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Letters to the editor

No doubt gathering for a meeting in some of the 
smaller spaces and conference rooms of the Massa-
chusetts Statehouse will give someone pause, even 
if they’re firmly on the other side of their COVID-
19 vaccines. It’s not unlike the unsettled feeling 
that washes over workers everywhere as they’ve 
returned to the office for the first time in more than 
a year, let alone those who never had the luxury of 
working remotely in the first place.

But, at this point, it no longer warrants keeping 
the state Legislature in remote or “hybrid” meetings 
and the Statehouse closed to the public. It’s time for 
the building to reopen. It’s time for lawmakers to 
return.

Massachusetts is one of the few states left with 
a Legislature still meeting off-site, as Statehouse 
reporter Christian Wade chronicled last week. Tech-
nically it holds “hybrid” sessions, with some law-
makers present in the Senate or House chambers, 
but many more participating off-site. Committee 
meetings continue to take place not in person but 
via videoconference.

At the start of the year, the legislatures in 28 states 
were allowing lawmakers to “call” into sessions 
remotely, according to the National Conference of 
State Legislatures. An even greater number were 
making arrangements to hold committee meetings 
remotely.

But with the numbers of COVID-19 cases, hospi-
talizations and deaths falling — and the number of 
people vaccinated continuing to inch higher — cen-
ters of government are reopening. In New England, 
Maine’s Legislature picked up in-person meetings 
last week. Lawmakers in New Hampshire were stead-
fast in meeting in person throughout the pandemic 
— initially inside the Whittemore Center and on an 
athletic field at the University of New Hampshire, 
and later in a parking lot session that resembled 
the screening of a drive-in movie. The latter hap-
pened after Rep. Dick Hinch, R-Merrimack, died from 
COVID-19 a week after taking the oath of office as 
House speaker.

Restaurants, businesses and sporting venues are 
reopening as well. The Red Sox played the Marlins on 
May 29 with the only limit on Fenway Park’s capacity 
the 37,731 fans the ballpark will accommodate. If the 
Sox faithful can safely squeeze into Fenway’s seats 
to watch a 3-1 win over Miami, the Massachusetts 
Legislature ought to be able to meet in person.

Also worth noting is that the state of emergency 
that allowed the state wide latitude to issue restric-
tions on businesses and gatherings expired more 
than a week ago.

It would be cheap to use the Legislature’s reluc-
tance to quit off-site sessions as a premise to doubt 
the work ethic of lawmakers. We’ll allow that most 
of our local reps and state senators rarely, if ever, 
take a day off. If not consumed with legislative busi-
nesses, they’re bouncing from vaccination clinic to 
groundbreaking to press conference. As loosened 
restrictions allow fairs and festivals to resume, 
their calendars will again overflow with those 
opportunities.

This isn’t about workload as much as it’s about 
transparency. David Tuerck, president of the Beacon 
Hill Institute, an economic policy research center, 
noted that negotiations on the $47 billion state bud-
get proceed without lawmakers physically present. 
So did a decision to put to voters a constitutional 
amendment adding a tax surcharge to household 
incomes greater than $1 million.

“It’s time for them to come back to work,” he said. 
“If you can walk into a bar without a mask and order 
a drink, you would think it would be safe for lawmak-
ers to come back and do their jobs.”

Transparency isn’t exactly the Massachusetts Leg-
islature’s forte. This is the same body, elected by and 
answerable to the people, that handles much of its 
budget deliberations in secret — even when everyone 
is physically present. It’s the same institution that 
doesn’t hold its committees to the same standards of 
openness required of the boards of health, along with 
every other government committee and commission, 
in the smallest towns in the state.

The most recent effort to rewrite legislative rules 
to ensure transparency and public access this past 
spring failed.

But with sunshine finally parting the clouds of the 
pandemic, it’s time to throw open the curtains at the 
Statehouse and allow the light inside. It’s time to 
usher lawmakers back to their chambers, and allow 
the public in-person access to our government.

Reopen the 
Statehouse

To the editor:
Earlier this month, the City Council 

approved the special permit for a height 
exception for the new East Gloucester/
Veterans Elementary School. It was the 
fifth time the council has passed legisla-
tion necessary to advance the process 
of replacing for the East Gloucester and 
Veterans schools, long passed their use-
ful life. The council’s deliberations were 
democratic, thoughtful, and allowed for 
public commentary. The council is to 
be commended for their work on behalf 
of the voters, the community who 
approved the funding of the school last 
fall, and, most importantly, the elemen-
tary students and their families who 
will benefit from a better public educa-
tion in Gloucester.

Now that the Veterans students will 

be relocated to the swing space at St. 
Ann’s in September for the next two 
years, it is important that all of us do 
what we can to support the next stages 
of construction so that the timetable 
for returning our students to the new 
school are met. We should remember 
that any delay has twp very negative 
impacts on the project:

-- Any delay will add to the cost of 
the project, and that cost will be borne 
directly by the taxpayers of Gloucester.

-- Any delay will directly impact the 
educational experience of those stu-
dents for whom this school will serve.

The entire purpose of this project is 
to provide our students and their fami-
lies the best education possible. The 
School Committee and the Building 
Committee have kept this goal clearly 

in their focus and in our best interests. 
All of the concerns about the site loca-
tion – traffic impact, open space and 
recreation, the relocation of the softball 
field, and the honoring of the memory 
of Joseph Mattos – are being addressed 
by the city. While continued discussion 
on this issues will allow the City to 
make the end result better, they should 
not be allowed to delay the end result.

At this point in the project, we owe 
it to our students and their families to 
make the new school a reality, and all 
of us – especially elected officials, the 
administration, and those with oppos-
ing views – need to help our students 
achieve the finest public education we 
can provide for them.

PAUL LUNDBERG
Gloucester

Support critical as school project enters new stage
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On June 25, or shortly 
thereafter, the Pentagon is 
going to release its congres-
sionally mandated report on 
Unidentified Aerial Phenom-
ena (UAP). We have always 
called them UFOs or flying 
saucers. Up until now, any-
one who talked about seeing 
such a thing was mocked 
and derided as an eccentric 
or strange person.

But now we know that 
many people in the military, 
using highly sophisticated 
technologies, have been 
seeing and recording these 
objects for years. And the 
government still does not 
know what they are or 
where they come from. At 
least that is what they have 
been telling us.

In 2017, U.S Navy vid-
eos, taken by aircraft 
carrier-based fighters, were 
released. They showed 
UAPs performing unbeliev-
able maneuvers. Many peo-
ple thought, at the time that 
the objects were tests of a 
secret U.S. project. Accord-
ing to a recent article in the 
New York Times, however, 
the Pentagon states in their 
upcoming report that the 
UAPs are not ours.

The Pentagon does not 
rule out the source of the 
objects as being from Russia 
or China. We know that both 
of these countries are expe-
riencing similar incidents 
and have active UAP study 
programs. Furthermore, 
U.S. experts have gone on 
the record as saying there is 
no way that either of these 
countries could produce 
craft with the observed 
capabilities. These vehicles 
are not just one or two gen-
erations beyond our know-
how, but probably hundreds 
of years ahead of us.

Also, according to the 
New York Times article, 
the Pentagon will also say 
that it does not know if the 

UAPs are extraterrestrial 
in origin. They do not have 
any evidence that this is the 
case. On the other hand, 
they cannot rule out the 
possibility.

There are some remark-
ably interesting charac-
teristics of the UAPs that 
have been recorded by the 
Navy and others. Com-
mander David Fravor, now 
a retired Navy fighter wing 
commander living in New 
Hampshire, had a close 
encounter in 2004. He and 
his wing mate observed 
what he called a tic-tac 
shaped object. It was about 
the size of his F/A 18 fighter, 
which is 56 feet in length. He 
has said on the record that 
he is not aware of any earth-
based technology that could 
duplicate the flight perfor-
mance he observed.

Another Navy video 
shows a rotating “gimbal”-
like craft. A third shows a 
sphere that disappears at 
high speed into the ocean 
without being destroyed. 
Finally, a fourth object that 
was observed by a Navy 
destroyer was shaped like 
a pyramid. In fact, there 
were several of them hover-
ing above the ship that was 
operating off of the U.S. 
coast. This form of UAP was, 
perhaps, the strangest of all.

What every one of these 
objects has in common is 
that they show no visible, 
aerodynamic surfaces, cock-
pits or means of propulsion. 
There is no sound associ-
ated with them. They are 
capable of going from low 
speed to thousands of miles 
per hour instantaneously. 
And at high speed, they can 
make a right angle turn 
that creates astronomical 
g-forces that would kill any 
human occupant.

In many cases, there are 
swarms of the UAPs in the 
areas where they oper-
ate. They range in number 
from 10 to 40 or 50 sur-
rounding the naval vessels 

in the vicinity. And they 
appear to be under intelli-
gent control.

For many years, ordi-
nary people have also been 
reporting sightings of UAPs, 
including right here on the 
North Shore. Most have 
been explainable as air-
planes, balloons, the planet 
Venus, the space station and 
other natural phenomena. 
But some were likely UAPs.

Now, given the confirma-
tion that there really are 
unexplainable objects in 
the sky, you can help clear 
up the mystery. If you spot 
something unusual, closely 
observe its details and try to 
record it with your I phone 
camera. And then report it to 
one of the sites on the web.

I have always enjoyed 
looking up at the sky to 
watch meteor showers, 
comets, eclipses and other 
natural phenomena. Once, 
however, I saw something 
I could not explain. And 
it happened right here in 
Gloucester.

My wife and I were stand-
ing on our back porch on 
an August night in 2016, 
about 10 p.m. looking out 
over Ipswich Bay. Off in the 
distance, I saw two bright 
lights that I thought were 
landing lights on a passen-
ger plane. I had seen that 
phenomenon many times in 
the past, so I was not sur-
prised. But what caught my 
attention was that the lights 
were not white, the usual 
color, but orange. So, we 
continued to watch them.

The bright lights were 
heading toward us and even-
tually passed overhead, just 
in front of us. They were 
perfectly formed, bright, 
orange spheres or orbs, that 
looked slightly translucent 
with a brighter center.

What happened next was 
even more surprising. We 
saw more of the objects 
coming in a line in back of 
the first two, following the 
same course. I counted a 

total of 20 objects over the 
next 20 minutes as they 
went by, all looking and 
behaving exactly the same 
as the first two.

I had never heard of 
orange orbs being reported 
as UAPs. So, I did some 
online research. I found 
that it was a rather common 
description. There were 
hundreds of similar reports 
from around the world.

There were several videos 
on YouTube that showed 
exactly what we saw. A 
string of bright orange orbs 
moving along the same 
course.

The only explanation 
I could think of was Chi-
nese sky lanterns released 
together and caught up in 
the wind. I reviewed videos 
of such lanterns to see if 
they looked similar to what 
we saw. They were, how-
ever, quite different. Our 
UAPs were much larger, 
perfectly spherical, and 
much brighter than any 
candle-powered lantern. So, 
perhaps they were UAPs 
after all.

The Pentagon UAP report, 
coming in the next few 
weeks, is a turning point. The 
government is admitting that 
UAPs are real and worthy of 
scientific study. NASA has 
recently announced that it 
has asked its scientists to 
study the phenomena. In 
addition, it is almost certain 
that the Congress will ensure 
that other urgent investiga-
tions are conducted by the 
military and intelligence 
communities. Hopefully, 
these studies will be made 
public at some point.

We are fortunate that the 
government is now recog-
nizing the reality of UAPs. It 
is vital to National Security 
that we know who created 
them and what are their 
intentions. Our future may 
depend on it.

Anthony J. Marolda is a 
resident of Annisquam and 
has degrees in physics.

The Pentagon: UFOs are real and very mysterious
Anthony J. Marolda
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