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What every skeptic could inquirefor, For every why he had a wherefore?

-- Samuel Butler, Hudibras, 1663
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April Meeting

The Magi ¢ of Mpi ngo, Ti ne Travel and
Spont aneous Hunman Conbust i on

The Apri | nenber shi p neet i ngwas around
tabl e dedi cat edt oseri ous skeptical conversati on.
Presi dent Roy Auer bach beganw th areport on
pseudosci enceinthehighendhi-fi narket. Roy
devel opedaninterest inhighfideitystereosoundin
cd | ege, andhas kept upw thit sonewhat ever since. It
isafiel dwhereyounmght expect good sci ence and
eng neeringtoprevai |, sinceitsgod i stoproducethe
nost real i sticsoundpossibl e But that i sfar fronthe
case, accordingtoRoy, whosaysthat theul tra-
expensi ve st ereo equi pnent narket isriddledwth
jpseudosci ence.

H ghfidel ity devot ees ar e even show ngsi gns
of fragnenti ngintorival facti ons, onenadeupof aud o
skept i cs who doubt t he usef ul ness of nany hi -fi
product s, andthe ot her of “audi ocrazi es” capabl e of
bel i evi ngthat narki ngtheedges of M swthagreen
(onl'ygreen, noot her cal or) narki ngpeni nprovesthe
sound. As you can see fromRoy’ s use of “audi 0
(Cont. Pg 6)

May Meeting
B gf oot Mikes Lasti ng | npressi on
on Ron Schaf f ner

Fon Schaf f ner i ssoi npressedw t hB gf oot and
hi sstrangeki nthat hehas beeni nvesti gati ngreportsof
si ghtings of unusual ani nal sfor sonethingl i ketwenty
years. Wiat i npresses hi mnost i s peopl e’ s
wllingnesstobe i evei nsuchcreat uresint heabsence
of any good evi dence.

He evencarri es ani npressi on
aroundw th him oneof thenore
not ori ous pi eces of B gf oot “evi -
dence”: aplaster cast of al arge
(perhaps 16" |1 ong), bare, hunan-
likefootprint all egedtobea
Bgfoot print. Theonethingthis
reporter coul dconcl udefromt he
cast i sthat whoever nadei t thi nks
B of oot has ahundred per cent fl at
feet. Not evenany hed .

The study of creatures |ike
B gf oot, ani nal sthat nay not be anyt hi ngnoret han
fignents of soneone’ sinagi nation, isincludedin
crypt ozool ogy. G ypt ozool ogy | i ke nany sci ences
i ncl udes bot hnai nst reamandfri nge el enent s. There
arenai nstreaneod og stswosefid dof interest isthe
study of ani nal s whose exi stenceisinscientific
di spute. Andtherearefringecryptozool ogi st s wose
studiesarel imtedtoan nal swhoseexi stencei snat in
scientificd spute, i ncl ud ngfor exanpl et he LochNess
Mnster andB gfoot. Scientistshavelittletinefor
i nvestigati ngthenon-scientistsor their i nagi nary
aninal s. Thisiswereinvestigators!ikeRonnake
(Cont. Pg 8)

Chank £ H.llm-
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“Wat doyouthi nk, skeptic?”

Tal ki ngof abreast cancer pati ent woref usedtoseeaned cal doct or
infavor of consul tingapsychicheal er. Thepatientslifewasconsi deradly
shortenedbut, sai dadef ender of quacknedi cine: “...her fina yearswere
still amracle.” Andshe, “conti nuedtostressover andover that this
out cone shoul d not be consi dered atragedy, becausethe patient was so
happy. . .” Anedi cal doct or responds:

V|, there, perhaps, she’ sgot you. Breast cancer i sal ong, draw-
out thing. Youcanspend5or 100or 15yearsi naconst ant agony of anxi ety
about havingafatal disease, or youcanfindalie
and be happy for thesanetine. Wiichisbetter?
That’ s t he conundrumf aci ngal | skeptics. Lies
al | ay anxi et y—andt conuichanxi ety, particu arly
about thefutureanddeat handpai n, whi chare
inevitabl e, isonedf thethingsthat nakeslifenat
vorthliving. Skepticisma nstofindout thetruth
indl things. Theliew chskepticstel thense ves
isthat thetruthal ways, i ntheend, nakesthi ngs
better. Avays. That lieistorelievetheanxi ety -
theyhave t hat soneti nes, occasi onal |y, what
they redo ng asskeptics, i snot theki ndest thingtheycanbedoing. It’s
recursi veand veryironic.

I findthat alittleskeptici smabout skeptici sm soccasiona lyin
order, especial | ywhenit conestoheal th, death, andthi nki ngabout t he
hunancondi tion. Asadoctor, | findnysel f quiteoftentaki ngapaosition
wi chisjust alittlenaoreopti msticthanthestra gt factswll conpletdy
justify. 1" mmat Levashov (thepsychi chedl er), but nel ther aml aconput er.
Thepl aceboeffect i sred andbeneficid —that’ sbeensci entifica | yproven,
andi snot asubj ect for skepticism Adyet it’ snot avai | abl etoconpl ete
practici ngskepti csasatherapy, e ther ononesi deof thedoct or’ s desk or
theother. Another conundrum -- Seveharris, MD
fromSeat/ chdgHt// ne theinternet editi onof Skaar/ ¢ nagazi neandt he cyber space
va cedf theSkeptics Sci ety.

Sor eadi ng t he Good News about Greeni ngthe Earth

Aful | pageadinthe Véshi ngt on Post shows a chi npanzee
coveringhisears- refusingtolistentothegood news: “QQ
level saregoingup!” That’ sprettygreat, hun? Hantsthriveon
Qtheadexpl ai ns, naki ngthi sagreener, noreproducti vepl anet. It’s
oneof nature’ shuildinghl ocks. Wthout QQlifeonEarthwoul dcease. S
don' t beachi np, doyour part tonakethi sabetter worl d: tradei nyour
dinkylittleecononycar andget asports-utilitygasguzzl er, turnupthe
t her nost at and bur nt hose hydr ocar bons. Support for t he ad cane from
dectricutilitiesandtheVisternFuel Associ ati on.

-- W’ s Newby Robert L. Park, 23 April 1999
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Mracl es arevery persona events, they happen
toind vidual s. @ theyoccurredl ongagoandfar anay.
Sohowcanyouever protest their truth: youweren' t
there, youd dn't seeit, perhgpsit d dhappenj ust asit
wasta d. Yet, weskepti cstendtodout tal esof wonder.
Wquestionthei r truthandaccuracyinthefirst pl ace,
andifitisnot reaistictodeny, welookfor rational
expl anationsof theevent. Thequestionl haveisthi s,
what woul dactual | yconstituteareal mracl e?And, if
one di d occur, howwoul d we knowi t and howwoul d we
recordit for othersandfor posterityinsuchawvayt hat
t herecoul dbenodoubt : fiereamracl e hgoered

SKepticsre ect nracl esongenerd princi g esve
cdl nturd | aw Toarguea“truemracl € i scontraryto
sci ence begs t he quest i ont hat we knowal | of nat ur al
| aw Uhexpected heal i ngof adeadl yill ness has been
accl ai ned miracul ous, but t hat assunes we knowi n
eachsuchcasewendeathisinevitad e. | don't thinkwe
do. If ananveretoflyupintotheair byhiswll & one,
or percel veeventsat apl acehundreds of nil esdi stant,
sonenght claimt amracl e. But skepti cswou dsurely
ask (1) howdi dhedothat, and (2) anendt he | ans of
nat uretoincl udethisas“newfindings.” Therearefew
t hi ngs sci ence knows t 0 be i npossi bl ew t h absol ut e
certainty—whichleaveslittl el eevay for nmracl es.

I f thennracl e happenedel sewhere, or i nt hepast
—what evi dence woul d suffice. R ctures, even
phot ogr aphs can be faked. Evenif arecordis|eft
behi nd, suchasthefanous Sroudof Turinwthits
portrait of Jesus, skepticswil examneit carefu lyfor
fraud. Yet, assumngfor t he nonent t he C*dati ng had
g venafirst centurydat e, andthebl oodt est edas bl ood.
Totheskeptica | thiswoul dprovehereisaportrait of
anman fromt he begi nning of the Christianera. Vé
woul dwant t o know howwastheportrait put onthe
cloth? Toclai mit was amracl e si npl y begs t he
questi on, wet her therevasanat ural processtoi nprint
clothwthaportrait, whi chwe nol onger know To
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knowsonet hingwas truly amracl e, we haveto
uderstandthet it i sabsd ute yinpossi bl e

| woul d suggest t he knowni npossi bl eresi des
i nthereal mof geonet ry wher e sone contoi nat i ons are
i npossi bl e. Tofindafrogi naboxthat has never been
openedi s i npossi bl e. The box t hat has never been
opened, however, does not exi st. Rerhapst he f anous
swordof KingArthur insertedintothelivi ngstone
woul dqual i fy. | don't seehowaswordof soft i roncan
beinsertedintocountryrockthat i s otherw se
undi sturbed, unl essthroughamracle. M favorite,
however, i sthiswhichrequirespenetrati onof the
fourthd nension. | nagi netwoordi naryringdonuts
cut fromof two dense,
contrasting, wel | grai ned
speci es of wood, say red
oak and zebr a wood.
I nsert oneringthrough
theat her wthout breaki ng
either. nlyamracl e
cou ddothat, andcaref ul
nncrascopi ¢ cel | by cel |
i nspecti oncoul di ndi cat e whet her t he wood vas ever
br oken. Suchdoubl etoruswoul dprocl ai nfor al | ti ne:
hereannracl et ook pl ace.

|
Notrueskepticwoul dever et the |
, Starsandspiritsgui dehim Hecan I
get thoroughl y | ost onhi s own. I
”  —bio-astrol oger Esneral davon |
Lowenzahn- Dent del i on :

|

- A ternative Md ci ne:

- % Mngress MnsultstheSars.

A 1988 TV commer ci al had an act or i nawhit e snock

w t hast et hoscope endor si ngaheal thproduct. “1’ rmat
adoctor,” hebegan, “but | playoneonTV.” @ oseenough! Rep.
DanBurton (RIN), chair of the House Gover nnent Ref orm
Gmmittee, has schedul edaFeb24 heari ngon“Pati ent Accessto
AternativeMdicine.” Theleadwtnessw | beactress Jane
Seynour, whoplaysthetitlerolein“Dr. Quinn, Mdicine
Venan. " Accordi ngtoour sources, subsequent hearingsw | |
feature Ir. TomHanks and Or. Arnol d Schwar zenegger .

Source: War’ s Newby Robert L. Park (12 Febr uary 1999)
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Too Many Books....
Too Little Time....

The B t i nor e Gase:
ATria of RYitics, Siere avCaacter
by Cani el J. Kevl es
(NewYork: W W Norton &Co. 1998)

Inarecent reviewontheinternet Mchael
Sher ner reconmended t hat ever yone read t hi s book
cover tocover. Qnlythus canwel ear n howbi onedi cal
sci encereal | yworks, andhowadi sast rous niscarri age
of justicelikethi scandevel opanddragitsel f out over
tenyearstothedetrinent of theaccused. Sherner i s
right, but thetaskhel aysout for usi s by noneans easy.
Kevl es, aprof essi onal historian, haswittenacl ear,
straigt forverdnarrati veabout theaccusati onsof fraud
i nsone resear ch pr ocedur es and experi nent s | evel ed
agal nst Therezal nani shi - Kari. A soaccusedwas Nobel
prizew nner Davi dBaltinore, acol | eagueat Harvard
and a co- aut hor of the paper i nquestion. He was
however not thel ead aut hor, yet asthe nost fanous
nenfoer of t he group he cane under heavi est fire. And,
he st ood by and backed t he honest y of | nani shi - Kari
throughout . Thecasei tsel f was aconpl exof escal ati ng
accusati ons of msinterpretation, nal f easance, and
fraudagai nst abi onedi cal sci enti st byapost-doctora
fellow It draggedout over tenyears, i nva vedheari ngs
inGngress, andinvestigationbytheNHGfi ceof
Siatificlneyity.

Thecaseisextrenal ydifficut tofdlonfor two
reasons. For one, thescienceitsel f i sexceedingly
conpl ex. It i nvd vestheusedf trans-geni ¢, i nbrednnce,
alargedataset takenfrommultipl e experinents
i nval vi ngchenncal reagent swhi chdo, or soneti nes do
not do, wet theyareexpectedto. Interpretati ondf these
datarequiresinsi ght, experience, andstatistics. The
work i s part of ongoi nginvestigations by nany
|aboratoriesintothefunctioni ngaof thei nmune syst em
i nwhi chthe paper i nquesti onwas onl y asnal | step
forward. Kevl esusesthefirst chapter tolayout the
sci ence and t he experi nent for us. He gi ves us
di agrans, draw ngs of appar at us, xerox of the cont est ed

| aborat orynatebook pages, d | thisinsufficient detall.
Sill thelogi cof theexperinent i sdenandi ngandl am
not surel understoodit conpl etely.

Thesecondi ssuenaki ngthi snarrati ved fficu t
tofol | owi s theenornous cast of characterswhich
becanei nval vedi ntheinvestigation. Therearefirst
thel argecontingent of scientistswhoservedonthe
vari ous revi ewconmt t ees whenonl y misi nt er pr et a-
ti onwas charged. Thenstaf f nenoer s f romvari ous
of fi ces of the Nl Hserved as accusers and
investigators. Hnal | yacongressi ond conmtteetried
t onake anexanpl e of | nani shi -Kari, harassi ngher in
theprocess. Awdevarietyof experts, consul tants,
andt echni ci ansfronmt he FB and Secret Servi cevere
dramintothei nvesti gati on.

Inbrief, aforei gnsci enti st was accused by an
Aericanpost-doctara fellow first of msinterpreting
dat a, whi chshethenesca at edi ntoaccusati onsof dat a
fraud. The news nedi at ook t he whi stlebl owner to
heart, describi ngher asthemstreatedvicti mof a
power f ul est abl i shnent. Congressnan O ngel |’ s
conmtteewent after theaccusedi nMCarthylike
fashion, tryingher i nthepressandnever al | ow ngher
toseetheactual caseagai nst her. TheNH whi chhad
jurisd ctionover her asagrant reci pi ent, cooperated
wththe@ngressnan. Inthisparticu ar casethepost -
doct oral whi stl e bl oner was a per sonabl e young
wonan sci enti st, whowas extrenel y arti cul at e,
cocksure of hersel f, her nenory, and her
inerpretati onsof thedata, andj ust pla nwaong.

Theresul t vasaseri ousiscarri ageof j usti ce
i nwhi chani nnocent was houndedfor nearl ytenyears
by t he conbi ned power s of t he N Hf raud squad,
congr ess, and sone of her col | eagues. Ther eza
| nani shi -Kari di dfindonestrongsupporter i nDavid
Bal tinore, whol ai dnuch of hi sreputation, career,
andgoodnaneontheline, andsufferedforit.

—\¢l f Roder
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Fas/v oraltl e Mrisense:
Rustnocern/ it €/ ect ual s Ause of i erce
by Al an Sokal and Jean Bri cnont
(NewYor k: R cador, 1998)

Wiat arewetonakeof thisquotationfromthe
F ench phi | osopher and soci ol ogi st Baudri | | ar d about
therecent Persian @il f Vér?Is hisinvocation of
sci entific concepts net aphori cal ? Does he nean hi s
stat enent about geonetrylitera ly?Dpesany of it nake
sense?(p. 147):

Wiat i snost extraordi naryi sthat thetwohypot heses, the

apocal ypseof real ti neandpurevar a ongwththetri unph
o thevirtual over thered, areredizedat thesaneting in

t he sane space-ti ng, eachini npl acabl epursuit of the
other. It isasignthat thespacedf theevent hasbeconesa
hyper spacewthnol ti pl erefractivity, andthat t/espaced
var has becone aefi i t i/ vel y nor- Arc! / dean. (fromlean
Baudrillard, 77 G/ f Var O dNot Take A ace(| ndi ana
Lhiv. Rress, 19%) p. 50, itaicsinthearignd, LaGere
av@ ' fen apaseulieu)

Inthisvolune, whichfirst appearedinParisas
/npostures /tel/ ectuel/ es, Sokal and Bri cnont t ake
apart anunier of fashi onabl e French phi | osopher s.
They show inthewords of oneBritishjournalist that
“noder nFenchphi | asophyisal cadof d dtosh.” (p. 3)
I nt he above quot et hey conment t hat “ hyper spacew t h
nul tipl erefractivity” doesnot exi st i nany sci ence, and
ask, what woul d a Eucl i dean or non- Eucl | dean space of
var | ook i ke.

Qher wi ti ngs exan ned ar e by Jacques Lacan,
JuliaKristeva, Lucelrigaray, Brunolatour, Glles
Del euze, F8lixGuattari, andPaul Mrilio. Thisvol une
triestoshowthat suchwitersabusesci entificconcepts
andideas. Theythrowscientificternsat thei r non-
sci encereaders, out of context, wthout expl anation, or
w thout regardfor their rel evance, or eventheir
neani ng. Thus, it isnat cl ear vhet her aconcept i s used
asnet aphor or tobetakenlitera ly. Inthefirst i nstance
such use does not advance under st andi ng, i nt he second
itisnostlypla nwong, sincethewiters have not
under st ood t he sci ence. Yet, these French*savants”
have becone | eadi ng lightsinrecent Arerican
schol ar shi p about sci ence by academ cs cal | i ng
t hensel ves “ post noder n. ”

Sokal and Bri cnont score “nystification,
del i ber at el y obscur e | anguage, conf usi on, andt he

5

msuseof sci entificconcepts” (p. xi) wii chhave nade
i nroads i nt o Aneri canacademic circles. They are
t her eby conment i ngont hesourcesof “rel ativisniin
Engl i shspeaki ng post - neder ni st andcul tural - st udi es
i nwhi ch sci ence has been descri bed as not hi ng nor e
thanmyth, nerration, or asocia construction Itisdl
great goodfun, or woul dbeif it werenot sosad.
Wiere | amdi sappoi ntedi sthat the aut hors
consi der “sci ence” onlythephysica , natura or hard
sci ences. Def endi ngt heseagai nst thenatteri ngaof the
post noder ncrazi esi s about as easy as angl i ngfishin
abarrel. Thisleavestheresidual ideathat the
re ativistsareperhgpscarrect aoout thesoci d sci ences
andhi story, andthat theseinfact arenothingbut “a
consensus of experts” or “thei deol ogi cal agendas of
poverful elites.” Yet, thereisadifferencebet wveen
factsandliesinhistory, v chhavetobe sortedout
bef or e reasonabl ei nt erpret ati ons can be nade. 1 n
economcs pricetheoryisfairlyreliable while
“suppl y si derismiisquackery. Gertai ngeneral i za-
tionsinthesoci a sci encearew del y accept edand have
stoodthetest of experience. Exanpl es aret he
i nteracti onof suppl y and denandi neconomcs, soci a
net wor k nodel si nsoci o ogy, or exponenti a di stance
decay i nhunani nt eracti ons i n geogr aphy. Wi | e
opi nionnay benorei nportant i nthesoci a thanthe
netural sciences, theutinatearbiter i sevi denceabout
what i sgoingoninthereal world.
—\l f Roder

QG ass HusesareHil f Ful |

For t he past ni neyears, M| waukee has been
| abel edtheworst placeinthenationfor racial
di sparitiesinhonel cans. Hwever, asthe M/ vaukee
Journal Serit/nel pointedout on5Axril, thearea' s
mnorityl ocandeni a rate“was 23. 9percent, whichis
| over thanthe 34 percent nati onal average.” Ganthese
twofacts bereconci | ed? Yes, becausethedriving
factorinthed sparityistheincred blylovden d rate
inMIwaukeefor vhites-- only 8 3percent. Noone
qui t e knows why t he ar eaenj oys suchagoodcal | ecti ve
cred t rating, athoughsuggest edreasonsi ncl ude good
savingshabi ts, al owbad-debt rateandahi ghnarri age
rate. Thus, despitetheracial disparity, hone-locan
approval i nMIwaukeeisbetter thanaveragefor all
reoes.
—Vta Sats Aril 1999(Satistica Assessnent Servi ce)
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Magic of Mpingo (from pg 1)

crazies,” thisrivalryhas a ready descendedt o nane
cal i ng. The peopl e Ry cal | s audi o crazi es nore
generousl y | abel thensel ves “gal denears.” Thega den
earsreturnthefavor, cal lingtheaud oskeptics
“cyborgs.”

Hnehi-fi stereoconponent s nay be hadfor two
tothreethousanddd | ars, but wtharesilient credt card
you can spend as nuch nor e t hanyou mght |i ke. And
therearepl entyof peopl eout theretohel pyou. There
are hi -fi conpani es who sel |
anplifierswredwthsilver wre,
claimngthat silver conducts
e ectrictyfaster thancopper does.
That’ strue, but it’ snot achange
that nakesadi fference, except in
thesi zeof thedent i nyour val | et.
fierswredwthgd dared sosd d,
al thoughgol dconducts el ectricitylesswel | than
copper. (Not that gol di sconpl et el yusel essinhi-fi
equi pnent : a gol d wash on a connect or i s usef ul
becauseit preventstarnishthat coul dbreakthe
comection)

Gabl es used t o connect st ereo conponent s are
anot her areaof creativeexploitationof custoner
i gnorance. Mbnst er br and cabl es have beenan enduri ng
successinthisfie d. Theyarenarketedw t hpages of
verysci enti ficandoftensem-accuratechi t chat about
theinportance of vari ous refi nenent s ont he sound
produced at one m | |ion cycl es per second.
Unfortunat el y, hunanears can't hear sounds at this
frequency, or any frequency anywhere near it. The
bot t oml i ne: t hese expensi ve cabl es don’ t i nprove
soundw t hi nt he range of hunanhearing. If youare
particu arl yani ous about theeffect of cald esonsound,
you woul d do bet t er t o st op by Radi 0 Shack and buy
coaxi a cabl e, whi ch al t hough expensi ve, i s nuch
cheaper t hant he hyped cabl es producedf or the hi ghend
hi -fi narket.

AwlloQrtic anmagazinewittenfor audi o
skepti cs, tested M2. 2 Monst er cabl es, whi ch cone
equi ppedw t hspeci a “net wor k boxes” on each end.
The boxes are | abel ed “To Anpl i fier” and “To
Speaker.” Intheir investigation, AdoQrtic
di snant | edt he net wor k boxes, andfoundt hat they were
nade of twol ayers of netal . Qhe box was conpl etel y
enpty, andtheother hada100 Qnresi stor init, an
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enpt y gest ure accordi ngto Roy. Suchtests do not
goped a dl toreadersdf Saevf/e anagazirefar the
opposi t e canp, who bel i evethat blindtests of
anplifiers, for exanpl e, areadesecrati onaf thehi-fi
experi ence.

But Mnst er Gabl es ar e pedest ri an conparedt o
the efforts of the Shun Mok Conpany. Shun Mook
pushes t he “nagi ¢ of Mbi ngo” as acorrectivefor
vaywar dresonancet hat threatenstospoi | your hi-fi
experience. MingoisanAfricanwordfor ebony.
Ebony, apd i edcarrectl ytoahi -fi systemisdlegedto
absor b and regul at e resonance. Accordi ngto Shun
Mok, thecorrect waytoappl yebonyistobuythelr
tiny di sks of Mbi ngo ebony, 5/ 8inchby 1/2i nch, at
$50 each, and st ack t hemont op of your anpl i fi er and
ot her st er eo conponent s.

I f youareavacuunt ube ent husi ast, Shun Mok
suggest s t hat you r educe har sh nechani cal , non-
nusi cal resonances al | egedt o enanat e f r omyour

vacuumt ubes by per chi ngspeci al | y
» fire-proofed M ngodi skswthtiny
[« Wrefeet ontopaof your tubes. O you
¢ cancut down on (1 nagi nary) non-
» nusi cal resonances caused by your
recor d changer by usi ng an $895
“recordcl anp, ” astack of ebony di scsthat sitsontop
of therecordastherecordrotates. Al of thisis
acconpani ed by reans of nonsensi cal pseudosci entific
bl at her ai nedat convi nci ngyout hat | ess noney i nyour
pocket w | | nake hugei nprovenent sint he sound you
hear. Roy’ sadvi ceistoput your noney back i nyour
pocket and spendit ongood speakers, wherenoneyi s
adi fferencethat nakesareal differenceinwat you
heer.

Roy’ sreport was fol | oned by adi scussi on of
whet her bl ack net a trays nake neat defrost anyfaster
thanj ust putti ngtheneat onthekitchencounter. Ater
consi deringtherd ativenal ti ngspeeds of i cecubeson
bl ack al umhnumt rays, ordi nary cooki e sheet s, and
upsi de down S yr of camcups, t he gr oup concl uded t hat
yes, i f youkeep pouri nghot wat er ont he bl ack net al
tray, theneat wll defrost faster therethanonthe
couter top.

The def rost i ng di scussi onwas f ol | owed by
di scussi ons of thepossibilityof tel eportati onor
netatransfer (asin’Beanme up, Scotty”), hydrot her-
nal rifts, thearignad life(hereonEarthor e sevhere
or both) andareport by Publ i city Gordi nator Gry
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H nes onspecul ati vetheori zingontinetravel .

Therearenag or problenswthtinetravel :
evenavery short tri pwoul drequiretheenergy
producedby anentirestar. Bit thereisnathinginthe
current!yaccepted| avs of physi cswhi chrul esout tine
travel , accordingtoGry. Tinetravel isthestuff of
hi ghl y specul ati vesci ence, nat outright fant asy. Qe
possi bilityistravelingthrougha*wormhol e,”
connecti ngtwo bl ack hal es, poppi ng on one end and out
the ot her i n anot her ti ne and pl ace. Anongt he
probl ens: you coul dn' t choosewhat tineor pl ace, and
i f theveryfragi| ewormhol ecal | apsedwhi | eyouvere
intransit, that woul dbetheendof youvaswel | asthe
tinetravd .

Anot her net hod mght bearotatingcyl i nder.
| nagi net hat youhadanaohj ect tentinesaslargeasthe
sun whi ch you wer e sonehowabl etorol | intoan
infinitelylongcyl i nder that spunat severa billion
rotations per second. Nowi nagi net hat you coul dent er
thecyl i nder sonevwhereal ongitslength, andexit it at
anot her poi nt. Qut youwoul d conei nanot her (agai n
unspeci fi ed) ti neandpl ace.

Q perhaps two cosmc strings (theoreti cal
obj ect s possi bl y | eft over fromt he B gBangwhent he
uni ver se began) coul dbelineduptogether, or wtha

bl ack hal e, and produce a
)

DN vaytotravel intine. If
5 DR
e

dl of thisseensabit of a
T3 stretch, just thinkwat a

e 2 U stretchl andi ng ahunan
o

A bei ng ont he noon woul d

= ‘
ey
?' @ i vi ng anere 300 years
ap.

M gor ous di scussi ons of whet her conput er s
actud lyinproveour qualityadf life hd ograns (ali gt
proj ecti onof aninagethat seens to havethree
di nensi ons), thepossibilityof hal tingtheag ng
process, andwhet her that woul dbeasnart thi ngtodo,
fdloned

Meniber s ended up wonder i ng about spont ane-
ous hunan conbust i on. Meeti ng O gani zer Brad
Bonham readi ng from&cret s of t he Qpernat ural :
/nvestigatingthe Viar/ d’'s Geult Wsteries, by Joe
N ckel andJohnF. H scher, (1996), expl ai nedt hat
spont aneous hunan contoust i oni s apoor | y under st ood

but expl ai nabl e phenonenon i nwhi ch a per son bur ns
wththei nmed at esurround ngs, for exanpl e, achair,

have seened t o peopl e

but | eavi ngtherest of theroomunt ouched. Wsua | ythe
personisel derly, not nobi | e, and has used sl eepi ng
pi | I sor a cohol andwas snoki ngor very near an open
fireplaceat thetineof theacci dent. Thefireisnot
“spont aneous” but caused by snoki ng or t he near by
fire. Avariety of circunstances canaccount for the
falued thefiretospread. Inonecaseci tedby N cke ,
for exanpl e, thefl oorsandwal | s of theroomwere
cocrete

-- Reportedby M rgi ni aJergens

The A gasus Anard for Supporti ngthe Mst Usel ess

S udy:
The Janes Randi Educat i onal Foundat i on has

gi venthe A gasus anardi nt he above cat egory t 0 Joe
H rnage, whogaveupatwobillion
7 conput er busi ness to spread “ 7he
e,
2
ECARY) | _
haveinventedtheconputer chip. It
was r ever se engi neer ed f r omst uf f
foundi none of those crashed U-G. The gover nnent

Trueh” Wi ch, accordingtoJoe, is
that hunans aren’t snart enoughto
ishidngthetruthtopreserveour sel f esteem

Bread

Anandroppedasl i ceof bread hehadbuttered
for lunchonthefloor. Ad, believene, it fell wththe
butteredsi deup. Gwiously, Gdwvastryi ngtotell hhm
sonet hi ng. Sothenanwent tohi s Rabbi, andtol dhim
vwhat had happened. The Rabbi t hought for al ongti ne,
andfinal lysaid “Surely, Gdistryingtotel |l you
sonet hing, but what it isl don't know”

Sthenext tinethe Rabbi went
tothe National Conference of
Rabbi ni cal Shal ars, hepresentedt he
probl emt o t he assenfl ed w sdomof
the neeting. Andall the Rabbi s
ponder ed | ong and har d about what
nessage God nnght havetriedtog ve.

Ater theRabbi returnedhone, the nanasked
hi mwhat al | those | ear ned heads had di scer ned. And
the Rabbi gave hi mhi sanswer: “Herei swhat God has
beentryingtotel | you, nyfriend, youbutteredyour
bread ont he w ong si de! ”
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Bigfoot (from pg 1)

thei r contribution, round nguptheevi dencecl a nedby
believersandinterpretingit fromasci entificpont of
Vi ew

Ronintroduced A R T. nenters and guest s at
the My neetingto B gf oot usi ngavideotapeof a
Leonard N noy Mystery tel evi si on program Thi s
program an evenhanded mxt ur e of sound i nf or nat i on
and sheer nonsense, i ncl udes a sl ownot i on ver si on of
thenaost fanous a | eged“evi dence” for theexi st ence of
thelarge, furrybeastieknomnintheUS asB gfoot,
footagefil nedby Roger Pattersonin1958.

The Pattersonfilm al t hough hai | ed by
enthusiastsasapricd esssigtingd Bgfoat, isinRn's
opi nionahoax. Thisreporter nust admt that that’s
exact| ywhat thefilm ookedliketoher: af ewfranes of
aguwyinagorillasuit | opi ngai nhessl y about t hewoods.
Thezipper line, for exanpl e, i s apparent.

Roger Pattersond edsoneyearsago. Al others
associ aedwththisfilm
denythat it i sahoax.
There i s are nmany
reasons t o doubt their
statenents. Jerry Fom
ney, believedtobethe
nanwear i ngt he ape sui t
inthefilm hasrefused
toadmt hisconplicity
infrot of thetd evision
caner as, but isclal ned
t o have t ol d soneone
that hewas t he B gf oot
stand-i n. Rormey has
bot ht he wal k and t he
hei ght, nearly seven
feet, of thefil ned
B gfoot. It appears possi bl et he John Chantber s, who
nade cost unes for A anet of t he Aves, 2001and Lost 1 n
Shace, nay have nadethesui t used. Athoughtworolls
of filmaereshot, onlytenfeet arestill inexi stence,
| eavi ng about ahundredf eet unaccountedfor.

Roger Patt er sonwas ananat eur i nvesti gat or at
thetimehefilnedtheallegedBigf oot. He had
undertakenthei nvestigationinresponsetonevst hat
crews bui I dingroadsinnorthernCaliforni awere
conpl ai ni ng about danage done by agi ant, hunan-1i ke
creat urethat turnedover trash cans and caused ot her
danage. The Roger Pattersonfilm regardiessof its

authenticityor | ackthereof, wasthebeg nningof the
recent spateof B gfoot si ghtings andturnedB gf oot
intoaninternationa phenonenon.

Ny cul t ures havei ncl udedstoriesof | arge,
danger ous hunan- | i ke
crestures. Nati ve Aneri -
cans bel i evedi nsuch
creat ures. They di dnot
cal | t hemSasquat ch,
however, that noni ker
was coi ned by white
Canadi ans for their
Boodlikestaries. The
Asiaticversionof the
legendiscalledthe
Abom nabl e Snownan
or Yeti. Bven Theodore
Roosevel t wot e about a :
Sasquat chl i keani nal . I
But it was not unti |
Roger Pattersonfil ned
thecreatureinthewoods that B gf oot achi eved
cderxitystaus. Avertisersarestill wllingtopayfar
theuseaof thefil m nconmerci al s.

B of oot si ghti ngs becane soconmont hat sone
fol | owers of the phenonena or gani zed t he B gf oot
Associ ationof NorthAnericatocol lect all known
infornati ononB gf oot si ghtings. Thi sorgani zati on,
whi chyoucanreachat 1-800-B gfoat, cd lectsall the
stuff cl ai nedto provi de evi dence of B gfoot’ s
exi stence: filng, castsof footprints, sanplesaof hair,
soundrecordi ngs, still photographs, andsoon. Mst
of this“evidence’ theorgani zati onitse f d snissesas
hoaxes. Nevert hel ess nenfoer s conti nuetospecul at e
about the nature of B gfoot. Ot he basi s of no
corrobor at i ng evi dence what ever, sone B gf oot
ent husi ast s have concl udedt hat the al | eged ani nal
mgrates, | eadsanonad clifeandlivesinsnal | groups
of several fenal esandal onenal e. Thenerefact that
no one has ever seenone B gf oot mgrate, nuchl ess
severd , isnat a |l ovedtoru nthefun.

Mbst of Ron' s owni nvesti gat i ons have beenin
responsetoconpl aintsby peopl elivinginrura Qo
and Kent ucky. General | y t hese peopl e seemnot to
cl ai mt hat they have seenB gf oot. They report that
t hey have seensonet hi ngani nal -1 i keand st range, and
thepdiceo reportersattachtheB gf oot | abel tothe
event, i nadvertent!ybui | di ngthel egend. Miny cases
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he canexpl ai n: a“whi teape” si ghtedi n Kent ucky was
likelyatall, bearded, bl ondnanw thl onghai r wohad
escapedfromanenta hospital; or Bgfoat |ikeaninal s
inQhionost | i kel ywererecent!yrei ntroducedbl ack
bears. Abandoned exoti c pet s al so account for sone
sightings. Fonbelieves i f hecoul dspendal | histine
i nvestigati ngthesecases, i nsteaddf taki ngtineout to
earnal iving, hecoul dexpl a n95percent of them Asit
i's, heexpl a nsvhat hecanandturnstherest over tothe
sci enti fi cconmoni ty.

For noreinformation, visit Fon swebsite
CeatueCrondesa http//hone. fuse net/rscheffner.
Fonbegan publ i shingQ eat ure Groni cl es, anevsl etter
devotedtoB gfoot sightings, i n1980. Now(Q eat ure
Gronicleshasmgratedtothel nternet and expandedt o
i ncl ude news of andl i nksto nany ot her creat ures of
doubtful authenticity. Thesitei saneasytonavi gate,
highl yinfornati vei ntroducti ontot hear canesci ence of
crypt azodl ogy.

-- Reported by M rgi ni aJer gens.

A Puzze for Thinkers

Mit h gr ades, you say?

Thetenthgradeat EuclidH gh,
wherenocl assispermttedtohave
norethan 30 students, took anath
exam Athirdof thestudent s oot ai ned
aBgrade, aquarter got aCG anda
sixthaD Aneighthpart of the
st udent srecei vedan Fgrade.

Hownany st udent s r ecei ved a gr ade of A?
fromRobert Mil | er-Fonfara, At henat/ sche erksyy & e (1997)

o
. Y| -
S
T

.
T o
b

|;'.‘_.

Sl utiontol ast nonths puzzl e- F vechil dren
andtruesta enents:

For eachchil donl y one of four condi -
tionscanbetrue: aboyandthestatenent i strue,
aboyandfal se, agirl andthestatenent i seither
truear fdse Satwththefirst, orlast, child
andassune sex andtruthor fal sitytryi ngeachof
thefour conditionsinturn. Vdrk your way
throughthestatenentsunti| youencounter a
cotradictionorinpossibility. Aswersare: (1)
boy, true; (2) boy, true; (3 dirl, fase (Hgrl,
fdse (5grl, fdse

Raceand Qine: Is“Profiling” Reasonabl e?

Thepracticeof police“profiling’ nadehead i nes
| ast nont h when NewJer sey’ s Superintendent of State
Policewasfiredfor claimngthat mnoritiesare
di sproportionatel yinval vedi ndrugcri nes. Accordi ngto
staepdicestatistics, threeout of four peopl earrestedon
t he NewJer sey Tur npi ke over atwo- nont h peri od wer e
mnorities, princi pal 'y bl acks, wonakeuponl y 13 per cent
of thenational popul ation. Smlarly, FB UiformQine
Report s (UR dat ashowt hat 63 percent of drugarrestsin
NewJer sey were of minorities. Nationw de, the nost
recent (1997) FB dat a showt hat 30 percent of t hose
arrestedfor “serious” crineswere bl ack, as were 41
percent of thosearrestedfor vi d ent cri nes and 56 per cent
of thosearrestedfor norder.

Thesestatistics, wii chonlytrackcrinesreported
tothe police, posea*chi ckenand egg’ probl em As
Lhi versity of Maryl andcrininol ogi st Kat heryn Russel |
putsit, “Thehi ghnunbersof bl acksarrestedarepartialy
theresult of poicetargetingthemnthefirst place.” Ae
bl ack Aneri cansnorel i kel ytoconmat crines, or arethei r
hi gher arrest ratesafunctionof discrimnatory police
“profiling’?For ananswer, we needtogobeyondcrine
report ceta

Even uncontested raci al di sparities nay be
expl ai ned by ot her factors. For exanpl e, t he Nat i onal
Househol d Survey of Subst ance and Drug Abuse f i nds t hat
near| y t he sane proporti onof bl acks andwhi t es say t hat
theyuseill egal substances—oughl y 12t 013 percent for
bot h groups. Yet 37 percent of thosearrestedfor drug-
rel aedcrinessuchastrafficki ngor possessi onarebl ack.
Bx Breaud JusticeSatisticsdatatracethehi gher ratecof
bl ackarreststothetypeof drugused (nore oft en crack
cocai near heroi n), theanount possessedor trafficked, and
thefrequency andt he ci rcunst ances of use, oftenoncity
stregtsinareasd intensi vepd i cesurvei | | ance.

Nt a | increasesinpd i ceeffici encyguarantee
anincreaseinsoci a justice: v chisonenare
reasonwy statisticsal onecan't determne

pud i cpdicy.

Dfferetid arrest resutscod dstil | betheresut of
narei ntensi vepd i ceattenti ontohb acksrather thangreater
i nvol venent i ncrine. Thereare, however, ways of cross-
checki ngt hese concl usi ons. For homci des, the FR keeps
suppl enental statisticsprovidingdataontheage, sexand
raceof boththeperpetratorsandtheir victins. Thesedata
showt hat 37 per cent of nurderersarebl ack, 31percent are
whi te, and 32 percent are of “unknown” or “other” raci a
aign

Mbst i nportantly, theannual National Qi ne
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Mictimzation Survey (NCVS) provi des aw ndowon
crimnal activitybeyondthe FB crinereports. The NO/S
I ntervi ews vi ctins of naj or cri nes, whi chi ncl uder ape,
aggravat ed assaul t, and robbery (but not, for obvi ous
reasons, honicide). For crines comttedbyasingle
i ndi vi dual whoseracecanbeidentifiedbythevictim 25
percent of perpetratorsarebl ack. For robbery, thefigure
clinbsto5lpercent bl ack. Thesefigureshavehel dfairly
constant for nany years.

I't woul d appear fromt hese nunier s t hat pol i ce
“profiling” of |ikely suspects based on denogr aphi ¢
statistics, includingracia origin, hasareasonadl ebasi s.
Need esstosay, vastlynorenal esthanfenal esarearrested
fovidetfdoies Itfdlomstha profilingd derl yfenal es
o el ther racehas never beenconsi deredaneffecti vepdicing
strategy. Mreover, if profilingreducescrine, bl acks as
vel | aswhitesbenefit. Infact, bl acks nake up over 48
per cent of nurder victins. Yet not al increasesinpadice
ef fi ci ency guarant eeani ncreasei nsoci d j usti ce.

Thererenai nseri ous questi ons about t he neani ng of
theseracid | yd sparatestatistics. Mst i nportant!y, weneed
toconsi der theunder| yi ng“baserate’ of cri nesconmtted.
Fewpeopl ei nany popul ati oncommit serious cri nes. The
naj orityof bl acksaswel | aswhitesarel awabi di ng. Yet
raci al appearancei swhat getstarget ed because ahi gher
per cent age of crines are committed by bl acks t han by
whi tes. Hnce, thefocusonraci d appearanceasthebasi sfar
profilingensuresthat therew || beahi ghnunber of what
scientistscall “fal sepositives.” Thet is, astatistical
associ ati onbetweenagroupandacertai ntype of behavi or
cast s suspi ci ononal | nenbers of thegroup, event hosewho
donat engagei nt he behavi or.

The causes of crineare conpl i cat ed and cannot be
reducedtoski nco or. Yet thestatistica instrunent usedin
profilingisattunedtoasnal | set of verygeneral criteria
presunedtoindi catecrininal |ikeli hood—ace, sex, and
age(aswel | asfactorssuchastinedf day, typeandl ocati on
o vende au-of-staelicesepd aes, etc.). Thus, thepdice
nay beacting“rationa |y’ rather thanout of racial biasin
focusi ngonbl acks, just asitisnorerational for themo
focus onnal es rat her t hanonf enal es. Bot h denogr aphi ¢
goupsaredifferentia lylikel ytoconmt crines. Yet nost
i ndi vi dual bl acks, |ikenost nal es, never conmt serious
crines.

The unpl easant truthisthat profilingcanbe
statisticdlyvdidye haved scrimnetoryred varl dresuts,
si nce nost bl acks who ar e st opped on suspi ci on (1 i ke nost
nal es) w I | beinnocent peopl e. Andt he nore i nnocent
peopl ewthi nag vengroupwhoaretreat ed as suspect, the
noreal | nenters of thegroupwi || suspect di scrininatory
noti vesonthepart of thepolice. Paradoxical ly, police
behavi or that i srational internsof crinesa vi ngnay al so

10

i ncreaseraci a stereotypesandworsenraci a tensions.

That’ s onenarereasonwiy stati sti csal onecan' t deternine
pudicpdicy.

—fta Sats Axil 199, (Satistica Assessnent

Srvice)

T“—/ ART Business Tﬂ7
e\ AV

May Menber shi p Meet i ng

Qficersfo thecomngyear vweree ected,
P esi dent: Roy Auer bach
M ce-President: Nurit Bownan
Scretary: Mrg niaJergens
Treaswrer: RckRairie
InvestigationsGficer: DckMGath
Medi a Resour ces @or di nat or : Joe Gast ri ght
Meet i ng O gani zer: Brad Bonham
Menber shi p Cormit t ee Chai r: Brad Bonham
Mentoer shi p Secret ary: Roy Auer bach
Newsl etter Editor: Vdl f Roder
ProgramGonmit t ee Chai r: Brad Bonham
Rublicity @ordinator: GaryH nes
SANE Li st Manager &V¢b St e Manager :

Davi d Vel |

Br ad Bonhamr eport ed on her conti nui ng
I nvestigationaf therunarsthat Felreze, afabori codor
el i mnat or nade by Proctor &Gl e, kil I spets. The
runor s appearedonthelnternet i n My, 1997 and
begantospreadveryrapi dy aft er an engr gency pet
careclin cinBostonfaxedtherunor toveteri nari ans.
Nowt hereareseveral websi teswthsoundi nf ornati on
about Febreze, whi chisharniesstopets. The new
runor i sawarni ngabout theal | eged dangers of sodi um
lauryl sulfate, apersona careproduct i ngredi ent as
commonasit i sharnhess.

It seens | i keagoodi dea,
but needsalittievork....

Theaspi ri nnaker, Bayer, tookout al argeadinthe New
York Tinmes to pronoteits vol unt eer enpl oyee
progr am” Maki ng Sci ence Mike Sense, ” ai ned at gettingki ds
interestedinci ence. As anexanpl e, the ad suggestedgetting
themtostart thi nkingabout “whylighter thingsfall faster than
heavi er things.” That evenstartedusthinking! If thisprogram s
goi ngtoverk, theyhadbetter start wthGliled s“D al ogues.”
-- Wat’s Newby Robert L. Park, 23 April 1999
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The Association for Rational Thought is an independent, nonprofit, scientific and educational organization. We share the
philosophy of the Committee for the Scientific Investigation of Claims of the Paranormal (CSICOP), an international
organization which investigates allegedly paranormal events, sponsors workshops and publishes Skeptical Inquirer, a
journal of investigations of paranormal claims.

A.R.T. meets on the second Saturday of each month September through June, 10:00 AM at James Tavern in Blue Ash and
publishes Cincinnati Skeptic each month. A.R.T. meetings are open to the public. A.R.T. also maintains a database of
information on paranormal claims for local new media to consult and investigates local paranormal claims. A.R.T. was
founded by Cincinnati area skepticsin 1991. Annual dues are $15.00 and include a subscription to the Cincinnati Skeptic.

For more information call: President Roy Auerbach (513)731-2774 or Nurit Bowman, (513) 731-0642 or visit our website.
Address Changes and Corrections, Member ship Questions: Roy Auerbach (513) 731-2774 E-mail: raa@one.net

Mailing Label Information: “00/00/00 Member”: You are a member in good standing; your membership will expire on
the date on the label. “Lapsed”: (highlighted) - your membership has expired. Please send your dues as soon as possible.

Yes! — | want to support the important work of The Association for Rational Thought and receive Cincinnati Skeptic
and meeting notices. | have enclosed funds for:
®New Member ®Renewing Member ®©Contribution  ©Gift membership for/by:
Name:
Street Address:
City: State: Zip:
Phone Work: Home: E-mail:

We have kept dueslow and will continueto do soin spite of rising costs. However, if you are ableto,
your additional contributions are very much appreciated. Please give generously, if possible.
Thank you very much!

I would like to make a contribution in addition to my duesto further the important work of the Association:

Contribution Amount: $ Dues. $ Total Enclosed:

Make your check payable to the Association for Rational Thought and mail to A.R.T., PO. Box 12896, Cincinnati OH
45212. Contributions are not at present tax deductible, but we are working on it.
oRequest subjects for future meetings
oPlease do not include my name and address in mailing lists exchanged with other groups.

SKepticismand ART
on the Electronic Media

D-m\]

r-= - For the latest in skeptical news via e-mail, join SANE, the Skeptical Area Network Ef-

_ == fort. You will find cheerful, rational messages from CSICOP, James “The Amazing” Randi,

% your fellow local skeptics and ART in your e-mail box every week. This is our means of
staying in touch between issues of the Cincinnati Skeptic.

Be sureto check out our NEW & IMPROVED skeptical website at http://www.cincinnatiskeptics.org --- It
contains. our BLURBS on various subjects; lots of nifty links to skeptical thinking around the world; the
information for joining SANE; the basic definition of who we are, what we do, and our bylaws. In addition,
you'll find such thingsashow to get to our meetings held at James Tavern; other waysto reach us; and how to
send sample copies of the newsletter to potential members.

—David Wall, Web Site Manager
Web: http://www.cincinnatiskeptics.org E-mail: darkon@one.net
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A Y Cincinnati, OH 45212 Cincinnati, OH
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Address Service Requested

The Association for Rational Thought is an organization committed to encouraging rationaal, well- informed
evalution of fringe-science, pesudoscience, and paranormal claims. A.R.T. encourages the investigation of paranormal
and pseudoscientific claims from a responsible, scientific viewpoint and the distribution of the results of such investigas
tions to the public. You are cordialy invited to become a member of A.R.T. Membership information is included
elsewhare in this issue.

Preview Of Coming Attractions....

Place: James Tavern at Cooper Road and Reed Hartman Highway. It isagreat place to gather and then have
the lunch/socia portion of each meeting. This location is very accessible for folks wielding walkers, wheel -
chairs and the like. Coffee is available with a small donation during the meeting.

Tenth Meeting of the 1998-1999 Season! Please mark your calendar and plan to attend!

Date and Day: 12 June 1998 -- Saturday Time: 10:00 AM - 12:00 PM -- program
= 12:00PM - 2:00 PM -- lunch

Topic & Speaker: Asof this printing plans are not yet complete but watch your mail for an
announcement of the exciting, facinating meeting for June!!!

Next year, Same Time, Same place

Thiswill be our final meeting of the year.
Our next regular meeting will be in September ,1999.
Watch your mail for picnic information
and more........
See you then!!!!
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