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- • 1 m response .. to my· criticism ·· .of ·' "Tha- Andreasson Af.fairn· and ·t.•The Time. Machinett:·�\'t·
';;� 

. .  :• -'i; Was, H.(l.;Wells an trziwitting Contactee?• (Awarenes's .. Vol· 9'-No ,3)', the autbo:t or·{�·-' � : ··�>� - � 
·� · ' · that aieticle,_ Brian J. Burden, has supplied me with ···t· b:e;;,f"ollowi' ng ·observationsl.· .. , :)'£ 

' �:in a letter- dated 22 Jul.y !981: . . ·  · . .  · 
. 

· 
... 

· .. · 
... !. · �-�� ·-�"'�. 

i 'Regardi.ng the Wells article - whoever typed the stencils. tor nAwar.eness �• ·· ad.e �: �· 

a small.. garble on page one ; it doesn't , however,. lnateriall� alt.er._'the se· nse�and 'ri :1.1,,� 
there is nothing I would .wish to change in the general thesis. · ·. �. ·· , � · · · . . · · . �{��� 
'1 don't object to criticism > or to the total rejection of.my argumen:t,. but\tkere�:�t�: 

� are cert .ain ground rules which ought to be observed: ' • , ', ·· . ·  ,': : . I" 1• :. ' :;,'• rf,��:,:::� · 
· 'I.: Be sure that you understand what is being said before you attack ·it. ·Tilu�- ·�;;:�� ·.:�t.� 

as an ara1 ternative" to my argument t you suggest that both Wells and Mrs.:· 
: : · .  t' · -:; f�<·: 

Andreasson experienced some sort of eruption from the Jungian· unconscious. 'My f<�J 
article doesn't exclude this po�s·ib�lity. If you g? back to .�t you wil� ff:nd·-.

. .· ,tir:,· that I haven't attempted to def1ne con.tactee experJ..enee-.(Incl.dental�Yt Jung'.s , · .. ;.:ti{��� 
theories are scientifically unproven too.) 

' 
· 

· ��� '2. Credit the writer with having done his homework. If. you want to know about' , �-:O"i<J� 
Wells and drugs, a reading of the collected short sto.ries- will be sufficient to .· ·.: 
show Wells's extreme interest in the subject. . ··· . , · · �1i�i-"-\ 
t 3 . • Think around some of your rationalisations. If Mrs Andreasson' s experience·.- ���'l 

came from the pages of The Time Machine then the people who put her through · . : ��*���-� 
hypnotic regres.sion were either incompetent or crooked .• Is this likel

,
y ,ask your•. ��1��; 

self. · ·· · · · · �·-.:£;� :-
'4• So you don't. think human minds are coll.ectively affected. by certain· "' . .-t�:-:li�� 

universal forces at certain periods of history •. Fair enough, there's no ··:;. ���} 
scientific evidence. But there are many people who do hold ·this View - . Arthur· :-� .�?�f5 · 
Koestler among them ; I happen to share his view. , 

· 

'5• It is illogical to try to defeat an argument by smashing up a pattern and 
then -by minutely examining each separate fragment seeking to prov·e that the 
patt,.ern · didn.'t- exist in the first place. Lawyers use th:5_s trick t but _it if? a' 
ploy, not a legitimate instrument of logic. � 

·, . -(� .  
'Might I suggest a reading or re-reading of Country of the Blind. It .is, am:Ong : r · 

. . .h- " man� other t�i!lgs . a saluj;ary warning against committing oneself to �igid ·· ·� · . . �:t� .. ,_;; 
helJ.ef-systems. • I JJ • •• ·, "; •• ·;;�·· 

Hy answers to the above points are: . . · .· . .:- ·��:·?�; 
· I. By his own admission the author does not define what a contactee experie�-- �-j· i·::: 

is . Other al ternati 11e explanations might not be excluded by the a_utho-r,--- but -such · �; ·'.; - .. 
explanations. ·are ignored in his article.Presumably one. has·· to be a mind reader · '�:;·.� · .  

·before one can •understand what is being said'. 
· 

2 ... Just because Wells knew alot about drugs · doesn't mean to say he used them.�··
.
��-'<·�;��-: 

Even if he did use drugs it doesn 1t prove he was a contactee ., . .... \�}··; 
3. It is an unfortunate fact that most hypnotic regression cases involving UFO . ···.:�� �'- : :. 
percipients re'Veal the inexperience of the experimenters , mainly because this is:::·<> 
such a complex area, of study. If )1rs Andreasson was influenced by . 'The Time . ·· · i1::;: ·.-,; 

� '  rachine 1 it doesn 1t follow that those involved with her case were . 1in'Competent ·· !"f�'.<. 
; � · or crooked '• ... · 

� ' .. - t�,·.· .. 
. 4. It depends on what you define as 'certain universal forces•. Many universal � .  

factors can influence human behaviour, e.g. environment�.age,race,.sex,status,etc. · : 
5. If the pattern is valid then its component parts should bear thi.s .. out .. Science ·. 

· 

has. ooen! so effective because the manif'estations of qature· have been dealt with ·,·· ·. 
in an increasingly specialized way •. Anyway a re la tionffhip between 'The Time .. _; .. ,· ··. 
Machine• and 'The And�easson Affair' can hardly be _ ccil.lled a patt·eru. . 

· 

-��. "' 

Hone of · Brian•s points give any substance. to his· own tllesis - that H;G.Well.s .was · :.< 
an unwitting contactee. Primarily 'The Time Machine'/ i.s a clever adventure story·:�:.� 
which speculates upon the fate of mankind. His theme seems to be influenced by 
the political ideology of the period rather than by drugs or. extraterrestrials • . :· 

Conversely 'The Andreasson Affair' is an emotional dream-like story with 
· 

religious overtones and is probably the articulat ion of �ws Andreasson' s 
personal preo ccupations in a manner that her conscious mind can acc ept and 
with. 

Perhaps Brian Burden & A.Ko estler are right,we are ruled.by 'certain universal 
forces t . But isn't this the trap of 'rigid belief-systems'?To avoid such traps we � 

have to be critical in our analysis of the data we are confronted with.Brian's 
thesis is imaginative , but it has the strength of gossamer when examined even 
in. a very superficial manner. ALL communications to: Nigel Watson . Westfiel.d 
Cottage» Crowle Bank Road, Althorpe, South Humberside, DNI? 3HZ. 


