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ELECTRONIC EVIDENCE  

Over the past few years, I have received what could be termed 
electronic evidence : Readings from electronic instruments, pictures 

taken on digital cameras, and videos from video cameras. Such 
evidence is important, and potentially enlightening, but cannot be 
considered probative unless obtained under scientifically controlled 
conditions. Unfortunately, none of the evidence I will describe below 
was obtained under such conditions. But it is still very provocative and 
may teach us something.  

Some of this evidence was obtained by persons I would call 
experiencers. The generally accepted definition of an experiencer is a 
person who recalls experiences that seem to be related to UFOs or ETs 
since the ufologist cannot tell for certain if these experiences are real, 
this allows for cases where the source of the experience is a 
hallucination.  

An experiencer I will call Andy , who is a computer software engineer 
and is knowledgeable about electronics, has installed a setup which 
includes a computer, a couple of video cameras, and software called 
Gotcha which continually analyzes video from one of the cameras and 

looks for objects which are moving within a certain range of speed, that 
is, faster than the motion of a planet thru the sky. On January 28, 
2002, he had an video camera capable of picking up infrared, which 
was mounted on his garage and looking at his front yard, connected to 
the computer. At 3:10 AM, it detected and recorded several seconds of 
video of three lights, one perhaps softball size and two smaller ones 
about ping-pong ball size, which appeared near his pole lamp, moved 
to the left and closer to the house, then moved to the right and away 
from the house. I have received four stills from this video, as well as an 
AVI file of the video itself. Each of the still frames show signs of 

strong electronic interference. Part of this interference appears to be 
sync pulses in the picture frame; ordinarily, these pulses are 

transmitted in between the picture frames, and are used to synchronize 
the picture tube displaying the video. The extra sync pulses indicate 
that the sync generating circuit was being triggered by noise. Andy said 
that this interference had appeared many times before, usually in the 
early hours of the morning, and even changing the cable that runs from 
the camera to the computer to a triple shielded cable did not stop the 
interference.   

On January 18., 2001, his setup had previously caught an object. He e-
mailed me that same day, saying, You know how we have discussed 
using Gotcha experimentally to watch the sky for possible unidentified 
airborne object type sightings... 

 


