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E D I T 0 R I A L 

Cliches 

As we said in our last issue, some UFO magazine wri t�_ng is 

appalling. It is vague, woolly and abounding with cliches, 

There is no excuse for this . If we are to fight the good 

fight we must gird our loins and� putting our best foot forvrar
·
J, put 

0\1.r shoulders to the wheel and our noses to the grindstone. There are 

straws in the wind--indeed , the w.ri ting is on the wall--vlarn.:tng us 

that we will encounter some rough going as we pr8-ss en -rega1·dJ.ess 

along the straight and narrow path before we rca(;l.;. ·the c alrn, sunli t 

uplands, so to speak. 
�--�--�----�-----��-------�---�------------------�--��-----���------

LETTER T 0 T E E E D I T 0 R 

Fr<mu Dr J .CLE;ARY-I�AK!m, Editor of LTJFORA Journal 

De�:r Mr IIarney, 

If all small UFO publications maintalnec� the high standard 
of MT_."'FORG DULLETIN and i.ts successor MERSEYSIDE Ufi'O LTJLLETIH, I 
would not object to them. You have done an excell'.)nt job with both 
periodicals and I have enj oyed your periodic sly digs at me, 

In general, however, it must be remarked that c ash, talent 
and �abour are in limited supply in the field of UFO research . A few 
well-produced)and "meatyn journals are preferable to a host of 
inferior .ones . Furthermore, the public image of UFO research must be 
harmed by scruffy , hole-and-corner publications abounding in silly 
opinions, grammat1cal errors and even spelling mistakes. . 

I am willing to welcome as a colleague any genuine researcher,· 
from 9 to 90. -I am not, however, prepared to suffer gladly the sort 
of young - or not so young - fool who is unwilling to engage j_n ·the 
unglamorous spadework incidental to UFO researoh7 h"J.t who :Ls all too 
re.�dl.to inflict his half-baked notionn on a long-sv..ffering public. 

· 

Natural selection may, as you sug gest, }:j_ll off the inferior 
publ1cat1:-on in due time. The question is ...; how much harm may it do 
before it dies? . · · 

· · Yours truly, J.Cl.eary-Baker, PH.D., 3 Devenish Road, Weeke , 
Winchester, Hants • 

------------------------------------------------- � -------------------
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A LOOK AT TIIE ALTERNATIVES 
by :r ohn A • Rit:1mo r 

For all its faults the En'I� has many attractive features 
which commend a serious consideration of its clair1s. These can be 
summarized: . 

-� It fits the facts as reported, at least to a sups:r•f1cial 
degree. The majority of •straight' TTFO repor�s do accord with uhat 
one would expect fro� some advanced for� of 1nterstallar or · 

interplanetary transport. 
-- It is an explanation that is within hmnan experience. 

It is clearly defined , and does not involve the introduction of new 
and unfamiliar concepts. . 

-- It is finite. It is capable of being proved or disproved, 
and analyzeoc in a straightforward scientific manner. . 

-- It is an attractive theory, both to the scientist and 
extravert, who would be excited by the thought of con�act with_an 
advanced civilization; and to the type of person 'tvho 1s recept1ve � 

to space�brother ideas. 

Obviously any othar theory that claims to offer an explanation -

of the UFO must be strlbng indeed to take precedence over the ETH. 
The other explanations that have been put forward can be divided into 
three general categories: Physical Craft Theories, Uatural 
Phenomena Theories, and Subjective PhenoMena. 

· 'If one presupposes a physical craft, it must have an 
origin. Ruling out the ETII it must come from Earth. Many urologists 
have put forward just such explanations. Perhaps the Bost spectacular 
is the idea propounded by Ray Palmar that the Earth is doughnut­
shaped, with the 1WOs originating from the part on the inside. 
Like most ideas of this natixo a vast framework of shaky pseudo­
logic has been painstakingly erected to provide some justification 
for it. The main interest with this theory lies in the examination 
of the mental imbalance of its fanatical adherents. The IIollow 
Earth Theory does at least accept the spherical nature of the Earth, 
but alleges that it is either a hollow sphere with an alternative 
world on the inside curve, or that there is a vast world-wide 
network of caverns which shelter a race of deranged robots - dero -
bent an wreaking havoc amongst humanity. Again, considerable 
'evidence' is presented to prove both of these. theories. This 
evidence ranges from mysterious disappearances, strange caves and 
cave creatures, to the alleged 'land beyond the poles' where this 
world is supposed to open onto our own. These theories can be 
dismissed by a ra.tional examination of the facts, although there is 
no denying the·· attraction they have for some people. It is 
possible that blaming the 'dero 1 for all: ·the ills that befall 
mankind is a subjugation of the feelings that in other circQ�stahces 
have blamed Jews, Negroes or foreigners. 

Another terrestrial explanation suggests that the UFOs 
originate from under the sea. Often this is coupled with the ETII 
claiming that there are undersea bases built by aliens. Or that there 
are underwater 'gates' to the inner world of the dero. Often the 
idea of Atlantis is introduced into these explanations. It can be 
considered as a refinement of the previous theories rather than an 
explanation in its ovm right. 

Other Earth-bound explanations include ullknown civilizations 
situated in.the Andes or in Tibet, or in some other coMparatively 
remote part of the world. An 'explanation' that is constantly 
resurrected is that the UFOs are secret craft of some terrestrial 
nationi variously identified as USA, USSR , Dritain, even Italy and 
other ess plausible natlhons. 

The basically unsatisfactory nature of all these explanations 
is apparent. It can be srumaed up in the thought that if all the 
apparent TJFOs and UFO related phenor1ena were Earth-originated the 
facts would be so incredibly difficult to avoid that the matter 
would be common knowledge. The proponents of these theories do 

-� ---- -- -----------
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provide explanations for this 7 but these are so involved, :equiring 
ma·ssive official sec recy , infJ.ltration , suppression1 �nt l r.n_da tion, 
� ,al., that1they become harder to acc ept than th e l)rlglnal theory. 

The Natmral Phenomena theories must to a l�ree extent be 
ac cepted by all seriou s ufologlsts. They cover what migh� bo�terr1od 
the range of 'Menzelian Phenomena 1 l and are the eY�};lanatlon �-l)r many 

of even the so-called 'unexplained UFO events" If one can a.Lso 
accept the distinct possibility of an unknown or �-i ttle kn01tin 
natural phenomenon one could probably account for 99% of even the 
'unexplained' cases that crop up in the typir.!al 'lt�hts in._the sky 1 
sighting reports. Having said thls one must add thai; a des:trc� to 
explain .all UFO sightings in these tc:n�s is as irrational and 
probably as worthy of p sychiatric study as a d.8sire. to explain the 
matter in terms of doughnut shaped .Earths, or underground 
c ivilizations. There are obviously lj.mi ts, drawn by the physical . 
structure of the Earth and the atroosphe!'e and the laws of science, 
to what a natural phenomenon can do� This applies even to as-yet­
unknown phenomena . Similarly, even allowing for untrained obse rvers 
there are limits to the m1sinterpretatlhon of facts that a ratiDnal 
person can make. · 

The range o:f sub j ective explanations is the widest of all, 
from theories that all UFO witnesses are psychotics to total 
mystici sm. As the subjective aspects of ufology have only been 

. prol:>e-d with any enthusiasm in the past two or- three years the 
various theories have not been worked out in as much detail as 
have the· Physical Craft theories. One theory that. has been presenteq 
in some detnil 1 s Allan II. Greenfield 1 s concept of 'Al.ternate 
Realities'. This is a complex idea ·to explain, but it invo�ves a 
number of universes occupying th'e same· space and ti:ne, but on· 
diffe�ent 'planes' of existence . Put thus baldly it may seem to be 
confined to the realms of science fiction. IIowever, some recent 
discoveries in sub-atordc physics mny cause one to pause before 
di scarding the. idea completely. The theory explains the UFOs as 
' projections' from one of these other realities. Possibly the �ain 
value· of a theory such as this is to force us to-re-examine our 
concepts of ' reality ' .  

Another sub jectivist theory that has been worked out ·in 
s�me deta�l is J"ung1s idea of the UFO as part of mankind's 'rac.ial 
memory', a collective experience that is b orn into·everyone. Various 
forces stimulat e this memory , and cause subjective responses that 
are discerned as tJFOs, psychic phenomena, and a widc1 range of 
supernatural entities and events � This theory accepts and accotmts 
for the characte ristic elusive quality of all these events, whilst 
at the same time explaining their relevance to an exceptionally · 

wide range of the public. Critics however can point to the all­
inclusive nature of this theory,_and claim that it is a convenient 
1get-out •, to avoid many complex explanations . 

· Psych�tic conditions in individual percipients are c ertainly 
relevant to -some .UFO. events . A variety of Marital , sexual and .other 
personal anxieties may be worked out in a UFO context ; many of the 
nore bizarre ·and-sensational contactee incidents can be seen in 
these. terms -•. Whether sir:1ilar condi tlons apply to more emotionally · 

wel:l .·bnlanc·ed w1 tnes.ses and less spectacular events is something on 
wh1cp · research is currently being done o 

:· The pioneering work which John Keel is und8rtaking in the 
study of the vast range of associated phGnomena has revealed many 
hitherto unknown facens of the UFO problem� These seem to take tho 
subject beyond any of the theories outlined above. Seemingly, 
obje.c.tive events seem to be linked ,Ar�tth other events of a very 
sub jective nature . Attemptlng an exrJlanation for many of the 
incidents he describes takes one through.the t heorie s at an 
increasingly confusing rate" The overall theory that seems to be 
emerging :from his work, �nd that of others who are independently 
followir� the same line of rese arch , is that much of the phenooenon 

- -------------------------
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is part of an elaborate hoaJt:,d_r deception. This is·a very a�tract-iv@ 
theory, conside�ing sone . of the more outrageous aspects of ,JFo. 
experiences. It would seem that the strength or weaknes s of th1 s 
theory depends on who is supp osed to be doing the hoaxing. So far no 

definite suggestions have been put forward, although we nay ffi�ticipate 

some revelations in Mr Keel1s forthcumi ng book. 

Other t ���jcctivist ' theories nove :1.nto cor1pletel�r occult 
fields. One school of thought suggests that UFOs are a v ar1 ant of 
spiritual and/or religious or crypto-rcligious nan;festations. In its 
more extreme for� this holds that the 1JFOs and the1r alleged 
occupants are ' the Angels of the Lord 1 ,  or the Devil . This is a 

direct reversnl of the ErE which explains that Diblical descriptions 
of Angels and Devi ls are �isinterpretations of extraterrestrial 
contacts. So �ittle serious attention has been given to that clnss 
of phenomena 4�sc;r+ bed .. a� 1 occu� t 1 ti:n.� r1any of the ideas associated 
with it sec�.,rather woolly and 1ndec1 s1 ve . One interesting idea that 
has been put· forward is that occult phenomena are so total and 
overwhelming that civilization is only possible through the action •• 
of the brnin, which serves to filter out the occult influences. 
Exponents of this the ory would allege that TWOs and the Associated 
Phenomena are a $,pec ts of the occult reality which have escaped the 
brain's filtering �echani�. Again, the conpl ex and irrational 
nature of the phonohlenon lends itself to such ideas. Iiowover there is 
as yet no overall theory worked out in any detail that can 
accomodate occultism in the light of present conventional knowledgef 

The th�..or1,�s outlined above range fror1 the plausible to 
the ludicrous,� .It.·i�.,however, in the light of our present.lalowledge, 
a dangerous practice to reject flatly any of them, although I have 
done that, by implication , in this essay. The terrestrial origin 
theorists in partic11lar are on very shaky ground. The theorie s seem 
to founder on tP,e�:r,l own absurdity. (One school of thought alleges 
that the UFOs are controlled fron a secret South Anerican base by 
Ilitlor and Martin Dornant) Even so ono cannot rule out secret 
weapons and rrllitary devices for a small proportion of events. Can 
suc h an explanation be ruled out entirely for Socorro or some of the 
Warminster incidents? The natural phononenon, known or unlmown, 
seems a distinct possibility as an explanation for many as yet 
unidentified sightings. This Dulletin has published a nunber of 
articles sugee stin g the racial-monory explanati on , and pointing out 
folklore-occult-UFO links. At the same tine the najor drawback to 
most of the subjectivist theories has to be the l�ck of any viable 
conventional sc � entific basis. It can be argued though, that 
scien tific basis is the very last thine one wo�d expect to find 
in o ccult phenor!lena. A valid point of view. 

The ETII is a theory worthy of con sideration , nnd nany. 
ufo logists will feel that it is the only aspect of the phenomena 
that is of interost to them. Ilowever if they do they will miss a 
very large part of tho Mystery of ufology, and may risk adopting a 
closed-minded attitude to many aspects of the problem. At the present 
time probably the groat �ajority of ufologists are adherents of the 
ETII, and the najority of UFO publications put forward this theory 
�ost excl usively. There is a roal daneer that research into the 
o ther explanations will tend to be stifled by lack of encouragement 
and scarcity of suitable outlets for published work. It is. vital that 
the alternative explanations should be given adequate consideration 
The ��II must not be considered as the only explanation, with the 

• 

assunption that if it is not the UFO subject then becorr1es sonething 
else , of less intrinsic interest. 

-�----------- ---- --�-�--�--�----------���------------------------�---
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SOME PERSONAL UFO EXPERIENCES - - - - - 1 

by Al an vl. Shnrp 

Ml T.FOl_; 3 

One su.r.rr.1er evening iE the early 1960's 11hen on holid.::i:,.. 
with a fr1end in the South of France \J"e. parked onr cal" nt th�� 
eastern end of the prome na de at .Cannes!)· The sun \'!as sh�ning �Ju.t 
appro achi ng the horizon and henee wo decrbded to l(�c:v� c ?-nerr-J.S nnd 
binoculars bohind whilst we went in se a rc h of acconoaat1on. 

We began to stroll s�oHJ.y back towards the town an.d had. 
gone. perhaps sixty or s e-..,"'enty yards when I suddenly noti c ed a b-right 
patch of light slowly crossine; the sky :i.n t he vicinity of' the hills 
which lay · :fin  front of' us b ut beyo nd Carmen itself. 

Excitedly I poin te d and· tve b ot h stood still nnd v1ntched as 
the elliptical object continued its progress at a-pparently low 
altitude, going inland froM the direction of tho const. If I re�eQber 
correctly it had a bright centre then a.blac� oval, ? urrounde d in turn 
by a larger bright ellipse of light-rwhite light, not coloure s. 
Maximum.angular di1:1ension was about .-3- of a degree or even l.ess. 

Torn between the desire to run for canera and bin oc ulars and 
fear of Missing so�e feature of the app ariti on we contin ued to wntch 
spellbound until, just before the object passed out of sight be hind 
some obstacle--one of the hotels, probably--the lieht.disnppenred and 
was replaced by the dist inct shape of an aeroplane , black in 
silhoette between the hills. A fow seconds l�ter �d WO s ho ul d not 
have witnessed the change and wo uld nlwQys·hnve won de r ed nt the 
nature of the UFO which we had seen. 

· 

How the peculiar effec't :Was pro.duced I havo never been n.ble 
to say with certainty but the . th�ng look�d like sooe sor t of 
interference pattern, as such t hi ng s nre desc ribe d  in opticso The 
'plane was possibly one of the helicopters which we hnd been noticing 
all day. At the time I had not he nrd of Arnol d1 s fanous Haunt Rninier 
sighting, but it has often·occurrcd to ne si nc e th�t what ho snw nay 
have been sonething sinilar to that which so startled ny frien d and 
ne that day on the Riviera. 

· · · 

To those vli th n knowl·e dg.o �f optics , the diffic ulty l:Le s in 
·the fact thnt w� saw white ill.h:t, "fringes " , as t hey are co.lledo 

Reflectio ns fron cabin.windows? From rotor b la des? Or whn.t? The 
reader will notice, of courser the inevitable in such events. 

At the crucial ·tine, all the optical apparatus l.vhich hnd 
been carted around all day, was safe l y �t.owed a\·Jay out of reach in 
the earl Q'm la� - d� soucoupesC:insolites! · 

. . 
�� - --�-�����--�----���-��� ---�--�-�--�----�-��----��-- -�-----��----

L O.C A L REPORTS 

Sefton .Park, Liverpoci J�uary 4, 1970 0145 DST 

. Anateur a str ononer Mr R. IIalliday was in Sefton Park, 
facing north to1.vards Ursa Major, tak.tng photographs, when ho heard 
a swishing noise behind· him .. lie .. turned I'ound and saw nn 111-definod 
disc or object Moving very fast ac.r o s s  the sky fron duo east to due 
west. The brightness of.the object was estinated to b e about 
nagnitude 3 and it did not vary. Tho ob j e c t was seen for about 3 or 
4 seconds and di sap peare d behind trees 3.-� an elevation of nbout 
10 degrees. Tho sky was clear at the tiEJ.e of observation, but the re 
was a groun d nist. 

Chester Feb�uary ?, 1970 �vening 

The following report appear·ed in the L iverp ool Echo on 
February 7. Unfortunately the date ru1d tir..e are not given: 

Chester's r.1ysterious UFO has r1ade a reappearance in the 

- ---- ______ ____________ ___. 



MUFOD 3 - 8 -

city's night skY. TJnsiehte� sin�.� Christi!laS, it was seen for ten .. 
minutes in the Parkgate Rbad area. 

The two r.1on who saw the brieht white object dur ing -Gho 
evening did not report their finding to the police bocnuso -Ghey were 
afraid of being treated as pr�.cticnl jokers . Willinn, a windo·ir 
cleaneri of 13 Chichester Stroe·c, Chester, saw the l;FC with 1:�1 .. s 
friend 9-ye ars-old Gord.on Jones, n. f G:L'CDM tyre fi ttor, of 2'/ 
Ludlow Road, Dlacon . 

They wero drivi ng alone; the :i?arktSato road \vhen tho:l sa1,.1 
the bright object noving very slo\vly across the sky. The two go-c out 
of their van to got n better viow of the objoct, \IThich novod slo\vly, 
stopped and then shot off again. . 

11 It was no plrme either, " sn.id Williru:1. "For one thing it 
· seencd to nove like a snake n.nd thoro was only· ono very brieht lir;ht 

and no noise at all. Wo follov!O d it in the van to the Llncon r)rideo 
where it soer1ed to stop and then shot off altogether. " 

During the last twelve P1onths there have boe;n several 
sightings of white "star -like " objects over Chester. 
------�-�- -------�---�-�--��-------�----�---���--���---� -�-���������-

DOCKS 

OPERJ!..TION E.:\RTI: by Drinsley Le ?oer Trench - Nevil le Spoarnan, 30/-

The sonewhnt nysticnl speculntions of this author are 
rather popular with a cer tain section of 1TFO enthusiasts. No doubt 
this is becRuse he has, up to now, assured us that the 1WO entities 
are friendly. I�owever, in this book he develops his ideas to include 
some of the nore "hostile" nanifestations, pr esenting the UFO 
phenomenon as the sign of the strugg le between good and evil entities 
for the donination of the minds of nankind. 

� - TIIE vlliOL� S T G RY by Coral and Jim LorenzGn - Sig net Dboks , 
New York, U.K. price 7/6 

This latest book by the Lorenzens, a gene r al review of the 
UFC situati on , is rathor heavy going. It hns a fault which afflicts 
nany UFO books--too 1:1any long-winded desc riptions of one si ehting 
after another. Such de scrip ti ons are of course useful for reference 
purposes, but only where an index--which this book lacks--is 
provided. 
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