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Letters

Haunted by Nixon and aliens.

SOOVEY [ ueeEre el

Close Enccocunters of the Absurd Kind?

To the Editor:

James S. Gordon's review of John
E. Mack's “Abduction: Human En-
counters With Aliens™ (May 1) is as
signal a failure in assessing the
book as it is apparently a fine suc-
cess indescribing it. (Atonce, let
me admit that 1 have not yet read
Dr. Mack’s work, but I must also
say at the start that 1 know the
book’'s subject fairly well. | have
been a student of U.F.O.'s for more
than 40 years.)

Itis always a signal failure when,
in the very act of criticizing some-
one for missing the mark as to
methodological and analytical
standards, one fails to meet those
standards oneself. Thus does Dr.
Gordon perform. He peppers Dr.
Mack with phrases like “cases . . .
don't provide,” “dearth of materi-
al,” “don’'t have enough informa-
tion” and “sketchy,” but he himself
doesn’'t provide us with so much as a
sentence that seriously considers at
least the possibility that the stories
about abduction by aliens may actu-
ally involve aliens. (In fact, he ad-
dresses neither possibility nor im-
probability.) This egregious omis-
sion at the heartof the matter does
not adorn his reprimands for lack of
balance and thoroughness.

With grandiose condescension in

his concluding paragraph, Dr. Gor-
don pats Dr. Mack on the head lor
“enlarging the domain and generos-
ity of the psychiatric enterprise."”
What il the abduction story has
nothing to do with “the psychiatric
enterprise”?

JAMES T. ANDERSON

Oakland, Calif.

To the Editor:

Do you think your readers are a
bunchof morons? The Book Review
provides us with one of the few re-
viewers who could ever take “Ab-
duction” seriously. This book is the
end result of the hysteria brought on
by a small but influential group in
the psychiatric profession who have
thrust the recovered-memory the-
ory upon the American people with
such disastrous results. The review-
er, one of these unbelievably mis-
guided psychiatrists, tells us that
even if the memories of abduction
by aliens are untrue, it may be be-
cause they are “disguised memo-
ries of sexual or physical abuse.™

I think all your editors should
have a reality check because your
level of tolerance for the absurd is
too great for any newspaper, much
less The New York Times.

ROBERT LIGON
La Crescenta, Calif.
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Reader, He Married Her_

To the Editor:

Although this must be the 300th l¢
you've received about V.S. Naipi
stump-the-band literary ques!|
(*V.S. Naipaul in Search of Himse
Conversation,” by Mel Gussow, Apri!
as a professor of French literature, |
compelled to sel the record straight

Although Louis Malle was the only
ner guest about whom Mr. Naipaul ¢
say, “At least someone knows an
swer,” that answer was as infelicitol
the question. For not only does S\
never tell Odette that she 1s "'no
type"” (he mutters these words o
self, in the presence only of his bar!
more important, he does not “disp
with"” his mistress at all — he ma
her. If Mr. Naipaul and Mr. Malle
read just a bit farther in the wol
which “Swann’s Way" is but a small
they would have known this. But
perhaps not knowing is itsell a
Proustian kind of knowledge, desi
only as long as it eludes us.

ELIZABETH |
Roch

The End of History

To the Editor:

In Martin E. Marty's tepid, uncr
review of “Apocalypse: On the Ps)
ogy of Fundamentalism in Americe
Charles B. Strozier (May 8), he ref¢
Mr. Strozier's claim that Tundams
ism is “unsteady” and that apoca
cists use millennial beliefs to ad
their “inner divisions™ as they “yea
hig-bang futures.” What patronizing
sense! | am an evangelical (or, to u:
pejorative term, a “fundamenta
who takes biblical revelation seri
and literally (with recognition of ob
symbolism) in its teaching abou
denovement of human history in
clysmic events climaxing in the ret
the Messiah in judgment and rec
tion. To demean sane people who b
scriptural prophecy as maladjuste
insecure scekers after wish fulfill;
or as some kind of David Kores!
Waco whackos is both condesce
and inaccurale. ROBERT L. C1

Arroyo Grande,

Corrections

E

A review on May 1 about “The De
Pursuit of the Whole: The First Cor
Edition,” by Frederick Rolfe, w
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