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O.K. so this is not the issue promised in No. 3. The John Michell 
special is in hand and will appear during ·:1984. There are many cal.ises 
for this change, not least being the publication of LEY-LINES IN 
QUESTION, by Tom Williamson and Liz Bellamy. For topicality much of this 
issue specifically deals with this book. The authors· were invited to submit an 
article on their aims and this appears along with reviews by Anthony Roberts and 
myself. Als-o-before it is forgotten I discuss the ley connection and "Coronation 
Street". Consequently the reviews section is truncated this issue, but everything 
submitted will be reviewed eventually. 

THE PIPES OF P.A.N. Magazine of Pagans Against Nukes, an 
organisation seeking banishment of nuclear technology and creation of harmony; co­
ordinating ·-pagans in political and magical work for. Gaia. New Age eco-pagan sentiments 
and political aetivism. 

John Cooper Clark has a poem. called "You Won't See Nipples in The Daily Express". 
However, if you do want to find them they can be fo�d 'in this magazine. For inStance 
No.- 11, has a naked moon goddess on the cover - � nippl�s and all. Page 3, like another 
organ, has three breasts depicted plus naked Pan ( he's also on page 2 ) ; page 8 has a 
naked girl playing an instrument and there's a knobbly-kneed Viking on page 15 to 
show it's not chaulrl.nistic. No. 13. Page 2 has a naked girl -- bre�sts, navel and 
pubic hair, to boot. For the lady readers' titilation page 6-has P<:J.n with impress­
ively endowed genitalia, though drooping. Plus Fellowship of Isi�, med.iM±ion, pets, 
Sylvan� meeting story, poe-try, vivisection, astrology, beacons at bases and green ray 
No. 14._Guy Ragland Phillips on music and poetry, ritual work, creation myth winner, 
radical feminism, astrology, darkness, more Sylvanus, and a winged female nude spirit 
on page 5. 

Elsewhere in THE SHAMAN I take to task two people· and two other. p�o,pl_e .feel they 
have taken me to task. THE ·PIPE'S OF P.A.N. 's Philip Cozens and Nieo:J._a Miles write: 
"We were somewhat s.urprised by the cover of your latest issue. Dbn' t the gutter 
pre·s·s degrade the Old Religion adequately, not to mention perpetrate the· worst sort 
of sexism, without you joining them?1' 

Firstly there was no intention to degrade the Old Religion. I do not think the cover 
would imply any trivialis1ng of paganism or degrading of women. The pol?es were art­
istic· and) in fact, the pictures of model Minette Macfarlane accompanied publici� 
from the British Safety Council to draw attention to the dangers Df bonfires and 
fireworks. Perhaps it is indicative of our society in general that we re�uire to be 

� cont. p. 12) 
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2. 
OUR REASONS AND AIMS 

By TOM WILLIAMS.QN AHR LIZ BELLAMY 

In tAe foreword1 LEY LINES IN QUESTION is described as being a bqok about arch­
aeology f�r ley hunters and a boo� about ley hunting for archaeologists. Both groups 
may feel that for us to write such a book is unnecessary, or a liber�, or both. So 
we are pleased to take this opportuni� to explain why we wrote the book and our aims 
in doing so. 

Indeed, givem the immense popularity of the study of leys, it seems to be high 
time that there was some explanation for the blatant hostili� to the subject exhib­
ited by the academic establishment. Ley hunters. complain bitterly, justifiably and 
often of archaeologists' failure tc' enunciate their objections and counter tpe claims 
of the so-called "f:Pinge". We hope that we have provided a clear account of the arch­
aeological arguments against the existenc-e of leys, and have done so in the context 
of a. rundown on reeent ideas and developme_nts in orthodox archaeology. 

We
. 

hope that by doing this we will not be branded as wholly hostile. to ··those vvho· 
believe in leys. We thoroughly appreciate, and have always greatly enjoyed reading, 
the writings of ley theorists. There is a poetic truth in their ideas, related to far 
older stra�ds of thought in literature. Furthermore the ley concept seems to be 
associated with a love of the countryside and an emotional contact with its past of a 
kind w}?.ich is often sadly lacking in the work of orthodox archaeologtsts. We do not 
mean.to knock this poetic kernel of ley theory, but merely its scientific shell. For 
we feel that, since many ley writers present their ideas as incontrovertible :scit?ntific 
facts, it is reasonable for us to study them in these term�. Having done so, we are 
unavoidably led to the conclusion that at least for the moment -- there is no.': 
evidence for the existence of leys. 

Thus although the id�a of the lines is deeply appealing, we are ·inclined to think 
that ley hunters would be better employed elsewhere. For there are so many fields of 
research, in both the study of the paranormal and in the orthodox realms of archaeol­
ogy and landscape history, that are only held up by the lack of enthusiastic workers • 

. We b-elieve that there is one field in particular where such people are urgently neede 
ed. At the moment our heritage, the ancient countryside of Britain, is facing the gre&te 
atest ever threat to its survival. We hope that in LEY LINES IN QUESTION we have gone 
a little way towards indicating the-complexi� of the human forces which have shaped 
our environment over the millenia. The appearance of our landscape is intrinsically 
tied to its antiquity, and serves as a monument to the endeavours of the common people 
of the past. Today this environment is in danger of being irrevocably lost,·thr.{)ugh 
the imposition of modern agricultural and constructional methods which do not adapt 
but rather destroy all that has gone before. 

We fir�ly believe that it is only by understanding our countryside that we can 
attempt to conserve it, and perhaps this �understanding is hampered ?nd 
not. helped by.a concentration on "golden age" views of the past and erroneoas concep­
tions ·or the pattern�· ·in the landscape. There is a danger that, while worry;Lng �bout 
the removal of marks tones, the whole face of the countryside may be irretrie·v�:ihly·· 
erased. 

·Nevertheless, �lthough we have tried to highlight the deficiencies in ley theory, 
and perhaps demonstrate some of . 

the ac1peal of more orthodox landscape studiea, we do 
not ;intend to "get at" ley hunters� As we have said, we have ·considerable sympathy 
with the terms in which they conceive the past. Indeed, as we try to make clear in the 
book, we feel that not only could archaeologists learn a great deal from aspects of 
ley· theory but in some ways, they have already been influenced by it. _ 

We ·appreciate that, like any other subject, ley theory is a fluid corpus of opinion, 
and many of the ideas which we vilify may not now be, or never have be:en, held by 
every �ey hunter. Nonetheless we hope that at the very least the book will help to 
clear away some of the dead wood from the field of fringe s·cie·nce� Indeed, -we hope 
that it may demonstrate to some readers that although the academic establishment has 
its fa�, the conventionnl study of the past is not the dus� prosaic process of 



categorisation which many ley hunters appear to believe it to be. There is an 
orthodox .study or the patterns in t};le landscape Yfhich we feel is easily as appealing, 
as yXci ting, and even mo_re vi·tal a11a relevant to· the present than the search for 
alignments whicp we h()pe. to .show to be i_llusory. · 

* +* +* +* -t¥-*+*+';c+* +*+.1< +*+ * +* + � -t* +'ft+*+*+':c+''�+*+*+*+*+�+*+):c +*+*+*+*+;�t+*+*+*+*+*+>:C +*+*+*+* + 

CO�RACT KILLERS. (PSYCHic" CRIPPLES) 

.By ANTHONY ROBERTS 

"LEY LINES IN QUESTION" by Tom Will;iamson and Liz B�llamy (World's Work Ltd. ) £9-95 
252 pages, illustrated. ISBN 0457 192059 

This book has all the appearances of being carefully set up .by the archaeological 
"mafia" as a ••·contract" job on s.cientif·ic ley hunting with a couple of side blasts 
(dum dum bullets) fired· against earth mys.teries in gen�ral. The triggerm�n (writers) 
are merely a couple of young contract killers brought in to do the job as cJ.eanly 
and effe.ctively as possible. It speaks reams for the_ skills and ;sensitivity of Will­
iamson and Bellamy, that they have almost turned· the tables on their masters. They have 
pro'duc·ed a readable if harshly ·cri tiqal survey of contemporary "alternative archaeol­
ogy" in its pompously empirical "scientific" man�festation, that has humour and some 
erudition neatly .p ackaged together between the-·innof'uously plain covers. One· of the 
most interesting aspects of this· book ·is that the in�repid authors get steadily over­
confident as they ·amass their mountains of contradictory earth mysteries data and their 
often incisi.ve argumerit· and .cri-ticism becomes frequently slipshod,. silly .and breath� 
lessly juvenile. But at ·least they.are taking the whole thing seriously at last. In 
fact they get so drugged on-their ow� ratiocinative emisiions that they finally turn 
their work into a behaviourist wasteland _of arid social dyriamics. But as we all. kn_ow 
even deserts have their oases and rich lifeforms. This book is full of such things but 
alas, always couched in the most r�ductive of terms however competently Written. Being 
social anthropologists the .authors cannot conceive of a viable. metaphysical basis to 
the, conceptual structure of .history._ 'correspondingiy they judge everything ·according 
to their constricting socio�logy, severely linYi ting their vision. They are . the perfect 
epiomisation of blind, acad·emic hacks; talented, logical, devious and totally devoid 

.of true Blakean Imagination • . Their.minds.lqck the conceptual morphoiogy of a ·psychic 
dimension. They are in fact spiri tuai eunuchs. 

· · 

The overall thesis of the book is that leys, geoma�cy and all associated earth 
mysteries studies in their scientific form are based upon lies, ignorance, misaapre­
hension, .naivety and plain good old fashioned wishfu� thinking. The authors make some 
excellent points in the· dissection of the scientific ley hunters, wielding their 
razor sharp scalpels with a coldly ruthless efficiency. There are indeed many 
ludicrous enormities in the packed archives ground out by alternative archaeology's 
more dessicated thinkers, and here they are ·justifiably chastised in their own· 
pedantic terms. The authors.quite rightly steer clear of the school of geomancy that 
blossoms in the poetically spiritual garden that I tend, as indeed being psychic 
cripples they would have no competence to even contemplate such natural expressions 
of-metaphysical reality. 

·· The majority of the book is devoted to the attempted systematic destruction o!' 
every theoretical concept, piece of evidential material and detailed example of field­
work thrown up by the scienti-fic ley hunters since the work of Alfred Watkins in the 
Twenties. F'or· instance, they say leys are not feasible because of the ''mixed marker" 
syndrome; churches, earthworks,--stones and circles of many periods being incompatible 
with orthodox ideas of cultural differentiation and typolocial methodology. The site 
cont.inuity- idea invalidates this constipated criticism and there is_ a great deal of 

. published evidence to show such site continuity: Maiden Castle, Ru'dstone, Knowltbn, 
etc. However, the authors(who claim their book is a comprehensive study) somehow 
neglect to mention: the work of John Williams, the dowser from Abergavenny whose 
SCEMB line system is based rigidly on totally prehistoric· sites (principally Bronze· 
Age and Neolithic) and who has found exact angle measurements of 25t0 (the Earth's 
angle of tilt) between all his alignments so providing a coherent and repea ta(>le 

---- -- -- ----



4. . . 

measuring valuation _that "proves" aligni:nent validity. Eqtially the work of Dr Josef 
Heinsch, the great German geomant, is totally ignored. But if the whole. geomantic/. 
geomythic rationale is the crystallization of the Divine patterns projected on to 
'Creation frorri the all-encompassing Will of 'God (as: it is), then such proofs as are 
preferred by the scientific gemoancers and spat upon by the soulless orthodoxers are 
not necessary. There is no.t:�·:_ lo_:t IfiO�e.:�ha t_. needs to be said except to ill us tra te a few 
points of fallibility upon the part of .trie sometimes stridently learned authors. This 
fallibility can then be seen to invalid.ate s.ome of their wilder methodological 
exc�sses such as dismi�sing "intuition" as "non compos mentis" in ley research but 
accepting it in many other f'orms, i.e. NewtC?n, Aristotle, Archimedes, etc. 

First, at one stage in their "demolition" of large-scale geometry they are found 
busily decrying the huge decagon pioneered by John Michell and developed by Michael 
Behrend, which covers vast areas of southern England. Even though the .figure has a 
general conceptual fluidity that needs no exactitude (Behrend's mistake was to look 
for exactitude) the authors do find one of the vertexes springng from a site they 
discover is called Llanmicharigel. They admit this site is_ accurately placed in the 

·decagon but sne·eririgly state that it is unimportant and hardly a household name to 
geomanc.ers, defying anyone to say anything to the contrary. I have to inform Williamson 
and Bellamy that the name (and site) is known to geomancers and what is more the :name 
is.-Crucial as a geomantic signature of correspondence. Llanmichangel. means the ley or 
holy piace of the angel Michael! Watkins (in his book THE LEY HUNTER'S MANUAL) -states 
that the.ley name derives from the Welsh (Celtic) "lan" meaning holy place or site. of 
great 'sanctity. ·This is missed by Williamson and Bellamy. St Michael is of -course the 
patron saint of ley· hunting through the Christianisa tion of ·the "dragon" sites of 
pagan worship. At Llanmichamgel there is a 'St Michael chrch in a beautilul valley 
s\ttrounded by sacred springs and holy wells. It's goj; it all; site continuity, sacred 
geometry, .the lot. 

Elsewhere iri their treatise these "experts" claim the deity word.Og (found at many 
prehistoric site�) dates back no farther than the fifteenth century. If they had-studied 
the -academic etymology of the late John .. Cohane, in his rightly acclaimed .THE KEY ( 1975) 
they would have found Mr Cohane tracing the word (in its God incarnation) back to 
Palaeolmthic racial migra�ions). Likewise the respected Harold �ayley brings out the 
inherited Celtic manifestation of Og in his ARCHAIC BRITAIN (1919); Og's wisdom prod­
ucing Ogham -- the Celtic written language. The Biblical giant Og,·king of-Bashan, :is 
hardly fifteenth century either. The authors quite calmly perpetrate their scholarly 
ignorant enormities, of which I have found do·zen_s on the first reading of the book, yet 
they expect to be taken seriously as comprehensive and accurate researchers. The work 
may be entertaining but it's not really to be taken seriously, certainly not . by any 
Gods-fenring geomant. They even dismiss the Templars' esoteric knowledge as being without 
� supportive evidence. However, the radical historian Nesta Webster has mountains of 
documented evidence in her SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE MOVEMENTS (1924) and that's 
just the· tip of the T'emplars' evidential pyramid/iceberg. 

This book's ultimate dismissal_ of leys is that there are s·mne but they exist by chance or 
or coincidence or both. However, being fast on their mental feet the authors·: do slyly 
disces aligned ancient features, seriously urging their more cons·ervative archaeOlog-
ical cohorts to·actively study the "highly structured spatial distribution of sites." 
I prefer the word -leys myself but then I am a mystic, oqndemned in this book to reside 
forever on the perpettial "·lunatic fringe of the lunatic· fringe". I accept my place with 
humble gratitude and some considerable relief. After all, to be "lunatic" in this world 
of evil, reductive rationalism is to be truly, holily sane! 

-- THE U.MBTON WORM AND OTHER NORTHUMBRIAN DRAGON LEGENDS. Only a few copies left og this 
Zodiac House presentation of yoUI7 editor's tre.atise. Large format, f;Lexi-cover and 
illustrations. Price £2-80, inc,luding postage. . . 

Also various iss·ues available of ANCIENT SKILLS & ·WISDOM REVIEW and TERRESTRIAL 
ZODIA.CS NEWSLErr'TER. For £2 you can have a surprise parc·el of back numbers. 
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LEY-LINE DET�CTORS IN QUESTION 
By. PAUL SCREETON 

5. 

. ··If -�ver a_- boo� failed ·s� - miserably to �atisfy its two ma.in objec:tives then this is 
the one.-.. The' authors (for simplicj_ty henc.eforth W&B) ·see .their book as "about arch-

:aeology -for ley hunters., and .a boo}c . about ley hunting .for arc!la,eologists. B'oth'· may 
find. its conclusions controversial." It is vontroversi'al . only in. how such a work of 
gross incompetence came to be published and the means by which a 'seeming :endorsement 
r·rom ley .hunters . . was solicited. As one of those receiving "special· thabks" in' the 

. acknowledgments·; I would like to stress that Williamsoh has admitted that after. 
·getting �Y ·p�rmission to quote from my book,· and the friendly r�ply �e received ·from 
me, the -�ay I have been projected in. the book was, to quote him: "shabby.'' Well, that 
is· an. ·understatement as regards his treatment of� me and others. I am not normally 
given to <liscusslng ·people' s_ morality -- or lack of it. On their · consciences �- -if 
they_ hav� any·. _ _; be it. · 

There is a,· telling comment about this· boqk'-s genesis where W&B. note: "When preparing 
this· book we wrote to many ley hunters in order to g'et _permission to quote their work, 
and we were most touched and not a little embarras..sed by the incredibly friendly and 

· ·  helpful response that we received. We could not imagine r�ceiving quite such· enco�­
aging. letters from establishment academi�s .!'· ·rt· may -v�ell. be _.that,. like_ m.e., #<:>.� �;1all 
those canvassed were aware of the nature of\ thrlils.lfl ,of the proje.c,ted bo·ok. and p:Ii·ght 
not have been so easy-going had they anticipat�d. the hatchet· job attempt� ·· · · 

�.-I· h�ve·, �spok��
·
-·:twic_e -S-ub-�equently t;· 

Willia�so� and . 
found mJ/self - sq�eV!f1a.t (5toudgingly 

willing t:o take th:ebook seriously. He, to.o, has responded in_oa_ f�i�ndly_f'ashion, . 
quicldy submitting at my request an articie to eJq)l?in their''mo.tiv_es·� Not .only -',�hat, 
but-· I sugge.sted using_ a photograph of the duo· on the cover of th:i,s_· �g_azine. _ .. ::L :even 
though warning that I would be slating their book -� alfd they.had'photbgraphs taken 
�:p�ci�l�y_ f'.or THE SHAMAN .as t�ey had none of them togetn�r pr8--ifiously. I can't 
iinagine Aubrey Burl having sent a posed picture of himself with a hedgehog' to illus­
trate my literary pistol-whipping ·'of him in 'THE SHAMAN-:No. 2. • . 

However, the more I have read and re-read the book in question· the more angry r· feel 
about W&B .and' the book's contents. So can we trust their :motives. as stated above in 
· th� · ob_jeqtfves. 'or th� '1Jo�k? Th�y ·at �eas·t work from the c·orrect premise: that· :ley"' 
hunting h�s ,great populari cy and ley philosophy· has· been ·widely influential., :I:-n _other 
words' the' subject :is commercially viable to publishers. and :f-inancially. beneficial to 
authors. The scissors nnd paste plunder is on? Well, not quite. But lej;1�·.tackle. the 

·nastiest as-p.e�cts of the -book ·headlong right now •. 

T . .h�y rightly .·p,�rceive···one of the aspects of archaeology which-·arfgers ·ley .hunters. 
T�et they, ·as taxpayers,' .fund pr�ctic'es they �ind abhorrent (ghouli�h gravedigglng, 
ri t\u�1 s:L te desecrations; and so on), pick up the tab for high table discussion .�ver 
pheasa·nt. a�d port which does _not include any appreciation of ·their alternative ideas, 
and are publicly denigrat�d in the media by the people they fund·• 

As for this negative reaction, 1/aB, are at least positive in challenging the. Estab­
lishment's ostrich attitude and examine this phobia. An even more extreme v.ersion 
was ho� Im�ahtiei Veli,kovsky w�s . treated like a ;leper and Wilhelm Reich martyred. Books 
such. as � QUICESILVER �RITAGE are still for burning ·(m6st of the paperback edition 

. actuall,.y went up in a warehouse ·conflagration! Is there an arsonist archaeol9gist 
· ar.onn,d'?). · · 

_ T;h.e .authors also ad.rpi t that "no other intellecual discipline has such ·a ·convincing KDx 
and coherent' riva1�-tt This must surely be seen as heartening. 

It is., in fact.,. more convincing that· they give it credit. For. they make many ill-. 
founded ass-umptions, either through choice·�or working from too many outdated books. 

--�· -�Y-LINES IN QUE:?TION by Tom �illiamsori and Liz ;B_ellamy (World's Work, £9�-95)' 



6. 
·.They have concentrated on a small number of books and not bothered to read the many 

magazines -- such as 90+ issues of THE: ;LEY HUNTER -- --��d other articles on the subject 
Even the whole crux of modern i�;:···h�ting i_s . no.t/ ;�:���ed until page 177, where, with 

so me seeming surprise W&B take up--Tom:·G-raves' suggestion that the "ley line system 
was not necessarily the result of;a,.conscious design by man, but might have been 
caused by the forces of nature." Th1s. they dismissive-iy ·regard as· the "lunatic fringe 

_of the lun&tic fringe" and are mi7_tak�n because it is:;·c�nt:ral to curre-nt thought. 

Before this they spend much of· the early part _of th�_.:b.ook <iemo·nstratirig 't:q_at al�gn­
ments cor:mect sites and features totally·.\l!lre�.a te� and.:crea ted over a wide -��part of 
time. In fact, they· harp on· continually about ..no��N�oli thic sites on leys �1-:·r,·ey ·hunt­
ers accept all this. The- argument is not ·.t otall_y:.-one of surmised contin"U:i ty of .-�i:ttes 
but that the 'ley powern is. p"erennial and so tbe sites need not be necessarily of' . "prehistoric origin, though ley·' hunters assume the basic pattern was first laid down 
i�' the Stone Age. This clearly wipes out -the W&B argument. This persistent fallacy 
in the book that "�ey theory ascribes the or�gins ·of everything in the British land­
scape to the Neolithic period • • • • • " is ent�rely wrong and clearly preposterous. Ley 
humters do appreciate the timespa� involved and changing cuitures, and would challenge 

ri·. m:B over their dismissal of continuity documentation. Unfortunately they keep batter­
. \  ing _hom� to. the unwary reader this _f'�1:;31ifica tion so that· when they move to a differ­

enct criticism the effect is compar�pie ·.to that of the feeling after one has been 
banging lrl..s h:ead literally agai�st :"El.·w,ali.: 

Then W&B· doubt that after finding and confzhrming several leys this pursuit mus.t 
necessarily become monotonous and dncreas·ingly less exciting , but ·.:this is an "own 
goal", for surely_ cannot we apply i:;he same. criteria to E\rchaeologists who must weary 
after digging up their ninth or .t�nth iliidden. Not forgetting T.C. Lethbridge's 
apposite observation of these:··people,. ·thAt if one digs up ·the: entrace to a fort, 
like sheep other archaeologists .. m�t :�9 so. likewiae. 

The difference between ley· hunters: and �rchaeologists is that one thinks in straigh� 
lines and the ·other is aligned to a straitjacket; o:br one looks for lines in pockets 
and the other lines his pocke·t·s. 

. . W&B note that in today's r�·cession 
'
th� demarcation between amateur/professianai·is 

.. :blurclng, yet argue archaeology -cannot.·adapt to ley hunting's "egalit�rian organisa­
. · ·tion". This baaely disguised superiority attitude is compounded by the "unlicensed 

use of metal-detectors" stamping ·of·.:£.eet; views contrary to any libertarian or civil 
. righ_ts viewpoint� . · . 

, . : · - · 

As for ley.hunters� ignoring �upposedly "illuminating analogies" which might lessen 
the "mysterious" nature of monument'er�ction, this is nonsense. What about the 
controversy over microwave aerial/dish: constructions on sacred hills or Centrepoint 
as a modern "folly"? Neai ther does i·t take a hierarchical society. to make a con­
s-truction. A colleague who ·was .. : too lazy to build a. garden wall. invi tea all. his 
friends for a barbecue and booze-up and they built his ga�n,. wa_ll �- though I wonder 
whether it ended up ley-straight · at the end of the session •

. 

But W&B too went out -- left ·the ivory tower. They not only read THE OLD STONES OF 
LAND'S END studiously and analytically, but made their own pseudo-pilgrimage to West 
Penwi th to attempt a demmli:tion.-·job on John Michell' s work there. Their arguments 
appear as cogent as Michell's did originally, but they notably fail to explain away 
Michell's observation that eaoh· stone was "often at _the_extreme limit of visibility 
from the next in linen though have ··the courtesy to quote; :this ;highly-relevant fact. 

Using statistics, the authors have no faith that mathematical probability work has 
provided a scientific_ case for. ley reality. . . 

They are equally emphatic
. 

that the archaeological evidence points irresistibly away 
from leys_�epr:esenting intentional aligi1.lllents. 

Their n�xt step is to challenge the co�cept that folklore provides. corroborative 
references to the ley system. Their analysis uses as its anchor point the Bords' book 
THE SECRET··· cOUNTRY., a:, book which argu�s .that the traditions and legends associated. 
with prehistoric sites reflect their .original function, allow for the picturing of a 

- - -----------------------------------------------------------------------



megalithic science and add validit,y to the ley hypothesis. 
When I reviewe __ p. :fhis book-ry�ars�--��o �-i�a:de·-��the point that I be:Li�ve� .�t dangerous tp · 

create such a r�q.U.Clionist' argUIJl�nt. ·A.riy, :fol� ··_tale can usually _be iriterpreted in,: alJ.··< ·­

manner of ways �<? :s\iit the .;pr;eferences� .E\nd-·'befief struct-qf.e of'' .. the. ... �n9:�vi.dual • . : So I ;·�k� 
grudginly find mjself partia.lly agP.�e�'zig w��h:1V&B. Neve�thel��s -all. folklore,�_ ha� . :· ... . : ··.·-. 

elements of impof:tance and -h&s_j.ts rapt�. ifi�·mankind' s _shS:red: ;psyehi.c. univer.s.e .• ·: They. 
mention such fo�oric theme�·ya�-.movlng' stones' and just''Qe,ro-re\vr'iting this,part .of :. 
tbe review I pas.{ed .. our local �!l·V�ya!:d;_, Whe-re my daughte:f assUres'· :me ''a par.j;icu1ar ...... -- .· 
headstone wanders.)iround th-e qhurqhy�_:�•a. The authors would no doubt dismiss this .. tale-.":�-·._· 
as created S:imply"because.· of· the; pa.mt?. on t'fi_e- perambulating dressed marble epitaph _;.. .,_ ;:., 

G-eorge Hopper·. BU:�--·is it ,r1ot strange that a' 't:f:.adi tion associ� ted with prehistori:e:: < ; ._: :·: 

monuments is still•':alive�a'nd _well? My _ _ :J�en;..ye��old daugh�ter·· .... �-�i,'tainly does not ·know -the-�: 
antiquity of this- --�dd and �ecurrent beli-ef:-�·;·-�: 

· 
· .· 

·., -�- .:· . . ···.- · ' :-;;.'_ � 
.. 

: -
With regard to ptibiish�d l�ys ;-, .th�y ·�··:6h.oose ·_ri'evereu:x; __ and .Thdim{dn·'� .T HE  Ii$Y. Ji(JN�ER 'S. _., ·>: ·._·:�; 

COMPAinON .. as· ii teig.iy. tar.ge.t: alfd �give. the � impression .. tf1ey _· ·c�n- : Fi:nd, :·flaws��-, :to.:-. f.�oO.r. -·��eh 7, _ 

exa pm pie • . 

Vfhe.:ther·. th:ey are· b�i.:�,. �,��e.c t:i:ve � ; here an.d..; wha/t def'en'te ·· ru:T' c.ani:·,��f el;-.� .ieiifai� .. : :': 
.. 

. . . . . • ... . . . . .._ . 
• ·  . . -. - L. . '· . . . .• , to be seen�··After''whibh�"the ,���gra:�ors· tut�- to thy . . fi.el_dw<?rk· aspe<Yt; · and./, qpo,�:i a: ;

·
c?�V+.� -" -· 

of _my "�cene::-·���ri�_ de'�q- iP��9�·!'. ��-:����u�h}nlcolio,.sce'i1es :ab'ound - in) ·l.e y - �lit<:;;,��,ffilF-�,:": . ';� -- : � �­
Maybe they ar�.,;j.�alcius. t�_-t:;_ th,e1:-r __ jaundiced;· 'arrogant and sterile vision�.and .yer�J.on . . .. __ .,, 

of p1mh1story ·:·iilcaRaot�'t�.ie's� _-�thei-r.�����J?�li_tis frorri' :forming; .any ar.cadian appr�c-iahorF -�..; 
of the country!i.g.�. ·--· : .. _.. 

· .·: · ' 
_;-

· · :·-· . .. � 
.. ·.:.--

'· ·· · · · · · · ,, . · ·. · · · . . : ... :· ·· . . rr·-� · ·.'·:1 

Then_ th��(.ioo}2 at.lo�g.-di�tac�.leys� �ailly r.,Ji�v�.s��nt faith ln
. thes��: - �a

;��ally . ·. 

they .. choo_s ·� J_ohtr Mic:hell.'s· "St.' Mltchael. Line"'; whiel;t has subsequently- been : :JAoduied and 
re�med . "g�d�arit±9 -corridor.":·�hey miss· this- opp9,rtuni'ty:'to claim-'"1,.9$4 newspeak.'�: . .-:.··-. A� fo;-

.
th�" �tyle ·:�t �itiz{g. the.�E f'·s·· a str�nge .sen:ten�e .. ,which ·b�kins: "All l'�y h���r�- .. -

agre��- .mos,t _of the time, that the ·ley syst�m • • o" which just does 'iiot make sense�·- However_, 
gen�.r.��ly;r'_!t#�-· : ·W'r.;.i:fi!!-g ·_·is::.-compet<?��-,. �f.ough ��ey can p,e downright silly when tryin� tO· 
make a - joq�ar _po:;tnt: -:- :"�It.·is not.:<�ntJ.:teiy i-�rele�ant to observe that as yet ;no one has 
discover·e�_i#;: ������-:���i.�,��t:���heng�·-·! .:.-'·-�'_--;:· ·: · · .; · _� ,; :<�;-�;.-·. -';·:·_ _ 

- _ ·� -: �/: _.--� · ·.�-J · . .. ·--�:,· 
�s f�r ·:6tb.er.� ' .-·)3tyl. e . . :u.-· ,J9bn: :·MiGh�lJ,;· .. is· -�n:- ·tfi�ii-, eye.$. "prose poe,t. o.f-· l.ey _s,tud�e.�.n ·; · , 

I- receive. no_ ;::s.�ch,.:�c·c�i�a�· �·; tn� 'fa.ct, I !:·take.:_· grce$-t.Iprl'de ·in m&' \vri:ting" s't.Y'le�- tholjgh· :· ';. 
have ·a 'vuig:ar;-_,;se;4.i'"-:#ff�fiq_�n�g;�-.p,ride i:n· some a:f: :tfl�:' ·".io:ck:>r .. )>assa{Se-s'' ·.( as .. rro�- � -/ R?b�_:r.:ts �.l.· 
a "aower of_ thllll4ero\18.,:.prq,s.� _ ..;;. ,ha·s . .1l.�a.:wn att.�ntio.n .. to)�. W&B t9ke ·me to :ta:sk. for." an 
incomprehensibl,e s -�nfe.no�� - 'of ,124:

.
0'.·wdrdJ�"a:fter :.±: �ad- �:t>:��r.:assingly state�d· .th�t -"-�9. long-

:w.in�ed.'fphr.as�ology .is demanded. �·for_. s.e.tting o�t .q�s-covEf;oies�" · · . .  ' : i , -· .. _ • •  

• --�· .=..··.:: _:-.�r,- ·: :: .... ·�,- }:.-. :. ,. _ _ . · ·· · -r- ,. _ .  
._ .. ' · . '·· .V"..: -·�·:·, _;_,-·'_!·· .. .- ./) ·. · .. · :· . � . -� 

• 

.. QUICKSILVER. HERLTA.G�. W,as.Jv:f;i. t teri: more :"than� :i;;en year_�··' ago an:d not' bad·' I think, .·.for ·a 
novice :writ·e·r i� �i.s;· :eaf.'ly ··_ -cyie:fit:ies·� 'It woUl_a· :al�q ha_V.e' ·_�'6-�ri pol:!,_t�-�J;p� h�ve.�:c.�nYA�,sed 
whether I -S i;Ul:..agreed: :wi ��- al�.: ·_the 'points i in :the

. 
book._ �.As: #ri-ght 'bk · .e·:x:P�cfe�;-����� -liaye 

.mo�d�i�d many. or·.rnY. .. ���W:�· ... '_-�:y:·· . .-�t]rti'en·t .opini9ns !\nP9-Y �r�·t,eii_dily aoo��s-��le �# ; ·. �a· _ _ 

serialized h�s-toey ·��- .l�y lj�ting which_ I. had .. alr.eady ·wri tteri when .app;r-p�pped_ by .. W&:B ..... 
. .- .. � QUr,CKsi�vlm; HERI�As;�.:, : wa� . d�ii��rat�lyJ ah·'''iiicltis:L�riis�� '.' :·:;book;·.· an dtte·ilit% ���-

·;;;�i.de 
an ali-embr�ci.ng · pi::rckage· of · ·.every_ - sp� cuia'tive ley iassociati�n.fro·m howeve·r-·h±.tarre :--� , : 
source. I did not endorse· . .levitation o_:t·mahy:·_of-; the·:.other fr,��thinkers � ·-:iissociat:ion$�., 
. ·-:And did !-'\v�:��·-�6-f.·."r-o_�-;:h�rye�·ts''

. 
a. �e�r,��-_of�im�d.--'6ri page · 25? )3Y.�page-·1�3 �e:::h�ve 

-a. dir.,�ct. ' cilf�t� : of. "perhaps�S.�erar.·.crops·-.. ,a year·:were groWn. without- ,�onse<luent �e-Cru'ction 
of . rertili�"- ; whic�h ·is·: r·a�the�� a dl:f:fe�ent projecti-a�n.· --:�:_/ -� .' --�--

-: '-Their sel�vt��:i� - is �t�-6._�-p:pa�erit-
-where they a·re.:unch�rit�ble·enough. not to.- gi1[e · 

crecU. t where credit. is due;. s ueh ·_.as . my' cri ti9ism that as trdarch.aeological calendri:c'al 
m�a:s·urement �as u.nlfrely ·to h�ve ·been given precedence. ov�r· domnions.el'U.3�c4. natu;rq.l .� 

. ecological. observation. '·-· ,; ,._ ::·:�:-, <. ' ,  · · • • 

I . · l, \_) .. ... 

. ·:··:: . Then we·. come to. !'the plethora. of. ·eh--ors. and inaccur��;iea�"-'.��This t�rtri app'ears o:p. 
p�ge 176. No,_-:i.t.is. not the writers' pwn admissiop.of ... guilt.bu�-? co.rideknatJ.on of 
o-thers:. The.�e -�s -a_· term "the pot callmng th�;ket-f4y. b,�ack" and:· 'it coUld have. geen coined 
for just· such · a Junkheap as this .book. ;rt is. �1-_.�Y.o:¥-age· _ through :iniseon:ceptions ·�nd .the 
presentation of an eve.resj: of errors. Here f9�)-ows· .. a:·_fsnq6m presentati.otl- .. of. W&B•.s· · · ·. 

mis-taken ·understaning o.f ley though-t .and an aiarlnihg: 1j,.a:'b�ility to check -data • .. ':!.'":. 



s .  
LEY -LINES . Why not leys? 

WATKINS ' LEY REVELATION. This could 
have been cleared up s imply by refer­
ence to Watkins ' own account in EARLY 
BRITISH TRACKWAYS and Michell ' s  elab­
oration in JOURNAL OF GEOMANCY .  At 
leas t I got it right in Q . H .  

DYSLEXIA. Pers ons ' names spelled 
wrongly include ( herewith their errors ) : 
G� Raglan Phillips ,  Gerlack, Les�ey 
Grins ell and Robert Fores t .  The Girt Dog 
of Langport in the Glas tonbury Zodia c 
becomes Great Dog of Lamport .  Watkins 
wrote "Round" and not "Around" in his 
Cambridge book.  And so nn and so  on. Is 
this slipshod research or la ziness  over 
proof correction? 

TYLEI. They claim Ma jor F . C .  Tyler ' s  
THE GEOMETRICAL ARRANGEMENT OF ANCIENT 
SITES "ha s  recently been republished by 
Pen ta cl Pres s • " No date is given for this 
in their bibliography and I suspect this 
pro ject was aborted before Pentacle Books 
of Bris tol was submerged by financial 
problems . 

PROMOTION. Quick facetious point here . 'W&B 
s tate : "Indeed, there are few things at 
which the ley hunter is more extraordinarily 
adept tha� at the pres entation and selling 
of his cas e . "  I find this enormously 
reas suring . Perhaps S aachi and Saachi 
require ley hunters in their advertis ing 
agency or I would be better off employed as 
a donr-to-door s alesman peddling window­
gla zing or cavity wall insulation. 

COINCIDENCE . Anachronistic "mark points" are 
mentioned as falling regularly on leys which 
" demons tra te the peculiar workings of coin­
cidence . "  But is it coincidence? One won­
ders if C . G .  Jung ' s  synchronicityis at work 
-- �. e .  meaningful coincidence , or . in other 
words , whether ley cons ciousnes s was at work 
a t  a subconscious level . 

VlliGIN SITES . Guisborough Priory ,  buil.t 1119 , 
is claimed as such, but I have been there -­
with Devereux & Thoms on -- and photographed 
a marks tone by a tree . This may s ound 
spurious , but the s tone looked s ignificant 
enough to me . Why D evereux and Thoms on chos e 
not to mention it in their book is the only 
mys tery I s ee .  

THE FURNESS FORMllLA. The s ta tement that "ley hunters have employed more sophistica ted 
s tatis tical analyses. , the mos t  famous of whi�h is that of s ta tis tician Peter Furnes s" 
is rather over the top . W&B fail to quote anyone who has actually us ed the formula . 
Anecdotally, when preparing QUICKSILVER HERITAGE , I s ought Furness ' permis s ion to 
reproduce his formula from the original s eries of THE LEY HUNTER, which he gladly 
granted, and als o  s ent the corrected formula -- the original being erroneous . I found 
the s ta tis ticians bogging down the content of T . L. H .  when I was editor and �o organ­
ized a pos tal folio in the original The Old S traight Tra ck Club tradition, the where­
abouts of which is now unknown to me and presumably to W&B . 

OPPRESSED MINORITIES . Certainly among s erious earth mys teries res earchers there is no 
concensus belief automatically endors ing all manner of other paranormal aspects . Pers on 
-al depth res earch into urban belief tales has made me extremely dubious about mos t 
claims in supernatural fields , and I am sure the intelligence and maturity of mos t  
other respons ible inves tigators would tes tify a s imilar s cepticism . Had W&B talked to 
ma jor earth mys teries pers onalities they would have found pers ons far from the gullible 
clique they seem to lump us into ; all very much individuals ac tually and far from show­
ing a "party line'' on UFOs , · ghos ts , elementals , s poon-bending, as tral projection and 
1 , 001 other occult claims . Credit us with due respect,  p�ease .  

SCOTS PINE . A "mare ' s nes t" , perhaps , 
as it seems these  were reintroduced to 
denote •arms where cattle drovers could 
find a s topping place as they moved 
southwards . This seems fea s ible and is a 
cas e where W&B. are ignorant of recent 
knowledge . And the trees were again real 
markers for thos e  journeying . 

THOM. Yes, Professor Alexander Thorn does 
ha�lignments , but ins tead of us ing one 
three-letter word "ley" , he us es another , 
"ray . "  Nice s ense of dour S cots humour . 

ST . AUGUSTINE ' S , ADDLES TONE . As they say 
this was bui+t in the 1930s , but in fair­
nes s they should have � , , ,1.�� ]:· i }u� t its sig� 
nllificance is that it is pyramidal and at 
the s ame t:;_� .::1.e as the Great Pyramid. It  is 
a mos t impressive s tructure . The vill�ge 
also had an oak of great girth and the lo­
cal Mas ons named their lodge after i t .  By 
not qualifying the reas on faor � ley hunter 
seeing this modern church as notewort�, 
there is  almo s t  an act of deception by 
not s ta ting the full extent of why this 
was mentioned . 
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FAITH �N " CO�INUJ:',rY" ·� The bes t book on " continuity" is MEGALITHS IN HIST ORY (�Hame s 
& Hua�_on) . I �  is by a man of impec cab�� archae ological pecl;igree . His name is G-iyn 
Daniel . He 1 s 'the doyen of . e.�trenche d r��ction�ry ortho�oiK:: archa eology .  Iric

_ideritally�-
his home i s  on a ley .  . . ,

_ . 
U.S . LEYS . Published afte� th�s book 

had gone to the printer:s ' out . extra - . 
confirma tory evidence are -th� J_j_nes ._ · · . . ; 
dis covered by a surveyor _ cal4,e·d .... · · 

Brannan . Thes e are potent'ia:tfy ·_a.:s - exc�t� 
ing as the ma terial in Tony Morr'isori 1_�­
PATHVfAYS TO THE GODS , about which W&B ­

. RETRIBD'irGN--'FOR '··:DESECRA.TION �. · Th�y s ta te -
afte� barrow digging. · " no obvious harm to 
either archaeologis-ts or farmers " h�S. . :occu-

. . rred,  conce_di.ng " there can be no doubt . .. that 
a t  s om�! - - � tage s omething bod happened to;��- - ­
-s omeone whq had been pres ent a t  the des -' :_ -

" true tion ·of a barr ow . "  S omehwere in arch­
aeolog�s t T . C .  Le thbridge ' s  writi�g is are dismis s ive . 

_ des cribed :jus-t s uch a cas e ,  involving a s  I 
ARCHAEOLOGISTS 1 FLIRTATIONS_. S,om� _ prom� . _ re call .i t -·a ' s :cary motoring incident . In 
inent members of the or.th<?4oxy / �:rle'1.�o-t'e<;l · �\ '- fa c t · t:he.'<thunder and lightning f9lklore may 
as .. having '·" eccentric"' _ leani-ngs ,-·- --.uhi1· ·why · '-well : ref�r' t·o · ioni za tion and be . capable of 
was !_lO� ) �ua n  Ma cKie not cas tiga t� d for � cientific evalua tion . - Unfo;rtun�tely the 
his veli�qv�.:kian _ C9��-1, t:r;op�s� �: �,�.ID,�ath- · - · ;r:fford� -a�d _ Grins ell bea-t me :to the pos t  with 
ies ? .. ·' · :  '· · ' : :. , .. _ .their�. bo-Oks :on. :folklore · a s s GC'ia te d wd. th . 

.. · -"- · . .  anq��nt --�si:t�s ;-· for. my manus cript THE LrVING, . 
V . G . CHI'LDE • . : -1\nb ther fundamenta� :· �$ $� . STONES :- fffi.®r-� · than : nalf published in · seoiions �, x umptidn · a,bout _: ley : Jitinter·s which i s . _dir-

ec tly .oppo.s e d  · t·o current: thinking·,; iS. : : . . . :-in maga zin{}S: · such a s  QUES T ' PENDRAGON, .·THE 

that· .1n:o.der�:- s o-cieties have l)�en cr$ated _ -LEY HUNTER, --sERPENT S TONE , LINC OLNS HIRE 
•-: - DRAGON, etc )  :would have · put forward evidence by a · '"'very'�, very l on�L continuing pr·o-�-- . and arguments W&B would ' have found to be a c.es s "  as proposed �- ·& th.e.,.__Marxis t Gordon s timula ting and intelle ctual bone to get . Chllde . Such s oc;ial Darwinjl..�m ·is an · 

an9-thema. to ley · 'hunters and all but the their tee th into · .And they are also f�ippa-
mos t  ·f as'cis tic/'-eli tis t climbers believe ntly s uperficial on dows ing pra c tis e) , ah� ·fri 
i 't ·  W&B_}:are wt-ong to as s ume there i s  any the wake of s everal ye�rs of Dragoz1;\l?,ro.j ec t  
" relev�hce t'o· the s oc iety . o f  today" in moni t_or:i,ng a:re s cornftrl:ty� :�s mi;s s ive �.JJ;d 
this vile mentality ,  for this is the brief ! ?-n · their -treatment af'·, " ley - .po:weft1� 

. · - · - . manifes tation a s pe cts of : the s tudy ., -��r·:ec�on · to .t� · g�s chambers . ��-� . burn-
lng cro s ses , th!l.-s 1s the: oppos 1  t1on to . . _ . . . . • 

�h,�V v:l,:�w of the s -tability of s oc :leties wi th l}mi ted ;hi�pq:r·chi cal s truc tures a�d a . -� , ·, 

shamanis ti·c 'lea ders h:hp -l:Jy cons ent .. The fa ct i� quite· ·sfuiriply tha t· a ,_qo.ntinuity �·exis t� ,_ :bu­
but no t one by a s teady rise of s o cial s ophis �ica tion -fuelled by imp·��ialis.ttc � -- -� · - � � ;·. 
indignities to o thers and · s truggle towards techmb.tuogi.cal per:f.eetion'_ V?.awthe ·work 
e thic , but an es s entia-l d.ign-i_ty of the ba s ic n�n s pirit ,  s tabil�s,�.c?- by s uch .-fa c tors 
as  CQJWUOnsens e ,  collec tive ·con� ciousne-s s , cons cience and fundamental hones ty .• W&B :-,_-: 
s eem : t-d' ·:fina:· · s uch concepts .ralien to their yiew of pas t or pres ent .: . ·  ·. :>·; . _: '" '· .;. . ·  · - �  ·--

DEE .
, . . �V&I r'�ak� . - grea.t:

1 �iay
. 
on page 176 about ley hunters ' of t�,���te'a :, .endors·� -�-��� - . th,a t�.' '· .-,-� . 

Eli zabethan occultis' t John Dee dis covered the.l"'Glas tonbury Zod·iac_ o John Michel'f
.
, :, _ ··f!cii� ·, . . •. : � ·  

ins tanc� unfortuna tely s till - ha� , lt . a s  suolJ-_ .in THE NEW VIEV{_ ·OVER: ATLANTIS , but" had:;��-: -�, ' � . .  -- . � ­
W.&R' _ _ J;l�en

. 
di:lig.ent res e;archer� t.hey would ·::qa,ve :f-o��- -an ar ti_cle ·where�- -! : lay this myth · · , _ ;

_ 
. . .  

to . res t .  Ri·chaird D eacon ( a  P9�udonym) ma de · up- this fanciful · c:L�irri in his notorious : ' .c � . ': 

book on::n;ee an& has" been unab�e to produc.e ,_h:l,s s our�e for :-t;he ' _'s uppos ition . Not su:r- · ! · A. 

prisingly -theiefore ·the " orthodox res earch�rs into Deewhom we cons ul ted had ever . heard 
of this dis covery" ;, . ·but H�·a the undynamic -ali_o· cons ulted an " linorthodox?" _researohe� 

-;.�-$�'ilb!:i' ; -k.s _ my� �if : � cou+.d_· �h�ve · given a full ���p.na tion of this s eemingly perplexing,-· but 
·· ·a c'hia:lly . :s imple , _ mys te�y � · J?ea pon'  s PlO_tive ·is, : ·the · only mys tery in a c tuali:ty and it is 

_ _  unfortuna te 
.

. �ha t. o ther's.' have .not shown s usplcion' , about thG reference . W&B � s  s us picion 
is admkable but · ·th�y · could · have checkeci,:''fa_bther ., B ut · by - 15ringing up the topic with- · · 

but thorough inves tigation W&B tar thems e+y�.s. ,.w_:j_th;: the·_ !? ame brush they u.S �: to �·-pa int a 
bla ck pic ture of ley hunters • How . many;/Qf .:-ph� ;:n6ns ens ic:-a=l: ·�la ims made in the:ir);book 
are liable to , enter in�o . common _ ou;rrency� · ·�-nd be· repeated_ ·fo_:f · decades .henc�forth? One 
cringes at the.: thoug_:�rt�� , . .  · -- ' ' . L .-. · - ·  · ·  

·- . ,  · � . .  : . : : . _ 
... , 

.'. ( . l .< 
Tow�rds the

. 
end ·of . the book ,  W&B . :br'f'er an -�nE3 cc �� s ary pla ti tudinomF:. ·pa t 

on the back tha t in " contra� t ( t·o tl+e , ." New'' ar.:cn9eology) · le)� · hunting, biza�-re-, ��_hough 
it may be , is a t  lea s t  a prais eworthy. _'a ttemp t ·tq_ .g=i:ye the study of ' the p�.s 't-'<a �i tal 

, · i r· · 
.• � •. '["' '! •• 

. �' I �. , . 
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. -� · ' · �; . • ( ·; ·. ' -�I"· . ;� 

Ml.e · in th�· ' !>res ent . " Th�y ih�ri \)f.oduc�·;- ·a�·-; ilppallingly.
cinsui ting : .. - �  '��Ne�erth�Ie s s· � J �i�y 

hun.t�rs pos e a . . pa the tic �l�erna t'l.v;e .to: , conventional archaeology �  11- When1' ! f�ad :'thiS: _ , · . . � 

s �nten,q� ·- ��ou4.itb :-ftij--�·�f:�;;-- �··}jJi.:� .e-�-1�fb:-::reac tion was. _t. " Can'  t;· you. · just. ;hi t:- nil! :in � the 
� f? ce"f "-

.
We±� , · .:y�s , .:.�ut ·,: �o_ y?� �-��� � - 'Y_()man , too? . · .. ' . · ·_ ... : · l ·; ;·j·--" .-�---- .-.; : 

:t;·· r� : t Es s.ential.ly · there . is · ·.a · perverfH L  futili·ty to writing ' s uch a·-�:book as thi�f. )! f · :i� J a . · n 
probabili·ty:· .. tha t · cond.emnatory/e.diuca tive books s uch as  White ' ·s ·· deiholftion 1 of 'vofi ·• : .  : ;:· 
D aniken;:' THE PAST -IS HUMAN� :· neaither def�e c t· pro-anceil'lt as -tronauts · believ�'r5 r1o� · aa : 
ariJthing but enc oilrhge SJ®p;xlls)uocaa f .beli�f in the ab.s l,ll"d. n·, ·w&B , hoitvevef., ?T� �:+�:k.��Y:;: 
to : ·�rea.te t an atmos phere of sympa thy ' for .-� the ley concept and :l.h this case  it  is .: ··-one · ·.- : 

��far f>'l?om- : ·a'bs lird • . .  · . · ... . , .-_� · · 1 · ··, :.� ·
-· 

· · '. ' L .r = · 

.- - L l  ' . · , · ' · � - � i� . . · . ( ; . ·· . . · : I � - �: :: , : •  ' , ; · ; ... . . � - . _ �"l : • •  , . ' . ' : - _,. . .. . . . , 
, : .  X�.t - i�- -tne . .  fi��l analys.is +_ . . l]._�;:J.\re _ . ·a .�;i:is piciC?n tha t the a-U-ifu�p.S:. w.i�-li: -they: ' w:er..���:pa.�.t :: 
.. of ·. #�e l.�y-liul:iting fra terni t:Y� ·th�y are �ike·'· �hy in.troverts . envious of' 6'tlJ.ets '·_'h�yfng 

fuzi. and enj ,oy,tng . thems elve� .� - ' Th�y. w.i.�h� :they dfu;'e cro s s  tl:l� - �e+.ief· · 'thr�_i>hoid · · g�-tt�: -: , . 
_ embrace aiJ., exciting viewp-o;i!}t: . They ' t.o·q . coul d  s nare if they· w-"ished : thn t crys t��Ir :  cl�ar 

pers �as io? ?f. t�e lvY 4�ters • . 
· 
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_. '  r · .  ! · , . . . THE " MEGALITHIC ODYSSEY by CHRISTlAN O ' BRUN 
: . J  ... J ( Tur�� tb:ne . ;��ess,  · £4-95 ) : ; · '--= :_; . ·:,:

·
. 

.�., ' � . •  J 

•. · = r • .  - · r  �-� J:� { n  
· O 'Br�e� , is a {fee thillker who i _'Qelif:nies : there· i s  a : s trong argument- for a group of:- ;r; _,:; 

:.:· (� ,:J---�_iner�x;tt:: � ages tea chin_g ,. ap.d . ·ci,vili.zing . primi.tive : people·s:.; _ :� He :_c.�obs es to · d�piet h�r-� : S U;p_er.i.arip of . a superio.r cl,llt,w;e .. s � �_tJ�ng in Bri tain ·- ·ancL spreading their · supposed . ;t �·-

be�it� pf_. s-ociety . · · · · · . . . . . .  ,. . ' • , · : .: , . . . : .Y:!: ' '  
Unde·r the chapter heading "The· · G.enius. of the Fevvi ' , he · p·uts· :: f.brwa�d �n ·ol d  them�-> f i· 

O ' Bri'e'i ]> s eems unaware af John Ivimy ' s THE S PH"rNX ANb THE MEGALITHS , wi1ich : is · ·�imil��ly 
slanted�  ;But . . e qually -- an,d . . I P,o nC?:t :. E3P,dOf,)3 e this . -� s omeone could also  eas ily' � fl.r:gue 

. f-9�:, �eo:pt�ip · Britons taking .. tf1e:i;f rp_egp]_i't�i.c blueprints acrqs s . the g�'obe. ;, _ No· . ·bne ·::i?:as. 
yet argued � . traffic in this · . �t.Pei.��O:Jr.�.c t;l?n, -- though it woula: '· "a·c"tuaiiy inak�-· more ' ,: 
s ens e . . . . -. ·- _ · · _ _ : - . . . . .

. � :· ·- · -� '"'. '· . · ·' ; _ .. · · : - - -� ( ; •c . . : :� c · · ::. ! · . �·· ; - - . ·· . _ , - • 1  � r r r r� 
· . - · _ What 1s certa1n 1s th-a-t - -lfr we • can:: C"!!>lla te all.- · ·the mate�J:.�:t � Bn··· mega��.:thlP; - -�� tes 

�- 'tfie�e::- may ' be· a common cul tu.I-a·J.�- :d'en:omiina torr� : Personca'l -�xp·e:r;-.i:ence.J: ·is tha t ·· :Br�tis :p., .. � :i.t�s 
are · ·s 'O divers e it is anyone '  s ·: .gues s- W"hether, i·t :isu ·jnsrt·.: a-- fluke people . r$�SP:Ql:lded ;irl r; !this · way , or tha t ,  or whe ther thes e·.: :a.J.rver13 e."worl'd.Wide ·S:trmctu.res: �  :are truly · a global : sY.s:tffm . 

�: G.ertain+y � .I have. little faith .... i�-:�� -� B)��n-��. �P}?-�hes_is:-:;o _ :: " .�: · i :· ._Pa:r;-tly J:: ; do_\lbt his ·theori-s'i;iig-.- a.frtef< 1 ret\.tli!hg·; :J-ohrr . .B:arnaitt 1 s s cholar.ly .ana�ys is:-�-.OfJ :t.he 
as·tr:oaf6haeo1-ogib:�.l materi·�-1"' (thcnig!t·o·tJ3ri'.e-n\ h'a:s :def:e:nded hims elf ·sine�) '  and .. s,e�aon.1J.y 
"Cf' :Brieh "s e'erns unawnre ·of important earthiiD:"ys't§r:tes- -� litera.t�e., no.-t i i[e:asrt · .for .i.:n.sta..nQe 
Ros:s. _; ffic.hol Ts·:: orf · the-- B-1:-own Wi'll-y: cbmpleK ' i.tf· .THE( W,Y� .:H:ON�Ri� �i:ld,;::..��yJ:s ·:ib:66k . ,  Tbe1 r_, : ;  
res. earbh�,r· s ee�

-
��[". ;,.

�'o_ ·: �-ave " wo�f�
.
d ��-- -�s

j
o���io� · '�,;,.·,: ,an�: .. _i;;:�:������, :_: :  .. ,\

·
:

:
'� .. .  / -�' ,_'. �:.: ·� · < . :·< , _  · .. ·- �' ;� �'� ': , S 0- · .we would: do.- welL to tr.ea t _wi tl1 .s,.cept1cism- 0 ' Brl,en�s'" th$s"i"s , ' 'f})r - eife'n he a!dinits· : .. · . .  . . ' . . "' . ; . . ' : ' . ' ' , . J..• . . . ." ' .

. : . 
. . ! . . ' . . ' . , ' . ' • . •'r . •·· . ,·, '· : . .

. . 
- · · j - " · . . 

· _. �'Ufl.f9;r:.tun?t�ly,_. · in:: a s tudy .ofJ . _th�y e: ::t;e,I?�:Lns there ,- ca!l;�)�e rj9 . ce:rt�ipty \}nT�_s s � �me . .. 
,draf"i�li-tive -�:r..i;:ifac t or i��_el}-�g�ble r(3cord should- nf3.,.ujle��r tli�� �:: r ,� S urel�< :Wt:�h. ·s �)  ·_t¥jir61,i 

�� p;r_�hs.-:hJ�Qric· : ''- ,du,s tbin':' - �nterif:l l _ found , S umeria ns w9y�f.l- Jia\'�9 . ,�r.�ppe d or . ·brokrn·: .a_, �f.:�'& ,: . ·: 
�4enti_f:i_�ble 9b j�_cts ? · .S �_ely -they di� not . take a�l th�ir r�1?;:is;h _ l1ome r . C or:f�_; ·�. :J?:erh�ps , 

-· t4e: ;C9unjtrys,ide ) ,:; od-e, . ;tave �egun with their c ilivi\J- �-� -t�91ri?r:::
� ! . . . 

·
<· . · · 

. -'" : ... . . ; � · - : . _: · 
'As · fbr ii.ny s eeming c'ontinuity in the crucialv.- axis ·-o:-r .the - �a1Jg�ent ·�- the1 -s_ton�, , � 

circi�s .::.:_ he 'rea-lizes the 1 2  are n s o ?...iverse· "1.m · o.h<n:Yac ter) tha t·. it : :Ls . c-J;ea.r:-·th?. t ::t��Y 
were no t buil t to any standard pattern. " This  Bodmin Moor s it.ua tion ·-mus t· s urely · 9�� e 
concern, partic�larly if one is arguing for an elite of overs eers involved in teaching 
Ski�lS to an �illdf�eriQ'us: popula tioh . ·And '. if i theg·: ·Were Ithe 1 1  gaffers " W,OlJ]td "l'l.O t S Ome trad­
l ti6n provia� :· the'ir( meritoi-io-us · -is ervrLces ![I · .1Ji·ent:Lon? S)tone · .cirol·e l.Bg�:nds &rEt' S Q f·:diY�rs;e 
arid ubiqUi t6us :.thci-t one.' -would e){p:ec t  · S O!me":ment±.Qn,-." :but ' .O !.B-ri.en" agatin .adrn::L ts : -�· 'tA.ikt:· no 
tradition of the origins of the C ornish s tone circles or any remembrance of the 



, 

des igners has been pas s ed down from remote t1mes is indicated by the l o cal legends 
that s urround them . "  Yet o ther tales s eem to da te back to the Palaeolithic ( S anta 
Cla us even) .. 

11 . 

To balance the drawba cks I have pointed to , e qually I find mys elf agreeing with many 
of his conclus ions , though no t always endors ing the more fanciful diffus ionis t hypop 
thes is . For ins tance he s ees Goodaver s tone circle deliberately pla ced as  an ins truct­
ional centre ; perhaps  it was , we all mus t learn by example . Equally I agree tgat his 
cens ure of D epartment of the Environment for calling The Hurlers a centre for 
" relis ious purpose" is corre c t  without proven founda tion . 

But I feel tha t his s earch for the builders of Bodmin Moor circles would have been 
better left as  a purs uit after the indigenous population .  

There are some pleas ant pic tures and a fanciful theory G I feel a bit  o f  a kill joy 
criticis ing this book but tha t ' s  my opinion of it . Ye t it  would be a duller world 
without the likes of Chris tian O ' Brien . 

* * * * * * * * * * ¥ * * * * ** * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * ** 
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STONEHENGE VIEWPOINT . Printed on newsprint ,  S . V .  covers archaeology ,  as tronomy, geo-
logy and rela ted ar ts and s ciences . No . 56 . John Michell warns of s ta tis ticians and 
des cribes his expedition with Bob Forres t a ttemp ting to prove to this s cep tic in the 
field the validity of alignments . Paul S cree ton produces the penultima te chapter of his 
his tory of ley hunting , SEEKERS OF THE LINEAR VISION, covering changes in the s ub je c t  
during the late 1970s and early 1980� . E di tor D onald Cyr compares modern mirror create d  
s tar energy with the Vailian canopy model o f  i c e  crys tal refle c tion. He als o  continues 
his " autobiography" , covering his years as  indus trial engineer and s cientif writer -­
s ounds dull on paper , but the anecdotes make i t  fa s cina ting reading . Louis K. Bell has 
a s e cond in a s eries article expanding his ideas on exchange and economic ra tios in 
ancient monetary sys terns . Plus books for s ale . S ub o for 12 is s ues £5 from U . K .  
Agency , c/o 5rd o  Floor , 5 5  Great Rus s ell S tredt ,  London WC� ( for u,s . 8 dollars from 
2821 De La Vina S treet ,  Santa Barbara , California , 95�t ;5 ,  U . S . A . ) o  
QuEST � Weli�es tablis hed maga zine · ror practi$d,J1g: · qcou::1.t�sts of the Mn gi� . . �� . H�ria:�e . ._o_� .. ��­
Wes.t . . . No . 55 . Challenging piece by Paul D evereux on effec ts picked up ' af . .  [inclent' · ·· 
ai te�- by dows ers as " mental li tter" thoughtforms created by vis i  tirs ' pre conceptions , 
coveri.tig Dragon Pro ject  revela ticnis ' · nnd idea·s on the · �� ture . of UFOs, ; rune . lo,re v�La 
Taro:t:..s-tyle cards ; a Gno s tic · conne c tion for the- Grail . Cyqle . is . argued; was Joa n .ot _Ar,c 
a bas tard involved with the royal line of her .time and to tally mis unders tood by his tory 
? ; plus d:l,.vining a till{es cale by the Taro t ;  mentcl . . n tti tude as aid to fighting cancer ; 
how uneniployment _ can be a boon to the occultis t who us es the leisure time to good pur­
po s e ; crea ting one ' s firepla c e ' -- however mo dern and mundane -- as ' a  ·shriny ; plus _ _  , ] . , · �- ·  

gat.herings announcements , Ques t publications , · cours e reports , ca s s ette tape � .and , b9ok 
reYiews . · s ub' : · 'U. K. £� ; U .. s .,  5 dollars ( airmail , 8) . Mnke all cros s e d  -payrnepts . to . / ':�-:-'.�- ,  

QUEST and s end to QUEST ,  BCM -- S CL · Ques t ,  London> VfCtN . 3XX o No . 56 . Usual wide range ·. 
of art.icles iri9i u.q.:Lfig ABC of supers titions ;. · b�liefs ' and s trange . curs es .; Tree o� Life 
s tyle of Xma s '  tr�e ; ·· -.perek Barton on __ S.A.!-'_Q�- -ROTAS · ·· -magic · s quare s o  deeply dis cus s ed pr�­
vieu&ly . .. in · is sues of ' · PENDRAGON ; editor Marian ·G'reen on need for brigge-building to 
guide novices and'· als o s eas oned oc cultis ts to wider apprecia tion of the many pa ths to 
greater s elf-awareRes s � wha t the Tree C ouncil does ; S tephen J .  Waters offers comfort and 
a dvice to those suffering along the pn th of initiation ; and even a Wiccan bedtime s tory ; 
plus advertl.s emehts· �hd book reviews . New U . s . ra tes £4 or 10 dollar bills ; s ingle copies 
£1 . or · �� dolla�· bills � 
NORTHERN UFO NEwS . Varied forum of Ufological ma tters from · corpmentary to speq:u,a;).,.tion to 
reports . No . 104 . Edi'torial on - s el� c ting which UFO cas es are really \�or�th�r of in­
depth . s tudy · and c omments · on Rendlesham Fores t incident and rea-ctions . More . on Rendle­
sham.; Cra co.e Fell, Gras !iii in€Srt�I_1 , Wes t Yorks o ( no t  No:tth) ; Bra dford area and o the'r Yorks . 
s ightings ( cont . 105 ) ; ·and: a ... Midlands CE3 . · . No . 105 .· :Precedence of' che quebook 
j ov.rnalism conne c ted with u·� K. ufol6gy ( I wonder wha t _ · my �di"tor · will s ay the n�xt time 
our modes t sl�s h  fund piggyballk is ra ided ·to pay s o�e:_ ·:L,·6--�rtY ,�hy ha s onl:v, now noticed 
Venus ? ) . William D illon on the UFO s t:dunulus as  an . ii(ti"z?.idt\tocy tool ; Andrew J. Cummings 
rambles incons.e quentially about ufology ; U .K .  n ria s evera·l ' bvers eas c·ases  .. , S un · for 
1984 £5 for 6 is s.ues . ·From Jenny Rnndles , 9 Cros.fi��.q., Roa d ,  S omerville ,  Wa llas ey, 
W�rral , L44 9EH . · · · 
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, .remind�d ' of thes e . _per:i�s by the , usage , .  of . a . gir 1 with broqms tick in bikin_ or. t_oP,les s .  

- .  :A� ·for. 's erlsm-, ' I f d :be the firs t t
-� - a

-
dmit .. 

·
tha t. ·r ·'a·m . an unas�a��d s exis·t . -Be-�t-�r : .  

, Jha·t
. 

thari _ _  b_e·�:t:lg o�e of ·t0-e . growing :band · of' ·mad· ma tr.:Larchs around today • . The ·G-reenham. 
' 'C'ommon ··women : .are· 'jus t  · rever.s ine ( ·the . " men ', s huts " pos ition dis cus s ed in is s ue .14· . and 

. th.e · _exclus .. io� of . me� - a t.ti tud.e · :... _ wi thout·. anj howlihg lesbian or mis trea tment c;£- �-- : : · 
·
. ch:P-dren innu�ndo ..,;__: is · every bit- -'as s tupi d  and s infs ter ·as Freemasonry . . , · . .  ; . . . 

. ; . � As ';t-0; .cond���a tio� of �y 
.
cover ;:

· Mine tte ; � ·{its :�Eiffront you, but' I woul� ' no t' like 
� - �my - -young daught.er t-o � s ee yo� .illus tra:ti_"on . o.f .. Pci.� ' s 'willie . I s upp�s e ,  ·h,ovvever-, a s  
··:�·ilii . p:fp.tupe is: . a · Pa ge. :· 5 s tyl� .- one and your t s. ar.e · t � 'art:ls tic graphic'' . this· l'i'6'ertce makes 

.: ·· 
-�-it _a�l _ r�ght, . One. 

,:=!-s . s een a s  s oft porn ·and the . other as s ub-B eardsl.ey � 
' . 

·YG\l �  re · ·a .r··pair of: narrow�mi_ncled , righte�us , s ick wallies • 

• .
• t · · -; 

- . :Mt\GONIA !' . . ..  Independent UFO. : jom;nal broadly ' $xami�ing the phenomenon a nd its· rea c tion 
- '  :· w-ith society and the ind.�vidl:lal " No .� 14; • .  JennY, R�ndles. and Peter Rogers on _ locked in 
· , � mortal combat - over the. Penmne uFO 9o,ntroversy ; interes ting s urvey of the Algerian 

. uf-olog·ic:al . context· .wi th rela tion to the : v.a1ue of . non..:..Wes tern C tl E! e S  and ne�d to s tuay 
·. ethnological o. nd .s o q:!-olo,gical da ta · of thos e  count.ries ; Hilary · -E-v�-n� inve s tig� tes . Nor-

]". · tvegiah s ightj..ngs ; :I:an Rmdpa th debunks .the Rendles ham Fores t affair . Erudite book revi�xxx 
- ews . s 'ec tion • .  : •  · · · Sub :  

. 
U . Ko £2 for _ 4 is sues ; . U o S  o 5 dollars . Che que s ·or money · 

oraer!s sho·u.ld be: pay�bl.e .to JOHN RIMMER . Addres s 64 .Alric .Avenue , New Mal den, _ S urrey, 
>··- ·-KT5 . 4JW.i� ,- - . . - . . . 

: � STOP ·PREss STbP ffiES s · 

: :La;;te&tt'· FORTEAN TIMES out now r;1s 80page bumber· 10 th anniv�rsary is·:=;;�- � . S ingle co.pies 
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