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Editorial

Welcome to yet another part-volume of the European Journal of UFO and
Abduction Studies. And again, I am very happy with the array of accepted
submissions that we have to offer you.

In this edition there is a good paper analyzing the use of internet search engines
to locate information about UFOs and related issues. Whilst conducting the
research it was an ‘eye-opener’ to see the lack of high quality literature available
online for people to download. We will attempt to replicate the work soon to see
if quality has improved. We also offer an intriguing FORUM debate article from
Romania. It assesses the Extraterrestrial Hypothesis. If you feel you wish to
comment on the paper, please reply in no more than 4 pages of A4 typed — send
it to the address on the inside cover of this part-volume.

We also have a few short articles. One focuses on a petition to release UFO
information whilst the Paul Stonehill paper examines a sighting over Dagestan in
2000.

In Volume 2(2) we published a paper by Kathryn Gow et a/ that assessed
Fantasy Proneness in Abductees (Fantasy Proneness and Other Psychological
Correlates of UFO Experiences). Soon after publication, Edgar Wunder contacted
me, [he is executive director of "Forum Parawissenschaften” (Germany)] to
award the paper 'Study of the Month.” The paper was subsequently translated
into German and published on their website. Hopefully, this will not be the one
and only time that EJUFOAS wins awards. I must thank Kathryn and her
colleagues for producing such great research and choosing EJUFOAS to publish
it.

Finally, I am excited about the start of a new academic year at my College where
this journal is based. For the first time students can have UFO Studies on their
timetable. This means that they can study for up to 3 hours per week with me
working towards a qualification and conducting small scale research projects that
I hope will be published, after review, here in EJUFOAS. So, watch out for results
of these studies from Volume 4(1) onwards!
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The Internet and Ufology: Which General Search Engine is
most effective at finding UFO and related articles?

Craig A. Roberts and Javier Garcia Frutos

TRUTH, Department of Psychology, Totton College, Water Lane, Totton,
Southampton, SO40 32X, UK
croberts@totton.ac.uk

Abstract

The aim of this study was to assess a range of search engines and test their ability to retrieve
relevant UFO and related links from a variety of disciplines. Over a period of 48 hours, a total
of 91 search engines were assessed on 5 simple searches and each was given a relevancy
score from O to 5. The first 10 links brought up by each search engine was assessed.
Therefore, each search engine would generate a score between 0 and 250. Only a total of 40
search engines generated a score above 0. The amount of dead links was also recorded.
From these scores, a weighted overall score was calculated that took into account the total
relevancy of links and the proportion of dead links generated. Three search engines appeared
to rank well above the rest. These were Google, About and Yahoo. However, the highest
scoring search engine, Google, still only scored 104 out of 250. This represents either poor
quality searching of the web or that there is a paucity of relevant literature on the internet
about UFOs and related fields.

Introduction

Since the advent of the internet, people have been using the web more and
more as part of their research projects. There have been several studies that
have examined the usefulness of general search engines. This usually consists
of a researcher typing in different ‘search terms’ and analysing what each
search engine produces.

For example, Notess (2002) used 25 small single queries on 10 different
search engines. The Google search engine found more hits than any other
search engine under examination. In addition, it recorded the most hits on 23
of the 25 queries used. In a previous study by Notess (2001) reported that
Google recorded the most hits using (presumably) the same 25 small single
queries as Notess (2002). In this study, Google found the most hits on 19 out
of the 25 searches.

Notess (2002) also reports on his previous studies spanning the last six years.
As reported above, Google appears to be the current ‘winner’ but other search
engines have performed consistently well including Northern Light, AltaVista,
Fast and HotBot.

Sullivan (2002) reported the latest Nielsen/Net Ratings Search Engine Ratings.
NetRatings provide worldwide search engine ratings based on a sample of
225,000 web users spanning 26 countries. The sample has real-time meters
on their computers to monitor their usage of search engines. Of the search
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engines examined, Yahoo, AOL and MSN appear to have the most traffic by
some distance. Compared to a previous report (Sullivan 2000), Yahoo, MSN
and AOL have held their positions, whereas Lycos, Excite and AltaVista have

lost ground.

Computer magazines have also attempted to rate the use of search engines,
but they have tended to use either recommendations or a nominal rating
system. Search engines that have done well here include MSN, Google, Lycos,
AltaVista, Hotbot, Yahoo and Excite.

Finally ZDNet (2001) rate the Intelligence Quotient (IQ) of many search
engines. The average IQ is 100 and many engines rate higher than that
although the majority are rated lower with some as low as IQ60. Towards the
top end we have the following search engines:

IQ Search Engines f](
score 4J
130 About, Google, Yahoo «
125 Twirlix |
120 Netscape, Oingo, Open f
Directory Project, Pandia ,

115 HotBot i
110 Northern Light, Snoopa @
105 Aesir, Lycos |

Therefore, from the previous research on search engines, a few appear to be
consistently ranking high across a series of measures. However, there has
never been a search engine test for ufology and related searches. The aim of
this study is to examine the relevancy of search engines for UFO and related J

information. |
Method

Design

The idea was to assess each search engine using the following search terms:

Tectonic strain + UFO

Roswell + Weather balloon
Extraterrestrial Hypothesis + UFO ‘
Alien Abduction + Sleep Paralysis ?‘
Betty + Barney Hill + Alien Abduction J.

The reason the above five searches were chosen was to cover a variety of
angles that ufologists can investigate. The scoring system for each of the links
that the search engine reported was as follows:




5 = A must link

4 = Highly relevant link
3 = Very relevant link

2 = of Average relevance
1 = Partially relevant

0 = Not at all relevant

* = if the link was dead
# = no pages found
X = Not appropriate

Each search engine was rated on its first ten links listed after the keywords
had been entered into the search box. The number of links was recorded too.
Therefore, each search engine was rated out of 50 per search term giving a
grand total out of 250.

Sample size

A total of 91 search engines were used. They were listed at
www.zdnet.com/searchig/directory/general.html However, only a total of 40
search engines generated links. Of the other search engines, many found no
relevant links, were not working or used another search engine to generate
its list.

Procedure

All search engines were tested within a 48 hour period. Each search engine’s
name was placed in an envelope. Each search engine was randomly drawn
from the envelope and the search began. After completion, another search
engine was chosen and this was repeated until all 91 search engines had
been assessed. Only one researcher rated each link (first author).

Results
For each search engine, a number of scores were generated:

A grand total score out of 250

A total score out of 50 for each search term

Percentage of links that were dead

Weighted Score that takes into account overall scores, ranking per
search term and percentage of dead links. The formula for the
weighted score was as follows — the average rating per page was
calculated. After this the percentage of dead links represented the
percentage of the score that was subtracted. This left the weighted
score total.
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A fictitious example is highlighted below:

Search engine scores a total of 60 points over 50 pages searched (10 for each
search term). Therefore, its average rating per page would be 60/50 = 1.2.

The search engine registers 5% dead links, so 5% of the score above must be
subtracted giving a weighted score of 1.064.

The following tables show the results for each of the scores listed above:

Table 1 — The Top 20 search engines by total score out of 250

Position Search Engine Score
1 google 104
2 about 97
3 yahoo 92
4. hotbot 72
5. zensearch 69
6 findwhat 68
7 goto 67
8 iWon 67
9. MSN 65
10. netflip 63
i1, northern light 62
12. 2look4it 58
b quickfindit 57
14. excite 56
i allthesites 51
16. altavista 51
17. fast search 48
18. snap! 48
S webtop 47
20. raging 46

21. simplesearch (45); 22. lycos (42); 23. oingo (41); 24. jassan (38); 25. power search (34);
26. 7search (28); 27. directhit (25); 28. looksmart (14); 29. scrub the web (17); 30. zeal
(10).

As can be clearly seen, three search engines rate much higher than any
others: google, about and yahoo. However, the maximum score was 250 and
google, the top rated search engine in this study only scored 104.
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Table 2 — The Number of Top 10 positions by each search engine.

Search Engine Tectonic | Roswell | ETH Sleep The
Hills
about =] 1 = 5 2
allthesites - =6 = - -
altavista - - - =7 -
directhit - - - =10 =9
excite S = & 9 =3
fastsearch - =6 - - -
findwhat = = = 4 1
google =1 =6 1 1 -
goto 4 5 - =10 =
hotbot =6 2 =9 - =3
iWon - - 7 =10 =3
lycos 5 - 3 - -
MSN - =10 - 6 =3
netflip - = - =10 =9
northern light - =10 =4 =10 =
quickfindit = = 3 = =9
raging 10 = 3 & -
7search = = £ . s
simplesearch - - - =7 =9
shap! = 4 s = 8
2look4it - 3 8 = =
webtop 9 - - - -
yahoo 3 - 2 2 =
zensearch = 5 =4 3 =

As can be seen, only one search engine featured in the top 10 for each search
term; About. Three search engines featured in four of the top 10s: Google,
Hotbot and Yahoo.
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Table 3 — The percentage of links that were ‘dead’

Percent ‘dead’

Search engines

0% about, findwhat, quickfindit, thunderseek,
twirlix
2% MSN
3.3% directhit
4% hotbot, excite, iWon, yahoo
5% oingoe
6% simplesearch, netflip, google, goto
6.25% webhelp
6.4% zeal
8% salukisearch,
10% raging, zensearch, northern light, altavista
12% snap!
13.6% looksmart
16% maxisearch, webtop
18% allthesites
20% jassan, 2look4it
22% fastsearch
24% powersearch
26% lycos
32% scrubtheweb
40% 7search

Table 4 — the Weighted Score Top 30 search engines

Rank Search engine Score | Rank Search engine Score
1 Google 1.955 16 Simplesearch 0.846
2 About 1.940 17 Snap! 0.845
3 Yahoo 1.766 18 Allthesites 0.836
4 Hotbot 1.382 19 Raging 0.828
5 Findwhat 1.360 20 Directhit 0.806
6 iWon 1.286 21 Webtop 0.790
7 MSN 1.274 22 Qingo 0.779
8 Goto 1.260 23 Fast search 0.749
9 Zensearch 1.242 24 Lycos 0.662
10 Netflip 1.184 25 Jassan 0.608
11 Quickfindit 1.140 26 Looksmart 0.550
12 Northern Light 1.116 27 Powersearch 0.517
13 Excite 1.075 28 7search 0.420
14 2look4it 0.928 29 Zeal 0.347
15 Alta Vista 0918 30 Scrubtheweb 0.231

Maximum score is 5.

As can be seen there are three leaders using this weighted scoring system:
Google, About and Yahoo.
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Table 5 — Comparison of ZDnet’s IQ ratings and weighted scores in
this research for the Top 20 only

Rank | Search Engine | Weighted IQ

score (ZDNet)

1 Google 1.955 130

2 About 1.940 130

3 Yahoo 1.766 130

4 HotBot 1.382 115

5 FindWhat 1.360 80

6 iWon 1.286 100

7 MSN 1.274 90

8 Goto 1.260 80

9 Zensearch 1.242 unrated

10 Netflip 1.184 80

11 Quickfindit 1.140 90

12 Northern Light 1.116 110

13 Excite 1075 100

14 2look4it 0.928 65

15 Alta Vista 0.918 90

16 Simplesearch 0.846 80

17 Snap! 0.845 100

18 Allthesites 0.836 unrated

19 Raging 0.828 unrated

20 Direct Hit 0.806 100

The average IQ score is 100

As can be clearly seen, the top three places are filled with the search engines
given the highest IQ scores by ZDNet.

Discussion

As can be seen from the presented data, three search engines rated much
higher than any others. These were Google, About and Yahoo. However the
highest total score (Google) was only 104 out of a possible 250, showing only
an average relevancy across the search terms. This indicates that all the
search engines are not that good at seeking out a range of UFO information.
However, it could be that there is a limited amount of high quality UFO
literature published on the internet and the search engines are actually
providing a good service.

Even taking the above into consideration there were marked differences
between the abilities of the search engines. Some gave out a few good results
then gave out a string of irrelevant ones. Also, some of the search engines
had up to 40% dead links (see Table 3). The weighted overall scores took
into account the above and the same three search engines ranked well above
the remainder.
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So, how do the findings of this study fit into the previous research that has
not been on a specific UFO related search? We appear to corroborate with
some of the findings of previous search engine research. Notess (2002) had
reported that Google was taking a strong lead in his examination of 10
leading search engines. We have discovered that Google is very good at
finding UFO and related material. Over his six years of research, Notess
(2002) stated that other search engines had performed consistently well.
However, we have found differences compared to his analysis. Other search
engines that had performed well in his research included Hotbot (ranked 4™
here), Northern Light (ranked 12™ here), Alta Vista (ranked 15 here) and
Fast (ranked 23" here).

Sullivan (2002) had noted how much a sample of 225,000 people used
different search engines. The search engines that came out at the top
included Yahoo (ranked 3™ here), AOL (not available at the time of this study
to rate) and MSN (ranked 7™ here). Those that had lost ground since his
previous analysis (Sullivan 2000) did not perform well in this study. They were
Excite (ranked 13" here), Alta Vista (ranked 15" here) and Lycos (ranked 24™
here).

In comparison the ZDNet's (2001) IQ scores for each search engine used
here, those that filled the top three places here had been given the top IQ
scores. However, there are some intriguing differences between the scores
given in this study compared to the IQs given by ZDNet. For example, the low
IQ scoring FindWhat, Goto, Netflip, 2look4it and Simplesearch have scored
rather well in this study. Also, three unrated search engines have reached the
top 20 here (Zensearch, Allithesites and Raging). The big ‘losers’ according to
the comparison of the weighted scores to the IQ ratings are Northern Light,
Excite, Snap! And Direct Hit. However, at least they ranked in the top 20.
High IQ scorers like Twirlix (125), Oingo (120), Open Directory Project (120),
Pandia (120), Snoopa (110), Aesir (105) and Lycos (105) failed to register a
ranking here (although Oingo reached number 22 and Lycos reached number
24).

Finally, in relation to previous research, it may be useful for other researchers
to test the capability of many search engines. We tested 91, very many more
than any other research. Some search engines performed very well but are
not used in other ‘search engine showdowns’. For example, FindWhat (ranked
6™ here), Zensearch (ranked 9" here), Netflip (ranked 10" here), Quickfindit
(ranked 11™ here) and 2look4it (ranked 14™ here) have never featured in
previous tests.

As with most research, there are limitations to this study. The rating of the
links was only conducted by the lead author so no corroboration exercise took
place. Also, there are new search engines out that were not tested here and
when this study is replicated more will be added to the ‘showdown’.




Further research needs to be conducted using the same scoring system in two
different ways:

e Replicate this study using meta-search engines

e Replicate this study on a country-based analysis. Sullivan (2001)
reports on the percentage ‘reach’ of many search engines in Denmark,
France, Germany, Italy, Norway, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland and the
UK. It would be interesting to see how the country-based search
engines compare with one another. Therefore, searching would
become more efficient for ufologists.

In conclusion, it would appear that there are currently three search engines
that are very useful to ufologists: Google, About and Yahoo. However, the
overall scores were low possibly indicating that the internet does not have
many high quality articles that are of use to researching ufologists.
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Petition to UN requesting disclosure of UFO information u

John Velez! and Hannes la Rue?

1 petition Coordinator USA, john@virtuallystrange.net, www. virtuallystrange.net
2 MUFON-CES Germany, hannes.la.rue@mufon-ces.orq, www.mufon-ces.orq

The Society for the Scientific Investigation of Anomalous Atmospheric and Radar
Phenomena (MUFON-CES) supports the international, multilingual petition
requesting a United Nations investigation and disclosure of UFO information by
member nations. It is formally addressed to the Secretary General of the United
Nations and urges UN member nations to "to take certain elementary actions in
regard to their official studies of and activities related to the phenomenon known
as Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs)." It is an established fact that such
documents exist, because various states have already disclosed UFO documents
(Ballester Olmos, Vicente-Juan (1999): UFO Declassification:The Spanish Model).
The petition will be delivered to the Office of The Secretary General in March of
2003.

We want to ask you to help the petition become a success. You can read the
petition text here:
http://www.virtuallystrange.net/petition/english.html

You can get engaged as follows: Sign the petition yourself!
http://www.virtuallystrange.net/petition/VSp3.php

Place the banner on your web site!
http://www.mufon-ces.org/img/petition_en.jpg

If you want to get informed on the UFO subject you can start here:
http://www.fufor.com/intro.htm

For a scientific approach to UFOs we recommend Dr. Haisch's site:
http://www.ufoskeptic.org/

The URL of this call is:
http://www.mufon-ces.org/text/english/news/2002-05-18-petition.htm
Please support the petition with your signature.




FORUM debate article:
Supercivilizations and the Extraterrestrial
Hypothesis

Dan D. Farcas PhD

Association for the Study of Unidentified Aerospacial Phenomena (ASFAN),
Romania

This essay exposes a synthesis of the some current ideas, as well as
personal opinions, about the extraterrestrial hypothesis (ETH): the possibility
of existence of other civilizations in our Universe, some of them very old, the
possibilities of contact with them, as well as the consequences for the study
of the UFO phenomenon and for all of us.

How many civilizations are in the Universe?

Now it is accepted that major part of the stars have planets. The
spectroscopy assures us that water and the basic components of carbonic life,
including aminoacids, are everywhere in Cosmos. More and more specialists
admit that the germs of life are travelling throughout the space, “infecting”
immediately all appropriate places. If the favorable conditions last several
billion years, life can reach the abundance and complexity we see on our
Earth. In some cases such a complex life system can give rise to a
“technological civilization”, that means to intelligent beings capable to build
spaceships to conquer other inhabitable planets.

How many such “technological civilizations” could be in this moment in
the Universe, excepting ourselves? Frank Drake proposed in 1961 a well-known
formula to estimate this number. Several researchers made, on this base, their
own calculations, for our Galaxy - the Milky Way. The results were varying from
tens of thousands to zero.

I did again this calculation, respecting more the spirit than the form of
Drake equation. Some estimates give 400 billion stars in our Galaxy. Probable
around 1.5 billion of them are third generation stars, with sufficiently long life
span (minimum 5 billion years), with solid rocky planets, containing heavy
elements, with stable orbits. Probable 20 millions of these planets are in the
“ecosphere”, that is they have a temperature maintaining liquid water,
sufficiently high gravity to retain the water for billions of years, near circular
orbit, reasonable day-night and summer-winter alternation etc. Practically on
all of them, life will appear, but it will reach the abundance we see on Earth
on about one million planets. One percent of such biospheres will give birth
eventually, after billions of years of evolution, to a “technological civilization”.
I hope I am not too optimistic supposing that 9 of 10 such civilizations will
destroy themselves or will degenerate, but 1 of 10 will survive for a very long
time, maybe millions of years, metamorphosing itself eventually in something
we can name a supercivilization. Following our calculation, the Milky Way
can give birth to around 1000 such supercivilizations. Several hundreds

70



appeared in the past and are existing now; the rest will appear in future. This
is @ good average between the figures proposed in literature.

But, if somebody considers that we were too optimistic, and the intelligent
beings are much more scarce, we should add that our Milky Way is only one
of about 100 billion more or less similar galaxies of the Universe accessible to
our instruments. And we have strong reasons to believe that there are other
universes too, maybe “parallel” ones, maybe from other states of substance
etc. Therefore it is almost absolutely sure that in the Universe there are now
many supercivilizations.

What can be a supercivilization?

Unfortunately, we know only one technological civilization — our own - and
no supercivilization. Yet, the only more or less rational way to answer the
question “what can be a supercivilization?” is to extrapolate our evolution in
future, supposing we will avoid self-destruction.

If the pioneers will not disappear, in several decades the planet Mars will be
explored, as well as some other bodies in our Solar System. Afterwards we will
start to think about other solar systems. There are one thousand stars in the
neighborhood of 54 light years. 46 of them seam to have solar systems similar
to ours.

In the last fifty years the engineers imagined a lot of starships to travel
towards them. We can mention the thermonuclear ships ORION and
DAEDALUS, the ionic ship YANTAR, the laser ships STARLIGHT or
SUPERSTARLIGHT and so on. Not the technology is missing but the money and
the motivation. These very “classical” ships can cover the distance of 4 light-
years until the nearest star — Proxima Centauri — in fifty years. Arriving there,
the travelers could build colonies and, maybe in other fifty years, three other
starships. These starships, and the next generations of pioneers, would repeat
the performance in another century and so on, as in a nuclear reaction. In this
manner, the human race could conquer the Milky Way in one or two million
years. Of course, supposing the science and technology will stop at the level of
XXI century, which is extremely unlikely. Otherwise the time will be considerably
shorter. Some other authors find greater or smaller values. Freeman Dyson or
Joseph Shklovskii spoke about 10 million years; Stanislav Lem was convinced
that this period will be only of several hundreds of thousands years.

But I am strongly convinced that in the next centuries (or sooner) we will
discover new principles of physics to avoid the limitation imposed by the speed
of light. Theories as the superstrings, the sub-quantum world, the energy of
vacuum and many other new approaches, as well as some recent experiments
assure us that, in several centuries, all actual preconceptions concerning the
nature of substance, space, time, dimensions etc. will be changed. Thus the
inter-stellar travels will be much simpler and much shorter than we can imagine
today.

The human race will change too. Research projects are in progress
concerning regeneration, extension of life expectancy, genetic engineering,
bio-robots, cyborgs, etc. Almost all bigger artificial objects will become
“intelligent” in the near future, with integrated microchips, and will be
interconnected, through the Internet, with all computers and databases in the
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world. The wireless command of all those appliances and computers will be
made by microprocessors implanted in head, connected directly to the human
brain. In less than one hundred years it will be sufficient to think about a
topic and in the next moment all the requested information will be in the mind
of the person interested. We will see through eyes situated thousands of
kilometers away, we will act with robot arms at the same distance, or we will
meet each other in the virtual reality, all only through this kind of implant,
without the complicated appliances used today in tele-presence. Moreover,
we will speak to each other “mind-to-mind”, through the digital network,
without sounds, and at any distance.

In the XXX century shall we still use words to communicate? Shall we still
be bound to our physical body? We can continue with these questions. But all
the above is only for the next several centuries. What could bring us the
progress in one million years is far beyond our imagination. Therefore it
seams almost sure that a supercivilization will have no problems to perform
interstellar travels in a reasonable time, and that we could not make the
distinction between the technology of such supercivilization and magic.

The time gap

If our estimates were correct, the average distance between the
supercivilizations in our Galaxy is of several thousands light years. But,
paradoxically, not these distances give the most important divide, but those in
time.

As we accept now, the age of the observable Universe is at least 15 billion
years, starting with the “Big Bang’. We were lucky, as it was a Universe
favorable for life (the Anthropic Principle). At the beginning there were only
hydrogen and helium. Stars of first and second generation were formed and
burst after some time, creating heavy elements to form third generation stars as
the Sun, with some rocky planets as our Earth. More than 4 billion years ago the
life began to develop on it. Two billion years ago the first eukaryote cell
appeared, after another billion, the first tiny worm, and, in the last billion, the
descendants of this worm realized a technological civilization.

In this marathon of more than 15 billion years, of the life and intelligence
throughout the Universe, the chances were different in different places. This
difference could be of hundreds of millions years or more. As an example, at 37
light years from us there are two stars: Zetal and Zeta? Reticuli, both of them
of the same type as the Sun, but older than it with one billion years. By
coincidence or not, these stars are often mentioned in the UFO abduction
stories as the origin of abductors.

If we accept, for the sake of simplicity, that the several hundred
supercivilizations supposed to be in the Milky Way were born, in a uniform
way, along one billion years, it results that supercivilizations appear each 2-3
million years. This is the “normal” gap between two neighboring civilizations
in time, despite the fact that, in all SF encounters, the technological distance
between two civilizations is only of several hundreds or thousands of years. In
2-3 million years, a technological civilization should be transformed in
something else, maybe in spiritual beings, or virtual beings, maybe in
something we cannot even imagine. And we have to think also about the
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oldest supercivilization, which could have one billion years ahead of us. I repeat
- our ancestor, one billion years ago, was a small worm. In the next billion the
evolution can be faster. What should be now they, the masters of
supercivilizations, what shape they have, after another billion? We can only
hypothesize that they became a Higher Intelligence.

In this huge time gap, of hundreds of millions of years, between the early
supercivilizations and us we can find the key to answer to the most of the
problems linked with our cosmic destiny.

Where are they?

Following our estimates, our civilization could have conquered the Galaxy
in @ maximum two million years. Almost sure, all supercivilizations did
somehow the same before us, millions of years ago. Therefore they should
know, for long time, a lot about us and they should be here, now. But, at
least officially, they are not. The tradition says that Enrico Fermi put first, in
the early forties, the rhetorical question: “They should be here; where are
they?” Were we wrong? Are we, in spite of our calculations, alone in the
Universe?

For most of the people it seems normal that if some (friendly) space
travelers come to us, they should land at the White House Loan (why not in
Place de la Concorde, or in front of the Buckingham Palace, or in the Red
Place or Tien An Men Place etc?). The visitors should ask to see the Big Chief
of the Earth, and to offer us some new technologies in exchange for some
goods or rights here (e.g. row materials or genetic experiments on humans),
and so on. For most of the people it seems normal that a cosmic civilization
will send us, by radio, some signals about their existence, waiting for an
answer. For many others, a space invasion, as in the “Independence Day’
movie, is perfectly plausible (as well as the final victory of USA). A/ these
scenarios about ET contact are false, being mined by serious preconceptions.

A list of several ET preconceptions

We can start with the preconception of equal rights. A difference of
millions of years, or even hundreds of millions, is so huge as between us and
a monkey or a lizard. If they are here (as it is highly probable), they can
examine us, monitor our evolution, even contact us in some form, but they
will never put them at the same level with us.

The second could be the preconception of conversation. Even we
interact sometimes with a lizard; this will never be a conversation. G. Cocconi
and P. Morrison, argued in 1959, that if the difference between two
civilizations is of millions of years, the probability they exchange ideas is zero.

Another preconception is the temporal chauvinism (or temporal
provincialism upon J. Allen Hynek). It states that, in opposition with the
previous centuries, the last one or the last two hundred years brought us
finally to the light of truth and science. In this light, now we can decide what
can be real and what will never be possible. If one hundred years ago or so
we discovered the radio, some believe it will last the best mean of
communications forever. If one hundred years ago Einstein postulated that
the speed of light is a limit, no other physical law will be discovered until the
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end of times to avoid this limit, etc. As a peculiar example, we have the SETI
preconception. According to it, even if the radio signals need thousands of
years from one inhabited word to other, some civilizations will consider that
these radio signals are the most appropriate mean for cosmic contacts; and
we should search for them.

For some people (I suspect many of them are linked with the military-
industrial complex) it should be normal if a cosmic civilization arrives at the
Earth, it will attempt to conquer us by force. They should be “invaders”, as in
so many SF novels and movies. This can be named the preconception of
the invasion. If we agree with the reasoning in the first part of this article,
we should accept that, for almost sure, no invasion will take place in future.
That is because the supercivilizations knew about us millions of years ago,
therefore they could invade us in those times, and, in a certain sense, we are
already invaded by them, for millions of years.

There are some well-known footprints in stone, as in Berea (Kentucky) or
Antelope Springs (Utah) as old as 500-600 million years. Inside rocks formed
thousands or millions of years ago, very old and unexplainable technical
objects were found too, as those of Schdondorf (Austria), Coso Mountains
(California), NMarada river (East Ural, Rusia), etc., even in Romania near Aiudg,
in the bed of the river Mures. Maybe they are signs that somebody is visiting
us for a very long time.

Of the same kind is the preconception of intervention. The UFO sects
hope that the ET will help us (or at least the “chosen”) to overcome some
future catastrophes. Although it is not a perfect comparison, we can
remember that centuries ago, when people arrived to a new place (e.g. a wild
valley, an uninhabited island) they settled, building houses, destroying the
forest to make agriculture, bringing cows, pigs, hens, killing tigers, bears,
wolfs etc. In the name of biodiversity, now we understand that this attitude
cannot continue, and in the last decades we witness a strong ecological
movement. Now the norm is that if we discover a valuable piece of land,
which escaped from the human intervention, a new island or a new valley in
the rain forest, we shall declare it a reservation, permitting only a very limited
intervention, for scientific reasons. Following these regulations of non-
intervention, a researcher cannot help today even a baby turtle to overcome
an obstacle toward the sea. This attitude seems to be strengthening in future.
A supercivilization observing the Earth and the human technological
civilization should act in a similar manner, avoiding to interfere in our
evolution, but taking samples, making some experiments, having very limited
contacts (not at all as equals) with only some individuals, selected upon their
and not our criteria. With the premises above, we can accept that the Earth
could be seen as a cosmic reservation monitored by some supercivilizations (it
is close to the so-called zoo hypothesis). There are, in my opinion, some other
stronger reasons for non-intervention too, which transcend the zoo
hypothesis. I will refer to them later in this paper.

Therefore no settlement, no destruction, on one hand, and no official
contact, conversation or substantial help, on the other hand, are to be
expected from the advanced cosmic civilizations, even if they are here now.
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The primitive ET hypothesis and some questions about UFOs

Many persons promote and believe in a primitive extraterrestrial hypothesis
(ETH). In opposition with the ETH exposed early in this article, the primitive ETH
states: that everything with ET is “nuts and bolts” material, that the limit
imposed by the speed of light will never be transcended (or not too much) by
any civilization, that all travel in Cosmos will be made from one planet to
another, by more or less STARLIGHT type spaceships, and, very important, that
the difference in evolution between two encountering civilizations is equivalent
at most with several hundreds or thousands of years.

Obviously, with this meaning of the concept “extraterrestrial”, many
significant researchers are reluctant to accept the extraterrestrial origin of UFOs.
The best example is probably Jacques Vallée. He expressed four main objections
in this respect.

The first objection was that there are too many UFO landings to be ships of
some space explorers. A Romanian skeptic asked even if “did the Earth became
kind of Cosmic Mecca?” I believe, for a supercivilization the cosmic distances are
more affordable than to us, thanks to their additional millions of years of
scientific and technological progress. But if we accept the supercivilizations
monitor us for a long time, they can have some cosmic bases nearby, the UFOs
being suitable mainly for short distances. On the other hand, the apparition of a
new technological civilization, candidate for a future supercivilization, is a rare
event in a Galaxy, occurring once in several hundreds of thousands or even in
several millions of years. We are alone, in our entire Galaxy, for a long time, in
this “new-born” phase. It is nothing unusual that such an event is of a great
interest for the older civilisations.

The second objection was that the reported behavior of UFOs is too strange
(non-inertial movements, weightlessness, curved or cut beams of light, stopping
the time, beings passing through the walls etc.). But for the inhabitants of the
rain forest, the wireless Internet could be magic too. They did sometimes even
worship our technical achievements. And do not forget - the distance in
evolution between a possible supercivilization and us is many thousands time
greater than between the rain forest people and us.

To say “it is impossible” because “it contradicts the laws of the nature” is a
proof of a great arrogance or ignorance. Jean-Jacques Rousseau observed that
“to say that something contravene the laws of the nature you should know the
laws of nature. Who can say that he knows all of them?” In the same manner,
several centuries before, a scholar was denying the possibility of miracles,
because they contradict the laws of nature. Saint 7Toma D’Aquino answered him
"You believe you know all the laws of the nature?”

Why now, at the beginning of XXI century some still behave as if they
know all of them?

Genetic experiments

The third objection of Jacques Vallée was that the reported appearance of
EBE (“extraterrestrial biological entities”) associated with the UFO encounters
are too close to the shape of humans. There are even reports about alleged
interbreeding, which would be possible only if humans and extraterrestrials
are of the same species. This is a serious objection indeed. On one hand, the




carbonic life, based on the DNA, seems to be the base for most (if not all) life
forms in the Universe, not because it is the only possible, but because it was
the most efficient in the marathon that begun with the Big Bang. On the other
hand it is highly improbable that the creators of two independent civilizations,
born on two different planets, far away in space and time, will be geneticaily
close (in terms of DNA).

But - who can say what interbreeding technologies could be discovered in
future by the genetic engineering, after not hundreds but millions of years?
We can only speculate, for example, that an elusive supercivilization could try
to realize, using genetic materials from the Earth, new human races, with
greater brain, with higher intelligence, adapted for some special tasks, etc.
Many “races” described by the alleged abductees (the grays, the tall blonds
etc.) can be such artificial human races or even biorobots derived from the
human species. They can be “produced” for example in reservations or bases
somewhere outside the Earth. In the same manner we make new varieties of
wheat from the traditional ones. Sometimes, the perfect variety of wheat
became sterile or exposed to new diseases. At that moment the agronomists
will try to find some appropriate genes in the pool represented by the
primitive species of wheat, to improve the “perfect” variety. What if humans
on Earth are the “wild pool” of genes, suitable to improve some artificial
races? In this case it will be no problem of compatibility between the visitors
and us. Hypotheses like this could explain much of the reported UFO
abduction and hybridization stories.

Some people even suppose there was an external intervention in the
apparition of the mankind as well as subsequent interventions to improve it.
For what purpose? To create, finally, the "superman" dreamed by Nietzsche?
For more creativity or an increased intelligence? Some analyses estimate that
the volume of the brain of an EBE is at least double in comparison with that
of humans. What is interesting is that human babies with such a big brain
cannot be born in the natural way, because of the anatomical limitations of
pelvis. The abortion after three months and the subsequent development of
the embryos in incubators, as in UFO abduction stories, could be a solution...

The old writings are full of genetic experiments to improve the human
species. In the Bible we have the creation of Eve from Adam's rib (cloning?),
afterwards undesirable hybrids were made by the fallen angels, Noah was an
ideal model, all other human specimen being destroyed etc. There are such
examples in the writings of many other religions and in popular traditions. The
Greek heroes as Achilles, Perseus, Hercules etc. were supposed to be half-
human half-divine hybrids. Alexander the Great, Julius Cesar and many others
pretended to have a similar origin. In addition we have the stories about
incubus and succubus in the roman antiquity, or about fairies in the Middle
Ages, and other similar creatures almost everywhere. In the present days we
have all the UFO abduction and hybridization stuff, starting with the case of
Antonio Villas Boas. With almost no exception all the actors performing such
hybridization were coming from the sky. It seems to be more than a
coincidence.

All genetic experiment stories: from the Bible, from other religious or
folkioric traditions and from UFO abduction reports, are compatible with the
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monitoring of Earth and mankind by a Higher Intelligence, belonging to
supercivilizations.

Why they do not offer us their technologies?

A fourth objection of Jacques Vallée was that the scientific and
technological level shown by UFO visitors to the abductees is too close to
ours. This contradicts a bit its own second objection. But, if we accept it, that
could have two explanations: on one hand, the reports contain only what the
witness understood, and a person understands ‘more or less what ‘he can
explain in terms of our current scientific and technological concepts. On the
other hand, it could be an “embargo” imposed by the visitors themselves, due
to their non-intervention policy, an interdiction to show us too much.

In many reports the visitors stated that they fear the human
aggressiveness and xenophobia. All the technology in the hands of humans
becomes weapons. Advanced technologies given to the humans would lead to
a great danger, both for us and for other civilizations. Therefore the whole
mankind should come to a moral maturity before any exchange of
sophisticated technologies.

Another argument often used is that showing us too much, even giving us a
final proof of their existence (as the requested landing on the White House
Loan) will lead to a “cultural shock”, virtually destroying all our social, religious,
economical, political, cultural etc. structures. I suppose it is still more than that.
The supercivilizations should have a complete exchange of ideas, technologies
etc. among them. Eventually this complete exchange leads to a deadlock. A
new, fresh, viewpoint can be offered only by an outsider, with two conditions:
to have sufficient maturity as civilization (to have something to say to the
supercivilizations and to resist their “cultural shock”) and to be not influenced in
the past, in any way, by the older civilizations.

Therefore, as a hypothesis, we can state that the Cosmic Intelligence is
elusive also because it is waiting something very important, not only for us but
for itself too. It waits (and maybe harvests even now) our original ideas,
viewpoints, creation, produced as a result of millions of years of our
independent evolution, and all this could be destroyed by a premature contact.

The Database Earth

Trying to extrapolate our own future, to understand better what a
supercivilization could be, we do not neglect of course the progresses of
information and communication technology. Upon some estimates, all verbal
information used by a person in his life is about 30-100GB. If we add all the
images, this will sum up to around 1 million GB. An average computer
memory, around the year 2040, will attain this capacity. Until the end of the
century, probably all information, all thoughts, all small gestures, concerning
all human beings on Earth could be stored in the memory of one computer. It
is not yet clear through what kind of channels the information will be
collected, the best solution could be a chip implanted directly in connection
with the brain (there are many experiments in this direction); but it is a
technical detail... A very important reduction in size will be achieved retaining




only the “essential” ideas, gestures etc., because many of them are repeated,
or are common for most people.

From the data about him, a person could be restored in a virtual reality.
In the “cyberspace” we shall construct alternate worlds; there we shall meet
living or deceased people, not only with their appearance, but also with their
ideas and gestures. They will answer even new questions, in the manner they
would answer in their life. Gradually it will be more and more hard to
distinguish the material reality from the virtual one, as it is suggested in some
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