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Time and Date
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Duration

Witness Keith Rowell was checking out his old video cameras preparing 
for a UFO skywatch the next day when he videoʼd a UFO with the 
“NightShot” setting of his Sony TRV-65 camcorder.

One only: Keith Rowell.

August 20, 2010, at about 5:30 PM. 

In West Linn, Oregon, on Appaloosa Way.

Mostly cloudy with clouds at 25,000 feet, visibility 10 miles; wind: 8.1 mph 
at surface; temperature 72° F.

Eight seconds of video and sighting through camcorder viewfinder.
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INTRODUCTION
This case is a video case, but it is not a typical video case because the video was shot while a Sony 
TRV-65 camcorder was in NightShot mode.  This “NightShot” mode is Sonyʼs name for a technology that 
allows the camcorder to record scenes in relative darkness through sensing the infrared range of the 
electromagnetic spectrum.  However, the NightShot of the Sony TRV-65 also allows shooting of video in 
the daytime, which produces a greenish, monochrome scene.  The eight second UFO portion of the 
approximately two minute video was shot entirely in NightShot mode.

The camcorder operator, UFO witness, and writer of this report is Keith Rowell, Assistant State Director, 
Oregon MUFON.

SIGHTING DESCRIPTION
On August 20, 2010, around 5:30 PM, I (Keith Rowell) was checking out my video gear for another of 
Randy Bellʼs Portland UFO Network UFO skywatches.  I was thinking about getting my older, unused 
camcorder equipment ready to be used if anyone at the skywatch wanted to use it.  And I also was 
thinking that my oldest camcorder, a Sony TRV-65 model, had some kind of infrared, night mode.  It does 
and it is called “Nightshot” mode.  I had recently read some new information about UFO photography in J. 
Chisholmʼs Photography Methods for the UFO Hunter, and he had a section about near infrared, night 
photography for video shooting of UFOs.

After getting out the old TRV-65, I proceeded to my deck out back to test it.  I intended to videotape the 
backyard trees, roofline, and sky with the Sony in regular and NightShot mode.  While doing this with 
various levels of zooming in and out and turning the camcorder back and forth from regular to NightShot 
mode, I was greatly surprised to see a white blob come into the frame from the left while I was zoomed in 
to maximum extent.  It was so startling that I naturally started following the object as it sped along in the 
sky under some high clouds.  I managed to keep it in the frame the whole time it was visible till it moved 
along into a bank of dense white clouds.  This ended up lasting only eight seconds.  That was it!  What 
was it?!  Read on and see what you think.

See Figure 1, Approximate Path of UFO in Sky,  Figure 2, A Full Frame Near the Middle of the UFO 
Video, and Figure 3, A Magnified Frame Showing the UFO, to get an idea of the setting and what the UFO 
looks like in this Nightshot mode video.  See also Table 2, The UFO at One Second Intervals, later under 
EVIDENCE.  

You can see a low resolution version of the video at:

• http://web.me.com/skeeter1/UFO_Research_Site/West_Linn_NightShot_Video_UFO.html

Bear in mind that details are lost in the illustrations in this report and especially in the video online.
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" Source: Keith Rowell
Figure 1.  Approximate Path of UFO in Sky 

The approximate path and length of the UFO in the sky.  The angular distance covered is 
around 26º.  See later under Distance Covered in Degrees. This is about 52 times 
greater than the diameter of the full moon.
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" Source: Keith Rowell
Figure 2.  A Full Frame Near the Middle of the UFO Video

This figure shows the relative size of the UFO in the full frame of the video.  It is selected from near the 
middle of the video.  See Figure 2, A Magnified Image of the UFO, for a bit closer look at the UFO.

Version: Final Report" Copyright © 2010" 5



" Source: Keith Rowell
Figure 3.  A Magnified Frame Showing the UFO

This illustration clearly shows the fuzzy, amorphous, ball-like nature of the UFO.  It is the same frame as 
in Figure 2, A Full Frame Near the Middle of the UFO Video.  The magnification is 800%, which means 
the UFO is roughly eight times bigger than the one in Figure 1.
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ENVIRONMENT
The environment for this sighting is a residential neighborhood near the center of the town of West Linn, 
Oregon, just north of the I-205 freeway.  The towns of Oregon City and Gladstone are nearby.  The only 
significant industrial installations are a large paper mill at the Oregon City locks on the Willamette River to 
the east.  No significant features of the land or environment figure into this case.  See Figure 4, West 
Linn, Oregon, Sighting Environs.

 
" Source: Google Maps

Figure 4. West Linn, Oregon, Sighting Environs
My sighting occurred on the back deck of my home on Appaloosa Way in 
West Linn, OR.  No environmental features are involved in this sighting since 
it was apparently more or less at the level of the clouds, which on the date of 
the sighting were at a ceiling of about 25,000 feet.

Weather
See the details in Table 1, Weather on Sighting Day, for the weather on the day of the UFO sighting: 
August 20, 2010 at about 5:30 PM.  Note that the wind speed near the surface was 8.1 mph, but we canʼt 
tell how far away the UFO was except that it seemed to be very near the clouds.  These were at 25,000 
feet.  The wind speeds aloft are nearly always faster than near the surface.  They can vary between 
around fairly low to 250 mph.
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Table 1.  Weather on Sighting Day

Event 
Date

Event 
Time

Temp
(F)

Visibility 
(miles)

Wind 
Direction 

Wind 
Speed 
(mph)

Conditions Cloud 
Ceiling
(feet)

8/20/10 5:30 
PM

72º 10 NNW 8.1 Mostly cloudy 25,000

EVIDENCE
The evidence in this case consists solely of my testimony and the videotape.

• As for me, Iʼm not lying.  But it should be taken into account that I only saw the UFO event through 
the black and white viewfinder of my Sony TRV-65 camcorder.  I did not take my eye from the 
viewfinder during the eight seconds the UFO was being videotaped.

• As for the video evidence of the UFO, there is an eight second long sequence toward the end of the 
two minute test sequence.  The entire eight seconds of UFO was shot in Sonyʼs NightShot mode.  
See the ANALYSIS later.

The evidence was and still is, of course, completely within my control.  So, the chain of custody is moot.  I 
declare here that I have not altered the videotape or any of its representations within my computer. 

Table 2.  The UFO at One Second Intervals

Frame Crop of UFO from 
Frame

Description

02:03;08 Frame 02:03;07 is actually 
first frame the UFO is 
visible.  The next one was 
chosen since the UFO is 
slightly more visible.

02:04;08 Typical look of the white, 
fuzzy-looking UFO as it 
raced across the sky 
against the high clouds.
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Frame Crop of UFO from 
Frame

Description

02:05;08 Same as previous frame.

02:06;08 Same as previous frame.

02:07;08 Note slight changes of 
shape as the UFO moves 
along in the frames.  
Essentially, however, it is 
always an amorphous, 
white, fuzzy ball.

02:08;08 Same as previous frame.

02:09;08 At times, the UFO looked a 
bit more like the core had a 
more whitish interior.
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Frame Crop of UFO from 
Frame

Description

02:10;08 Again, typical look of the 
white, fuzzy-looking UFO as 
it raced across the sky 
against the high clouds.

02:11;05 Next to the last frame where 
UFO is visible.  Note that 
the faint UFO is more of a 
streak here.  This could be 
an artifact of camera 
movement.

Table 1, The UFO at One Second Intervals shows the look of the white, fuzzy UFO at one second 
intervals in its flight path across about 26º of sky against high clouds at around 25,000 feet.  The shape is 
more or less constant with some apparent variation in core brightness, but this is very faint.

Is It a Meteor?
Perhaps the white, fuzzy ball of brightness videotaped in NightShot mode in daylight sky is actually a 
meteor.  This would be a good guess.  But letʼs take a look at some examples from the Internet of 
videotaped meteors.  See what you think after viewing these representative examples.  Was it a meteor?  
See Table 3, Examples of Meteors From Video.  

In my estimation, the last example in this table is the only one similar at all to the UFO I videotaped.  
However, is the last example here a meteor, or is it a “meteor” by virtue of Occamʼs Razor?  This tool of 
reasoning is constantly used by critics and debunkers of genuine UFO reality to dismiss the subject.  (It is 
also used in a far more legitimate way in the process of ordinary scientific reasoning.)

So, is the last example in the table only a meteor because that is the “simplest hypothesis” (Occamʼs 
Razor) according to UFO critics, debunkers, and academics and scientists at this time? Consider this.  
When genuine UFOs are not accepted as a real phenomenon, which they are not by the arbiters of reality
—the academic establishment—then genuine UFOs are all categorized as something potentially known 
or knowable under the current paradigms of thinking within the academic establishment.  

So, we have the situation that according to the people who have by far studied the UFO phenomenon to 
the greatest extent in the last 60 years—ufologists (not debunkers and not academics!), some genuine 
UFOs are actually categorized incorrectly as known or knowable objects.  Is that what has happened in 
the last example in Table 3?  Right now, you can be the judge.  In the future, when academics finally 
understand that genuine UFOs do exist, they will tell you what to think about UFOs and you will believe 
them just as you do today on subjects you have not studied in detail on your own initiative.
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Table 3.  Examples of Meteors From Video

Source Photo Description

From YouTube video 
compilation.  http://
www.youtube.com/watch?
v=KLM1pfgv9IE

A very bright meteor 
traveling in an upper right to 
lower left direction.  Note 
the extreme brightness, so 
bright that it causes an old 
video sensor artifact (the 
vertical bright line going 
through the brightest part).

From YouTube video 
compilation.  http://
www.youtube.com/watch?
v=KLM1pfgv9IE

This shows a typical 
breakup into many pieces of 
some meteors.  Note the 
trail and the bulbous head of 
the streak in the direction of 
travel.

From YouTube video 
compilation.  http://
www.youtube.com/watch?
v=KLM1pfgv9IE

Two frames extracted from 
video.  The top one seconds 
before the bottom one.  The 
very bright meteor moves 
along in the sky above the 
clouds and then illuminates 
the clouds very brightly 
when it enters the tops of 
the clouds, as can be seen 
in the bottom frame.
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Source Photo Description

From YouTube video 
compilation.  http://
www.youtube.com/watch?
v=KLM1pfgv9IE

Another example of a 
meteor and its effect on high 
clouds.

From YouTube video 
compilation.  http://
www.youtube.com/watch?
v=KLM1pfgv9IE

A meteor moving from the 
upper right to the lower left.  
Note the typical streak and 
more bulbous front end in 
the direction of the 
trajectory.

From YouTube video 
compilation.  http://
www.youtube.com/watch?
v=KLM1pfgv9IE

A long, two part meteor trail 
in the daylight sky.

From YouTube video 
compilation.  http://
www.youtube.com/watch?
v=KLM1pfgv9IE

A breaking up meteor in the 
night sky.
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Source Photo Description

From YouTube video 
compilation.  http://
www.youtube.com/watch?
v=KLM1pfgv9IE

This example shows a very 
bright, fuzzy ball of light 
moving along in the night 
sky behind, and apparently 
high above, some clouds.  
The top frame shows the 
“meteor” essentially 
obscured by a cloud.  It is 
just visible at the top left 
portion of the cloud.  
Seconds later, it is not 
obscured by clouds and 
appears as a bright, fuzzy 
ball of light.  This was the 
only “meteor” I could find 
that was somewhat similar 
to the one in this report.  
However, was it a meteor or 
not?  See discussion under 
Is It a Meteor? 
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ANALYSIS
The analysis of this case entirely involves the evidence from the video of the UFO.  A number of facts in 
the circumstances of taking the video make this a case that allows a bit more analysis than some videos 
of UFOs.

• The video was taken with the camcorder in its infrared sensitive mode, called “NightShot” by Sony.

• The video of the UFO was taken with the zoom lens zoomed in to its maximum extent.  This is the 
equivalent of an 850 mm lens on a 35 mm camera.  The horizontal field of view of an 850 mm lens 
is 2.4º.

• The UFO appears to be in front of some clouds.

I have done all the analysis in this report to the best of my ability.  (If any of you reading this see any 
problems, errors, etc., please point them out.) 

“NightShot” Mode
The Sony TRV-65 camcorder this UFO video was shot with is an analog Hi-8, tape-based machine.  This 
camcorder is capable of videotaping scenes in the dark with its NightShot, infrared sensitive mode.  This 
mode inserts a filter (or removes one—Iʼm not sure which) in front of the sensor that blocks (or allows) 
some visible spectrum light and allows (or blocks) more spectrum from down into the infrared region, 
which is below red.  

All CCD sensors in cameras and camcorders are naturally sensitive to the near infrared spectrum.  In 
fact, camera manufacturers still today include infrared blocking technologies to prevent too much infrared 
from reaching the sensors.  Allowing too much infrared to affect digital camera photos would end up 
making the photos look a bit more fuzzy and unnatural because the photo or video would be a composite 
of visible light and infrared radiation without the IR blocking technology.  

Video shot in normal daylight in NightShot mode shows a washed out, greenish monochrome image.  
This look of the video is somewhat similar to prints from the old infrared sensitive emulsions of the film 
era.

Infrared and slower frequencies move into the realm of heat.  Thus, things that look lighter in tone in 
infrared film and video are generally warmer than other surfaces or objects that look darker.

See Figure 2, A Full Frame Near the Middle of the UFO Video, and Figure 3, A Magnified Frame Showing 
the UFO.

UFO Altitude
It turns out that we can determine a maximum distance (altitude) that the UFO was away from the 
camcorder by examining the video and looking at weather information from August 20, 2010, in Portland.

It is obvious from the video, which you can view at

• http://web.me.com/skeeter1/UFO_Research_Site/West_Linn_NightShot_Video_UFO.html

that the UFO is traveling across the sky against the background of the clouds, and, in fact, which you can 
tell on the much higher resolution video analyzed in Final Cut Express, the UFO disappears in the clouds 
toward the very end.  Thus, since the weather data stated earlier under ENVIRONMENT for August 20, 
2010, in Portland puts the clouds at 25,000 feet, we have a maximum distance above the ground that the 
UFO was moving along at: about 25,000 feet.

Flight Path
The flight path the UFO takes in the sky is apparently curved somewhat.  This was determined by 
compositing twenty different still frames from the video in time order from left to right.  The frames were 
chosen to include cloud features that I could key on to get a match as each successive frame was layered 
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over a previous frame.  There is a break about half way through where I could not find a match, but the 
general path trend of the UFO is quite clear.  The path is curved somewhat downward as the UFO goes 
from left to right, making the path convex upward a bit, especially at the end.

Look at Figure 5, Composited Frames Showing the UFO Path, to see the general curvature of the UFO 
path in the sky.  The UFO in the frames is just barely visible as white dots in some of the full frames from 
the video.
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" Source: Keith Rowell
Figure 5.  Composited Frames Showing UFO Path 

Twenty frames are over lapped except for one in the middle.  Its cloud pattern was too obscure for a 
match.  The path of the UFO was not exactly straight as is shown by the gentle curve of the frames to the 
right.  The little white dot UFOs are barely visible in this composite done in Photoshop.
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Distance Covered in Pixels
We can now calculate the distance the UFO covered in pixels across all the frames by looking at Figure 5, 
Composited Frames Showing UFO Path.  We see that the UFO followed a diagonal path through the 
frames of the video.   But letʼs simplify the calculation of the slightly curved path by assuming it was 
actually straight, so that we can use a right triangle and some trigonometry.  The adjacent side measures 
around 5000 pixels.  (Look at the top in Figure 5, Composited Frames Showing UFO Path, where 
Photoshop gives us the pixel count at the top of the window.)  Likewise the vertical dimension (opposite 
side) is around 5800.  We can assume a right triangle and the hypotenuse is the distance the UFO 
traveled (simplified as a straight line).  Solving the following with the Pythagorean theorem,

we have the hypotenuse (UFO path) at around 7600 pixels. 

Distance Covered in Degrees
To figure the degrees in the sky covered by the UFO, we need to compare the horizontal angle of view of 
a video frame of the 850 mm zoomed in full lens, which is 2.4º, to the number of pixels across the frame, 
which is 702.  The 7600 number in the ratio and proportion below is the number of pixels in the UFO path 
from Distance Covered in Pixels.  

We need to solve the following:

So, 26º (more or less) is the angular distance the UFO traveled in the sky.  

Distance Covered in Feet
To obtain the actual distance in the sky the UFO traveled, we need to bring in the 25,000 feet altitude that 
the bottom of the clouds were at, which the UFO went along just below.  Figure 5, Calculation of the UFO 
Path Length, shows the idea here.  We know the 25,000 feet and the 26º across the sky, so with the help 
of a right triangle and some trigonometry, we can get a distance of around 12,000 feet traveled for the 
UFO during the eight seconds of the videotape.

See Figure 6, Calculation of UFO Path Length.
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" Source: Keith Rowell

Figure 6. Calculation of UFO Path Length
The angular path in the sky of the eight seconds of UFO video is used here along with the 
25,000 feet altitude of the clouds, which the UFO was apparently traveling just below, to 
calculate a rough distance traveled.  It is 12,000 feet.  The actual path was curved somewhat 
as is shown in Figure 5, Composited Frames Showing UFO Path.

Size
In this case, we can calculate a reasonable size of the UFO because we know that the horizontal field of 
view of an 850 mm lens is 2.4º.  We also know that the horizontal pixel dimension is 702 for the Sony 
TRV-65 Hi-8 camcorder frame size when it is converted to digital for manipulation in a computer—here 
with Appleʼs Final Cut Express.  It turns out that an average size for the white UFO blob is about 13 by 13 
pixels.

From compositing the individual 20 frames shown in Figure 5, Composited Frames Showing UFO Path, 
we know the distance the UFO traveled as shown in Distance Covered in Feet earlier.  This was about 
12,000 feet.  Using another ratio and proportion, we can calculate an estimate for the UFO size.  The 
UFO pixel size is 13.  The total UFO path is 7600 pixels, which is 12,000 feet.  So,

Thus, the UFO is perhaps around 20 feet or so in size.

Speed
The speed that a UFO takes across the sky is usually something that cannot be calculated, but here we 
were able to calculate the distance in feet (12,000) that the UFO traveled during the eight seconds of 
video that caught its motion.

So, we have the following:
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Thus, we have the UFO speeding along at around 1000 mph at 25,000 feet.  This is faster that any 
commercial aircraft, so it means that a military aircraft of some sort is a comparable conventional object 
that the UFO could be.  

But what military aircraft looks like a white, fuzzy, ball-like object? Well, no conventional commercial or 
military aircraft looks like a white, fuzzy, ball-like object.  But it was shot with the Sony camcorderʼs 
NightShot mode.  Perhaps, this would “convert” a normal military aircraft into a white, fuzzy, ball-like 
object.  And perhaps it could, but probably not.  

On the other hand, we know that UFO reports over the years have described thousands of white, fuzzy, 
ball-like objects and, as a matter of fact, Oregon MUFON has lots of video of white, fuzzy, ball-like objects 
sent in to us by UFO witnesses, but, unfortunately, none of this is yet documented and on the Oregon 
MUFON website (oregonmufon.com) for you to see.  Too many sightings and too little help with 
investigations!

CONCLUSION
The UFO “sighting” in this case was through the viewfinder of a camcorder, so all we have is my (Keith 
Rowellʼs) experience of this and, of course, the resultant videotape that was being created at the time of 
the observation.  Of the three standards of judgment employed by Oregon MUFON (preponderance of the 
evidence, clear and convincing evidence, and beyond a reasonable doubt), I am convinced at the level of 
certainty of “clear and convincing evidence” that this UFO sighting was a MUFON UAV.

Identification Candidates
The candidates for identification for this fast-moving, high altitude, fuzzy, white, ball-like UFO are the 
following:

• Secret U.S. military or foreign power aircraft.  This explanation, of course, can never be 
completely ruled out by anyone except for the very few within the bowels of our deep black military 
and corporate contractor world who would also have access to all the on-going projects.  This list of 
people is exceedingly small (perhaps only 100?!) because of the “need to know” and 
compartmentation of military secrets.  However, verified reports of this kind of object over populated 
areas in the U.S. are far fewer than “standard” UFOs.  (We assume that secret military aircraft buffs 
could adequately “verify” this kind of report, but the documented record of reports of secret military 
aircraft appearing over populated areas is very scant, indeed.)  The white, fuzzy, ball-like object 
clearly shown in the video does not particularly fit any formerly secret aircraft.  We assume here 
that secret aircraft would not show up easily on a consumer grade camcorder! Thus, this 
identification candidate is rejected.

• Aircraft.  No conventional aircraft, military or civilian, looks like a fuzzy, white, ball-like object.  
Thus, this identification candidate is rejected.

• White paper blowing on wind.  The speed, smooth flight path, and apparent distance just below 
the 25,000 feet altitude clouds make this candidate unlikely.  Thus, this identification candidate is 
rejected.

• Balloon.  This candidate is a possibility as far as the look of the object goes, but the speed does 
not fit here since the highest wind speeds aloft are not greater than about 300 mph at a maximum, 
and the calculated speed of the object is around 1000 mph.  Thus, this identification candidate is 
rejected.

• Tree or plant “fluff” floater.  Tree floater fluff is white and might appear ball-like and fuzzy, but the 
apparent speed and disappearance into clouds at high altitude make this extremely unlikely.  Thus, 
this identification candidate is rejected.

• Artifact in the camcorder.  No known camcorder artifact accounts for the look and behavior of this 
object.  Thus, this identification candidate is rejected.
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• Meteor.  This is an interesting candidate and perhaps the best one.  However, this one, too, is 
unlikely because meteors almost always appear as streaks in the sky with fireballs and bolides (the 
big ones) showing, usually, a definite bulbous head in the direction of the trajectory.  A meteor 
entering our atmosphere is heating up and generally breaking up, so the look of the meteor varies 
some along its path—sometimes quite a bit.  Also, because meteors may consist of different 
elements and compounds in their make up, they sometimes emit various hues different from 
uniform white.  (However, the NightShot infrared mode of the video would probably obscure this.)  
The clouds into which the UFO disappeared did not seem to be affected in any way.  Thus, this 
identification candidate is rejected.

Since the identification candidates fail for the reasons stated, this UFO observation is classified 
as a true UFO, a MUFON UAV.
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