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E D I T 0 R I A L 

Personalities 

UFOs are such vague and transient �hings that it is not 
Ullilatural that those who are studying them should at time s seem 
to take precedence over the actual phenomena. Personalities in 
ufology sometimes seem larger than life9 and from a dist&1CG ovon 
appear menacing or overwhelming . It is inevitable therefore that 
some aspects of our field of study have become identified witb 
individuals almost to the point of exclusiveness. 

As a result of this it is often difficult to malcc all.Y 
form of objective (or even subjective--that's not illegal!) 
criticism of certain theories, events or manifestations vli thout 
being construed as launching a personalised attack on some 
hapless individual. 1Nhat this might lead to is apparent olse"Yrhor<� 
in this journalo Conversely it is sometimes necessary to take a 
harshly critical look at the opinions and attitudes of an 
individual in order to come to an accurate evaluation of:t the 
viewpoint with which such a person has become identified. 

Both those forBs of.critical analysis are a long way 
from the 'bitter personal attack' -� an accusation which is often 
hurled at ufological writers who undertake such analysis. So long 
as ufologists allow themselves the luxury of personalising various 
aspects of the subject, and letting their emotions, morals and 
personal attitudes become entwined.with the material that others 
are attempting to study, they have no-ono to blame but themselves 
if those aspects of their personality are considered matters for 
public debate. 

- -�----�-------�------------�---------�--�--------��-��--��--��--

LETTERS TO THE E�ITOR 

fiom..J4r. ALF_O_Nj)Q -��INEZ TAJJOAS 

Recently
. I received some back issues of your bulletin and they are great. 

I was glad to see some difference in your bulletin. I was glad, too, to 
see that many of your readers are on the side of the New Ufolqgy. I am too on 
this sido. 

I am a student of demonology and other matters and I think that John 
Keel's theor,y may explain many or all of these ap�aritions. 

�hat. puzzles me is that Keel's book doesn't mention the now popular 
p�rapsycholo�ical appro�ch to the subject. I have talked with various of them 
about Keel1 s theor.y and they laugh at it. 

Keel recently said that UFOs .could bo investigated by them. But I fear 
that if they intri>duco themselve s into u:fo}_ngy then .they Will raridly disregard 
Keel's theor,y .  Many of them thi.nk all the poltergeist cases, etc., are caused 
by energies of adolescents. If they-the parapsynlwl_ne;1 A·to---rlon 1 t want to 
accept the syiritual origin .of many ayyaritions,.it is less likely they Will 
accept the interference of elementals in these cases. 

I have studied parapsychology and I admit that the human being can 
produce certain effects by his energies, but I think that unknown beings or 
forces can take advantage of these ener0ies for their purpose and create effects 
of their own. 

Lastly, I Will be glad to read in some future issue what your readers 
think of the parapsychological explanation for t he poltergeist, apparitions at 
the moment of death, etc . · 

Yours truly, Alfonso Martinez Taboas, 17 Street, 1088, VillaN. Nevares Dev.1 
Rio Piedras, P:uerto Rico 009'Z7 

From Mr PETER lY'vGERSON 

Dear Jolm, 

Here's a brief reply to Alan Sharp. 
1. I see no reason to lump Keel and Vallee together, or either with 

Professor Agrest. 
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2. There seems no reason why anyone wanting to study high strangeness 
reportss should bother about people who mistake the moon for a Martian 
spaceship. Misidentification can usually be reCOc,'"'n.ised fairly easily and 
eliminated. A 1 real' UFO is something ostensibly perceived in the air, or on the 
ground, or under water, which ostensibly behaves like a 'machine' of some sort, 
which puzzles the witness, and can not be reconciled easily with a known stimulUSJ 
Such a definition may be semantically incorrect, but the initials UFO are easier 
to use than OAAP (Ostensible Anomalous Aerial Phenomenon) Much of 1;.1an' s arguments 
are semantic quibbling. 

3. Alan must possess ESP, how else does he know that Vallee 'believed in 
the ETH'. It 1sn1t ver,y evident from Vallee's books. 

4. Vallee does not say that he has abandoned •scientific impartiality' in 
Magonia. �onia is 'not scientific' because it chronicles rumours and beliGfs, 
without attempting interpretation. 

5· Vallee1s works in A�t_�� and Challenge are about the only scientific 
works on ufology published befm.:·e 1969. 

6. Vallee has widened his study of t occupants' because new studies have 
shown that many of the 'contact' type stories (e.g. Schwarz' s study of Gary Wilcox) 
have shown that in some such cases9 t�e witnesses believe that they have had a 
real experience, and in M�)��l� V3llee is documenting beliefs. Vallee stresses 
that one should hold all cases to be literally true. 

7. l1.s for Wa:rr.ninster, Ala.n is s-tating the obvious. There seems little 
reason to doubt that the 1 Aenstrian' Was a very real terrestrial, and m1doubted.ly 
one of the legions of ps,ychotics who infested Uarminster at one time. Des?ite 
this, some puzzling events have taken place. 

8. Alan's lightning stroke hypothesis for Charlton had a ver,y limited 
circulation, BUFOBA Journal and lln.1JFOID Bulletin. Vallee probably saw neither. 
Also Alan t s view was criticised by a lightning expert, C .Ma.xwell Cade. 

9· Vallee does mot claim that UFOs are tsupernatural beings' but points 
out simila.ri ties between two sets of belief. Alan' s criticisms of 'fai:cy rings 1 

and the 1green demon' are transcendental examples of pedantic obtuseness. No 
doubt we shodd intersperse all kidd.ies 1 fairy -tales with 'explanations' • Alan' s 
attitude reminds me of those stern Victorians who believed the on!y worthwhile 
.things were practicalities and things that Llade money. 

10. Actually Neanderthal man is now regarded as an aberrant sub-species of 
Homo Sapiens. GeoloGicallY earlier specimens tend to show more 'modern' features. 

11. Alan1 s explanation for gnomes (as bats) is quite unconvincing. By a 
�imilar process, Aime Michel demonstrated that church steeples were cows. 

12. Alan's treatment of Fatima is far too superficial. As I have pointed 
out, Fatima is part of a rcythological tradition far older than Christianity. Nor 
:is hi..s explanation apparently acceptable to psychologists. 

13. I agree that the AVD story cannot be taken literally. JJut as a symbol 
of the intimate relationship between us and 1Magonia1 it has tremendous force. 

14 • Whatever one thinks of Keel's pseudo-parapsychology, there seems little 
doubt that Keel aotu�lly 'experienced' these bizarre events. Nor are they 
confined to John Keel. In his recent study of 'Dr�', Aime 1�chel noted similar 
effects. TherG were MIB crto:r:les fB-r ntol.'G rom.:;�.-ckfl-bl-n "than ��vtb.i.ng rl:l_sc,·ussed by 
Keel in the 1905 wave. 

15. Not all alleged phenomena of physical mediumship can be regarded as 
conjuring tricks, though about 95% were. Some of the ostensible phenomena of 
D.�.Home, Eusapia Palladino, etc., are puzzling. 

16. There seems no justifiable reason for supposing that Vallee, or even 
Keel, are trying to remove ufology from the areas of normal debate. 

Throughout the ·article Alan wri t.es like a 19th century contributor to 
Practical Mechanics, confident in the al.:il:tty of science to discover the whole 
nature of the universe in the space of a s��gle lifetime, and with that breezy, 
self confident smugness (I'm glad I'� a superior, rational, 19th century 
Englishman, not one of those degraded, superstition-ridden savages) typical of 
the period. 

There has been a centuxy of learning since, during which the 1reality1 
and significance of dreams, reyth and fo2.klore have been established. The 19th 
centur,y writers who proclai�eQ that la�ee areas of human experience are delusion, 
are as dead as any medieval demonologists. It seems a pity to try a resurrection 
trick on either of them. 

Peter Rogerson, 8 Braddon Avenue, Uroston, MANCHESTER, M31 lUE 
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From Mr ARTHUR SHUTTI.EVIOOD 

One notes, with a quiet and understanding chuckle, that luan VI.Sharp 
looks out from his sacred iv ory tower and llTSISTS that .ufology "nust be studied 
in a logical, objective manner, or not at all. 11 This h3s the rirli_� of dictc:.torshi}! 
about it. You've got to be sharp to out-sharp Sharp, eh? 3ut lot's be denocrn.tic. 

His vision-restricting attitude, in face of swelling testioony ulobewl::e, 
Will get neither him nor more earnest research students �here at all as to the 
true nature of this important subject. It is a. matter which-by virtue of 
numerous facets and aspects that bewilder and befog scientific concepts of tod� 
that are universally inadequate in vision--will alw�a defy .the approach he 
advocates--n� INSISTS--must fit his puritannical rather than pure terminology . 

I see, too, we are back to scurrilous attacks on personal character and 
integrit,y, rather than ob jective presen tation of f�cts, in your latest abysoal� 
trite issue. Out with the scal1?irlb hatchets and oa.rving knives to cripple those 
whose views (beoause they have had considerable experi ence of the pheno�ena.) are 
more valid, sensible and fair than your own, which are strangled in a one-sided 
web of ignorance. 

Those whom you tr.v to intimidate (and I' m positive we have no fear of a 
trio of cri tics, especially a.xmoha.ir variety; of earth, when we dare to walk 
among the unknown!) are amused and share welling pity for MUFOD content and . 

� olio,y; for they have enjoyed a privilege none of your home-bred correspondents 
l or so-called ed.i tors) have known. At least, they have had more than casual 
brushes with UFO manifestations and ass_es.s: th.em a.coorclinelY. Has it ·evar struck 
your rather feathe�pated attitude that it · naeds a great deai of moral courage 
to_ stic).t o�a' s neck out and affirm a "I have seen something inexplicable"? It doe s 
rieed anormou� · eoilrage;' equal to that I knew on the battlefield in the last war, 

. to do this, knowing one will. automati.oa.lly. be · b'randad .. a.a a liar, .o;ra.nk.,,.hyppcri te 
or worse. This ooura.ge·. ·deserve�· raspe:ot ,. , instead of. 1ruF013 bel�ttling,. and :crud� 
ori tic'ism:. far removed from .. human dec-ency.:. _ 

'· 
. . 

- · · Without our axperienoe, .. ·· suoh purv:, puppets ·.of. Condon . !:thinldne. are sunk, . � · ., 

Without traoe.J and· -the MT:JFO-E MOD (-_ •�those: p·e opl:e from .tha north. ·Who, are blind to -; 
reality, 11 is a description I have ·fre·quently· heard) .. i·s·, _dro.yning.- in· .deep wat�r with 
no publi-c interest in: their. dogmatio .land --dreadful]�\ dull vi�wpoin.t.s·�based on 
personal INEJI:?Eitrn.lH:!E only . · 

_ ,, . . . , 

. 
. . . 

Anyway,: w�. should ·\V G  suffer: ;the· .·sh<D�t'!""sight�d·, vi·t?ioriless, prajudioed an cl 
self-inflating pontificating· of three sti'ok�in:-the-mud· ser.ibes whoss_. aotive:. 
re search . in overa.ti onal fields of pra.cti'oa,l,. work-.is practically nil? . .A tri.o 
whose pompous and. pedantic phrase ology : ·is horinr1 and ·li;fale�s,: . . because'_ it iB ·ot 
chained to links of -personal experience? J1ho on -earth · do .Sharp, ·1l1.rrrner -�d ,_ 

Harney think ·they areJ 'and ·whom do· they, .. repres·ent. -so _b_ovinely· irtt the face ··of. 
weighty eviclence, 1tha.t abri-eks.s .11UF0f? are ·for. real•!' Til-by �.d.Q.- they psrsist · in- _ 

bedevilling instead of aiding the UFO causa in credibility? \le know, of course, 
but are too polite and: t;Emtlemanly to spe ak :so blrmtly ... and cruelly I 

· 

What ·aci.d-tO!lb:JOUed _·and ·_one-traok-nrl.nded minoritY. groups like. MUFOD fail 
to appreciate . . is: that their _.voic�s' a.r� mere -·squeak·s ... �ainst the le onine . ·�oars of 
the maj_ority • . Tl).erefore, they. are freaks who �cannot understand · that _statistical . 
wei�hts of evidence are ·more valid.. than the· . . infamous ·,O.ondoh report · -whi·ch ·blew up 
into nothinr;nass because_ not· one of the. 11exp�rts" ( ??.11')- had. aver ·seen .anything 
unusual.,. :kruFOD cdoes into_ the ;.same abySI!lal: bracket. of.- ignorance . 

I sey this not· unkindly,-: for. I hav.e . alWC\YS ·stressed .one. has: to see to 
cretli t or believe ·_ .in UFO..·manifestation. · · . ·· , . · · 

. I could not sink t_o .the_ int.oleranoe of ·Sharp, whose con�_tax;lt-:··�cl petty. · 

allusi ons and sniping ab out �Shuttlewood .. mi1stakin� a thunde�st.o:rtn:. for a_·lJF'J. _has 
appeared in print s o  many times .wi"th_ . mo�o:t on ous repetition. Has it ever entered 
your devioua minds that poor old S huttlew ood ' knowing full .·Weil even a.t· that ,: 
early stage that Ml.JP'OI3 carried scalping kniv�s .evecywhere they w ent to_ try and:· 
kill off valuable evi·iertce at source, sa.id .. ·this deliberately·. in order to get rill: 
of the dragging influence of •disbelieving MUFOD MO:t3sters? Think .it over._ •• . Look 
at yourselves· for a weloo�e change and nota the many human failin�s in. 
contra.d.istinotion to "judge .not: .. last: ye be-. . judged.11 .. Y .. ou have cast .enougq. stone.s, · 
but soon they will ·rebound. Mark :rrq· words1 .uttered . without ··ma.iiM. aforet·hought . 
like those -crawling over y·our bulletin -like. aimless s pider�legsl · .' . .:- -·· 

li. feather-brained attitude of· mind alwa_ys -f-iglits .a lo$ing_ battle against­
the �better-thinking majority. Sq wake� �upt .. Start·. to ·re�ly .l�v� . .(ther�.l.s.�a. nice _ 
split _infinitive. for. purist Bimmer to grip. .. onto) ·.and _go· dut.���ong ,y�ur; f�llow. 
beings .in. search. of. tha.t .. which DOES exist, despite .. yoUr nagging. doubts :a.nst at 

--��· . _ __ . _ 

.,, . ·.·· 
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times charaoter-savaging mania:. . . · 

yours not unkindly t Arthur �huttlewood, 17'' p or� <l;1,·., w a:rnu�s�9r' w il:t shire�' 

P .s. Happy New uFo Y �a.rt . · · · .. ;"' ·. ·: ; · .� 
· , · � · .. : 

p .P .s. After your next issue, ple��e don 1 t send ·any more i_ ·;r: -�.an.: helPful� aiP.s, 
not destruoti ve ·:nonsense, in !flY_ search for. UFO truth� • . , ;. . 

· : . .· .. - ' 
--------

THE S�JiliCH FOR ·:PHYSICAL ·EVIDENCE_ · . ,, ·Part· Fo�·r 

... by' tTohn ·HarneY, , 

The Charlton Crater 

· 
·. There .. have been

. ·
;o-iatively f·ew c·ases· :or alle��� .'phys_icai_ . ·. 

evidence of UFOs in Britain, and of thes� fow the Charlton _ C r�ter 
is by far the most notorious example. ·. _ ·  ' .  

· . .  

. Serious attempts .to pr ov:i: de rational eXplanat�otis .;for �he , . 
occurrence have been con si stel}.t_ly . r;idicUled by.· the UFQ : e11:thusia��:s ·. 

who app·arently- pr�efer· t'o···t-e·Iieve- _th'at_ the :phe�otneno'n_ tvas producen · 
·

. 

· 

by the landing :.of:·a ··fiying, sttuc�):�.. ' · _:· 
. · . 

. .. . . . 

; In .. ·cTuly�; '-I963, a\ ·c'ra·ter "about 1 ft_. ··deep,-· O· f.t., irr 
_ diameter , with a hole in the centre abqu� 3 .. f.t. deep·w{ls _ . found on ­

the ho'\l!ldary botwoen a···p.otato. field and a ·barley_ f_ield .at. Ma.n,o;r 
Farm, C��l:ton , -Wiltshire ·{nen:r -Sl}.aftespury, . D<;�set )_ .. 

� �c cr�ter 
was discovered by farmer · Ro.y Blanchard, a.ccordJ. ng to Robert -_ -� 
Chapman (lt, or :bY a Mr Reg i'.lexanden;·· accor�ing �o ��_onard _ 9ra.mp. , 
(2:}. Take your pick. 

· 

· 

·
� 

. 
. , 

· 

. . . ) 
, .. It- is - , not clear from the va;tious:accounts· just how_ the · .- .  

crater .- c:ame to -receive such wide- publicity arid close s.c.rutiny, f�of!l 
military ·and sci .�nti;f'd.e exports; joflrnal·i �-ts·, ufologist!3, .. and 

· 

assorte.d cranks , and publici t.Y ·seekers.· The incident' which see�s _ 

to have attracted the attenti.on of the nati.onal news media and . 
Member$ -of. P.arli ament was. the arrival :on --the r sqene o,f a:p. Army .. . · 
Homb Disposal Squad •. .  These·· gentlemen founa:· no- b.omb, but did 
detect metal,.�hich was in fact magnetite , n�turally:.occ urring . 
in the soil of that a :rea.. · · · · 

· 
· 

·. . _ 

Unfortuna:;tely.· the sensati·mrra'l p�blici �Y a.cco�ded . to the 
afrair did n9t provid�· a ·suitaqle atmosphere for rational, 
scientific inve stigatioW; .. .A lump·. of ·iron· Qre rocoy.e�ed from the. 
c.ratc·r .l?Y the Army team· was· pounced on by Patrick Moo re, .who 
hastily ·prono:unced i.t to be a meteorite . � · . , 

The issuG was further� conru:sed by the ariival on thq . 
scene hf a· gen.tl�mo.n . .  c�ll;ing himself "Dr Randal:.�/' ; . w:P,o purported . -
to he uP. "Aulstralian .. ·a.stro�physic.fst".- This� chnrncter as �ured · the· 
gentlemel). l of .. the; .press-' ·.thnt the. c'rater' was· caused ·by �a flying . 
saucer weighing.about 6oo � tons ; · with a· crew' of about 50, and 
originating ,from the .planet. ·uranus. Still: fUrther .confusion must ha ve oeen caused in.the minds of interested observer s - when the 
newspaper s printeq these inane drivellings · of · 11Dr Randall 1 1  . apparently w1 t�ou� .t�king t�e trouble to: c·orisul t the appropriate. referepce books, in o.rd.er to de.te.rmine his bona fides . · . · 

�uestions in the-�oUSQ of Comr�ons eventually established 
that th� · c�ater w�s . -no� caused by a bonh or· a meteorit� and,. so ·,. 
far as the author�tJ.e_s . w�ro concerned, the·natter renained . .. 
unexplained. Ufologists _. i�edj_.at;ely to0k -this· q.s a· lic o'nce . to·· 
indulge in wild· �peculations. about ·flying .· sauce.r s and their · . 
alleged elec tromagneti c effects. and '.'G.. fields- ' 1 • ·Much was nade .of 
the fact th�t the magnetite i� the soil iri·the ±nmedia�e vicinitY. 
of the c.rater was- fOWJ.d;;to .. :Qave ·.beGn nagnetised ;. Huch was. also ., . 
m�de �f th� allege�·_cQnplete d:i:sappearance of potato Pl.ants . . at the 
s� te of the crater. · (3-) .. . · · · .. 

· ·
. , .�e L

C�a:r:lton _c,.rater,. among.·o)ther, similar q'�currenc�s�;�
·
.- . :_, att:ract.ed tho.attention� of Alan w.·sharp who, as our · readers well . 

know, doe·s ·no� beli�ye in spaceships from Uranus,· ·or· in fairies 
or Fa-ther· Chr�stmas either, for that matter. 

�r Sharp at first thought that the crater may have been 

> I  

• 
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<:!aused by subsidenc.e, but-later revfsed his op·1n1on and suggested 
that it was pr.obHbly caused by a lightnin-g strike. This would 
explain the nagnetic effects observed by investigators. In a 
review o� Leonard Cranp1s Piece for.� Jig-Saw, Alan Sharp wrote: 

"A great deal of nonsense has been talked about the 
Charlton occurrence but in point of fact. this was a classic 
example of the type of 'crater' ascribable to the strike of 
lightning on op�n ground. It displays radiating surface marks, 
removal of material and a central hole. It was preceded by a 
vi�lent thunderstorn acconpanied by strong winds and was in an area 
of considerable storm danage to c�ops. The lightning struck the 
ground where there was evidence of a local elevation of the water 
table and produced detectable nagnetic effects in the magnetite­
bearing soil, sinilar to those recorded at Cockburnspath in 
Scotland. 

"The strike occurred at a point on a previous field 
boundary where a large iron straining-post had once been enbedded 
in the ground and secured by metal stays. The disappeRrance of 
plants was by no neans complete, as had been alleged by one person, 
according to Mr Bealing, the Shaftesbury photographer whose 
photographs appeared widely in the Press at the time. Gaptain 
Rodgers of the Army investigation tean· also reported the finding 
of plPnt remains A.t the site." (4) 

The lightning explanation certainly seen'S the nost 
logical one in the circumstances, but it has been totally ienored 
by British urologists, who prefer ta indulge in bizarre speculations 
about flying saucers cmd their "anti-gravity" propulsion systems. 
�he Charlton Crater affair is a particularly interesting case in 
that study of the literature on the subject shows up the irrational 
and nnscientific attitudes which prevail a.nong Brftish ufologists, 
even including those who are intelligent· enough to know better. 
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BOOK HEVIEWS 

Invisi bl�_A�_?_iQ.en�: a disqu.i_si tion upon certain ma;tta:�.·s mnrlne, and the 
possibility of inteJ.l:te;ent life under the waters of this earth, by Ivan T. 
Sanderson. Cleveland: Vlorld Ptthlishine Dompany, 1970. 7 o50 dollars (�3 ·95 UK). 

This is the latest book by the well-known Forte an I van T. Sanderson, and 
is concerned with a variety of marine rey s·terles. The first part of the book is 
given over to chroniclin6 reports of objects entering and leaving bodies of 
water9l+ght wheels, ''vile v.orticesn, disappearing planes and ships, and anomalous 
winds. The second part niscusses the distribution of vortices and t heir possible 
nature. In the third part the author explores the possibility of super­
intelligent marine life, and in the final chapter there is a study of "other 
intelligences", which Sanderson regards as probably "over-civilised" and quite 
mad- There are appendices on ndisap;>earances on land", nvimanas", the theory of 
vortices and a list of objects entering and leaving bodies of fresh water. There 
is a bibliography giving sources. 

Sanderson's ideas seem rather confused at times, and he can hardly be said 
to have established his hypothesis. There ar e also a number of errors. Dr Vallee, 
as far as I know, does not believe UFOs are projections ( p 211). The submarine 
light wheels have been satisfactorily explained without reference to machines. 
( See FSR, 1967, 5.) 

Despite these reservations, Invisible Residents contains much interesting 
and useful information on marine UFO cases, and is recor:m:aended to ufologistb. 

-- Peter Rogerson 
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Mystery and Magic of the Occult, by J ohn Stevens Kerr, SCM Press, 1971. £2.25 
Written from· a detached, if somewhat sympathetic standpoint, this book 

surveys briefly the historical' development and pre.sent poai tion of various 
aspects 6f the occult. At the outset the author makes clear his attitude to the 
occult, and Where he feels the value lies·in studying it: 

. . 

, .... the most. useful approach towards·· understanding the occult and the 
�eople's interest in it, is not dqwn the line of tr,ying to discover whether 
� it is) 'true 1 by cer�ain scientific canons or 1 false 1 • The best understanding of 
the occult comes when we try to grasp ·why people are interested in i_ it and 
accept it. The psychological and sociological dimensions of the occult suggest 
m�re to us �han the scientific aspects, nr their proveabili ty. u 

The author is writing from a. oommi tted Christian viewpoint, and sees in 
the revival of occultism in recent years a reaction to the over-intellectualisation 
of.orthodox Christianity that followed from the religion/science 1battles1 of 
the nineteenth centur,y. He looks forward to a s,rnthesms of the metaphysical 
insights possible from some aspects of the occult with mainstrerun Christianity, 
allowing the Church to: 

" •• • recover its paranormal, its reystical, its purely spi�tua.l percaption 
of reality without shame or enbarrassment •·" 

· 

To the 'student of the occult' this book offers little that is new. To 
anyone who is concerned with the social aspects of the occult 'revival' and its , 
place in modern religious attitudes this is 9- brief·glimpse of a challenging 
thesis. 

-� John 11-. Rimmer 

Our Haunted Planet, by John A. Keel, Fawcett, New York, 1971. 75 cents 

� his introduction to this book, John Keel claims that parts of it are 
written "tongue-in-cheek." 1 our reviewer hopes that· it is all written tongue­
in�cheek, for a weirder ·oollection of pseudo-scientific garbage under two covers 
Would be difficult to find. If you oelieve that Homo Sapians'are· de-vibrated 
elemental�, that John Kennedy's assassination was arranged by the boggarts, that 
the key to the "New Age11 (whatever that means) is through ''blowing your mind" 
with LSD, and that the Egyptians are going to invade the United States and 
nliberate11 the Red Indians in 19991 then this book is for you (that's if your 
keepers let you read· it-we can't have you disturbing-the other. patients). 

Come off it, John Keel, we know you do excellent work, there r s no 
. excuse for this sort of trash. . p t R -- e er ogerson 
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