An information scientist
articulates the UFO phenomenon
in bold new terms that

put the burden of proof on

our ability to rethink

conventional concepts of reality
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hen | was beginning my career in science,” recalls Dr.
WJacques Vallee, "the main argument against UFOs
was that astronomers never saw them. | found that
argument convincing.” Then, in 1961, he and other satellite track-
ers at the Paris Observatory detected something odd overhead.
Stranger still was what happened after that: The project director
erased the data tape before an orbit for the unidentified object
could be computed, "l thought, here we are at a renowned institu-
tion, seeing something we can't explain and destroying data for
fear of ridicule. That, for me, reopened the entire question.”
Since then, Vallee has pursued two careers. He is an innovative
and successful information scientist. (He has a Ph.D. in computer
science_from Northwestern University and is a consultant and
writer on data management and the creator of an electronic con-
ferencing network.) He is also a researcher, lecturer, and writer
(The Invisible College, Anatomy of a Phenomenon, and other
books) whose articulation of the social and scientific aspects of

the UFO controversy has inspired skeptics and believers alike
to rethink their positions.

Unidentified flying objects, Vallee insists, are just that—unigen-
tified—and he regards with equal skepticism the true belisvers
and those committed to denial. What is unguestionable, hetoldihe
U.N. Special Political Committee in 1978, is that large numbers of
people have crystallized their hopes for change—and their mis-
trust of authority—in terms of contact with alien intelligence. Val-
lee's own intermediate position allows him to take a detached,
almost anthropological view of UFO cultists, many of whom are
outraged by his willingness to consider the role of psychological
distortion in their accounts. Vallee, however, is intrigued Dy the
possibility that these distortions themselves are part of the contact
experience.

A U.S. citizen since 1967, Vallee lives with his wife and children
near San Francisco, where he had this conversation with Omni
contributing editor the late Christopher Evans.
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@ We need a physical strategy
to deal with the UFO

stimulus . .. and a new kind of
social assessment of

what the UFO belief does to
us as a culture. People

are bored with the old UFO
debates. ... They are

looking for a new approach.®
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Omni: You've recently published a book
called Messengers of Deception (And/Or
Press, Berkeley, Calif.), a study not of UFOs
but of the belief in UFOs. Your earlier re-
search focused on the physical aspects of
the question. Why have you changed your
approach?

Vallee: Until now there have been only two
positions: One is held by people like Philip
Klass and Jim Oberg, who claim that the
UFO guestion is essentially nonsense, and
the other is held by the UFO groups, who
claim that we've been visited by some
space civilization. I've now reached the
point where | can't believe one or the other. |
know that it's not all nonsense, because |'ve
spoken to too many people who have seen
something and whose testimony | respect.
At the same time | can't really believe that
we are simply being visited by exiraterres-

| trials, because | can find no real evidence

of that inthe data. | kept asking myself, Why
is it that we don't have the right meth-
odology to study this problem after all
these years? And I've come 1o realize that
we've made the typical mistake of trying to
look for one methodology for something
that is a multiple phenomenon. There are
really three phenomena: the physical phe-
nomenon. the psychophysiclogical phe-
nomenon, which is what happens to a wit-
ness when he's close to the physical
stimulus, whatever it is, and the social phe-
nomenon.

After many years of investigation, I've
come to believe that this third aspect is
much more interesting than the first two are.
The public has now heard all the arguments
against UFQOs, and it has heard all the ar-
guments for UFOs. The public is bored with
these old debates. People are bored with
both sides now; they are looking for a new
approach,

Omni: Why do you think people are bored?
Vallee: While the public is becoming in-
creasingly interested in the subject, it is
bored with the obsclete question of
whether UFOs are real or not. It's a little bit
like asking if Jesus Christ existed or not.
You can find ten scholars on any campus
who will "prove” to you that Jesus Christ
never existed, and you will find ten scholars
who will "prove" to you, with the same
documents, that he did exist. It's an inter-
esting question for those few scholars, but
it's not an interesting question for the rest of
us, because—historically, socially, cultur-
ally. and so on— Christianity has been a
fact of life for centuries. In a particular soci-
ety, if enough people believe in something,
then that something exists. To paraphrase
one of the founders of modern sociology, "If
men believe something to be real, then it is
real in its conseqguences.” The expectation
is there. That's what |'ve called condition-
ing. Whether the conditioning comes from
an outside source or whether it comes from
Earth, from the old human culture, even
from the collective unconscious, as Jung
suggested, wherever it comes from, that
expectation is there. We can expect social
changes to come from this belief, maybe

even historical changes. That's the new
perspective I've tried to explore in this
book, through a total departure from the
methods | was using befare.

I've spent several years talking to “con-
lactees” and observing what has hap-
pened in the wake of this very strange
movement here in America and in Spain,
France, and several other countries.
Omni: Do you believe that there is some
reality behind the UFO reports?

Vallee: | am not saying that the experience
is completely in the mind of the observers, |
believe absolutely that there is a physical
stimulus, although | don't know what it is. It
seems to be a lot of electromagnetic en-
ergy, in the form of microwaves, in a small
space, and an intense, colored "light.” But
it must be something else, too, because of
the very strange properties of the beams
that are described. For example, these
beams end abruptly or extend and retract.
Have you ever seen a beam of light that was
twenty feet long? So much for what we
know about the physical stimulus. We are
not in a normal scientific situation. We are
dealing with a phenomenon that has a defi-
nite potential of intelligence. Since we are
dealing with a phenomenon that has a po-
tential of being more intelligent than we
are— and that is one of the hypotheses we
have to consider here—then the rules of
research as we have been applying them
should be modified.

Omni: | know you've looked at tens of
thousands of reports of sightings. Are there
any consistent features that seem to you to
be solid evidence of physical stimuli of
some kind?

Vallee: In a recent computer study | con-
ducted with the different elements of the
witnesses' statements, a result that ap-
peared repeatedly was that witnesses were
not, at first, describing a craft; they were
describing colors; they were describing
shapes of lights. And those were signifi-
cantly different from what you'd expect
from natural phenomena, natural objects,
or known ariificial craft. The witnesses were
essentially describing a region of space
about ten feet in diameter, either adisc or a
sphere or a cylinder, from which elec-
tromagnetic phenomena were emitted.
They described a variety of physical events
in the vicinity.

Witnesses also described a whole range
of physiological phenomena, including a
“loss of time, " disorientation, and visual hal-
lucinations. Now, when | talk to
physiologists about that, some things
come up immediately. If you could cause
artificial epileptic seizures with a physical
stimulus, you would be able to duplicate
many of the things UFOs seem to be able to
do. In addition, a loss of muscular control is
widely reported, together with eye com-
plaints that range from painful eyeballs to
conjunctivitis to temporary blindness.
Sometimes marks appear on the body.

There are other patterns in terms of
space and time distribution of sightings,
Meost of the close encounters or landings
CONTINUED ON PAGE 85
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take place at night. There is a curve ['ve
found to be consistent in all countries and
inallthe studies that I've done. It shows that
the level of UFQ activity starts at about 6:00
or 7:00 PM., local time, goes up very quickly,
doubles between 7:00 and 8:00, friples be-
tween 8:00 and 9:00, reaches its highest
point just before midnight, and then de-
clines approximately at the rate at which
people retire at night. There is a secondary
peak just before dawn. By about 6:00 AM,,
local time, we are back to the noise level,

In summary, what we're dealing with is an
essentially nocturnal phenomenon that has
the ability to alter witnesses' perceptions of
reality.

| have investigated some cases for which
it was possible to determine the energy
level in a certain volume of space. I've got-
ten figures in the thousands of kilowatts —a
very great amount. Of course, witnesses
give you an interpretation of their experi-
ence in terms of a technology, generally in
terms of spacecraft, because that's the
only way they can explain what has hap-
pened to them. And it's precisely at that
point that we have to judge where the phys-
ical experience ends and the psychologi-
cal distortion takes over.
Omni: What about the classic flying ob-

jects themselves, rather than the close en-

counters?

Vallee: |'ve spent less time looking at those
because you have fewer bits of information
when the objects are high in the sky. | would
rather concentrate on something that was,
visually, close by, where we have some
frame of reference, for example, some ob-
ject located behind the UFQ, giving a di-
mension, giving a distance. If we have

something burned at the spot, as we some-’

times do, by knowing the distance of the
object from the UFO, we can arrive at a
measure of total energy.

Omni: In your view, have there been any
really good moving or still pictures of
UFOs?

Vallee: You shouldn't expect to have really
good movies or photographs, given the
conditions under which the objects are
seen. They seem to suddenly appear and
disappear at a local level, They are rarely
seen arriving. Typically, in the close en-
counters, the object is suddenly there, and
in some cases il disappears on the spot.
Those are not the conditions in which
people are in a position to take good pic-
tures. However, there are some interesting
pictures of spots or blurred objects in the
sky. Sometimes people have seen some-
thing close by and rushed inside the house
to get a camera and take a picture. By the
time they've gotten back outside, the ob-
ject has moved far away. The result is a
blurry picture. | do think that those photo-
graphs could yield some information if they
were analyzed properly, but that hasn't
been done yet. They are also not the kinds

of photographs you would publish in a
magazine; they don't have much visual im-
pact. The so-called UFO pictures that
magazines do publish generally turn out to
be fakes. That was the case with the dis-
play in a recent issue of Omni: nice, clear
pictures of lenticular clouds and frisbees
that shouldn't fool anybody.

Omni: After your own experience in 1961,
when you first witnessed the "cover-up”
among French astronomers quashing re-
ports of unidentified phenomena, how did
you proceed?

Vallee: | started extending a little network
of contacts in France, beginning with
members of the French Air Force, French
astronomers, and other scientists. We
found that, in fact, there was a lot of data
that had never been reported. My wife,
Janine, and | had access to computer re-
sources, and we thought it would be inter-
esting to see if there were any patterns,

Her first reaction to UFOs in general was
skeptical, like mine. She knew thal the
human mind is capable of many fabrica-
tions, and she showed me that many "con-
tact” sightings were classic psychological
cases. Her reaction to the astronomers was
one of cynicism;: Scientists were, after all,
human beings, like the rest of us. When
their reputations were threatened, when
their ideas were challenged, they reacted
by eliminating the data. If the data didn't fit
their preconceived notions, they got rid of it.
Too bad for the myth of scientific honesty.
Omni: What was your initial hunch? Did
you take a step forward and say that it
looked as though there was something in
this and that it was being suppressed?
Vallee: No, | didn't think there was a
cover-up. It was not suppressed in any or-
ganized way. It was suppressed by people
just not wanting to recognize it. The French
Air Force didn't suppress the data. |t gave
me access to it very readily, very casually. It
had peaple informally gathering what data
they could. It wasn't the air force's mission
to do research on it, but it had the cases
there. It could easily have destroyed them if
there had been a cover-up.

Omni: Didn't it subsequently irritate you
when you heard so many UFQ supporters
arguing about the numerous cover-ups that
were going on? There's always a UFO fan
who goes on about how the U.S. Air Force
maintains secret files.

Vallee: That was characteristic of UFO be-
lievers in America, especially in the Fifties,
when a group called National Investiga-
tions Committee on Aerial Phenomena
(NICAP) and its leader, Major Donald E.
Keyhoe, were trying to get congressional
hearings to expose the “"cover-up.” It
seemed (o me that there were better things
to do. such as to study the phenomenon
itself.

When | was compiling the catalog of
landings that is the appendix to my book
Passport to Magonia, | found that | had
much better access to the files of the air
force than to those of the UFO groups.

:I'hese groups were allegedly set up by citi-
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zens anxious to reveal the truth, but they
have never published their data, for purely
egotistical reasons. If you go through my
catalog, you'll find more cases of UFO land-
ings from the U.S. Air Force than you will
from any one of the amateur groups. So that
says something.

Omni: It does. Does it say that it's essential
for UFO fans as a whole to believe that
there's a cover-up?

Vallee: That seems to be what sociologist
Leon Festinger found in his study of a UFO
cult. When there was an outside threat, the
group was much stronger, and even the
failure of its own prophecy made the group
stronger. | think you could extrapolate that
to the UFO groups in general. But at the
time there were more important things that
really didn't occur to us. For instance, we
missed the whole mythological, religious
angle. All of us were professional scientists
with a rationalist orientation, and we were
excited by the idea of something unex-
plained that could possibly be a space-
craft. Now, in those days that was quite a
revolutionary idea.

Omni: What days were those, by the way?
Vallee: That was in 1961, 1962, when most
astronomers were laughing at the idea of
Project OZMA, which tried 1o detect intelli-
gent radio signals from space. Scientists
had been saying that life was very improb-
able elsewhere in the universe. That was
beginning to change, but the strongest
current in astronomy was arguing against

any kind of travel being possible from
“there” to “here." There were only a very few
people, like Carl Sagan, Drake, and
Bracewell, who were already promoting the
search for extraterrestrial intelligence.
They were quite isolated. So it was a very
daring concept to say that UFOs might be
spacecraft. We started looking for evi-
dence that they were coming from space,
and we couldn't find it. The evidence was
not there. For example, deep-space radar
doesn't seem to track incoming or outgoing
objects on any kind of continuous trajec-
tory. Instead, many witnesses describe
something that appears on the spot. As |
said, sometimes the object vanishes on the
spot. Sometimes lthe object becomes
blurry and fades away. It doesn’t actually
move. Sometimes it seems to be getting
smaller and vanishes to a point. What kind
of spacecraft is that?

Omni: What about those occasional cases
where you'll get a visual sighting from a
plane and some kind of radar contact?
Vallee: There have been quite a few of
those. There are about a dozen cases of
radar-visual sightings in air force files that
are labeled UNIDENTIFIED.

Omni: What do you make of that? Do you
determine the speed and trajectory of the
UFQ, to make sure it's not a jet that, some-
how, hasn't been reported?

Vallee: We have to be careful before we
ascribe trajectories to these objects. Words
like trajectory and propulsion are mislead-

“I have a colfect call for anyone in this dimension.”
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ing because they suggest that the phe-
nomena are using space and time the way
our airborne vehicles do. If we believe
what the witnesses are saying—and | think
it's high time we did that— we should ask
what kind of physical object they suggest.
We end up with something quite different
from ordinary aircraft or spacecraft, some-
thing that is using time and space in quite
a different way than our current physics
would assume. When you talk to theoretical
physicists, they see nothing wrong with
such behavior, in principle. There are both
microscopic and macroscopic objects that
violate our commonsense ideas of space
and time. The fact is that we don't yet know
how to exhibit a material device that would
appear and disappear on the spot. That
doesn't mean it's impossible. That kind of
speculation seems to be more useful than
asking what kind of trajectory and propul-
sion these craft have.

Omni: Okay. Let's agree that the use of
words like trajectory do point us in a direc-
tion that could be misleading. Let's take the
case where creatures or beings of some
kind have been reported. What are your
feelings about the evidence of physical be-
ings?

Vallee: | have been very intrigued with that
problem. In fact, | have spent much time
looking at close encounters, of which about
one third of the cases involved occupants.
This was a natural thing for us in France
because so many of our early reports were
of close encounters. We were already
speculating about that when, in this coun-
try, it was anathema even among the UFO
buffs to talk about landings. Groups like
NICAP would not consider any cases of
occupants, putting them immediately inthe
"crackpot" category. In France we had
hundreds of cases like that, and it was im-
possible to brush them aside. Some de-
scriptions involved what people called
robots, beings that seemed to wear diving
suits, suggesting again the spacecraft
idea. There was nothing wrong with the
theory that a humanocid would be using
some sort of space suit. The problem was
that mixed with reports of humanoids were
reports of human beings and of small oc-
cupants that were breathing our air and
walking normally on the earth. Now you're
confronted with something much more dif-
ficult to explain in the simple terms of
outer-space origin.

In the usual spacecraft theory, as it is
believed by the UFO groups, we have been
discovered by some other planet and they
are sending exploration teams here. That
theory fails to explain a number of things:
(1) why they developed as humanoid crea-
tures; (2) why they have the same config-
uration of sensory organs—eyes, nose,
mouth, and ears— that we do; and (3) why
they are adapted to the earth’s gravity. You
saw our astronauts on the moon. They were
not walking normally. Well, these creatures
are walking normally on the surface of the
earth; they are breathing our air; and you
can read emotions on their face. Reading



the emotions on the face of animals as
close to man as the simian is difficult,
Take the case of a witness as reliable as
Mr. Masse, who lives in the French Alps.
Here is an extremely courageous, reliable
witness, a former leader in the French Re-
sistance, well known in his community. He
describes to us an encounter with two be-
ings that he had never seen before, and he
can read the emotions on their face! These
two beings are a few feet away from him,
and he feels paralyzed. This is not real
paralysis, mind you, but he is unable to
move for a long time during and after the
observation. He cannot understand the
~ language of these beings, but he can read
the emotions on their face. The most likely
conclusion that you can draw from that is

that either these beings are human or they-

are the product of human imagination in
some way. You cannot ascribe them to the
biclogy of another planet, by any stretch of
the imagination, unless you start speculat-
ing about artiiicial human beings. but then
you're drawn into a major transformation of
the garden-variety-spacecraft theory.
Omni: What you're really saying is that the
man had a very striking psychological ex-
perience. Was there any physical evi-
dence, in the way of traces on the grass or
something?

Vallee: Oh, yes. There were remarkable
impressions over a sizable area on the
ground. That case, by the way, has been
investigated by five different agencies of

the French government, each agency in- _

vestigating for a different purpose. All con-
cluded the witness had seen a genuine
UFO.

Another interesting aspect is to look at
the contactees, by which | mean the in-
creasing number of people who describe a
close encounter in the course of which they
feel they have been inside or close to an
unidentified object. Some of those cases
have now been investigated as well.
Omni: Are you as impressed by any of
those as you are by the Masse account?
Vallee: Yes. A typical case is that of Her-
bert Shirmer, the highway patrolman from
Ashland, Nebraska, who in 1967 had an
experience in the course of which he ap-
peared to lose some time. A hypnotic re-
gression was done, was redone by the Uni-
versity of Colorado, and was repeated
again at another university. All three inves-
tigations have been consistent. There was
a very interesting point in the hypnosis
when he described his patrol car stopping
close to an object and two humanoids com-
ing toward him. He was unable to move. He
was unable to make a radio call. He was
unable to draw his gun. At one point he
described a flash of light. Well, everything
up tothat flash of light had a physical corre-
lation. He was in the car. He could feel the
car around him. After that flash of light, in
the hypnotic investigation, the physical cor-
relation seemed to stop. For example, the
hypnotist asked what they were doing now,
and he said that they were taking him out of
the car and that he was walking with them

toward the object. The hypnotist asked how
he knew he was walking. And he said that
he knew he was walking because he was
putting one foot in front of the other. Then
the hypnotist asked him whether, when he
put his foot down, he felt any pressure on
the soles of his shoes. And he said no. So
something was happening to him that was
part of his reality. But if you and | had been
there with him, it is not at all clear that we
would have experienced the same thing.
That's the most interesting point, as far as
I'm concerned. It's as if something had
taken away a slice of the witness's reality
and replaced it with something else. Now,
there may be a technology to do that, and
there may even be a human technology to
do that,

Omni: So the witnesses" descriptions are
limited to their own sensory and conceptual
recognition programs on the basis of some-
thing extremely puzzling, which might have
something to do with space travel and
might not,

Vallee: That's right.

Omni: I'd like to think of that as one hy-
pothesis. We already had one, the classic
spacecraft theory, which includes interstel-
lar travel and everything that's covered in
Close Encounters of the Third Kind. Now
you say there's a genuine phenomenon that
might be an attempt at communication.
Vallee: | want to resist the temptation to
speculate on the nature of this communica-
tion. We need three different meth-

odologies. We riged to look much 7.0
the physics of UFQOs before we test suc
hypotheses. We haven't done that seriously
at all. We need to look at the physiology of
and the effects on, the witnesses. Ang
there again, we haven'teven beguntodo it
And then we need to look at the sociology
of the phenomenon. And | think that of
these three, the sociology is the most im-
portant right now. It's important because
here we have some solid facts. We have the
fact that a majority of the American public
believes in the existence of the UFO phe-
nomenon as a nonnatural phenomenon, a
phenomenen that is not explained by con-
temporary science. We have a rising ex-
pectation of contact with an alien civiliza-
tion. Those are forces that are capable of
shaping our culture. There seems to be
some movement toward the irrational,
which you noted in your own book Cults of
Unreason. The burden here is in part on the
scientists themselves. Science has more
and more isolated itself from the public and
has created a credibility gap that is now
being filled by cultist sects. Having spent
some time with those people, | have tried to
listen to them as an open-minded partici-
pant. | find that at the logical ievel what they
say makes no sense, but at the emotional
and spiritual level. it answers a genuine
need of this culture, a need that science
has ignored completely.

Science lost its credibility once already,
at the end of the Greek enlightenment
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period, when the irrational took over for a
thousand years, It seems to me we've be-
come very complacent with knowledge
Omni: ‘Now, grouping this into our list of
hypotheses, we've got the traditional
spacecraft theory, we've got—

Vallee: Let me mention three more theories
that | explore in Messengers of Deception
These hypotheses, which have not been
sufficiently examined, in my view, are alter-
natives to the spacecraft theory. The third
one is the most interesting, The first one is
the idea of a covert human operation. Many
UFOQ phenomena can be simulated. With
the technology we have today, we could
create similar effects on the witnesses,
Omni: You mean that this could be the
government experimenting on the use of
some mass psychological techniques?
Vallee: I'm thinking of something on a
larger scale than just one government.
Have you read A Bodyguard of Lies? It's a
remarkable book by Anthony Cave Brown
about the deception operations of World
War 1l. It describes a secret agreement
among American, British, and Soviet Intel-
ligence, with some Germans also involved,

| in a series of operations to fool Hitler with

large-scale strategic deceptions.

Omni: | can see something like that in rela-
tion to the UFQ phenomenon

Vallee: We cannot push it too far, but a
number of UFO sightings should make us
think about such a deception. A second
interesting theory would assume that
somebody had a technology that was radi-
cally different from anything that we have in
our textbooks. It's possible that somebody,
sometime, might have stumbled on a sim-
ple principle involving an aliernate way of
looking at physics. Suppose that some-
body just happened to walk straight into
another dimension and that this accidental
discovery led to a parallel branch of knowl-
edde that has remained secrel.

Omni: Very good point. And there is
another theory that UFOs are an attempt at
communication from extraterrestrials of
some kind but that it is being leaked in a
precise and elusive way,

Vallee: Right. That's why | have suggested
we look at this phenomenon as a condition-
ing process, as a control system. That's
ancther thing that came out of my computer
studies, fairly clearly. When you look at the
pattern of waves of UFO activity. one of the
main similarities appears to be some kind
of schedule of reinforcement. And if you
correlate it with the Gallup polls on the
American population’s belief in UFOs, you
see a steady rise in the popular belief with
each new wave. In a control system, no
single incident means anything.

Omni: With all these possibilities in mind,
what are your plans for the future?

Vallee: In a sense, I'm just beginning.
There is a tremendous sense of excitement
about this. | finance my own research now,
having left all the groups | ever belonged
to. | find that | can cover much more ground
with my own resources and in my spare
time. | now wark with a very small group of

scientists. | try to control the information
very critically And | try to work only on
cases that have not been publicized, have
not been reported to newspapers, and
have not been looked at by the UFO
groups.

Omni: Your new, fairly radical approach to
the phenomenon isn’tgoing to please tradi-
tional UFQ fans, really, because not every-
thing that you're saying is the kind of thing
that they want to hear These people are
really awaiting a spaceship landing outside
Stanford or next to the Arc de Triomphe,
and that's not going to happen.

Vallee: Well, it might. In fact, if some of
those things are the product of a deception
of some kind, then there's a definite proba-
bility that one would “land." | mean, sup-
pose it's a cover-up operation aimed at ma-
nipulation of the public. Then there might
be some incredible event that will be per-
ceived by the public as a landing.

Omni: They might do something dramatic
like that. Yes, very interesting.

Vallee: I'm reminded again of the manipu-
lation operations during World War I, when
nonexistent armies were created out of thin
air. With rubber tanks and armored trucks in
the desert, simulating entire armies moving
around. There was a lot of physical evi-
dence. There had to be. General Patton, for
example, was in the south of England for
several months with an entire army that
didn’t exist.

Omni: Extremely interesting. Okay, we
have discussed two of the three hypoth-
eses from your book, the psychological-
warfare hypothesis and the esoteric-
intervention hypothesis. What is the third?
Vallee: This third hypothesis is the one |
prefer. It has to do with our concept of real-
ity. It seems to me that contemporary
physics. which is a physics of energy, rep-
resents only one way of looking at reality. If
energy and information are two sides of the
same coin, modern physics should have a
twin sister, and that twin sister—the
physics of information—has gotten lost
somewhere. My interest in UFOs and other
apparently paranormal events does not
come from any expectation of wise visitors
from space. Being an information scientist
by profession, | continue to look at these
phenomena as occasions to learn about
the limitations of one particular mode! of the
universe, the space-time model, and as
occasions to try to construct alternative
models.

The concept of Cariesian coordinates
representing space-time, in my opinion,
may be nothing more than a cultural artifact
due to the invention of graph paper. If we
had invented the computer before we in-
vented graph paper, we would have a very
different physics today, and it might have
an explanation for UFOs. Cartesian coordi-
nates may be useful in physics, butthey are
a lousy way to represent and store informa-
tion. UFQ experiences are complex infor-
mational events. They seem to violate phys-
ical law. | think we have a lot to learn from a
study of this process.0Q
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