TRANSIENT ECLIPSE PHENOMENA

Wilhelm Herschel’s report of luminous objects he saw on or near the moon in eclipse garnered from Charles Fort these insightful words, “why should they be so luminous, whereas the moon itself was dark, would get us into a lot of trouble – except that later we shall, or we sha’n’t, accept that many times have luminous objects been seen close to this earth at night.  But numerousness is new factor, or new disturbance, to our explorations – a new aspect of inter-planetary inhabitancy or occupancy – worlds in hordes – or beings – winged beings perhaps – wouldn’t astonish me if we should end up by discovering angels – or beings in machines – argosies of celestial voyagers.” 

The material I offer is in nearly all cases from the original sources.  They indicate a high degree of strangeness, a ‘phantom’ visible at eclipses.  This phenomenon cannot be explained within the parameters of the ‘known physical world’. I would like here to add that strangeness in itself doesn’t disqualify what could be, let me remind you of the ‘facts’ of quantum physics.  

In the mid-19th century the French astronomer LeVerrier, stated he believed there to be a planet within the orbit of Mercury.   Thus, sparking the astronomical era in which astronomers sought the intra-Mercurial planet named Vulcan.  No planet has been found.  Nor, does one exist.  But, to this day reports of this ‘phantom’ continues.

I have catalogued these sorts of events of the past several hundred years and it will demonstrate that this phenomenon extends to both solar and lunar eclipses, at the time unknown to LeVerrier. And therefore, unknown to the 19th century astronomers that during solar eclipses sought Vulcan, but often observed these ‘unknowns’  instead: LeVerrrier’s ‘phantom’.

So, what is this phantom? What was it Herschel and others have seen?  It was my own experience at the lunar eclipse of 9 Dec. 1992, that led me to this discovery.  An event I’ll discuss as it arrives in time during the unfolding of this story.  I’ve seen LeVerrier’s phantom ‘close up’ and the details of this observation offer astute and willing science stunning information.  

Because of space given here I can’t explain every scientific term or offer biographies on each person.  People of science will recognize the terms and names.  This is essentially written to them.

Starting with the lunar eclipse of 756 ce, and the great debate as to whether this is the correct date of the eclipse.  The date is not as material as the events of the eclipse, as chronicled by Simeon of Durham, who chronicled celestial events.   In one such entry he wrote of a lunar eclipse relating it  had occurred in 756.  Some have suggested that this was a record of the occultation of Jupiter in the previous year: 23 Nov. 755.  I’ll state it has nothing to do with Jupiter, so back dating it to fit a possible ‘natural’ event isn’t helpful, or scientific.

The translation of the original Latin text comes from Corpus Christi College at Cambridge, from The Medieval Chronicles and the Rotation of Earth.  Translation by Joseph Stevenson:  “on the eighth day of Calends of December [24 Nov.], the moon was 15 days old, this is full…for, very remarkably, a bright star following the moon itself, and passing across it, excelled it in brilliancy, as much as it was inferior befoore [sic] the moon’s obscuration.” 

This is my understanding of the text:  A bright star following the moon passes across the moon and was brighter than the moon then (by the same degree) than was the moon brighter than this ‘bright star’ before the eclipse began.

It does say “a star following the moon”…which, is to the right of the moon. Is it not?  Jupiter would be on the left in the case of an occultation.  This is not Jupiter quickly changing locations and the text does speak of a change in brilliancy by no small amount: “…excelled it [the moon] in brilliancy.”  The text also uses comparative words…and nowhere does the word ‘disappear’ appear, as it would in writing, even if the basest of intellects wrote an account of an occultation.

The next, is either the lunar eclipse of 18 March or 10 Sept. of 1783.  During this eclipse a French astronomer   famous for his catalogue of celestial objects, Messier, said he saw, “moving glows around middle of disk during lunar eclipse.” 

I wouldn’t challenge Msr. Messier’s assertion that the objects were in motion…I wasn’t there.  What I saw was absolutely in motion at 10’s of thousands of miles per hour…would you like to challenge me?  Please.

The following is the first document of this genre collected, the lunar eclipse of 7 Sept. 1820, as seen by the citizens in the French city, Embrun  “…[objects] moving in straight lines, turning and retracting in the same straight lines, all of them separated by uniform spaces.” 4 

An English translation in the book of French scientist Jacques Vallee: ‘Anatomy of a Phenomena’ said that these objects,  “…were equally spaced and remained in line when they made turns.”5
At the 15 May 1836, solar eclipse it was reported that, “a considerable number of luminous bodies which appeared to move out from the sun, in diverse directions,” was seen in Havana, Cuba, during the eclipse by Professor Auber (Poey).6
In the next document, the lunar eclipse of 19 March 1848, on the face of it only seems to be a ‘timely’ meteor arriving at the time of mid-eclipse.  That eclipse log reads: “The sky was of unusual brilliancy…and a most magnificent meteor descended obliquely towards the northeastern horizon about the time of the central eclipse.”7
A ‘brilliant’ sky makes it even more difficult to see a “meteor.” And, perfect timing!

Keep in mind the matters of timing and the necessary brilliancy with regard to these ‘meteors.’ All moving objects in those days, as well these, are spoken of in terms of ‘meteors’…it was no different for my friend in 1992, pointing to the northeast and saying…”oh, look a falling star.” You’ll read what my friend at first said was a ‘meteor’.

This won’t be the last of these ‘timely’ meteors, either.  Meteors that show up at the right time, at or near mid-eclipse (which could be a theme), and yet visible through all the remaining light would have to be of a certain size to be bright enough.  Even under a fully eclipsed moon most meteors can’t be seen the atmosphere is simply still too bright. 

In 1862 on the 12th day of June…”During [lunar] eclipse, the E [IAU:W} side dark brick red and something seemed to oscillate before it.  At mid-eclipse on the S. side, a very small meniscus was seen nearly the color of the un-eclipsed moon.”8 No doubt out of the Earth’s shadow in the white light of the local star.

Later that decade, 7 Aug. 1869:  In Iowa “a little brilliant that became a little crescent,” was seen below the sun in total eclipse.  Then, “a few moments after the corona formed, a small but exceedingly bright point, like a star was noted independently by four”…who observed it without telescopes.9
It was said that they were “incandescent bodies.10  These objects were also seen by naked eye, so they were not detached solar plasma.  A Professor Coffin Continues, ...”but the telescope was so focused that whatever they were...they were well defined.” 11
This lunar eclipse (23 Aug. 1877) produces a very strange acting ‘meteor’  “the size of the moon…dropping from cloud to cloud.12
The next controversy is centered around the solar eclipse of 29 Aug. 1878, and the observations by two independent astronomers in Wyoming and Colorado, Professors Watson and Swift, a well known chapter in astronomical history.  In a piece written by Norman Lockyer, of Swift’s account he writes:  “He did, however, see, about three degrees from the sun two stars not down in the charts – they were pointing directly toward the sun…the two stars were about eight minutes apart.  There is no such configuration of stars in Cancer.” 13 

Continuing with the report by Professor Watson.”  His report spoke of  “a decided disk…as large as a two Shilling piece…and without the elongation of a comet. 14  Lewis Swift added, “...the disks were large and red.”15
From a book called ‘The Intra-Mercurial Planet’, Watson said: “Between the sun and ( Cancri…I came across a star estimated at the time to be of four and a half magnitude, which shone in a ruddy [red] light and certainly had a larger disk that the spurious disk of a star.”16
Rumors of a “very red star” persist during the solar eclipse of 6 May 1883; as an ‘unknown’ was observed some 3.0 degrees from the sun.17  Maybe this is a solar prominence six times the solar diameter away?  

Two French astronomers Codde and Payan, both known for their astronomical writings said of the solar eclipse they witnessed on 19 Aug. 1887, “…twenty or thirty seconds after the eclipse saw a round body, apparent diameter about one-tenth the diameter of the sun.”18   These two astronomers were some distance apart making independent observations of the same object.

In the monthly notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, Mr. Lockyer, writes of his 1898 solar eclipse excursion to India:  “Secondly: Two observers noted on the chart a bright body certainly not a star, midway between the planets of Mars and Venus.  It was seen only for a short time, and that before totality, being estimated as of the second magnitude.”19 That is the brilliance of Sirrah, one of the corner stars of the Great Square…not a dim object.

From the ‘Observatory’ a post script from W.F. Denning,  “as to make the date (28 June 1908) of the solar eclipse more notable, a magnificent meteor appeared at 11 hr. 12 m. passing slowly across the sky from 276 degrees + 23 degrees to one degree +48 ½ degrees.  Its flight occupied 7 seconds, and the nucleus cast off a bright yellow tail of yellow sparks.” 20Perhaps it was a meteor.  But 7 seconds in flight? And just at the right time.

It was Lewis Swift, who said, “when it is so improbable that a meteor shower can be seen on the Earth’s sunny side.”21  Which is not to say one cannot see meteors in daylight, it’s possible.  But, so rare as to make the timing of this arrival seem odd.

A red-yellow meteor was seen during the lunar eclipse of 16 Nov. 1910:  In Nature:  “Several meteors were observed before and during the eclipse, Mr. E. A. Martin, having observed one at 6h 55m p.m., from South Norwood.  Its path was northwest to southeast, its colors reddish-yellow, and it was especially noticeable by reason of its extremely leisurely movement.”  A Madam de Robeck, in Naas, Ireland, says, …”saw three meteors…one…a fine specimen, which traveled in a southwesterly direction from an apparent radiant just below the moon.”22
The preceding was something acting strangely (leisurely movement) amid random meteors in the Leonid shower.  Do you know of a radiant just below the moon, then?  And again, the recurring colors of the terminator.

With regard to slowness, does this sound meteoric to you:  “A group of meteors of three minutes in duration…leaving no trains.”23  Remember that part if you would,  “leaving no trains” because it was the same with Professor Watson (and others) and my observation that December evening.  And again, on 22 Aug. 1885, two French astronomers report a ‘meteor’ of “eight” minutes.” 24   In ‘the English Mechanic’ this: “Fifteen” minutes.25 

An astronomer witnessed this during the 22 March 1913, lunar eclipse:  “During eclipse totality, there remained visible in the northwest only a luminous point not much larger than the planet Mars and of the same color.” 26
Red/orange?  Again, reflecting the colors in/of the terminator.

Some have suggested that this is Mars.  Mars?  Check the sky that day before you make this mistake, Mars is in the southwest at the time of the eclipse.

Another “meteor” at the eclipse of 4 July 1917, “an extraordinary object, said to have been a meteor.” 27
The total solar eclipse of 30 June 1954, offers several reports, one comes from a captain James Howard of a BOAC airliner over Canada, in the province of Nova Scotia, he said, “ he saw a large object with several smaller objects being intelligently controlled,” during the day of the eclipse. 28 

Now we turn to more recent times and confirmation of this phantom by living people who have also seen similar phenomena.  Here also is where the documentation goes to film and video.

In the 1960’s Archaeo-astronomer Dr. Marilyn Childs, filmed from Gates Planetarium in Denver, Colorado, a rectangular object in the direction of the moon in eclipse.  She told me in a phone conversation that an unknown object was spread across the face of the moon from, “the first to the third quadrants.”  I should think her Master’s Degree in science education and Ph.D. in Archaeo-astronomy would make her a reliable witness.

Also getting film of these type objects was professor Henry Courten, who, on two occasions in 1966 and 1970, captures ‘unknowns’ near the sun in eclipse.29
On the same calendar day as the 1954 eclipse, 30 June of 1973, French astronomers over Chad doing experiments spot something disk-shaped in the clouds during the eclipse. 30  On the ground the eclipse was seen by F. Dossin and A. Heck, of the Astrophysical Institute of Liege, Belgium.  These observations, “parallel the observations of 1869; 1878 and 1898 with an unknown object (magnitude –2.0) close to the sun during the eclipse.  The object was featured on 20 plates taken with two cameras stationed at Loyiengalani, Kenya.” 31
Among the best documented on videotape is the 11 July 1991, total solar eclipse over Mexico City.  These ‘phantoms’ were filmed by hundreds of people.  32
Now, the lunar eclipse 9 Dec. 1992:  On this particular evening I had met with a couple of friends and at 5:35p MST, we were watching the eclipse to the east atop a multi-story building on Capitol Hill in Denver, Colorado. Thinking there is more to the sky than just the eclipse I directed my friend Alan Johnson’s attention toward the northern part of the sky to point out some constellations, starting with Cassiopeia.  Almost immediately, while pointing to the northeast Alan said, “Oh, look, a falling star!” 

“No,”…I said…drawing out the ‘no’ in a tone of curiosity.   I knew instantly that it was not a meteor, because there was no train…of any sort.   Not even a nub. And the apparent ‘slow’ speed, although possible, was also problematic.  Clearly moving in our general direction is an ever-brightening gold-colored light. Although quite bright, ‘they’ were not yet as close, nor as bright as ‘they’ were to become.  

“Oh,” he says, not two seconds later.  “There’s another!”  Now pointing in the general direction of the  northwestern sky, here comes a similar light.  These “lights” were on paths that were describing an ‘X’  which would intersect ‘not far’ from where we stood.  

My first estimations of distance to these objects were under-estimations on an order of perhaps 15!  I was, and am still, stunned by its significance.  As they continued toward our position, their brilliance intensified, eventually becoming  much brighter than the moon per square minute of arc.  I have only a guess at their brightest point, a magnitude - 6 or greater.  This could well be another under-estimation of several magnitudes.

As the two bright lights neared convergence at the axis point they were then near enough that I could begin to see detail.   Arriving at the axis at the same point in time one flew directly over the other.  I saw two identical discoid-shaped geometric figures reflecting the sun’s light that had set beneath the horizon a full hour before!  There were no blinking lights on either object. Also, and more importantly, I did notice under each figure a rectangular area perfectly placed within the circle, which shone the greatest amount of light; the circle around it being of the same color, but much dimmer. The reflected light was similar in color and brilliance to that of a sun a few degrees above the horizon.  Adding that the long lines of the rectangles on both figures, although coming from different locations, were pointing in the direction of the sun.  I estimated the diameters of the circles of each at 0.25 degrees.

The object that came out of the northwest passed within 1.0 degree of zenith from where we stood. Looking straight up under these figures my knees became rubbery. I can remember trying to keep them locked into joint even though they just kept popping out of the ‘locked’ position. We just stood there stunned, rapt.

They were racing (figuratively speaking) across the sky.  The whole thing was over in a minute from the first time we saw them about 35.0 degrees or so degrees above their prospective horizons to the time we lost interest in them talking about what we had just seen.  They were after all just bright lights at that time fading off into the distance 35 or so degrees to the south. 33
In case you might think we are the only ones to see the colors of the terminator reflecting off something I offer this from the pages of Nature:  “That, upon July 8, 1898, a correspondent had seen, at Kiel, an object in the sky, colored red by the sun, which had set.34
To be able to see gold sunlight reflecting off something above the horizon an hour after sunset, as in my case, you would have to be at an altitude of about 200 miles, as suggested by Serge Koutchmy, the research director at the Observatoir de Paris, who, make no mistake believes we are alone in the universe.   At 200 miles a quarter of a degree translates to about 1 mile in diameter.   The two I saw I believe were on the order of the Lewis/Swift solar eclipse of 1878.  An ‘object’ estimated by one account to be a half-mile in diameter.

The lunar eclipse of 27 Sept. 1996, was seen by the archaeo-astronomer Marilyn Childs, and more than a dozen witnesses on the west coast of North America (Seattle).  They reported seeing a “red light” overhead slowly moving toward Cassiopeia.  The object stopped and made some circular movements in a 10.0 degree arc, then shot off to the northwest and disappeared 45.0 degrees above the horizon in the terminator. During a recent radio interview she also spoke of her grandparents having also seen during eclipses something strange.

During this same eclipse on the east coast at a very large New York City newspaper and knowing of this theory, an editor of mine went out with her husband Tom in tow that evening and saw something they couldn’t identify in a “red light.”  So states Sue Kelle.

Metallic spheres were said to have visited Mexico City during the solar eclipse of 26 Feb. 1998.  Later that year, “a flying triangle” was seen and videotaped over England on the night of the lunar eclipse of 8 Aug.35 

The solar eclipse of 11 Aug. 1999, in Turkey, a former CNN field producer of ‘science and technology,’ Marshall Masters, films an object of particular interest, object ‘C’.36 When asked about object ‘C’ NASA stone-walled him, these were Marshall’s own words.  See how this object to the right of the sun shines the moment of totality, when there should be nothing reflecting bright light.  This is also a bright ‘white’ light, meaning off into space out of the moon’s shadow, as so many have. But not all, like the observation of the ‘gold’ colored reflection I saw near Earth, in its terminator.  A color I’ve recognized in the sun 20 minutes before sunset.

November (2003) on the 8th, that night’s lunar eclipse was centered on the northeastern U.S., and no less than 40 reports of unknown objects were seen, like this stunning observation from London Ontario, Canada:  An object possibly “football fields size fluttering down like a leaf.”37  “Like a dish in water,” says the text of 29 August 1871.38
Understandably stunned by his experience he makes some comments that one would make if he or she had had an actual experience like this.  He says, “we are evaluating everything we know”, which is exactly what happens when you have an experience like this, it’s part of the initial process.   I know, it has happened to me. He continues…”why a clearly advanced society or intelligence is not being acknowledged in our common daily understanding...” he wonders. 39 This is exactly how a person would react to their shock and discovery.

During the lunar eclipse of October 27, 2004, a mother and her five children go out to see that night’s lunar eclipse.  The mother is Bonnie Aubrey, who lives in Florida and at the time took her children out to watch that night’s eclipse, when…”my 21 year old daughter and teenaged son began yelling and pointing…”what we saw, all of us, was a triangular-shaped object with five grayish-blue dimly glowing round large lights on the underside.  When all of a sudden my son yells, THERE’S MORE! Streaking in from the opposite direction was another, just like the ones affixed to the bottom of triangular-shaped object” 40
I’ve personally interviewed her and I found her intelligent, straight forward and quite credible.

Conclusion:

As a writer of astronomy for nearly 20 years now and holding the title of having written daily astronomy for more daily newspapers than any other person in the West, I am certainly familiar with the sky and am certainly qualified to write such a report.

Not all the documents here will stand final critical scrutiny…most will however, and I’ll state further that if it is true for us atop that building in Denver and it is true for the people of Mexico City, and all the other people I’ve cited…then, it’s true for you. I have offered only a percentage of the documents I have found, a body that only represents a percentage of the total of such available in all countries.  This body of material also only represents a percentage of all such reports that have attained documentation.  Again, a body that would only reflect the times these phantoms have been visible at eclipses.  What of the greater number of times they were present but not seen.  

Will this again occur at the next great eclipse?  I don’t know the documentation doesn’t say this occurs every eclipse.  It is after all LeVerrier’s ‘phantom’, sometimes it’s present…others, not.  Yet, one thing is for sure.  You have an opportunity at the next eclipse to find out for yourselves. I have submitted this to Nature to that end.
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