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E D I T 0 R I A L 

In this issue we introduce a catalogu.e of T�rpe I 1'FO :'epc_ .. ··� 0, 

compiled by Peter Rogerson from varii.YLlS r:.;:)n.r·cosfl The fir·st p8:�--: of' 
the catalogue, covRri..."'lg the period from lr;6:J to the end o:f tL.o 
nineteenth ccnt-:.Jry, vrill appear in our next issue o 

The first lnstalment of the catalogue will contai.n tHS repoJ:>-': 3 
and v.re vrill publj_sh as many items as possible in each issue. Any 
correspondence about the catalogue should be addressed to :1etor 
Roger son. 

;, -

LETT:SR 

Jil-ron Ur ALF· NSO ill\i�TINEZ TAD,!AS 

THE 

nsin:)erely, I had a good tine rending A1an W. Sharp's article, 'The Now 
Ufoloczy'" 

"Really we, in this soootioos tirosooe subject of UFOs and 2.lliod tl:eces, 
need sc:len4;iflc opinions to clea:!" up all the non sense and seoi-scie�tific details 
of tho stor-ios that we o.re s"t1.-1dying. 

"llr Sharp, in his long ru·tlcle, dooonstr:1tod beyond. doubt that John Kool 
books are not reliable and sio:l.larly Valloo' s book, 'Passport to llat;onia' � Wo, the · 
persons with an analytic aucl sciGntific oirJ.d, cannot to.ko seriously the talcs 
accuouJ.ated to foro a c nse for tho existence of fairies and. deoons o 

"lir Sharp, too, dooonstro.tod how tho oiracle of :B,atina was nothing oore 
than 'the sun bocooine visj _ b1e throUGh thinning clou.d1 7 how the 11itt1G peo::;;le' 
observed. near lakes and swaopo wore, Without doubt, 'it;nis fu.tuus ' ; how the 
fantastic account of a. dooo.n thrOWinG fire in a church was nonsense, / etc ., , etc. 

"As a �ood and orthodox scientist llr Sharp tried to snash and te ar to piocas 
tho so-called 1Now Ufology' o His critical approach is vor-J welcooe by his folJ.ow 
sciontistn o it 

'rt.o above quotations were nade by a 1 cri t:!.cal scientist', oaybo Donal d llonzol G 

Conccl�ing oo, I think it Was woll wri tton, but i i;s narrow views aro 
i T':.:"i tatin3 and on occasi o:;,1.s infu::-iatine. But I don 1 t repent of reading it !I boc auso 
AJ..an Sharp has increased ny conviction that we are being subjected in oany ways to 
q,rsto:.d.o•A.s beings, that is:f 1 ul tratcrrostrials' • This is so, sinply beca;uso after 
that co'.bJ.1 biasod n.nd projud::.cod 1 analysis' ( if tho study dosorvos that word) of 
Sharp, the theory and t ho beliefs oxprossod by Keel and Valloe arc as strong ns 
over. 

First of all, I oust express qy discontent with the undoubted contradictions 
and inco!J.sistoncios of Koel1 s books 9 but oany of the basic facts and areunonts aro 
very valnablo for every se:!'ious student of ufolo& .  I want to ex�ross, too, uy 
firo conviction that tho ouch talked of theory of tho su.b joctivo origin of UFOs 
and ext�anGous � einG S is, by and largo, insup?ortable. 

The Writings froo lir Sharp t s pen reoind no of the writings of the late Frank 
Podnore, tho lattar a wri.tor on psychical research , Whose G:X·trooe1y critical 
approach to the subject is characterised by grandiose s-tructures of specula-�ion9 
aloost q,.1i to as fantastic as the intervention of the spirits of the dead. 

Now, I would like to oake a distinction betwoon the c�edulous7 objective and 
sceptical person. 

The first is a person who believes in certain things but does not have a 
basis for his concJ_usions and is conplotely uncritical � 

Tho second , the objective, is the person who cooes to a subj ect with an 
unbi ased and open n.tnd. Ho co:1.siders the evidence and weighs tho facts in a 
dispassionate way. He is cri-tical but not in the extreoe. 
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The sce?tical person is coononly confounded with the ob jective. The 

sceptical is frequently as credulous as the credulous. He accepts doubtful 
"ex:.�osures of fraud" 9 alleged 11confessions" 9 and accepts dubious conclusiorm to 
"resolve" or to elininate the "nonsense" of soce reports •. It is significant to 
note that the alternative "solutions" to "resolve" what they call fantastic cases 
or details are ooro incredible than the proper facts�.I think that llr Sharp's place 
is here, in group threo. � the way, not a ver.y respectable place. 

The solutions that Ilr Sharp offers for the cases of the little people, 
the oiracle of Fatioa etc, are preposterous, and are pure and nothing oore than 
highly sceptical criticisn. 

The psychical investigator Walter Franklin Prince once wrote: '�ven rational 
oen, unable to cope With facts against which they have an eootional cooplox, 
frequently react irrationally, set up an illusory doGoa and cling to it as a pillar 
of safety. So we hear that psychic or supernornal facts are 1 in:Jossible' by the 
'lor�ic of science', are contrary to the laws of nature, and destructive to the 
principles of the universe." 

llr Sharp oentions that Vallee gives in his books sone cases which proved 
later to have natural explanations. Sincerely I do not see anything extraordinary 
here. The incredible thing would be if � of the hundreds of cases that Vallee 
gives could be explained. 

"It is noticeable", says llr Sharp, "that the new ufology is antipathetic to 
science • • •  for the oere existence of science conpels the now ufolo,� to becooe 
nebulous to the :;_;oint of self-extinction11• I oust confess that I do not agree, in 
part, With Lr Sharp here. I think that he oust substitute the word "science" with 
"scientists", but not all of then. A scientist is not a cooputer, he is a living 
being, each with different opinions, pre judices, ideas, etc. I think that a 
scientist with an open oind, and With proper experience in the UFU and psychical 
fields, could, at least, consider the theory of the nultraterrestrials". 
Unfortunatelj;, there are few open-ninded scientists in this field9 usually they 
are of the prototype of llr Sharp. 

llr Sharp, too, seys that the new ufology is full of ''wasteful speculations". 
I t!J.ink t.hat Charles Bowen has a reasonable reply to that argunent: "Speculation is 
both reasonable and valid when closely linked to the reported facj)s". (FSR 17:4) 

llr Sharp, when referring to the physical aspects of the seance rooo, says 
that they are a "hoaxer's paradise" and goes on to argue that any illusionist can 
deceive the audience. Hence, he concludes the physical phenooena are a fraud. 
Really it is not suiprising to hear that froo Hr Sharp because his partner, and I 
ao referrir1t_q; to the late Frank PodDore, died without ever accepting the physical 
phenor.1ena9 when it is clearly a fact .. Apparently llr Sharp does not know or ignores 
the fact that oany respected conj1xrors and illusionists acce�ted the physical 
phenonena • .A.oong then wore Ca.rrlngton, Harry Price, Keller, Thurston� Houdini9 etc. 
As a natter of fact, nany of theo entered the field with the purpose of exposing 
oecliuns9 but the phenonena convinced theoG 

llr Sharp then went on to invoke l'Ir liilbourne Christopher, author of "Seers, 
Psychics and ESP", and said that t!1is fanous nagician can resolve all the 
oysteries of the seance roan, and others. The oentioned book, although it is in 
soue ways instructive for the credulous, is violently biased and its distortions 
and deliberate ooissions of facts are daonable for the seriousness of the book. In 
fact, there are a �retty good nuober of books of that tyye circulatinG, books that 
are not reliable and which contain 11ex?lanations" that are taken for granted only 
by the incredulous, their extreoe credulity on that part nakes thco accept that 
type of trash. As a natter of fact, the parapsychologist Scott Rogo was right when 
he said in his review of that book: "If Mr Christopher intends his book as a 
serious challenge to parapsychology I'o afraid it will be received with huoour and 
conteopt." 

I think that llr Sharp, apparently, is a little naive about physical 
oediuoship. 

It is noteworthy to note that Hr Sharp denies the existence of ESP ( extra­
sensory perdeption) G Well at least llr Sharp Will have a crown on his head, that is 
the crown of the sceptics, because Frank Podnore believed in ESP! 

( continued on page 37) 
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AJ;f INTRODUCTION TO THE FORTHCONING INTJi:RNATIONAL CATALOG__UE OF 

TYP� I REPORTS by -peter Rogerson 

It is now some three years since the publication of Jacques 
Vallee' s annotated catalogu·e, "A Century of UFO Landings 1[�6�-1963" (1) 
and four years have passed sinc_e the closing date of entries. The 
number of entries in that catalogue was 933. As of July 31 1972 the 
number of reports logged stood at 1977? more than double the original 
figure. 

In view of this it was felt desirable to produce a new catalogue 
reflecting this expansion" It had been originally o"U.r intent:.on to 
publish in a ne1v catalogue only those reports not included in the 
"Magonia" catalogue. Tv.ro considerations caused us to change this 
policy; firstly it vras felt that such an action 1�ould lead to a 
serious distortion of perspect·ive; secondly the ":tvragonia" catalogue 
is not generally available t·o researchers in the United-Kingdomo So, 
with the very generous permission of Dr Vallee, the cases from both 
the "Magonia11 catalogue and Senor Ballester's catalogue of Iberian 
cases vJill be published in sequence. 

It 1vas decided to publish this catalogue in 1-fUFOB for several 
reasons. The editor, John Harney, was one of the first British 
researchers to call for intensive studies of Type I reports (2), and 
this catalogue is the renewal of that interest. It 1¥as felt 
inappropriate to publish in a more public medium reports that have 
not been adequately cross�chccked. MUFOB does not have a wide 
g0neral audience, but does have a circulation among serious students 
of the phenomena. It is hoped that all our readers will study the 
catalogue, distribute it amongst interested parties, cross-check 
reports in- their localities·, inform us of any reports that have been 
satisfactorily explained, and supply any reports they have knowledge 
of, which have not been included. Reports from foreign language 
journals are especially required. It is hoped that reports entered 
in this catalogue will be checked against and entered in Dr Valloe1s 
central computer files. 

Sources 
A detailed examination of tho sources of Type I data will be 

found in- the introduction to the "Hagonia" catalogue, so this sedtion 
1¥ill discuss the sources of post-"Magonia" data. 

The continuing major source of Type I reports is Flying Saucer 
Reviev.r (3), which is practically the only major source of reports 
from the non--English speaking world published in the mglish language. 
Extenstve coverage of United States reports ·can be found in t"tvo 
excellent journals, Data-Net (4) and Skylook (5). Canada was served 
by tw0 capaRl� journals, Saucers Space and Science (6) and Canadian 
UFO Reprr.rt ( 7) , the former unhappily now defunct. Other major sources were the latter two books by the Lorenzens (0,9), He rvey ' s  
"UF03 over the Southern Hemisphere" (10), for Australian reports "Hysterics of t he Skies" (11), for pre-1947 reports, Fawcett col� in Palmer's Flying Saucers (12), the now defunct UFO Chronolog (13) Ufolog (14), and a number of other documents which will be noted as' 
the catalogue progresses. 

Research developments 
Since t0e publi.cation of the 11Magoni.a" catalogue there have been several 1mportant developments. 
l • .  The publication of the first national catalogue of reports, the Iber1an catalogue (l)) prepared by Vincent Juan Ballester Ol�oso 
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From this aatalogue a number of studies hav? been nade (with.the 
collaboration of Dr Vallee), several of wht�h have appeared ln _ 
translation in Data-Neto Senor Ballester has emerged as one of the 
most significant figures in the study of the phenomena. 

2e The American journal Data-Net has since early 19?0 begun 
to specialise in the study of Type I reports and has conplled a 
listing of US reports, published studies by Jacques Vallee, Ted 
Phillips, and Ballester and his eo-workers on �his pro?lem, and 
publishes a sizeable number of Type I reports ln the llsts of 
reports taken from the presses of the English speaking world. 
(Clippings from Rod Dyke (16)) 

3e The present writer, in collaboration with Dr Vallee, is 
engaged on a study of the Type I reports in the Bri�ish Isles. 

Compilatio..ll 
The catalogue was commenced in the early Spring of 1971. 

Basically, reports wero abstracted fra5 sources following
_

the style 
of' tht9 ''Magonia" catalogue. Efforts were made to standardise 
dascription, avoid emotive or biased phrasing, while preserving some 
flavour of the original. 

Each report should ideally contain exact date, exact location, 
names of witnesses, full concise description of the event, full 
references. The.se restrictions are some'tvhat relaxed for earlier 
reports, and for nany witnesses naQes are omitted-at source. The 
sources given are usually the most accessible. 

DemoDstration En�� 
Jan. 23 19 - ) Neasden (Great Britain) 22o50 
While driving through Neasden, Albert Figgis observed a dark 

object overhead. As it descended to lOm. alt. Hr Figgis's car 
stalled and the lights and radio faded out. Through an opening in 
the object, which was circular, do 25 m., 6 n. thick, a shadov\ry 
humanoid figure could be seeno The object rose up with "terrifying" 
speed and disappeared in c. 3 secso Later a patch of burnt and 
depressed grass was discovered at tho point where the object hovered. 
(Neasden UFO Bulletin 3,6) 

Reports which have received wide publicity will be treated more 
briefly than reports which have received little publicity. 

Tho following statement from the introduction to the "Hagonia" 
catalogue is so important that it is reproduced in full� 

nwe shall not apologise for the inclusion of reports- \vhich 
may vli th reason be regarded as unbelievable or ludicrous4 We are not 
claiming that � of the reports in this list relates to a real 
physical event. We are co�piling not a table of controlled laboratory 
experiments but only a general guide for a study of the abundant 
literature of this intriguing subject. IT WOULD BE AN UNFAIR 
PROC.J:DUR� AND A GRAVE MISill�DBRSTANDING OF OUR PURPOS.ii: TO ASSuME THAT 
ALL CASES IN THE LIST STAND AT THE SAH� L�\TEL OF RELIABILITY OR TO 
CLJ�IH TH!i.T THE PRESENC.ii: OF THIS O R  THI�T PARTICULAR CJ\S� SUPPOHTS OR 
WEJU(l!J1'JS BY ITSELF THE CR�DIBILITY OF LlJY OTHER. vJE CANNOT ACCEPT 
R�SPONSIBILITY FOR THE MIST!J\:BS OF THOSE vJHO IGNORE THIS WL.RNING o 11 

This.st�teQent holds equally true for the present catalogue� 
and the onlsslon of words such as alleged, ostensible, clains, otc 
is nerely to preserve the ease of reading, and does not imply 
ondorsenent of any caseo The only reason for exclusion is either 
positiv? iden�ification as a mundane ?bject, or direct evidence of 
hoax, e1ther ln the forra of a confesslon· or the production of dubious 
photographs and artifactso 

ConrJonts, cri tici sns and suggestions 1vill be welcooed .• 
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For a nore detailed discussion of the probleus of cataloguing 
procedure and a full oxanination of sources, see the introduction to 
the "Magonia'' catalogue. 
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Letter to the IJd.i tor ( continued fron PB.t.?:e 34) 
To close this rather long letter I wil l quote Charles Richet7 wi�Der of the 

Nobel Prize, when he says: 11It is �ossible, it is even probable, that there nay 
exist in nature other intellit;ences ooder other conditions than the physical 
conditions of terrestrial life; but they would no longer be hunan intolli;:-;ences • 11 

Yours truly, Alfonso llartinez Taboas, 17 Stre et, 108:3 9 Vill a N evares :)ov •, 
Rio Piedras, Puerto Rico 009'Z7 

_____ ______ ........._ __________________________________________________ _ 

JOHN K"SnJ-' JJT� ALJ�T SlUl.HP ON THJJ r'NE;l UF�)L-:GY tt 

-�----.. ---

3 ohn Keel attacks Ala..� Sharp ' s critique of the New Ufology, but Sh arp 

roc.a:i ns ur:.cepcnta.nt • ., • •  

Septenbor 25, 197 2 

:>ear Jolrrq 

De-partoent . of Health, Education ancl Welfare 
Office of the Secretary 
Washington, :J .c. 20201 

While packing LW effects preparatory_ to ooving back to NYC tr�s week I caoe 

across the enclosed diatribe which waa written in response ·to Alan Sharp's rather 
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incredible critique in liUFDB. For sooe reason it never got into the nails.· 
I have been ar..1used by the ufological reaction to �UJl HJ�UNTD:) l'L.ii.NET. Hany 

reviewers, including your �eter Rogerson, seon to have cissed the �ain point of the 
hock alto0ether, althou�h I tried to s�ell it out in the introduction. JHP was a 
coc:tilation of the beliefs of nankind, including ufolo(;ical beliefs, denonstrating 
how those beliefs are largely based upon the rather fiendish oanipulations and 
oa1nifestations of tho unknown power or phenooenon which surrounds us. None of tho 
nanifestations has any genuine oeaning so wo have always laboured to interpret then 
and Give thee our own oeanings. Like Charles Fort, I question the sanity of the 
pheno::Jenon itself. 

Perhaj_)s our real pro')leo is that so few ufologists are sc:!looled in history, 
philosophy and such sciences as archaooloQT. They are all ;leering throut.;h telescopes 
and wondering about ET life. Alan Sharp conplains ab out the things that woro loft 
out of ;)Tilt In an earlier essay he attacked i tons, cases, whtch wore sucDarisod in 
OTH because they were so well-known and had been so widely described in FSR and 
elsewhere. iilld I an baffled that he took so oany reportorial reoarks as indications 
of sooe personal belief • .Ag-rest's theories on Daalbek9 for exaople, are just ?lain 
silly and I took pains to label theo as such in both ·.)TH and OHP. Alas, very few 
of the theories accej_)tod in ufoloGical circles really hold up under close scrutiny. 
The June 1972 issue of Scientific Aoerican contains a fine article on "C'r(Sanic 
Uatter in Hetoori tes" and c;ives a cooploto analysis of the celobratecl l�urchison, 
Australia carbonaceous chondrite concluding that the organic coo�ounds therein are 
"r:.ost likely of abiotic orit:sin" ( pr:Jduct of a chooical process rather than an 
indication of life) . Dut look at all the ruboish the ufo-zines have l)Ublishecl about 
that ono. 

Ho�e all is well with you. Best... Jol� A Keel 

:Jear John9 

liay 1, 1972 
iitashington, :J .c. 

I nust adoi t I fol t very enbarrassecl for Alan Sharp when I read his 
oootional critiques in HUFOB ancl I' o a bit puzzled you would choose to devote so 
ouch space to this ilenzelian/Keyhoe type of attack. It seeos like sor1ething right 
out of the 1950's. 

Poor Alan has denuded hioself, ex�osing his astonishing it�orance of ufolo� 
and his arrarent inability to read the English language. Since qy clearly stated 
�osition is really anti-UFB one wonders what his position is. Is he a super­
believer or a super-sceiJtic? 

Several years ago I was c:tss1enod. to write a technical article on. oeteors1 
cooets, bolides, etc.I nR."tl.lralJy contac-ten. the leading authorities anc1 I was taken 
R.hack to discuvor how little hard data ao-t1tA.1ly exists. Matheoatical foroulae and 
s ectrobraphic anA.lyses do not inpress De at all. The astronooers have been proven 
totally wrong in alnost every ioportant aroa in the past decade. But I an very aware 
of all that is being done. For exanple, a group of Canadian astrononers went to 
great lengths in 1967 to check the course of a neteorite, interview all the people 
who saw it, etc., and when I read their thorough report I could only wonder why 
no-one had ever really conducted the sane kind of investigation into a UFO transit. 

OTH was written in 1967-68, and was conploted long before the Condon report 
appeared. In fact, I was rGa1in� the proofs when the CR reached oo. I pencilled in 
a nurJ:)er of ninor references and corrections, added iteos about Vallee' s book 
( which ai_..•,..·eared after {jTH was written ) , etc. For oxaople, the i ton about the closing 
of Blue Book (p 293) was acldod to the galleys. lluch of the chapter "Charting t he 
Enigoa'', which Sharp takes exception to, was �)ublished in FSR' s Beyond Conclon in 
1969. � �ot�ilo� �aper on the results of the investigation into the Allende neteor 
was publishe.�l long after .")TH api)eared • •  oas near as I can recall, it was in the Feb. 
1971 Science ( I don't have any of rzy- files here in :J .C.) . lly naterial cane largely 
fron the Christian Science lloni tor, a newspaper which regularly contains the best 
science cover��e. ( 'Twas a delightful coincidence that the nane Allende should be 
associated with this incident.) 

llany of the thinr;s cor:nented on by Sharp had bovn repeated over and over 
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again in the ufological lore and cy own tack was to ridicule i tens such as Prof • 
.Agrest 1 s crackpot theories on Daalbek. Hy original section on tekti tes, etc., was 
deleted frou �-··TH and later worked into Our Haunted Planet. If Sharp re-reads that 
chapter of OTH ( Chapter 4) he Will see that I b�ve full credit to the creato�s of 
the various theories outlined and if he reads it carefully he Will see that I 'lo 
not take these theories seriously. 

Sharp ' s cri tiq_ue seens like a rather 1 ointless exorcise in egooania. He has 
clearly not bothered to research any of the subjects he· is attacking. Rather� he is 
trying to draw conclusions and create ex�:lanations fron sketchy sur.na�ies of cases 
drawn froo oore detailecl articles in FSR and elsewhere. He thinks he Jhs atta.Eking 
oe or Vallee, but all he is really doing is deoonstrating his own ignorance of the 
UFO literature. 

He even deigns to attack r:ry rare , brief asides to cy personal OX!)erionces. 
For exaople, if he knew anything about ladies and hair driers he would realise 
that if a wonan fell asleep under a hair drier for two hours her head would bo 
friede I collected the full, and rather reoarkable , �etails on this particular 
incident and was convinced that sonething exceptional had hap .. )ened. Otherwise I 
wouldn!t have bothered to oention it. He chooses to q_uestion LW perspicacity nnd, 
in fact� has produced a classic piece of the kind of nonsense I ridicule in r� 
introducti on to Our Haunted l)lanet. The UFO field should have outgrown this kind of 
childish, churlish, irres�onsible and highly personalised foro of attack. 

Tihen I prepared FSR's Beyond Condon I included a rather extensive glossary of 
terns. An ex�.Janded version of this glossary was included with the liS of OTH but 
reoains 1mpublished. You oust reneober that I ao a professional lexic ographer, 
having served as science odi tor for Funk and Y/a;�nalls' encyclopedias and Geography 
Editor for their New College Dictionary ( you will find ny naoe listed in their 
publications ). The etyoolQzy of ufology has been one of cy interests frou the 
start. In AN·:v�!lALY I have freq_uently �ublished glossaries of inportant terns. It is 
both presuoptuous and 11retentious of Sharp to con;;lain about LW use or abuse of ·che 
language. Although cy books have been deliberately "wri tton down" to r:ry audience, 
Sharp obviously suffers froo senantical difficulties. 

ilany of the things I discussed with deliberate vagueness wore actually based 
upon research now being conducted by oany disciplines. For exaople , at the IEDD 
syoposiuo in New York this llarch Dr Robert 0. Becker revealed experinents which 
found that very low frequency EM waves coul d  pronate healing of bone fractures (!) 
and rapid healing of skin ulcers and burns, thus verifying qy speculations about 
11oiraculous" and UFO healings. 

The U.S. Bureau of Radiological Health, a bureau of the Dept. of Health, 
Education and vlelfare, has been studying t hese things fo r years. :JHBW' s National 
Institute of Ment�l Health is very concerned with schizophrenia, a subject closely 
allied to the UFO iJhononenon. It is no secret that I have been working as a 
cunsul tant to �Iill'iJ here in Washington these past six oonths. 

Sharp's credentials are certainly far oore lioited. In fagt, oineralogy is 
aloost as usel e ss to ufology as astronoqy. 

As for Peter Rogerson's review of Our Haunted Planet, LW astonishoent is 
oul tip lied . The book, largely derived froo ·ieleted sections of OTH, was clearly and 
pointedly an exaoination of the theories and beliefs of all the crackpot cults; a 

• deliberate appraisal of the npseudo-scientific garbage" believed by oankind. It 
surJDarised oany of the oajor and oinor beliefs of these cults b ut certainly did not 
sup�ort � of theo. Yet Rogerson was ap�arentlY blinded by sooe eootionaliso when 

• he read it and inverted the oeaning of everything he touched upon in his review. I 
sio�ly pointed out that the basic beliefs of the assassination buffs were identical 
with the beliefs of cultists using other fraoes of reference. And in the last 
chapter I suooarised the beliefs of the present youth culture • • •  who are particularly 
interested in Indians and Indian lore, oost of which is founded on visions and 
oediuoistic and drug-induced hallucinations . 

Quite a few scientists--all operating outside the UFO field--are working to 
find the cause( s) of the UFO "effect". In England, a group of scientists now have a 
funded prograrne to investigate the "religious experience". In the Soviet Union work 
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al ong t hi s  line i s  now very advance d .  It i s  re al ly oost di ffi cult t o  define UFO s 
per � unt i l  we can prope rly separ at e  tho pos sib ly real froo the t ot al ly sub je ct ive . 
And tho world ' s  gre at e st phi l osophe rs and thinkers have b e en att eo�t ing tlu s  for 
2, 500 ye ars . 

S harp and hi s i lk w ant us t o  l ap se back t o  what Hus serl terned "phenonen o­
l or-si cal reduct i on" . Back in 19 67 I publ i she d a l i t t l e  e s say in S au ce r  New s in whi ch 
I sai d that the ufo l ogi st s ,  like cuckol ds ,  w oul d. be tho last t o  1 1k.now11:-Decauso 
they are b l inded by b e li e f ,  and be cause t hey have an urge t o  sioplify a coo�li cated 
situat i on and acc ept tho se sic.plifi c at i ons as the i r  " t ruth 11 • 

In oy three b ooks I have trie d t o  at l east t ouch up on al l tho popular theori e s  
an:l the "evi rlence " usec.l t o  SUif?Ort then . I have never accepted any o f  that "evi dence 11 .. 

rather I have t ri e d  t o  ex�l ain why I have r e j e cted al l tho se the o ri e s .  The 
"ul t r at er�e stri al the ory " i s  oorely a new , oore w orkab l e  fraoe of referen ce ( new t o  
the UF,-) fi el d 9  i t  i s  hardly original or new in the stri ctest sense ) . The first stop 
t o  unde rst andint:j t hi s  no ss i s  re j e ct i on o f  t he DTH . JJut there i s  a l OTitr; ancl 
diffi cult ro ad ahead for any one w h o  tri e s  t o  go beyond i t . 

Ily w ork has boon aioed at uncoverin0 and interprotirn; the cause of tho s e  
event s and eX'J..-lG ri en ce s . A gre at de al of he adway h a s  been oade i n  re cent years and 
i -t const antly ap�_,al s  oe that so few ufo l ogi s t s  seen cai) ab lo of actual re searc h 1  of 
vi si ting a t e chni cal library and oxaoining the l i terature fo r theose lve s .  

Many of t he thiflt ·; s Sharp coopl ain s ab . . >ut w e r e ,  in fact , oore ful ly 
do cuoent e d  in qy oany art i cl e s  pub li she d her e  in th e U .S .  I w oul dn ' t expe ct hio t o  
b e  faoi l i ar w i th th ose arti cle s but I would expe ct hio t o  exor ci se suspensi on of 
judgeoent until he w as nore faoi l i ar w ith the oassive naterial used by Vallee and 
oyself as t he b asi s of our conclusi on s . He i s  re j e ct inG t he hi st ory of oankind out 
of hancl . In \.�ur Haunte d  P l anet I cl e arly sta t e : "Al l of thi s. o.ay be ab s o lut e 
nonsense � but w e  cann ot ove rlo ok the unhap�y fact t hat the se ' truth s  1 w ere 
c oo� l e tely beli eved for t housands of ye ar s by t he le a�e rs of the w orld and there­
fore had an appal ling inf luence ove r  hunan event s and de stiny " .  

Val lee and I re ali sed inrle�endent ly that the core of the �r ob leo w as b e l i ef ,  
and that the rati onal , phi l os ophi cal s tudy of b e l i ef w as ne cessary to underst and the 
whole . Froo 19 67 onw ards I pointe dly classifi e d  UFJ s as oanife s t at i ons and anor�li es , 
divorcing qy self froo the concept that they w e re oachine s  p i l ot e d  by Venu si ans .  �hi l o  
others have been trying t o  "-vrove " their beliefs or , i n  soo e  case s ,  their sanity , I 
have b e en searching for. th e underlying cause s .  That search has l e d  ne to re consi �er 
all of oan 1 s be liefs , p arti cul arly hi s re ligi ous con cept s ,  and whi l e  nany r e n ders 
do not ful ly  underst and thi s consci ously they d.o re act eooti on al ly on other l ovoJ. s . 
They sus�e ct I ao attacking then in sone oanner b e c ause I an at t acking thei r  b e l i e fs o 
Eri c Hoffer ex�l aine d all thi s in hi s b o ok The True Be l i eve r .  In that book he 
re qJ ly �efine s the aver��e UFO buff ana t he lienzel/Sharp type s  who ex�l oit ufo l ogy 
to grat i fy thei r  own eooti onal ne eds . 

Llil li ons of p e ople w el ccoe and acce:>t sub je ctive experiences as the b as i s  for 
thei r  b e l i efs in ghost s ,  after-life , Chri st , and spacooen . Arthur Shut tlew ood is ono 
of th o se . It i s  b ot h  point le ss and vi ci ous to att ack Shutt lew oo d  for what he 
beli eve s ,  and for hi s earnest , hone st atten,LJt s t o  coouun i c at e  those beli efs . (�ne 
can re j e ct the b e li efs of su ch �eopl e  w i t hout r e j e ct ing the peopl e theoselve s o  Froo 
the l i t t l e  I know about the oan , Shutt l ew o od 1 s s incerity i s  b eyond que st i on . On the 
other hand 9  the int e l le ctual integrity of pe opl e l ike llen zel an<i Sharp can bo 
s eri ous ly que stione d .  

A Brit i sh p aperb ack of O�erat i on Trojan Horse ( by Sphere) will appear lat e r  
thi s  year . Novi lle S pe aroan wil l pub li sh Our Haunted P l anet i n  harclcover thi s  faJ..l o 

Before cl osing I oiGht add that I cont act e d  sona of the reli0i ous cul t s  hero 
whi ch are concerne d  with oir acle s ,  part i cul arly Fatioa ,  and they show e d  oe 
do cuoent at i on of t he ir search t o  l ocat e  the pho t os and new sreel s taken in P ort��al 
on t hat day e Apparently sooeone di d go t o  great expense t o  colle ct al l the phot os .  

Whether i t  w as the C atholi c Church ( very l ikely ) or · our lien in Bl ack i s  any one ' s 
t;ue s s . The Vat i can W ai t e d  13  year s before classifying Fatina as a 1 1niracl e "  and did 
s o  reluct ant ly ,  bonding t o  enor�ous pub l i c  pre s su re . 

VJe arily ; John A Keel 
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P . S . The b oy s  at the P entag on l aughe d  outright at C ondon ' s expl an at i on of those 
net al ball s . Such an ob jedt w ould fall t oo fast to b e  of any use in " calibrating 
radar" an d  it i s ag ain st all regul ati on s  t o  rel e ase such ob je cts fron the air o �1hen 
I read the C ondon repo rt I sent a l etter to t he coDpany he naned and never rec eive d 
a re?ly • In any case , I very openly re j e cted any evi dent i al p os si b i l i t i e s  of 
anonal ous aeri al debri s . 

Alan Sharp repl ie s : 

D e ar John , 
I an sorry to s e e  that John Keel has att eD:�ted t o · count e r  wy art i cl e  "The New 

Ufology 1 1 (l!IUF�)B 1} 5) by l i t e rary l e£;erdenain and inve ctive , neither of whi ch i s  any 
sub st itute fo r rat i onal arGuoent . 

T ake ,  for ins t ance , hi s introduction of such con cept s  a s  n sincority 1 1 9 
"hon e sty " , .  and " integrity " into the debate .  He que sti on s  the "intelle ctlA-Cll intogTity " 
of Dr 1Ienzel and qy self and defends .Arthur Shut tlew -:Jod as " sincere " ancl 1 1hc·ne s !i " ; "ju"� 
the s e  are 9 of course , nerely hi s own sub j e ct ive opinions and oust be eva�uat ed 
acc ordingly . 

I 9  at le ast , do not cl ain to have had. lengt by t e l ephoni c c onversati ons Vli  th 
or personal vi s i t s  froo UFO entiti e s ,  Aenstri an s  and the l ike , nor do es :Jr f.ionz.ol 
to the :)e st of rw kn ow l edge 0 

�ut l et us exaoine soDe of the le s s  nebulous natt e rs whi ch Keel rai s e s  such , 
for exaDple , as the questi on of hai r dryers and the all eged dire con s e quences of 
fal ling asl e op thereunder . K eel s t at es ,  aut horit at ively : "If a w ooan fel l asleep 
under a hair dry e r  for tw o  hours her he ad w ould be fri e d" , but I have consulted a 
firD of hai rdre s sing equi�nent oanufacture rs and w as t o ld by one of thei r  s eni or 
execut ive s : "I have b e en in thi s busin e s s  f or forty ye ars and know al l about the 
nat ter of p e ople falline asleep . Y ou can re st as sure d that stri ct regul ati ons oust 
b e  coo� li e d With by oanufacturers t o  prevent any harDful effe ct s occurring under 
such circuostance s ,  fo r hair dryers exert a re stful influen ce and their users often 
d.rop off t o  sleep . "  

I shall l e ave our rea'lers t o  judge for theDselve s ,  as I did in LJY art i cle 
when di s cussing sooe of t he personal inforoati on given by K e el in hi s book Operati on 
Trojan Horse . 

Again , K e el virtually cal l s  Dr Craig of t he C ondon te ao a l i ar over the 
sub je ct of t he hol l ow oet al sphere s ,  but I have as cert aine d t hat our own 

Met e orol ogi cal Qffi co use s  hol l ow  aluoiniun sphe res ,  ab out fourt een in che s in 
dianet e r ,  for the purp o se of radar s et calibrati on .  Such spheres are us eful radar 
t arget s bec ause t he i r  radar cross-se cti on s  are independent of orient ati on ; i . e e  their 
refle ct ing prope rti es are the saoe irre spective of t he dir e ct i on of the iopinging 
s ignal . 

The se are the two no st concrete i ssues w hi ch Keel rai se s in hi s let t er and I 
aD qui te content that the re ader should judge betw e en us on thei r  evi dence al one o 
Neverthe l e s s K eel doe s b ring up other nat t ers and I shal l at t eopt t o  deal w i th s one 
of then lest i t  appe ar that I have been unduly sele ctive . 

T ake ,  for inst ance , the re lev an ce of astronooy t o  the sub je ct of ufo l ogy e Cn 
page 144 in Cha:pt e r  G of Operat i on Trojan Horse K eel de cl ares g "Met eor s  and c onets 
are vit ally i:-:1-;JI":·rt ant t o  our study of unexl) lain e1 aeri al :;)hen onenan . (r.v i t ali c s ) . 
Hi s as s e s soent of th eir iodort ance nay be gauged by .th e fa ct that a gre at part of 
the chapt er i s  devoted t o  a con si derat i on of such cele sti al ob j e ct s  whi ch1 of course ,  
f all wit hin the sphere olft astr on ;oy and have obvi ous nineral q;i cal connot at i ons e Y et 
in hi s l ett er he as sert s that � "Hin aral ogy i s  aloost as usel e s s  t o · ufol�cry as 
ast ronocy tt t 

\-·ihat an extr aordinary vol t e face for one who cl ains t hat I aD unable t o  re ad 
Engli sh , ac ignorant of the liter at ure and suffer fron " seDanti c al diffi cult i es n ! 
The b oot i s  surely on the other foot w i th a vengeance ! 

At thi s  jun cture i t  se eos relevant t o  nent i on that Ke el ' s coooent s ab out 
QUalifi c ati ons s ound reDarkably like a cas e  of " sour gr ape s " . I adoi t that I cl aiD 
no experti s e  in j ournali sn, psy chol ogi cal w arfare or p ropaganda w ri t ing and I do not 
suppo se t hat J)r Henzel doe s either , but I do not consider that the l ack of such 
dubi ous " qualifi c at i on s "  i s  any gre at l o ss t o  an hones t student of ufol ogy . 
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On the basi s of th e natters w hi ch I have consi de red ab ove I su�;Ge st that 
Keel shoul C' .. refrain fron naking furthe r uncal led for reoarks about Dr llenzel and 
qy self and should have a goo d l ook at t he note in hi s own eye inst e ad .  

Turning n ow t o  a ��ffer ent topi c I noti ce that Ke el enquire s about qy 
:.> Osi ti on vi s-a-vis UF('s ,  but as I cove red that theoe -;_Jretty thcroUr_:;hly in the "New 
Ufol o(::;y "  under the heading "Terninol ogy and Classi fic at i on "  I think i t  w ould be 
oJre ins t ructive to c onsider Keel ' s  own positi on �  whi ch seeos rather elusive 
de spit e  hi s prot e st at i ons t o  the cont rar,y . I see that in hi s lette r  he s t at e s  that 
he ha s re je ct ed al l the "popul ar the ori e s " ,  of whi ch t he DTH i s  cert ainly one of 
tho nost inJ;; �rt ant � a nd als o  s ay s : "I very openly re j e ct ed any evi denti al 
r o s sibili tie s of anooal ous space deb ri s . "  What t hen are w e  t o  oako of thi s reDark 
on pat;e 298 of Ope rat i on Tro j an  Horse : "How eve r �  i t  w oulcl b e  v e ry  dange rous t o  
ex clude the p o s sibi l i ty that a very soall re sidue o f  si ght ings oay "!Je very real . "  
( i . e . ,  in the context , due t o  extrat erre stri al vi si t ati on ?) The l ��uage i s  evasive 
but t hi s  sr.1acks very ouch to no of the t ine-di shonoure d devi co known as " l e aving t he 
b ack door Oj_1en " or " coppering on0 1 s bets " 9  otherw i se de s crib ed as having one ' s 
cake and enting it ! 

K eel 9 in fact , cle arly acce1:)t s t he iJO Ssi b i li ty that � "there nay bo b i l l i ons 
of i��abi t a� le vl anet s wi thin our gal�� ,  and t here i s  alw ay s  a chan ce that living 
being s  fron those i.)lanet s  oight have vi si te ::l us in the p ast , aro vi si tin{:; us now 9  
or are !)l arming t o  vimit us in the future 1 1 o 

T o  accedt thi s possibility but re j e ct the possibility of " anonal ous spaco 
debri s "  ap:i_)e ars t oDOhighly i l l ogic al and inconsi st ent , if I ney have the 
effront ery to que sti on K e el ' s use and abuse of l anguage . To add to the c onfusion 
Keel e lsewhere in hi s l ett er s t at e s  that hi s own " cl early-st at e d  p osit i on i s  re al ly 
anti-UF\J " ,  s o  one wonders what he is doing studying t he sub j ect of ufology at al l =  
But then ho goe s on t o  reoark� s ooewhat tet chily � "It i s  re ally oas t  d.iffi cul t t o 
rtefine t he t ern UFO " ,  and wo ar e b a ck t o  s quar e  ono ar:;ain ! 

In a flnal att eo�t t o  get t o  the t ruth of the nat t er , the refore , let us turn 
to l_)8{�e 300 in the l ast chapter of OTH . Here we read t he follow ing cat acly soi c 
avow al in all i t s  grandeur : ":Jut I an now in clinecl t o  acce-;_)t t he concl usi on that 
the -;_)henonenon i s  oainl.y con co rned w ith un de fined ( and unde fin ab l e ) cosoi c pat terns 
and t hat oankind !) l ays only a soal l p art in the se �at t e rns " . (r:zy i t al i cs) 

If t lu s  i s  a " cl e arly st ated posi t i on "  by our "pr ofe s si onal lexi cogra�he r" 
then qy unf:erst anding of t he Engli sh l anguage i s  inde e cl  sadly l a ckJ..ng o N ot e ,  
howeve r, the use of the nebulous t e rn  " co snic p atte rns "  anci t he quali fi c at i on that 
the se "patt erns " are undefined anil. undefinab l e . To nake vaguene s s  even nore 
insub st anti al note , too 9 that K eel i s  only "in clined" t o  acce1_)t thi s  er heooral 
"conclusi on" , re �ched after ne arly 300 p e36 e s  of te di ous text . No wonder that ho i s  
so sensitive t o  factual cri t i ci so .  

Keel ' s w ei ghty con clusi on i s  no oore than the stuff that dre nos are oado on 
and result s fr on a b asi c refusal t o  countenance sensible ex: .. lanat i ons of UF:) 
-;�henooena .  Keel i s , unfortunat e ly ,  oerely one of oany ufol ogi st s who hold sini l ar 
i rrati onal beli efs and arc only t o o  kevn t o  voi ce their st rongly anti-scientifi c  
opini ons . Y our correspondent , Alfonso Hartine z T ab oas i s �  I w oulcl suroi s e 7  anothe r  
of the sane i lk an d  se eos t o  have an e qual dislike of reason ab l e  answ ers t o  
ufol ogi cal puz zl es . Neverthel e s s  he has t aken t he t roub le t o  w ri t e , i n  a foreign 
l anguage ,  fron a consiclerab le dis t ance and it w oul d be cli s court e ous of ne not t o  
thank hin for hi s lett er .  For qyself I c an  only add bri efly that I re j e ct all 
su1.1ernatural 11eXl_; lanati ons " ,  including the s o-callecl par aphy sic al hyp othe si s and clo 
not b e li eve that our i:;l anet ha s b e en in t he �ast or i s  b eing n 'JW sub j e ct e -� t o  
extr at e rr e stri al vi sit at i on ,  although I an perfe ct ly W i l ling t o  change thi s  l ast 
opini on if an when corJgel ling evi dence be cooe s avai l abl e .  -- ------- ----- � ---------------------- -------- -- --------------- ----- ------------ -
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