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Readers' Letters .

Dear Devid,

Many thanks for Skywatch 38; fascinating as elways. I was perticulerly interested
in Merk Moravec's article regarding psychological disturbance. Cccultism and
ufolosy overlap in this as in other ways. The people he described claimed to
have seen Ufass; I have met similar pecple claiming to live in haunted houses

or tn be suffering from spells cast by ill-intentioned neighbours. Sorry to see
that 'beings from a ruined world seeking refuge on earth' syndrome has risen again.
Janos - not even an original name! Live long and srosper, Magda Graham,
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Dear David,

I was glad to reacd Mark Moravec's article in Skywatch 38; I dec not see copies of
the journal in which it appeered originally. He deals with a very important
aspect of Ufo research. Certainly it would eppeer that psycheosas are the cause

of numerous ufo reports, particularly CE3 and CE4 repcrts. Competent ufologists
will make theamselves familar with the effects cf abnormal psychological processas
and be prepared to consider them as one of manv pcssible causes for ufo reports.

I have invesiigatec one CE3 report in Scetlancd which appears to have had such a
cause. It is a pity that we de not hear the views of professienal psychotherapists
on the ufo problem; we cculd do with their help and they would find a rich area
for study. But clearly Mcravec is cut of his depth in an area in which he is not
professionally qualified. His unstructured account covers toc much ground in too
short a spac e and mixes the guestion of abnormal psychclogy with the far more
controversiel subject of psychic phenomena. Moreover, his t erm "mental commun
ication” is unscientific, meaningless, and (in his erticle) undefined. Cleerly
there is a cese for considering the hypothesis that somc reports are thz result

of telephathy between aliens and humans. Unfortunately, Moravec has mixed up some
vaeTy interesting facts with some less int eresting speculation.

Yours sincerely, Stuart Campbell, Edinburgh, Scotlande:.ccscecscesscccossccnans
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CE3S or CE3G ? @4 W] Evans

or How tc tell the sheep from the space-age scapegoats.

UFOs are capable of being the strangest phencmena ever reportec by cne human being
to ancther. They are the eonly phenomena for which a new categorisation has had

to be introduced - the concept of High and Low Strangemess. It is of course

the remarkable strangeness of the UFO which explains why, even after thirty years
a great many people simply refuse to believe in them at all; and even the most
open-minded student of the subject will admit that somewhere along the line,
reality turns into fantasy.

but exactly where along the 1line?

A few of us have scught to evade the question on an all-or-nothing basis.

Yes (say the yes-sayers) thers are UFOs and thers are UFO-pilots, anc there ere
UFC-related entities, and all ars put tegether with nuts and bolts, or with the
extra-terrestrial equivelent of flesh and blood, respectively.

Nc (reply the nc-sayers) there are no UFOs, there ere only illusions ¢f UFOs,
existing in the mind, and the supposed UFC-entities are as illusory as the ships
they step out of.

However, reasonable peorcle like you and me ccula not cccupy either of these

extreme pcsitions withcut feeling uncomfortable. There are some UFO reports

so factual that there just has to be some kind of reality involved; others are

so clearly illusory that nobody in their ripght mind cculd think that anybody in

his right mind could have experiencec them. PBut 1s there any clear line of
demercation between the two? Arse there any vardsticks which we can use to test

the report and say Yes, this one is a CE3S (Sheep) while that one is a CE3G (goat)?
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The Skeep/Goat metaphor happens to be happily eppropriate. In a facinating recent
article in SKYWATCH (1) Australia's Mark Moravec produced a fihe collection of

case histories all of which, he suggeste d, were lergely if not entirely subjective
in nature. I doubt if many readers will have quarrelled with his verdict; I

certainly didn't! Consequently we are committed to the fact that a considerable
number of people are reporting, in ell good faith, imaginary UFO-related events
while believing them to be real; and doing so for reascns which, if Moravec's

cases are representative, are not too nerd to understand, even if you don’t happen

to have a diploma in psycholanalysis. What's happening is simply thet the paranoid
wno used tc preject his spiritual upsets onto celestial or infernal visions has now
found a new, updated carrier on whom to unlcad his burden of guilt, shame, remorse,
resentment or whatever : a space-age scapegoat, in short.

But how do we separate the reel live sheep (if any) from the all-in-the-mind
scapegoat? In @ recent lecture (2) I precposed some yardsticks which could help.
They are useful only up to a point, admittedly : being themselves sufpjective, they
could be used Ly different investigators tc reach different conclusions. Still,
for betker cor worse, here they ars:

l. Hecw real does the entity seem to have bzen ¥ (Along a scele ranging from
hallucinations at one extreme teo hclograms at the othsr).

2. How believable dces the appearance and behavicur of the entity seem to have
been ? (by the standaerds cof ordinery everydey reality).

3. How witness-oriented gas the experience ? (Did it relate to his personal
circumstances or preoccupaticns, cr could the same thing have happendd tc anybody?)

4, How motivated wes the witness tc see such an entity? (Was there anything in
his backg.ound cr disposition which could make him want, if only unconsciously,
to see such & thing??

I ¢ried these yardsticks cut on a peir of classic cases. The Venusian that George
Adamsky claimed to have met in 1952 seems to have been real enough (3), if we can
believe his other witnesses who claimed they sew him too, if only from a disteance
(personally, I don't rate their credibility very high, but let that passt: on the
octher hand, the episode was distinctly unbelievable, to put it mildly. The witness-
orientation was very high, in that Ademski claimed to have been chosen by the extra-
terrestriels as a representative of humankind, & choice not easy for many of us to
understand; moreover, he was highly motivated to have an experience of this kind.
Consequently, my yardsticks suggested that Ademski's Venusian existed only in his
own mind; a veritable goeat.

Using the same criteria, however, I decided that Monsieur Masse, in his lavender
field at Valensole in 1965 (4) probably bad a real encounter with alien entities.
There was every indication that the experience was real, including physical traces:
the episode was thoooughly believable, given the basic premise cof a UFO landing.

The occurrence was not geared to Mr.Masse as an individual. but sounds as though
anybody else who had been there in his place would have had much the same experience;
and despite thorcugh investitation by the police as well as ufolecgiefs, there was nc
indication that Masse was in any way predisposed to see, or widh to see, what he
says he saw. So here, I ccndluded, we heve good reason to suppose we have found a
sheep.

Similarly with my own investigaticns. I was given some tapes to listen to recently
recording a conversation betwden two alleged UFO witnesses. OCne may well have
been genuine; Joan, the other - the subject of our enquiry; reported @ rag-bag

of asscrted harassments, which she telieved were the consequence of her having had
access, as a politicel journalist, to clessified information. This was causing
'them' - certain unnamed forces - to spy cn Joan end cause all sorts eof odd

things tc hepren round the house - mysterious phpne calls, strange livhts and
sounds, the usual... It was a mild versicn of Mcrevec's cases, and I had little
difficulty in coming to thzs same conclusion as he did with his - that Joan's
alleged experiences ware the ce nsequence of her personal state of mind. What in
an earlier age she might heve attributed to a malevolent demon, sha now blamed

on a UFD-entity : the space-age scapegoat again.
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Note, though, that this does -not necessarily meen that Joan’s experiences did naot’
. occur. It is perfectly possible that some people, induced by a crisis in their
lives, mey initieste psycholkinetic (PK) eféects, unknown to themselves and even
teking thamselves quite by surprise. In e recent book (5) enother writer from

the Antipodes, Peter fcKellar, Professor of psychology at Otago, NZ, encourages

us to take a second look at the possibility that the 'divided self’ or 'multiple
personality' may account for a variety of perancrmal eventd. That they could
account for physical phenomema - that 'poltergeist’ phenomena, for example, are
FK-induced in this manner, has yet to be demonstrated; bLut many (I am one)
believe that some such process is.operating. And cases, wall documented and

have been meticulously investigated, show that it is possible for one pert of our
self to creete hellucinations. which present a total illusion of reality to another
part of the self.

For examnle, in the classic Beauchamp case (6). B.IV (ore of Miss Beauchamp's
autonomous personalities) was totelly convinced her feet had b een cut off and
were .standing by themselves on the far side of the room; it wes only when the
investigating doctor ccntacted one of her other selves that he learnt that this
was a deliberately created hallucination designed by ’'Sally’ ( charming but
irresponsible and frequently malicious aspect of Miss Beauchamp's personality)

to torment her heted rival, B.IV. Well, if such things can happen, it is
equally possitle for a similar mechanism to conerate in a UFC context : an alleged
UFO or UFD-emtity report may be nc more than one part of the witness' mind
reporting (quite $incerely] what it has been set up to see by another part.

(I am reassured to note that John Rimmer,,Reader in Futurology at the University
of Magonia ('What Magonia thinks today, other afologists will think in 1985') is
speculating along similar lines; recently in the Zetetic Scholar (7) he wrote :
'There is not need for this projection:to be anything other than an internel
projection from the unconecicus to the consciaus mind').

All that chat tell us, of course, is how the trick may be performed ; what it
dossn't :tell us is why, In the cases he cites, Meravec finds little difficulty
in establishing-valfafhotivations - recent divorces, the effects of emigration,
loneliness; perhaps there is, 1in every one of us, sufficient motive arising

from guilt, religious upbringing, career failure, breakdown of personal relation-
ships, to ditive us tc exteriorise it in seme such form as a vision of a UFO
sighting. And Moravec is surely right in showing why it should take this particular
form; The UFO-entity is the eppropriate 'seviour’ archetype for our space-age
minds Thus, in a case currently under investigation by Michael Goss and myself,
we have & UFO-witness who reports not only en entity encecunter of the bedroom-
visiter variety, but also dreams in which three figures appear : one she likens

to Jesus Christ ; the second, a strikingly picturesgue 'spacelady' who can readily
enough be compared to the visions of B ernadette Soubirous and so many others; and
the third, a young man dressed all in black... What archetype-hunter ceculd ask
for anything more? !

But a difficulty arises. For where, in this instances, ere Moravec's easily
recognisable motivations? The witness is at least averagely happy, so far as we
can tell, in a relaxed, togetherish family environment which combines personal
freedom with security; she is chysically attractive and dees not lack friends
or boyfriends... so, whet has tripgered off her alleged experience? 1Is this e
case of a sheep rather than a scapegoat?

I include to think not. Frem what I can recall of my own long-distant adolescence,

it was a time of emotionel turbulence evan for somecne of 'normal’ mentel dispositdon
in 'normel’ circumstences; I am prepered to- believe that any of us, at such & time
of emotionel crisis, without being mentally disturbed in any clinical way, could

be cepable of generating this sort of private fantesy experience, as a non-necessarily
unheelthy way of externalising an internal dilemma. This is borne out by Jung in

his monumental study (8) cf an adolescent girl:who cema to him as a patient, in

which he devotes 450 pages and the wisdom cdé a lifetime te answering the question, |
'Why girls leave homa'. You don't heve to be crazy to have paranormal experiences
(thouzh maybe it helps!) ' '
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What, then, is heppening to such a person when they report an alleged UFO-entity
experience? I propose somg such model as the following: the subject, undergoing
some spiritual or emotional crisis, finds himself trapped by his dilemma- so his
unconscious steps in to the rescue. Either incucing an eltered-state-of-consciouness
(eg @ blackout or traoce) or taking acvantage of a spontaneous one (eg normal sleep)
the unconscious induces & divided-self situatien, in which it projects e hellucinaticn
which the conscious mind perceives as reality. For the form of the hellucination,
the unconscious naturelly turns to some epprcpriate contemporary symbol which will

be most meaningful for bhe individual, which in this day and age is likely tc be

a space-entity, a savious from the skies, come with the cosmis wisdom of the universe
to help us pocr earthlings.....

And so ancther CE3 goes on the files. But, be it notes, a CE3G, not a CE3S.
Unless, eof course, just this once, it really is......
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UFOLOGY - A SUBJECT IN SEARCH OF AN JDENTITY - Robert Morrell

Ufology is beset with problems, @ situation not belped by the clash of personalities
which occur periodicelly. It is also hag-ridden with all menner of infantile
cultists whoc see ufology as & ccnvenient peg upon which tc hand their childish
notions, end as though this was net enough we have characters hell tant on finding
mystery et the drop of a copy of FSR. Some people seem able to discover para-
gsychological "mysteries” with the seme facility thst Mrs.Whitehouse sniffs out
pornography. All in all the chaotic situation leaves ufology in a state of the

must utter confusion, for to be blunt,no one can be at all sure exactly what it

is all about.

For over thirty years ufologists have telked of the need to establish stendard
definitions of the terminology employed. That this is an essential prerequisite

gces with saying for without an agreed terminclogy that conveys exactly what is

meant when a particular werd, or werds, is empleyed you have a recipt for cenfusion
and cross talk. Although not writing of ufology, Professor John Taylor has
summarised the case for egreed definitions within ufolcgy when he wrote that "precise
or scientific explanation of an event must be objective in the sense thet there

is agreement on the meanipings of the terms used. Otherwise scientists and others
could not agree about or even understanc what was contained in such an explanation.”
(1) To their credit BUFORA heve recognised the problem, btut an &ttempt to clarify
the situaticn through the deliberations eof a Working Party which met during the

last BUFORA confersnce made something of a hash of the matter by agreeing to a
definition that was sc open-eneded as to perpetuate the very difficulties it

shculd have eradicated. Little wonder that critics have called upon ufologists

to ignore it and the Working Party to commence their work from the beginning again (2:




-6 - -

With the issue of accurate definitions in mind it is perhaps well to recell that
historically ufology is concerned primarily with unexpleined things seen within
the context of flight, 'and if the subject is to esteblish an "identity” it must
remain associated with this limitetion. Once you strip "flying”, or the appearance
of flight away you go beyong ufeclogy enc into another sphere. I+ ufolosy is
simbly to be treated as & ccnvenient term under which to group an asscortment of
wnat are visualised as enigmas then the quicker the term is dropped the better,
thourh there may well be scme who accepting that restrictions are essential within
a disciplined study will remain ufologists per se. There is no short-cut to the
nrocduction of answers in ufology, but we should take care to follow the advice of
Rene Descartes (1596-1650), and make our research as exhaustive as possible and
accept only those things that are verifiable, treating all problems according to
the separate simple questions involved. There never can be too much data, but
all too frequently the most sweeping conclusion are drawn on the basis of too little
dats. Astenishingly enough two figures well known in ufologicsl circles, Janet
and Colin Berd, - have gone on- recerd as advising ufologists to ignore the minutiee
in case they miss the wider manifestations - and this acvice was given in nc less
& place than Flying Saucer Review! (3). Try offerinz such absurd a sugpestion to
say an archaeologist, they would dismiss it vith the contempt it deserves. In
archeeoclogy a fragment cf potsherd, & mutileted stene or a lost coin can fill a
major gap in knowledge, indeed an entire site can be dated umon & minute find

of the very type the Bords are so contemptuous of.

I do not think there is any likelihood of the "wider manifestations” being ignored,
indeed there are soma so-called ufologists around who I suspect of as revelling in
such "manifestations”. It is net unusuel to see cases presented which give weird
and wonderful details none of which have the slightest factual support apart from
the uncorroborated claims of a witness about whom the investigator knows little
and appeears to care even less. We had a case in FSR recently in which certain

men were supposed to have seen “fipures™ from a U?ﬁ—faking an undue interest in
cattle. Although not interviewed the case was offered as of having some significance
and just to ensure that the message came acress, reference was made to the venud,
celled the "Devil's Garden”, as appearing to have "forgotten links with weird
experiences in the past - which may be cf some significance.” (4). One wonders

as to whether there is any significence in the fact that one of the authors of this
report, the well-kncwn figure in ufological cirrles, Jenny Randles, describes
herself in a UFOIN handout (for members) as a "Full time paranormal researcher”
rather than a ufologist. One hardly needs to point out that it is all too easy

te "mould a sighting” so as tc make it cenform to the investigator'’s predelictions
if he, or she, is-sc minded.' It is en «le preocedure that even the Egyptian kings
of ancient times indulged in, while Volteire gave us @ more recent example when he
took the same data as the savant Bossuet used in presenting an account of the
Battle of Rocroi es having been won through the manifestation of divine favour,

to show that it wes the outcome of straightforward and very mundade events (5)

The treetment affortled the case reminds one strongly ofthe approcach taken by Klass
on the Coyne helicopter case of 1973 as contrasted with that of Zeidman; the
former seeks to strip away the mystificetion element while the latter seeks to
retain it (6).

The mystification procees referred to above is found in the paranormalist school of
nsaudo-ufology. The bulk cf cases presented by these people seem to have little
relevance to ufology -apart from the employment of certain termincleogy, but there
can be no escaping from the willingness on the part of these who fa vour pere-
psycheology to accept as factuel notions which are anything but fact. One cen see
the glib accentance of highly suspect concepts such as ESF in thet recent and
rather pretentious though very expensive publicaticn, The Unexplained, which is
likely to influence many people intc accepting half-baked notions and wild hypotheuic
as gospel truth instead of rubbish. This is not to sey thet there ars not serious
parapsychologists, there are, but their work is merked by care, reservation and a
pointed refusel to accept that which has not bsan fully demonstrated. The willing-
ness to accept far-fetched ideas has resulted in a lack of attention being paeid to
an importaent aspect of ufology, the witness. I hardly need to point out that much
of substance in ufclogy depends opon the veracity of witnesses. The witness,
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as D.A.Jchnson has moted, is extremely imporéent, yet there are very fasw cases in
which any attempt has been made to obtain all the essential cata on witnesses them-
selves (7). When this has been done in & limited number of cases the picture that
emerges is disturbing to say the least, and suggests that rather more "UFO manifestationg
are dependent cn psychepathclogically aberrant reporters” than we might think possible
(8)., Althcugh this suggestion is based largely agpon date from & restricted geographical
area, it does focus upon ths ne€d te pav @ lot more attention to witnesses. We spend

a great deal of time checking cut claims made by witnesses, but how many times do we
check-cut the witness? How many reports we read give full data on witnesses?

If we are honest we will acknowledge thet it is very few. There is a further difficulty
here in that the evaluation of the mental prccesses is itself a highly complex disciplinf
and ufology is nct helped by the outpourings oa amateur ufclegical "psycholegists.”
Among such people there aenpears to be a tendency to accept data fromcertein classes of
person in contrast to others, for example & wild claim by a doctor is more likely to
be accepted at fect value than if it emanated froma dustman, yet even & superficial
glance at the crime reports in the press reveals that crooks ere not confined to anyv
one sociel class; why, then, should we accept as a matter of course e report as
carrying greater weight because of the social stat:% cf a witness, cor hecause we have
a subjective willingness to accept them as level headed? Subjective criteria can be
very, very wrong 2t times.

Recent psychological studies have made it impossible to accept with the certainty thet
used to be the case the results of regressive hypnosis, for tests have revealed that
people who have no association with abductee epxeriences can produce date identical

to those claiming them (8), while "real” witnesses of UFOs draw pictures of what they
claim toc have seen that do not differ substantielly from those drawn by non-witnesses
(10). As there is also a whole range of psychological factors which can come into play
Collectively in patterns of human behavicus, it becomes increasingly risky to accept
even the most striking abductee case to actuelly have involved anything other than the
cperation of mental processes and auto-suzgestion. The nervoas system is highly tuned
to react to both external and internal stimuli, and it is not always possible for any
investigator to isolate and identify which stimuli is producine a reaction, so that

any claim based upon what the witness "experiences” could well be imaginary. This
situation presentsanother problem when we come to definitions, for it is a case that
involves what is essentially a mental experience produced within an individual and which
does not involve a UFD as en object external to the mental processes, count as being
anytiing really to do with ufology? It may well be thet the ufologist can learn

from the results cf investigations conducted by trained personnel into such cases,

but there is certainly a cese here for excluding them from ufology as such and leaving
the investigation of them to those quelified in psychology and relested subjects.

If ufology is to be some sort of Fortean Irish Stew intc which anything is dumped, we
cannot cemplein if it fails to satisfy the scientific establishment. The progress

of science is no longer measured in terms of the science of the 18th and 19th centuries
ghen a single indivicdual coulc master almost tha whcole spectrum. Science is now marked
by @n intense specialisation which frequently means that incividuels within a single
discipline cannot understand the work of a close colleague, while he cannnt fully
compr2hend theirs. The major discoveries are moee frequently the result of teem-work
rather than of a breakthrough on the part of a single individual, which often makes
nonsense of awards such as the Nobesl Prize. If specialisation in various scientific
disciplines bring concrete results why expect ufology to be able to exclude itself
from it. Specialisation demands restricticn, that fact cannot be avoided, and thus
we arrive back to square one. While ufologists cannot agree over definitions, or

seek to hedge their bets by feaming definitions in such a way as to leave more bolt
holes than a rabbit makes, so chaocs will reign suprems, and so justify James Uberg's
charge of ufologists bsing unscientific and placing toc mush stress cf unsolved cases
in terms of their implications rather than out of e desire to find answers (11).
Indeed, it is nct unusual for some ufologists to respond to attempts at finding
soluticns with hystericel cries of "debunker”, as though they did not desire to
disceover soluticns. (12). 1Is it "debun king"” to make an attempt to explain a

prcblem, cr is this what ufologists shculd be coing? It is perhaps symptomatic of the
lack of conficence emong ufclogists that they heve to indulge in petty name-calling,
while the failure tec establish agresec definitions is suggestive of a desire to avoid
being scientific. Such a view is to be expected from cultists but most certeinly not




from individuals who seek to make ufology attractive to science. Hewever, until .
ufologists can bring order to thes chactic situation in which ufology now finds itself
it will remain a subject without eny cleer identity.
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MAPIT NEWSDESK

Welcome to this, the firét 1981 issue'of Skywatch, somewhat late in appearing due
to our printer, Freda, being in hospital: for an operation. - I'm glad to report thet
she is making steady progress. On with the news:

Flying Saucer Review have agin increesed their subscription retes from £5.70 to
£6.00 for six issues ..e.

The UFD Group 'Seerch West' recently produced the first issus of their magazine;
details from 120 Savernake Ave., Melkshem, Wilts, SN12 7HR. .. v

New books to look obt for are: Harmonic 286 -~ The pulse of the Universe by Bruck
Cathie. 'This Hpouse is Haunted by Guy Lyen Playfeir. Inte Thin Air by Paul Begg
and Alien GQuest by George Lenonard. All peperbacks and published by Sphers...

Are you interésted in Science Fiction and Fan tasy? If so, then try @& copy cof the
new magazine 'Triple £~ho'. It aims to be 2 platform for writing, artwork, etc.
Price: 40p a copy from: 23E Fletcher Road, Preston, FR1 S5HH.....

The Federerion of UFQ Raczarch recently paoblished the case history of a possible CE/EM
effect raese at Wimboldsley i Uiesnire from September last year. This excellent
documeni wuns to 18 pages and is = must for all serious researchers into the subject.
Write to FURFOR at 30 Cherleswcrth Street, Crewe, Cheshire, for further deteils.....

More books tc look out for are: UFO Study by Jenny Rendles (Hale) - §£7.95. The
Kaikoura UFOs by Bill Stertup and Neil Illingworth (Hodder and Stoughton) - £7.50.
Are we being Watched? by Janst end Colin Bord (Angus and Rebertson) - £3.95.....

Reviews of books will appeer in the next issue. Your subscription has run out if a
red cross appears on the following line sesas

Bye for now! D.R......
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° MIDDLE UFOLOGY: Or How to Sit on the Fence without Felling Gff.- Jenny Randles.

I have been delighted with the standard of SKYWATCH magazine over the pest year or so.
And I admit to having considerable sympathy with FUFOR's fine investigation methodology
and ruthless insistence on standerds in their published output. These signs are good
and healthy ones.

SKYWATCH has suddently found itself Britain's chief (if not only) exponent of what the
American's term "Middle Ufology"”, an ept phrase for a faction most British ’'skywatchers’
(excuse the pun!) do not even censidar to exist. Middle Ufology sits on the fence,
between the two extremes provided by what I will cell "Exotic Ufology” and the self-
styled "New Ufology”. MAGONIA is the only true representitive of the latter, prcviding
as it does a fescinating socio-cultural insight tc UFOs and the vast glcbal belief
system, of which they form but a part. There are many representitives of "Exotic
Ufology”. Twc int eresting ones, published to unusually high standards, are UFO
RESEARCH REVIEW (with its epitomisetion of the "nuts and bclts”, if it’s real it's e
UFO, approach) and EARTHLINK (which seems to have no genre, allowing apparant psychotic
loonies to expound their daft theories alongside scholarly, but nontheless, extreme

and radical theoretical approeches). I reed them all with intense fascinetion, and
weuld wish them all long life. Of course I doubt if UFC RESEARCH REVIEW and EARTHLINK
would relish being lumped together (and they are just examples of a muc wider school

of thought, with in-between members, which runs the full geuntlet of "exotic” theories)

Middle Ufology is a valuable new development and additicn to the field. It is typified
in the writings of Australian’s such es Keith Basterfigld and Mark Moravec and that
grossly uncer-reted ufologicel genius (who did not even merit a mettion in Ron Story's
UFO ENCYCLOPEDIA)... Amarican, Allen Greenfield. T feel enormous synonimity with their
utterarces, ancd whilst Britain hes yet to produce @ true Middle Ufologist I know there
are others over here (such as John Hind) who share a goodly percentege of the ground-
rules. It is a pity there is such an inconvenient little thing like the world standing
in the way of what would be a really valuable conference. I feel that albhough super-
duper con¥erences, such as the twe London Congress’s, are all goc d fun and provide a
tremencious oppcrtunity to meet overseas colleagues, their ccntributien in a ufological
segnse is rather limited. But I had better not press the point because last time I

did (via SKYWATCH) it generated a rather unexpected vicious backlash, and I am not in

a masochistic mood.

What mees Middle Ufolcgy special? Basicaelly it is bacause it starts without pre-con-
ception. This is something which typifies the "exotic” ufologists. Whetehr they
believe UFOs are spaceshipe, ball lighning or psychic projections they believe they
are somethking ( to a greater or lesser degree). I did for e long time myself. Now I
am not sure they are, and whet is more I am not sure if matters! "New” Ufologists
are rather cleser to the middle with their approach, but they still lean strongly
(rether too strongly at times, I fear) in the direction of pure psychology. Finding
contrived (and perhaps illusary) psychological meaning in & UFO experience can get out
of hand before one realises it. And whilst I am the first to admit thet the physical
evidence is rather less than the exotic ufologists would have us believe it is not
non-existant, as the psychclogically orientated (or obsessed) researchers need tc have
us believe. When you are talking about a mutholcgical projection of the human psyche
something like & ®adar-tracking is a damn nuieance!

Middle Ufologists simply eccept the stories, and treat them all as equel, by the witness
a naval commander with a hunrired PH.Ds, or be it Nellie Nutcase who talks to the spirits
(and sometimes alien beings). The evidence ranks alongside these stories, (such as it
1s) ancd it is all sifted with the aim of producing questions, rather than answering

them (that comes leter). They de not create a hypothos#s and then search for proof to
vindicate it This is chewn by my suggestion in SKYWATCH THAT IF WE accept Tony Pace's
researchee tnat a CE3 sightiing was stimulated by the moon (as seems reasecnable) then the
thing to dn 12 ask why. Ouestion wtthat this teaches us. Not sweep it under the carpet
as & "mis’cdentificeticn” or worse siill an "Hellucinetion”. I stick with my belief

that tnis i< akin to findineg 2 podind ncte on the floor beneath a slot machine, which
only acecspt c:apence peices end discarding it with disgust. Perhaps, as Teny would

have us believe, that is how scientists operats. If sc, all I can sey is, no wonder
they are all pauners!




_10-

The value of all this is that it reveals great truths ebout the UFG en igma, sometimes
simplyfying certain aspects (like making obvious the correlation betwesn psychopathic
disturbance and certzin CE4 reports) and scmetimes just revealing how complex and
centradictory the UFO phenomenon is. Middle Ufologists seem to have a refreshingly
unique characteristic. They are eble to honestly admit (even to themselves, which is
perhaps the most important thing) that they really de not know. They do not kriow

what UFl)s are. Thay do not even know if UFOs (in the sense of anything exotic) exists
Cr not. And they can listen' with concentration to the utterances of hhe sceptics
(like Menzel, Klass and the much maligned, and far more rational, Ian Ridpath) without
turning b lue in the fece and venting steam from their nostrils (an apparant character
trait of the exotic ufologist when. faced with criticism). 1In other words they are not
shackled by belief, or even th @aeed to find belief. If a case is explained it is a
triumph (not & failure) and a stimulus for intersesting questions (not the signel for
four letter sxpletives). There is not desire tc prove or disprove, just en urge to
find out. Zaidhs ol

.

This might sound like a statement of the obvicus (to those who are ¢lose to being
"Middle Ufolcgists”) or & load of old cobblers (to someone out on the limb of one of
the extremes). But to the truly open-minded inVeStl”’LDr it cught to be a shot cf
adrenalin through his bloodstream... a' catalyst ‘tc continiie a fight he might otherwise
be tempted to give up. This dilemme often .aces a ufclogist after @ few years (unless
he is sc much on the fringes that he doesn't give a damn about the evidence. He knows).
Perhaps he suspects UFOs are all in the mind, and thinks, what is the good of trying

to cenvince folk of that. Or perhaps he believes they are physically real, but despite
‘years of searching for the "groof” he cannot even find evidence to come close to doing
that. Tt is a strange intcxicaticn to suddenly find that one can look at UFO sightings
commentery and experience with. quite new syes, not worring whether this will help or
hinder one's own idees but thinking each time... "how interesting, now what the heck
does thet teach us?”. ,

I will give an example. Bernard Deléi: of CONTACT has recently published studies (in
BUFORA JOURNAL AND ERRTHLINK) of an'event that tcok place on the night of December 31
1978. Hundreds of people all over Britain (and parts of Nor thern Europe) saw an
anomalous aerial phenomenon which he ccntends wes an unknown. In fact he calculates

that three separate UFOs were present a t the same time..and views this es extraordinarily
important as indeed, 1f so, it would be. UF0s are net normally witnessed by hundreds
independently, photographecd several. times and seen on radar. -There is nc doubt whatso
ever that this prenomenon was objectively real, according to Bernard it was e UFO,

ergo it wes the most important event ever tc have occurred..... and he berrates Ufologists
for having ignpred it.

Bernerd rejects the "official” opinion that this was theAre—entry of the booster rocket
from Russual satellite COSMOS 1068, primerily because of the witness testimony. He
seems tc neglect past stucdies of witness testimony, during eimilar spectacular naturel
events, which show interestingly consistant features of witness appreciation. I would
refer people to that o ‘ten-attecked goldmine of UFD information, the Condon report, for
an analysis of witness sightings of ths sarlier ZOND 1V re-entry. The correlation is t
too close for coiincidence. Since both these incidents have considsrable parallels

with a private study (co ncducted by membars of what is now derided as the ’'non-scient-
ific group PARASEARCH) into the spectacular fireball meteor of June 6 1976 the outcome
aprears logical. "

There is no real doubit in m& mind ‘that what virtuelly everyone saw end repcrted (to
greater cr lesser degrees cf accuracy) was the re-entry of COSMOS 1068 (elthough it

is of course feasible that sightings of other contemporary phenomena have been gathered
together in the same date net) To most people therefore the guestion is & sirmple one.
Either Bernard Delair is right, and there was a peculiar phenomenon (and in view of

the well attested isoleation in space/time of UFQ encounters a quite unique onej}, or
else I (and in this case the M.0.D0.) are right and it was COSMOS 1068 misperceived.

You teke your choice. And it is true thet Bernard is a first-class ufologist, with an
excellent lrack-record, and some well-qualified witnesses backing him up. Therefore

he commands respect, and the question becomes nect one of mere belief.
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But this is where Middle Ufology comes in, for in fact this question of "who is right"
is not all that important, or the be-all and end-all of the situation. Since if
Bernard is right it dces not get us too far, and since ther=s is little cause to doubt
that COSMOS 1068 did re-enter that night, the cuestion to frame concerns the potential
misidentification of this stimulus and whet it tells ue ab:ut eye-witness testimony.
That is & tremendcus opportunity for scientific research. We have a field situation
expariment, which in UFolegy is 21l teo rare. Bernard is absolutely right when he
attacks ufologists (of all calibres) for ignoving this event. For the psychologists
swept it under the cerpet just as inush as those whc thought "this is not a UFO, how
boring, let's find something that is”) It may not be quite toc late to do something,
and I will credit one group (the North Lancs UFO Investigation Group) for a find
submitted effort to NUFON on their collated data. I have not ignored it (indeed I
refer to the incident in my new boo, UFQ STUDY, published in June) and I am working
with the date more thoroughly for my current literary project with Robert Hale.

I am very optimistic about the advantages cf Middle Ufology, and hope that more will
be swayed by its hypnotic lure. But I have some doubts. For I have tried to interest
British Ufologists in this approach. Ultimately I persuaded four other researchers to
join me in a preoject (a kind of Ufologists Condon Report) which intensively investigated
cases which ufeclogists argued had convinced them of the realisy of a physical UFO.
Re-examining the data from first principles, withcut any preconceptions whatsoever,
and unlike C ondon not trying to prove if they are reports of spaceships or not but
proving if they are evidence for novel phenomena or not. Whidst we did formulate

the project in October 1980, to date (six -months later) it has not got off the ground.
Perhaps it will de. Perheps Middle Ufelogists from cther parts of the world will join
with me in revitalising the idea (I zive my address for this purpose) But in the
meantime I have not given up. I am going ahead on my own and persuaded by publishers
to take on the preject. Soc the results of a one-year pilct study will be published
(althcugh probably not now before 1983) and I hope it might provide a sight of the way
ahead.

Being a Ufologist does not mean cne must adopt rigid standpoints. I have moved across
the UFO spectrum, being close to the fringes at times. I do not mind admitting that I
am less persuaded today thad I once was by some of my own arguments in UFCs: A BRITISH
VIEWPOINT, althcugh I do not feel ashemed of having spaculated. One makes no progress
by just sitting on the fence, althcugh it is the cnly Adlace to be in order tc -judge
whether one should jump or not. Of course if one jumps, end t ests the ground, there
is nc stigma in deciding cne might be wrong and returning to the favoured vantege point
of the middle.

Middle Ufology is one aspect of Ufoleogy. The cther two approaches are equally valid
and I do not wish to see them dimappear because they centribute to the total picture.

I have written for journals across the UFO spectrum and see nothing wrong in continuing
to do so. To te a Middle Ufologist one must associete (and give due attention to) all
of one’s colleagues, wherever they sit on the UFC spectrum.

This is why it seems sad to me that some people in the subject continue to talk about
wars, and personelity clashes. I am supposed to be in the forefront of this battleground
but really it is @ nonsense. 0K - sc I have my points of disegreement with cther
ufologists. If we all agreed with everything everybady ever said, or kept silent if
we didn’'t, we would socn heppily atrephy. This is indeed heppening te an alarming
percentage of world-wide ufolcgy. And they dec not seem to care over much, because
finding saswers is self-destructive. It rocks the boat. So fer as I am aware nobody
in British Ufolegy is currently refusing to speak to me and my relations with BUFORA
(who seem to be regarded as my arch adverseries) are at present mostly amiable (in the
very least) and in some cases rather mera than amicahla. I see this as ncot simply
healthy but essential. I alsc beliave in making my noint of view heard, beceause it is
a darn great waste of time having ideas and never acting upon them. Of ccurse, this
sometimes generates friction, but it is & test of who is and who is not the real
ufolcgist (those who are only interested in cccperation and truth) that they can
accept this with good humour and in & spirit of scientific endeavour and get on with
the job. It seems to me that the generals declered an armistice quite scme time ago,
but certain war correspondencts &o not appear tc have noticed!
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ADVERTISEMENTS

FORTEAN TIMES: The magazine cf strange phenomenz, published quarterly and recommended.
4 issue sub.£4.10. Write to 9-12 St.Annes Court, London N.l.....

- THE LEY HUNTER: The world’s leading Ley Line/Eerth mysteries magazins. Edited by
Paul Devereux. For details write to: PO Box 13, Welshpool, Powys, Wales.....

UFO IMSIGHT: First cless publicaticn frcm FUFOR (Federation of UFO Research). Single
issues - 40p. six issue subt - £2.20. from Fufor, 30 Charlssworth Street, Crewe, Cheshire.

REVELATION: is a journel published three or fcur times a year mainly fcr the occult
student and spiritual seeker. It i1s a journal which bridges the gap between the
ancient wisdom and the new age teachings. Single issue: 55p. PBack issue: 50p.
Subscription for 4 issues £2.10. Prices include pecstage. From: Reveletion, 6,
Victoria Bbad, New Brighton, Wirral, Merseysids, L45 9LD.....

MAGIC SAUCER: A pool of news and views reflecting the megis and mystery of strange
things in the sky. A magazine for young Ufo enthusiasts. 41p a copy or £2.43 for a
six issue sub. Write tc: 8 Ely Clecse, Habberly Estete, Kidderminster, Worcs.....

STARS AND RUMOURS OF STARS: The definitive acccunt of UFO. Fertean, Psychic and
Religicus events in North Wales, 1905. 36 pages: only £1.00 or fcur dollars. from
Kevin McClure, 8 Scectland Rcad, Little Powden, Leics.....

FORESIGHT: A bi-monthly magazine dealing with spirituel evclution of humanity and
Promoting a pbilosophy to encourage a greater spiritual awareness of the true spirit
cf the new age. Single issues: 28p; 6 issues £1.75p. Wirite to: John Barklam,

29 Beaufort A enus, Hodge Hill, Eirminghem, B34 BAD..... :

GNOME NEWS: The nub licatlcon of the Gnome Club of Great Britain. Membership in GB
£2.50, elsewhere £3.50 includes enemelled gnome badge end ghome news three times a
year. The Gnome Club is at The 01d Rectory, West Putford, Devon, EX22 7XE.....

ANCIENT ALIENS: Pcwer Secreta Free. Urite to MW, 22551, Markhma Perris, Ca%92 370 USA.

UFO NEWSCLIPPING SERVICE: Want to keep up with the reel 'Close Encounters?' One
excellent way of doing so is with the Ufo newsclipping serwice, tringing ycu Ufo
reports from the United States and earound the world. . Since 1969, our service has
obtained newsclippings from an international nress clipping bureau, then reproduced
them by photo-offset printing for our subscribers. Meny fascineting Ufo reports
(chotogrephs, landinge anc occupent cases, etc.) are only published in smaller ‘daily
and weekly newspapers. Our service provides these for you, along with wire service
items from Associated Press, United Press, International Reuters and other agencies.
Each monthly issue of the UFC nawsclipping servic e is a 20 page report containinge
the latest Ufc acccunts from the US, England, Conada and Australia, South America
and other cecuntries. English transletions of foreign language reports are elso
prcvided. Let us keep ycu informed on world wicde Ufo activity. For subscription
informaéion and sample peges from our service issues, write today to: UFQO Newsclipping
Service, Lucius Farish, Route I, Box 220, Plumerville, Arkansas 72127, USA.....

UFO CASSETTES: The following recordings are available price £3.00 for two.

Teﬁe 43 - Are other worlds watching us?

Tope 244 - Are UFOs Real?

Tape 45 - MNews and views and Christ's return.

Tepe 47 -~ Out of this World, BBC1l pregramme on UF0Os and Alternative 3 ITV programme.
Tape 53 - UFOs and religion by Nigel Flair.

Tape 54 - Discussion on UFOs - Cradle HI1l, Warminster, Reg.Bradbury, Nigel Blair

and US Eroadcaster Pryce Bond.

Tapes 43 - 45 by Reginald Eradbtury. A full 1list of tepes isavailable from:
The Kingdom Voice, Riverside Cottage, Bridgend, Harnford, Devon, EX10 ONG..




THE END BITS

Quotes:
Balancing the family budget these days is like trying to stand on
ycur head in a hammock - Mable Wegthorpe.....

The reason the evening TV hcurs are cellad primt time is because
the shows give the viewers plenty tc beef about - Cerruthers ....

The old maxim that there'’s no use crying over spilled milk was
suggested long before it reached today'’s price. - Lulu Trimble ....
Amusing Comment:

Asked why a myth was, a boy wrote: 'A myth is a spythster thet
lysthns'....

Further Quotee

Definition of a 1981 baby sitter: e teeeager who comes to act

like an adult while adults go cut to act like teenegers. - Credit ?

Burning Ambition: A suicide bid by a Johannesburg man who poured

petrol over himself fizzled out yesterday - when he found he had no
matches! - DPaily Star, 20.2.81.

Finally:

A symposium on Extrateerestrial Experience and releted subjects

is to be held at the Belgrave Hotel, City Road, Chester, from
11.00 a.m. to 5.00 p.m. on Saturday, 27th June. Write to:

Lynne and Tony Halsall, 8 The Ridgeway, Northop Hall, Clwyd, North
Wales, for details .....

SUBSCRIPTION AND MEMBERSHI P TO MAPIT AND SKYWATCH IS £3.00 (6 issues)
SINGLE CCPIES APE 35p EACH. OVERSEAS RATES ON REQUEST AND EXCHANGES
WELCOME.




THE MAPIT RESOURCES CENTRE.

The need for informatirn is as basic a requirement for mankind
as any other. Information as a resource, hcwever, is increasing at
as fast a rate as 'natural rescurces' are decreasinn, perhaps even
faster.

'Ufology' can itself be termed a subject with an ever-increasing
amcunt of informaticn coming nut of it; indeed, it is not alone in this,
psychic phenomena, the parancrmal, Earth mysteries, new age and occult
lore are amongst other such subjects one can menticn. The foundation
stone fmr all otjective research-wcrk is infeormation because without it
no research can exist. 0ne of the main reascns' people are deterresd
from beceming involved this type cof endeavour is the lack of
accessibility to the data they may require. Science has long established
channels of access to proper library facilities, which enable
individuals to acquire items ~f interest. To qucote Dr. R. Mcrrell,
"Ufolozy, whilst claiming a status within varicus disciplines, has not
even managed to provide itself with elementary research facilities of
this type." Since our joint 'Statement »f Intent' was published in
1979, MAPIT and FUFOR have discussed the possibility sf setting up a
'Res2aurces Centre!. Both crganisatizns fully reccgnise the problems
this involves and we wculd like readers cf this information sheet to
understand that was not a hastily taken decision by cverenthusiastic
individuals who will lose their interest in the project after a couple
cf mecnths. We iIntand to start the Centre and wish to appeal tn yecu
all to assist us.

There are many srcd reasons for starting such a Centre, for
ina*3~ce:—~{1) it 0ill offer a ccmprehensiva collaction af reference
material in one central lecation, which will include subjects ather
than 'Ufology'; (2) the information stored at the Centre will be
available to all interested parties and (3) over the lang-term it will
establish a much needed, long cverdue, archival collectien of itens,
which will te a historic record for all future generations to make

use of.

Any collection ~f material must ke fully indexed and catalocued for
easy reference. To assist the Centre we have order a 'Sinclair ZX=81'
cemputer, which will allow us te utilise the latest technology fer
setting up three main indexes. These are a General Index; Subject
Index and an Abstract Index. The potential for forming new indexes
will be greatly enlarged with the help of the 'ZX-81'; as John Prytz
has said, "any infnrmation that can be stored on a piece of paper can
be stored in a crmputer. For examples:- bibliographies, names of
authors, titles of books, articles from journals with specific dates
and edition, cross-references, indexes that ynu own, plus the data
bases of cther ufolepists - inrluding their names, addresses and
telephone numbers etc.

The Centre will he a facility for everyone to have access to, be they
involved in serious research, tha media, free-lance writers or just
ordinary individuals who require an answer to a particular query. The
methods of obtaining the material will be via the telephone, writing to
the Centre and in some cases, photocopying the material required and
sending it to the enquirers. Finally, of course, information can be
obtained from personal visits. There are many things tol.be organised,
the formation of a regular team of translators is something that can
ke planned for in the long-term, as can the purchase of a quality
photo-copier that can be housed at the Centre. The Centre will, of
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course, have to charge for supplying any information in order to
cover costs for its upkeep.

This information sheet has been compiled to inform you of this
project, we wish to hear from you about the Centre. UWe would like as
many sources as possible to support us; this can be done in various
ways., It is, for instance, financially impossible for us to subscribe
to every magazine, n2wsletter and journal published, we would like to
hear from Editors who are willing to donate copies (both back and
future) of their publications for inclusion in the centre. Any .
donations will be greatly appreciated, eg: newsclippings, o0ld magazines,
tapes, photographs, case-histories etc.

To aid the purchase of collections and individual items - a

support fund has been. formed and persons wishing to send any donations
to it are asked to forward them to the MAPIT address. -

MAPIT, David Rees, 92 Hillcfest‘Road, 0fferton, Stockport, Cheshire,
SK2 5SE, England. (Tel: 0€1-4834210).

This information sheets was published jointly with:-
FUFOR, 30 Charlesworth Street, Crewe, Cheshire, England.
April, 1981.
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