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Operation SAROS 

Introduction 

Since 1978 CNEGU collects testimonies of UFO sightings in the “Great East” region of France and gathers 

them in yearly catalogs. 

In 1990, Eric Maillot, teacher & amateur astronomer proposes to search for astronomical mistakes with the 
moon using a software. He submitted to CNEGU a list of unidentified French cases liable to be explained by 

this cause as natural as deceptive.  

Gilles Munsch, teacher & amateur astronomer, then proposed to use the lunar cycle of 18 years &  11 days 
(period of time which put our satellite back at the same position in the sky) to test in situ this moon hypothesis 

on the suspected cases of the CNEGU zone. 

Now, in 1976, ufologists noticed a massive wave of sightings in the region. In 1994, using an astronomical 
software and their rigorous investigations of that time, CNEGU members (Lionel, Martial & Raoul Robé of 

GPUN (Meurthe-et-Moselle department), Christine Zwygart & Lionel Danizel of Group 5255, Patrick Fournel of 
ADRUP (Côte d’Or), Isabelle Dumas & Gilles Munsch of CVLDLN (Vosges) went back in the very places 
where witnesses reported they saw an UFO, at a time close to the real conditions of those observations. 

Here are some examples of counter-enquiries made during the Operation SAROS (1976-1994) : case of 
Laville-aux-Bois (Haute-Marne) of April  19,  1976, case of Vandoeuvre (Meurthe-et-Moselle) of July 22, 1976, 
case of Tomblaine (Meurthe-et-Moselle) of August 1, 1976. 

The Laville-aux-Bois case 

 This case presents the particularity of witnesses thinking they were pursued by an UFO for several 
kilometers at night on a small deserted road. They were very afraid and affected by what the ufologists 
described as the ”follower ball syndrome”. 

Sequence of events: 

On April 19, 1976, between 2 and 2.30 am, a couple comes back home through the Haute Marne country. As 
he leaves the village of Laville-aux-Bois, the vehicle climbs a hill and a dazzling big red sphere takes off from 
behind a bush on the right side of the road. Moving around the car of the frightened witnesses, the 
phenomenon seems to pursue the car. Then, as the car turns in a road on the left, the mysterious pursuer 
crosses the sky to catch them up. Panic-stricken, the driver speeds up to sometimes 140 km/hour and finally 
reaches another village, crossing it reassured by no longer seeing the UFO. But when they leave the village, 
the phenomenon seems to wait its “victims”. The chase starts again. The stressed witnesses reach at last their 
home. They take refuge in it and look however through a window. The phenomenon, very for in the sky, looks 
like a red-orange bean. The woman, who had hidden under the dash-board during most of the journey, was in 
a state of shock for a week and had nightmares for 2 nights. 

The counter investigation: 

Within the framework of Operation Saros, on Saturday April 30, 1994, the two investigators of that time, 
Christine Zwygart & Lionel Danizel, joined three CNEGU investigators for the reconstitution. Gilles Munsch 
filmed all the trip on video. 

The directions of sighting at key points of the journey was measured again, they correspond perfectly to the 
position of the moon. And the best surprise for the ufologists was the filmed discovery of the optical effect 
caused by the road change which makes believe that the moon really moves in the sky, whereas it’s the 
vehicle that moves and the road that creates the illusion of our satellite crossing the surrounding country. 
Arrived at the witnesses home, they note that the window through which the couple observed the end of the 
phenomenon was truly oriented in the direction of the moon.  

Conclusions: 

The moon can cause a panic reaction of a witness. The sighting conditions, and even more the optical illusions 
(due to the landscape and to the observers’ movements) can fool the critical mind. 

The use of computer tools served the ufological cause (astronomical software to calculate the Saros cycle) and 
G. Munsch reconstructed with a DAO software the phase of the optical illusion in an animation aiming at 
simulate the 3D vision of a passenger of the car at the time they left the road, an important episode of this 
sighting. 
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An emblematic case : UFO sighting above the South cemetery of Nancy in July 1976. 

For this very mediatised case at the time by the local press, the 2 withnesses (even separated: the 1st one 
called the 2nd one on the phone and influenced him) were doubtless influenced by the TV ; a 3 parts 
reporting about the UFO phenomenon in Lorraine was broadcasted that same evening on FR3. 

It’s the sighting of July 22, 1976, above the South cemetery of Nancy (Lorraine, Great East region of France). 
At night, the guardian of the petrol station on the boulevard along the cemetery does his usual round s, the 
sky is overcast with a fine rain. A glimmer catches his eyes; it seems to come from the cloudy layer in front of 
him. 

These multicolored lights come from a metal grey aerial machine flying over the cemetery. The witness 
phones to the guard of the FR3 TV tower, located in front of him. Enthusiastic and excited, he succeeds in 
convincing him to go out in spite of the rain to see the magnificent show. The guardian goes out the building 
but doesn’t see anything above the cemetery in front of him. Irritated, he turns round and sees an orange 
glimmer then seeming to move away far in the clouds. 

He confirms his sighting to the 1st witness. The day after, all the press and, later on, the gendarmerie knows 
about the sighting. Regional press (L’Est Républicain, Liberté de l’Est and FR3) relates it. Then ufologists and 
writers (as Jean Claude Bourret and Robert Roussel) will question the protagonists. 

From the elements of a 1976 GPUN investigation, the Operation SAROS leaded by the CNEGU team in 1994 
will deliver the conclusion in its report on that case: moon mistake. 

Drawings of the phenomenon from the 2 witnesses: 
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Observation in Tomblaine (54) by two different families in the same district. 

This sighting is characterized by an important number of witnesses in two separate groups, but in the same 
urban zone. The family psychological contagion of the 1st group falls under the category of rumor. An 
observer sees the phenomenon, informs the rest of the family and influences it (strange details). As for the 
couple in the vehicle below, they don’t recognize the moon in the phenomenon that seems to them low over 
the roots and close: a classical optical illusion. 

The first sighting in Tomblaine on the 1st of August 1976, by a family of 7 people living at the 7th floor of a 
building which faces the town of Nancy. A luminous sphere attracts the attention of the mother who calls 
the rest of the family. The phenomenon evolves in its form to change completely in a thin luminous orange 
crescent in the sky above the city. 9 pictures are taken (negative result) with an Instamatic. The 
phenomenon becomes again gradually a sphere and moves away for good. 

 

However, down in the street, a vehicle goes along the road in the same direction that the 1st sighting 
(direction of Nancy). The couple in the car sees a white glitter down in the sky. The pale light seems to come 
from a big white rectangle stationed just above the roofs of the sleepy town. A cloud cuts it in the middle 
and progressively hides the motionless phenomenon. The vehicle moves away and the show is occulted by 
the surrounding houses. 

 

During the Operation SAROS, the CNEGU investigators note that the direction indicated by the 2 groups of 
witnesses as the one where the phenomenon is located coincides with the position of the moon crescent at 
the time. Report conclusion : moon mistake. 

References: 

GPUN investigation of 1976,  
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investigator. 

Report : “Operation SAROS, reproducible UFOs, 1976-1994, a checked hypothesis”, CNEGU. 
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Conclusion : 

In conclusion of this Operation SAROS, 14 cases of the 1976 wave could be verified. 15 others potential lunar 
mistakes could not be verified either because of missing information’s or because of unfavorable weather 

conditions.  

Bringing the 1976 CNEGU catalog up to date teaches us that : 75 of the 134 cases found an explanation (from 
"certain" to "possible"); of the 75 explanations, 37 were astronomical. Of these 37, 29 corresponded to the 

moon.  

Whereas non-reproducibility of the UFO phenomenon has always been one of the characteristics that, de 
facto, prevented it to come in the framework of a recognition or of a scientific research, for the first time, with 

the Operation SAROS, it becomes henceforth possible to reproduce, observe and analyze UFO sightings.  

The private investigators of 1976, initially reluctant to believe that a natural and ordinary cause could explain 
the object of their ufological investigation, were finally absolutely convinced by this demonstration which made 

them able to visualize on the site the facts and illusions related by UFO witnesses. 

Since this successful experience and thanks to this method of reproducibility, CNEGU incites henceforth other 
searchers to check in their area the potential cases of mistake with our satellite (or with others cyclical stars) 

in order to progressively improve the quality of the UFO casuistry. 

Those last years, several PAN D (French UFO cases remained unexplained in the GEIPAN/CNES online data 
base) were checked with the Saros method, notably by Thibaut Alexandre (amateur astronomer) and other 

CNEGU members (Olivier Decker, Francine Cordier, Patrick Fournel...).  GEIPAN finally reclassified them 
officially as PAN A (explained cases).  


