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Ypsilanti, Michigan 48197 

Published by The Committee for the Scientific Investigation of Claims of the Paranormal 

Editor: Marcello Truzzi 

Dr. Bernard Heuvelmans 
Centre de Crytozoologie 
Ver.lhiac/Saint-Chamas sy 
2~260 Le Bugue, France 

Dear Dr. Heuvelmans: 

Jan, 28, 1977 

Ron Westrum just shar·=cl your r·~sp0nding letter with me. I am delight ed 
that you would be willing (although with some reluc t ance ) to review 
Mackal 1 s book. The end of February should be fine , but if you need 
more time,we can simply run it in the following issue of THE ZETETIC. 
So, don't :feel rushed, please. 

y, • . • 

1 • r have not read Mackal's book but had received t h e impres5ion that 
l'.·'.!,;:~*·:··,::·.·,:._,".:,": -· ·1

1
t was far better in a scientific sern~e than your letter suggests . 

• ~ ·: c am now all the more anxious to read your review. 

' ~~:.><~%".': ' ·" In regard to the word paranormal, I recognize your fee l ings about 
'-' I I )- 'l ~ > • ' 

::-~;· ·~~\-.:, -.,. , .:.;th~ appropriateness of sea serpents in such a category. As you know, 
·/,. ·i.: ...... ~:':; · I ~broadl;y define the term to largely me.an unorthodox science, that 
~(~ ~ ·:;' :.~·; . ._rs ·;r11lWl)ere .claims are made that go beyond what science (at least 
"".:: _,.,.;./ ·,".· '~.e~t~blishment" science) considers to be "normal." Certainly the 
~; :,:::· -~ · ?, Ci:J.,a.ims ,:fdr a sea serpent (today) would be considered "deviant" claims 
,·,,: ,·;;,.' ·~~> .: . l?~~:>P,lost zoologists. I find that this term -i.ranormal, which I origin-
1='s' >:" '.':'' S:l'ly u3ed thinking it was largely neutral in connotation~ is offensive 
~: 't .. '.« ·to "~lmost all (the parapsychologists being the exception, adherents 
·~;~.;'; ·:'. ' '°¥9 ileviant scientific views. Thus, the followers of Velikovsky have 

· ~it : ~· ·; ." .written me" that they were insulted to be placed under this term, as 
~;'. ·.'.·~,~·---;·,:. have l?een the ufologists, and many other~ who think of themselves 

·!~;":!>;.;.,, ~:..,:. as 11 norma111 scientists. (From my standpoint, these represent proto-
·~·'.""· ' · s~ientif'ic perspectives, and I enclose an article on this that might 
:"¢: , . ·'. he.lp clarify my views to you. ) .. ( .... \ ....... / .· . .. . 
. . . 
~ ; ' " I:f ·you wish, you might even begin your review with a discussion of 
~}: .::-{ whether or net cryptozoology should be considered paranormal at all. 
'[;;,, •. • . 1.·~ , ,And, of course, you can similarly handle some of your other reserva-
~;;f//1';, 1 .' tions about attacking Mackal by making some of t hese feelings explicit 
i:'~~: .'!':,· 1"· in. , your article. There is no space limitation f'or y our review, so 
;i·:. ·~.( · take the space you think necessary. 
~/~ . h~ . I , 

~.· ·: 
':.. - :,) . , r . ., . . 

i~f2. ~ 

~\:··x< 
~~~: :.i . ~ 
~ r;'"' .... ' ' .l- • 

' ~.:Q. '1. '. . 
~~; .)~--
~1{ >' 
,~,: , tr:-~1 • 
.. 1.:.,>·,. . ~ · 

A 'small aside: Ron tells me that Ivan Sanderso~ once told you t hat 
St~rling Lanier (my good friend who once wrote to you and who edited 
San,derson' s ·book for Chilton publishers) was sexually deviant and 
someone to avoid. That is quite untrue and I hope y ou and S t erling 
eventually get into correspondence sinc e he is truly great admirer of 

(313) 487-0184 

- 2 -
~~.;- ·;·: 
~J.· ·, . your books. Sanderson seems t o have li e d about a gr eat many things! 
~~ ... ~.)·-\''I 
""%;.:~.}~~-~ ... · Again,' . I do hope that you will review the Mackal book. Ron has indicated 
· 1 ~ ... ·~ his . willingness to give any editorial help re languag e proble ms (though 
~f" :i.· ... ,4-=~ you obviously have full command from Eng lish as s een from y our letter) . 

I look forsard to hearing from y ou directly , and I do hop e you wi ll 
do the review. 

Bes t wis hes, 
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Department of Sociology 
Eastern Michigan University 
Ypsilanti, Michigan 48197 

Published by The Committee for the Scientific Investigation of Claims of the Paranormal 

Editor: Marcello Truzzi 
March 29, 1977 

Vari bales 
(thing!) 

Dear Dr. Heuvelmans: 

Forgive my delay in answering your letter of Feb. 21, but I 
have been swamped this month and my correepondence has suffered. 

I very much hope that you will write the review of the Macka.l 
book despite your reservations. I sugge!t that you simply diecues 
your feelings in the review itself. 

· In :Part'il prompted·: )Qy .. your let,te~, , :;r: ~ hav.:~ ~}~'?en buey ..,. a.;t .. :w.o:rk, ,tion ., a..~,~· ... 1 ~ .,, 

new. typology dealing with · deviant .sciences. I ·w1·11 . probably .. ·."' "'' ' 
include some of this in the next is~ue in ·my editorial. Since 
I think you would be interested, let me mention eome of it here. 
First let me mention, however, that I think some of our problems ·. 
are semantic. By "deviant" in .regard to .scientific views, I was 
not making a methodological or empirical ' judgement, merely · 
indicating that the majority of scientists working in the , area 
(i.e., the orthodoxy or esta~lishment ~eience) did not' accept 
the claims being made. I do not consider your own work even 
particularly deviant in this regard since I know that your books . 
have been very well received. I also must, upon reflection, agree 
that the existence of a "sea serpent" ie. not necessarily an .. · 
anomaly. It depends upon what one has in mind. A plesiosaur in. 
Loch Ness would surely be an anomaly, an uni.dentified sea animal 
elongated in shape in an ocean. would probably . not be. I think 
the typology I am working on .will help cl~rify. all this. 

In brief, we can categorize claims as "ordinary" (they fit with · 
what we know and expect),"anomalous" (they exi!!lt and are validated . 
but do not fit with what we know and expected), and "alleged · 
anomalies" (which don't fit and have not been validated anyway). 
In general, we c~n differentiate things (variables) . and processee 
(rela,t:~!'.mehiP,'s+ ..... ~c;t1T ~a);i._~~~-.: 8Jnd ·T,e-.ilo~f.tl:o~~)~~~ps:,J~~Y'f;f li>e~ ·ca te·g~'!- ·, ". 
ized as ordinary, anomalous."'."{".~~t:r-a.ordinar;v.)"; .and allegeq .. an0mali,ee. 
Putting all this into a matri,_r ; :·; we can cat·egori;ze ·the ,va.rietiee 
of what I have called proto-eciences (claims being made attempting 
to conform to scientific canon!! of proof and validity). Thos.e . · 
making claims about anomaloue or alleged anomalous variables 
(things) are best labelled "crypto-sciences." Those making claims 
about anomalous or alleged anomalous relationships (proce!!lses) 
are best labelled "para-sciences. 11 

. · . , 

Relationsh~pe (processe!!!/laws) . 
ordinary anomalous alleged anomalous 

ordinary 
~r.~--.r-,_,-.,,,.,.-.-_-,,,,-,.~...,-.-..... -;J::: __ :-=~:. ~=.,::-~_ rSc.-_ ..... e.....-.=-.. <..l..-~~-. - .--....;._..., 

.. \ :-.. ·------
anomalous ~ ... ,r"' · 

•' •J ... _,,... . . .....,._ 
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Thus, if a person claims an anomalous objec't (a· living dinoeaµr; ·">. 
a Yeti, a unicorn_, etc.), that is a crypto-science c~aim (in thil!l ' 

case cryptozoological). If the re la tionshipe claimed are anoma:lou·s • 
(telepatfuy, ... influence of the planets upon personality, etc.), it is 
a para.science. But there are claims · that are both. Thu~, claiming the 
existence of a mermaid is both crypto and para-science. The claim 
of the existence of the mermaid itself is merely crypto-, but the 
implications of such a creature for general biological and evolution­
ary theory would be so extraordinary that it would mean the need to 
totally reconstruct our view of species, etc. Obviously, part of our 
semantic difficulty re "sea serpents"is over this sort of point. 
If you define the sea serpent as you do, it is purely crypto- and 
hardly para-, but others define it in ways that are both. Careful 
examination of the matrix and its implications provides some, I 
think, very interesting insights (at least to me). For example: A 
crypto- claim is theoretically easily demonstrated but almost imposl!lible 
to falsify. (E.g.: all you need ,i .s to . find one" unicorn · to snow· e.ve;ry~: 
one and the case is established; but if you can not find a unicorn,., · 
the believer can always claim you have not looked far enough·- or 
hard enough.) On the other hand, a para- claim is very difficult 
to establish and easy to falsify. (E.g.: if you experimentally prove 
telepathy, one experiment is not enough for you need replication and 
the elimination of other explanations; but one experiment can falsify 
the claim for most of us.) 

What I find especially interesting is the interrelationship betwee.n 
the crypto- and para- elements in many claims in deviant science. 
You usually find very different sorts of claims being made within 
each special cate gory. Thus, there are UFO students who claim purely 
crypto- status. That is, they allege that something extraordinary 
is seen in the sky without making many inferences about the origins, 
etc. But others argue for extraterrestrials which then gets us into 
all sorts of para.science claims since it would probably involve new 
laws of nature (if the spaceship went faster than the speed of light, 
etc.). I should also point out that you have crypto- and para-science 
forms in every science. Thus, Donnely's claim that Atlantis existed 
is largely a crypto-geographical claim. The existence of Black Holes 
is a crypto-astronomical claim, etc. 

The other thing worth mentioning here is the lumping together I have 
made above of the anomalous and alleged anomalous claims. The two 
are too often lumped thus when the distinction is very important. All 
sciences recognize ~e variables and relationships as anomalous and 
existing. But most of what is called Forteana is merely alleged and 
often poorly documented and probably false. 

Anyway, you can see from the above which way my mind is now running. 
The whole analysis is much more complicated, but would require too 
much for this letter. I'll send you a copy of the article when I 
finish it should you be interest~ I'd eertainly welcome your 
comments. 

****** 
Again, back to the Mackal book review. I really think the book needs 
a competent reviewJand I can not think of anyone better qualified 

than yourself. I realize that the review presents some difficulties, 
but since you won't have to worry about length (space), you should 



be able to simply di3cuss the issuee involved in the review itself. 
And, of cour3e_, Mackal may wi3h to reply to the review. In fact, 
if you wish, I will be glad (ae I juet did with a ecathing review 
of Dr. Hynek and Dr. Vallee'e book on UF03) to eend an advanced 
copy of your review to Mackal for his responee (to be followed by 
your rejoinder in the same is3ue). Would that be better~ I would 
personally prefer that.., if Mackal is willing to reepond (as Hynek 
did in the coming is3ue). If you have other euggestions, I will 
certainly consider them. You also could, if you really insisted, 
write under a p3eudonym, but I wo~ld like to avoid that. But, it 
seem3 to me that opening your review with 3omething like "I write 
thi3 review with some he3itation since .... 11 that would largely take 
care of the problem and even make for a more interesting review. 

I'm delighted, finally~ to hear of your continued positive regard 
for Sterling who is my own very good friend. I have not heard from 
him in a. -. few months, but .Pat (my wife.) . ~nd L.,ho;pe .. he wi,11 come to . 
Ann Arbor (where we live) this summer for the ':big ·craft fair where 
I think he could sell many of his excellent statues. He is currently 
at work on the sequel to his last novel (Heiro's Journey). 

1-\e.. 
I regret that I ne¥er met Sanderson since, deepite his lying,~seems 
to have been an extraordinary person. 

Marcello Truzzi 
.• 

"' 



Dr Bernard Heuvelmans 

.. . CENTRE DE CRYPTOZOOLOGIE 
Verlhiac Saint-Chamassy 

24260 LE BUGUE (FRANCE) 
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