On a summer’s day in
steel city of Sheffield, two
cultures clashed, two visions
were displayed. Bud Hopkins
confronted his British critics

the

PETER ROGERSON

BUDD Hopkins is a persuasive speaker, with a
kindly manner. If he had follower his friend
Ted Bloecher into the acting profession, he
would be well-cast as the wise, empathic
school principal with infinite faith in the
possibilities of his problem class. Yet this
gentle, slightly greying, gentleman was
recounting material out of the worst of
horror stories.

In two one-hour presentations he told
of aliens who could enter our houses through
closed doors, steal us away through solid
walls, take children for unspecific purposes
including playing strange games with ‘grey’
children. These aliens abuse us, mark and scar
our bodies and souls, they place implants in
our noses (11, and turn us into laboratory
animals. A vast variety of fears and phaobias
are generated by our contacts with them.
Narratives of abuse by the grey aliens fade
into stories of sexual abuse, like the woman
who had a phobia about sleeping in her bed, or
into ghost stories like that of the teenage
abductee whase parents heard a typical
poltergeist racket in their house.

Hopkins offers no meaning or
explanation of this, only a belief in their
utterly alien ‘othemess’. Because it is absurd,
it is true. There isno point in arguing about
the claims which, taken to their natural limit,

would imply that ‘they’ could enchant the
whole world. Indeed, for just one person to be
taken from a city in broad daylight, as
Hopkins has claimed, would virtually require
the enchantment of the whole world. Nor does
he of fer any explanation as to why
supertechnological aliens still leave bleeding
wounds on their victims, betause his answer
is always the same and echoes the medieval
theologians: “Strange indeed are the ways of
the Greys”

If one consults Hopkins books (2] very
little narrative in these stories, rather there
are flashes of shattering images. These
images come acruss in the slides Hopkins
shows depicting the Greys. The skinny
figures with huge staring eyes raise
memories of the starving chiidren from
Oxfam pasters, or even of scrawny, oily
birds taken from a dying Alaskan sea.

As we hear Hopkins ascribe all the
phobias in the world to the Greys, we begin to
understand a little of what is going on: he is
giving a name and a face to all our nameless,
faceless fears. This surely is the paint, for
the great abduction fear is part and parcel of
a set of fears. It just cannot be separated
from other fears which emerged at the same
time, especially the ritual abuse fears. They
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nAppamwtly two
implants have
been recovered
already. One came
out when the
abductee sneezed.
The other warked
its way aut
through the skin -
they are like little
metal cails.

I} Horkins, Busd.
Intruders.
Sprere. 1988. (in
UK)

both derive their power from the central fear of the
absolute collapse of arder and habitat, and the
abuse of the helpless, secret victim.
ins the ‘Secret of the

Abdurtions’ to the ‘Secret of the Holocaust as that
which is too bad to be . Some writers
see this as a glib statement and thus a blasphenry.
maybe, but perhaps we can see it as the only means
of struggling to explain the sense of 'the worst
thing there is’. Likewise the prophets of the child-
abuse | also see themselves as the prophets
of 'Bad News’, the limits of human depravity.

So Hopkins proclaims himself as the prophet
of the '‘Bad News’, of human helplessness before a
terrible trarscendence. Prophet of a world in which
the sacred can only be experienced as rape:
encounter with the numinous is never seen as a
transformation but as a trauma.

If we ask ourselves what it is that can snatch
us from the midst of our friends, at any time,

through the most solid walls, while others stand
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helplessly by, the answer is mast surely, Death.
That the fairies were equivalent to the dead was an
important strand in the old tradition. See the clues
in the new fairy faith: the starved, skeletal entities,
with their grey, putty-like skin, their aversion to
light and day. Ttey are often described as curiously
weak and vulnerable, as being light, hollow, ureal.
their home is a barren wasteland. These are the
ghostly, drifting dead of Hades or Sheol, who must
snatch the living to steal their blood and sex and
life. We can see also that their glacial indifference
is a reflection of the soulless character of the
fairies as creatures of ‘wilderness’ beyond the
human domain.

Hopkins proclaims that people do not
want to believe in his Bad News, the reactions of

some of the audience at his presentations siygests
otherwise. It is the possibility that the Greys are
part of usthat we do not want to hear. If all our
troubles are caused by 'them’, then we are not
responsible. Many people sant to be helpless
victims, for thus they are not the authuars of their
savage fate (how long before abuse by aliens
bexromres a standard defence in criminal trials?).
Greys thus substitute for less omnipatent
sTapemoats such as bad parents or ‘society’.

British examples of abductions as featured in this
conference were not very impressive. Elsie
Oakenden’s story seemed to me to be a fairly
straightforward accamnt of a severe migraine
attack, rather distorted by her absorption of many
of the attitudes and beliefs of the ufologists wha
investigated her story. But there is no drama, no
medical examination, no Greys, but a
transformation of energies, albeit into highly
stereotyped forms.

The other alleged British abduction
distussed at the conference was that of the
percipient in the llkley ‘alien photograph’ case, who
has now resolved contradictions in his original
account by becaming an abductee. In a sense, Peter
Hough's problems over this case parallel Jotn
Spencer’s over Gulf Breeze. How does one recurrcile
a charismatic, apparently believable witness who
produces hopelessly unsatisfactory physical
evidence. The llkley entity is clearly modelled on
the Hopkinsvilie goblins, and all commors=e=e tells
us that UFO entities aren’t photographable. The
Gulf Breeze photographs (now endorsed by Hopkins,
Mr Ed being an abductee) strike me as being in the
running for the least convincing UFO photographs of
all time prize. | simply cannot imagine how any
intelligent adult can be taken in by them - but then |
also fail to understand how intelligent adults can be
impressed by Eva C's ‘Le Miroir’ ectoplasmic
photographs. My New Age awareness is seriously
impaired. In any case, Gulf Breeze has become a
tourist resort on a scale which Warminster would
envy, with convoys of Greyhouwd buses conveying
eager sightseers to local UFO haunts (3]

Though Hopkins claims to believe in the
literal authenticity of his stories, and denounces
those unwilling to accept the physical reality of
the Greys and their medical examinations, one
curious comment throws a different light on the
matter. He claimed that investigators in ane case
were stalled berause the abdtees family could
not come up with the $750 reguired for the brain-
scan needed to detect an implant. Several people
talking afterwards thought this very strange.
Surely an organisation capable of throwing away
(oops, I'm sorry, iously and wisely investing)
$16,000 on Stanton Friedman’s MJI2 noreseree
(sorry, important contribution to investigative
jammalism) could invest $750 for what might be
the ultimate physical evidence of FO reality! Or
does the wallet inhabit a more down-to—earth
reality where we all know people don’t have alien
implants? Perhaps cash encourages the recognition
that the reality behind alien abductions may nat be
traceable by microsropmes and cat-scans.
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5 Round Two - The Earth Strikes Back

From Sheffield one could detect the emerging
avrsensys of British ufology. The UFOs are, in this
Green decade, going to be ozone-friendly children of
Mother Earth. This approeach is perhaps best sutmmed
up by Paul Devereux (4], whose lecture consisted of a
travelogue slide—show of the natural and man-made
beauties of the countryside. Oevereux of fers, at
times, the most radical alternative to Hopkins. A
world where the human psyche has a symbiotic
relationship with wild nature. The ‘earthlight’, though
superficially a geophysical phenomenon, also signals
from a depth where psyche and nature are not clearly
separable, and which ererges thraugh fault-lines
which are not purely geological. Against Hopkins
image of Victim, we have Devereux’s of the potential
Magus - bender of the elements. It was interesting to
see what proportion of the audience found Devereux
more threatening than Hopkins!

One can perhaps appreciate why Americans,
inhabitants of a vast continent covering the ice
wastes of Alaska, the heat of Death Valley, tornadas,
hurricanes, earthquakes and Mt. St. Helens, and heirs
to an ideology grounded in the taming transformation
of the hellish, primaeval wilderness into the
paradisaical new World garden, might find earth
mysteries ufology a little bit to twee, too £ag/ish.
They may find Jenny Randles alternative version of
the earth phenomena more to their taste.

Jenny Randles has paralleled Bevereux with
the development of ideas about unidentified
atmospheric phenomena which may resonate with the
human psyche, but her UAPs have a distinctly wilder,
more savage tone. they are nature in the raw, capable
of bringing death and destruction in their wake.
Devereux evokes gentler earth lights, Randles, wild
fire.

In her lecture Randles predicted the ‘death of
ufology’, by its absorption into meteorology. Based on
the book Grgo Gireles (51 co-authared with Paul Fuller,
she has followed Terence Meaden and his vortex
theory to a general synthesis which explains almast
all outstanding unexplained UFO reports. While the
evidence that some of these cases are caused by a
previously undescribed natural phenomenaon is pretty
persuasive, the attempt to link everything to one
answer is less successful. Both talk and bock procede
in a traditional ufological manner: eye-witness cases,
history, rubbishing the opposition, all in an anecdotal
fashion. The trouble is that there is no limit being
propased to what a Meaden Vortex could or could not
explain. What is lacking from Meaden is a clear
mathematical model, with testable predictions.

If the editors of Afagmis were the desperate
cynics and destructive critics we are aoarsed of
being, then we would enthusiastically endorse all this
as the death-blow to extraterrestrialism. Ggp
Gitles is superficially convincing, especially in the
event that Jacques Vallee unkowingly described
vortex events in his Garo#aors (6]. Yet bath
John Rimmer and myself in the last few weeks have
come up with what strikes us as the fatal flaw in
Meaden’s hypothesis. Rimmer covers this in his
review of the Randles-Fuller book elsewhere in this
Magoniz but | also am convinced by the non-
appearance of crop—circles araund Warminster in the

period between 1965 and 1977 . Shuttlewned was still
writing in the late seventies. Why aren’t his books
full of stories, photographs and strange speculations
on crop circles? And again, why didn’t they come to
light in 1963 when, in the wake of the Charlton Crater,
and old hole in the or mark in a field was being
dragged inta the UFO myth? If Meaden is to be the
undertaker, abituary notices for ufology are
premature! Today Randles’ vision is ene in which
psyche is withdrawn from natwre, but earlier there
were hints of the perils of such a lack of withdrawal.
If psyche is not distinguished from a nature which is
wild and icious then we may have real ‘Mind
Moasters’ (7).

As perhags befits the topsy-tusvey nature of
ufological reality the grand summing up paper at

Sheffield was delivered first. This was the talk based
on the book Ahartors of the Skres (8) delivered by
co-author Andy Roberts. This received a mixed
response, as will the book when readers realise that
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this is the book AMagrr/a might have written a while
ago. One veteran ufologist, a true ufological
coelacanth, later averteard in a Manchester
backshop, spluttered "Arrogant young buggers,
they’re saying it’s all in the mind!”.

Not quite right. For Clarke and Roberts the
numinous is located in both psyche and nature though
perhaps in a slightly different way than posited by
either Randles or Devereux, thawgh Clarke can be as
rhapsndical as Oevereux in his evocation of the
mysterium of the countryside. However his greater
emphasis lies in the mysteries of human perception,
the unguessable depths of psyche and alternate
states of consciouswess. This is no more ‘knocking
copy’ than Magpniss own enterprise; it is the
statement that in looking to extraterrestrials as
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====—=—=———-= your sowrce for awe and wonder, you are looking in
~ quite the wrong direction.

Clarke and Roberts point out that abductions
are part of a continuum of altered states of
consciousness, that narratives of abduction, out of
the body experiences, near death experience, and
other such interior jousmeys, merge. Rather more
controversially they sumgest that such experiences

The trouble are natural events that one should be allov?;to
is there is have. The experience of many of Hopkins’ sub jects
suggest that this could be like arguing that sexual

no limit abuse is a road to persmal growth. It might well be
bei that certain forms of altered states of
€ing consciausness should anly be entered after careful
training and much cultural and individual ssppart.
pl‘OpOSGd to Ochulgtu‘e,aSBa‘trami Meheust has pointed out,
what a has no training courses for shamans. Thase who have
shamanic experiences are likely at warse to develop
Meaden severely psychotic resporeses and at best into non-

consensual belief systems. These will appear to the
Vortex could outside commumity as slightly silly, with a

or could not  stereotyped, information-free vacabulary.

explain The fairy realm which Clarke and Roberts remind us
of is not the gentle place where Tinkerbtell and the
Cottingley Fairies live, but a zone of terror. Earlier |
said that one could view fairies, both traditional and
the contemporary Grey variety, as the dead. But the
Greys are not quite the equivalent of traditional
fairies. Indeed they can be polar opposites - coldly
efficient, over cultured, over controlled, over adult.
A sharp contrast with the uncultured, capricious,
chiidish fairies of former times. Whereas in
traditional society “loss of soul” was equal to a
reversion to the animal, in owr world "soullessess™
means loss of any emotional response. In traditional
iconography the most prominent features of a demon
were the mouth and phallus. Not with the Greys, they
have slits for mouths and no extermal sexual organs.
They are perhaps not so much Death as a force of
Anti-Life.

an exorcistic cult, what are  assassination.

Spencer also speculates on a a cult on the

HEEe— == —_— =

In traditional iconography the most prominent
features of a demon were the mouth and phallus.
Not with the Greys, they have slits for mouths
and no external sexual agars.

But gentler, mare tradition fairy motifs can
be found, even in Hopkins’ accounts. Take Virginia
Horton, who encounters a deer which may be a fairy
in disguise in an enchanted forest, and under
hypnosis recalls an imperfectly madernised fairy-
revel. 'In reality’ we might suggest that the blood
which covered her came from the deer, which was
wouded: that she held and comforted a dying deer,

that the fairy quality was either a denial of the brute
facts of death and blood or a vision of transcendence

- depending on one's own beliefs. Anyway, the story
of Yirginia and her deer is profoundly maving, and

Hopkins’ reduction of it to ‘nothing but’ a cover story

for medical examinationby Greys is a sign of the
loss of soul in American ufology.

Remember, you read it here first . . . !

Clarke and Roberts speculate abduction scenario - child take in a very wide range of
about the future directions  murder, with or without opinion.
of ufology. Could it develop  suicide or political ®  Shirley Maclean will

write a book about her

the limits of paranoia. Jobn =  An abductee will form  abduction and sexual -
adventures on an alien planet.

future religion. Some of my  Atherius/Raelian model. ® A major UFO wave
own suggestions are: » The aop circles will with developments creating
2 A female abductee will fade away without any entirely new features will
sue the US govermvment for  conclusions being reached. emerge in Eastern Europe.
the release of her hybrid » A famous astronaut As an outcome a political
baby held at a top secret will announce he is a movement with real strength
establishment. contactee. will develop.

2 A book will be 2 There will be a much 2 Ufology, even
published describing hypnotic more elaborate hoax, uniting dead and buried, will come
regressions to abductions in  physical evidence, out of its grave at midnight
past lives. photographic evidence and and suck some blood!

» A horrific crime will  documents in a very
be committed inspired by the sophisticated way, which will
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Further Rumblings from Across
the Atlantic

Thomas E. Bullard

article in Afsgmn/a 34 would provoke such an

uprising of criticismas | find in Adagras35.
Peter Rogerson, Martin Kottmeyer, Hilary Evans and
Dennis Stillings take aim at my article or other
writings with lethal intent and of ten deadly effect.
Surrounded from every side, like any good American |
must circle the waggons and defend my scalp.

The apparent stability of abduction repurts
poses a genuine puzzle from my perspective as a
folklorist. A fixed sequence and similar content
reasTed far more than chance would allow among
300 cases | examined in my comparative study of
published reports. (1) Growing evidence suggests that
abduction reports vary more than the received
literature would sumgest, and how far this trend will
go is an importanT indicator to watch. Even allowing
for as much increase in variety as | have seen, the
stability of these narratives still exceeds all
expectations for folklore obeying the familiar
dynamics of oral literature. If these narratives are
folklore in any usual sense, they manifest unique
properties and stand apart as remarkably
uncharacteristic.

The capacity of forms and contents to persist
in tradition through time and distance is a defining
characteristic of folklore. Similar jokes and legends
turn up thousardds of miles apart after passing
dazens of narrators along the way. Folktales like
Cinderella recur in recognisable form all over Europe,
and even the Zuni Indians tell a story about a poor but
beautiful girl wha acquires rich clothing through
supernatural belp, then loses her finery by violating
atime limit. the cultural players change so that a
friendly herd of turkeys replaces the fairy
godmother, but the plot similarities are
unmistakable. (2)

Larger pattems like the life of the hero shape
the biographies of Moses and Jesus, the ‘epic of
defeat’pattern lends its form to accmunts of such
recent historical events as Custer’s Last Stand. (3) A
recognised collection of motifs drifts in and out of

| ITTLE DID | IMAGINE that my 'American Way’

folk narratives of all sorts: fictitious, told for true,
even personal-experience stories. The types,
themes, patterns and matifs of folk tradition
becorme old friends to the folklorist. they peep out in
different quises, adapted to their circumstances and
times but always familiar; a timeless link uniting
past and present in one unbroken tradition.

Stability is one hallmark of folklore, but
variation is another. The mercurial alterations of
folk narratives as told by the folk often slip out of
mind even amongst folklorists who have often
centred more on a dead, literary text than on living,
functioning cultural pruducts. (4) In scholars’
schemes of classification folktales exist as ideal
types, but in reality each tale is a unique creation,
drawinrg on reasrent plots and motifs, but arranged
in an idiesyncratic and creative way by each
narrator. (5) Legend characteristics are looseness
of form and content unified only by a core of belief.
(6) Living folklore is always fluid, and few narrators
serve as mere relay stations. Each teller adds,
leaves out, or modifies some part of everything he
tells. Every narrative we hear reflects a more or
less lengthy history of the improverments,
alterations, rearr ts and embellishments of
many narrators. Stability does not mean that a
complex narrative edhses as a monolithic whale.
The stability of living oral tradition is a far more
muodest cancept, and amounts to two or more
narratives sharing some elements of form and
content. These shared elements may loom large in
the sight of whaever recognises them, but
differences often far outweigh similarities.

Too much emmphasis on stability and toa little
on variation is a axrynon mismnception fostered by
the traditions of folklore scholarship. Rogersan
speaks of a set pattern for stories and songs
enforced by a critical audience. This ‘Law of Self-
Correction’ he alludes to is respectable folkloric
theory, but limited in application. Self-correction
depends on an unchanging society where everyone
knows the tradition and prizes it for its aesthetic
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" the nasrration of folklore.

value. Then the audience may correct deviations and
guard the stability of the tradition, but such
uppression of variation could work only locally,
amang that meet face to face. Each locality
and group would differ slightly, with variation the
astcome. (7)

Genres like the legend actually encnurage
disagreement (8). Studies of live legend-telling
sessions have found that the lifeblood of these
narratives is dispute, where people argue over facts
and their interpretation. Consensus is foredoormed in
such a situation, but the climate is ideal for
variation in form and content to flourish. As a
general principle in folklore it is safe to say that
whatever can vary, will vary. It is even safe to say
that what should not vary, probably will vary. Jokes
have an exacting structure of set-up and punch line.
they allow for little tampering if the humour is to
succeer, yet we all know how

of countless published collections. Living folklore
pulses with the asTents of con ary
existence. Urhan legends of poodles that explode
when placed in a microwave to dry, express fear of
techrology, accounts of earthwarrs in
express uncertainties about the trustworthiness of
business and the safety of food. (11) Jokes are
immediately topical, drawing on politics, fads and
mores for humour. the hopes, fears, values of
narrators are embodied in their folklore. Sa
sensitive is folklore to its cultural milieu that
collectors usually meet with disappointment when
they return to an area af ter a period of years. (12)
If abductions lack a per=anal touch, this condition is
atypical of folklore, and the reasan must be sought
in abductees, their experiences or the presentation
of their nasratives.

Scholarly tradition emphasises stability over

variation in folklore when in

often jokes fail. the variation  §
may be accidental or deliberate,
but it is a constant proress in

Rogerson points out a

false analogy when | compare
long-traditicnal folklore with

narratives spread for 20 years
and largely via electronic or
printed media. Folklorists have
long treated the history of any
tradition as a settling~down
pracess. (9) The longer a
narrative type has been around,
the more it will demanstrate
such classic properties of oral
tradition as variation,
widespread distribution and
refinement of form and content
so that the idiosyncratic
disappears and general pattermns
come to the fore. Now we know =

Thomas E. Bulard

% fact variation constantly

revolves the order of any
narrative type. The same should
be true of abductions if they are
folklore. These narratives are
long and complex, fantastic in
context, controversial in nature,
and the persmnal claims of
individual abductees. If any kind
of story should generate a
luxuriant profusion of variants,
this is it. What we find instead
is a surprisingly unchanging
narrative type. Folklore stould
not behave this way. My critics
propose two reasons to acount
for this stability.

Both Rogerson and
Stillings raise an important
question of how selective the
published sample of abduction

that time is not the vital element. We have watched
folklore in formation, seen it pass from oral
tradition into the media and back out; followed the
lightning spread of narratives and their equally
rapid evolution from raw idea or vague rumour to
polished joke or urban legend. (10) Good narrators
may serve up a well-structured s from the
start. 20 years may be 19 and 12 months |
than a narrative needs to berume fully ‘folklorized’.
The dynamics of folklore apply to the new and the
vintage alike. Media involvement has proved only
another 'voice’ in the process of oral transmission, a
way to speed up folk pracesses (including variation)
rather than an agent of ization.

Another ‘tradition of scholarship’, to use David
Huf ford’s term, can explain the apparent
information poverty of abduction reports noted by
Stillings. He finds ordinary conversation to be
information-rich whereas myth and folklore say
little about contempurary buman life. the folklore be
is most likely referring to is the folklore presented
by folklorists. They have traditionally denatured
their texts, rewritten them to purge the unique or
topical and ise thase universal but faceless
elements the folklorist thinks should be there. This
correction pruress has drained the cultural life out

= reports may be. If the authars
have selected, rewritten and humogenised these
themes, we readers may read a story much less
varied than the abductees actually told. | confess
that the same question bothered me. | also admit
that | am in a poor position to give a judicious
answer. My comparative study treats published
sources, so its reliability depends on their

itiveness and accuracy. The only resprse
| can of fer comes from an account of the
investigators of 103 high-information, high
reliability cases. | found that 17 cases included Leo
Sprinkle in the investigation, 10 Budd Hopkins, 9 Ray
Fowler, 5 James Harder and 5 Ann Druffel. Two
teams or individual imvestigators dealt with 3
entries each, another seven with 2 each, and the
remaining 37 cases came from individuals or groups
indeperwient of investigators in any other entry. Six
investigators are associated with 46 cases, nearly
half the total, though few cases represent solo
effort.

Looking at the rumbess another way, the
investigators differ in 51 cases. That’s quite a few
hands to dabble in the pot and still serve up a
consistent story. Critics may argue that
investigators, hypnotists, writers, editors, and
anyone else in the chain from report to publication



have helped impose conformity on these texts, and
they may be right. The fact is that no investigator
records slavish duplicate abductions. Sprinkle finds
‘nice guy’ aliens and also the tarturers of the Casey
County case: Hopkins has cruel aliens but also the
friendly beings who met Virginia Horton. And so it
goes - the skeleton remains the same but the flesh
dif fers somewhat from case to case. My bottom line
of doubt remains that that any group of even fifty or
so individuals could maintain the coherence of such a
complex narrative as the abduction story without
careful and deliberate collusion.

The mystery of abductions from a folklorist’s
standpoint is stiil the dozens of reports, alike in
sequence and details. Rogerson counters that
contactee yarns from the 1950’s had similarities and
accounts of witches sabbats included a wealth of
similar details. True up to a point, but contactee
stories were highly
individualistic despite some

peculiarity of abduction reports. Just because h BARNES,

people know how to tell a good story does not mean
that they exercise their skills often or well. An
examination of the variants of urban | shows
that these narratives are highly volatile, subject to
frequent change and likely to fall short of their
aesthetic potentials. Narrators scramble the parts,
ruin the form, and settle for inartistic
presentations as a matter of course. Drama remains
a goal only sometimes achieved in everyday
practice. In this light the stability of abductions
once again rises to anomaly status, since we should
expect more staries told the wrong way than we
actually see.

He also assumes, and rashly | think, that
everyone assigns the same emotional values to the
various episodes. Even given the same elements, two
story-tellers may may focus on dif ferent parts as
the most important or emotion
packed. One narrators climax

efforts by the principles to
support one another’s tales.
Witches sabbats scatter
considerably in events and
details, despite investigators'
manuals and sinqularly
persuasive ways of leading the
witness! No, the stability of
abduction reports has a
qualitative peculiarity. If they
are fictions or fantasies the
glue holding them together is an
unusual one. No matter how
unrepresentative the sample of
reports called abductions
proves to be relative to all UFO
close encounters, this subgroup
stands by itself as large enough
and self-caherent enough to
challenge conventional
interpretation.

The second explanation
for stability in abduction
reports appears in Kottmeyer's === -
article, certainly one of the most effective and
devastating critiques ever of fered against the
abduction phenomenon. He says that the reports
assume the sequence they do because this sequence
is the right way to tell a story. The episodes in
abduction reports and narratives from many other
cultural contexts align according to a dramatic
structure because this order best realises the
emotional potential of the story elements. When the
episodes are properly played against one another for
contrast and suspense, the arrangement optimizes
the impact of the whole.

Kottmeyer's insights converge on folklorists’
thinking about form in urban legends (13), which
manifest a cunning organisation based on dramatic
structure and the withholding of key information to
build suspense and spring a surprise at the end.
These tales circulate in sloppy and well-structured
versions, with some narrators able to pick up the
bare elements and recast them into a good form, with
an unconscious intuition for what makes a ‘good
story’. But the same research that confirms
Kottmeyer's general principle also underscores the

becomes another’s footnote.
The idea that there is only one
good way to tell a story harks
back to the perception of
tradition as a prison, whereas
folklorists have come to regard
tradition as a framework
cenducive to creativity. Not
every creative choice is as easy
or necessarily as effective as
another, but good narrators
make the dif ferences work. If
abductions are fictitious,
narrators have different
options to explore,
arrangements to try and ways
to dramatize them all.

Kottmeyer limits his
explanations to the overall
sequence of episodes, when in
fact the sequencing of events
within episodes complicates the
abduction story even more. the

‘capture’ episode and especially
the actual procurement of a captive by the beings,
follows a lengthy itinerary. So does the examination
episade. here too we find remarkable stability,
despite so many added opportunities for variation.
With so much variety among much shorter urban
legends, the relative invariance of long, loose
abduction narratives comes as all the greater
surprise.

The bulk of Kottmeyer’s article goes to
uncovering parallels between science fiction and
abductions. Legitimate extraterrestrials should be
independent of culture and mark a discontinuity with
the past. Culturally derived stories of aliens should
have cultural antecedents. In support of this
principle he demonstrates with ample evidence that
abduction ideas are nothing new under the sun, but
are represented with considerable fidelity in the SF
movies and literature to which many people have
been exposed. Themes of reproductive concern and
dying planets, practices like though removal and
medical examination, descriptive details such as
large crania and short stature have ready examgples
in the movies. The comparison requires no

Daniel R
nterpreting
Urban Legends’,
Arv 40 (1384)67-
78; NICOLAISEN, W
F H, ‘The
Linguistic
Structure of
Legends, in
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Contemporary
Legend, v.2.
Sheffield
Academic Press,
1987.
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gymnastics of the imagination. Same of the ideas are
quite literally inteachaxgeable from one medium to
the other.

He details possible influences on the Hill case a
greatest length, partially motivated by my claim
that the Hill’s underwent their abduction ‘entirely
unpredisposed’. What | intended to say was that their
abduction story was new to the UF O literature, but
Kottmeyer notes that Banald Keyhoe discussed short
beings with kidnap on their minds in the very bock
Betty read shortly after the ‘interrupted joumey’.
Moreover Keyhoe's assumption that aliens would

“The derivation of the needle
in the navel incident strikes me
as clever but unpersuasive ,,

visit on a scientific mission lent credibility to ideas
like medical examination. While the synthesis of the
abduction story may rest with the Hills, Kottmeyer
makes clear beyond doubt that the pieces were
already there for taking off the cultural shelf.

Not all of Kottmeyer’s identifications are
equally convincing. The derivation of the needle-in-
the-navel incident from an image in /avades fram
AMars strikes me as clever but unpersuasive. The
hrvasian of the Saezr Menaliens are short and big-
headed, but the eyes, ears, mouth, veined cranium
and general expression are all wrong. Such
differences of opinion in no way detract from the
overall case that abductions owe much to cultural
influences.

One of the most powerful aguments involves
the Kenneth Armold sighting. Arnold described an odd
form, half wedge, half disc, but it was the term
‘flying saurer’ that captivated the public
imagination. People reported saucers - nice regular
shapes which have so dominated reparts that a
concept of cultural origin seems certain to have
determined the 1947 sightings. | do not intend to
refute the cultural-influence explanation, since |

quite agree that this force is hard at work in the UFO
pterame on. Rogerson allows that abductions may
have an experiential basis, though the experience is
a awsequere of cultural influences. This is the way
folklorists have explained extra-normal encounters:
traditional beliefs raise expectations, and
expectation shapes ambiguous stimuli in its own
image. (14) Certainly most UFO reports fall into this
category.

My intention is rather to show that cultural
influence may not be the whole story, wheress
primary experience or a combination of experience
and influence may provide a better explanation.
Folklorists have begun to bend their rigid stance of
the sup dly one-way relationship of cause and
effect. David Huf ford’s research with ‘Old Hag'
traditions has established that sometimes
experience comes first and tradition develops later
as a human respense to an experiential fact. this
possibility is reasonable enough, but acceptance has
come slowly. (15)

The pruspert of facing an unusual and
unfamiliar experience raises some interesting
problems. How do you describe it? How do you
understand it? The terms of description and
conceptual structure of understanding are
themselves traditions. We rely on past experiences
to deal with the present, but old acquaintances break
down before novelty. When nothing quite fits, we
must turn to approximations and metaphors as ways
to get a handle on the puzzle, however partial and
slippery our grasp. Familiar terminology and
classifications may not do the job, but rather than
leave a phenomenon uncomprehended and ineffable,
most of us opt for positive categories and
communication with others even if our choices
require a compromise of observational integrity

Applying this principle to the 1947 saucers,
Arnold believed that he saw experimental military
aircraft and could describe what he thought they
looked like without firm cultural obligations. Those
who followed were not so lucky. For them the ‘flying
saucer’ image set a powerful precedent. A desire to
conform, eagerness to join the excitement, and the
pressure of expectation influenced many people to
convert vague stimuli into flying discs. What if
someone saw something that was not a disc? The
same pressure would come to bear on him, driving
him to simplify his observation towards the ‘norm’,
perhaps even to recast his memories in the orthodox
mould. Where a stubbaom individual might resist, the
media would soon round off the edges of his report
for him, and he would go on record as seeing a saucer
in spite of himself. The fact is, we do not know for
certain the proportion of saucer shapes to
Arnoldesque shapes amongst 1947 reports. Ted
Bloecher’s admirable study lists shapes only
according to general category, so the finer points
get lost. Newspaper writers mediated in most of the
reports he cites, and the noise-to-signal ratio
necessarily runs high anong these accounts, even if
areal signal exists. Given these handicaps and the
consequent shortcomings of evidence, and firm
conclusion that the 1947 wave is all cultural noise
amounts ta a leap of faith instead of a logical step.

Abductions pase a far more formidable
challenge to the witness. The event is more complex,



far stranger, persarully threatening and viewed in a
state of mental impairment according to mast
reports. An abductee would hardly return fluent in
the language of the unknown. He would stumble to
describe it and lean on every verbal or visual crutch.
EvenBarney Hill's alien with wraparound eyes need
not wholly be a product of influence. If John Fuller
conveys a faithful sumrmary of the Hill’s conscious
memories, then we know that the eyes troubled
Barney before hypnosis and before the Quter Limirts
episode was aired. Is it so strange that he would
grope for a handy visual simile, and grasp one from a
recent TV show? | doubt it. Most of us do the same
all the time, enriching our stock of expressions and
humour with borrowings from the media. Even if his
description bent towards the image of the television
alien, this fact does not negate the reality of his
basic observation. Television seems not to have
planted a presccupation with
strange eyes in his mind.
Experience seems to have taken
the lead in that.

An argument along these
lines may explain why no
paediatrician known to Stillings
has reported abductions, a
puzzling situation if they are as
cormmon as ufologists claim. A
child could not identify an
abduction by name or describe
unfamiliar sights in precise
terms, and a paediatrician
might not be familiar with the
abduction phenomenon, or
sensitive enough to connect it
with a child’s clumsy
approximations even if aware. A
paediatrician used to hearing
the whimsical yarns of children
might dismiss abduction
evidence without ever
recognising it. Paediatricians
conform to their professional
traditions as well as anyone
else.

If proponents of cultural influence accept that
it equips the imagination to counterfeit an entire
experience, they can also allow it a more limited role
as modifier of real experience. An overlay of
terminology or conceptual filter based on prior
knowledge would channel the report to the realm of
the familiar. The influence argument cuts both ways,
Influence based fantasy or influence-madified
experience could both actount for abduction reports,
and such an argument loses its edge.

Kottmeyer attempts to resolve the issue with
an appeal to simplicity: is there anything in the
abduction story without an antecedent in science-
fiction? | would have to give a negative answer. Even
if modified reality could account for the culturally
derived patterns and content in reports, simplicity
throws the decision to a subjective origin.

This line of reasoning is formally correct, but |
distrust it berause the critics have a vast reservoir
of parallels from which to draw. Science fiction has
generated so many images that some of them are
bound to match up with abductions. In fact why limit

e power of science-

the search ta science fiction? the pool of influence
graws into an ocean if we include every passible
cultural source, since we can find strange,
penetrating eyes among fairies, or demons that
torture with sharp pointed ob jects in the popular
vision of hell. The hunt for parallels is a seach that
never fails. Folklorists have overindulged from time
to time, especially in the heyday of solar mythology.
One caution against setting too much store in
parallels came when a folklorist applied the hero
pattern to the life of Abraham Lincoln, and found
that Lincoln promptly dissolved into myth. (The
American educational system has since achieved
similar results using ignorance as the salvent) The
moral (in both cases) is that too much laxity of
application may look proper enough, but still leads to
false results.

Stillings denounces me for such concretist
statements as “fairies do not
fly in spaceships or use eye-like
scanning devices.” Even valid
parallels do not duplicate one
another exactly, so he rightly
notes that | overstate the case.
the point | wished t o make
nevertheless deserves
repeating - with the terms of
comparison abstracted enough,
anything can look like something
else. Abstraction only
exacerbates a situation where
many analogues are available.
For comparisons to be truly
persuasive they must relate
homologues rather than
analogues. Homologues are
likenesses based on
genetic relationships and not
mere surface appearances.
Establishing homologies
represents no easy task but for
a start the confidence in a
comparison rises when the
terms are specific, complex
patterns match, and near-parity of elements
prevails (that is, mast elements correspond and few
are left over). A genuine case of cultural influence
may not fulfil these stringent criteria, but they set
aworth standard for evidence. It should be clear
that an argument founded on stray resiblances and
abstracted pattemns falls well short of this goal.

The wander then is not that every element of
the abductions story has its antecedents, but that
the story-tellers use so few of the available
passibilities. Science fiction aliens come in all
shapes and sizes, science fiction storylines
diversify well beyond any single plot. Even if the Hill
report has become the quiding light for abductees,
they have gone throush life exposed to other ideas
that would play well within an abduction framework.
If the Hill’s vivid fantasy was born out of science
flctlon influences and little else, surely these same

have power enough to break the stranglehold
of this story and stimulate other narrators to a
little creative adventurousness now and then. The
power of science-fiction ideas should destabilise
abduction reports, or else cultural influences are not
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not sa influential after all.

Stillings claims that Americans start with ETH
beliefs and dismiss without due consideration all
explanations based on psychology, cultural influence
or hypnotic confabulation. This statement stings my
pride, since | thought | had given some consideration
to just these issues. My comparative study of
reparts explored the folkloric affinities of
abductions and my investigation of hypnasis
inguired into its potential as a solution. (16) In both
cases | examined a great deal of evidence, and in
both cases | found the sub jective answers wanting.
Nor do | mean to hog all the credit. Elizabeth Slater’s
evaluation of abductees, June Parnell’s tests of
close—encounter experients, and Rima Laibow’s
studies of post-traumatic stress disorder have set
the psychological study of abductees on a sound
evidential footing. At the beart of the matter,
American investigators have warked closely with
abductees, a great marny abductees, probing their
stories in depth and following up on life chages and
consequerntes.

Rogerson raises the psychological issue by
citing Charles Hickson's as a contactee,
and sees here an example of reality at odds with the
image of normalcy prumoted by ufologists. What we
can say about abductee psychology is the Keul and
Phillips have found evidence for mental disturbance
and social dissatisfaction among close-encounter
claimants. Slater found no psychopathology among
the nine abductees she studied, rather a set of
characteristics that could mean either fantasy-
prone personalities or traumatic victimisation.
Parnell fowd no evidence for psychopathology or
above-average capacity for imagination among
close—ermmmter witnesses, while abductees proved
to be among the least imaginative subjects in her
sample. (17] The picture remains vague and
inconclusive. With such evidence, is American
reluctance to jump upan a psychological handwaggon
Surprising?

The Hickson example resasvexts the problem
of what is cause, what is effect in the abduction

ameron. The passibilities that certain
psychological manifestations are comegperes of
an experience deserves more serious consideration
than my critics appear to have given. An individual
with the right psychological predispositions might
report contact with aliens and later undergo
profound life charges akin to religious conversion,
all as part of his psychological makeup. Yet it is no
less reasunable to believe that an unpredispased
individual might change in drastic ways as a result
of a real and deeply distubing experience. John
Rimmer’s editorial mentions Laibow’s finding that
abductees repart a high incidence of childhood
sexual abuse. Before jumping to any conclusion that
abductions serve as screen memocies for actual
abuse, another clue should be noted: Alxhction
meaTories do not relate to abuse memories in the
right way for a screen, since the abuse memocies
screen the abduction. [18) So which is catse and
which is effect? Such evidence by no means proves
aliens, but it means that the problem is more
convoluted that psychelogical proponents have
acknowledged.

One criticiem levelled by Stillings is

undeniable: ETH ters can rationalise arything
with their theory. It is flexible enough to
arapverdate all sorts of , and dif ficult
to falsify. Amyone whao has taken abductions
seriously and found psycho—social reductions
unsatisfying must trouble over this difficulty in
the ETH position.

At the same time a—social advocates set
their house in little better order. | agree with Evans
that European ufological investigations have been
both extensive in effort and excellent in quality. |
apologise for giving the inadvertent imgression
that | considered them anything less. However | still
find the present psycho—saocial thearies as much a
Procrustean Bed as Stillings regards the efforts as
American ufologists.

We can thank the psycho-sacial school for a
surfeit of explanations, few of them develaped
beyond the stage of vague suggestiveness. | found
that reports obtained by bypnosis similar to
reports remembered spontaneously and concluded
that hypnasis played little part in shaping the
abduction story. Stillings questions this conclusion
on the grounds that hypnotic and other altered
states can oo without formal induction. He is
right, but sceptics (and Stillings himself in the
same article) usually advocate a facilitative and
not a causal role for hypnosis in abduction making.
Hyprasis enhances susceptibility to influence s a
subject readily follows the lead of the hypnotist.
When a hypnotist is a believer he may confabulate
and abduction with the subject. Consistencies in the
reports then trace to hypnotists who want to hear
the same abduction story and pass their
expertations along to a receptive sub ject. This

t suffers if people tell a similar story
without benefit of leadership, which happens in the
case of spontaneous recall.

If Stillings wishes highway hypnosis or some
other altered-consciocusness condition to account
for abductions, he has an established natural
phennmenon on his side, but he must still explain
how natural hypnasis produces a story like other
abduction stories. If a hypnotist who leads a
witress is all important in one explanation, where is
the leader in the other? Though one solution goes
down in flames, plenty more wait in the wings.
Perhaps the witness is a fantasy-prore or
deficit type? If | point out that these penple should
tell the maost varied stories instead of the most
stable my oppents have fresh amgquents: perhaps
an over-zealous, Svengali-like investigator or a well-
intentioned but fatal bias in establishing the sample
of cases. Perhaps the answer lies not with reseach
ertars but with life conditions or mental states
that predispase the witnesses, or the blame may lie
with TV, movies, SF images; when hard pressed
electro-magretic fields from seismic events may
come to the resmse.

This leaves an impression of ad hoc
arquments addressed to one or another aspect of
the prerwveon rather than to the whole problem.
Each explanation may succeed in one area but fail in
another. Toa many explanations undercut the
credibility of any one, and only Kottmeyer states
his case in depth. Psycho—acial proponents seem to
take their answers too much for granted and with
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few exceptions fail to nurture an embryanic case to
full term.

In the end abductions present a sort of
orthoteny in reverse. This time we have the
straight-line of consistent story given to us, and
seek the points on which it rests. The field is
crowded with possible alternatives; explanations
pile layers deep. Somehow the line stays true. What
makes the situation so striking is itself a psycho-
social argument. The knowledge that cames from
folklore research and demorsstrates the likelihood of
variation. Whether folklore sprouts from the deep
psyche or takes root in cultural influences, the
resulting narratives blassom with creativity and
individuality within traditional frames. Persanal
experience accounts bear a richness of personal
idiasymcrasies. Abduction reports simply mismatch
other folklore in these significant respects.

| sympathise with Evans when he says that an
ETH explanation for abductions is riddled with
contradictions and simply does not work. Michael
Swords makes a thoroughly compelling case against
hybridisation, and no-one has yet solved the problem
of how aliens in vast numbers can cross light years
of space to reach earth then find nathing better to

do than repeat the same old lab exercises. (19] If |
truly believed that aliens could seize me | would
spend my life in the company of a hundred other
people, all armed to the teeth and ready to
desmunstrate to any short grey h ts that
happiness is a warm AK-47. | da not, therefore deep
down | do not believe. A literal reading of
abductions clashes with common-sense and learned
good sense alike, but that reason in itself gives me
licence to question but not to close my eyes. The
evidence as | see it shows me a puzzle that | cannot
solve with reference to camventional phenomena
known to me, nor have the alternatives offered by
psycho—social advocates proved adequate to the
task. On the other hand a literal reading best fits
the story line. | may not believe that abductions are
real experiences, but we have no better answer for
naw.

After all, | was under the impression that
proper young Victorians discovered ladies’ legs by
experience, perhaps for a monetary consideration
or otherwise, but without the need for an
intermediary. In Europe as in America, experience is
thebest teacher.

_ﬂ SWORDS,
Michael D.

Extraterrestrial
Hybridisation
Unlikely’,
MUFON UFO
Jourmal, 247
(nov. 1988) 6-10.

A Note on the Dramatic Structure of
Fantastical Productions

Dennis Stillings

F UFOLOGY WERE a mainstream

discipline, Martin Kottmeyer’s

devastating criticism of certain

claims made by Budd Hopkins and
Eddie Bullard would mean that errorenus
assertions would die and rise no more.
(Entirely Unpredisposed’, 35,
January, 1990) Unfortunately
experience tells us that almost any
ufological claim will find its adherents,
and like the Undead of the harror films,
these claims will periodically emerge
from their mouldy tombs and walk the
earth again. The proper stake to be
driven the heart of the
deathless abduction nonsense has yet to
be found.

But | digress ... What | would like
to draw attention to are the claims
made by Bullard about the structure of
abduction narratives. Martin
Kottmeyer has disaussed the dramatic
elements in ufological accounts at

lengthiin an earlier Aagrrsessay (1)
and now draws critical attention to
these elements again in "Entirely
Unpredispased’. Kottmeyer presents
Bullard’s structure of the abduction
narrative as (1) capture, (2) examination,
(3) conf erence, (4) tour, (5) otherworldly
I ,(6) ny, (7) return, and (8)
aftermath. (2] AsBullard and
Kottmeyer paint out, all these elements
do not necessarily appear in every
narrative nor do they always appear in
just this order. In fact a narrative
containing the complete sequence of
events is relatively rare, departures
from this order, however, are also
scarce. | will not quibble with Bullard’s
structural analysis. It seems accurate.
But Bullard’s claim that the
consistency of the structure is
indicative of real experience (3] is - as
Kottmreyer illustrates - unfounded. By
way of the 1930 comic strip story ‘Tiger

Men of Mars’, Kottmeyer shows that
such structure can appear
spontaneously, and more or less
completely, in an imaginative work. He
emphasises the story’s structural
impressiveness by claimingthat “only
one abduction in the UFO literature has
a greater number of these elements in
thecorrect order”. He also points out
that these elements are the
constituents of basic dramatic
structure and demorstrates this by
substituting for Bullard’s sequence the
mere conventional terms: (1) character
introduced, @ peril and conflict, (3)
examination and insight, (4) good will
and attempt to impress, (5) excitement,
(6) climax, (7) closure, and (8) sequel.
(4) Readers will recognise in this the
substance of soap operas and other
popular dramas - -tThe sort of plot-and-
action sequence that is ingrained in our
minds. The nature of the structure may
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not be only an artifact of our culture,
but also archetypal. [n the Jungian
literature on dream analysis, emphasis
is placed on the storylike structure of
the narratives: (1) the expzlion, which
includes a statement of place, the
presentation of the dramatis personae,
the initial situation, and, often, a
statement of time; @ the da=/arz=,
which contains the basic action sequence;
(3) the gerspetas, in which a decisive
change occurs, either positive or
negative; and (4) the /y=7s the solution
or outcome. (5] The dream, according to
Jung “is like a short drama” (6] and its
dramatic structure is comparable to
that of the classical Greek play, (7]
Greek mystery dramas, dramatic
presentations of primitives, the
structure of religious ritual (8) and of
the oracular method of reading the |
Ching (9] and - | suspect - of the form of
fairytales and folklore. The dream,
again according to Jung, “is a drama

DREAM STRUCTURE H

taking place on one’s own interior stage,
where the dreammer is the actors, the
libretto, the theatre and the public
rolled into one. (10} As with the
structure of abduction narratives
devised by Bullard and translated into
more familiar terms by Kottmeyer, the
dream elements are not always in the
same order, nor are all the elements
always present - but in the vast

ma jority of cases are. Peohags the
elements of the Bullard and Kottmeyer
schemas make it appear that the
abduction narratives are less consistent
than in fact they are; the apparent
missing elements and changes in order
are, rather, artifacts of the complexity
of these schemas, that obscure the
essentially archetypal structure
undemeath.

Let us set these three shemata
side by side (below):a s can be seen, the
structure outlined in dream analysis is
much more basic and subsusmes several

BULLARD

of the ‘stages’ outlined by Bullard and
Kot . Since this is intended to be
anote | will not elaborate further. At
the very minimum, the ubiquity of these
collective dramatic elements
undermines any assertion that mere
structural consistency can be atken as
evidence of the ocourerce of a real
event. Beyond that, cne may asgpect
that consistency of structure, in

con gnction with the clearly
mythological content of the abduction
narratives, indicates that we are
cdealing with the emergence of
imaginative dramatisations of those
collective and individual stresses and
conflicts we experience. This raises a
whole new set of questions, questions
that can be addressed in a meaningful
way with the tools at our disposal. Itis
past time that we move on to sensible
and traditional methods, rightly applied,
for understanding how and why these
fantastical narratives are produced.

I KOTTMEYER

Exposition (exposition sketchy at best & Character introduced
in Bullard’s scheme,
perhaps ‘capture’ could be
included here)

Development Capture Peril and conflict
Examination
Conference Explanation and insight
Tour 8 Goodwill and attempt to

2 impress

Peripetia Otherworldly journey _ Excitement
Theophany g Climax

Lysis (denoument) Return § Closure
Aftermath ;: Sequel
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RANDLES, Jenny , and FULLER, Paul. Crop
Circles; a mystery solved. Hale, 1990.
£13.95.

The Cereologist; the Journal for
crop Circle Studies. Editor John
Mickhell. £7.50 p.a. (3 issues) from I
Powis Gardens, Londan, W11 1JG.

‘A mystery solved’. now there’s a
hostage to fortune! The mystery in
Randles and Fuller's book is explained, as
readers of their earlier BUFORA booklet
will anticipate, in terms of the ‘Meaden
Vortex'. For a full explanation of thisit
is best t o read Meaden’s own book (see
review in Afzrrra no. XX), and the
authors do not go into the science of the
vortex in great detail. Instead they
concentrate on the investigation of the
corn circles, and spend some time
examining alternative theories, and are
often scathing about other investigators
who they believe have made sensational
claims about the phenomenon. They also
spend a great deal of time relating the
Vortex Theory to ufology - the reverse
attitude to some other circle
researchers, and more particularly the
media, who have attempted to explain
the circles in terms of UFO landing
traces or similar. Randles and Fuller also
examine the geographical and temporal
spread of the circle prevvamena in an
attempt to challenge what they see as
the myth that it has suddenly appeared in
a small area of Britain just over the past
ten years or so.

In brief they conclude that its all
over but the shouting. The Meaden
Vortex explains most of the circle
phenomenan, although the picture has
been made more complicated in recent
years by the increasing number of hoax

circles - often artistic ‘improvements’ to
naturally produced circles. But not only
has the circle phenomenon been solved, so
has most of the UFO mystery, for it
seems that the versatile Meaden Vortex
has also been the fans ef arginoof most
UFO reports, from LITs, up to and
including abductions.

Now I’'m not one who’s going to knock
any reasonably scientific theory that
explains UFO reports in terms of
terrestrial phesramena, but this sort of
approach is going to cut no ice at all with
The Cereologist, a handsomely produced
periodical which seems dedicated to

salid trickster figures?

Corn circles are probably the first
significant anomalous phenomena which
exists solely as physical evidence;
whereas UF Os exist primarily as verbal
reparts and the physical evidence is
sparse and vague. Randles and Fuller do
indeed examine witness reports, but |
fear that they do not subject them to the
same degree of critical analysis that
they would give to UFO reports. Many of
the reparts of pre-1979 circles are so
vague it is impossible to determine
whether they are the ‘classic’ clear—cut
circle, or the roughly circular ‘saucer-
nest’ type of phesromenon that actually
looks as though it could be caused by
some weather anomaly. They give us
reports of whirlwinds, possibly with
ionisation effects, lifting straw and
small ob jects, but without leaving the
distinctive marks. Some of these
accounts, particularly those which
attempt to place early corn circles
outside of southern England, are secomd
hand, and would not be accepted by the
authors as evidence of, say, a UFO
landing.

There is however one important
lacunae in the circle reports, and it is
curious that the authors have not
commented on it, since at one point they
quote Arthur Shuttlewoad’s description
of a grass-flattening phenomenon.. Put
simply: if corn circles were being
created in anything like their present
number and appearance for more than ten
years we would know of it because of
Warminster. From the mid-sixties to the
late seventies Warminster was crawling

maintaining the mystery
of the circles. In fact an
article by Patrick Harpur
puts forward a convincing
case that the whole point
of thecircles is to e
mysterious - how they
may be produced is
probably irrelevant: “Crop
circles are not problems
to be salved but
mysteries to be entered... |
the language appropriate f
to them is the language of
myth...” Just like \
Magonian UFOs in fact!

Harpur sees the
circles as an expression
of the ‘Soul of the World’
manifested through the
trickster Mercurius. He
cumments: "It may not matter if the hoax
is perpetrated directly by Mercurius or
through the agency of human hoaxers”.

Sa what is the evidence that
Mercurius may have been given a little
help along the way by one or t wo more
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with ufologists of every
hue (including memters
of your editorial team),
everything umssual that
happened in that area
was immediately
incorporated into the
Warminster canan. Not
a sparrow could fall
from the sky (literally9
without it being written
up by Arthur
Shuttlewood or one of
the many other writers
and magazine editors
devoted to recording
the mysteries of this
small town. Yet in the
*,1‘ 1 many books about

T Warminster, the dozens
' of magazines, the
hundreds of articles, the thousands of
eyewitnesses, how many corn circles do
we get? One. And a pretty vague one at
that. In Gogp Grofes, the authors claim
that Cley Hill, just outside Warminster,
is a centre for circle phenomena, and
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they suggest that it is becarse the
geographical layout makes it a suitable
site for the formation of Meaden
Vortices. Not in the sixties it wasn't.At
the height of the Warminster flap, Cley
Hill, and most other hills in the
neighbourhood, hosted skywatches
practically every day and night
throughout the peak summer circle-
season. We had lights in the sky, lights
on the ground, lights in every bizarre
formation you could imagine, str
noises, mysterious smells, Men in Black,
Men in Telephone Boxes... you name it,
Warminster had it. But not crop circles!
| think Patrick Harpur gets to the
heart of the mystery. What we have here
is the work of Mercurius, but Mercurius

of human baaxers. I'm not talking about a
carefully planned and executed hoax. |
think we have a hurdred different hoaxers
wha have become pussessed by the spirit
of the circles, and are performing the
work of Mercurius unknown to each other
and unkrrown to us. There must be an
imimesse satisfaction in creating acircle,
looking secretly upon their handiwork and
leaving it for the rest of us to discover. |
would certainly like to create one. For one
thing is obvious about the circles: they
are beautiful; they are Art.

| suggested a while ago that they
might be the work of a group of art
students creating pieces of crmceptual
landscape art. | think this could still be
the case for of the earlier circles,

suggest, artistic 'improvements’ of
naturally created circles, although | feel
that the Warminster Non-Effect argues
against even less-regular ‘natural’
circles.

There is, as | have suggested
before, a spectrum in the creation of
mysterious events, from clear fiction to
unequivocal fact. Between those two
there is a vague land where fact becomes
hoax, hoax becames art, art becomes
fiction. The circles | feel, move
uncertainly between hoax and art. They
are the latest manifestation of the great
English love of landscape art. The circle
makers are the Capability Browns of our
time!

is working through the agency of a host they could even be, asRandles and Fuller  John Rimmer
- - - - — ~ L
Victims without a crime? Reger Sapdell

COLLINS, Tony. Open Verdict. Sphere,
1990. £4.99

In 1986 several newspapers
devoted space to the curious but
apparently unconnected suicides of
Asian scientists working on gouverrament
research projects for Marconi A third
Asian whose name was mentioned in
these stories turned up alive a few
months later). The story grew from
there to reports of a whole series of
strange deaths connected with the
defence industry which, like the 1920’s
‘Curse of the Pharaoh’ and the apparent
mysterious deaths of persons
connected with the Kennedy
assassination, caught the public
imagination. In FSR Gordon Creighton
made these events the theme of one of
his many bursts of unspecific paranoia
directed against either demonic
elementals or Soviet agents (as usual it
was not clear which from the context).
Guest. the YUFOS magazine, :
maintaining its curious balancing act
between belief in dark official
wrungdoing, and a belief that any UFO
sighting by a member of the police or
armed forces is unassailable, also
weighed in with an article.

This book performs a useful task
in setting out what is known about
twenty-five alleged mysterious defence
industry deaths, although the
infoarmation is presented in a
disorganised way and the book is poorly
indexed. Even so, the affair ultimately
defies analysis, since f or every claim
made a counter—claim can be presented.
In view of the nummber of people involved
in the same type of work as the
deceased, are the percentage of

suicides abave the average rate for the
population as a whole? No they are not,
but a high proportion of suicides are
unemployed or suffering from incurable
diseases, which is not the case with the
suicides discussed here. On the other
hand, might not work on secret contracts
that one cannot discuss with friends or
family and mean ones private life may
be under surveillance, bring its own
pressiges (some of which may be
glimpsed in the accounts contained in
this back)? Some people concerned seem
to have committed suicide in very
bizarre ways, but would not a sinister
group faking suicides try to make them
as mundane as possible? Or perhaps the
unusual nature of these deaths might be
conveying a warning to those in the

?

Ultimately one must fall back on
whether individual cases, however many
or few, seem to offer proof of sinister
activity. A large number of cases in this
book involving suicides who left notes or
killed themselves in locked rooms can
rationally be ruled out immediately.
Some cases remain which seem curious
but the evidence is extremely
inconclusive, and in various cases the
author seems to be determined to find
sinister explanations. Even in the case
of Avtar Singh Gita who turned up in
Paris after a mysterious disappearance
Collins is suspicious of the fact that the
police knew where he was some time
before the information becare public.
The fact is that in Britain it is not a
criminal offence to go off somewhere
without telling anyone, and it is not the
job of the police tobroadcast the
whereabouts of anybody who does so.

In several cases it is stated that
friends or relatives knew of no reason
why those concerned would have
committed suicide, but surely problems
that drive people to suicide are often
precisely those they feel unable to
share with others. In some cases the
authorities seem to have been grudging
with information but this is hardly
surprising in any matter relating to
people with security jobs. In some cases
apparently curious remarks attributed
to the police may simply have been the
result of the fact that police

ntatives, when confronted with
unlikely hypotheses by jmsmalists
frequently give non-committal replies
which are then taken as endorsements
of these hypotheses. A phenomenan not
unknawn in the UFO world as well!

In spite of all this, the book takes
a generally reasonable approach until
the final chapter which is devoted to
the claims of one Joe Vallis, described
as an engineer, involving highly unlikely
claims of secret mind-control
tectmology, whereby victims can be
induced to cammit suicide. One wonders
if this chapter was included as aresult
of a demand from the publishers to
come up with some definite conclusion.

There is plenty of scope for
investigative journalism in
contemporary Britain and plenty of
pres=ae on those few engaging in it to
keep quiet. However investigative
joumalists should (ke UFO
researchess) remember that the sum of
many zeroes is still zero; and as
Auberon Waugh has observed, know the
dif ference between cans of worms,
mares nests, and loads of old cobblers.
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WALTERS, Ed and Frances. The Gulf
Breeze Sightings. William Morrow,
1990. §21.95

COOPER, Joe. The Case of the
Cottingley Fairies. Hale, 1990. £11.95

| suppose just putting these two
titles together in one review will already
have some of our American readers
foaming at the mouth, but the
comparisons are obvious. In each case a
pair of witnesses, both closely linked
(husband and wife; cousins and close
friends) report a series of str
encounters and back up their stories with
acollection of remarkable photographs.
Both sets of phatographs are, in the view
of critics, "too good to be true’ and have
the ‘look’ of obvious fakes. If asked to
define this "look’, your critical observer
would say that the photographs lock just
a little too much like what we think
fairies or UFOs sfru/d look like according
contemporary cultural predispasitions.
Elsie Wright and Frances Griffiths’s
fairies look like well-brought-up young
ladies of 1917 off to a fancy-dress party
in Kensington Gardens, rather than the
rougher, mare rustic type of entity of
folklore. The Walters's UFOs conform to
the elaborate, light-bedecked chandelier
format established by Spielberg, rather
than the vaque light-form of less
fashionable close encamter cases.

Now this doesn’t necessarily mean
that either set is a hoax. Indeed, in the
present climate of ufological terrorism
we'd better not say that sy thimg looks
like a hoax unless, as in the case of the
two Yorkshire ladies, our percipients are
safely dead. But perhaps a close study of
the events in Cottingley in 1917, and the
way they were subserently treated,
might shed some light on present day
happenings in Gulf Breeze (and perhaps
elsewhere in the ufological firmament).
There are many curious parallels

After their initial promotion by
specialist groups - be it MUFON or the
Theological Society - both sets of
photographs received immediate derision
from those not directly connected with
them. Equally, they bath found
distinguished champions, Walt Andrus
for Gulf Breeze and Sir Arthur Conan
Doyle for Cottingley, who have produced
much the same argquments in defence of
the photos they promoted. The witnesses
are honest and sincere people who have
nothing to gain (and much to lose) from
such a hoax, we are told, and the
photographs are of such a nature that
they could not be faked by the witnesses
with the means at their disposal.

Well, we can see now from Joe
Cooper’s admirably honest book what one
might make of the first argument. Elsie
and Frances were delightful children and

“LIKE WELL BROUGHT UP YOUNG LADIES ON THEIR WAY TO
A FANCY DRESS PARTY AT KENSINGTON GARDENS™

charming and intelligent elderly ladies
wha lived fulfilling lives and held
responsible jobs. They certainly gained
nothing financially from their plot.
There is nathing to t that in any
other aspect of their life, other than the
production of a series of fake
photographs in their teen years, they
ever did anything in any way
reprehersible. So do we have to assume
that a hoaxer has to gz47 anything from
their trickery? Well there is one
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