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Editorial by David Seargent.

The future of the Australian ufological scene. While admitting that prophesy
is the most unrewarding of occupationsy I venture to predict that the immediate
future will be one of further consolidation of the position of ACUFOS and of
the scientifically oriented investigation for which it stands. The computer
file will continue to expand, more investigators will be trained and, hopefully,
increasing numbers of the general public and the news media will come to regard
the UFO investigatcr as something other than a spaced-out cultist.

Part of this process of consolidation will, I think, involve a further
tightening of the reigns upon Australian UFO investigation. This will probably
be opposed by conservatives who still cling to the fading glory of completely
autonomous and independent groups, but, I venture to say, the majority of
up-and~coming ufologists will welcome it. After all, where would science be if
every laboratory worked in isolation from the rest of the world? Where would
medicine be if each Doctor had to discover his own remidies? To think that
ufologists can work in isolation is surely just as ridiculous - at least if
they seriously expect to make any kind of advances and are not content to
merely form closed groups of people who pass the time drinking tea and talking
about anomalous happeningse

This much is, I think, very likely. It is just an extension of the
developments of the very recent past. What is somewhat less sure is the manner
in which UFO research (as distinct from investigation) will drift. Of cuurse,
there is a clear line of demarcation between investigation, in the narrouwer
sense, and research, also in the narrower sense. Investigation is only
concerned with determining which raw UFO reports are likely to yield neuw
empirical information and which are simply misinterpretations of familiar
objects. But this is certainly not the end of the story. It is only the
beginning. If ever the mystery of the UFO is to be solved, these unsolved
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reports must be researched, in some way, in order to find some clue -~ some constant
parameter or repeatable pattern - which may enable to consistent theory to be

put forward. Then this theory must be adequately tested, in order to see if it

can be used to predict formerly unknown features of the UFO phenomenon. Only

then, will research have born fruit in the form of a relatively well-attested

theory.

As yet, there are NO theories as to the nature of UFOs! Certainly, there
are any number of hypotheses (most of them not even being dignified by that term)
but no theories in the strict sense employed above. Therefore, the first
priority of-UFQO research, in Australia and elseuhere, is to try to find a viable
theory. This may come about (if it comes about at all) through the strengthening,
by accumulation of evidence, of one of the current hypothesis until it reaches
the stage where it can be truly termed a theory, or it may come from the failure
of all known hypotheses in the face of accumulated data. ®
Either way, analysis of data is the first priority.

Rctually these words are almost exactly those used by Hynek some ten years
apo, and it is almost scandalous that they are still relevant. Wdhy has the issue
proved so elusive? Is it too big- for us? Are we approaching it from a wrong
direction? Or is it elusive because it does not exist?

The first of these leads us into a pessimistic agnosticism, which is the
best avoided unless all other avenues are found to lead into dead ends. The
rast is really a little too simplistic, as even if there is no such thing as
the UFO phenomenon per se, there is still a very real issue involving (at the
Jery least psychological experiences or lying on a truly frightening scale,
and this itself would be well worth researching.

Thus, it seems we are left with the middle alternative, and it is here that
my earlier mentioned doubt creeps in. If we are doing something wrong, where
shall we go from here? What is the correct path?

In my opinion, there are only two paths, and if one is not right - or, just
possibly, if both are not partially right - I am at a loss to know hou the
problem can ever be solved.

First there is the path of seeking an over-view of the phenomenon in a
large mass of sightings,. in the hope that patterns may emerge or that some clue
to the whole mess will drop like a bolt from the blue. This, in Australia as
elsewhere, has tended to be the traditional approach - which means that it is
the one which has produced meagre and apparently contradictory resultsi

The other approach is the one favoured by some Australian investigators, e-.g.
0ill Chalker. This is the in-depth study of a few well-established cases or
geographical areas which seem to shouw a higher than normal incidence of UFO
sightings. This approach relies upon the assumption that all UFO reports are
generated by the same class of stimulus and .that, in consequence, the solving
of one report of a genuine unidentified will result in the solving of them all.
Such a philosophy may be disputed, but I feel that this approach may be given
increasing weight in the coming years as the higher standards of investigation
either eliminate all unidentifieds completely (in which case the UFO problem .
will be solved by default, as it were) or else present well-investigated cases
of such strangeness that an unconventional answer is clearly applicable, an answer
which the detailed documentation now required by ACUFOS investigators may enable -
to be found.

These two approaches are not mutually exclusive, of course, and a "mixing"
of the two ways may become possible once the reports of the various study groups
recently formed within ACUFOS are presented. That is to say, a catalogue of entlty
cases, animal reaction cases and the.like present a researcher both with an
overview of one aspect of the phenomenon and with a chance for an indepth
study of that aspect. :

Closely related to this approach is the indepth study of geographical areas
which exhibit an unusual amount of UFO activity or, to express this in more neutral
terms, are noted for excessive numbers of UFO reports. Bill Chalker, in particular
has long favoured the in-depth investigation of these so-called "flap areas"
in an endeavour to find possible periodicity in the times of maximum report
numbers. If this could be established, it should be possible to predict the next
time that a flap area is likely to become "active" and to send in qualified
researchers and instrumentation and, hopefully, catch the phenomenon in action.

R T R AR T e hoa .




(3)

Whether scientific paydirt is forthcoming or not remains to be seen. Quite
possibly, such in-depth research on a very limited number of cases will tend
to impose certain limits upon the phenomenon, limits within which any hypothesis
must work if it ever hopes to graduate into being a theory. Whether any such
limits will be suffifiently constraining to eliminate all but one hypotheésis
is a prediction which I will not venture, but such remains the constant hope
of all ufologists, whether in Australia or anyuhere else.

To Seti, or Not to Seti? - That Is The Question
by John Prytz.

The search for extraterrestrial intelligence (SETI) via the detection
of artificial radio signals originating from extra-solar civilisations, has -
been criticised by some ufologists, scientists and politicians (ie: Senator
William "Golden Fleece" Proxmire) as either unnecessary, desparate, or wasteful
research (see bibliography). While the political merits of radio SETI are
beyond the scope of this paper, I will never~the-less argue the case for
traditional SETI as a valid part of the overall concern for the detection of
ETI (which ufologists and scientists in general share, even if politicians
might not).

The general anti-radio SETI argument runs thusly. 1) Extraterrestrial
life, with advanced technology, must be common in the universe. 2) Interstellar
space travel is possible. 3) Motivations for space travel are many, and include
such things as exploration, exploitation, colonization, species survival
(even immortality), even evangelicism or missionary work on a galactic scale.
4) It takes a small fraction of the age of the galgxy for a space-faring race
to cross the diameter of the galaxy. 5) Population growth is exponential.

6) Therefore, it takes only one (farless possible thousands of) extra-solar,
technically advanced, civilisation(s) to saturate the galaxy. 7) The odds that
we (human beings) would be the first such civilisation to reach that threshhold
are nil. 8) Therefore one cannot have abundant ETI without having evidence for
them on Earth. 9) If that is so, why bother with radio SETI? If we haven't
already found them, we shall never find them because they do not want to be
found and they have the technological ability to insure this!

But what if any but the 1lst and 7th assumptions are wrong? Then clearly
the traditional approach to SETI is the only way to fly! But let us, for sake
of argument, take the assumptions as they stand, except perhaps for the 9th onc,
which if true, means we shouldn't bother with any SETI activity (radio,
ufological, ancient astronauts, etc.) at all. '

Rather we should spend our time, money, efforts, talents, interests, etc. on
something more productive (like perpetual motion!).

There are those who argue thet we have already found the extraterrestrial
and "they" are us! However, unless Planect Earth was "seeded" very early in its
geological history by extraterrestrials, all chemical and biological
evolutionary evidence points to a terrestrial origin for man. So, there is no
use in SETI just be looking at ourselves! Other approaches are necessary.

Is radio SETI such an approach? Some ufologists would say no. The
rational goes that from their point of view, it would be time, effort, and
money better spent to SETI via the UFO phenomena. In other words, why search
hundreds of thousands of individually low probability target stars, dozens
to thousands of light years away, at unknown and unknowable frequencies, for
an alien technological manifestation (radio waves) which may not exist, when
alien spaceships (UFOs) are already here in our immediate neighbourhood?
Why undertake a radio search for ETI which could and probably wood take
generations, when an equal effort could pin douwn the alien origin of UFOs
in a period of several years? (One must assume in both cases that such aliens
are not deliberately hiding from us. To assume otherwise only clouds an
already foggy picture. Je don't know there is no desire of extraterrestrial
contact (even given the lack of success to date) so why complicate things?)
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Being a pro-radio SETI and a pro-UfFO enthusiast, I answer the above objection

by stating. that: a) one should do both, as b) (to use a very old cliche') one
doesn't put all of one's eggs in one basket! If one wishes to SETI (whether via
“‘archaeology (ancient astronauts), UFOs or radio astronomy), a multi-disciplinary
approach is‘desireable. SETI efforts, at this stage of the game anyway, should
not be "either/or", and should remain in a multi-attack effort mode until such
time as solid evidence strongly suggests that one or more of the current
methodologies must produce zero results.

Scientific research, when objectives are clearly defined, is usually done
through a multi-approach methodology as one never can predict in advance which
approach will succeed. One sees this in cancer research, research into
alternative energy sources (it is pot either solar or wind or thermal or biomass
or tidal, but all of these and more and in solar system astro-physical exploration
(utilising all electromagnetic spectrum frequencies; earth-based and space-based
instrumentation, etc.) :

Given the current state-of-the-art knowledge about this ‘'needle-in-the-
haystack" scientific problem, the case for the radio approach to SETI is as sound
as it can be, and has becn thrashed out by some of the finest scientific minds
prec-occupied with the problem of detection of ETI. Even when introducing the
UFO phenomena into the equation, the case for proceeding with radio SETI is sound.
uhy?

UFOs may just prove not to be extraterrestrial spaceships! That possibility
must be admitted by pre-ETI UFO buffs who retain their open-mindedness! Thus,
concentrating on SETI via UFOs could lead one further and further up a blind
alley, when all around us extraterrestrial artificial radio waves pass unnoticed.

Detection of ETI via radio scarches, if successful prior to detection of
ETI via ufology, could well spur the serious scientific research into UFOs by
increasing in the minds of the scientific community the reality that alien life
and alien technology really does exist, hence increase the plausibility of
interstcllar travel, hence the possibility that UFOs could be extraterrestrial
spaceships. Publicity for the existence of ETI in one area only belps publicity
for the existence of ETI in other areas.

Regarding funds and manpower: since money for UFO research isn't about to
be forthcoming anyway (via government research grants, etc.), funds for radio
SETI falso very much on a shoe-string) isn't detracting from UFO research. The
manpower available to both isn't in competition either, which is not always true
in othcer areas of scientific, medical, industrial and university researche.

Research into UFOs has not proved the ETI hypothesis in 33 years, and has
had a 13 year start on radio SETI (which has been done with far less manpouwer
overall than ufology and only half-heartedly - except in Russia) which started
in 1960. Therefore, radio SETI should be given at least another 13 years from the
date ufology ceases, in order to have g "fair go". Thus, radio SETI could well
bring in the proof positive in an overall shorter time frame than ufology has
or could. Detection of artificial radio signals could come tomorrows

Let me now re-introduce the lack of contact problem as it relates to radio
SETI. Some ufologists argue that UFOs are example of ETI, but that "they" have
a deliberate policy of non-contact. That is, "'they” hide from us when it comes
douwn to the nitty-gritty of formal contact. The reasons, many of which have been
suggested, need not be of concern here. Houwever, if that is so, ufologists argue
that ETI will not advertise their presence via radio waves either, therefore radio
SETI is worthless research: But... :

There is more than one fallacy in that argument! If the ETI out there is the
same ETI here in the neck of our woods, radio SETI could still detect accidental
radio lecakage from their home stellar system (assuming their use of a "shotgun"
approach to broadcasting such as our own) cven if they deliberately choose not
to beam radio waves in our direction. Houwever, and more to the point, there is
no reason to assume that all ETI civilisations out therec would of necessity be
the same ETI civilisation that is skipping around our skies in their alien
spaceships. Thus, one cannot assume that there is a universal policy by any and
all ETI civilisations against detection and CETI (Communication with Extraterrestrial
Intelligence). It is just as silly to assume that there are only two intelligent
civilisations in our galaxy (us and them) as it is to assume there is only one (us).
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No doubt there exists dozens (at minimum) to hundreds of thousands of advanced
civilisations (chnservative estimate), many of which may have the ability to
communicate over interstellar distances, even if they hauvn't achieved
interstellar space flight (sort of like us at our presemt stage of technological
development) . Only one (or a very few) of those could be represented by the
UFO phenomena (assuming UFOs to be products of an advanced ETI civilisation(s)).
Some of the rest are readily (if not easily) detected via radio SETI.

And even if there is only "us and them” in our galaxy, what about the other
10 galaxies in the visible universe? Any one or all of them could be considered
targets for radio SETI!

Let us also consider the argument that the first ETI civilisation to
arise and achieve space travel has saturated not only our galaxy but all the
galaxies, except- for ourselves of course, such that in the entire universe there
is only "us and them". Oneé would have to assume that "they" would still have
to keep in contact and coinmunicate with their various stellar colonies/outposts.
Communication by radio waves (or other frequencies in the clectro-magnetic
spectrum) would of necessity have to be faster than physical space travel
(assuming that the "spced of light barrier” is real, and there is yet no
reason to assume otherwise). Therefore, communication within this galectic
club will be taking place, using some sort of electro-magnetic signal, and
these signals should be detectable, given enough time. Radio SETI is only
the first effort; UV SETI has also gotten off the ground (literally)
Uhy then no success yet? Why does it take so long to find a needle-in-a-haystack?
The analogy is appropriate! The signal, like the needle, is there. It just
takes tlme to stumble onto 1t'
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visited by ETI 01V1L13at10n(s) via the UFO phenomena, is no argument For
nut condaitdn Siol 3o dend 1 apguenthat reseasch dnto both continue to-be

pursued and if possible increased rlght around the globe.
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What is the Electric field Comments by Frank Gillespie.

INTRODUCTION: The following paper by lFiartin Gottschall originally appeared

in UFO Encounter No. 92, May-June 1981. Gottschall, who also is the editor

of UFO Encounter, teaches Physics professionally; and should therefore bg a
reliable authority on the subject. He has, in the past shown reluctance to
publish comments which are critical of his writings; so, in the interests of
open scientific discussion, his paper is reproduced here, followed by comments
prepared by Frank Gillespie.

WHAT IS THE ELECTRIC FIELD - By Martin Gottschall.

When a Science student is taught about the electric field, he all too quickly
passes to a state of "knowing" by means of rules and mathematics, without

ever asking some very basic questions. It is surprising the extent to which
electric fields can be understo d by using ideas about ordinary matter. In fact,
clectric fields can be regarded as a kind of substance.

Consider the following:
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Encrgy has to be expended to produce an electric field. »

When an electric field is set in motion, additional energy is required.«

With ordinary objects, we call this energy motion kinetic energy, but in the
case of the electric field, we call it a “magnetic field"«

Elcctric fields have a definite shape and resist distortion. Both tension
and compression are always present. These stresses arc perceived as
attraction and repulsion under appropriate conditions.

While ordinary substances are 'atomic' and built of small units like a brick
wall, electric fields have no invisible structure in this sense. They are

‘continuous".

Flectric fields have no outer boundaries. Although these fields weaken steadily,
they extend into virtually the whole universe. They might well be regarded

as the threads binding the fabric of the universe together.

A bowl of jelly is a good analogy of an clectri fields and just as the

jelly can be stimulated to wobble and undulate,hso also can the electric

ficld be made to wobble. However, since the electric field has no outer
boundaries, the disturbance travels on and on, like ripples in an endless
pond. Of course, the story is not that sample. At the heart of each electric
field is a "particle”, like an electron or a proton. If this object is
'shaken™, the surrounding field wobbles. Unlike the ripples in the pond,

these disturbances do not spread out and weaken, but remain a "package”, even
for acons of time as in the starlight that comes across to us in the universe.
There are two opposite kinds of electric field, and uhen two opposite fields
of ecqual strength are made to 'overlap', the two effects which are now equal
and opposite, cancel out, and no field appears to exist. Around an ordinary
length of wire, there are equal numbers of both fields. when an electric

current is passed through this wire, some of the negative fields (electrons)
are set in motion, while the positive fields remain at rest. The existence

of the moving negative electric field can be secnsed to any distance away
from the wire as a 'magnetic field.

Ordinarily uwhen two electric fields are made to cancel ecach other's effect,
we say there is 'nmo field': However, two fields can never overlap precisely,
and while it is a convenient fiction to say the 'field' has ceased to exist,
we may more precisely say the fields exist in a "balanced" state. As the
concentration of these 'balanced' fields increases, there may well be that
offcct on the properties of space which we call the "Gravitational Field".

clectric field is usually represented by a series of lines with arrouws as shouwn:

The field is in tension along the lines, and in
: compression perpendicular to the lines. The field
b around a charged object or an electron would

H

¥l be a three dimensional array of radial lines,
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!
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Let us see what this means. Imagine we had two flat metal plates A and B
arranged to be parallel with a gap between them. When charged up like a condenser.
we would observe a field between the plates as shown. Now we set the assembly in
motion as shown. We would find:

1. the "moving" field has no kinetic (magnetic) cnergy.

2. since the plate A is moving forward against the backward pull of the field,
energy is constantly supplied to A. From here it passes to the field and then

to the plate B, but cnergy does not propagate through electric fields in the

tension direction.

All this makes sense if we assume that plate A "lays douwn" the field in space
as it moves along the plate B "picks it up', while the field itself remains at
rest in space.

If we apply the same thinking to the field around a moving electron or a moving
charged sphere, we also get a very interesting result.
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e find that the field behind the charge centre is opening outwards while in
front it is sweeping together. Immediately in front of the charged body, the
field is "swept up" while behind it is "laid down". The fan-like motion of the
clectric field corresponds precisely to the calculated and measured magnetic
field -around a moving charge. The conceptual and mathematical simplicity of
electric fields have allowed us to fool ourselves into thinking we had it all
worked out.
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Gravi i d electric, fields are both "inverse squar aws" fields. .
Iugpla,v%ﬁgtéigg%r?g Fgufg ruhicfiospans %he Universe, andqls ia%d immovable into

space, 1is the fabric that holds it all together - what we call "gravitation".

To sum up, we postulate as hypothesis that the field of cach proton and electron
in the universe should be regarded as an integral part of the structure of these
particles, extending into space to 'infinity'. While these fields are ordinarily
in a state of near perfect balance, their influence on the properties space

is additive. This cffect is the raising of the values of the dielectric

constant and magnetic permeability of free space which lowers the speed of light
and produces the effect known as "gravitation'. In earlier papers, we discussed
how two premises, namely that the velocity of light varies in space, and that
gravitational ehergy is a portion of the rest mass energy of objects in
gravitational (i.e. velocity of light) fieclds lead to gravitational propulsion
and spacce travel speeds approaching that of light.

by Martin Gottschall.

COMMENTS by Frank Gillespiee.

In describing the fundamental properties of the electric field, Martin Gottschall
makes cight statements, five of which are wrong, at least in part. The following
comments are numbered the same as the statements to which they refer:

l. o energy is required to produce an clectric field in isolation.

2. No ecnergy is required to set an isolated electric field in motion.

6. The disturbances caused by a wobbling electric field weaken with distance

in accordance with the inversec square lauw.

7. Two ecqual and opposite overlapping electric fields is a non-existent concept.
Both fields cease to exist under those conditions. Electrons are electric
charges, not fields. Current through a wire creates a magnetic field, but
no clectric field at all.

8. Two cqual and opposite fieclds overlap completely every time an electron is
captured by a proton. The fields then truly cease to exist. A concentration
of such non-existent fields is truly a gravitational field; to be precise,
that of a neutron star.

In the case of the moving flat plate condenscr, Gottschall is correct in
szying that the moving field has no kinetic cnergy, and also that it has no
"magnetic energy". It does create a magnetic field, contrary to the impression
he tries to convey. His thinking regarding energy transfer from one plate to
another, can only be described as puculiar, even if one allouwed that a field
possessed energy to transfer. If the distance between the plates is kept
constant, there is no stretching or shrinking of the lines of force, therefore
no work is done on either plate; and there is no need to postulate any transfer
of cnergy in any direction.

If, as Gottschall states, the overlapping fields of protons and electrons
arc the sole cause of "gravitation", then how is it that an equal number of
positrons and electrons in the same configuration would produce exactly the same
clectric fields, but considerably less 'gravitation"? There is also the notion
th~t no field possesses cnergy of itselfs but a gravitational field is invariably
linearly associﬁted with mass; which in' turn is eguivalent to energy by the
relation E=m.ce. Electric and magnetic fields have no such linear association
with mass, and therefore cannot be correlated with gravitational fields.

On the other hand, there is no argument that -electromagnctic emergy and mass

arc two manifestations of the same thing. In fact, if mass is converted entirely
to clectromagnetic energy by annihilation, this cnergy has exactly the same
gravitational effect as the mass from which it was created. It is only as the
radiation expands out beyond the observer, that a ‘‘gravitational wave® effect

is produced, as the gravitational attraction of the "mass" disappears.

Martin Gottschall is to be commended for trying to find a new approach to
the laws of Physics. There is no doubt that many of these¢ laws are incomplete,
or inoperative under certain conditions. Howcver, it is unprofitable to ignore
the available experimental evidence without some valid reason for so doing.

+++++ A+
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It's about Time

by David Seargent.

The subject of time travel is the 'in' topic at the moment it seems, and
seeing how lMir. Prytz and Ms Goriss were kind enough to quote me pretty
extensively in their paper last issue, I thought that it might be time (no pun
intended!) to return from the grave and throw an article together on the
sub ject.

I do not want to retract from what I said all those years ago in Scientific
Enigma, but I think that the following extra points might be of interest to
ruminate upon during those rare moments of idleness.

1) The causal paradox is a real headache for anyone wanting to believe in

time travel, and the Pr{@Z-Goriss partnership certainly Rinpointed the major
problems here. But the time-travel supporters are a tough lot, and no soonher

is the paradox pointed out than they come up with an idea which appears to
avoid it!

This idea makes use of a concept of the universe which has followed in
the wake of quantum physics, namely, a concept of a universe in which there is
more than one line of time. Typically, such a universe is seen as consisting
of parallel or (more usually) branching lines of time in which the various
possibilities potentially existing at any one moment are fulfilled.

The hope of the time-travel enthusiast is for the time traveller to go
back into an alternative time line. That is to say, suppose John Doe goes back
50 years and kills his own grandfather. If there is only one time line, everything
collapses because the time line is the one which includes (among a very large -
possibly infinite - collection of things) the person called John Doe. But how
can he exist if his grandfather was killed before J.D. was born?

"Simple" says the branching universe enthusiast. "That time line is not the one
in which J.D.'s grandfather dies -young. e have a cross-causation between time
lines in which something from that time line causes ab event which creates the
other time line. But both time tines (and a large number - possibly an infinity -
of others) are equally real." The strange result of this is that, if time travel
is possible at all, it must be between time lines. It must be inter-temporal
travel rather than intra-temporal travel. :

Nevertheless, I don't think that this solves the paradox. These time lines
(if they exist - and remember, this model is only one of many theories) are
included as possibilities of a given moment. If one of these possibilities
arises because (say) a grandson kills his grandfather before his own birth, we
still have a future event causing a past one, and the future event would not be
possible unless one of the possibilities included in the moment was actualized.
Je still have the paradox of a contemporaneous cause which (at the same tima)
docs not yet exist. But how on earth can something be contemporaneous and
future? Alternative time lines do not solve this, but this is the heart of the
paradox!

2) If there is such a thing as time travel, why are we not being visited by people
of the future? :

Those who follow the time travel explanation of the UFO, of course, answer

this by saying "Well, we arel" This, wc cannot prove or disprove - we can only
point out the difficulties of time travel as an hypothesis and we can only drau
attention to the lack of any real evidence in favour of such a wild interpre-
tation, of the UFO phenomenon. Is there any reason, apart from the apparent
lack pf any other suitable explanation, to suspect that they are from another
time? I think we are really making the UFO sightings carry an awful load if we
believe this. But if the UFOs are not time machines, why are we not being
visited by our remote descendents?

If we hold to a single line of time, we could pull the old chestnut out of the
fire - a great war which blows us back intm@ the caves and prevents the
development of a technology leading to time travel. Yet, even cave-men develop

into technologists if given time, and time is what this is all about. Must we
conclude that at some time in the furure we blow ourselves right off the map,
or must we conclude that there is to be an endless cycle of war-cavemen-

deve lopment-back-to-technology-and-war...?

But if there is any validity in the existence of alternative time lines,
even this begins to look weak. surely, one of an infinity of time lines would
avoid the final war. In fact, at lecast one must if this avoidance of war is a
real possibility and if all the possibilities are fulfilled. In fact, the
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number of possibilities inherent in both a war and a no-war situation must be
1oly infinite - and this means there should be billions of time machines!!!

3.) The reason for postulating time travel (except as a possible explanation for
the UFO) seems only to be its alleged analogy with space travel. Now that

contlnued deuelopments in black hole theory has made the initial suggestion of

timg travel s thro gh black holegs a pear less likely, this alleged
S8 ToGyonay he.00] thaborine tRavel®hds 3othe FBE Tt

4ell, what do you mean by Space Travel?

(For 2 start, I must make clear that we do not necessarily mean outer space
_travel. I oam only using the term to denote any movement in any space. Walking from
ono room to another - belng movement in space - is space travel in the present
sense.)

The sort of space travel in which we are interested is that in which something
leaves one place, goes to another, and at a later time returns to the original.

Our aim is to see how this compares with something that leaves one time, goes to
another and returns to the initial time. What we want to find out is if this second,
when made an exact analogy of the first, involves H.G.Wclls-type time travel.
Following the philosopher Richard Taylor, the first (i.e. travel back and forward

in space) can be written as:

0 -is atplace; at time and also at place, at time,; and

1 17 L 237
endures from timel through time2 but is then (i.c. at some

time within that temporal interval) at places other than place,.

il
1f we want to make "moving back 5nd forward in time" exactly analogous to this
description, all we have to do is exchange 'time' and 'place' and vice versa.
This giwes:

and also at time, at place,; it extends

1 i ‘ 1 2
) through place, but’is there (i.c. at some place

within that spatial interval) at times other than timel.

0¥ is‘at times latiplace

from place

This description can apply in our cxperience, but it has nothing to do with
'"time travel' in the sci.fi. sense.

for example, let 0 be an carthquake and place, and place, be two towns.

1 2
supposc the earthquake occurs at the same time at thosc two towns and at every
place between those two towns, except that at one place it is felt at a time
other than time.. This situation exactly fits the above description of seomething
moving back and” forward in time when this is made an exact analogy of moving
back and_forward in space!

In respect of time travel, in the other sense, Taylor writes:

The whole idea...is inconsistent, and exactly on

the level with suggesting that something can ‘be at a given place...

and, while remaining entirely in that place, be also somewhecre

clse...
Je are a part of the spatial framcwork, and we are part of the temporal.
Je can move about in space, but we cannot leave this framework. And, we must
assume, we can have movement back and forward in time (in the Taylor scnse) but
we cannot leave the teflporal framework which is, in part, constituted by our
history. Sut time travel wants us to do just this, to skip over history as if
w@ are no longer a part of it. We can find no justification, 'from our analogiles
with space travel, that this even makes sense, let alone represent a real
nossibility.
References: o
Taylor, Richard. - Metaphysics (2nd Edition) Prentice-Hall (Englecwood Cliffs,

' ) New Jersey 1974).
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ACUFOS AUSTRALIAN REPORT.

2espite having an extremely quite year with very few reports of any
magnitude, retrospectively we can sce there was an increase in reports af
interest in August-October last year.
ACUFO0S investigators will already be aware of the initial details of the events
of that period via their monthly ACUFOS BULLETIN, but for those readers uwho
are currently not Centre investigators, here is a run douwn on the period's
reportss -
POSSIBLE CLOSE ENCOUNTER AT DARKEY FOREST NSW. On Sunday 2 August 81, a coal
miner travelling to work at 6.30 p.m. from Wwollongong towards Helensburg sauw
an unusual objecct pass an estimated 200m over his head. The object was described
as being 'coffin' spaped with angular sides and corners. It appeared the sizc
of a "house in the sky", two full hands at arms length. A ring of yellow and
white lights in the top section going on and off were observed, as was a large
blue light in the centre of the object, and a2 faint yellow beam swept from side
to side in the direction of travel. The object travelled from NE to SJ with a

fgint humming noise. No vehicle ngor radio iTterFerwnce was noted.
ource: Paul & LCassandra sowiak-Rudej, Wol ongong&.

FORMATION OF OBJECTS REPORTED fFF THE COAST CF W.A. A formation of unusual
objects was reported off the coast near Bunbury on 25 August 8l. Three men said
they saw up to 15 bright objects travelling in formation about 2 KM offshore at
about 4 p.m. Surveyor's assistant John Harvey of Bunbury said about 15 bright
silver symmetrical objects had hovered over the occan. They then moved north
‘rapidly and suddenly shot up vertically without changing speed. They reported
looking nothing like aircraft. Flight operations in Perth airport were quoted
as saying that there werec no large groups of planes in the area at that time.
Also it was mentioned that neither the Department of Transport nor the RAAF
could shed light on the reports. The matter is still under investigation by
Joff Bell. (Source: “News" Perth 26.8.81).

NOISELESS OBJECT REPORTED FROM ALBANY WA. Mr. Evan Beckerleg and Fr. George

Gray were travelling along the Louwer Denmark Road towards Elleker at about 7

p.m. on 26 Aug 81 when an object is said to have flouwn across in front of

them and into paddocks at the side of the road. Mr. Beckerleg is quoted as

sayimng that they had stopped the car, got out and watched as it hovered

silently over the paddock for about a minute. The object had three red lights,

and two flashing white oncs. It moved off and continued on in an undulating
pattern across the paddocks in the directiorn of the South Coast Highway. It

was noiscless. Jeff Bell is investigating (Source: “Advertiser™ Albany WA 27.8.61%

NSy MYSTERY. A 48 year old man, Mr. Frank Burke, is reported by the '"Daily
Mirror" in Sydney (16.9.81) to have experienced a strong beam of light which
enveloped his car as he drove on the Cambewarra Mountain Road between Kangaroo
Valley and Nouwra. It is reported that a tape. recorder was melted by the
encountert Paul & Cassandra Sowiak-Rudej are investigating.

S0UTH AUSTRALIAN !'BEAM! CASE. An event on the 27 September 81 only recently
surfaced in South Australia. Fir. Terry Hunter, a farmer of Tooperang (60 KMs
S5E of Adelaide) said that at about 2100 hrs he had driven his motorkike 5[]
look for a sow. After travelling 2 minutecs an intense 'tube of light' about

3m across suddenly shone on him. He was at this stage standing, with the beam
on him. There were nNe shapes, no smell nor any npgise. He related riding back on
his bike with the beam following him. Suddenly it just 'shut off'. Duration

10 minutes. Following this he came down with 5 days of red watering eyes, and
"everything ached just like the flu". UFOR (5A) have been alerted to the case.

UNIDENTIFIED RADAR TARGETS. At approximately 0200 hrs on Saturday 17 October
81, an Air Cargo L188 (Electra) aircraft fiying from sydney, New South WUasles to
orisbane {ueensland was between Sydney and Newcastle. After departing the
aydney area the three crew members noted two targets on the aircraft's

RCA AVQ 30 radar (range 270 nm) at an cstimated 40 nm West of the aircraft's
northerly track, NU of the plane at that time. The two targets were confirmed
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by sydney ATC but Sydney advised that there was no knouwn traffic in the area and

couldn't identify the targets which were moving ahead of the plane on an almost
~.2-1 track. Nearing Neouwcastle, both targets vanished from the plane's radar.

1t is not known if the ATC at 3ydney were able to continue a track. Total duration

15 minutes. The pilot doesn't want to persue the matter further.

{Sources Personal report by pilot to Russ Boundy, UFOR(FNQ)).

PROCEEDINGS OF UFOCON 6.

Procecdings of the 6th annual Conference held in Adelaide South Australia COctober
1981 are now available through ACUFOS's Publishing service. Cost is $15, which
includes surface posting.

ACUFCS BIBLIOGRAPHY SERVICE by John Prytz. :

(Continued from last Journal)

I) Books in Print.

1) (American) Books_in Print - R.R. Bowker Co., N.Y. (annual with supplement).
(Note: Separatc volumes for authors, titles and subjects.)

2) Australien Books in Print -~ D.W. Thorpe Pty. Ltd, Melbourne (annual).

3) Australisn Books: A Sclect List of Recent Publications and Standard Works in
Print - National Library of Australia, Cenberra (annual).

) British Books in Print - J. Whitaker & Sons Ltd, London (annual)

) Canadian Books in Print- University of Toronto Press, Toronto (annual) .

(Notes separate volumes for authors & titles, and subjects.)

Poperbacks in Print (Great Britain) - J. wWhitaker & Sons Ltd, London (annual)

(N

(@)
~—

BCOK REVIEUS.

Book Revicw Digest - H.W. wWilson Co., N.Y. (monthly, several cumulations, annual)
SBook Review Index - Gale Research Co., Detroit, Michigan (bimonthly, annual).
Index todustralian Book Reviews - State Library of South Australia, Adelaide
{(guarterly, annual).

4) The Library Journal Book Revicw - R.R. Bowker Co., N.Y. (annual)

et

NS S

Fite [ NG Rty

K) BIBLIOGRAPHIES.

1) Dibliographic Index: A Cumulative Bibliography of Bibliographies - H.W. Wilson
Co.y N.Y. (April, August, annual). '

2) Current Bibliographical Information. - United Nations N.Y. (monthly)

L) Biographies. _
1) Biography Index - H.W. Wilson Co., N.Y. (gquarterly, annual, triennial).

% N

II1) SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY.
%) Applied Science & Technology Index - H.W. dilson Co.y, N.Y. (monthly, quarterly

annual) . ,
2) Australian Scicnce Index - CSIRO, Melbourne (monthly, annual)
3) Australian Scientific and Technological Reports - National Library of

Australia, Canberra (bimonthly).
#) C3IR0 Index - BSIRU, Melbourne (monthly, annual)
5) C5IRC Published Papers: Subject Index 1916-1968 (16 Volumes) - CSIRE, Melbourne: < H9735
6) Current Technology Index - The Library Association, London (monthly, annual)
(Notes prior to 1981 titled British Technology Index)
7) General Science Index - H.W. wilson Co., N.Y. (monthly, several cumulations,
anriual) .
8) scientific. and Technical Books and Serials in Print: 1981 - R.R. Bouker Bl
N Vs = 19808
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9) SSAL: scientific Serials in Australian Libraries. - CSIRO, Melbourne -
1976 (with June 1981 supplement).

NOTE: Further listings of various rcference- tools will be provided if reader
reaction warrents it.
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to the Scientific Revolution® - Journal of the History of Idcas,
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Universe Life" - Science Digest¥ Sept. 1980 - p.36-3B.

3) Goldsmith, D. (Editor) -~ The Uuest for Extraterrestrial Life: A Book of
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2) Imshenetsky, A.A. ct.al. - "On the Possibility of Life on Fars" - Life
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3) Sessions, L. - "Preparing FMars for Life" - Science Digest, Nov/Dec. 1980
p.128-129+. .
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The New Solar System - Cambridge Uni. Press, Cambridge & Sky Publishing Corp-.
Cambridge, Mass. - 1981 - p.93.-96.
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3 -Sept.. 1981 =aptidS=db.
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Extraterrestrial Intelligene.
1) Benford, G. - "Extraterrestrial Intelligence?" - (Quarterly Journal of the
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2) Lago, D. - 'Cosmic Brain" - Science Digest, Nov/Dec. 1980 - p.36+. r
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5) Tipler, F.J. - "Additioral Remarks on Extraterrestrial Intelligence" -
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6) Murdin, P. - "Living By the 5Stars” - New S-ientist, 20 August 1981 - p.477-479.
7) Trotter; R.J. -~ ‘'Lost in the Naval of the World" - Science News, 1 August
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