright 1995

Completed: October 24, 1995

Abstract

Eight adult eye witnesses saw a self-luminous domed disc fly across the sky at a campground
in northern Indiana at 9:30 (EDT) Michigan time (8:30 pm Indiana time) on August 31, 1994 on
clear dark night. Five 35mm, color photographs were taken over about a twenty five second-long
interval with a Kodak K40 camera. Four of the frames show an angularly large object. This paper
describes the results of measurements, calculations, and various digital image quantifications.
Knowledge of the approximate maximum distance to the object from two different ground vantage
points and the angular size of the aerial object shows that it was about 19 feet in length and 8.5 feet
thick (at an assumed range of 2310 feet). If it travelled a total distance of 3,920 feet (its nearest
distance 2,310 feet) while visible, was viewed for thirty seconds, and moved at a constant velocity
its ground speed would have been about 192 mph which is significantly faster than a blimp can fly
in calm air. The suggestion that the object was an internally illuminated advertising blimp is
rejected on other grounds as well. The identity of the object remains unidentified.

Introduction and Sighting Details
Six adult males were sitting around a campfire at the Trading Post Campgrounds near the small

northern Indiana town of Mongo, about five miles south of the Michigan border and 40 miles.
NNW of Fort Wayne. Table 1 provides selected information on these witnesses.

' The author wishes to acknowledge the very able assistance of Linda Dahtkemper, MUFON field investigator who
obtained the initial information and also Francis L. Ridge, State Director, The Indiana Group, MUFON,
who provided expert administrative support and additional sighting data.
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Narratives of the event: Mr. J. Kintz, the primary witness, provided the following
information. The object was "...off to the southwest it looked like the moon, the moon, ‘cause we
are in the last phase... Then it started moving. Then it moved right out from behind the trees into
an open area near a road and hovered toward us. And it was clear as can be. It was a flying saucer,
just that vivid. The object glided into our area at a shallow angle, turned toward us and (began to)
hover, standing still the white glow turned transparent. It looked like a white strobe light on the top
of the dome. A bright red flash of light under the bottom flashed 3 or 4 times like a strobe and it
disappeared to the south and east very quickly, within two seconds.” At first he thought he was
seeing a meteor. (Ridge, 1995(a), pp 2-3) Mr. Kintz added (on October 22, 1994), "Off to the
southwest it looked like the moon, glowing through the treetops, and it was low. I said, 'that can’t
be the moon'. He also noted that "...there was absolutely no noise. Three dogs did not react in any
way."” (Ridge, 1994)

A telephone call to eyewitness D. Bickle on March 7, 1995 elicited the following additional
information. He estimated that the total sighting event lasted from one to three minutes. He did not
see any illumination on the ground from the object nor did it ever appear to flicker or create a
luminous trail in the air behind it. Neither he nor the other men present were particularly excited
during the event. It took him a few seconds to get his camera which was located closer to the edge

of the pond.

Additional Eye Witnesses: According to J. Kintz., two adult males (hunters) were on
their way driving north on State Road 3 and about 1/2 mile south of Mongo on Wednesday night
(August 31st) when they both reported seeing “...a white object move in front and to the east (of
their position) at low level at a high rate of speed. This was at the same time od (sic) 2130 EDT.
Prime witness (J.K.) met and talked with them the following day at 10:30 AM EDT." (Ridge,
1994).

Mr. and Mrs. David Martin, (husband is a news reporter) also allegedly saw the object the
same night, however, there are no specific details available from them. (Ridge, 1995c)

Table 1A and 1B

Selected Witness [nformation

Insert about here
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Sighting Locate: The sighting occurred at the Trading Post Campground, a sports and
recreation area located near the town of Mongo, Indiana, LaGrange County, about five (5) miles
south of the Michigan state border at 85 deg. 19 min arc W; 41 deg 41 min arc N coordinates.

Figlfre 1 is a drawing of the immediate area in which this event took part. There was a state
campground to the SE with a rifle range and other recreational facilities near the small pond where
the six main witnesses were camped (A). Turkey creek was to their north and a smail pond (about
300-400 feet long) directly south. State road No. 3 entered Mongo from the south and then turned
NW near the campsite. :

The countryside is generally flat with stands of desiduous trees and open fields. Figure 2 is a
composite, wide angle photograph taken for the author by D.B. on May 1, 1995 using the same
camera and film as was used on August 31, 1994 looking south (before leaves had developed on
some trees). The author added artifical foliage (Figure 3) to represent conditions during the
sighting and mailed copies to the primary witnesses. They were asked to draw in the approximate
flight path of the object. These paths are shown by dashed lines (with initials).

The nearest commercial airport is Baier Field at Fort Wayne, Indiana, about forty miles to the
SSE. The witnesses recalled seeing "...several A-10s in the same area flying at low altitude, the

afternoon prior to the sighting. This is the "tank killer” (airplane).” {Ridge, 1995b)

Figure |
Drawing of General Area of Sighting

Insert about here

Figure 2

Photograph of Small Pond West of
Trading Post Campground, Mongo, Indiana

Insert about here
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Figure 3
Approximate UFO Flight Path Drawn by Three Witnesses (JK, DB, FB)

Insert about here

Mr. J. Kintz wrote the following comments to the author on his copy of Figure 2
(dated August 4, 1995). "(The) UF().was first observed coming from the west at low ievel
at a fast rate of speed and moon bright, silent with no sound and seen in open areas
between trees. (au.: see Figure 3) Area (o the west is similar with trees and open areas. A
north-south road starts at area of arrow (not shown) and continues south for a shost
distance, and east-west road just beyond buildings and Mongo, Ind. is about 1,000 feet to
the east of the buildings. The UFO changed from a bright white to transparent when it
appeared to stop at about the location of X. I did observe flashing lights like beacons just
before it (UFO) disappeared. I did not see it leave the area. Just disappear without a sound.
No ground lighting was seen. 1 talked with two hunters on the campground 09-01-94 that
was (sic) traveling to the Mongo campground from the south and about 9:30 E.D.T. and
1/2 mile south of Mongo (au.: the night before), did observe a white disc shape cross the
sky at low level in front of them. It travelled from west to east fast.”

Mr. D. Bickle wrote these comments on his copy of Figure 2 (as of August 7, 1995).
"Came from out of sight level behind trees from south then went east, accelerated. Went
out of sight going east behind trees. No bright light noticed on ground below object." In a
subsequent telephone conversation with the author on March 7, 1995 he said that the object
was seen above the tree tops at first. No aircraft were noted that night nor did he notice any
colored lights on or near the object. The edges of the object were clear and sharply defined.

Mr. F. Babcock noted on his flight path drawing (as of August 3, 1995) that, "At point
A, the object went south.” Note that all three flight paths in Figure 3 compare well and are
very low on the horizon.

Weather: The weather was clear and warm with no moon or cloud visible. The wind was
calm and the air clear.

Haines
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Astronomical Information: According to a "Skyplot" analysis of star and planetary
positions (EZCosmos 3.0 program), both Venus and Jupiter were brightly visible and
stabile in the WSW sky relatively near where the object was first seen. However, all
witnesses reported that the object travelled across the sky through an arc of at least twenty
degrees! There was no light from the moon.

The Photographer: The photographer (D. Bickie) had owned the 35mm camera for

several years and was "very familiar with its operation."

The Camera and Lens: According to both Mr. Kintz and Bickle, the camera was a
Kodak model K40-VR35.7 This is a fully automatic exposure camera with three operating
modes: (1) aperture priority (user pre-sets f stop and other controls are set automatically),
(2) program (user makes no special settings and everything is done automatically), and (3)
shutter priority (user sets shutter speed and other controls are set automatically. A mode

control switch is located on the front of the camera body. It is not known which mode was
used for the present photographs. It has a two blade "leaf" shutter and a battery powered
film advance feature. Its operating range is from 1/30 sec at f6 to 1/300 sec at {11.8 Mr.
Bickle told the author that he had taken five or six more rolls of film after the Mongo event
and that none of the frames had tvmed out bad nor had he experienced any mechanical
problems with the camera before or after the event.

The fixed focus (not telephoto) 35mm Ektanar, three element (uncoated) glass lens has
a focal range of from five feet to infinity and is rated an f 5.6 aperture. A viewfinder
provides a field of view for aiming purposes that is about 85 percent of the full
photographic frame area. This is more than sufficient for aiming the camera in a desired
direction. Table 2 provides data on the plane angles subtended at the film plane for various
focal length lenses. There could be slight deviations (perhaps 2 - 6 percent) of the

theoretical values give here from the actual values for this particular camera.

7 Manufactured from June 1986 to December 1989 according to a Kodak representative contacted at their "Help
Facility” on August 29, 1995.
8 Ttis assumed that the automatic system pre-set the camera at 1730 sec shutter speed and aperture at f6 for
the dark sky conditions present.



Mongo Photo Analysis . Page 6 . Haines

Table 2

Relation Between Lens Focal Length and Photographic Width and Height
(after Neblette and Murray, 1965)

Insert about here

The Film and Photographs: A fresh roll of Kodak Gold 400-5 (ASA 400; Ultra),
35mm, 24 exposure film was used. Its nominal image area measures 24.4 mm high by 36
mm long (ANSI Standard), however vignetting can occur due to the interior structure of
individual cameras which was the case here. The measured height and length of the present
film's image area was 24.2 mm and 35 mm, respectively. Its characteristic curve is
presented in Figure 4 (from Kodak Corp.).

Note in Figure 4 that the blue (B) dye layer produces the largest change in density and
the red (R) layer the least to the same amount of exposure and that all three dyes cover a
density range of about two log units over a range of three log units of exposure (lux-
seconds).

Figure 4
Kodak Gold Ultea 400 Characteristic Curve

Insert about here

This positive color film possesses spectral sensitivity (for each dye layer) as shown in Figure 3.
Note that this fiim possesses almost the same total sensitivity (area under curve) for each dye and -
that the three sensitivity peaks are shifted from each other by about the same amount (75 to 110
nm). The modulation transfer function curve for this film indicates that detail as small as about 1/50
= 0.02 mm can be recorded by a scanning densitometer. For comparison, recall that the measured
end to end length of the disc on the negative was (.3 mm, over ten times larger than this resolution.
limit. Enlarging this disc area by more than 30 times permits separate grains of dye to become
visible,
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Figure 5 Figure 6

Spectral Sensitivity Curves Modulation Transfer Function
Insert about here

The Kodak specification sheet for this film states that its print grain index is 42. An index of
25 on this arbitrary scale, developed by Eastman Kodak Co., represents the approximate visual
threshold for graininess. The higher the number the more graininess is observed under a
magnification of 4.4 x, on a print measuring 4" x 6", a negative of 24 x 36 mm, and diffuse
printing illumination. There usually is some variation in grain diameter and shape (Berry and
Loveland, 1966, pp. 36-43).

The author inspected the original negative frames provided by the photographer. Table 3

presents a brief verbal description of each one.

Table 3

Description of Photographs

Insert about here

Film Processing: The film was processed at a local photo shop. Copy prints and enlargements
were made by D.Bickle on a department store customer-operated Kodak machine "Create-A-Print"

at a store named "Meijer" in Jackson, Mich.
Witness Drawings: Three eye witnesses completed a Mutual UFO Network (MUFON) General
Case Form | which included sketches of the aerial object. They are duplicated in Figure 7. Mr.

Kintz wrote on his MUFON form 1, "...and the photos cannot compare to what we observed."

Figure 7
Eye Witness Sketches of UFO

Insert about here
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Data Analyses and Results

Digital Image Analysis Results: Frames 4 - 7 were scanned with a Lacie Ltd., Silver
Scanner II and processed by Adobe Photoshop software running in a Power Macintosh model
7100/66. This scanner provided for a variable sized scan area. Figures 8 through 11 present. the
original (Part A) and several tomputer enhancements (Parts B, C, D...etc.) of each frame.

Frame 4. (A) This positive glossy print enlargement (approx. 36 times larger than negative)
shows the first image of the domed disc.

Figure 8A

Glossy Positive Print of Frame 4 Aerial Object
Magnified Approx. 36 Times

insert about here

Figure 8B
High Resolution Positive Print

of Frame 4 Aerial Object
(Printed at 800 dpi)

Insert about here

Figure 8C
Reverse Contrast Black and White Print

of Frame 4 Obtained from Red Dye Layer only
(Printed at 800 dpi)

insert about here
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Figure 8D

Glossy Positive Color Print of Frame 4
Scanned at 600 dpi and 8 bits of Color

insert about here

The bright highlight on the upper protruberance is clearly visible here as is the shadow on its
left side. It is not known why there should be a shadow at all unless the protruberance is opaque
and the whole object is illuminated from the right side.

Figure 8E

Positive Color Print of Frame 4
Processed by 7 Step Luminance Filter
{Scanned at 560 dpi)

insert about here

This image has been divided into seven separate juminance levels and a single color assigned to
each level in order to help emphasize the relative homogeneity or lack of it in the surface
brightness.

Figure 8F

Reverse Contrast "Equalized” Print of Frame 4
(Scanned at 560 dpi)

insert about here

In Figure 8F notice the uneven boundary surrounding the image which is not a magnified
grain effect. It is not clear whether this boundary is caused by radiated energy causing the air to
refract the emitted light differentially or an actual undulating edge over time. [t probably is not
caused by rigid object motion since its magnitude appears to be greater on the bottom surface than
on either the left or right ends which would be the leading and following edges, respectively, in the
reported line of flight.

Figure 9A
Glossy Positive Print of Frame 5 Aerial Object
Magnified Approx. 36 Times

insert about here
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Figure 9B
Positive Glossy RGB Color Print of Digitized Frame 5
(Printed at 320 dpi)

insert about here

Figure 9C
Medium Contrast Positive RGB Color Print
of Frame 5 Scanned at 600 dpi

msert about here

Figure 10
Glossy Positive Print of Frame 7 of Aerial Object
Magnified Approx. 36 Times

insert about here

Figure 11

Glossy Positive Print of Frame 8 Aerial Object
Magnified Approx. 36 Times

insert about here

Note that the disc image seen in Figures 10 and 11 is not as sharply defined as in the two
previous frames although the measured image width on the negative is approximately the same for
all four. This blur may well be the result of camera motion, object motion, or both.

Witness Location Analysis Results: The six primary eyewitnesses initially saw the object in
the SSW (at a low elevation angle estimated to be approx. 15 - 20 deg arc) while the two (hunters)
[about 7/8 mile (about 4,600 feet) away] looked toward the north.® However, the object had to be

9 [tisn't known with certainty where the two hunters were located during their sighting of the object. They
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between the two witness groups approximately as diagrammed in Figure 1. Assuming that both
observer groups saw the same cobject and that it was mid-way between them, a range to the object
of 2,310 feet is used in the following calculation.

To calculate the angle subtended by the length of the object we form the proportion:

where 0.3 mm is the (horizontal) length of the object's image on the negative, 35 mm is the width
of the film's image area, and 55 deg arc is the equivalent angular width of the film's image area
(neglecting small vignetting which may occur; cf. Table 2). We find x = 0.471 deg (28.29 min.
arc). Solving the trigonometric function Tan a = d/D where a = plane angle, d = angular size of the
object (deg.), and D = range to object (feet), a = 28.29 min arc or Tan a = 0.00823. The values of
D in Table 4 are obtained:

Table 4

Object Length and Width (ft) as a
Function of Distance for 35mm Lens

Insert about here

A similar calculation as above was made using the 43 deg arc photographic frame width (for a
44 mm lens in the event the camera lens used had possessed this focal length. Table 5 presents
these results. It is clear that the differences are relatively small.

Table 5
Object length and Width (ft) as a

Function of Distance for 44dmm Lens

Insert about here

altegedly told J. Kintz that they were about 1/2 mile S of Mongo
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The Advertising Blimp Hypothesis: It was suggested that the UFO was an internally
illuminated advertising blimp on the basis of the fact that a blimp definitely was in the area that
evening [Anon., 1994(a); Anon., {994(b)] and similarities in general shape of video images
obtained previously in other geographic locales by several people (Kelley, 1995, Sainio, 1993).
We will evaluation this suggestion in light of each piece of evidence. Mr. Kintz said that he went
hunting the next day and saw the "Family Channel Blimp" flying nearby. He remarked to Francis
Ridge, "There's no way in hell (that) we saw a blimp that night.” (Ridge, 1995b, Pg. 3) As will
be seen, several different avenues were followed to test this personal assessment by this eye
witnesses. -'

Basic Blimp Characteristics. And author and Mr. John Timmerman of the J. Allen Hynek
Center for UFO Studies (separately) contacted various lighter-than-air ship manufacturers for
specifications, illustrations, and flight schedules. Figure 12 is a photograph of the "Lightship” built
by the American Blimp Corporation of Hillsboro, Oregon. Four variations are sold which vary in
length but not in width to length ratio. The overall length of the A-150 model is 128 feet and its
maximum diameter is 30 ft 10 in for a width to length ratio of 0.24 (about one-half of the measured
width to length ratio of the UFO seen in frames 4 and 5; viz. 0.444 and 0.452, respectively). One
shorter and two slightly longer models than the A150 model are manufactured by this company.
The top speed of this model is 55 mph using two each 68 hp German Limbach engines operating at
2900 RPM.

Figure 12

Photograph of The Lightship Blimp
in Daylight

Insert about here

The maximum rate of climb for this blimp is 1600 feet per minute (fpm) and 1400 fpm
maximum rate of descent. Its rated service ceiling is 7300 feet and maximum range without
refueling at 40 miles per hour (mph) is 560 nautical miles. Its minimvm turn radius is 375 feet.
Needless to say, its ability to accelerate is very limited. More importantly, the outer skin of these
blimps is made from a tough woven fabric and plastic film that is translucent. Spotlights located
inside it make the entire blimp glow relatively evenly. The advertising panels seen here on the sides

of the blimp do not move relative to the blimp itself but are attached by numerous tie-down cords.
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A Elt‘mp was in the Area. Kelley (1995) reported that a blimp owned by the Virgin Lightship
Co. (Orlando, Florida) travelled from Minneapolis, Minnesota to Lakehurst, New Jersey in thirty
one hours during the same time as the Mongo UFO sighting took place. The company were
allegedly attempting to set a speed record. The average ground speed of the blimp would have been
about 33.5 mph over this approximate distance of 1,040 miles. It was also discovered that a
number of UFQO reports in the Indiana area originated from the overflight of this blimp. Virgin
Lightships operate five such vehicles in America (Timmerman, 1995). Figure 13 is a photograph of
this blimp at night.

Figure 13
The Virgin Light Ship Photographed at Night

Insert about here

If the Virgin Lightship blimp was attempting to set a west-to east speed record why would it
overfly Mongo on the night of August 31st and again during the-day on September [st? Other
similar arguments are presented later in the Additional UFO Reports section.

No Sound Heard. 1f a blimp was the source of these photographs its reciprocating engines
also probably would have been heard at distances under about 2,000 to 3,000 feet in the calm night
air. No such sounds were heard by anyone.

Blimp Shape. Several previously recorded VHS segments of positively identified blimps were
analyzed by Jeff Sainio, chief photo analyst for MUFON. He provided the author with a copy of
these VHS clips and still frame photographs for comparison with the present photographs. While

they appear to be similar in shape to the present images they also differ in interesting ways.

Consider Figure 14 which shows three consecutive 1/30 sec. video frames from a camcorder
recording taken by Mr. John Stanolevich on August 23, 1995 at Rego Park (near Shea Stadium)
New York and which was conclusively identified as an advertising blimp. These three video
frames show: (A) the one-per-second white, anti-collision strobe light on the bottom appearing as’
a bulge beneath the oval shaped object. Each flash is seen in only one video frame indicating that
it's duration is less than 1/30th second.'® (B) and (C) the generally oval-shaped blimp image is

10 Most anti-collision light sources used on airplanes and blimps are gas discharge xenon types with a total flash
duration of about 1 millisecond or less. Interestingly, the top strobe source (required by FAA reguiations)
is not visible in this four (4} mimute-long video at any time.
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comprised of several horizontal (raster) TV lines separated by blank lines whose ends stair-step in
order to produce the overall shape. The overall width to length ratio of these images is 0.42 and
no prominant dome is seen on the top.

Figure 14

Three Consecutive Video Frames of an
Advertising Blimp over New York on the night
of August 23, 1994

Insert about here in three parts

Contradictory Film Image Size. If the object was one of the American Blimp Corporation
airships (128 feet long) for instance, it would have had to be 21,395 feet (about 4 miles) away to
produce the small image length found on these photographs! This large a distance contradicts the
testimony of the main group of witnesses at the campsite as well as the two hunters who said they

saw the object to the north of their estimated position as will he discussed later.

Other Arguments. There ate other arguments why the aerial object photographed was not a
blimp: (1) the lack of any visible protruberance on the top of a blimp which is clearly visible in all
of these photographs, (2) the presence of a small gondola below the blimp which is not visible on
these photographs, (3) the presence of a dark, opaque (structural) tip at each end of these blimps
(Figs. 12, 13) which is not seen in any of the eye witness drawings or photographs, (4) the
probable average object velocity calculations presented below tend to exceed the maximum ground
speed of a blimp, (5) the reported high acceleration during departure exceed the capability of
blimps, (6) only one of the six witnesses at the main campground saw a flashing light on the object
as it departed to the SE. However, FAA approved anticollision strobe lights on flight certified
blimps must be visible from all possible viewing positions relative to the blimp so that everyone in
the group should have seen the strobe light.

The results presented in Table 6 also support the opinion of Mr. J. Kintz wherein the angular
size of a 128 foot-long blimp was calculated for each of four hypothetical viewing distances. The
length of the image of the object on the original negative represents only 0.86 percent of the width
of the frame which is considerably smaller than any of the values given in Table 6.

Finally, the majority of blimps have a width to length ratio of from 0.25 to 0.30 which is

approximately one-half of the ratio of the present aerial object (not including its dome on top).
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Table 6

Calculated Angular Size of an Object 128 Feet
Long at Four Distances and Percentage of Film Frame Width

Insert about here

Discontinuous Object Motions: All but one of the main group of witnesses indicated that the
objeci wasn't a blimp. It moved relati‘vely fast, stopped. changed directions (appearing to approach
the witnesses), stopped again, and then accelerated away in a matter of seconds. Blimps do not
behave this way!

Object Velocity: Assuming certain values for total distance travelled (d} and sighting duration
(t), object velocity can be calculated. Mr. Kintz thought the sighting lasted about fifteen seconds
while Mr. Bickle had a longer estimate of from 60 to 180 seconds. The other three primary
witnesses did not make temporal duration estimates. The total horizontal angle through which the
object travelled [as measured from the main campsite (A)] is approximately that shown in Figure |
although its distance from the observers is not known for sure.

Assuming the flight path of the object!l was that shown by the heavy dashed line in Figure |
and it was in sight for t = 60, 90, or 120 seconds, its average (constant) velocity is 65.3, 43.5, or
32.6 ftsec, (95.3, 63.8, or 47.9 mph), respectively. Only the slowest of these values is within the
55 mph maximum airspeed of the commercially produced Lightship Blimp discussed above. If the
actual {light path of the object was far more of an acute angle V with its initial and final distances
much greater than are shown in Figure 1, i.e., an assumed total flight path length of about 10,740
feet, with the nearest point as illustrated, the object’s average velocity (also assuming a constant
velocity) for t = 60, 90, or 120 seconds would be 262, 175, or 131 mph, respectively. All of
these velocities are significantly faster than this blimp can fly. And so for a blimp, comparable to
the Lightship Blimp, to have caused this report it would have had to do all of the following: (1) fly
at its maximum speed and never stop moving, (2) fly along the approximate path shown in Figure
1 or nearer to the campsite, (3) remain in sight for about 100 seconds or more (travelling at a
constant speed), (4) somehow appear to accelerate at a high rate of speed,!2 and (5) remain silent
the entire time! Since most of the witnesses said that the object moved discontinuously and actually

' Estimated total path length = 3,917 feet.
12 Witnesses at the main campsite as well as the two hunters approaching the area from the south indicated that the
object flew away at a high rate of speed, suggesting an acceleration component to its previous velocity.
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seemed to stop once or twice its actual velocily would have had to be even faster than calculated
above to make up for the time it had stopped. Finally, no witnesses indicated that the object
changed shape. If it were a blimp and changed heading its length would seem to shorten somewhat
without changing thickness.

Additional UFO Reports: Additional reports of unidentified aerial phenomena seen on the
same night were received at the Indiana MUFON headquarters (Table 7). As discussed above,
some were identified as being caused by an advertising blimp.

Table 7
Additional UFO Sightings in Northern Indiana

Insert about here

A careful plotting of these sightings shows that the airborne object reported: (1) did not travel
consistently from west to east as it should have if it were attempting a speed record, and (2) few
at very slow speeds. For example, at 3.5 mph for the 7.1 miles separating Granger and So. Bend,
at seven mph between Granger and Bristol (assuming the 1730 hrs sighting time at Granger is
accurate), and at 23 mph for the 15 miles distance between Shipshewana and Mongo. The
calculated average speed from So. Bend to Mongo was 50 mph. Either the object(s) presented in
Table 7 was not a blimp, it was a blimp but was not attempting to establish a speed record, or there

were two separate objects reported.

Conclusions

The self-luminous aerial object seen and photographed at Mongo, Indiana on August 31, 1994
has remained unidentified after the various evaluations cited above. On the one hand, its overall
shape and flight characteristics are not unlike many scores of other UFO reported for more than’
thirty years from around the world, many of which were captured on photograps. On the other
hand, a blimp definitely was seen during the night of August 31, 1994 in the Mongo area. Many
arguments are presented against the blimp hypothesis so that the aerial object photographed cannot
be positively tdentified at this time, It remains 2 UFO.
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Table 1A

Selected Witness Information

No. Name/Initials Age Vision Occupation MUFON Dwg.?
1. I Kintz 6! 20:20 retired yes
2. F.Babcock 7 wears retired (Mich. Dept. Nat. Res.) yes
glasses’
3. D.Bickle? 47 20:20 retired (Mich. state fire officer) yes
4, 0.]3 nfa  nfa retired (Mich. State Trooper) no
5. John ----- 7 n/a retired (U.S. Postal Service) no4
Table 1B

Selected Witness Sighting Information (continued)

Witness Direction UFO UFQ Direction UFO Last Est. Nearest Est. Lowest Est.

No. First Seen of Movement Seen in Distance (ft.) Altitude (ft.) Angular
, Size
i, SwW WtoE S 660 50- 1005 15 min.
2. SW WitoE S 660 50- 100 <32 min.
3. S WtoE E 528 - 1056 200-250 n/a

2 A very experienced photographer and professional fire fighter with the Forest Management Division, Michigan Dept.
of Natural Resources. His son owns the camp ground and runs the canoce ride attraction.

3 Lives in Carroll. Michigan.

4 Did not believe object was UFO but (rather) a blimp. He did not complete a MUFON form as of August 1995
(Ridge, 1995h).

3 Elevation angle above horizontal = 10 deg 45 min arc for 200 ft (est.) altitude and 1,056 It range; 25 deg 20 min

arc for 250 ft (est.) altitude and 528 ft range. These vertical angles appear to be larger than would be allowed
by the location and height of the trees situated SW of the pond.
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Table 2

Relation Between Lens Focal Length and Photographic Width and Height
‘ (after Neblette and Murray, 1965)

1f the lens’ focal the total angular (deg.) frame is
length is: width height
35mm 55 38
44mm 43 29
48mm 41 27.6

50mm 40 27
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Table 3

Description of Photographs

Frame 2.:..

Frame 3...

Frame 4 ...

Frame 5...
Frame 6...

Frame 7 ..

Shows a man wearing a green baseball cap and striped shirt standing in front of a
BBAQ grill with a pickup truck in the background with red horizontal stripe on its

side.

Shows a group of four men sitting at a picnic table eating. Three are on the right
and one on the left side. The same man as in frame 2 is sitting in the middle of the

three men sitting on a bench. The tablecloth is red checkerboard.

Shows the UFO image against a homogeneously dark sky. It is well centered
with longitudinal axis oriented horizontally.

Ditto (above) except UFO is shifted slightly to right of center by about 1.5 mm.
Shows nothing except dust particles.

The disk object is visible along with branches of a nearby tree extending into the
frame from the right hand side about 1/3 rd frame width. All leaves and branches
are in good focus. The UFO image (0.3 mm across) is approximaltely in the center
of the frame. There is a stight crease or dimple in the negative located about 2/5th
to the left (measured from the right hand margin) and just above the mid-fine. The

leaves are clearly illuminated by the camera's flash.

Frame 8.... Shows an oval image clearly visible against a homogeneously dark sky. One witness

said that the object moved during the time this frame was taken and that was the

reason the image is slightly blurred. (au. nevertheless, very little blur is apparent).

Frame 9.... Shows a man (F.B.) wearing eye glasses and baseball cap, sitting in a
folding chair in front of a card table with red checker table cloth. A second man is

standing on the left side and is partially out of the frame. A Starcraft motor home

(fifth wheel camper) is seen in the hackground. This exposure is clearly flash-

illuminated.
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Table 4

_ Object Length and Width (ft) as a
Function of Distance for 35mm Lens

Distance  Object Length Object Width

(Assumed) (minus dome)
D (feet) d w
1000 8.23 3.72
1500 12,34 5.58
2000 16.46 7.44
2310 19.01 8.59
2500 20,57 9.30
3000 24.68 11.15
3500 28.80 13.03

4000 3291 14.88
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Table 5

Object length and Width (ft) as a

Function of Distance for 44mm Lens

Distance Object Length Object Width
(Assumedj (minus dome)
D d w

1000 6.43 2.91
1500 9.65 4.36
2000 12.86 5.81
2310 14.88 6.73
2500 16.08 7.27
3000 19.30 8.72
3500 22,51 10.18

4000 25.73 11.63
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Table 6

Calculated Angular Size of an Object 128 Feet
[.ong at Four Distances and Percentage of Film Frame Width
(for 2 Different Possible Focal Length Lenses)

Distance Ang. Size  Percentage of Frame Width

( fr) ( deg.)

35mm 44 mm
1000 7.3 13.3 170
2000 3.7 6.6 8.5
2310 3.2 5.8 7.4
3000 2.4 4.4 5.7

4000 1.8 3.3 43
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Table 7

Additional UFQ Sightings Reported
in Northern Indiana On August 31, 1994

Time Location State Description Witness Comments

1. 1730 Granger In. oval --------  Identified as blimp

2. 1930 SouthBend In. oval several 7.1 mi. SW of Granger

3. 1950 Lagrange CoIn. Object several

4. 1950 Elkhart Co. In. Object several

5. 1950 Bristol Mi. Oval object Martin Identified as blimp 16 mi. SE of Granger
6. 1950 ShipshewanalIn. oval = - Identified as blimp 12.3 mi. ESE of Bristol
7. 2030 Mongo In. oval eight  unidentified 15.2 mi. E of Shipshewana
8. 2050 Mottvilie Mi. Object several

9. evening Hamilton  In. Teardrop several glowing rounded object
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Figure 2

Photograph of Small Pond at Trading Post Campground, Mongo, Indiana

Figure 3
! :Path Drawn by Three Witnesses (JK, DB, FB)
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Figure 4

Kodak Gold Ultra 400 Characteristic Curve

4.0

Exposure: Caylight 17100 second
Process: C-41

Densitometry: Stalus M

DENSITY

io 7.0 i 0.0 10
LOG EXPOSURE (lux-seconds)

This positive color film possesses spectral sensitivity (for each dye layer) as shown in Figure 5.
Note that this film possesses almost the same total sensitivity (area under each curve) for each dye
and that the three sensitivity peaks are shifted from each other by about the same amount (75 to 110
nm). The modulation transfer function curve for this film indicates that detail as small as about 1/50
=0.02 mm can be recorded by a scanning densitometer. For comparison, recall that the measured
end to end length of the disc on the negative was 0.3 mm, over ten times larger than this resolution

limit. Enlarging this disc area by more than 30 times permits separate grains of dye to become
visible.
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Figure 7
Eye Witness Sketches of UFO

(A) John Kintz
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Data Analyses and Results

Digital Image Analysis Results: Frames 4 - 7 were scanned with a Lacie Ltd., Silver
Scanner 1I and processed by Adobe Photoshop software running in a Power Macintosh model
7100/66. Figures 8 through 11 present. the original (Part A) and several computer enhancements
(Parts B, C, D...etc.) of each frame.
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Setting a new standard for airborne productivity!
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few nights the witnesses looked in
the same area but never saw the
strange object.

We hesilale labeling objects beyond
the close encounter range, not neces-
sarily because of the distance, but
due to the usual lack of detail for
identification purposes. However, in
this case we don't have to worry
about a witness with poor vision or a
witness who strelched the facls ot
one who simply couldn't figure out
what he/she was seeing due to igno-
rance. There were five adult wit-
fiesses and the FI {field investigator)
feels that these people s:mply report-
ed what they saw.

The main object, possibly a "parent
&raft”, and smaller objects, possible
other craft or "probes”, was observed
for two and one-half hours. The
fhain object moved a couple of
times, but mostly hovered. The main
object report passes the Natural
Sousce Test. This was not a star, hor
a planet. Venus was visible at the
same tiné in the southwest.

This report also passes the Man-
made Souice Test for the samié
réasoris mentioned above. Blimps
can hover, but the description and
length of time observed rules this
out. Everything else has 10 move to
stay in the air or, in the casé of bal-
loons, don't hover that long, nor do
théy have lights of that type. Man-
made fixed structures were ruled oiit.
Hoax by witnesses was ruled out:

This report has been given the pre-
liminary identification of
UNKNOWN, Significant, bécause it
was some kind of craft with other
objects coming and going fom it.
Main object was observed over a
long period of time.  Berliner
Strangeness Scale: 02 (Night
Object), Berliner Credibility Scale of
02 (Multiple Average Witnéss).
Speiser Strangeness Scale: 54

(Strange, does not conform to
known principles, Speiser
Probability Scale P4 credibie and
sound).

Ten days later, on the 19th of
Septernber, the investigating F1 and
hér daughter observed a strange
object in the same general direction.
However, this time from the north-
west comer of indianapolis. The
object appeared to be only about a
mile away. The event started at
9:00 PM.

Norma Croda had gone outside to
talk with some neighbors and
noticed a bright light above a house,
which was a half-block to the west.
She was very bright red and green
lights flashing, went inside to get
binoculars and watched through the
upstairs window. When focused in,
the colored lights, red, green, and
yellow, appearéd i a band arouend
the center of the while light. The
colored lights seemed to be rotating.
Her daughter, who saw the object
for only about ten minutes, took the

"binoculars and after 3-5 minutes

said it was tuming and moving. The
light slowly tmoved lo the northwest.
They tried to follow it in their car
but lost it. Qbservation time: 45
minutes.

The next evening and subsequent
evenings there was no similar object
observed, therefore this was not an
astronomical object. The length of
time observed by a trained observer
also eliminates aircraft. The case is
still under investigation by Indiana
MUFON.

Virgin Blimp Mlstaken
for UFO

According to the September 3, 1994
issne of Elyrna, Ohio’s The
Chronicle-Telegram, a mini-flap of
UFO sighlings in the area was

. OHIOUFO NOTEBQOK #9

ARTI CLES

caused by the misidentification of a
large blimp owned by Virgin
Lightship of Orlando, Florida. The
company was reportedly formed in
1989 and is one of several compa-
nies in the Virgin Group of
Companies, including a record
company which records such acts as
Janet Jackson, The Rolling Stones,
and Smashing Pumpkins. The blimp
company owns two lightships is the
U.S., one in England and one in
mainland Europe.

According to company representa-
tive Bruce Renny, this lightship was
traveling from Minneapolis 1o
Liakehurst, New Jersey. It traveled
1,200 miles in 31 hours in what the
company hopes to be record time.
The companies blimps are referred
to as “lightships” because they are
illuminated from the inside. Thus,
they appear as huge saucer shaped
objects from some angles. "They're
often mistaken for UFQOs,” said
Renny. The European lightship once
attracled the attention of about 400
drivers in Germany. which was
adverlising a Pink Floyd concerl.
The drivers followed it for miles
before recognizing what it was or
giving up. We bet a terrific traffic
jam was created in the process.

References: The Chronicle-
Telegram, September 1, 2, 3 & 9,
1994; The Morning Journal, Lorain,
Ohio, August 31 and September 2 &
3, 1994,

Source: Galen F. Kelley, Vermilion,
Ohio

The Government Cover-Up,
A Viewpoint

Altorney Daniel Sheehan, graduate
in the Harvard Law School Class of
1970, founder, president and general
counsel of the public interest law
firm called the Christic Institute, had

2%




RSID {Regional Sighting Information Database) UF0 FILTER CENTER

. 618 Davis Drive
UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT INCIDENT REPORT Mt. Vernon, IN 47620
The following information represents the current record in the database:
PRIMARY DATA, SIGHTING: SECONDARY DATA, INVESTIGATION:
Sighting Date: 940831 . Status: IC
Military Time: 2030 Berliner Value: 02/07
Location: MONGO Speiser Value: S5/P5
State: IN Forms Used: 1.8
Hynek Value: NL Forms Needed:
#/Witnesses: 10 F1 In Charge: RIDGE

. TIMMERMAN

Description: SAUCER L Indiana District: 09
Sound: NONE Indiana County: LAGRANGE
Durationt 15-20 SECS Witness Last Name: KINTZ
Valiee Number: 111 Report Source!. MINDY
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If investigation status is complete (IC), copies should be filed as follows:

{ ) ORIGINAL, MUFON, Central Regional Director

( ) Copy, CUF0S,., Mark Rodeghier
( ) copy, UFOFC/State Director File g
{ ) COPY, PHOTO ANALYST, Dr. Richard Haines
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DETAILED BACKUP

Case Date/ID: 940831 Time: 2030, Location: MONGO, IN
Witness: KINTZ, Field Investigator: RIDGE

Cross-reference list of all back-up material used in the investigation.
The date and location of each action is listed in Sighting Investigation
Activity Log.

(XX) Form 1, General Case

( ) Form 2, Computer Input

( ) Form 3, Electricals/Magnetic Case

{ ) Form 4, Animal Effect Case

( ) Form 5, Psychological/Physiological Case

( ) Form 6, Landing Trace Case
¢

(XX) Form 8, Photographic Case (Stills, Movies or Videos)

Form 7, Entity Case

{ ) Form 9, Radar Case

( ) Form 10, Residual Radiation

{ ) Form 11, Aerial Sighting Report
(XX) Drawing of object, separate from Form 1
( ) Drawing of Area

(XX) Map of Region

{(XX) Investigator Notes

(XX) EZC Skyplot

(XX) Source Test, Natural & Manmade
(XX) sighting Evaluation Worksheet

( Y Newsclippings

(XX) Photos

¢ ) Recordings, audiotape



REPORT DATA_ CHECKLIST

The report of a claimed UFO sighting and/or abduction, witnessed by

KINTZ on 940831, at 2030, MONGO, IN

investigated by FRANCIS RIDGE,

is attached. The current case record is considered complete, Included in
the report are the following items:

1.

SIGHTING BACKGROUND . A description of the circumstances surrounding the
receipt of the initial UFO sighting or abduction information. {(Simply
attach copy of Notice of Initial Report or message slip).

( XXX ) Attached. ‘

SIGHTING ACCOUNT. Includes Form 1, General Case. Should include witness
brief chronological composite or consolidation of the UFO sighting
account(s).

(XXX) Attached.

SIGHTING INVESTIGATION ACTIVITY LOG. Simple chronological log by date,
time and place denoting the tasks the FI carried out during the investi-
gation.

(XXX ) Attached.

INTERVIEW AND INTERROGATION. FI Notes, a description of the interview and
interrogation. This should include where and how the interview took place
(mail, telephone, consite, etc. ).

({ XXX) aAattached.

ADDITIONAL WITNESS CHECK. FI notes, circumstances surrounding how, when,
where additional witnesses were located and any subsequent interviews and
interrogations including the FI’s personal impressions of these witnesses
and their home envivronment, interests, etc.

(XXX ) Attached.

. SOURCE TESTS. A list of what Natural or Man—-made were checked in

an effort te identify the stimulus for the reported UFO is attached to
this report. The reasons for rejecting or suspecting each as being the
stimulus should be clearly noted.

(XXX) Attached.

WITNESS BACKGROUND CHECK. FI notes, list of the persons checked, their
comments about the witness character and their relationship to the
witness. This section should include the FI’s impressions of the witness
pergsonality, credibility, etc.

( ) Attached.

. DTHER DATA NEEDED. Includes other MUFON Forms, etc., as needed for

special evidence.
( XXX ) attached.

(XX) Form
(XX} Drawings
{ ) other

COMMENTS, INTERROGATING FI. FI notes.
{XX) Notes below or attached.
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{ 0/INUFORC) National UFD Reporting Center () {HUFON) Mutual UFD Network | ) (UFDFL) UFD Filter Center m A 'r—(/‘?f’l/O}/)

P.0. Bon 1807 193 (ldtowne Rd. 618 Davis Dr,
Seattle, WA 98111 Seguin, TX 78153 M. Vernon, IN 47620 f

" (286) Te2-3000 (512} 3719-9216 (812) A18-9843

NOTICE OF INITIAL REPORT (Message SLip) mMuron

To O{,CQL‘C_ Filed by ;:"T— _DA’JILKEY"?}"E}/L {}‘JJ i

(2T

The following UFO incident report was received at our office on _ 72 7~ [t/ 00 /?7”7 ﬁj;;ilb
The ihcident occurred on ¢?7é3//4?}4: at AN 5?5&7 PH

at/nase. MNeoniGo state A county LA GRMmIEE Pfﬁ??‘oj'

‘ S m
REPORTING PARTY: DESCRIPTION:
3. ey
¢ ) Witness Shape _SAUCER Size
{ )} Reporting for witness Witnesses - & + Sound _Alo~SE 0
2 Distance __zéﬁzZIér_ feet Altitude ZZE -0/ fewt
Nape _© ,-E_ngp Maw Avtousd Observed for: __. Sec. Hin. Hr (s}
AN s ¢ ) Light Form Only Tine Loss

Henory Losa
Passed Overhead

Addressa ( Vehicle/Device
{ ) Anisal Reaction

()
(S ]
C)
City State ( Y Physical Trace ¢ ) Within 209’ of Gnd
{ ) Paychological Event ( » Under Cloud Ceiling
2ip Code Age ¢ ) Parapsychdlog. Event { ) Change In Motion
¢ } Phyaiological Event { » Continuous Flight
Hosie Phone —@7) 280-307% ) El‘ectro‘lggnetic Event (¢ } Stationary Target
- ‘ ( ) Landing/Touchdown ¢ ) Anomalistic Hotion
Work Phone () b

Humanoid or Creature?
FORM €, BS/LL €O o



EXHIBIT 1743

Police say UFO was just a Family

A blimp traveling east over. the
arca Wednesday night apparently

caused several people in Elkhart

and LaGrange counties io think
they spotted an unidentified flying
object shortly after nightfall.

"~ The blimp was from The Family
Channel, a cable television
network, according to- Russ
Douglass, chief of police in Bristol,
which is about 10 miles east of
Elkhart and a few miles south of
the Indiana-Michigan State Line.

Bristol Police Officer Ron Biller
was able to get close enough to the
blimp to read the advertising sym-
bol painted on it, according té
Douglass,

The blimp was equipped with
bright lights which made several
motorists believe they had spotted
a UF0, Douglass added. -

LaGrange County Police said
they received “numerous” calls,
" bul a department spokesman said
a Shipshewana police officer also
identified the object as a blimp.

The Michiana Regional Airport
Control Tower also recorded an
eastbound blimp passing near the
airport, on the northwest side of
South Bend, at 7:30 p.m. (Indiana
time) Wednesday, according to
Larry Dernay, an air traffic con-

o~

troller. Many peoplé in the Bristol-
Middlebury-Shipshewana area re-
ported seeing what they thought
was a UFO at around 7:50 p.m.

- The Bristol-Middlebury-Ship-
shewana area is 30 to 40 miles east
of Michiana Regional: The informa-
tion in Michiana Regional’s records
does not include the blimp's desti-
nation, Dernay added.

The Family Channel blimp was
in Chicago- earlier this summer,
flying around Scldier Field during
World, Cup soccer matches.

Blimp sightings are relatively

"common locally. The helium-filled

aircraft often fly to this area for
University of Notre Dame foothall

games or fly through the area on .
the way to other outdoor sporting

events or concerts. .

For example, another Michiana
Regional radar operator also saw a
gray blimp, with two beer company
advertising symbols painted on it.
in the air near his home in Granger
at 5:30 p.m. Wednesday, Dernay
said.

Because blimps fly low and slow
compared with other aircraft, the
filing of a flight plan is not neces-
sary unless the pilot wants air traf-
fic controllers to keep track of his
progress, Demay said.

H o South Bend Tribune G Thursday, Septembier 1. 1994c C3

Channel blimp
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Family watches flying object from vehicles for nine miles

David Martin, a Tribune correspon-
dent-who works full time as a o¢-
cupational therapist, was among in»
dividuals who reporied seeing an un-

usual fight in the sky Wednesday

night.

By DAVID MARTIN
Tribune Comespondem

BRISTOL —- I was driving

~ Wednesday night ta Middlebury,
south along Michigan 103 from
my home in Mottville Township,
Michigan, to deliver a vehicle to
a mechanic in Middlebury. My
wife, Valarie Martin, and my 6-
year-old son, Shawn, were trailing
immediately behind me in an-
other vehicle.

The evening sky was full of long
stretches of clouds which had for-
med at a low to medium height.
Nightfall had set in by now.

At 7:50 p.m,, Indiana time, just
before turning east from Indiana
15 onto Barker Road, all three of
us sighted a very large, bright

circular, or disc-shaped object
about one-half mile ahead of us.
It was flying in an easterly and
slightly southern direction on a
straight path.,

It was just south of the state
line: near Bristol when we first
spotted the very bnght core of
light.

[t was much like the light from
a~ standard . incandescent light
bulb, surrounded by a band of
darkness, and an outer ring of the
same kind of tight. Upon frst
glance, it appeared to have one or
two points on the core that glit-
tered, but upon closer inspection,

- no flashing lights were observed

over the next nine miles that [
tracked the object.

My immediate thought was
“Oh, I can't believe it. That looks
iike a UFQ.” Instinctively, how-
ever, 1 immediately thought to
myself "It can’t be. It must be
someone shining a spotlight on
the clouds."

Valarte remembered my son

asking, “Mommy, what' is that

funny thing in the sky?” Without
looking, she answered that it was
“just a big star” But when she
peered.into the sky and saw the

object, she said couldn't believe—

what she was seeing,

“1t was oval-shaped saucer with
a brilliant light, and it looked like
something out of the movm "
Valarie said,

Because it was moving some-
what rapidly and 1 was about to
turn the cormer, I was able to
view it only-for five to e1ght sec-
onds.

After 1 turned the commer, we

“were able to get many good views

of the object when we came
across clearings in the trees
along our nine-mile route.

When I reached the first clear-
ing, [ pulled off the road. got out
of the car and waved down my
wife.

We both got out of our vehicles
and watched the object for about
30 to 45 seconds. .-

" As we continued to Middlebury,
we saw a friend and his family
pulling into their driveway. We -
both turmed into his drive and
everyone got out of their vehicles
and watched the flying object for
about 45 seconds. No one could
explain what it was.

When we eventually returned
home, [ telephoned the Indiana
State Police. The officer said they
had received ‘numerous” reports
of strange sightings in the skies
over Bristol and Middlebury and-
without hesitation he said it was
a blimp.

Previously, I have \newed sev-
eral blimps. and none even ap-
proached the speed of the object

- saw on Wednesday. Regardless,

this was an unforgettabie ex-
perience. and'1 look forward to an
objective analysis of the sighting.
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PRELIMINARY INVESTIGATION REPORT — Linda Dahlhemper
(Fli&d September 6, thig ie her report of her corvereation with David Martin., Most
of the information in her report that was a duplication of the article has been
gdited ocut herel:
 (He stateéd) It was shaped like an invérted top and slightly tilted away from him
at an approximate (angle) of 25 degrees. 1t was 1/2 mile abead of him traveling in an
easterly and slightly southerly direction in a straight line at 6@-1@@ mph. He
thought it was a tittle glittery when he first spotted it, but then saw no other
lighté on the object, suth as flaching 1lights. 1T had three herizontal bands, cne
dark at the top, a wider glowing band ir thé center, and a dark flat barnd at the
bottom. He could not tell how large the object was, said in relation to himself it
waes basketbali-sized and thought that the altitude was BQ@-200@ feet. It made no
gound. He and his wife observed it for 10 rcad miles or three to four full minutes.
He 8tates that four teéenagers along the gide of the road alsc cobserved the abject.
Hie embtional state contbrning hié sighting was somewhat confused. He was somewhat
disturbed by this report (from the Staté Police) since it did not look like a blimp

to him. He alsc indicated some problems dealing
with the implications of reporting this object
gince he did not believe in UFDs and hé was afraid
his eredibility at his job (as an occupational
therapist) would suffer if he reported what he
gaw, Haé also mentiomed he was a born-again
Christian and he said he had not beén told of
Anything about extraterréstriale in hig church and
maybe it could be Satan trying to déceive us=.

STATE DIRECTOR COMMENT

The above report is 311 we have at thise time.
Howkver; 1 think it would beée advantageous {if we
could echeck with the Faimily Channel péople to see
{f that vepert is correct. The case g still open.

tn August 19th 1 received a call from Mark
Rodeghier of CUFOS about a sighting in the same
area! A lady in Maple Grove, 1L, had been In
Indisna vigiting people in Culver cometime on the
weekénd of Pug 13714 and had seen something
urusual: 1 Asked the 1Illincis Broup to call the P .

{815) number and check this out for us, since the tivh &han ramaniicized mige of cowboyt end siens
hoié hase of the witness was Illinois. If we get
anything further on this case you wWill be advised
ASAP,




TELEPHONIC INTERVIEW

Date of Interview: Qctober 22, 1994

Time of Interview: 10:00 AM
(Recorded)

Field Investigator: Francis Ridge

618 Davis Drive
MLt. VYernon, IN 47620
(812) 838-9843

Prime Witness: John Kintz

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF REGION:

Mongo, IN, is located approximately 40 miles NNW of Fert Wayne,
t.aGrange County, approximately 5 miles from Michigan border. Prime
witness is an area fire supervisor for the Forest Management Division,
Michigan Department of Natural Resources, and resides in Jackson, MI.
He wvacations in Englewood, FL., from November 1st thru aApril 30th. That
address is provided for research specialists only:

John Kintz
218 BRavo
Englewood, FL 34223

(813) 475-8881

The following is the current written report originally constructed
from the telephone interview, then upgraded as more information came

in.
REPORT:

The sighting was very brief. Duration was estimated at 15-20 seconds.
Six men, all retirees from age 45 on up, were sitting around a
campfire at the Trading Post Campgrounds at Mongo, IN, on Wednesday,
August 31st. The time was approximately 8:30 PM, Indiana time; 9:30 PM
Michigan time (EDT).

THE WITNESS REPORTED:

"Off to the southwest it looked like the moon, glowing through the
treetops, and it was low. I said, that can’t be the moon’, 'cause we
are in the last phase. (Moon neot wvisible anyway, according to EZC
Skyplot ). Then it started moving. Then it moved right out from behind
the trees into an open area near a road and hovered toward us. and it
was clear as can be. It was a flying saucer, Just that wvivid." The
object glided inteo our area at a shallow angle, turned toward us and
(began to) hover. Standing still the white glow turned transparent. It
looked like a white strobe light on the top of the dome. A bright red
red flash of light under the bottom flashed 3 or 4 times like a strobe

and it disappeared to the south and east very quickly, within 2
seconds."

Before it had gone, however, they got at least four good pictures. One



of the individuals who was taking pictures around the campfire that
night had a Vivitar fully automatic 35mm camera, loaded with 400 ASA
color film. He was instructed to grab his camera and shoot. He had
beer out West with a fire crew, fighting fires and had taken pictures
out there. The lens was standard, not telephoto.

Two other hunters were enroute to Mongo campground from Ft. Wayne, IN,
when they were 1/2 mile south of Mongo they spotted a white object
move in front and to the east at low level at a high rate of speed.
This was at the same time of 2130 EDT. Prime witness met and talked
with them the following day at 10:30 AM EDT.

Newspaper accounts show at least two other good witnesses (the
Martins) testifying that this was no blimp. Reports of a blimp (Family
Channel) in area. Object identified as blimp also rveported at Berlin
Heights, OH on 8/29. (See attachments).

The blow-ups I received on October 21st were from negatives #8 & #9,
and were cropped. He has one pair of negatives at present, #4 & #5.

After making prints from #8 & #9 a few days prior to this interview,
he swapped negatives with the camera owner.

MHe had earlier talked with Peter Davenport, operator of the National
UF0O Reporting Center hotline in Seattle, Wa. Davenport had instructed
him to contact us for the investigation and to send the photos to our
computer analyst.

Witness says the first photos are more distinct. "You are going to be
more impressed with the ones I Jjust got yesterday," he said. (Had Jjust
swapped #8 & #9 for #4 & #5). Negatives #6 & #7 reportedly did not
show the UFO. Later, the witness mentioned that it was the movement
during #8 & #9 that was the cause of the blurring. (0Object may have

been receding also).

The blow~ups and prints were made on a department store
customer—-operated Kodak machine called "Create-a-Print". The store
name is "Meijer", at 2777 Airport Rd., Jackson, MI, 49202. Phone
number is (517) 787-7000.

Photo #8 shows object (moving west to east in downward course) with
illuminated leaves in the foreground (distance not known at this time)
due to camera flash. Photo #9 is similar, w/o flash, object still
moving west to east and downward. Camera flash had been turned off for

S .

In the first two photos the object had come closer and reportedly
loocked like a "fried egg".

I requested that he fill out a Form 1 and try to get the others (5) to
do the same. Six Form 1°’s were provided.

A drawing was supplied with the blow-ups of negatives #8 & #9, and
witness states that this is what the UF0 looked like, as it was very
bright and coming in, first like the moon. Object had red flashing
light on bottom, and panels could be seen when the object was due
south. He says drawing/photos don’t do Jjustice to the actual event.
There was absolutely no noise. Three dogs did not react in any way.

He was out hunting the next day and actually saw the Family Channel
Blimp that others had reported. "There is no way in hell (that) we saw



a blimp that night.”

The object they saw and photographed on the 31st was no further than
1./4 mile away, and from 500° high to as low as 100° at one point.
Witness then states the object was more vivid when first coming in.
Apparently the object was receding on subsequent shots. at first he
thought the object to be a bright meteor. It didn’t take long for them
to realize that the object was not a meteor. In negative #4 & #5 wyou
"can see a distinct line right around the center", he said.

There were actually eight witnesses. Six were at the campgrounds,
gitting around the camp fire. Two hunters were coming into the
campgrounds. All saw the UFO.

The son of the party who took the photos, owns the camp grounds, is a
part~time English teacher and free-lance writer. His name is Allen
Acree. He also works at the campgarounds with the canoe rides., He
wanted to do an article on the sighting for the leocal newspaper, but
didn’t.

Witness deseriptions are as follows:

John Kintz, Jackson, MI. Retired, described earlier, prime witness.
Completed and signed Form 1 on 11/1/94. Produced drawing of object
with "panels”.

Franklin Babcock, Cass City, MI, Retired Michigan D.N.R. Permission to
use name, granted. Completed and signed Form 1 on 11/1/94. Also made
drawing of object.

One of the witnesses was a retired Michigan State Trooper, Orin (sic?)
Johnson, from Carroll, MI.

aAnother witness is a retiree from the U.S. Postal Service, postman
from Jonesville, (Michigan or Indiana?). His name is John XXXXXX. For
some reason or another this person did not think the object was a UFO.

Awaiting completed Form 1°s from the last two above, plus two others.

Date of this preliminary report is 1/3/95. Updates will be reflected
in activity leog.



SIGHTING
0B/31/94

10/05/94

10/07/94

10/21/94

10722794

10/23/94

10/24/94

10/27/94

11/01/%4

11/07/94

INVESTIGATION ACTIVITY LOG
Date of dighting & photos taken at Mongo, IN, 8:30 PM.

Reproduction of some photos by prime witness for FIT
Dahlkemper . (Receipt dated this day).

Notice of Initial Report completed, 11:00 AM, at UFOFC by
phone by SD. FIT Linda Dahlkemper. Sighting logged on RSID.

UFOFC/State Director received blow-ups of twoe photos, #8 and
B9, drawings by witness. Temporary Form 8 provided by
Dahlkemper on two photo copies. Newsclip (Exhibit 1a, 1B)
regarding sightings in area, but not involving present
witnesses. Copy of bill (Exhibit 2) for photo reproduction.

Attempted contact with Jeff Sainio, Photo Analyst. Left
message on his recorder.

Approximately 10:00 AM, State Director conducted taped
telephone interview with prime witness. Three-pages of
notes.

Letter, six Form 1°'s sent by State Director to prime
witness. Check (Exhibit 3) sent for photo reproduction
{$24). Reguested witness send copy of photos to me AND Jeff
Sainio. (ck # 7457).

EZC Skyplot ran for sector (District 09) for 8:30 PM, area
(Fort Wayne), latitude +41 04* 00 North, longitude +085 08°
00 West, Jupiter was in SW, as well as Venus. Saturn in SE.
Moon, not visible. EZC Skyplot is attachment to Source Test.

Note and copies of prints #4 & #5 from prime witness
received by State Dirvector, dated this date, informing him
that photo copies had been mailed to Sainio.

Letter, copy of this log (dated as Oct 24), telephone
report, drawing, Form 8, EZC Skyplet, and map of NE Indiana,
sent to Jeff Sainio.

Photos to Sainio to be shipped-direct from witness. Photo
Analyst vreally should provide Form 8 recelipt to witness,
since analyst is doing the receiving. However, due to the
circumstances we will provide it from here.

Receipt (Exhibit 4) for additicnal photo reproduction shows
this date.

Alerted Jack Kasher, Central Reglion Director, of the
existence of the case and photos.

Two—-page note from prime witness to State Divector. Is
sending the original bill on photeo reproduction for our
records. Also had sent four Form 1°s out to the others.
Form 1 by F.B. completed, but nmot signed.

Letter from SD to prime witness requesting documentation



12/04/94

12/06/94

12/22/94

12723794

12/27/94

12/31/94

01/03/95

(signed Form 1’s). Sent the unsigned Form 1’s back to him.
Made copies and retained those for the record until
completed ones arrive.

8:30 AM. Found recorded telephone message on answering
system, Jeff Sainio needs some information, unclear. State
Director tried several times to contact him, to no avail.

Original Form 1’s by F.B. and prime witness received, this
time signed. attempting to get four additional Form 1°s. The
two witnesses (of the eight total ) were not identified,
leaving six to actually report their experience.

Letter to Jeff Sainio in reference to his recorded message
on telephone answering system. I suggested a form letter be
used teo let people know if he received materials and to make
additional simple requests. No answer.

Received a phone call from prime witness at approximately
8:45 PM. He advised me that Jeff Sainio had called him
earlier, about 5:00 PM, and stated that he had not received
any photos! The witness was supposed to make up a new set
and send them again. I advised against it, not faulting Mr.
Sainio, but something in the system. However, there appears
to be a major flaw in communications. Prime witness will
make new copies of two of the photos (from the only two
negatives he has in his possession) and send them to me. I
will then submit them by certified mail to an analyst.

Mar k Rodeghier returned my call from the previous evening. I
asked who else would be appropriate for an analysis. (It has
been two months since we submitted photos and materials). He
suggested two others. I decided te go with Richard Haines.

A letter was drafted to Mr. Haines asking him to provide an
address, rather than PO Box, if he decided to do the work
for us.

A letter was also drafted to Jeff Sainio, describing our
actions and the reason behind them, since he was expecting
Mr. XXX to send the photos all over again. Computer copies
of the letter were submitted to Walt Andrus & Mark
Rodeghier.

Ex7 copies of Photo #4 & 5 (one regular and one blow~up
each) received from primary Witness. Awaiting response from
Richard Haines. Included in mailing was bill for $12.59.

Received letter, dated 28 Decembey, from Richard Haines,
requesting (1)positive prints, (2) original negatives, and
all particulars. Securing original negatives may be
difficult. The primary witness has two of the four negatives
but may be reluctant te turn them over to us. It is MUFON
policy NOT to secure and mail original negatives. However, 1
never could understand how a proper study of photographs
could be accomplished without same.

Letter, report from telephone interview and subsequent
investigation, two prints and two blow-ups (of two of the




01/09/95

01/17/95

Q2/21/95

02/22/95

02/25/95

02/26/95

02/27 /95

03/702/95

03/07/95

03/22/95

03/29/95

four 35 mm shots), all particulars to date, submitted via
certified mail, signed receipt requested, to Richard Haines.
(His address was provided, rather than a PO box). Copy of
letter sent to MUFON & CUF0S. (Receipt signed: 1-17-1995).

Received completed Form 1 from D.B., a retired fire officer.

Jan 3rd mailing to Haines arrived this date! Took two weeks!
Signed receipt by Carol Haines. Wonder if tampered with?

Letter from Richard Haines dated 10 Feb requesting negatives
and other information. Says case needs further study.

Contacted primary wWwitness by phone, told him about letter
from Haines.

Sent letter to primary witness and Haines, outlining plan to
send half of the original negs first, await safe return,
then send other half. Make copy of negs first.

Received call on recorder from primary witness. I returned
call and he had gotten OK on sending half the original negs.
Copies had already been made. Two of the original negs
{(strip containing same) are on the way to Haines, certified
mail, signed receipt requested (CM/SRR). I am to send letter
to Haines.

9:00 PM. Contacted Jeff Sainio at new number. 0K to send two
prints (not enlarged) to QUADTECH, attn: Jeff Sainio, N é4
W23 110 Main St.. Sussex, WI 53089. He is to call me when
he gets them.

2:45 PM. Contacted primary witness. Told him I finally got
ahold of Jeff. PW is sending negs of two photos to Haines &
two uncropped photos to Sainio, CM/SRR.

L.etter to Haines. {2) negs on the way. Questions answered.

"Memo For The Record" dated. this date from Richard Haines,
original mailed on 3/2 to DB. Received from DB was 35mm
negatives, strip of four connected frames, 6,7.8,9.

Four pages of Q/A notes via phone by Haines w/DB, conducted
March 7th. Halines requested series of overlapping color
photos at same location where originals were taken. Not
mentioned, but these should be davlight photos. Primary
witness is in Florida, but will be back Iin area soon. Work
is progressing.

Letter to Haines and primary witness concerning attempt to
get owverlapping photos.

AM. Call from Dr. Haines. Needs county map or topo map with
big scale, possibly 5 miles. Also requested info from
Hunters, who they are, will they file reports, etc. In
particular, where were they in relation to the others and in
what direction did they see the UFO from beginning to end.
Requested I run an EZC to see if moon was visible and
providing light on Aaugust 31 at sighting time. I will have



03/30/95

04/03/95

04/08/95

04/09/95

04/19/95

04/20/95

04/22/95

04/23/95

C4/24/95

04/26/95

05/11/95

primary witness return to area when he comes back from
Florida this spring.

l.etter to Haines, EZC (See Source Tests).

Letter to Kintz req series of overlapping photos of sky
sector.,

Material from Jeff Sainio, along with {(in his ocwn words)
"Photoanalysis (sort of )", stating that the "tiny images
give little to work with" and "witness testimony of shape
and flashing lights gives a close match with the balloon
{theory)." Copy of letter and other materials sent to Dr.
Haines. (See Analvyis Section).

10:40 AM. Received call from primary witness. Had gotten
letter concerning Or. Haines® requests. During the first
week in May they will use the same camera and take
overlapping pictures from exact site. Names and ID of two
hunters is unknown. but their position was noted.

Letter from Dr. Haines, dated 3 April. ..."Case is turning
into most interesting event." Needs other Form 1’s (has only
two), names of all the campers. Any chance of reimbursement
on expenses, etc.

Memo, dated 10 aApril, from primary witness. Will get
panoramic shots in May. Will try to get a topo or county
map. Wants me to ask Dr. Haines if he is ready for his
negatives.

Letter to Dr. Haines (cc: primary witness) explaining May
plans. Also sent Intelligence Summary of 8/31/94 period and
info on blimp, received grant forms from CUF0S/coalition.
Also sent RSID F11 vrun for region for his computer ressarch.

Called Mark Rodeghier of CUF(Q8, left message to return call.

Mark returned my call. Is checking on blimp flights. May get
John Timmerman to do it. Request zerox of photos.

Sent letter, photos, and Sainioc material to Rodeghier.
Call from John Timmerman of CUF0S. Unable to take call.

call from John Timmerman. Took call at 8:00 PM. Will help on
Mongo case. Requests information on sighting and photos.

Sent complete accumulated file designated for CUF0S to him
Monday, april 24th. Will have primary witness send the photo

copies.

Letter to FI Bruce Engstrom requesting his group aid
Timmerman in investigation.

Received a call from the primary witness. He and one of the
other men (the original photographer) took a series of
daylight photos for Dr. Richard Haines. This series will
provide a panaramic view of the sky from the same vantage



05/17/95

05/18/95

05/19/95

05/22/95

05/23/95

05/24/95

06/01/95

06/05/95

O7?/07 /795

07/20/95

point as the night UFQO photos taken August 31, 1994. Dr.
Haines will use these, and the large-scale map being
provided, to plot the object®s position during its flight
and be used to make other calculations regarding each of the
four photos.

Got a call from John Timmerman of CUF0S. He had made
arrangements to meet with the two men on Friday, May 19th,
to get whatever information, photos of sky sector, and maps.
etc. I advised him that it was very important we are able to
rule out the blimp explanation. He is checking inte flights
by FAMILY CHANNEL and VYIRGIN LIGHTSHIP. Witness reports rule
out blimps, in particular the speed of flight and rapid
acceleration. Howsver, it would good to know that there were
no blimps in the area that evening. If there were blimp
flights on the 31st in that area it will c¢reate a problem
for analysts, nonetheless. It is interesting that one of the
men DID see and report a blimp the very next day.

l.etter to Sainio from Haines (copy at SD Office) requesting
info on his procedures and blimp information.

Timmerman met with two witnesses, Robert Taylor, Roger
sugden, at the prime witness® home in Jackson, MI.

Letter to Haines asking him if he can return the first set
of negs so that the other set (the best of the four) can be
forwarded.

Letter from Dr. Haines dated May 19th requesting further
info, checks on blimp flights.

Call from primary witness. Instructed him to call Dr. Haines
about specific items, especially the return of the first
strip of negs by certified mail ASAP so that the second
strip can be forwarded.

Two~page letter, dated May 21, from John Timmerman,
regarding trip to Jackson, MI for further investigation of
Mongo photos. Included two maps of slightly different scale,
and a daylight photo showing their position that night and
where the object appeared.

l.etter to Haines, update. Kintz will call him regarding
getogether at Mongo with Timmerman and getting other negs to
him.

Letter, copy of the above material made, originals sent to
Dr. Haines.

Date of letter submitted by prime witness to this
investigator. He had talked to Dr. Haines, who said photos
and maps were very helpful. Work continues on first set of
negs .

Copy of letter to DB from Haines returning original first
neg strip.

Information from blimp manufacturer submitted by Dr. Haines.



07/30/95

Undated.

09/07/95%

09/14/95

09/19/95

ENDEND

This was descriptive information, not flight schedules.
Also, note mentioned Dr. Haines had Jjust received second
(best) set of photos.

Copy of letter dated this date from Dr. Haines to several of
the witnesses, requesting them draw items on photo supplied.

Meme from John Timmerman. No word from McDonald Company in
Toronto. Will be getting after them. Is sending photo of
Virgin Lightship to Dr. Haines for dimension ration
comparisons with the Mongo cobject. Virgin Lightship Company
has not been very helpful in providing flight schedule
information.

Letter to Dr. Haines in response to his phone request to
have me copy and return the first draft for scanning due to

hard disc failure.

One more attempt to contact David Martin, the newspaper man
{and his wife in a separate vehicle) who also saw the object
or similar one. Have not filed reports.

New draft of photo analysis from Richard Haines, requesting
and comments.
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TELEPHONIC INTERVIEW

Date of Interview: October 22, 1994

Time of Interview: 10:00 aMm
(Recorded)

Field Investigator: Francis Ridge

618 Dawvis Drive
Mt . VYernon, IN 47620
(812) 838-9843

Prime Witness: John Kintz

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF REGION:

Mongo, IN, is located approximately 40 miles NNW of Fort Wayne,
LaGrange County, approximately 5 miles from Michigan border. Prime
witness is an area fire supervisor for the Forest Management Division,
Michigan Department of Natural Resources, and resides in Jackson, MI.
He wvacations in Englewood, FL, from Neovember 1st thru april 30th. That
acldress is provided for research specialists only:

John Kintz
218 BRavo
Englewood, FL 34223

(813) 475-8881

The following is the current written report originally constructed
from the telephone interview, then upgraded as more information came
in.

REPORT :

The sighting was very brief. Duration was estimated at 15-20 seconds.
Six men, all retirees from age 45 on up, were sitting around a
campfire at the Trading Post Campgrounds at Mongo, IN, on Wednesday,
August 31st. The time was approximately 8:30 PM, Indiana time; 9:30 PM
Michigan time (EDT).

THE WITNESS REPORTED:

"Off to the southwest it looked like the moon, glowing through the
treetops, and it was low. I said, ’that can’t be the moon’, ’cause we
are in the last phase. (Moon not visible anyway, according to EZC
Skyplot). Then it started moving. Then it moved right out from behind
the trees into an open area near a rvoad and hovered toward us. And it
was clear as can be. It was a flying saucer, Jjust that vivid." The
object glided into our area at a shallow angle, turned toward us and
{began to) hover. Standing still the white glow turned transparent. It
looked like a white strobe light on the tep of the dome. & bright red
red flash of light under the bottom flashed 3 or 4 times like a strobe
and it disappeared to the south and east very quickly, within 2
seconds."

Before it had gone, however, they got at least four good pictures. One



of the individuals who was taking pictures aroun’the campfire that
night had a Vivitar fully automatic 35mm camera, loaded with 400 ASA
color film. He was instructed toe grab his camera and shoot. He had
been out West with a fire crew, fighting fires and had taken pictures
out there. The lens was standard, not telephoto.

Two other hunters were enrcute to Mongo campground from Ft. Wavyne, IN,
when they were 1/2 mile south of Mongo they spotted a white object
move in front and to the east at low level at a high rate of speed.
This was at the same time of 2130 EDT. Prime witness met and talked
with them the following day at 10:30 AM EDT.

Newspaper accounts show at least two other good witnesses (the
Martins) testifying that this was no blimp. Reports of a blimp (Family
Channel) in area. Object identified as blimp also reported at Berlin
HMHeights, OH on 8/29. (See attachments).

The blow-ups 1 received on October 21st were from negatives #8 & #9,
and were cropped. He has one pair of negatives at present, #4 & #5.
After making prints from #8 & #9 a few days prior to this interview,
he swapped negatives with the camera cwner.

He had earlier talked with Peter Davenport, operator of the Naticnal
UFO Reporting Center hotline in Seattle, WaA. Davenport had instructed
him to contact us for the investigation and to send the photos to our
computer analyst.

Witness says the first photos are more distinct. "You are going to be
more impressed with the ones I just got vesterday," he said. (HMad Jjust
swapped #8 & #9 for #4 & #5). Negatives #6 & #7 reportedly did not
show the UFO. Later, the witness mentioned that it was the movement
during #8 & #9 that was the cause of the blurring. (0Object may have

been receding also).

The blow-ups and prints were made on a department store
customer-operated Kodak machine called "Create-A-Print". The storse
name is "Meijer", at 2777 Airport Rd., Jackson, MI., 49202. Phone
number is (517) 787-7000.

Photo #8 shows object (moving west to east in downward course) with
illuminated leaves in the foreground (distance not known at this time)
due to camera flash. Photo #9 is similar, wrso flash, object still
moving west to east and downward. Camera flash had been turned off for

#9.

In the first two photos the object had come closer and reportedly
looked like a "fried egg".

I requested that he fill out a Form 1 and try to get the others (5) to
do the same. Six Form 1°’s were provided.

A drawing was supplied with the blow-ups of negatives #8 & #9, and
witness states that this is what the UF0 looked like, as it was very
bright and coming in, first like the moon. Object had red flashing
light on bottom, and panels could be seen when the object was due
south. He says drawing/photos don’t do justice to the actual event.
There was absolutely no noise. Three dogs did not react in any way.

Me was out hunting the next day and actually saw the Family Channel
Blimp that others had veported. "There is ne way in hell (that) we saw



a blimp that night.*"

The object they saw and photographed on the 31st was no further than
1/4 mile away, and from 500° high to as low as 1007 at one point.
Witness then states the object was more vivid when first coming in.
Apparently the object was receding on subsequent shots. At first he
thought the object to be a bright meteor. It didn’t take long for them
to realize that the object was not a meteor. In negative #4 & #5 you
"can see a distinct line vright around the center", he said.

There were actually eight witnesses. Six were at the campgrounds,
sitting around the camp fire. Two hunters were coming into the
campgrounds. All saw the UFO.

The son of the party who took the photos, owns the camp grounds, is a
part—~time English teacher and free-lance writer. His name is Allen
Acree. He also works at the campgrounds with the canoe rides. He
wanted to do an article on the sighting for the local newspaper, but

didn’t.
Witness descriptions are as follows:
John Kintz, Jackson, MI. Retired, described earlier, prime witness.

Completed and signed Form 1 on 11/1/94. Produced drawing of object
with "panels".

Franklin Babcock, Cass City, MI, Retired Michigan D.N.R. Permission to
use name, granted. Completed and signed Form 1 on 11/1/94. Alsoe made

drawing of object.

One of the witnesses was a retired Michigan State Trooper, Orin (sic?)
Johnson, from Carrell, MI.

Another witness is a retiree from the U.S. Postal Service, postman
from Jonesville, (Michigan or Indiana?). His name 1s John XXXXXX. For
some reason or another this person did not think the object was a UFO,.

Awaiting completed Form 1°s from the last two above, plus two others.

Date of this preliminary report is 1/3/95. Updates will be reflected
in actiwvity log.




MUFON.J Mutual UFO Network, Inc. THE INDIANA GROUP

Offices: 618 Davis Drive, M. Vernom, lndiand 47620 Hutiine? (B12} 838-9843

"October’ 22, 1994

_Attn: JOHN G. KINTZ
2100 Glascow Rd.
Jackson, MI 49201

Dear John:

There is more to follow. I dldn't have time to draft some
materlal, but will when 1 get back this afternoon from
Evansville. I just wanted to thank you and send you the book and
the newsletter. '

I will send you thé same réport that 1 will send to Mr. Salnlo.
He will get that f£rom me and theé photos from you. You willl get a
complete report wheén completed.

Enclosed are &§ Form 1's. Please £i11 out one for us and try to
get some of the others to document this case, too.

Also enclosed 1s my check for $24 to cover your photo expenses.
Send me the bill (or a copy) so I can use it for tax purposes.

Again, thanks for your cooperation.

Francis L. Ridge
Btate Director, The Indlana Group; MUFON
Director, UFOFC )
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MUFON_J Mutual UFO Network, Inc. THE INDIANA GROUP

Offices: 618 Davis Drive, Mt. Vernon, Indiana 47620 Hotline: (B2) 838-9843

" October 24, 1994

JEFF SAINIO
- 200 Millington Lane, A2
Hartland, WI 53025-1644

Dear Jeff:

I tried to reach you on Friday, but you were ocut. It's OK,
though. I had two prints, but I hadn't yet talked with the prime

witneass.

On Saturday I did a telephone interview. In case you need info
from the witness, you may call him direct ASAP. He is leaving for
Florida by Nov. 1 and willl be gone until spring.

Hls name is JOHN G. KINTZ
(517) 750-3789

Photos are on the way to you from Mr. Kintz.

Enclosed please find:

1) Results of telephonic interrogation, Oct. 22.

2) Form 8, Photographic Cases.

3) brawing by witness.

4) EZC run on sky at location coordinates.

5) Map of Indiana, NE sector with Mongo pecinted out.

Jeff, please contact me at any time if you need my asslstance.
Also, provide me with a complete analyses as soon as you can. I
will then finalize my report anhd get it to MUFON and CUFOS.

8l rely,

W%

Franclis L. Rldge
State Director, The Indiana Group, MUFON
Director, UFOFC
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@ Mutual UFO Network, Inc. THE INDIANA GROUP

Offices: 618 Davis Drive, Mt. Vernon, Indiana 47629 Hotline: (812) 833-9843

" November 7, 1994

JOHN KINTZ
' 218 Bayo
Englewwood, FL 34223

Dear John:

"Thanks for the information, Form 1's, recelpt, subscription, etc.
1 am assuming you want the newsletter and correspondence maliled
to the Florida address, that it is not forwarded.

1 haven't heard from Jeff Sainlo as yet. I am hoping the analysis
is good. A daylight photo with sun glinting would have been
better, of course, but your pictures are very good.

The only problem we have is in documentation. 1 hope the others
compléete and sign the Form 1's8., The mote witnesses, the better
the case.

I made coples of the two Form 1's you sent unsigned and I am
encloaing them with this lettér. After each of you signs the
appropriate Form and thécks the box: "You May ( ) May Not ( )
Use My Name", the documéntation will bé complete. Without it, the
report and photos will bé given & véry low rating. In fact, Mr.
Salnio's expensive andlysis will be rendered useless. Please
remind the others (make them copies of this letter 1f you like)
that {f they don't stand behind the sighting it will have no
sclentific weight.

I believe that this is probably one of the most lmportant events
in midwest UFO hlstory. Howevar, theéey musat stand behind this
sig?ging. No names will bée used if any way unless they all agree
on .

Hopé you are enjoying your vacation in Flo:ida. Hope to hear from-
you soon.

Francis L, Ridge
5 State Director, The Indlana Group, MUFON
T Director, UFOFC
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MUFON ) Mutual UFO Network, inc.  THE INDIANA CROLP

Offices: 618 Davis Drive, Mt. Vernom, Indiama 47620 Hotline: {B12) 83B-9843

December &, 1994

JEFF SAINIO
200 Millington Larne, AZ
Hartland, WI S320293-1644

Dear Jeff:

I got your call on the answering machine on Saturday. I tried to
reach you several times, but yvou were out. I even tried your work
number Walt gave me. As Walt and I know, this is not yvour fault,
and really not a problem at all if we set some guidelines in the
future. We appreciate your donated time and egquipment to the
MUFON effort and want to stress that the guidelines need to be in
place for us, not necessarily you. But I do have some suggestions
that I hope will help you.

Incidentally, I was concerned especially about this case at
Mongo, Indiana, bercause the pictures do look good AND, because 1
had sent everything to you that was possible. It appears that
maybe you never got some of the mailings, which is why 1 think we
need to set betiter guidelines on ouwr side of the fence, again,
not yours. I bave no proof that somebody is tampering with our
mail, but I have some indications.

! I have set sgme local gquidelines for the Indiana Group. I can’t
speak for MUFON, but I did suggest this to Walt. However, the F1
Manual dealing with photos is completed and doesn’t cover the
situation here. I have directed my group to submit special
evidence by certified mail, signed receipt regquested. And in the
future I will be submittimng all photos/videos to you, certified,
signed receipt requested.

Now, this is just a suggestion an my part to you, since we are
dealing with special evidence of potential scientific value. I
suggest some type of farm letter be sent by you as soan as you
receive photos, etc., stating simply that you did receive them
and haven’t had time to evaluate. I assume you get a lot of
pictures and videos. This must be some job, although probably
very interesting. I alsc suggest that, after heginning your work
an a case, yYou send anather form letter stating any additiaonal
information or materials. I encourage my FIs to use the mail and
not the phone for preliminary reports, updates, and most other .
matters. In your case your request for information would probably
already be processed and mailed to you. Instead four days have
passed and I still don’t know what you need. As I told Walt, I
know we are not "under the gun", but there has t» be a better



gsystem. I'm in the office all day lang and near the phone even up
until, 10 or 11 PM. Most Fls don't work on UFOs full time. 1 am

able to do this.

1 am sending you a copy of a data request form that MUFON uses
that 1 think you should use to make your own data request form.
¥ou may already have some ideas in that area.

Well, again, we appreciate your donated time and effort in
regards to UFD photo analysis. My concern is not with the
analyst, but a problem with the system. Fhotos are mailed and six
weeks pass with no idea if the photos ever got where they were
supposed to go. Certified mailing with a signed receipt would do
the jab. And if additicnal materials are needed, how can we
eyvpedite the transmission.

Enclosed is a copy of Indianats Prime Directive, a pocket guide
to the Field Investigator, if you will. We jokingly modeled this
after AFR 200-2Z, but it works. Note paragraph 19,

Sincerely,

Francis L. Ridge
State Director, The Indiana Group, MUFON
Director, UFOFC

cc: Walt Andrus, MUFON He
Jack Kasher, Central Region Dirvector
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MUFON J Mutual UFO Network, Inc. THE INDIANA GROLP

Dffices: 618 Davis Drive, M. Vernon, Indiana 47520 Hotline: (B12) 838-9843

" December 23, 1994

RICHARD HAINES
PO Box 880
Los Altos, CA 94023

(415) 941-0958

Dear Richard:

I spoke with Mark Rodeqhiexr this morning about some photos we've
had trouble getting analyzed and I asked him who he would
recommend. When he suggested you as the photo analyst I was glad
to hear 1t. I had remembered you more from your computer catalog
of aircraft sightings.

When you get the materials it will explain in detail what our
problem was. But put simply, the photos (4, 35mm) were taken on
August 31st during a good close encounter with elght wltnesses.
These were night photos of a Trindade Island-type object. We got
coples of the photos made and sent to Jeff Sainio. We laterx
submitted necessary materlals. Then we walted. About two months
passed. I then got a call from Jeff on my answering machine. The
message mentloned receiving something without any backup
material, I tried to get him by phone about a dozen times, to no
avall. I then sent him a letter telling him we should have sent
the photos and materials certified mail, signed receipt
requested, so that we would know he got them. No answer after
another two weeks!

Last night I got a call from one of the witnesses. He sald that
Jeff had called him, telling hlm he was still waiting on the
photos after several months! After working with this subject for
34 years, when you get photos like these, and multiple witnesses,
I take it very seriously. Would you please do the analysis for
us? And would you like the materlals sent certified, signed
receipt regquested? Or would you rather send us a short letter
acknowleging your receipt of same? If the former, we would need
your address.

Sincerely,

Francis L. Ridge
State Director, The Indiana Group, MUFON
Director, UFOFC

e
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MUFON J Mutual UFQ Network, Inc. THE INDIANA@ GROUP

Offices: 618 Davis Drive, M. Vernon, Indiana 47628 Hotline: (B12) B38-3843

. December 23, 1994

JEFF SAINIO
200 Millington Lane, A2
Hartland, WI 53029-1644

Re: Mongo, IN photos.

Dear Jeff:

We may elect to have you, at a later date, conduct an additional
independent analysis of the Mongo photes. But due to
communication problems we have had to try another avenue, other
than the one dictated in our guidelines.

We blame ourselves £or not sending the photos to you certified
mall, slgned recelpt reguested. However, I have learned that both
phone contact with you is extremely difficult and you would
probably not be able to sign for materials at the address given.
Since you apparently do not answer any letters, I am left with no
other recourse. Nothing personal, Jeff, but with special evidence
I take all this very seriously. The photos may not even be that
good, but they appear to be.

I have requested that Richard Haines do the analysis. I don't
have the slightest 1dea what you received from us, except that
you were able to contact the witness by phone. You said@ on your
phone message several weeks ago that you never got any backup
materlal, but had gotten photos. In your conversation with Mr.
XXX you allegedly sald you never got any photos.

Mysterles abound in regard to UFOs. I guess this is Jjust another
one.

call or write anytime. I'm in my office at home almost all the
time {8AM to 5PM, sometimes later}. (812) 838-9843 or (812)
838-3120 (the balance}.

Happy Holidays!

Sincerely,

Francis L. Ridge
State Directoxr, The Indiana Group, MUFON
Director, UFOFC —
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325 Langton Ave.
Los Altos, Calif.
94022
December 28, 1994
Francis L. Ridge
State Director, The Indiana Group
MUFON
618 Davis Drive
Mt. Vernon, Indiana 47620

Dear Francis,

Your letter of December 23, 1994 just arrived c¢oncerning
four (4) 35mm alleged ufo photos you have. Please let me say that
while I am quite busy these days I am willing to take a look at any
purported photo as long as (1) I can see both a positive print(s)
and the original negative(s), (2) I receive all particulars
surrounding them. For example:

Date, time of photographs

Name, address, phone of photographer(s)

Camera mfgr./ model

Lens data (focal length, etc.)

Lens setting for photos (f)

Film type, mfgr. ASA, # frames on roll

Processor's name, address, phone

History of all previous scientific analyses performed
Narrative description of the sighting event(s)

If you can provide this information and are willing to mail
me the photos I']1l look at them and (1) promise to get right back
to you about what 1 may or may not do next, That way you can
decide whether you want me to return them or keep them for my
analyses. (2) promise to safeguard all items and to return them in
their original condition. I look forward to hearing from you. Yes,
please use certified mail, receipt requested for your protection.
Use the above address in all correspondence.

Richard F. Haines

Encl. flyers

cc: files
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MUFON J Mutual UFO Network, Inc. THE INDIANA GROUP

Offices: 618 Davis Drive, Mt. Vernon, Indiana 47620 Hotline: (B12) 538-9843

January 3, 1995

RICHARD HAINES
PO Box 880
Los Altos, CA 94023

(415) 941-0958

Dear Richard:

As per your recent letter I am provldling you wlth the available
materlals on the Mongo Photos. At present I am unable to provide
the four negatives, nor two of the photos. I am working on this.
As you are probably aware, 1t is MUFON policy NOT to secure
negatives from the witness. Since you requested/require this I
haven't had time to comply. However, the material I sent and the
best two photos (and enlargements) are provided to get you
started.

You may contact the primary witness direct, if you wish. However,
he 1s not the photographer. The address is provided in the
report. The Englewood, FL, phone number is (813) 475-8881. John
Kintz 13 hls name. Confldentlal status on the report has been
lifted. The other witnesses may request it on thier Form 1's,
however.

Enclosed please £ind:

1) Photos #4 & #5 (and blow-ups).

2) Computer generated report with 11 pages of data. The report is
Incomplete, awalting four more Form 1l's ,

3) Map of area.

4) EZIC Skyplot of area at time of event.

5} Form 8, incomplete.

6) Letter to Sainio, 10/24/94.

7) Form 1, drawing, Kintz.

8) Form 1, drawing, Babcock.

9) Letter to Sainio, 12/6/94.

Please let me know ASAP whether you think the case is worth
pursuing. I will get the two other photos (whlch aren't quite as
good) and try to get the negatives, at least the first two 1€
possible. . )

Al B
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325 Langton Ave.
Los Altos, Calif.
94022

Francis L. Ridge February 10, 1995

State Director, MUFON

618 Davis Drive

Mt. Vernon, Indiana 47620

Dear Francis,

First of all, I received your package on 18 January 1995
containing a letter from you dated January 3, 1995, four (4) color
enlargements showing a single domed object, UFO Intelligence
Newsletter for January 1995, and UFQ Incident Report for 940831,
2030 Local time, Mongo, Indiana. Bs I promised, I have taken an
initial loock at this package of information and my impression is
guite positive that it deserves more study. It is for this reason
that I am now writing to you for all original negatives from that
roll of film and the other frames (at least #6, #7, 8, #9) which
I did not receive from you. If possible I would like negatives from
the whole roll since the other frames often are useful for putting
the ufo frames into a larger context. ©Of course I'll safeguard
them all. Having all available photographic evidence is essential
and blur may not really be blur to a digital computer assessment
these days. Assuming that you can mail me this material (certified,
receipt signature required to me), I will proceed. If you cannot
borrow these negatives from the owner please let me know ASRP as
this will change my willingness to expend any time on the matter.

Now for a few general qgquestions: (1) Who was the
photographer? Was it John Kintz? (I'll keep this confidential),
address and phone needed, (2 Do you have the ©phone

number/addresses of other witnesses not listed on the MUFON forms?
What did the one witness who said it wasn't a UFO think it was?
(3) Who told the photographer to "grab his camera and shoot?" (4)
How many separate photographic frames were obtained? (5) It is not
clear to me what the "Prime Witness"” was doing with only two of the
original negatives. Where are the other negatives? (6} What/where
is the nearest commercial airport? Did anyone try to follow up on
available radar coverage/contact for that time and place? (7)
Camera information: Mfgr., exact model, year purchased, £focal
length of lens (fixed or zoom?), f stop setting used, shutter
duration used. I do hope that you and/or Lin Dahlkemper will be
able to obtain this vital information.

I must close for now. All the best and keep up the good work.

Richard F. Haines, Ph.D.
Research Scientist, ret.

cc: files



MUFON ) Mutual UFO Network, Inc. THE INDIANA GROUP

Officess 618 Davis Drive, M. Vernon, Indians 47620 Hotline: (B12) 838-9843

Febnuany 22, 1995

JOHN KINTZ
218 Bayo
Englewood, FL 34223

{&13) 475-56&1

Dear John:

A4 pen ourn converndation by phone today this {4 the currnent
Adtuation with the photos tahen at Mongo on August 371st:
Yéistenday, Feb 21, [ neceived a Letten from Richarnd Haines, dated
February 10th,. He had gotten the maternials and photos on the 15th
{recelpt says 17th). Feels case/photos deserve further study,
nequedts negatives and camera data.

You wene to contact the ownen of camena and negs to get the 0K, [
{eel that we should send the two worst negsd (o the foun) to
Hained, wait for analysres and retunn of negs, then submit the two
best ones. Copies of negs Ahould be made prior to this. In
addi{tion, two photos {(noi negs) should be atfso sent again to Jef4
Sanio 4on anothern attempt. This witl give us two independent
analyses and Asome secunity. Not sune mail is being tampened with,
but it's beginning to Look Lihe it. I'm aupposed to calf you in a
dew days to Ace 4§ we got the 0K for curnrent plan.

A fettern L4 going to Richand Haines tefling him owrn plans.

We wifll need a Astrip of negs containing the two images we decide
to send. The other Atnip muit go Laten when we get the {inst ones
back. We must account for all negatives on the notkl.

Hene ane questions submitited by Hailnes:
1) Who was the photographenr?

Andwer: Dennid Bichle did {ife a form 1. You 4tated he was the
photographer and owner of the photos, His address L4 6360 Chilaon,
Rd., Howelf, MI. H{i4A phone numben {4 (§10) 229-5762. Let us hnow
i§ he approves of owur plan.

2) De you have the phone numben/addresses of other witnesises not
Listed on the MUFON Forma? What did fhe one witness (whe didn't

think it was a UFQ) thinh it was?
Answen: Faanhlin Rabecoch didn't provide us a phone numbern, but
his address 44 1575 Hurnds Connen Rd, Cass City, MI. Three Foam

1'4 wene completed [(Kintz, Babeoch, and Bichle) The othen three
dailed to file. Stifl need to hnow what the Ahept&caﬂ witness
thought caused the Alghting.

3)) Who told the photographen to "grad his camena and Ahooit"?



4) How many separate photographic frames wene ocbtained?

Answen: Foun., #4,#5, (#6 didn't show the UFO), #7 and #5.
Possible that UFO was behind a tree dunding #6. -

5) Haines: "It 4i4 not clean 1o me what the “prime Witness"
(Kintz) was doding with only two of the oa¢g4na£ negatives. Whene
are the othen negatives?
Answen: I undenstand that you and B&chtz Aplit them up, then
 aten switched them 40 youw could make prints of all fourn. Is this
correet? ' ’

6) What/where {4 the nearest commenrnciol airport? Did anyone try
20 4ollow up on available nadan covenage/contact §on that time
and place?

Answen: I4 wasn’'t untif Octoben 5th that the Indiana Group was
aware o4 the sighting. Linda Dahtkhempen, the FIT, onty conducted
a veny bried preliminany investigation. My telephonic intenview
was the onfy official dinvestigation, with three Form 14 completed
Laten by thrnee o4 the six witnesses. Two other witnesses who came
into the camp ane unidentified. I believe the nearest major
airnpoat i4 Badien Field at Font Wayne.

71 Camera indormation: Manufacturen, exact modek:
Year punchased:
Focal Length of Lens {§ixed on zoom)
4 stop setting used
shutten speed

PLease provide the infonmation requesdted or show any corrections
needed.

I wit? attempt to calld you on Saturnday moaning.

Si@c;heggkxx

£ -

a1/ IIR Fcﬂ;r&
Francdis L. Ridge

state Dirnecton, The Indiana Group, MUFON
Dinecton, UFOFC :
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MUFON_J Mutual UFO Network, Inc. THE INDIANA GROUP

Offices: 618 Davis Drive, M. Vernon, Indiana 47620 Hotlire: (812) B38-9843

Februany 22, 1994

»

RICHARD HAINES
PO Box &80
Los Altos, CA 94023

(415) 941-095¢8

Dean Richand:

Just got uvoun Letten and contacted the witness about our needs. I
have to catll him again Saturday to Aee i evernything has been
approved. Kintz 44 the prime witneds. Dennis Bichle was the
photographen. They ecach Aharne two of the §ourn negs.

I thinh the onty way we can do this is to Aend you ftwo of the
doun on one stnip, get them anatlyzed and returned, then submit
the other Atrip. You can’it bHLame these guys. They are Leary about
tunning over negatives, Beisdides, Loamebody is tampening with the
mail. Jedéd didn't two prints mailed to him by Kintz. Jefé didn't
get my pachage. I1 tooh four weehd for you Lo get mail from me.
Yowi Lettern to me took eight days. The Lattern {4 probably par {on
the U.S. Postal Senvice. Let’'s hope they go along with the idea.
i'eL hnow Saturday.

Franeld L. Ridge
State Directon, The I[ndiana Group, MUFON
Directorn, UFOFC
(612) §38-3120
§35-9843 (Reconding)

%iﬂzéLﬂ‘ V\Q{ULQLQ&&H
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MUFonN ) Mutual UFO Network, Inc. THE INDIANA GRONP

Offices: 618 Davis Drive, M. Vernon, Irdiara 47620 Hotline: {812) 838-9a43

February 27, 1995

RICHARD HAINES
PO Box 880
Los Altos, CA 94023

(415) 941-0958

Re! Mongo Case
940831

Dear Richard:

Over the weekend | made two contacts with the primary witness. On
Saturday he gave me the OK on the acquisition of two of the four
negatives, one-half of the strip. He alsoc answered the guestions
you had posed. The negatives are on the way to you, certified
mail, signed requested [CM/SRR)}. As soon as you finish with them,
return them and he will send the other strip.

In answer Lo your questicons, the original photographer was Dennis
Bickle. He had been out west Tighting fires and taking photos and
was taking pictures around the campfire that evening. John saw
the object and asked Dennis to take some pictures. Bickle's
address is 6360 Chilson Rd., Howell, MI. Phone: (B10) 229-5762.

I have one other Form I with a witness address and phone. Three
.others are being asked again to file. The one who questioned the
sighting is a retired postal employee. He said it was a blimp. He
and one of the others were also Special Forces and haven't filled
out a Form 1.

I am not sure how many pictures were on the roll. You will get
half of them first, then the other half. Some in-between (#6, for
example) may represent an attempted shot of the object where the
object passed behind a limb, etc. Bickle and Kintz felt that
there was safety in dividing the negatives up. In fact, that's
the same reason why all my research and investigation
documentation is duplicated and sent to both MUFON and CUFOS.

We heard about the sighting too late to get info on radar
tracking. The nearest commercial airport is Baier Field at Fort
Wayne. Kintz says there is a radar station near Mongo that tracks
aircraft for Chicago's O'Hare. 1 think that O 'Hare has a sky
sector that covers the Mongo area, rather than a satellite
airport radar facility. In any case, it was too late. An
interesting note: They reported that there were several A-10's in
the same area flying at low altitude, the afternoon prior to the
sighting. This is the "tank killer”.



Camera info: Kodak Ectanar, fixed 35 mm, K-40, 1987, automatic
(VR-35 on front).

Richard, I hope this is useful to you. Let us know if you need
anything further. As ! said before, as soon as the first set of
original negs are returned, the others will be sent to you ASAP,.

i

Sinderely,

. 1(’ gt «

Francis L. Ridge
State Director, The Indiana Group, MUFON
Director, UFQFC
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March 2, 1995 bé‘ 7&’,{, ]%; .-

Memo for the Record

Subiject: Receival of 35mm film strip of 8-31-94 Mongo, In. case

By: Richard F. Haines, Ph.D.
Research Scientist

Today by registered mail I received from Mr. Dennis Bickle,
6360 Chilson Road, Howell, Michigan 48843 the following item
related to subject case:

One (1) each Kodak Gold 400-5 color negative strip of four
connected frames #6a, #7a, #8a, and #9a allegedly taken on August
31, 1994 (except perhaps for frame #9a). An initial wvisual
examination of this item disclosed:

Frame 6a Visually blank frame except for dust particles.

Frame 7a This f£rame contains the image of a bush or tree
branch with leaves extending into the frame from the right-hand
side about 1/3rd frame width and likely illuminated by a flash
source on the camera. The leaves and branches are in good focus.
Also approximately centered in the frame is a tiny ovoid image of
the unidentified aerial object. It measures about 0.3 mm across. A
slight crease or dimple in the film is located (measured £from
right-hand margin) about 2/5 th. to the left and is just above the
mid-line. Visually, the emulsion layer is not obviously affected.

Frame B8a This frame contains a homogeneous dark sky
background with small ovoid image of the unidentified object
centered in the frame with its horizontal axis horizontal on the
frame. 1Its width is about the same as in frame 7a.

Frame %a This frame contains the picture of a man (wearing
eye glasses and baseball cap) sitting in a folding chair in front
cf a card table with red checker table cloth. another man is

standing to the left side partially cut of the frame. A Starcraft
motor home is in the background. This exposure appears to be a
flash-illuminated photograph. The name of the man sitting is

and the man standing is This photo was

taken on: at:

and the ftime was:

On the reverse side of this memo please feel free to add any
other information here that may be related to the UF0O photos:



Tel. Com. Memo/D. Bickle Page 1 3-7-95

March 13, 1995

Memo for the Record CONF 7 DEN 779 {_

From: R. F. Haines

Subject: Telephone call to Mr. Dennis Bickle on March 7, 1995
concerning details surrounding his color 35mm photos.

Subject call was initated from home at 10:44 am and concluded
at 11:10 am. Mr. Bickle was a cooperative person to speak with and
tried to answer all my questions to the best of his knowledge. I
found no evidence of coverup, embarassment, or undue hesitation in
his voice. I promised to safeguard his negatives and to return them
to him just as soon as I.was done with them.

Following are most of my questions to him and his answers
related to his photos.

1) Q. What kind of camera did you use?
A. Kodak, K-40, VR35, Ektanar with 35mm lens, automatic
exposure. (rfh. This is a point and shoot camera)

2) Q. About how many rolls of film have you taken with that
camera since the Mongo event (8-31-94)?
A. Five or six. The roll used was fresh.

3) Q. Have any of these subsequent frames been bad in any way
or have you experienced any other problems of any kind
with that camera?

A. No.
4y Q. Did you see the "ufo" through the view finder that night at
Mongo?
A. Yes.
5) Q. Tell me about your use of the flash unit on your camera that
night.
A. I took all but it e _fla That was the

dark frame. It was just a blank picture! (Note, there
A —— . R .

was one (1) frame without any image in the four frame
color negative I received from Mr. Bickle).

WHY

7
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6) Q. Did you take any other flash photos that night other than the
exposures I've seen on the single strip of negatives which
you (Mr. Bickle) provided?

A. Yes. I think I took two other photos. They (negatives) are
now in the possession of Jack. (Mr. Kintz).

7y Q. What do you think the object was that you saw in the sky?
A. "I honestly had no idea. Just a large light moving in the sky.
It made no sound.”

8) Q. Have you ever seen anything like this before that you
couldn't explain?
A. No.

9) Q. Did you experience any physical or physiological reactions
following your sighting?
A. No.

10) Q. What would you describe as the level of reaction or response
by the group of guys that night to seeing the light?
A. They were pretty calm. It took me a few seconds to go get
my camera. We were near the water.

11) Q. About how long would you say the whole event lasted, from
the time you first sighted the object in the sky to the
time it finally disappeared?

A. About two (2) minutes or less... say between one and two
minutes.

12) Q. Did you see any light on the ground from the object itself?
That is, did it illuminate the surrounding countryside
beneath it or near it?

A. No.

13) Q. Please try to describe the color of the object for me.
A. Tt was only whitish, (it was) very bright, fluorescent. And it
didn't flicker at all.

14) Q. What direction were you looking (relative to a compass)

when you first sighted the object?
A. We were looking nearly south .



Tel. Com. Memo/D. Bickle

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

(
(

Q.

A.

Page 3 3-7-95

How light or dark was the sky at that time?

(

It was) fully dark.

Q. Are the photos of the object representative of what you

A
Q.
A.
Q
A

yourself saw (visually) that night?

No. We saw an oval shaped light.

Did the light ever give off any kind of trail or tail in the sky?

It had no luminous air trail.

Who in your group saw it first?
Jack Kintz

Q. Who in your group went and talked with the other two

hunters who (allegedly) saw the object?

A. Jack went to meet the hunters, later, the following morning.

Q. Can you give me a description of what the tree line and

ocaton al pholos werc taken.

other details were visible to the south of where you and
your group were that night? I am interested in the
compass directions of when you took each of the photos.

Mr. Bickle generally described (with some clarifying
questions from me) the general terrain as follows. These
details should be photographically documented with _a_ con 70"14_
“series of overlapping color photos taken at the same
744& care

7%

@ _ <--- Disappeared generally to ESE

.“@
( ) @ ). AAAA @ " Initial UFO
) ( )T @ - @a =@~ ) Location
( ) 2 photos ( ) ( )
) { ) 2 photos ( ) Tree near
(Trees ) () (Trees ) )} trailer
_{} {} {}_{}
160 170 180 190 {Lake}

Magnetic compass (deg.) South

North = 0 deg.
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21) Q. Describe for me the flight path of the object?
A. It was initially above the top of the trees to the south.
It seemed to fly level for from one (1) to one and a haif
(1.5} minutes. (See above drawing). The object did pass
visually out of sight behind one or more stands of trees.

22) Q. Did you ever see or hear any airplanes that night?
A. No

23} Q. What about color?
A. I never saw any color! Jack saw some color.

24} Q. You know what it looks like at night when someone flashes
a flashbulb in your direction? You have an afterimage
left behind in your vision?

Did you have any after-image from locking at the
bright object that night?
A. No.

25) Q. Please describe the edges of the object to me. Were they

fuzzy or sharp or what?
A. They were very sharply defined.

End of call at 11:10 am 3-7-95
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MUFON Mutual UFO Network, Inc. THE INDIANA GROUP

Bffices: 618 Davis Drive, M, Vernon, Indiana 47620 Hotline: (B12) 833-9843

March 30, 1995

RICHARD HAINES
PO Rox &§0
Los AZtos, CA 94023

(415) 941-095¢8

Deanr Richand:

There L4 a new "theonry” fLoating about these days, proposed by
none othen than Jef{ Saindio, MUFON Stafd Photoanalist: I4 4%
Lochs Like a Aatutn Ahaped UFO, it's an advertizing balloon.
Analysis of videos and othen {ifms exhibiting a saturn-shape with
Atnobe Lights have been identified as advertizing balloons on
beimpa, on Ao Hays Mr. Saindio. Adter dealing with him forn oven
ALx months with almost a total Lach o4 communication, he
conducted no analysis because it was Ao obvious that we had an
IFO., 14£ i4 times L£ihe these that I wish [ wasr bach in NICAP.

Da. Hoines, 44 this ias youn theory aften caneful study I will
accept it., Howeven, at this point I am {Labberngasted. The photos
can't be written off that easrily and the witness testimony musi
be considened hene.

Enclosed iA the indormation you nequested on the moon Location
and phates fon August 31, 1994, Fort Wayne/Mongo coordinates, ai
time of Aighting.

I am Aending a Letfer to Mx, Kintz asking him to do Aome things
don us when he gets back in Indiana from Florida this spring. I
will ash forn a big scale map o4 the area in question (county on
topo), information on the huntens he talhed to the day aften the
sighting, ete. ’

Sincenely,

Francis L. Ridge ;
State Dinecton, The Indiano Growp, MUFON
Directon, UFOFC :

Enclosunes: EZC nun, August 31, 1995, Mongo.
Saindio Retten, 2-pg fonmletten, three enhancements
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MUFON_J Mutual UFO Network, Inc. THE INDIANA GROHP

Dffices: §18 Davis Drive, Mt. Vernon, Indiana 47620

Hotlime: (812} B38-9843
March 22, 1975

JOHN KINTZ
. 218 Bavyo
Englewood, FL 34223

(813) 475-8881

Dear John:

In my latest communication from Richard Haines he stated the work
was progressing and he had talked with Dennis. Haven’t heard a
word from Jeff Sainio since you sent the prints. I’m not
surprised. Very poor communications. Richard sends memos and
keeps me up to date. I'm very satisfied with his attitude and
work.

Richard wants (if possible) a series of overlapping rhotos of the
area, the sector of sky and larndscape where the original photos
were taken. When will vyou be back up here? And can we do this? He
suggested color photos, but didn’t specify time of day. I’'m sure
he wants daytime shots showing terrain, trees, etc. Simply put
vourself in the same spot, aim and shoot several overlapping
shots to cover the area traversed by object during the filming
phase.

Sincerely,

Francis L. Ridge _
State Director, The Indiana Group, MUFON
Director, UFOFC

ce: Richard Haines
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MUFON J Mutual UFO Network, Inc. THE INDIANA GROUP

Offices: 618 Davis Drive, M. Verron, Indiana 47620 Hotline: (B12) 838-9843

March 30, 1995

JOHN KINTZ
218 Bavo
Englewood, FL 34223

(813) 475-8881

Dear John:

Starting to get some feed-back on the photos. Yesterday I got a
call from Dr. Richard Haines. He finds the negatives and photos
very interesting. He needs some help, however. When are you going
to be back up north?

1) He asked us to get a large-scale map (say covering a good
S5-miles) of the area at Monge. This can be a county map or a
topo map.

2) Do you know the hunters you talked to? Their names? Where
were they exactly when they saw the object? What direction
was the UFO at the beginning and end cof their observation?
Would they fill out Form 1737

3) We need to get some overlapping pictures of the sky from the
same vantage point at the site, showing the backgvround,
trees, etc. I would like this for two reasons: a) Dr. Haines
can due further calculations from them. b) Robert Taylor can
make some great drawings.

Jeff Sainio wouldn’t run an analysis. He thinks you guys saw and
photographad a balloon or blimp. Can yvyou believe that? I don’t
think I will use Jeff for any further work.

s I said, Dr. Haines is impressed, as I am. He is progessing
very well and Jjust wants to do some calculations. This will help
us a lot.

Hang in there!

Sincerely,

Francis t.. Ridge
State Director, The Indiana Group, MUFON
Pirector, UFOFC



P. O. Box 880
Los Altes, Calif.
94022
April 3, 1995
Francis L. Ridge
MUFON - The Indiana Group
618 Davis Drive
Mt. Vernon, Indiana 47620

Dear Francis,

I enjoyed cour phone conversation recently concerning the
Mongo, Indiana photo case of 31 August 1994. And thanks for a copy
of your letter of March 22, 1995 to John Klintz requesting some
panoramic photos from the sighting location. They will be very
useful and, indeed, should be taken during the day and including
the full horizontal sweep of the area where the object was seen.
Slowly but surely this case 1is turning into a most interesting
event. Upon going over my file material I have severazl questions
for you.

1) You indicated that recently you have received more completed
eye witness MUFON forms for this event. I now have only the
following two forms (and would like to receive copies of all others
you have received):

Franklin Babcock dtd 1-11-94, MUFON form 1 + drawing, undated.
John Kintz dtd. 1-11-94, MUFON form 1 + drawing, undated.

2) Please supply the names of all six campers. I also would like
their mailing addresses and phones which will be kept confidential,.

3) Just to remind you, I need a large scale chart of the sighting
area on which you or scmeone else should mark the physical location
of the two hunters when they sighted the aerial object and also the
exact location where the panorama photographs (will be) taken. I
learned from Mr. D. Bickle something about the €flight path of the
object relative to local tree tops, etc. He was very cooperative.

4) As also probably applies to you, I pay all of my own expenses
on such studies. To date I have spent over $64 on photographic
processing on the Mongo case. Is there any way of being reimbursed
by someone?

5) PFrames #4 and #5 are the highest quality of them all. Yet all
four frames show the object to be a diffuse white hue with a small
proportion of its luminance contributed from the right—-hand side.
This fact is also supported by the presence of a slight shadow-
effect to the left side of the protruberance on the top. I'll be
sending other facts to you later, however, I will need the other
two negatives. All the best.

Very i rel
%%?%L
Richard P. Haines, Ph.D.
Research Scientist, ret. ce: files
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MUFON_J Mutual UFO Network, Inc. THE INDIANG GROUP

Offices: 618 Davis Drive, Mt Vernon, Indiana 47620

Hotline: {BI2) A38-9843
Apndl 19, 1995

RICHARD HAINES
PO Rox §&0
Los Altos, CA 94023

(415) 941-095%

Dean Richand:

I guesds I got Aldetrached 4domehow and didn’'t nespond Lo youn
Aprnil 3ad Retten. At Reast I couldn't §ind a copy o4 one. I was
pondening devenal idsues I needed to bring up and alsro try to
comply with youn nequeAts.

Mrn, Kintz wants to hnow 4§ you want his negatives yet. I thinh
his negatives arne fthe best., I'm a Litile confusred. Frame #'a4 £ 5
are the best of the founrn.

Jaech Kintz has promided to get some panaramic shots with the same
camena at the Asame Location Aometime in May when he gets bach up
noath. Also, he i4s trying to get the map we need. I am sending a
copiy 04 this Letten to Jach to vendidy owun agreements. This Letten
will also indonm him that we need the othen three Form 14A. We
have hAls, Bichie's, and Babcoch's. Bichle's is enclosed. You
neqiested the names, mailing addresses, and phone numberns of all
Aix members which will be hept confidential. [ am Leaving this up
to Jaeh.

Marnh Rodeghienr 04 CUFOS sent me some grant §orms to cover any and
expenises. Keep tabs, both you guys.

Enclosed i4 @& Ohio UFO Notebooh nepont on a 6Limp An the aegion.
The Atate pofice Aaid there was a Family Channel bLimp wp thene,
too, but this one 44 the UVirngin Lightship and was in the region
Aometime, I'm Aurne, but the dates may not ecven be close. [ am
nequesting that CUFOS contact all the blimp compandies that
opernated in ounr negion duning the perndod in question, getting
thein cooadinates, There wene severnal bLimps in the area, without
a dowudt, but I question whethen the ten witnesses saw a biimp.
Othens may have, but this is not the §inat time that HLimps and

helicoptens wene in a encounter area at the same time.

Enclosed {4 the Ratest updated UFO Intelligence Summary depicting
the "tip 04 the icebung" dor a {all fRap that Peten Davenpori
baid involved 500 calls In six weehs. That's anothen reason why I
thinh we had bonified UFO activity overn a wide areca. BLimps are
aluays somewhene.



P

Finatly, Richarnd, while we await on Jach to get bach up nonth, I
have enclosed an RSID F11 aun for the negion fon youn neseanch.
Any nepont in my Adx state negion of compuiten neseanch

(MO, IL,IN,OH,KY, TN} that has an "11" undenr the "Foam Used” column
44 a A{éhiing dnom aincnaft, even L§ an actual MUFON Fonm 11 was
not uwsed. I have oven 4,000 entrniecs forn the negion and therne are
49 Asuch §Lagged entriecs, Aome youw may not have.

I have two databasesr. The RSID is the Regional Sighting

'Inéonmation Patabase of oven 4,000 cases, going backh to the wave

of 1§97. The NSID is the National Sighting Information Database
and £ists U.S. Adightings bach to 1986 whene Robent Royd and I
stanted the UFO Intellfigence Summany. The newsfetter usually
gives the fast 104 entrnies cach month. Enclosed L5 a {Lyer on my

rnesearch.

Sin Y,
C#L’E:,u, {

Francis L. Ridge
State Dinrnecton, The Indiana Group, MUFON
Dinecton, UFOFC

-~

QR IETA
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MUFON J Mutual UFO Network, Inc. THE INDIANA GROUP

Offices: 618 Davis Drive, Mt. Vernon, Indiana 47629 Hotline: (812} 834-9843

Apnil 20, 1995

Atin: Manh Raodeghien

J. Allen Hyneh Center fon UFO Studies
2457 W. Petenson Ave.

Chicago, IL 60659

Dear Mankh:

Hene ane some bLow~up copies of the Mongo incident. I'm congused.
I thought thai photos #4,5 and #7,§ Wenre of the UFO, with #é
being a Ahot with the object behind a trnee Limb, ete. But one is
marhked #9. Dn. Haines has the negatives to work §rom, Ao that
won't be a problem at the impontant Astage of analysis. W4 & 5
anre the best shots. Oniginal images are verny Amall. The oned you
have ane ALL bLow-wups.

Enefosed i4 the matenial I got fnom Saindioeo. He may be aight, but
I don't §ollow all the fLogic. The hind of b&impas he's talhing
about must Looh Lihe domed sawcenrns Ainstead of stubby tubulan
objects [jelly beans?).

Forn easy nefenence I made notes on his Lotten copy.

Sincenrely,

Franeis L. Ridge
State UDinecton, MUFON [ndiana
UDineeton, UFOFC

(poailom — neles &ad 4T 49
v &
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MUFON _J Mutual UFO Network, Inc. THE INDIANA GROUP

Offices: 618 Davis Drive, Mt. Vernon, Indiara 47620 Hotlime: (Bi2} 838-9843

Aprdil 24, 1995

Attn: John T.immenman

J. Affen Hyneh Centen fon UFD Stwudiens
PO Box 1621

Lima, OH 45§02

Deanr John:

Enclosed L4 fthe curnnent {information [ have on the Mongo case.
orniginal and dupficate ane being held until the case is closed.
In the event we wrap this one wup [ willd only send the additional
mateniad to youw to fonwand to Manrnh fon CUFOS' copy. A copy wild
then go to MUFON.

I'm trheating this cate ad "condidential” untif completed on
concluded. Howevern, at Least hald o4 the witnesses have approved
the wuse of thein names. Scme of Dn. Richard Ha.ines wonh 414
nestnicted until he hast his final comment.

I am having Mr, Kintz send you coplesr of ithe phoitos.

The beginning of the nepont info deals with a rash of sightings
in the negdion AND country. In a A4ix weeh pendiod Peten Davenponi
o4 NUFORC in Seattfe necedlved cvenr 500 coalls. The enclosred excenp
dnom the UFO Intelfigence Swmmary Ashows the relationshdlip of the

© Mongo case to othen asightings in the negion and U.S.

I admit that Jeff Sainic may be night about a bHRZimp, but the
evddence should be based on witness testimony, not just an {mage
on §ilm. More impoatantly, photo analysis willf not eliminate ox
impéicate a beimp unless we can nail a §Light down forn that
perdiod and coondinates.

The EZC Shypfot aules out the moon. Also, any neflection on
ieumination on pant o4 the object's surnface L4 not due Lo the
moon.

Yow may contact Mn. Kintz about meeting with him in May. His

phone numben LA in the nepont severnad times. I will alent my Zwo
FIs wup at Foat Wayne. Copy of thein 201 {iles arne attached.

Good Luch.

Sin ely,

Franeis L. Ridge
State Dinecton, The Indiana Group, MUFON
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MUFON J Mutual UFQ Network, Inc. THE INDIANA GROUP

Offices: 618 Davis Drive, Wt. Vernon, Indiara 47529 Hotline: (812) 838-9843

Apnie 26, 1994

BRUCE ENGSTROM
1047 Moelieon Rd.
New Haven, IN 46774

Dean Bruce:

Ad Yyou are aware, we have an on-goding Ainvestigation intc the
Mongo, IN, photo case. Linda Dahbhemper handed {i% of{f to me Laast
year and I have been communicating with the paime witnessr who 44
in Flornida. At the nequest ovd Marnh Rodeghien of the J. Allen
Hyneh Centen fon UFQ Studies, I tunned the photo analysris ocven 1o
Dr. Richand Hadines in Lor Altos, CA. I became disenchanied wiih
Jedd Sainio’'s practices, his biggest nroblem beding commundication,

I just necentldy talked with John Timmenman of CUFOS (out of Lima,
OH] and he wiff be in yourn arnea sometime in May Lo meet with the
praime witness who L4 neturhnding frnom a winten vacation 4in Flondda.
I suggested he contact yow and Robent Taylon fon possible
assdlstance Ln Distnict 09. Mongo LA out of youn noumald area, but
in youn Distnict., You guys can do what you want, bdui he widl bHe
contacting youw. Bruce, I hate to admit {4, but I get betien
cooperation from CUFOS than MUFON.

We've got sendiouws problems coming wup that may destruct MUFON a4
an intennational Leadern. Walt alwaysr played wp Guld Breecze and
downplayed Roswell. Don Schmitt has been caught in sevenal €Cies
that wilt wrech his credibility and threaten the Roswelld
scenarndl{o. Kevin Randfe did most of the wonh and they did a good
job, but I'm afraid the MUIT {4 going 1o be §ull of nonsense about
Roswelld fon a Long fime to come. Brace younself. Out of it may
come d new growp, hopedully Like NICAP on CUFOS.

Good Luch on the Monge case L you deeclide you can heldp John out.
I don't hnow youwnr scheduwle on sdtuation. Irncidentatfly, 4t may not
happen that he wilf go to NE Indiana. I4§ the Vingin Lighiship
Re€imp orn the Family Channel RBLimp was {in the arnea at the time of
the adighting (he is cheching with them) therne 48 no need to go
any funthen, I don't believe a blimp i4s the answern, thowgh. Let
dee what the times and coorndinates will Ashow.

Francis L. Ridge
State Dinecton, The Indiana Growp, MUFON
Directon, UFOFC



325 Langton Ave.
Los Altaos, Calif.
94022
May 18, 1995
Jeff Sainio
MUFON Staff Photoanalyst
2200 W. Good Hope Read
# 321
Glendale, WI 53209-2763

Dear Jeff:

Hello from California. I do hope that all is going well with
you and that all of this crazyness in ufo areas is not getting you
down. Within the past five years or so there seems to have heen a
major turning point where unknown individuals suddenly enter the
field and act as experts when they know virtually nothing. They
lead many astray (perhaps for their own ends) and disillusion
others. But that is not my reason for writing.

Some months ago I was approached by Francis Ridge to take a
look at some 35mm color negatives allegedly taken in Mongo, Indiana
on 31 August 1994. Mr. Ridge has been most cooperative during this
time and sent me a copy of your memo to him dated 3-26-95 entitled
"PHOTOANARLYSIS (sort of), 8-31-94...."

You provided him with some very interesting TIF files from
Mongo, London, Ontario (Canada), and Shea Stadium. Because of the
apparent similarity of all of these image shapes you came to the
conclusion that the Mongo event was an advertising balleon. Here
are a few guestions for you which would help me out in loocking at
these particular negatives.

1) Do you have any medium to high resclution color photographs
taken of the alleged advertising balloon during the daytime? If so
would you mind sharing them with me on a loan basis?

2) Do you know of the names/addresses of any of the companies that
f£ly such lighter-than-air craft to whom I might write?

3} Have you tried to contact any of them? I1f so what did you
find?

4) Would you be willing to mail me a 3.5" Qdiskette containing as
many TIF or GIF (etc.) files of the same shaped phenomena for my
analysis? I1'11 reimburse you for all expenses.

5) Regarding the 35mm camera used, it was told by its owner that it
iz a late model (1988 - 1989) Kodak K-40, VR35 Ektanar, 35mm fixed
focus lens. I would guess that its hyperfocal length at £8 would
be about 35 feet or more. It is supposedly an "automatic esxposure"
camera. Are you familiar with this particular model? If sco what
happens when the flash unit is turned off during nighttime
exposures? Does the shutter speed automatically slow to 1/30th or
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the like? What kind of through the lens meter and weighting does
it have? Do you have any printed specs on it?

6) What kind of image scanner do you use? dpi? coverage area?
mfgr., model, ete.

FYI. I have had B&W enlargements made of all four primary
frames so far enlarging the original image (approx. 0.3 mm) up to
about 12 mm. I find an obvious shadow on the left-hand side of the
bump on the top but I don't know where it could come from. Do you
have any insights? Any comments and help you can give will be
greatly appreciated. All the best.

Very sincerely,
Drigiral signed by Richard F. Halna

Richard F. Haines, Ph.D., CHFP
Research Scientist, ret.

cc: F. Ridge «~
files
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'MUFON) Mutual UFO Network, Inc. THE INDIANA GROUP

Offices: 618 Davis Drive, M. Vernom, Irdiama 47629 Hotline: (812} B38-9843

May 22, 1995

RICHARD HAINES
PO Box 5§50
Los Aftos, CA 94023

(415) 941-0958

Dear Richanrd:
Hene 44 the Latest update on the Mongo case:

May 11, 1995, I nrecedived a call fnom Jach Kintz. He and one o4
4he othen men (the onrniginal photographer, Bichle])
tooh a serdies of daylight photos fon Da. Richand
Haines. This sendes will provide a panaramic view
o the Ahy 4{rom the same vantage point as the
night UFO photos takhen Augudt 31, 1994. Dn., Hadines
will use these, and the Lange-scale map being :
provdided, to ploi ithe object’'As position durning its
dLight and be wsed to mahke other caleulations
reganding each o4 the four photos.

May 17, 1995. 1 got a call from JTohn Timmenman of CUFOS. He had
made arrangements to meet with the two men on
Friday, May 19%th, 1o geit whatever indormation,
photos of shy secton, and maps, ete. I advised him e
that it was veny impontant we ane able to autle out -
the bLimp explanation. He .l4 checking into {Lights
by FAMILY CHANNEL and UVIRGIN LIGHTSHIP. Witneas
neponts nule out bLimpas, in panticulan the Apeed
of 4§Light and napid acceleration. Howevenrn, it
would good 1o hnow that thenre wene no blimps Ain
the area that evening. 1§ there wene b&imp {Lights
on the 314t in that area it willd create a problem
don analysts, nonctheless. It is internesting that
one of the men PID 4ee and nepont a bLimp the veny
next day.

Richand, as theorcugh as I can be it {4 hard io heep Lrack o4
everything. Two o4 the §oun negs wene verny good, exhibiting the
Trindade Iasfand shape on satusan-shape. Have you rneturned the
ontginal stnip with the fwe Lessen-defdined, mone distant, images
40 that Jach can send the strip with the best ones? I4 noit,
please do A0 ASAP.

Sinece Timmerman is getting the panaramic view and the map fon
you, you might want to call him. [ assume the mateniacls are being
Aent, but don't hnow whethern he Aent Lthem fo me finst. He's
cheching on bLimp 48ights, too. 14 Jach hadn't mentioned the




accelenation, I might have had considerable Less intenest in the
photos. ALso, o4 note, Jedd never had the best negs.

»

S4 ely,

24

Franeis L. Ridge

State Dirnecton, The Indiana Group, MUFON
Dineeton, UFOFC

S A



May 19, 1995
Re: Mongo, In. Case of 31 August 1994

Dear Francis,

This brief note is to try to keep you up to date on what's
been occurring with regard to subject photo case. I have had some
B&W enlargements made from the original negative strips as well as
completed some large format digital blowups of frames 4 and 5. They
both show an interesting uneven lower, curved boundary seen against
the dark sky background. Whether or not this undulating edge is an
artifact or real remains to be seen.

I really 4o need that large scale chart of the area arcund
Mongo showing the spot where the six campers were and also where
the two hunters were when each group sighted the object. If it
turns out that the hunters saw it while looking to the north then
it automatically rules out a balloon for various reasons 1'll go
into later. But if everyone was looking in the southerly direction
then there is a somewhat larger chance that what they all sighted
was an unusual shaped and illuminated lighter-than-air craft.

I have written to Jeff Sainio for further information (see
copy of my letter to him for your files).

Could you ask someone to track down the alleged advertising
firm and obtain some PR photos of all their
balloons/blimps/lighter-than-air ships for me? Many thanks. If
you could get their address and phone I'll call them directly.

Finally, I have tried without success to locate the same
model camera as was used here. It is a Kodak K-40, VR35 Ektanar
lens, 35mm fixed focus. 1If at all possible you should see if the
photographer (Dennis Bickle) will loan it to you for a weekend. If
he will please do the following: (1) load it with Kodak ASA400 gold
color £ilm, (2) turn flash on, (3) take 2-3 photos in dark night
at various single light sources (street lamp, <flashlight set at
100 feet away, etc.) and keep track of all details, (4) take 2-3
photos in dark night with the flash turned off of these same light
sources, all centered in the field of view. (5) mail me the
undeveloped roll of film and your detailed notes. If anyone can do
a good job of this you can. Many thanks.

My time permits only a limited involvement with UFO studies
and photos are but one of the areas in which I am interested. But
I'1]l continue to do my best to get to the bottom of this particular
case. I send my best wishes.

Vﬁ:;ﬁgZEE;xely,

Ri%hard F. Haines
cec: files
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STUDIES P. O. Box 1621
CENTER FOR QFO i Lima, Ohio 45802-1621 U.S.A.
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May 21, 1995

Francis L. Ridge

State Director, The Indiana Group, MUFON
618 Davis Drive

Mt. Yernon, Indiana 47620

Dear Francis:

This will be my report regarding my trip to Jackson, Michigan, on Friday, May
19th regarding the August 31, 1994 sighting report from near Mongo, Indiana by
several witnesses involving photography of an unidentified illuminated object
moving through the night sky at about 8:30 p.m. CDT.

Thank you for the complete package you sent to me earlier as background on this
interesting case.

Per our telephone conversation the day prior to my trip, I am to pursue possible
blimp activity that night in that area. Two blimps have been reported as likely
suspects. One is the Family Channel advertising blimp. The other is one flown
by Virginlight Ship of Orlando, Florida. I will attempt to secure flight
records from those two companies on or about the above date in August.

1 arrived at the home of John {Jack) Kintz, 2100 Glasgow Road, Jackson, MI 49201
at 11:05 a.m. As you suggested, I had called Bruce Engstrom in New Haven, Ind.
to ask him to join me at Jackson. He had an unavoidable conflict and could not
be there, but suggested that I contact Robert Taylor and/or Roger Sugden to ask
them if they could be there. Fortunately, Robert Taylor was wiiling to be there
and brought Roger Sugden with him. They arrived about an hour before my 11:00
a.m. appointment and had been visiting with Jack. Dennis Bickle was there, too.

We retired to Jack's living room where we began our discussion. You know Jack's .
background. He is a sturdy, friendly gentleman ready to talk about what he and
the others witnessed last August. You know the background from his recorded
calls to you. I don't believe 1 can add much to what he told you about his
background or their experience.

Dennis brought with him a series of daylight photographs taken recently at the
location of their sighting. There are no leaves on the trees in this set of
photographs so I was not able to make an exact match with the one showing leaves
and the object seen last August at night. However, we chose the one which
Dennis felt was taken closest to where he had been standing when the August
pictures were taken. His group of pictures could be cut up and combined to
create an approximate panorama view of the scene. Dennis still has the other

, prints. I will enclose the one we selected. If you hold it up to a strong
llght you will see where he and Jack believe the object was and the direction
in which it moved away from view,



Francis'L. Ridge
May 21, 1995
Page 2

Jack presented the negatives he has. They were duplicates of the originals. He
also had 3#x5 prints from three of the negatives, but the numbering of the
negatives is in reverse of the order in which they were taken. In other words,
the first photo taken is the highest negative number and the last photo taken is
the Jowest negative number. Negative number 6 is the one taken when the object
must have been behind the distant group of trees shown in the daylight photo I
am enclosing with this letter.

Jack had MEIJER photo service produce 8x10 enlargements cropped from negatives
4a and 5a, which would have been the last two photos taken, according to the way
in which the film progressed through the camera. 1 had not heard of this type
of camera film movement, but he showed me a slip explaining that this was the
case. The prints I have before me show a nearly white discoid shape centered in
the print, both being positioned about as described in Richard Haines' March 2
memo of Frames Ba and 7a. The image measures 8mm wide and 3 mm high in a center
dome-shaped bulge. It appears to be slightly tilted downward toward the viewer.
I see what appears to be a shadow at the left of the bulge, suggesting a source
of light located at the right front on what appears to be a ring or round shelf.
There is also a suggestion of a darker band where the bulge and the shelf meet.

The image in negative 4a appears to be tilted slightly downward to the right.
However, this could be due to the position of the camera rather than the object.
Also, we have to assume that the printing matches the position of the negative
as it moved through the camera. Since the film used was color, there may be
some significance to the slight pink coloring of the closer edge of the shelf in
the print of negative 4a.

If Jeff Sainio is correct regarding the Shea Stadium and Toronto images, we must
make every effort to eliminate the blimp possibitity. I will proceed with this
this week.

s 1 enclose maps of the area as reguested and will forward the 4a and 5a enlarge-
ments to you as soon as I have made copies for our file. I will reimburse Jack.
from CUFOS for his $12.66 cost of the two prints he gave me. I paid for the map
copies.

We adjourned to lunch at a nearby restaurant. 1 took a photo of the group and
left them at about 3:30 p.m.

. Box 1621
Lima, Ohio 45802
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'MUFON Mutual UFO Network, Inc. THE INDIANA GROUP

Officess 618 Davis Drive, Mt. Verron, Indidna 47620 Hotline: (Ble) 838-9843

MAY 24, 1995

RICHARD HAINES
PO Rox 880
Los AlLtos, CA 94023

{415) 941-0958

Dean Richand:

Just neceived youn Lettern dated May 19th, plus the copy of the
Leotten to Jefd Sainio. ALso got a call from Jack Kintz. He wanted
to talk to yowu, 40 [ gave him youn phone numben. He probably
briefed you on atf that, but heie are a few items I need to podint
out:

1} He and John Timmenman od4 CUFOS met Faiday. They are sending
the matenials you nequested to youw at the PO Box. They are
dending me coplies.

2) John is checking into bLimp {Rights, PR photos o4, etc.

3) We are trying to get David Martin, the news reporten who atlso
saw the obfect (he AND his wife in sepanate cans) to §ile
neponids,

4) Jach wants to send youw the other negs as soon as he gets the
dinst ones baech negistened mail.

5§) I can't get Bichle's camera. And we are ab dan apart ad you
can get in Indiana. The Kodah people should be able to help you
and dave you time and money.

6) The object was {Lluminated afl during the Aighting and duning
all shots, except when it appeared to pass behind a tarece L£imb.

- The object did dim~down and become transluscent at one point, Due
£o0 invernse Aquane rnule and no fLare-ups duning the shooting, I
doubt that the 4Lasth wist a {actor. I[{ anything, [ would expect an
advernse rneaction from a §2ash 1f the intensity (due to proximity)
was great enough 1o alanm the "crew”.

7) BRLimpas arne uded foi adverntlzing punrposes and need adequate
Righting. I we can't identify a b2imp anymone, what good are
they as ad mediums? The News CLipping Service is full of neponts
whene some authority "Ahoots down” a UFO neport with a bLimp
answen, I am instructing my people, and advising others who nead
my newsletten, to NOT tahe the word of alrpoats, Law enforcement,
ete., reganding identifdication. This is second-hand collateral
contact., We need 1o go to the Aocurce, Auch as John Timmenman
contacting the bLimp companies.



At this stage, with delfays Ain the mail, it might be good to talh

v;a phone sometime, 4§ needed. Glad to help in any way.

S4i tely,

Franeis L., Ridge
State Dinecton, The Indiana Growp, MUFON
Dinecton, UFOFC '
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MUFON J Mutual UFQ Network, Inc. THE INDIANA GROUP

Offices: 618 Davis Drive, M. Vernon, Indiana 47629 Hotline: (812) 838-9843

June 1, 1995

RICHARD HAINES
PO Box &80
Los Altos, CA 94023

(415) 9471-0958

Dean Richand:

Enclosed 4is a copy o4 a Letten from John Timmeaman negarding his
dinst-hand contact with £wo of the witnesses on May 19th. Also my
copies 04 the two maps. I made neductions fon my §iLes, I am
assuming that Jach Kintz on John Timmerman Aenidt you Aome. I don't
want to take the chance you didn’'t get them. Jach was Auppoded Lo
call you about the maps and othen negs.

John Timmerman 4i4 A3iLL purnsduing the bLimp angle, trying to gel
$84ight schedules. ALso trying 2o 4ind out more on the intennally
Lit idea to see i4 this corresponds £o our phoitos.

I don't beliecvewe have a blimp, but 4§ one was there at that
time, who would Listen? By the way, John {4 cheching with Jed4d

Sainic, too, because some o4 his bLimp photos naise a Lot of
questions.

I wifl be gone fon a few days, bach on the 10th.
keep up the good worh.

Did you get a copy o4 my bookh, "Regional Encounters: The FC
Files"? I[4 not, I wiltf send one as 4soon as I get bach.

Franeid L. Ridge
State Directon, The I[ndiana Group, MUFON
Dirnecton, UFOFC ’
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325 Langton Ave.
Los Altos, Calif.
94022

Dennis Bickle July 7, 1995

6360 Chilson Road

Howell, Michigan 48843

Dear Mr. Bickle:

With this letter I am returning to you the strip (four
continuous frames ~ #6, #7, #8, and #9) of color 35mm negatives
which you sent to me for photo analysis. These were taken on August
31, 1994 in Mongo, Indiana. Thank you very much £for the
opportunity to study them. I phoned Jack Kintz recently to tell
him I was mailing these negatives back to you and he said he would
send me the second strip in the near future.

Realizing that the second strip is probably of higher
optical quality, I wanted to work out specific procedures on your
set first before working with the better gquality frames. Your
frames show a most interesting "bottom edge” effect. ©One might
think that the object should possess a smooth, sharp lower edge,
however some computer enhancements seem to show an undulating,
gasseous-like or vapor-enshrouded edge. Of course I want to take
a close look at the second set of frames as well.

For your information, we are now attempting to show that
the aerial object could not have been an advertising balloon.
There are two lines of supporting argument, (1) the testimony from
the two other eye witnesses driving into Mongo from the south that
night, and (2) flight records of all local advertising companies
concerning the ballaons they "fly."”

Thanks £for your assistance in this interesting study.
Either Mr. Ridge or I will attempt to keep vou informed as to the
progress we make to identify this aerial (photographic)} image. If
you should recall any other details not already written down ahout
this event please do not hesitate to contact me. 3Absolutely every
detail could be important.

Very sincerely yours,
Original signad by Richard F. Haingp

Richard F. Haines, Ph.D.
Research Scientist, ret.

Encl. orig. neg. strip {(as stated)

cc: files

ffé.;éa%?r -



Printed By: Dick Haines Page: 1 7/19/95 10:23 AM

From: Dick Haines (7/19/95) 7,.2& 'fj/'

To: TEACHER, ROLLLL MCDEL, VISIONA

\
Reply to: RE>internally-lit dirigible maker %ﬂd@ f [K(/ Z"-
« - - -

Jeff, FYI
Length = 1522~ (126.8 ft}): diam = 370* (30.8 ft),

General shape = typical blimp & r W —
Cuter fabriec = polyester rip stock, semi-transparent - &U{& Mé
+

Internal illumination = 2 @ 1000 watt lamps

Lamp power source = Honda generator (APU)
Propulsive power = Limbaugh flat-4 internal combusticon + props %

Lift = helium
Firm has sold five (5} in USA, 2 @ in Europe. 1@ in So. America 7
so far. N
Payload = max. of five {(5) passengers plus additional load w&g f% 4 ; : »

They are sending me full specs. soon. This vehicle is FAA certified

with full night anti-collision lighting. I hope you will find this ,
information helpful.
Dick Haines

/U —

Date: 7/1B/95 6:2% PM

To: Dick Haines gé'ﬁ[ J‘-’(}w

From: TEACHER, ROLLLL MODEL, VISIONA <=

American Blimp Corpoxation, 1900 NE 25th, Hillsborc OR 97124-5983,
503-693-1611, makes internally-1lit advertising blimps. It was shown on dﬁz:ff{j

the PBS "The Blimp is Back" by Michael Barnes.

jsainiocf@ggraph.com

------------------ RFC822 Header Follows ----------=ww=----
Received: by Styx.arc.nasa.gov with SMTP;1B Jul 1%85 18:17:56 -0800

Received: from racerx.ggraph.com by ptolemy.arc.nasa.gov (4.1/} id <AAl17731> Eor
Dick_Haines@styx.arc.nasa.gov; Tue, 18 Jul 95 18:10:40 PDT

Received: from DECNET-MAIL {JSAINIOELAQOTZU)

by hub.qgraph.com (PMDF Vv4.3-11 $#6156) id <01HT10ABV4ESQ00I13@hub.qgraph.com>;
Tue, 18 Jul 1995 20:10:30 -0500 (CDT}

Date: Tue, 18 Jul 1995 20:10:30 -0500 {CDT)

From: *TEACHER, ROLLLL MODEL, VISIONARY, BUREAUCRAT, DANCER BEEP 838-7647"
<JSAINIOE@china.ggraph.com>

Subject: internally-lit dirigible maker

To: haines@ptolemy.arc.nasa.gov

Message-Id: <QlHT10ABYZHUCCCI13@hub.ggraph.com>

X-Vme-To: INET::"haines@ptolemy.arc.nasa.gov”

X-vms-Cc: JSAINIC

Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; CHARSET=US-ASCII

tontent-Transfer-Encoding: 7BIT



325 Langton Ave.
Los Altos, Calif.
94022

Jvly 20, 1495

Re: Mongo, Indiana Rerial Phenomena Event of 31 August 1994

Sl s -
GerxrtFemen:

As you may have heard, I am doing an analysis of the color
photographs which were taken on the evening of 31 August. I would
greatly appreciate it if you would help me out in this analysis.
It is very important for me to understand the apparent flight path
of the lighted object relative to the trees near the pond at the
campground.

Enclosed is a color photo of the area looking approximately
south. Please do the following:

1) Insert a small vertical arrow at the magnetic south location in
this scene.

2) Use a heavy pencil or felt-tiped pen and draw with a dashed
line the path through the night sky which the object followed.
If it ever seemed to stop just place a small X on the line
at that point and indicate how long it stopped.

3} 1If the object ever seemed to accelerate in speed
indicate where it was when it started its acceleration by
placing a small A on the dashed line.

4) Finally, if you noticed any very bright lights on the ground
beneath or near the object ({(but not on it) please make a
note on the photo.

5) Print your name on the bottom of the photo and date it.

Thank you for your help. Please return this photo to me at
your convenience.

Very sincerely,

Richard F. Haines

Research Scientist, ret. szc/égzjfléagzgﬂf yé%ég? ;4;
Devms= ﬁff‘é&, SoH AT &

Frodds’ Pallsck , Tl WA ﬂ«/(/
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UFD FILTER CENTER ) = PUBLICATION ORDER
618 Davis Drive
Mt. Vernon, IN 47620

Date Order Received: 950804
Check Number:

Purchaser:
TIMMERMAN, JOHN

PO BOX 1621

LIMA, OH 45802 1621

Al il B okl ey A e e e R Tt Moy A o . e el AU e ey Al Gt i W Al e gy WA M (et gy W Ml e e o ot ke s ol e e ot ot i ey TR ey S ey Y S e e o iy i e o Al nl T Ty e ! Y e aant

Guant Descripticon Each Total Price Date Shipped

()Lilﬁse—ﬁt 4 /b¢Lx ?:114
Hi, Fran! roﬁ5s”7
Please forgive my delay in sending th1s to you. I have not had time to read it, L

yet, but will do so later this Fall. My schedule of things to do and to read is
somewhat overloaded these days and I believe you know what that feels like.

Sti11 not word from the McDonald Company in Toronte. I will be getting after
them next week. Also, I am sending the photo of the Virgin Light Ship to Dr.
Haines for dimension ratio comparisons with the photos of the Mongo object.
When I spoke with him recently and read the blimp dimensions to him he was very
excited by the contrast with those of the photos. The Virgin Company has been
not very helpful in providing flight schedule information. It was one year ago

yesterday,

Additional cases are com1ng to my attent1on and I am trying to cover more than I

e adamiimdenTles b AT, e ln wa



Septemben 7, 1995

RICHARD HAIMNES
PO Box §§0
Los Altos, CA 94023

(415) 941-095%

Dean Richand:

Recedived your pachage on 5 Sept. As pen youn negquest Last evening
I have enclosed the hard copies on the Mongo Case. You will have
to cut off the written portion befone youw scan, but you should be
able to do that OK.

I made copdest in case the oniginals would get Losd in the mail. I
am also going over them to sce what I can do to help youw. Rathen
than make you wait while I do that, I decided to copy and sent
the ondginals right away.

Enclosed arne a couple of sheets I use fon chechlists you might be
able to use. I have extensive notes, including activity Logs o4
all actions neponted to me in this case.

Also enclosed is a copy of my booh which {ell within the Ahipping
guidelines. [ couldn't nesist.

Good Luch with the Mongo Case. And thanks fon all your help. I
get nothing 4{nom MUFON.

Sincenely,

Francdis L. Ridge
State Directon, The Indiana Group, MUFON
Dinecton, UFOFC
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MUFON J Mutual UFO Network, Inc. THE INDIANA GROUP

Offices: 618 Davis Drive, Mt. Vernon, Indiana 47620 Hotline: (812} 838-9843
September 14. 1995

DAVID MARTIN
0077 M103
White Pigeon, MI 49099

{616 ) 483-7991

Dear David:

As you may be aware, the Mongo, Indiana sighting (8-witnesss and
4 photos) turned out to be very impertant. Dr. Richard Haines in
Los Altos, California, is doing the analysis on the photos and
needs further information regarding sighting coordinates. Your
help is very important to us.

But before I get into that, my brother Steven is a born-again
Christian. too. To him the UFO0 thing was a demonic manifestation.
That is, until a friend in his church (and his wife) reported
their close encounter back in the 60°’s. (Report enclesed). This
was a real, solid object, Jjust like vyours and in the Mongo case.
This was no "vision". And nothing happens that God deoesn’t know
about so it is part of our reality, maybe even part of His plan.
But, maybe not. After all, a Cruise Missile over Irag is not the
devil, but it isn’t part of God’s plan for humanity, either. Just
another fact of life. In any case, your sighting had nothing to
do with any evil force. It was something we made or something f
somebody else created. It was as real as a 747.

David, if you would file a report with us we would guarantee you

anonymity if you so desire. Basically, what we need is location.

time and directions of the obJject at the beginning and end of the
sighting. Enclosed is a Form 1.

A lot of people saw this thing, and it was no blimp.

Francis L. Ridge
State Divector, The Indiana Group, MUFON
Director, UFQFC
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PERSORAL ACCOUNT {1nclude on Formn 1)
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OR1GINA . UFO FILTER CENTER

i ———

eon)

618 DAVIS DR.
MT. VERNON, IN 47620 SHEET I OF 7

. EXHISIT™ ¢ 4

UFO  SICNTING RUESTIONNAIRE - GENERAL CASES (FORM 1) Lﬂ_N_HH_EN_’I’,_A.I:_

PLEASE COMPLETE THIS FORM (Princ) AND RETURN TO INVESTIGATOR (For MUFON Use)

% E NAME OF INVESTIGATOR: F?Mfaﬁ A/P6F
j g STREET ADDRESS: fioen o paeio prone: arc £/ 1 B38- 9593
[Sr) @HWS R
TOWH/CITY: QHT VEKQQ&E EfeY 4;6209 CODE: COUNTRY:
Q
P
=
4] E DRAW A SIMPLE SKETCH OF THE OBJECT. (Label any lights, colors, protrusicns)
¥ { .
E
o
t
[T
[=] >
u E
3 8
()
o 2
3
=
o
=]
]
(On s separace sheec, please sketch & gsimple map of the sres showing your posiziecn and che object’s position.
Include an arrow denoting the direction of North, 1Indicace direction that the object was moving.)
E - PERSONAL ACCOUNT
- -
-
B = PLEASE DESCRIBE THE INCIDENT AS IT HAPPENED. BE SURE THAT YOUR WARRATIVE INCLUDES THE FOLLOWING:
E z 1. WHERE WERE YOU AND WHAT WERE YOU DDINGC AT THE TIME?
z 2. WHAT MADE YOU FIRST MOTICE THE OBJECT?
g z x 3. WHAT DID YOU THINK THE OBJECT WAS WHEN YOU FIRST NOTICED IT?
= % = 4, DESCRIBE YOUR REACTIONS AND ACTIONS, DURING AND AFTER SIGHTING THE OBJECT.
_LE' - 5. DESCRIBE THE OBJECT AND ITS ACTIONS,
g b3 ] 6. HOMW DID YOU LOSE $IGHY OF THE OBJECT? F_
wl E . . T hhane -
i | [ (D Setting anowmk o S oY
z - wo
o £ | ® T Ueny B ot Ligh¥ A
g . UL O o Weuen St Y
@ Thowoit 1 ppes 207 0 .
. = ] .
Thing © LiRe To Elga of CPonxel
X —+ PMoved ©OVow o -
2 E 6° 6 - Pl‘_}_ H 9 Carntomen 1 H.’?
2 T K oTof «
£ and STaved LS ko -
7 E Y The T, © v ‘o 5 —
& D obieck was veny Bagh :;DM& 5
- Mo Th o Eastesy Diwiciee T

O b ecT Eateon Loewct Batind rawe | mees 0w MY

b

u_;wfgi [ PN L Th"\— F“'aq';éd

Lova R

o P_F U Q.wi’ Fq_) _l. {Continue narrative on reverse side)

—CONFIENTIAC



- M SKATG GESTONMNE - GENEML eASes (Foam 1 PAGE 2 oF 2

ENVIRGNNENTAL SITUATION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)

YIEWED FROM: QJTWRS(N INDOORS({ } CAR{ )} AIRCRAFT( ) BOAT( ) OTHER

( GLASSES( ) WINDOW( ) SCREEW( ) BINOCULARS( ) TELESCOPE( ) STILL CAMERA(M
VIEWED THROUGH:
{ MOVIE CAMERA( ) THEODOLITE( )} RADAR( ) OTHER

FOR_MUFON USE

AREA/LOCATTION:  CITY{ ) SUBURBAN{ ) RUMLM INDUSTRIAL{ ) COMMERCIAL{ ) RESIDENTIAL{ )

AREA/TERRAIN:  FIELDS{ ) Wo0DSPXQ HILLS( ) MOUNTAINS( ) RIVER(X] PoNDEM] LaREC )
AREA/TECHNICAL: ATRPORT( )} POWERLINES( ) POWER STATION{ ) RAILROAD TRACKS( ) OTHER

TEMPERATURE:
WIND SPEED:
VISIBILITY:

WIND DIRECTION:
CETLING:

)

SKY CONDITION: CLBRN PARTLY CLOUDY{ ) OVERCAST{ ) FOSGY( ) HEAVY( ) WMEDIUM{ ) LIGHT{ }

PRECIPITATION: NDHEK} RAIN( ) FOG{ ) SLEET{ ) SNOW( ) HEAVY( ) MEDIUM{ ) LIGHT{ )

UFC _DIRECTION:  FIRST SEEN IN 20MIT. LAST SEEW IR gﬂf IT NOVED FROM fJET TO E‘,st

( FIRST SEEN - 1/4X) 1/2( ) 3/4( ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD{ ) OTHER
UFQ_ELEVATTON: (
( LAST SEEN - 1/4()X) 1/2( ) 3/4( ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OQVERHEAD({ ) OTHER
e

f a e
UFo DisTance:  wHEN cLosesT To wE_J<Te-2 Tew ALTTTUDE: WHEN CLOSEST TO THE GRouND 499 Te 342
o ( IN-FRONT-OF A VHICH WAS _IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS __
~UFO PASSED: (T . ";;ﬁg
{ BEMIND I e WHICH WAS _© IR DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS

USE ATD?(

Gool

(.

POOR? ( )
AFTER?

<

ALSO IN AREA: ATRPLARE( ) HELICOPTER{ ) BALLOON{ ) SEARCHLIGHT( ) OTHER

MAJOR:
FAIR?

BEFORE WITNESS SIGHTED UFO( ) DURING UFC SICHTING( ) AFTER UFO SICHTING( )

)

KEALTH: DURING SICHTING? 600

OBJECT DESCRIPTION (Check/F1ill In As Applicable)

( AN OBJECT (W]  NUMBER OF | SHAPE OF COLOR(s) c";hi_ !&Ltlﬁ
QRSETRED: f A LIGHT (X}  NUMBER OF | SHAPE OF coLor(ay Ll
DESCRIBE: SOUND Mo sveLL _ fJow = seeen G Llow  Aovring
LARGER { ) SMALLER { ) SAME SIZE { ) AS THE OBJECT LISTED EELOW o T2 %
BASKETBALL ( )  COMPACT GAR ( )  STAKDARD CAR ( )  HOUSE J5cf  OTHER ﬂ..ax._.‘.n 200 PT
( HOW MANY TIMES LARGER { ) OR SMALLER ( } IF PUT IN THE SKY BESIDE OBJECT BELOW? | } §©

APPARENT SIZE: ( N -3
¢ TIMES THE STZE OF A STAR TINES THE SI2E OF 4 FULL MOO¥ W

GOOL? (

o FY

Heat
VISION: 2,0-2.9 COLORBLIND? { |) EYECLASSES? { )

DEGREE:
HEARING:

Prone: Fjo- 2329 jzgmrscuu. TRAINING:

REAL STZE:

e

AGE: iz ERUCATION:

BRIGHT AS: A STAR W THE MOOR { ) CR A LIGHT 1F PLACED AT SAME DISTANCE AWAY
DID THE OBJECT(s} OR LIGCHT(a): {Plesmge elsharate an ftems checked below by uslng a sepatrste sheer})
CHANGE DIRECTION? M HOVER? { )  AFFECT RADIG/TV? ( ) FLUTTER? ()

TURN ABRUPTLY? [ DESCEND? () AFFECT ELECTRICITY? { ) SPIN? { )

COUNTRY:

0 Fficen

FALL LIKE A LEAF? { )  ASCEND? ( )  KFFECT MAGNETISW?  { BLINK? [

]
ABSDRB ORJECT(s)T ( ) OVER POWERLINES? ( )  AFFECT TIMEPIECE? ( )  PULSATE? )
EJECT OBJECT{s)? ( ) OVER A BUILDING? { )  AFFECT ENGINE? { Y APPEAR SOLID? ()
"~ CHANGE-SKAPE? ™ "¢~ “LAND ON GROUND? —{~ )~ APPECT VEHICLE?"— ~—(~ ) "HAVE FUZZY EDGES!™ — ()|

CAST SHADOM? bl LAND IN WATER? () AFFECT ANIMAL? { RAVE OUTLINE? )

[ ¥

CAST LIGHT?

) CARRY OCCUPANTS? { ) AFFECT HUMAN? {) WOBBLE? ¢ )
REFLECT LIGHT? ) COMMUNTCATE? () AFFECT WATER? [ ] VIBRATE? ()

LEAVE A TRAIL? ) GIVE OFF HEAT? ( )  AFFECT GROUND? ( > cLow? [+ 4]

WITKESS'
TOWN/CITY:
PROVLNCE:
OCCUPATIOR
EMPLOYED BY:
Y e e

[
ot
=]
B
=
7

DISINTEGRATE?

H] LEAVE RESTDUE? ) AFFECT VEGETATION? € APPEAR TRANSPARENT? ( )

HOW MANY OTHER VITHESSES? 7 DID ANY OTHER AGENCY CONTACT You? WSO (\ M 6%

b
PLEASE PROVIDE THE NAMES/ADDRESSES/PHONE NUMBERS OF OTHER WITNESSES AND/OR SICNATURE OF CBSERVER
INVESTIGATORS OR AGENCIES QN SEPARATE SHEET TF APPLICABLE AND KNOWN, YOU MAY (» MAY NOT { ) USE MY RAME

DATE THIS FORM SIGNED
MORTH YEAR



618 DAVIS OR. . EXHeB 1T T7AH

OBLG r A4 . UFO FILTER CENTER

MY, VERNON, IN 47620 SHEET 1 OF 2

UFO  SIGHTING QUESTIONNAIRE - GENERAL CASES (FORM 1) _EQ_N_H_H_ENH,H_*‘

PLACE OF SIGHTING

i

ME MsRapse _MORGo | USA
CITY/TONN

STATE/PROVINCE

reon)

COUNTRY

COL'NTY

i

1-- —r—_ g LA TR 2 VR LY
TOWN/CITY: = E\‘f:r{’!":‘.r:-‘..’{“f‘-‘“@sTA;l'E%‘w4%21?’(:0133:——* = COUNTRY:m— = e mm -~

PLEASE COMFLETE THLS FORM (Princ) AND RETURN TO INVESTICATOR (For MUFON Use)

KAME OF INVESTIGATOR: FRANCLS rIPeE

STREET ADDRESS: e Iy HY.NE‘@R

EETLr g i 1

PHONE: A/C Zda ,'é 32‘?!5’3

DRAW A SIMPLE SKETCH OF THE OBJECT, (Lebel any Lights, colors, procrusions)

SEE RITACHMENT

X FRANCIS, T TRAKED TO FRANK By PHONE AND HE MRD
SEEN MHAviNeg AIVER PROBFEMS BEFPRE DUR CAMPiNg TRIP,
CHE ADIISED -ME WREN HE SENT THIS DRAVING THABT HE FAS
A IS TR AWRBEN AND MARES
NW N D INE SHoTs 3 T/imES ’
HIM PERY EICK, MNE sa1p RE HoPES T won7 BE s© BRD ARTER
ONi SO, T FHUID owT ThHIS FoRm FOr Mim'
THRIKS S0 MucH FOR WouR BookK AND NEWSAETTER AS
L Wikh SHRRE IT wiyth THE OTHERS /v THE SROWP Tonn Ki

(On & separate sheet, please skeftch a simple map of the area showing your position and the object's position.

W7z

* IAELEAETEN Arrow denotif ERE diFection™sE ‘RITEH. —ThdtfaTEarrer TIOMChat-=rhe Tl ert—on s—movtngs)

— ‘!nvp,

smE-rm: TIME
oF
PM Q) AM () ZONE

&) W R

=
Nl
=
Sol ¢
L )
T g
=
o) S
.-E —F'E.—-—_?
L5
|
-
3
8

PERSORAL ACCOUNT

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE INCIDENT A5 IT HAPPENED. BE SURE THAT YOUR NARRATIVE LNCLUDES THE FOLLOWING:

WHERE WERE YOU AND WHAT WERE YOU DOLNC AT THE TIME?
WHAT MADE YOU FIRST NOQTICE THE OBJECT?
WHAT DID YOU THIMK THE OBJECT WAS WHEM YOU FIRST WOTICED 1T?
DESCRIBE YOUR REACTIONS AND ACTIONS, DURING AND AFTER SIGHTING THE OBJECT.
DESCRIEBE THE OBJECT AND ITS ACTIONS.
6. HOW DID YOU LOSE SIGHT OF THE OBJECT?
Jo Campivg AT mon&o  IND. TRApME AT COMPEGROUND - 5/73';/;67_”5 8l

E HE OAmPRiRE wITH £ OTHER PEOPLE - Bht OBSERVED
AEPAND THE OAMP S e THRGEGH THE

[C R

R A Mook BRISHT OBTIECT Mor/NG WES
TREES ou7T INTO QN0 DLPENING y
3. THE MOON OR METE0R — MO SOUND !

e e~ o E-HAVE
YT GET SomE  PicieRis 1 AMAZED. NVEYER BEFORE

OBEEREED AmwyTHiNGg OF This KIND,
& ==pRsC ‘S'J_‘;,QFE‘,DQ ﬁD + T CAME Do AT AN RNELE AND MOVED
" TOWARD 4S, MOVERED AND BECAME STIk ANP TURNED FROM

WHITE Firpypescans To TRAVSPAREXT ,QLEAR, RIRE FJoWING IXTOE
L. TT DISAPPERRED To THE EAST AND SE. Ouinly wi7H N0 Soand !

Féc

{Continue narrative on reverse side)
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- WO SIGATING  DESTIONMNE - BcE 2 07 2
ON ANAIRE CERERAL CASES (FoRM 1)
]
] ENVIRONMENTAL SITUATION (Check/Fill In As Applicable)
]
E VIEWED FROM: OUTDOORS('X) INDOORS{ ) GCAR{ )} AIRCRAFT{ ) BOAT{ )} OTHER
4
e .. ( GLASSES() WINDOW( ) SCREEM{ ) BIMOCULARS{ ) TELESCOFE( ) STILL CAMERA{:)
& VIEWED THROUGH- (
o % ( MOVIE CAMERA{ ) THEODOLITE( ) RADAR({ ) OTHER
= a8 »
2 o9 H B AREA/LOCATION: CITY( ) SUBURBAN( } RURAL(C) INDUSTRIAL{ )} COMMERCTAL{ ) RESIDENTIAL( )
& 8 & 2 B —
w . 2 5 AREA/TERRATN: FIELDS()) _WDODS{nr) HILLS{ -} MOUNTAINS(-) RIVER(x) POND(3D . LAKE( )
5 2E ¢k T -
F 3 3 > O AREA/TECHNICAL: ATRPORT{ ) POMERLINES{ } POWER STATION{ } RAILROAD TRACKS{ ) OTHER ROHDS
SKY CONDITION: CLEAR{ } PARTLY CLOUDY{}’) OVERCAST( ) FOGCY( )} HEAVY{ ) MEDTUM{ } LIGHT( }
. E PRECIPITATION: NOMEGR) RAIN{ ) FOG( ) SLEET( ) SNOM( ) HEAVY( ) MEDIUM{ ) LIGHT( )
a
- % Ufo_DIRECTION:  FIRST SEEN IR ,2; (270 LAST SEEN IN (SOL 7  IT MOVED FROM LIES fro Lecy”
w el ra
. i Te REE TOP A
5‘3 =1 000 Tt"‘[:ns'r SEEN - f!‘ffu') 1720 Y 3a{ ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERHEAD{ ) OTHER
@ UFD_ELEVATION: { JIOVER {,
g ‘;’FESTESEE'%J‘; L{f;cg;' 720 ) 374( ) OF THE WAY UP HORIZON; OVERNEAD( ) OTHER
- o '
5o E UFQ DISTANCE: WHEN CLOSEST TO ME 3% ms, UFO ALTITUDE: WHEN CLOSEST TO THE GROUND-92 - /0p/
Q
-~ B = { IN-FRONT-OF, (2] WHICH WAS "& A AE TN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS
UFG _PASSED: —— -
e { BEHIND WHICH WAS IN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS
.. o
-9 [=] el
g E ALSO IN AREA:  AIRPLANE( } HELICOPTER( ) BALLOON( ) SEARCHLICHT( ) oTHER__/VONE
= ol
] E 5 5 BEFORE WITNESS STIGHTED UFG()) DURING UFO SIGHTING(W]} AFTER UFO STCHTING(N )
3z
2 S -
]
% :_" w O0BJECT DESCRIPTION {Check/F111 In As Applicsble)
[=] o
- o z
; g & ( AN oBIECT ()X)  nuMBER OF__/ SHAPE usﬁ covoreny WA TE
.. 2 ORSERVED {
E 5 : g ( A LIGHT ( ) NUMBER OF SHAPE OF, COLOR (=)
B oo = = = p N : - -
3 4 =5 8 2 5 DESCRIBE: soure  NWONE SMELL NOW E seeep S Z/ﬂfﬂj; P70
2 822 2 3 8 - 7 a0 AP
woa w > = = ( LARGER ( ) SMALLER () SAME STZE ( )} AS THE OBJECT LISTED BELOW
REAL STZE: I
{ BASKETBALL ( ) COMPACT CAR {( ) STANDARD CAR ( )}  HOUSE ()0 OTHER
{ HOW MANY TIMES LARGER { ) OR SMALLER (9 IF PUT IN THE SKY BESIDE OBJECT BEL{W?
o N APPARENT SIZE: (
2 o Ry, ¢ TIMES THE S1ZE OF A sTak2f80 TIME THE SIZE OF A FULL MDON
2
¥y & vy E‘ BRIGHT AS: A SBTAR { Y THE MDON {><) OR A LICHT IF PLACED AT SAME DISTANCE AWAY
3 Q o R DID THE OBJECT{s) OR LIGHT(s): (Please eloborate on items checked below by using & separate sheec)
o -
= 5
‘g z E X CHANGE DIRECTION? (4}  HOVER? CX)  AFFECT RADIO/TV? { ) FLUTTER? (S
&t Z E TURK ABRUPTLY? (;(,) DESCEND? (®¥)  AFFECT ELECTRICITY? ( )}  SPINW? ¢
(%]
= s FALL LIKE A LEAF? { )  ASCEND? { ) AFFECT MAGNETISM? ( )}  BLIMK? ¢ )
R f ABSORB OBJECT(s)? ( )} OVER POWERLINES? { )  AFFECT TIMEPIECE? ( }  PULSATE? (S
B ~) . S EJECT OBJECT(s)? ( ) OVER A BUELDING? { )  AFFECT ENGINE? { ] APPEAR SOLID? ()
P 4y
]: 5 X CHANGE SHAPE? { ) LAND ON GROUND? ( )}  AFFECT VEHICLE? ) HAVE FUZZY EDGES? ()
v hd D AFFELT ON 3 DD&S,
W W ™ CAST SHAOMW? { ) LAND IN WATER? ( ) ° AFFECT ANIMAL? HAVE OQUTLINE? 0
g G 5 Y o CAST LIGHT? { ) CARBRY OCCUPANTS? ( )  AFFELT HUMAN? ( ) WOBBLE? ()
e = m
e —REFLECE-LEGHTI~.—( )—— COMMINICATE? __(_ ). AFEECT VATER? _ () VIBRATE? ()
w R T R R | =
% E “é g % § LEAVE A TRAILL? ( ) GIVE OFF HEAT? { )  AFFECT GROUND? () oLow? HES! (7@
5 & 2 E 38 E DISINTEGRATE? { ) LEAVE RESTDUE? { }  AFFECT VEGETATION? € ) APPEAR TRANSPARENT? &)

HOW MANY OTHER WITNESSES? ,j DID ANY OTHER AGENCY CONTACT YOU? Zkfé

PLEASE PROVIDE THE NAMES/ADDRESSES/PHONE MIMBERS OF OTHER WITNESSES AND/OR

FRANKLIN  BABCOLIK
F Aot EiotrmurdS

INVESTIGATORS OR AGENCIES ON SEFARATE SHEET IF APPLICABLE AND KNOWN, YOU MAY (k) MAY NOT ( j USE MY NAME

DATE THIS FORM SICNE‘Dﬂ - /- gy

DAY MONTH YEAR

————

ONERENTH Recsp
U CNIIAL 12/ 3/7¢
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- ‘ UFO FILTER CENTER ' -
' jacainchnlll 618 DAVIS DA, ® =wisr <A

ulll VEHNQN. m 41620 SHEET ! OF 2

MUFON
—_— UFD  SIGHTING QUESTIONNMIRE - GENERAL CASES [FORM 1) ’E_H_N_F}H_E_N_”_M:

PLEASE COMPLETE THIS FORM (Print) AND RETURN TO INVESTIGATOR (For MUFON Une)
E E HAME OF INVESTIGATOR: FRANE,S K IDEE
SE STREET ADDRESS: R1¢ DINVIR DR rioNE: Ate £/ 1 B - GF¥E
TOWN/CITY: M. WigRlvstare: N 4752019 CODE: COUNTRY:
Nz
NE
g o DRAW A SIMPLE SXETCH OF THE OBJECT. (Label any lights, colors, protrusions)
E (%]
£ SENT PREVIOUS TO LiNDP DAHLKEMPER —AND 7He
1C
Bl | RHOTNE  CANMIT CAMPARE T0 WHAT WE OBSERVED !
& )
I
3 g8
g
Q|
E (On a separate gsheec, please skectch & simple map of Che sres showing your posicion end che object's position.
Include an arrow denoting cthe direction of North. 1Indicate direction that the object was maving.}
- PERSONAL ACCOUNT
2
o= PLEASE DESCRIBE THE INCIDENT AS IT HAPPENED, BE SURE THAT YOUR NARRATIVE INCLUDES THE FOLLOMING:
g - L. WHERE WERE YOU AND WHAT WERE YOU DOING AT THE TIME?
z 2. WHAT MADE YOU FIRST NOTIGE THE DBJECT?
| - E 1. WHAT DID YOU THINK THE OBJECT WAS WHEN YOU FIRST NOTICED IT?
_;__ =z ] __ 4. DESCRIBE YOUR REACTIONS AND ACTIONS, DURING AND AFTER SIGHTING TRE OBJECT.
'_ g _8._3‘“ T T T ST pescrise THE osJECT aND 1TS ACTIOMS, -
21 a 6. HOM DID YOU LOSE SIGHT OF THE OBJECT?
@ usnD AT
& \EE 3| 5 CAMPING wWITH & DTHER MEN AT THE TRADING FOST EA/HP;RO e
| % MONGO, ZND. SITIING ARouND THE CAMPFIRE = ALk DBSERVEP TH
N 1 & OBTEcT, RuRRs AREA WEST OF MONGO L4 NILE.
M 2 2r A Mmooy BRIGHT COBTECT MOVING wWEST 7o EASY SW. eF &S AT
g 2 TREE ToP ABVEL OR SLIGHTLY WIGHER CRME FRoM BEWIND THE
) TREES JXTO AN OPEN AREA NEFAR A ROAD AND HOVERED TowARDS
= HUs, !
o O 3. THE Moow OR METEOR- Bu7, Movixé w/ NOSO4NR " CUIET
Bl | H, BRINC ATTENTion T80 ArL IN ORMP AND TRXE PICTHRES!
w | D ASK DTHER 5 MEp wHAT THEY QBSERVED [/
al © S, FAYING SAuCER | GLIDING /NT) O4R AREA AT ASHALLOW
F ANGLE |, TURN INE TOWARDS AL AND HaVFR. gfmvp//vg STrhk THE
WM TE o TURNED TRANS, o TT LOOKED LIKE R M) TE STROBE
Y I e T NO Soulp
L;‘f/?’ BEICHT AED FLASK v (Continue narracive on reverse side) = == »

©R
I7 PISAFPIRRED TO THS So w7l pnp FAST VERY Quckly— wiTHN & SEcoms
/VO}L_—‘ v TWO OTHER HUNTERSWERE EWRouTE To MONGO CAMPSRoUND FFROM £7 WAYNVE, IV,
- — = W_ZJ,!Y_TJT’_&:,XLWERE‘_‘%“’”/AE SeyTH OF M&”&g) I/(/,’ LWHEN THEY 6'/’4’?7'&‘9 A LOATE ﬂg.x{-’gf

MDVE = _
s ren ";Z ’;'j_of’f RADTSTHE BAST AT Aoi) PEVEL AT
“ OF SPEFD. Tihis tpus AT THE SAME TIME oF &K/B0 L2770 T MET

AND TRIKED To THEM FHE Foiies PRY @ /0i30 Am ED. T
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OF0 SIGRTING ANESTIOWNAIRE - GEWERAL CASES

PACE 2 OF 2

{Ffo 1)

expu8rr 8 7

MUFON
-
I ENVIROMMENTAL SITUATION (Check/Fi1l In As Applicable)
8
g VIEWED FROM: OUTDOORS (%) 1INDOORS{ ) CAR{ ) AIRCRAFT( ) BOAT{ ) OTHER
§ B { GLASSES{)) WINDOW( ) SCREEN( ) BIMOCULARS( ) TELESCOPE( } STILL CAMERA(Y)
= VIEWED THROUGH:(
f.i E ( MOVIE CAMERA{ ) TMEODOLITE( ) RADAR{ ) OTHER
= )
g &8 8 5 . AREA/LOCATION  CITY( ) SUBURBAN{ ) RURAL{Y) IMDUSTRIAL{ ) COMMERCIAL{ ) RESIDENTIAL{ )}
= 5 & 2 B
%‘ g ; 2 = AREA/TERRAIN:  FIELDS()Q) WOODS(%¢) HILLS( ) MOUNTAINS( ) RIVER{)) POND(Y%) LAKE( )
0 e
£ 3 5 5B 8 AREA/TECHNICAL: AIRPORT( ) POWERLINES{ ) POWER STATION( ) RATLADAD TRACKS{ ) OTHER Eﬂézf
= SKY CONDITION: CLEAR( ) PARTLY CLOUDY()) OVERCAST( ) FOGGY{ ) HEAVY( ) MEDIUM{ } LIGHT( }
o g PRECIPITATION:  NONE()() RAIN( ) FOG( ) SLEET( ) SNOW( ) HEAVY( ) MEDIUM( ) LICHT( )
Q g — ‘
N '53 < UFO_DIRECTION:  FIRST SEEN T8 3 )/ LAST SEEN IN Sop7Ty 1T MOVED FROMWEST To LEAST
1]
. ef T e Toep v
§ E 3 Q' re e T(Qfsl'gsr SEEN - {7?( ?"‘1!2{ 1 3/64(¢ ) OF THE WAY UP HORYZON; OQVERMEAD( ) OTHER
Wl o Q) _j| UFO ELEVATION: {  AOVERINEG . N
LY ] B T{LAST SEEN -"'4}"‘)""1!2( Y= =GP ~THE-WAY WP-HOR1ZON; OVERHEAD( ) OTHER
g - o TREE TOF VEu Y . ;
g [ 5 o & UFO DISTANCE: WHEN CLOSEST TO ME §-M/+ uFO ALTITUDE: WHEN CLOSEST TO THE GROUND_ SO - Jde
Q w -3 t
L\k - § < { IN-FRONT-OF Q§ o4 TH  WHICH waS i /JAE TN DISTANCE FROM THE WITNESS
. -~ . UFD._PASSED: { oF U . .
~] -~y ( BEHIND WHICH wAS TN DISTAKCE FROMN THE WITNESS— = | ~ —~—— -— -
. -~
§f£ 2 T 0 ALSO_IN AREA:  AIRPLANE( ) MNELICOPTER( ) BALLOON( ) SEARCHLIcHT( ) orher_ VOV E
) 04
Q 2L E o2 or BEFORE WITNESS STCHTED UFO( ) DURING UFO SIGHTIMG( ) AFTER UFO SIGHTING( )
e | 3" 2
Yy L B 7] 'g
a i - 2 OBJECT DESCRIPTION {Check/F1l1l In As Applicable)PEME AND 170
S g 8 g Disc AT B e ED
e 8 = { AN OBJECT (%)  NUMBER OF ! SHAPE orf@_ COLOR(s) _ WM/ TE
3 = B OBSERVED: (
s : - { ALICRT { ) NUMBER OF SHAPE OF, COLOR{a) S
E z £ = STIMATE U &
g Enés 55§ DESCRIBE: s _NON E e _NOgY 2 5"55'5——————}-99—#»&“ OR MoRE
= =l 0
2 EQ5 = g E { LARGER (K} . SMALLER ( )  SAME SIZE (%< .uAS THE OBJECT LISTED BELOW
REAL S1ZE: ¢ B
( BASKETBALL ( )  COMPAGT CAR { ) N'DA OTHER
%’u‘ ( HOW MANY TIMES LARGER (--) OR Y \LF BUT [N THE SKY BESIOE ORJECT BELOW?
o N N APPARENT SIZE: (
2 | % > ¢ TIMES THE SIZE OF A § TIMES THE SIZE OF A FULL MOON
]
Q N }.\\ BRIGHT AS: A STAR ( Y THE MDOR 9() OR A LIGHT IF PLACED AT SAME DISTANCE AWAY
W —
‘\ﬁ “l DID THE OBJECT(s) OR LICHT(s): (Please elaborate on items checked below by using 8 sepsrate sheec}
= o o e _—— iteame s o S—miceam
;: dt‘\;: > CWANGE DIRECTION? ()  HOVER? L) AFPECT RADIOZTVE  { FLUTTER? ¢
ch\ﬂ % @ TURN ABRUPTLY? (N}  DESCEND? (\")  AFFECT ELECTRICITY? { )  SPIN? ()
LS
¥ % Q E FALL LIKE & LEAF? { )  ASCEND? ( ) AFFECT MACNETISM? ( )  BLINK? ()
Ty,
) o™ ABSORB OBJECT(s)? { ) OVER PONERLINES? ( ) AFFECT TIMEP1ECE! ( ) PULSATE? RED ()
o WO B N ntenT o ThE Bo¥gam H TIMES
§ wl N EJECT OBJECT(s}? ( ) OVER & BUILDING? ( )  AFFECT ENGINE? ¢ )  APPEAK SOLID? ()
.-% HS; . '@ _ 1 || CHANGE SHAPE?.  {._)} LAND ON_CROUND? ( ) _ AFFECT VEWICLE? . ( ) HAVE FUzzy EpGes? ()} |
9 PCT
\g ~ CAST SHADOW? { ) LAND IN WATER? ( )  AFFECT ANIMAL? ( )} RAVE OUTLIRE? (NS ]
g S‘ § . CAST LIGHT? [ CARRY QCCUPANTS? ( ) AFFECT HUMAN? ) WOBBLE? { )
EER- )
i x
TN E 5 8 . REFLECT LIGHT?  ( )  COMMUNICATE? { )  AFFECT WATER? () VIBRATE? [
w oo 5 B E B WHEN MoYiwG
g2k 3£ f 3 LEAVE A TRAIL?  ( )  GIVE OFF HEAT? ( )  AFFECT GROUND? t ) cuowr YES <)
I " x Q 2
5 5 B E 8 g DISINTECRATE? ( ) LEAVE RESIDUE? ( ) AFFECT VEGETATION? | ) APPEAR TRANSPARENT? (VO WPHEN HOVERINE

HOW MANY QTHER WITNESSES? i DID ANY OTHMER AGENCY CONTACT YOU? 220

PLEASE PROVIDE THE NAMES/ADDRESSES/PHONE NUMBERS OF OTHER WITNESSES AND/GR
INVESTIGATORS OR AGENCIES ON SEPARATE SHEET IF APPLICABLE AND KNOWN,

i

eto Mol

SICRATURE OF DBSERV
YDUMYM MAY NOT ( ) VUSE MY NAME

oATE THIS FoRM sionEp OJ — 1] - 94
DAY FDNTH  YEAR




TRAVELIN G | BRIGHT (WHITE LIGHT

LIKE THE soon 4
w-2 A DOwn iRy Comae
<
p g
& UrFe 2
& OBJIECT ~

GLOWED LIKE A
FLUORESCENT LIGHT

H It
No wNoiIse

SIZE- SO~ 00" DIs.
INCLUDING DisC

LooKING SougH AT

TRANS PAREN T= AND GLOWED poT 45
ABOVE THE TREE ToPS ~— 4 '

BRigHT

OBservep UFD AT A o
DisTance oF AgoeT vy W)
FOR I5- 20 SECONOS. WHEIGHT

7 OF ABOUT $00' PowN 7O 00
STANDING  s7/4. »r Ok  LESS
v |
i FRONT 0F us anp \\ | SIGHTING AT 2130 EDT,
JEEMED LIKE you Coutp RED FLASHMW G  MONGO JIND.  AUGUST 31, 199
LOOK INTO 1T. THEN WENT AGHT 1AG

E-OF ANGE . IND
STRAIGHT Ay ayp 72 THe . N LAGRANGE | IND,
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evada’s
Groom Lake
a favorite

spot for UFO
enthusiasts

By The Assoclated Press

A dry lake bed in Nevada has become a
place of pilgrimage for UFO waichers in
scarch of a flying-saucer sighting.

For four decades, senior correspondent Abe
Danc wrote in an article in the currenl issue of
Popular Mechanics, Groom Lake has been
where the govemnment has come when it wanis
to be alone — thraugh the top-secret U-2 spy-
plane progrzm of the '30s. the SR-71 spyplane
of the '6)s, the F-117A stealih fighier of the
A,

Now, five years after the fall of the Berlin
Wall, the lights of Groom Lake still burn
through the night with wartime urgency.

Amid mounting publicity fast summer, the
Ajr Force admitied, “'we do have facilities
within the complex near the dry lake bed of
Groom Lake.”

It added that the Nellis Range Complex, of
which Groom Lake is part, is *"used for testing
and training technologies, operations and sys-
tems critical to the effectiveness of 1he United
States military forces. Specific activitics con-
ducted at Nellis cannot be discussed any fur-
ther than that.”

For UFQ watchers, it stands Lo reason that if
aur military has fying saucers, this is where
they would be.

Tt was in June 1947 that Kenneth Arnold, a
deputy federzl marshal and successful busi-
nessman, flew his private plane near Washing-
ton's Mount Rainier and reported spotting “a
chain of ninc peculiar-looking aircrafi™ that
“flew like a saucer would il you skipped it
across the waler.” He estimated lheir ground
speed at about 1,700 mph.

1lis sighting was investigalcd by the Army
Air Force, which feared it might have been a
new Soviel secret weapon. But there was
another passibility — coutd it be one of ours?

The XFSU-1 “Flying Flapjack" was the
clrsest thing anyone knew af at the time to a
flying saucer, aithough it was nol capabic of
anythibg like 1,700 mph. The XF5U-1 proto-
types were ready by 1947 but never flew.

The Arnold sighting and other reports
remained unsolved. The XFSU-1 wasn’t
behind them, nor did they seem anything with-
in reach of Sovict technology. The U.S. Air
Force sccreily launched Project Sign, the first
of a series of UFQ investigations that
streiched on for more than 20 years.

A series of saucer-shaped experimental craft
have turned up over the years, including 2
1953 Lockheed patent for what tooked like a
fMying lentit but apparently never got off the
drawing hoard.

Even today the saucer lives on. Sikorsky
Aircraft has been lesting a 6-foot diameter
disk-shaped unmanned aerial vehicle Aallad
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By REBECCA NILES

~— ton fast 1o Tullow. loo large 1o ignore.

the videolape o prove it.

iug'u\'uilnhl’t-o 4 hgr
SLOCE 12, 1994, 1 acke it AL

where he gave up his pursuit.

vneven intervals, ..
 On Oct, 20" 1§9
Steubidn

Rick Andrewa places his video camers on top of a boak-
case In hig living room. He keeps It conatantly charged er)
and ciose to the door where he can quickly grab it to

His proof of UFOs is in the video

STAR, Auburn, IN - Feb. 4, 1995

HAMILTON — 1t darted across the
sky, Tully Muminated, sending dust and
feaves swirling. dogs (rantically barking

Rick Andrews and his family aren't
recily surc what 1 was, but they have had
3 close encoumter with a strange object on

“] don't believe in UFQOs,
but | was not about to drive
under that. | was afraid of
it."

— Kathy Andrews

mare Lthun one occasion. And they have

Andrews, a raral Hamihon resident,
keeps his video camera charged and
ready 10 cupture the hright images that
flash across the sky above his home. e
xaigd he has scen a sirange abject four
times within the past seven years and
taped them twice. The most regent sight-.

- on, hiy Home ifgvie- wed

i Andiews satd he fifsl thonght the
" hright green ohject hovering over the trees
bedtind his house was a hlimp, | fried to
follow it, b it moved oo fasi, much
fasler than o blimp,” be said. Andrews fol-
lowed the object to the Ohio border.

Andrews described the object as fluo-
rescent green and oval-shaped. with a
humped 1op. He said it was at least the
size of a football ficld and hovered several
‘hundred leet off the ground. 11 also had o
light on the bottom, which flashed at
foind I dm.;
County "*Cominiuni¢bifons
reecived calls aboul o similar aitborne
object. Callers 10ld potice the object was
I’ke a brighl green Miceball, flashing across
the sky. Officers in Defiance Counly con-
-wwed seeing g hright flare or light in the

sky sumictime atter 2 ., (o Gme),
The Nationial Weather Service said il was
possible thm a meteor fell tu the earth, but
coutd not positively identify the ohject
that lit up the sky. Andrews said he saw
the Oct. 20 bright light and is sure the

* object was nol a metenr.

“It was k0 huge — tov [asl and ton
steady for a meteor,” Andrews said. It
wem suraight across the sky. not down
toward the groupd.”

Kathy Andrews, Rick's wife. had the
most dramatic-encoumter wilh sech a

"sffdfgE object on,Abg, 31,1994, She said
" ¢héWas drivliig home from church when

her 1een-age daughiers asked her aboul a
bright light in the sky.
| glanced over at it and lold Lhe girls it
was Lhe moon,™ Kathy said. “But il started
following us and [ knew it was no moon.™
Kathy said she stopped 21 a stop sign
and walched the object move through the

_trees behind her, She said the object was
" moving quile slowly, hovering aver the

car. Kathy refused to drive under the
okject and waited until il crossed aver the
hill.

*“{ don's believe in UFOs." Kathy said.
“bwt ! was rot zhaut o drive under that, |
way afrpid of it.”

catch a UFO sighting on 1ape. (Star photo by Dean Drewll-

Kathy said she pulled into the driveway
and ran to the house. screaming for Rick
to get his comera. ~l waited atl my life fir
this,” Rick sail. As he toped the object.
Rick said. it brouvght up a 1ot of dust and
the dogs went “muls.” £

Andrews said the glawing sphere was
the same ohject he read about in a scichee
magazine. The story, according tn
Andrews, 1old of an wnidentified ohject
sightcd over Hillsdale, Mich., in the
1960s. Andrews said the article told that
gavernment officials and scientists could
not explain what the object was back (hen,
and he is cenain il is the same object he
has encoumered.

Andrews hus zeen the rounded chicel
on several occasions, but reported seeing 4
different objeci once near the woods
behind his country kome,

"} once saw ane over The house that
was a diamand shape, with lights on thice
of the points and a long tail with a light on
it." Andrews said. "It made no sound. but
it spun and the lighls lurned. then the
whole thing turned and went over Ihe
Irees.”

Andrews has his camera ready lo go.
within arm's reach of his front door. He
knows many people, including his family,
do not believe in UFQOs — unidentificd
fAying ohjects. Bul he said more publicity
aboul the sirange objects in the sky may
force the governmenm and other agencics
1o explain what they know about the sighi-
ings.

g"l 1ell my story to say. ‘Look, all these
people can't he wrong,”™ Andrews said,

“I keep & close watch oul. They'll he
hack.”

the early "ofls under a Navy contract for a

grouad does aor check out




