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MUFON Canada?
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Daniel Rekshan <daniel.rekshan@gmail.com> Wed, Jan 3, 2024 at 1:46 PM
To: earl-m@castor2.ca

Dear Mr. Earl,

I am writing to ask for your opinion regarding the attribution of what appears to be a geosynchronous satellite as a UAP
(unidentified aerial phenomenon, aka, UFO) by authoritative sources. | realize that you are a serious person with
expertise in this field and could likely settle the question within minutes. This inquiry relates to my professional work and
research as a PhD student. | found your work by way of your Master's thesis that | discovered by searching for pulsation
patterns of satellites to compare with my graph of the UAP pulsation. Your light curve of the Raguda 14 seems

highly similar and your thesis indicates that you may be one of the most qualified people in the world to answer this
question.

The UAP video was filmed on an expensive camera rig at the Monroe Institute by Rob Freeman and was certified by
MUFON Canada as a UAP, see https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9BDwSa57EyM for footage and analysis. | am a PhD
student and dreamwork professional focused on ET/NHI contact (not as physical events but as a dream-like intuitions)
and researched the UAP because one of my clients was present at the event and had a missing time episode associated
with another flashing-type UAP.

| need an expert opinion because the sighting directly relates to my research and the UAP claims are put forward by
authoritative voices in the field. The director of MUFON Canada cites an unnamed NASA employee's consultation of an
unnamed database as the reason why it is a UAP, along with the inability to find a satellite in public databases. The
sighting was claimed by Chris Bledsoe to be a UAP to nearly a million people on a recent podcast. When | questioned
him as to how he knows these things are UAPs, he responded that they were "using 2 artificial intelligence machines that
tracks everything including space junk”. If it flashes like a satellite and flies like a satellite, is it reasonable to believe that
it is a satellite even though no databases say so?

Here are the facts as | understand them:

Filmed 5/31/2022 at 12:20am at the Monroe Institute in Virginia (footage), lasting around 45 minutes

Classified by MUFON Canada to be UAP (PDF report)

Located near NGC 6366 (astrometry results)

Regular pulsation pattern, to my eyes, similar to geosynchronous satellites (light curve on Tableau, produced by
open source python files)

« Itis within 2 degrees of a band of geosynchronous satellites (see attached screenshot of in-the-sky and this
Metabunk thread)

| have been in direct communication with all the UAP researchers who are putting forward the claims that this is a UAP,
including the organizer of the event and Chris Bledsoe. Their claims are:

¢ It would be impossible for a satellite to be there because of its position is not associated with known satellites,
therefore it is a UAP

« If it were space junk, it would only be visible for 20-25 minutes and not 40 minutes, therefore it is a UAP

« lItis not space junk or a satellite because experts (unnamed) have checked it against their database, therefore it is
a UAP

| would deeply appreciate it if you would offer your expert opinion on the following questions. | realize that your time is
valuable and would not expect more than superficial opinions, although | would ask for your permission to share and
publish your response in the context of my research and inquiries. | would be happy to have a conversation with you
about the subject, address any questions, or discuss anything else you might need to offer your opinion. The specific
questions are:

+ May | have your permission to publicly cite your response as an expert opinion in my research?
¢ Are the UAP claims reasonable?
¢ Could an unlisted satellite possibly be in that location?


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9BDwSa57EyM
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9BDwSa57EyM
https://youtu.be/XmVQFX2Pp60?t=9221
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=alloPQFcoLw&t=0s&ab_channel=RobFreemanUFOWorldExplorer
https://www.youtube.com/redirect?event=video_description&redir_token=QUFFLUhqbU8tYV9ZaDVvZk4tcEc3NXFwX291OS1OdEFmZ3xBQ3Jtc0trWXpWNlluNWdNX2IxbEgzYTVwU0lNcE54M3RtTzNnZHk5ZEcxeHlrWEdNTlZPSUh5S25scGdTdjFVMHZOMzhsZElkbURyZGk3WU9GRWxocDlTenJXUTVPNWRvRm91VGJnVk03SlVnbmRiLUd0bWUxTQ&q=https%3A%2F%2Fwe.tl%2Ft-BUwKPfRULW&v=9BDwSa57EyM
https://nova.astrometry.net/user_images/9144591#annotated
https://public.tableau.com/app/profile/dseti/viz/ETolemy-MonroeUAPData/Sheet1
https://github.com/danielrekshan/etolemy
https://www.metabunk.org/threads/flashing-light-in-night-vision.12463/

* [s it reasonable to expect a database or ML/Al system to conclusively say an object is or is not space junk?

Thank you again for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,

Daniel
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Michael A Earl <earl-m@castor2.ca> Sat, Jan 6, 2024 at 3:35 PM
To: Daniel Rekshan <daniel.rekshan@gmail.com>

Good Evening, Mr. Rekshan,

Thank you very much for taking the time to ask me about this very intriguing observation. Based on my research, given
the particulars about the observations, | can conclude that it is most likely a geosynchronous satellite, specifically the now
dead Intelsat 29E payload.

| took the time to look through all of the data that you had provided. The only part that is not completely clear is the
time of the observation. There was no time stamp on any of the videos, so simply saying "some time after midnight" is not
a good time reference. However, | was able to arrive at a most likely identification based on the position of the satellite
among the star field.

| was able to positively identify the star field in Mr. Freeman's videos. The globular cluster NGC 6366 is indeed located
just to the west of the object; however, it was not detected by Mr. Freeman's equipment.

A few clarifications about the MUFON YouTube video, which leads directly into your questions:

1 - Mr. Freeman's initial hypothesis was likely the correct one: it is most likely an inactive geosynchronous satellite given
its apparent flashing behaviour and apparent motion among the stars;

2 - Mr. Palachik was completely incorrect when he asserted that from his location Mr. Freeman could not see
geosynchronous satellites in his eastern sky at the time. Geosynchronous satellites can be seen in a band from east to
west through the southern sky (from the Northern hemisphere). However, most cannot be seen with the naked eye
because their orientations are not correct (more on that later). Mr. Palachik was also completely incorrect about not being
able to see bright stars and planets in the eastern sky. Whatever his sources or hypotheses were, they are wrong. He had
completely misled Mr. Freeman when he asserted what he did;

3 - Based on my analysis, the mystery object was spotted at an azimuth of approximately 150 degrees, which is not east,
but actually south-southeast. Therefore, Mr. Freeman did see the object in the southern sky (somewhat);

4 - Mr. Palachik is not an astronomer, nor a space surveillance professional, and it shows. | do not know the overall
caliber of astronomy expertise that MUFON Canada has;

5 - Mr. Palachik had asserted that the "intensity was never repeatable". | do not know what his definition of "repeatable” is,
but from what | saw, there was an apparent periodic behaviour of the flashes. This is the kind of behaviour that | see
regularly from inactive geosynchronous satellites. My experience suggests to me that Mr. Palachik is incorrect about his
assertion to Mr. Freeman;

6 - Mr. Palachik said that he "put a tracker on it" referring to the 41-minute video. | have no idea what this means or what
this "tracker" actually does. He never revealed how it tracked. He only concluded that it moved. How, exactly did it move?
He never referred to angles of motion. He never used planetarium software to find the exact star field and check if
geosynchronous satellites can actually appear in that area of the sky from Mr. Freeman's location at that specific time.
Once again, that was misleading;


https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=4b057e531d&view=att&th=18cd14b31b30d4d9&attid=0.1&disp=inline&realattid=f_lqya22z60&safe=1&zw
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=4b057e531d&view=att&th=18cd14b31b30d4d9&attid=0.1&disp=inline&realattid=f_lqya22z60&safe=1&zw

7 - Mr. Palachik had revealed that his "tracker" moved with the stars. A geosynchronous satellite will appear to move with
respect to the stars because it will not appear move (very quickly anyway) with respect to the Earth. Mr. Palachik should
have not used the stars as a reference but the Earth itself. If he had done that, he would have discovered that the object
moved much like a geosynchronous satellite;

8 - Mr. Palachik then remarked that the object "faded slowly away" and then claimed that that was because of the object
"losing energy" or "going further away". Neither are true in the case of a spinning geosynchronous satellite. As the Earth
turns, the satellite will change its orientation with respect to the Sun. Any advantageous orientation will slowly change until
the angle is no longer the right one to show flashing sunlight reflections. The result is a slow dimming until the satellite is
no longer visible. It is likely that exactly 24 hours later, the object would re-appear and flash again, with a slightly lower or
higher period, if it is indeed a geosynchronous satellite;

9 - Mr. Palachik repeated his incorrect assertion that geosynchronous satellites cannot be seen in the eastern or western
skies from the Northern hemisphere. | have seen geosynchronous satellites from the eastern horizon to the western
horizon. | can safely conclude that he is incorrect;

10 - Mr. Palachik then asserts that geostationary satellites do not move. Well, they do move; however, they move such
that they orbit the Earth at the same time the Earth takes to rotate. From our location on the Earth, the geosynchronous
satellites will not be seen to move with the stars and will appear to be stationary, unlike the stars. This is why we can point
out satellite dishes once and not have to move them to track the satellites. The Earth basically tracks them for us as it
rotates;

11 - Mr. Palachik asserts to Mr. Freeman that you can only see a flashing satellite for 15 minutes or less. | would like to
see his research for this conclusion because | have seen satellites flashing for much longer than that. Mr. Freeman's
observations are typical for an inactive geosynchronous satellite exhibiting bright sunlight reflections. Mr. Palachik's
assertions are once again incorrect;

12 - Mr. Palachik's "checking with NASA" led to his conclusion that no geosynchronous debris is stationary. That is
correct, but he does not elaborate on what "stationary" means. A geosynchronous satellite can appear stationary with
respect to the stars for a few minutes before its own motion with respect to the Earth is noticed. Mr. Palachik's assertions
seem very uneducated in this respect;

13 - Mr. Palachik asserts "There is nothing moving under 10,000 miles per hour in our space." Geosynchronous satellites
orbit with a speed of approximately 6,865 miles per hour, so he is definitely incorrect about that. He also doesn't elaborate
on what "motion" means; motion with respect to what reference?;

14 - Mr. Palachik concludes that the object cannot be man-made. | beg to differ. In fact, | have two images that | have
attached that can show that he is likely incorrect in that assertion.

One of the attached images shows a screen capture of Mr. Freeman's mystery object. The other image shows the
same star field shown by a planetarium software with geosynchronous satellites overlaid at a time of 00:39 EDT May 31,
2022 from the Monroe Institute's location in Virginia, USA. | have added green circles showing the location of the object in
Mr. Freeman's image and the predicted location of Intelsat 29E in the other planetarium screen capture. | can conclude
that the Freeman object and the predicted satellite are at the nearly same position with respect to the star field. This is
what Mr. Palachik should have done before talking with Mr. Freeman.

Based on what | analyzed so far, | can definitely say that the object that Mr. Freeman saw was most likely a
geosynchronous satellite; possibly the inactive Intelsat 29E. | could know more if the observation time was known with
more certainty.

Intelsat 29E is no longer active. It went dead on April 22, 2019; nearly three years before Mr. Freeman's observations.
The satellite's orbit plane is now nearly 3 degrees off a typical active geostationary satellite orbit plane. This is expected
for an inactive geosynchronous satellite.

In response to your questions:

1 - You do have my permission to use this correspondence in your research. | would ask that you cite me if you do quote
anything | have written here.

2 - The UAP claims are not reasonable, in my opinion, based on my analysis and my experience in space surveillance for
over 25 years.



3 - It is always possible that an unlisted satellite was in the vicinity. However, based on my own experience, this is
unlikely. A better idea of the observation time would make my conclusions more definitive.

4 - The answer to this question would depend on how thorough the database or the ML/Al system was that performed the
analysis. In any analysis, several databases and systems should be used to perform double and triple checks of the
conclusions; something that MUFON Canada apparently did not do. | would not mind if someone else double checked my
conclusions, nor would | assert right out of the gate that Mr. Freeman's initial hypothesis was incorrect.

| can provide you with further analyses, including a second predicted location of the inactive Intelsat 29E payload that
would likely once again fit with Mr. Freeman's observations at another time. Comparing the two locations at a change in
time and comparing how far the object appeared to move with respect to the stars in that time would serve to further
confirm that the object was indeed a geosynchronous satellite.

Thank you once again for contacting me. Please feel free to contact me again should you require any further information.

Dr. Michael A. Earl

Assistant Professor

Royal Military College of Canada
[Quoted text hidden]
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