COMPELLING EVIDENCE OF AN
UNDERWATER CIVILISATION

Man is busily penetrating the space that lies around
his planet, but what of the 75% of the earth that lies
beneath water? Have we been ignoring a wealth of
evidence that corroborates the existence of intelligent
underwater life?

Lighted objects which appear from or disappear into
rivers, lakes and seas . . .time—speed anomalies
experienced by pilots over certain tracts of water . . .
the unexplained total disappearance of ships, air-
craft and crews in definite lozenge-shaped areas of the
oceans - is this evidence that there may be under-
water ‘civilisations' on this planet that have evolved
here? Or are there intelligent entities who have been
coming here from elsewhere, preterring to use the
bottom of the hydrosphere from which to operate?
INVISIBLE RESIDENTS is a .startling book, which
opens new frontiers to the speculative mind.
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general public, and particularly the better-informed and
those of enquiring mind, In fact, it is an all-round and
damned nuisance to everybody.

To begin with, this report was issued quite formally by the
U.S. Navy, but only to the Brazilian press, as far as I can
ascertain. When the latter published it, and the European
wire services picked it up, it was promptly denied in oﬂ’llcra.l
quarters. However, the Spanish-speaking Latin-American
newspapers reproduced it, notably in Chile, al'ld from these
airings the North American wire services ran it merely as a
“filler’ — and only once. Then, everything returned to abnor-
mal. To get at even these facts has taken us years, and the net
result has proved to be remarkably bipartisan. Onc_ party
simply shrugs and says ‘cover-up’; the other, in thls_case
officialdom, says just as simply ‘rubbish.’ Neither _attltude
gets us anywhere; yet I not only contend, but insist, that
reports such as this should not, and cannot, ._1ulst be left
lying around in newspaper morgues. The validity of the
facts stated constitutes only one aspect of the matter. The
report, once made, constitutes a fact in itself, and in this
case it cries out for explanation.

The average citizen just simply does not lmow. how many
such seemingly out-of-this-world reports are published some-
where and almost every day and from all over the s_vorchI.
Sometimes they come over the air, but very often, as in this
case, only once. Other times, they appear only once in some
local newspapers though, in recent years, sometimes even in
the larger and more widely read newspapers. Still more lie
around elsewhere until some magazine writer gathers a
bunch together and presents a sort of historical commentary.
Later, these gleanings sometimes become so massive thgt
somebody publishes a book on the subject; and we ?dmlf.,
and unashamedly, that this is just what we are doing in this
book. At the same time, an ever-increasing number of such
reports are finding their way [quietly] into §cientiﬁc and
technical journals.The point that I would like to make
here is therefore as follows. _ ’

We really know very little about our world or its environ-

12

mental setup. What is more, the world that we do know, or
think we know, is extremely limited, as will become abun-
dantly apparent in the next chapter. We have only the vaguest
notion of what lies more than a hundred feet under our feet,
on land, though geologists are doing pretty well, at least in
general terms, down to a few miles. We are fairly good under
water down to about five hundred feet around the periphery
of the continental land masses and islands, but we know
practically nothing of the great body of what Caidin® has

' s0 aptly named ‘hydrospace,” which includes all seas and

oceans from the surfaces down to their bottoms. We're a bit
better informed about our atmosphere, but most of its
several major aspects still baffle us, and there seem to be things
going on in it that are presently quite beyond our compre-
hension.

This disposes of the extent of our knowledge, or lack of it,
of our physical environment; but this is not all that we don’t
know. Just what is physical, and what are the parameters and
perimeters of this estate ? Does the purely physical run out
when it becomes invisible ? Obviously not, as we cannot see
electricity, for instance. Does it run out when it becomes
undetectable by our senses and/or by our instruments?
Apparently not either, since we are constantly and with ever-
increasing frequency stumbling upon other realities that have
physical properties beyond the ranges of our (hitherto) most
sensitive instruments. Then again, our minds, with their
little computers that we call brains, seem to be sensitive to all
manner of things that don’t show up on our instruments.
This last is very aggravating. Therefore, it would seem, to me
at least, to be most extremely incautious to deny the possi-
bility of anything; and just as extremely stupid not to investi-
gate anything that does not seem to have at least a physical
basis. Dr Villela’s observation falls squarely into the category
of the most desirable for such a pursuit. The matter was

‘observed, or was alleged to have been observed; it was a

potentially tangible item; and it was witnessed, at least in
part, by others. It was officially permitted to be published.
It did (does) not fit the pattern of our world as we have
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‘sort of submerge” when the plane was about one mile away
from them, From the air they appeared to be lying just below
the surface and when ‘submerging’ from sight seemed to do
so without disturbing the surface. Mr Adams was certain that
the objects were too big to be fish or sharks, and the wrong
shape to be whales. Mr Hendy regretted that they were too
far away from him to film them. Several experts got their
heads together and decided that the objects sighted were mi-
grating whales. However, their explanation wassoon squashed
when part-owner of the Seabrae Hotel - Mr G. Sampson —
and Mrs V. Grady reported that they had sighted a similar
object on the very same day, half-a-mile out between Red-
cliffe Pier and Redcliffe Point. They watched it for 10 minutes,
It was long and black and there appeared to be a black bal-
loon suspended over it. A Fisheries Dept. spokesman com-
mented that it was unlikely to be a whale, because they very
- seldom come into Morton Bay.**

On to New Zealand: on the 13th of November, two fisher-
men, Mr R. D. Hanning, 41, skipper of the Eleoneai, and a
Mr W. J. Johnson, set out from Bluff, the port of Invercargill,

to tend cray pots in the area of Stewart Island, the southern-
~most part of New Zealand. At 11:30 a.m. they were about
half a mile off Rugged [slands, the northwestern point of
Stewart Island, when they saw a strange craft come out of the
water. Its tapered structure rose about 15 feet above the sur-
face, and measured about 5 feet high [sic] at the top and 12
feet at the water line. Then, about 30 feet away from it, there
was another object, box-shaped, about 10 feet long and 5 feet
high. There was nosign of any periscope or railing, and nothing
but the ‘tower” and ‘box’ were visible. The water was smooth,
and the object was in clear view only about 300 yards away.
(The object’s position was only 500 yards off Rugged Islands.)
The men had it in sight for 10 to 11 seconds, when suddenly
there was a great surging of water like a tide boil and both ob-
jects disappeared. Both men were rather startled at this dis-
play and in fact were somewhat frightened by it. They hung
around for a few minutes, decided not to investigate, and
steamed off. The water - at the spot from which they made the
sighting - was about 30 fathoms deep to a sandy bottom,
although the coast near Rugged Islands is rocky and rugged.
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They later reported this to the Navy and were emphatic that
it was not a whale and did not resemble any other submarines
they had seen. They said it was black or brown without any
markings. A Navy spokesman stated that ‘it was most un-
likely that the object - whatever it might have been - was a
submarine, because it would have been operating in an area
where there were rocks, a definite submarine hazard. Besides,
there was no logical reason for any submarine to be in that
area.’s®

To return closer to home, on the 5th of July, 1965, as re-
ported by AP, Dr Dmitri Rebikoff was conducting one-man
submarine operations off Fort Pierce, Florida, at depths of
90 to 100 feet collecting data for Dr Jacques Piccard’s pro-
jected cruise under the Gulf Stream. Capt. L. Jacques
Nicholas, coordinator of the project, reported that Rebikoff
told him, ‘Beneath the various schools of fish moving at
approximately the same speed as the stream (3} knots) there
loomed a pear-shaped object. At first from its size we thought
it to be some form of shark. However, its direction and speed
were too constant. It may have been running on a robot pilot,
We received no signal (from it) and therefore do not know
what it was.” Rebikoff reportedly took photographs but,
according to the AP report, ‘The film was not processed
immediately.”®® And we prepared to bet that even if it was it
will never be released.

At 4 p.m. on the 18th of March 1966, on a stretch of
deserted beach ten miles north of Deseade (south of the Gulf
of San Jorge, Argentina*), Carlos Corosan, a 35-year-old
farmer, saw a large cigar-shaped craft with no wings. He said
it was less than 35 yards away and estimated its length at 65
to 70 feet, describing it as metallic in appearance, reflecting
the rays of the setting sun. It was gray-black and apparently
smooth, with no visible markings or windows or any kind
of appendages. However, gray smoke was coming from the
tail section. Corosan said it was ‘just chugging along,’

*In the original article the incident is placed in the Gulf of San Jorge;
however, Deseade is actually about 45 miles south of the Gulf on the
Atlantic coast.
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When the initial ‘flying saucer’ scare got started, literally
thousands, if not tens of thousands, of citizens poured into
theareanight after night to watch for (and often observe) the
mysterious lighted objects over the water. Among these
interlopers were hordes of pressmen, ranging from hardnosed
skeptics to several of the better science reporters, and a
number of professionals who had long since decided that
UFOs were not a laughing matter. Also, a whole spectrum
of working scientists turned up with, I learned only recently,
yard-long credentials that they disclosed to the local officials.
Then came the military, though as a matter of fact, it now
turns out that they were there first, and for very good reasons.
This is that Wanaque is a most highly secured area owing to its
vital part in the water supply not only for civilian Jersey City
but for its ambient complex of industry and essential services.

During W.W. II it was one of the most tightly secured areas

on the eastern seaboard, and the police forces securing it had
top priority lines to the military at all times. Then again, just
about the time of this scare, certain groups of irresponsible
idiots had threatened to sabotage the dam and thus flood
out the locals and paralyze that large industrial area.
Armed Services representatives were there from the instant
some non-officials reported these UFOs to the press, and they
stayed there. However, a most curious and then rather novel
factor was interjected — or was alleged to have been so. This
was the arrival in the area of a number of persons, some of
whom are said to have been wearing military uniforms, of
both Army and Air Force. and of various ranks, who did not
identify themselves but went around interviewing local
people who had stated for the record that they had seen these
things; and doing so almost to the point of harassment. And
simultaneously came the self-appointed ufologists. These, we
were told, caused almost more embarrassment than the
previously mentioned lot. Reports from these people were
almost as wild as those issued by the working press; and, it
now transpires three years later and on proper investigation,
both were pure bunkum. The facts are quite different, as I

shall now explain. But first I must explain why I was asked to
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investigate this matter at so late a date.*

A member of the society of which I am administrative
director wrote to me on the 9th of April of 1969 and asked if I
could go to the Wanaque area and ascertain whether there
might be any grounds for a certain report made by a rather
prominent New Yorker to a mutual friend of ours who holds
a position of considerable eminence in the official field of the
UFO problem. Ireplied to the effect that I would be happy to
do so, provided 1 was given the necessary facts. A few days
later I received another letter giving me just such facts as [
might need, and a few days later still, my assistant and I drove
down to Wanaque. There we went about our business in the
manner that has become customary to us over the years. By
this I mean that I went first to the appropriate authorities,
presented my credentials, told them why I was there and
what [ wanted to investigate, asked if they had any objections,
and sought their guidance. As always, I was received with the
greatest courtesy and given all kinds of cooperation, time
after time, far exceeding any requests that I had made. Thus,
we were passed on from one department to another and, in
the case of the various police forces, by prior appointment
made by one with the other.

The main story that we had been asked to look into was a
little bizarre, to say the least, and since we found no evidence
for its authenticity and since it really has nothing but purely
corollary connection with the business at hand, I prefer not to
go into it. However, it was initially linked to the UFO-UAO

*The following may sound disreputably ‘cloak-and-daggerish’ and in-
furiate the stuffed shirts, who, quite rightly, of course, suspect anyone
indulging in esoteric investigations, who will not divulge names, of
being ‘secretive.” This is not the case on this occasion; I merely went
to Wanaque as a reporter and at the request of certain parties who have
at least semioflicial connections. Further, as a reporter, I gave my
solemn promise that I would not publish the names of my informants
without specific permission so to do in writing. I have asked for this, but
it has not been granted. Said sources are known to my publishers, and it
must be their decision whether they should disclose them, and to whom.
Since all of the persons whom I quote are themselves officials, their
stories are of course known to the appropriate authorities,
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Turning now from reservoirs, which I am forced to do by
lack of space if not simply to try and avoid boredom by
repetition, let me introduce still another strange aspect of the
water babies. This will doubtless atfirst sound ratherabstruse,
but I think it should be taken into account. It would seem to
fall into class (b) of the contemplation of unknowns; i.e.,
misidentification or ‘they didn’t know how to interpret what
they saw,’ so beloved of the skeptics, and the second line of
defense of the stuffed shirts.

Either freshwater UAOs exist or they don’t. The same
must be postulated of large unknown animals, or ‘monsters’
that are reported from fresh waters. If both do exist, one is
constrained to ask how many of the one are mistaken for the
other, both being sort of unlikely and outrageous to the
average person. [tems like the famous Loch Ness Monsters,
and the other Longnecks reported from other lakes in
Scotland, Ireland, Scandinavia, Russia, Siberia, Canada, and
the United States, would most definitely appear to be animals
as we know them, because of their conformation, their
movements, and their general behavior; but there are others
of an entirely different nature that have been reported almost
as often. These have been said to look more like gigantic fish
or whales; in other words, to have been spindle-shaped
and to have exhibited either no external excrescences or what

appeared to be fixed fins. These have usually been attributed

to giant sturgeon, the best-reported case being that from
Lake Seton in British Columbia.

There has been a tradition of very large specimens of these
fish in this lake since before the arrival of the white man, and
they have reportedly been observed at close quarters for two
decades by summer visitors and other persons fishing on the
lake. The lake itself is a bit odd in that it is pale greenish in
color and never freezes. In 1964 one Paul Polischuk and his
wife reported that when out on the lake on a clear Sunday
morning, just cruising about in a 25-foot boat, they came
alongside one of these giant fish, which was swimming
quietly along. Mr Polischuk later stated that it was about ten
feet longer than his boat. The local chamber of commerce is
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said to have offered $1,000 to anybody who could land this
monster. ¥ Everybody, including some educated, indigenous
Amerinds brought up at the lake, asserted that the thing was
one of their giant sturgeon. And there is nothing outlandish
about this, since the record sturgeon that was caught in the
Volga River in Rusiia measured no less than 28 feet.

This is one side of the coin; the other is exemplified by the.
really monstrous things seen in what is called Lake Iliamna -
almost an inland sea —in Alaska. These have also been known
to the local Amerinds and to the Eskimons since ever, and
they have been seen from the air by quite a number of people,
including U.S. Navy fliers. They are spindle-shaped and run
up to the length of the larger whales. In this instance, how-
ever, the indigenous people do not claim them as fish or any
other animals — and Amerindians and inland Eskimos know
their local animals if anybody does — but give them strange
names that imply otherworldliness. This I find most interest-
ing, as I have the utmost respect for the ideas of indigenous
peoples about their local fauna and, at the same time, the
utmost disrespect for the opinions of settlers, colonists, and
other outsiders and interlopers. The latter bring their pre-
judices and preconceived notions with them, and they almost
always sneer at the locals’ opinions, imagining as they invari-
ably do that they are inferior persons. (You should hear the
opinions of the indigenes on the newcomers!) The point is:
why should people with old and even ancient knowledge of
these mysteries clearly differentiate between known animals
on the one hand and things they feel are not any kind of
animal on the other? I think that this is a point that both
ufologists and monster-hunters should bear in mind.

Turning another metaphorical page, I would like to
devote what space I have for this subject to the most remark-
able case that I know of. It is of quite another nature, but it is
as near ‘watertight’ (and no pun is here intended) as any 1
know of from various points of view, and most notably the
established prerequisites of Dr J. Allen Hynek, for twenty
yeats consultant to the U.S. Air Force on UFOs, regarding
witnesses. This is a case of an obviously material object
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plunging into a river in Brazil in 1963. The case has been
reported, and re-reported, and written up, and paraphrased
ever since, but there is only one truly reliable account that I
know of, and I have asked permission of the author of this to
herewith republish it in full. Said author is Mrs James
(Coral) Lorenzen, who with her husband initiated a private
citizens’ organization named the Aerial Phenomenon
Research Organization in 1952 and which has published
since then a splendid journal entitled The A.P.R.O. Bul-
letin. The Lorenzens and their devoted associates are, in my
opinion, the best reporters on the whole spectrum of ufology;
they have maintained throughout the years a pragmatic and
balanced attitude to the subject and have always conformed
to established scientific principles. This husband-and-wife
team have also published three most excellent books on the
subject.’¥” The account of this incident as they gave it in their
journal goes as follows:

On the 31st of October, 1963, Rute de Souza, 8-year-old
daughter of Elidia de Souza who lives near Iguape, Brazil,
heard a strange and increasing roar and on looking to see
where it came from, was terrified to observe a silvery object
coming toward the river near her house. The object soared
over her house, then above her, struck a palm tree near the
top and began to ‘writhe’ and struggle in the air above the
river. Then it fell into the Peropava River near the opposite
shore. Rute began to run to her house to tell her Mother, and
met her Mother coming out. Mrs de Souza had also heard the
roar and ran to investigate. Shortly Raul de Souza, Rute’s
uncle, came upon the scene. He, too, had heard the roar
where he was working about 300 feet from the house. All
three stood in amazement as they watched the water ‘boil up’
in the spot where the disc had fallen. The water continued to
surge up, followed by an eruption of muddy water and then
mud. On the opposite shore of the river fishermen including
Japanese Tetsuo Ioshigawa had witnessed the event and it
was from Ioshigawa that investigators and reporters obtained
sufficient description that led to the estimation of size of the
object — about 23 feet in diameter. All described the disc as
like polished aluminum and shaped like a ‘wash basin.” The
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object appeared to be at about 20 feet altitude when it hit the
tree. It was in level flight until that time and after it struck
it began its gyrations which led to the conclusion of the wit-
nesses that it was experiencing trouble of some sort.

During the ensuing weeks, divers of various sorts began to
attempt a salvage operation. At first, divers using only face
masks tried but failed, to be followed by Scuba divers and
eventually a professional deep sea diver with full diving suit
and air compressor came to attempt to locate the disc. At last
report, nothing had been found and all the divers complained
of the hampering effect of the mud at the bottom of the river.
The Peropava is 12 feet deep at the point where the disc sank
and has a muddy bottom comprised of about 15 feet of mud
and clay. If the disc sank through the water and in turn the
mud, as the boilingup of water and then mud seems to indicate,
it may have proceeded through the muddy river bed to solid
rock underneath,

In order to fully assess the meaning of this incident which is
pretty well established as having occurred, we must take into
consideration all of the factors. Although mine detectors were
used and the Brazilian equivalent of the Civil Engineers at-
tempted finding and salvaging the disc, reports do not indi-
cate any success of any kind, not even the location of the disc.
We must consider the possibility that the disc, after settling
to the bottom, either proceeded through locomotion of some
sort away from its initial resting place and is not now in the
original spot. If so, it could be anywhere in that river. Also,
the size indicates that it may have been manned and if so
perhaps repairs could be effected under water and escape from
the river and the mud accomplished during the night hours, at
some spot more isolated than where it originally sank.*#

T have talked to a great many people about this business, and
the outcome has proved to be a very fine exercise in plain,
simple logic. At first sight, the suggestion that UAOs have
a preference for water appears to everybody, and even to the
buffs, to be fallacious. But then, when the fact is demonstrated
that this is the case, their second reaction is just the contrary;
namely, that it is obvious! But then, as several have pointed
out to me, we must not overlook another factor. This is the
equally obvious one that I mentioned at the outset; to wit,
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that (a) aerial and aquatic UAOs may be the same things, and
(b) any truly extraterrestrial things would naturally land on
water and take up residence on the bottoms of bodies of
water. Looked at this way, one may perceive that, since
human beings don’t live on the seas and oceans, and since
they inhabit only about 2 per cent of the land surface of this
earth, the chances of anybody seeing a UAO going into or
coming out of water are reduced almost to zero. Further,
when we consider the areas upon which human beings do
dwell, it hardly needs to be said that these are necessarily
the most fertile and therefore indubitably around or near
water. Thus, there should automatically be a higher rate of
reports of goings-into and comings-out-of fresh waters. Then
there is another thing,

Let us take rivers first. If you were a UAO pilot scheduled
to get back to home base at the bottom of some marineland
by a certain time and you ran into a radar beam, or had some
mechanical trouble or any other annoyance, what would you

do ? If I were he,  would duck into the nearest pond or lake or .

river, and more particularly a river down which I could get
to the sea. And don’t overlook the fact that UAOs could just
as well be filled with a liquid as with a gas. If we lived in water
we would fill our space capsules with that substance. So, in
the event of mechanical or other failure the pilot would dart
into the nearest water, so he could open his hatch, catch his
‘breath,’ and get started on repairs or call for help. And a not
inconsiderable percentage of those reported to have gone
into fresh waters gave every appearance of being in distress.

This is particularly apparent when we come to the North
American Great Lakes. In fact, one might almost be per-
mitted to suggest that they have a sort of service station on
the bottom of Lake Erie — or rather, below its bottom. If we
may assume that there is what can only be called for conveni-
ence’ sake a subaqueous civilization, it would most logically
be at the bottom of the oceans; but only creatures of very low
intelligence would build domes on the surface thereof. It is
only creatures of our still rather limited intelligence who
would ever even consider building things like domed-in
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cities and suchlike on the surface of the moon. Ninety-nine
per cent of all animal life that lives on the land of this planet
actually lives under the surface. Anything using the moon as a
way-station or what-have-you, and having the intelligence to
get to that dreary hunk of rock, would naturally dig down.
We would suggest that, on this score, you read a book entitled
The Moon Is a Harsh Mistress, by Robert A. Heinlein. %
Then consider this.

In their book on that most remarkable genius Nikola Tesla,
Inez Hunt and Winetta Draper state:

Tesla philosophized concerning man’s inadequate concep-
tion of existence, declaring that even a crystal was a form of
life. He carried the idea to dizzier heights when he said that
there might be intelligent beings on other planets which, be-
cause of varying conditions, could subsist in a form unknown
to us. Then, in a statement wholly unintelligible in 1900, but
not so easily scorned sixty years later, he declared: “We cannot
even with positive assurance assert that some of them might
not be present here, in this our world, in the very midst of us,
for their constitution and life manifestations may be such that
we are unable to perceive them,™*?

Tesla was quoted as saying that in the solar system there
seemed to be only two planets capable of sustaining life such
as ours, but that there could well Be other forms of life on
them, that perhaps there might be a form of existence which
did not require nourishment such as we know it.

‘Organic life might undergo . . . modifications, leading to
forms which, according to our present ideas of life, are im=
possible. Changes could be gradual . . . So I think it is quite
possible that in a frozen planet, such as our moon is sup-
posed to be, intelligent beings may still dwell in its interior,
if not on its surface.™

In the first quote above, Tesla is of course speaking of what
we have come to call “The Invisibles’ or, facetiously, ‘OINTSs,’
meaning ‘Other Intelligencies’ — than ours, that is. There is
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ever-mounting evidence that at least some of the occupants of
UAOs may be thus described, and there is now a very dis-
tinct suspicion that some of these may be able to ‘flash on and
off,’” as it were. We will come to consider this matter in more
detail later on, but the mere possibility must be borne in mind.
Until our discovery of infrared and ultraviolet photography
or scanning, such entities need not have bothered about the
possibility of detection by us. But when organized techno-
logical investigations started to turn up some evidence, the
OINTs would ‘be confronted with two major alternatives;
namely, either to let themselves be discovered and identified,
or to change their rules. Such things as ‘visions’ or encounters
with individuals of the nature that have been called ‘contac-
tees’ did not bother them because, despite the enormous
prestige of organized religion, nobody except the faithful
ever really believed that they actually occurred — outside the
human mind.

Almost the same day may be said of these OINTS’
attitude to hardware and other more material matters. Thus,
it is perfectly legitimate to assume that until our modern
technological age, UAOs need not have bothered to do more
than sink into water, shallow or deep, and then have just
gone about their business; but when we, little men, started
probing both the shallows and the depths, the whole picture
changed. It would seem that whatever entities have been
using the bottoms of our oceans, seas, lakes, and, in emer-
gencies, rivers, do not wish their presence to be known to us,
but until very recently did not have to bother with us. How-
ever, now that we have TV cameras that we can tow back and
forth to photograph the ocean bottom - as we did in the
great search for the Scorpion — we might well be considered
pests, if not potential menaces. OQur getting under water, as
in submarines, would not really disturb such creatures,
because there is an awful lot of water; we have very few
submarines, even when you add all those of all nations
together; and we can’t get down very far; while the tiny
probes we have made to really great depths are far less than
needle-points in the immensity of their environment.
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There remains but one comment to make on freshwater
UAQOs. This is that, if you read all the endless reports upon the
subject, you will find that very few indeed are of large objects.
‘Bearing in mind that these things don’t exist,” in the classic
words of Gordon Creighton, but assuming for the moment
that all these reports do indicate some reality, one is forced
first to speculate and then to make some assumptions. Why
this discrepancy in the dimensions of freshwater and marine
UAOs?

Crippled or not, large constructions would obviously do
everything possible to avoid splashing down in a small body
of water. Only in very large lakes - vide Lake Erie - might they
adopt a somewhat nonchalant attitude and take a calculated
risk; and it is just into these that the few bigger ones are stated
to have gone. Then, the UFO buffs have for years been sug-
gesting that the OINTs employ all manner of robotic and
distantly controlled probing devices of sizes ranging down
to that of a baseball (ball lightning 7). Such would obviously
be much more useful over land surfaces and especially in
areas of human occupation and residence. Our robotic
space probes have often gone balmy due to extraneous
influences that we did not expect and have seldom detected -~
vide Mariner 7 when making its first pass over a Mars pole.
They also develop internal and intrinsic mechanical or other
faults from time to time. Why notalso such devices con-
structed by even the most superior OINTs? They may well
have monitored all our little gadgets and computed their
potentials, but they just might have missed some of the
potentials of other. nontechnical animals. And many animals
have the most unnerving projection systems as well as
reception ones.

All in all, it would seem that the majority of freshwater
UAOQOs are small; second, they would seem to be remote-
controlled; and third, those that are observed to go into
waters are in trouble. We will come back to this also at a later
date.
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to go into an analysis of this thing, because such is going
to lead us into the wildest realms of speculation.

First question is, of course, what is it ? Having been trained
as a biologist primarily, I perhaps rather naturally at first
jumped to the conclusion that it was some kind of animal,
such as a skate or ray or other batfish. But then 1 put it under
a high-power lens and began to have the gravest doubts —
and more especially when I looked at it in profile and spotted
what is for all the world the Aramaic or early Hebrew letter
‘beth’ or ‘B’ on the tail fin. The whole thing became even
more disturbing when I tossed a copy of the littie model at an
old friend who happens to have been a longtime aviation
editor. He fiddled with it for a couple of moments and then
said: “Who’s trying to make a pendant out of one of these
newfangled vertical-take-off planes? Real trouble is that,
whoever did so try and made this little thing, lived at least

- one thousand years ago - and, so help me, in South America!

There are several types of animals that fly in the air - birds,
bats, insects; and several gliders like flying opossums and
squirrels, and some little lizards in Indonesia, plus a snake!
There are others that come out of the water and literally
fly in the air - the true flying fishes and the flying gurnards
and several shellfish called squids. Then there are others that
sort of “fly’ in water. These are the skates and rays and other
selachians, a group of animals which are not really fish but
are closely related to them, and which includes the sharks.
These skates and rays or batfish literally ‘fly along’ under
water, in a horizontal position, and by undulatory move-
ments of the edges of their delta-type ‘wings.” These fish have
upright fins on their tails but invariably have long tapering
‘tails’ behind these. Many do have fleshy things behind these
‘wings’ which are called claspers and which they use during
mating. What is more, several have prominent eye-like
markings on the ‘wings’ which are probably to distract
attackers from their real eyes which look out sidewise and
are under ridges on the tops of their heads.

Rather naturally, as I said above, I first thought that this
was an ancient artist’s conception of such an animal, but then
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we photographed the little model and blew it up many times
and traced its outline, and all kinds of things immediately
came to light. Seen from above, the gold model proved to have
practically no fishlike attributes at all but, rather, to show
some most explicitly mechanical ones. Protracting the
curvatures of the hind edges of the wings, and what appear to
be structures which are now called ‘elerons’ (being a com-
bination of ailerons and elevators). one finds that the latter
have a slight forward curve. Allowing for some artistic
license, these being attached to the fuselage rather than to the
wings, would indeed seem to be elevators (not ailerons) on
such a device as an airplane, rather than the backwardly
directed claspers of a fish. Then, if the centers of the two
squirls on the wings, or planes, are meant to indicate the eye-
spots on a ray, what is one to make of the two very prominent
little globules to right and left of the straight bar across the
back of the *head’ ? And this more especially if the two little
twirls out near the front end of the head are meant to be the
real eyes of such a fish?

This is all odd enough, but when we come to view this
object in profile or sidewise, we get some much more pro-
found shocks. First off, why should anybody, skilled artisan
or uneducated idiot, want to make a model, in pure gold, of
a fish (or moth or anything else) with its head three-quarters
cut off? Second, why make the nose, bonnet, or front end
precisely rectangular like an old-fashioned Rolls-Royee,
and then put louvers on the top of it on both sides? Then,
why tilt the ‘windshield’ (or the bit of flesh at the back of
the head after chopping it almost through) forward, and
put a couple of eyes (headlights ?) out at either side, when a
fish’s eyes are far forward and near the center line? Then,
what about the ‘seat” in the cockpit? What’s this supposed
to be - fishwise ? And then there’s the ‘scoop’ under and a bit
forward of the cockpit; and it is a scoop, not just a median
ridge to punch a hole through in order to string the thing on
a necklace.

So we move back to the fins or ‘wings.” They are absolutely
horizontal, but when viewed head-on from in front, their tips
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curve slightly downward. Come then the little ‘elevators.’
They stick straight out on the same horizontal level as the
wings but are attached to the body, and are square-ended
and of a definite geometric shape - not curved fins. Next,
the four ‘somethings’ above them on the top of the rear end
of the fuselage. What are these ? But — worst of all is the tail.
Here we come to something that really does need ex-
planation. Fishes have tails of all sorts of form, and all are
upright (except for the flatfish, that are really lying on their
sides). However, none of them has only an upward-going
flange of this form. Planes do! What is more, this tail fin has
the exact shape of that on many modern planes; and this
one also has this strange marking on it. (We will see what
the noted plane designer, of the Bell Helicopter among others,
Mr Arthur Young, has to say on this score in a moment.) In
fact, taken all in all, this bloody thing does not look like any
kind of known animal but it does look astonishingly like
some kind of small airplane. We’ve searched the world of
fishes for anything that looks like it — even with its head half
cut off - and we’ve tried the entire insect world too but, as
any entomologist can tell you, it has nothing to offer either.

. We submitted these pictures and a cast in brass of the first
object to a couple of aerodynamics people, one of them no
less than Arthur Young, as mentioned above. His reply
read as follows:

Have received the small ‘flying” object, and your request for
an opinion. This small solid gold object certainly suggests an
airplane, especially in the vertical tail surface which is not
present in birds and insects. But, the wings are in the wrong
place - [they] should be further forward so that its  -chord
coincided with the center of gravity - for anything other than
a tail-engine jet. Auso, the nose is very unairplane-ish. So, [
have to confess while it suggests an airplane, it does not re-
semble one. Perhaps it is an artist’s ‘impression.” Anyhow it is
quite fascinating. Whatever it is, the front end is inexplicable
and, of course, in this area no one is an expert.

We most certainly are not ‘expert’ in this field either, but
what we still want to know is why some artisan a thousand
92
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years ago went to the trouble of making this thing in the first
place, and why he made it just the way he did. The ‘nose’ is
definitely a sort of rectangular box with (as seen from the side)
another slightly raised box on it, with three louvers on either
side. Then again, if all this front end was but a sort of glove
compartment and the heavy machinery was abaft of what
appears to be the cockpit, the thing would have been per-
fectly balanced - fore-and-aft, that is, if held between its
two wing tips. The thing is manifestly an ‘artist’s conception,’
but what did that artist know of the machinery of anything
so bizarre ? What kind of power plant, if any, did it have?
Or was it a glider? And here comes another engineer with
another suggestion.

I presented this thing to him simply as a model of what the
catalog of this collection calls a ‘Figura Zoomorfa,” or
animal-like figurine. His first reaction too was that it was
no such thing, but some kind of airplane. But then he started
to analyze it, and came up with just the same objections as
did Arthur Young. However, he then suggested that it looked
more like a freight-carrying glider to be launched from a
flume of water at altitude and able to brake on water with
its scoop. This may be, but now we have three completely
independent opinions by qualified engineers, all stating
initially that it ‘looks like an airplang’ rather than an animal,
but then suggesting, severally, that it is a vertical-lift plane,
a glider, and that it must have had a backend power unit.

Actually, none of this really got us very far, apart from the
obvious multiple conclusion that this lovely little artifact
seemed most likely to represent some form of airplane rather
than a formalized artist’s conception of any animal. The
stickler was, and of course is, that it is confidently dated as
having been manufactured between 500 and 800 A.D., or at
least over one thousand years ago; and in northern Colombia
at that. What were airplanes doing buzzing about South
American skies about the time of the final breakup of the
Roman Empire in Europe? But then we proceeded to the
next stage of inquiry.

We assumed that this thing was a representation of an air-
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phere above. And this latter is the very point I wish to make
here. Any such machine that does operate efficiently on such
principles could dart out of the water and, if properly con-
structed, dive back into it. This ‘experiment’ stems from
underwater research; but, as I have explained above, the
Office of Naval Research has already developed just such a
unit, but working downward, as it were, from aerial principles.

Thus we have underwater devices that can skip and jump
under water; others that can skip into and out of water; an
ancient model of a device that displays all the little oddities
and necessities for doing both (i.e., this little delta-wing
pendant from the Colombian gold collection); and finally
we have animals that in point of fact ‘fly’ underwater — the
rays and skates. This raises a number of most interesting
questions.

First, going into and coming out of water by sealed devices
is not only logical but demonstrably possible and in fact has
been demonstrated. Second, living under water has now also
been shown to be perfectly feasible even for gas (air) breath-
ing entities, let alone liquid (water) breathers. Third, there is
mounting evidence that there are now and have for a very
long time been just such underwater dwellers. Fourth, if
properly sealed and insulated devices can penetrate to
depths of 35,000 feet in water on this planet (as our bathy-
scaphe Trieste did'*®), they could most certainly operate
throughout the whole range of densities of our atmosphere,
and also, just like our space capsules, proceed on into what
we call ‘space’ and continue to function efficiently therein
too. This is all perfectly logical and definitive, but the aspect
of it upon which not only the average person but even the
specialist gags is the historical factor, meaning the chron-
ology of all this. Just because we have only very recently
wakened up to the fact that all this is possible, we seem to have
developed the notion that ‘nobody’ else could have come up
with it previously. This is typical of our inborn egocentricity
and what I can only call egomania. Our whole tradition —
which ruled our thinking until only a few decades ago =
asserted that we were God’s ultimate effort; that we were
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unique; and that we alone were endowed with cogent abili-
ties. The very idea of sharing the universe with other intelli-
gent types, and especially with more intelligent ones was, and
still is, almost universally abhorrent to us. That we might
have been sharing our own planet with any such types con-
stitutes such a complete horror that it just has to be dubbed
phoney.

Before leaving this subject, for the time at least, I would
again draw your attention to that group of animals which is
closely related to the fishes, and which includes the skates,
rays, sharks, and others that display the delta-wing outline
of the little gold artifact. These creatures actually do ‘fly’
under water, though their method of propulsion is not that
of a jet or any other form of internal combusiton engine, nor
even a gas-release device. As birds do in air, they progress
by complicated undulatory motions of their ‘wings’. How-
ever, there are other marine animals that do propel themselves
by the jet method; and some of these dart out of the water
and then dart back down into it. I speak of certain squids,
which are related to octopuses and are, loosely speaking,
shellfish. A very large number of squids customarily come
rushing out of the ocean and, opening their delta fins - they
travel backward - sail for incredible distances above the
waves and then javelin back into the water. They do this,
like all of their ilk, which are known as cephalopods or the
‘head-footed ones,’” by filling their body sacs with water,
then closing a sort of collar and violently ejecting a stream of
this water out of a nozzle under their heads. So powerful are
the muscles that compress the body cavity and so perfectly
designed is the nozzle that these animals become the fastest
things that move in water.

So here we have mechanical devices obviously modeled on
the very efficient working principles of certain animals, and
said animals having developed such principles, presumably
by trial and error, over the millennia. And, considering the
efficiency of the animals, both biologically speaking and from
an engineering point of view, no wonder intelligent entities
should copy their proven designs. That it has taken two
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north latitude, and from about 55° to 85° west. Was it
unique 7

We knew already that there was at least one other such area
alleged to exist. This lies some 250 miles south of the Japanese
island of Honshu about longitude 140° east. We therefore
started to work gathering records of ships lost and planes
vanishing around this point which, as a matter of fact, had
up till then been only mentioned - and rather casually, at
that. The outcome was not just amazing; it was positively
startling. Plane after plane on its way south to Guam ap-
pears to have vanished, and this with disturbing frequency.
So we started plotting again, and despite the usually very
vague locations given —and no wonder, considering that these
ships and planes disappeared without radio signals or any
trace — another lozenge-shaped blob came to light.

This startled us a bit, but then one of my colleagues had the
brilliant idea of getting out a map of the world! Once we had
a map before us, we saw that both lozenges lay precisely be-
tween 30° and 40° north and also spread about 30 degrees
east to west, latitudinally. This really did spark us, so we
made a concerted grab for a globe.

Now the surface of our earth as seen on a globe is really
very different from what we look at on a two-dimensional
map, and especially one on what is called the Mercator
projection. Just where did these two blobs lie relative to each
other as one went around the globe ? It turned out that they
were centered 160 degrees apart (going around one way)
and 200 degrees (going the other). In other words, there did
not appear to be any noticeable pattern. If they had been at
180 degrees going both ways, they would have been exactly
opposite each other on opposite sides of the earth. But then
something else cropped up.

We had been inundated with letters asking for more
information on the disappearances of the Israeli and French
submarines at the east and west ends of the Mediterranean,
respectively. We were naturally unable to add anything to the
news reports and official statements. However, the Medi-
terranean Sea just happens to form a lozenge-shaped blob,
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also lying between 30° and 40° north, and just about 30
degrees from left to right, latitudinally.

Naturally, we measured the distance between these three
blobs. Then something else rather startling came to light.
They were arranged on an apparently strict numerical pro-
gression — from the Bermuda bit to the Mediterranean, four;
the Mediterranean to the Japanese, five; and the Japanese
to the Bermudan, six.

Now, I don’t like such neat patterns emerging in anything
in nature; it looks far too much as though somebody had got
the idea first, and then tried to fit the facts into it. You can fit
almost anything into almost anything else if you try hard
enough; as any mathematician, statistician, or police officer
can tell you. However, Nature is to a great extent fairly
orderly and does display rather neat patterns.

So we had three *blobs’ in a line — and the same line, please
note — of something. But just what? At this point I started
doing some hard thinking. If there are three such areas
between 30° and 40° north latitude, could there be equivalents
at 30° and 40° south latitude? A subsequent investigation
into plane, ship, and sub losses in the southern hemisphere
yielded some amazing results,

There turned out to be three exactly similar areas situated
below the equator. These lie off the east coasts of South
America, South Africa, and Australia. All proved to be pre-
cisely within 30° to 40° of latitude south, and also to be about
30 degrees of longitude in width. But very strangely, they were
all tilted up to the right or east, as were also those in the north-
ern hemisphere! Frankly, this does not seem to make sense,
because our planet is a sphere and the southern hemisphere
should mirror the northern. So we started looking for some
physical reason for this clear pattern.

The first thing that emerged was that these vortices in the
southern hemisphere were precisely shifted the same number
of degrees to the east in all cases. Then one further fact came
to light. Of all the possible known physical factors that could
cause this pattern — temperature, barometric pressure, and,

165


















point of view of manufacturing mechanics or been applied -

in a much larger sense to geomechanics. . : :
The second thought that this demonstration brings to mind

- is a geophysical one. Might other materials react in a similar

manner to the mercury if heated from below by a circulating
body at a higher temperature ? And what happens if the helat
is applied from above ? Might this have anything to do with
the age-old question as to where hurricanes get theu'l power
(energy) from? For, be it noted, these monsters spin in a
contrary manner to the ocean whirligigs, and in both
hemispheres. What is more, they are also overcoming wl_lat
is called the Coriolis effect - i.e., the tendency for everything
to be pushed to the north and right (as seen on maps - ie.,
east) in the northern hemisphere and to the south and right
in the southern. Does it not strike you as rather odd, to say
the least, that a body of air that starts revolving over an
ocean should gather speed in a contrary direction to that
of the aqueous spin?

What, then, of vast bodies of water at one temperature
jetting into either still water at another temperature (colder
or hotter), or already circulating? Does the top layer start
going around the same way as the layer below, or does it
behave like the mercury and start going the other way? It
would seem that the cold waters from the polar regions that
jet into our vortices go around the same ways as the layer
below and in accord with the push of the Coriolis effect; but
contrary currents have now been found at greater depths.
What are the physical — mechanical, electromagnetic, 'and-/or
gravitational ~ results of, on the one hand, a combination
of the lower atmosphere and the surface of the hydrosphere
going around together and, on the other hand, of the former
going one way and the latter in a contrary way? Then, there
is the further matter of straight earth magnetism that has
to be taken into account.

At this point, [ am quite frankly going to turn you over to
the experts and refer you to their most recent publu:s}r.lom.m
The disposition of magnetic anomalies and qf their move-
ments are still being plotted, and in great detail, and what is
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emerging is unexpected to say the least. The same may be said
for gravitic —i.e., Gravity I, or normal gravity — anomalies:
but the distribution of these, as so far plotted, does not
coincide with the disposition of the vortices. The purely
mechanical whirligigs in the surface layers of the oceans,
on the other hand, do seem to do so. What we would like to
know is whether these vast ‘machines’ generate still another
kind of anomaly that might cause something to ‘go wrong’
(from our point of view) in our space-time continuum. In
other words, could they create just what we are talking about
- i.e., ‘vortices’ - into and out of which material objects
can drop into or out of other space-time continua ?

This has been the thought of the UFO buffs for some
years now, and it is a perfectly splendid idea. Should there
be proof of it from strictly pragmatic and scientific angles, one
might even say that at last we are getting somewhere; but I
am afraid that there are still other aspects of this concept
that have to be taken into consideration. These again are
twofold. X

First, there is as of now totally insufficient evidence even for
the existence of these vortices, per se. If they are arranged
absolutely precisely and on a trigonometrical basis around
the globe, not only longitudinally but also latitudinally, two
of them fall almost wholly over land — namely, one over
Morocco and Algeria in northwest Africa, and the other in
northern Pakistan and Afghanistan! It has been suggested
that the five in the northern hemisphere might lie on some
kind of undulatory curve of their own, but this does not
help much. Trying to fit anything to a preconceived theory is
exceedingly dangerous. Then again, we have no actual proof
that any such vortices occur in the southeast Pacific and in
the southeast Indian Ocean — and for the very simple reason
that hardly anybody ever goes there, and there are no
records. The obverse of these observations is rather naturally
to ask if - ignoring the south Pacific and south Indian Ocean
ones — anomalies such as are reported from the remaining
three in the northern and the southern hemispheres, occur
in the other two which would appear to lie over land. Thisis a
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tricky question because we don’t know the true extent of
those vortices that have allegedly been defined, nor exactly
what their conformation is, or where their exact centers are.
What is more, maybe those centers drift. Thus the northwest
African one could extend well out into the Atlantic on the
one side and into the western Mediterranean on the other.
Likewise the Pakistani one could slop over into the Persian
Gulf and Arabian Sea. Should this be the case, and be
due merely to a necessary enlargement of all these areas, we
would end up with the whole earth being covered with ‘anom-
alies’ contiguous and even maybe blending but more
concentrated at ten points.

Let us contemplate further whether these may be time
anomalies and whether this factor might not be variable or
intermittent in any one area, or wander about spatially.
Perhaps this factor might vary in intensity in accordance
with any or many of a whole host of other variables like the
sunspot cycle. Such cyclical variability calls for a statistical
analysis of a lot more cases than are on record and of a large
number of factors connected with each. In fact, the whole
thing is so appallingly complex that we find ourselves more
or less back where we started; which is to say, with nothing
much more to go on than a couple of hundred reports, and a
lot of speculation. Nevertheless, there are indicationslthat
our planet is constructed upon, and does function in, a
considerably orderly way and in conformity with known
physical principles for gross bodies. Perhaps there will, one
day, be a general field theory correlating and integrating
gravities, geomagnetism, oreogenesis (mountain bmldl_r.lg),
continental drift, the distribution of heavy minerals, various
meteorological and hydrological (oceanographic) phe-
nomena, volcanicity, seismological events, and even our vile
vortices.

If they are time anomalies, there is frankly nothing we can
do about this, as nobody really has any idea what is meant by
this term apart from a mathematical factor. We constantly say
that time passes, and we have always thought that this was so
obvious as to be a platitude, but even this has now been
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questioned. Does it pass us, or do we pass it ? Does it pass
(whichever way you look at it) from what we call the past to
the future — the so-called “present,” of course, not being able
to exist by this theory since the instant anything happens it is
past ? Then again there is currently considerable speculation
as to whether there may not be a sort of counter-time that
flows from our future to our past, and there has been specu-
lation as to whether things ranging all the way from galaxies,
suns, planets, and all that is on them might not therefore
start off in old age and at its limit which is what we call death,
and spend their allotted span getting younger until they
vanish back into The Whole by a process of getting unborn!
I would advise some study of Buddhist philosophy before
deriding this unnerving notion. Then again, we have to
contemplate there being an infinity of ‘times’ running every
which way at multidimensional angles. For this one, try
the good Professor Einstein. Then, of course, time may not
exist at all.

Nevertheless, these disappearances did occur, and those
of us who have puzzled over the matter have had to admit
that we are completely stymied. However, I have had a
lingering suspicion for some time that we may have been
looking at the whole thing back-end-befront, as it were. I
don’t like theories, but I indulge speculation freely, as I
think it is quite legitimate and may lead to reappraisals of
things, which in turn may lead to solid theories being put
forward by specialists who know all the factors involved.
Nonetheless, [ make so bold as to put forward an idea, and
will endeavor to give my reasons for so doing.

Let us imagine for a moment that these vortices are not
themselves grim molochs that suck people, planes, ships, and
subs into their space-time vacua, on their own time and at
their own whim; but that they have a latent potential for so
doing, given certain stimuli or a certain combination of
factors. Might it not then be that something(s) on said
planes, ships, and subs does/do the triggering and that once
‘fired’ said perfectly natural forces perform just as do any
other natural phenomena like tornadoes, hurricanes, earth-
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quakes, et alia, once they get going ? Be it a time-warp or some
electromagnetic or gravitic anomaly, it might perform upon
perfectly natural principles that we do not yet know about
or which, like this Gravity II, we are only just becoming
cognizant of,

The first obvious question that any thinking person will
ask is, What triggering, and by what, and how could it be a
potential of subs, planes, and modern mechanical ships as
well as old-time sailing vessels ? More so, why the selectivity,
in that sometimes only people go, while the ships remain and
other animals aboard are also not whisked away? This is
going to be rather sticky, so I would suggest that those of
you who are not interested in further technical matters just
skip ahead to the next chapter. For those who find the
incredible new discoveries in the field of electromagnetics of
particular interest, please read on and see if what I have to
say makes any sense.

The basic fact is that our tiny bit of our universe - that is
to say, this planet — runs on electromagnetism. We and all
other life forms here are essentially electrical devices, and our
planet with its magnetic envelopes is likewise. The whole
thing hangs together by what are called in popular jargon
‘electrical forces,” and it functions on a sort of vibratory
system. The speed, size, or whatever you want to call it, of
these vibrations or pulses or waves may be laid out as a band
and calibrated. These ‘wavelengths’ presumably go on be-

yond, both ways, to infinity, but for our immediate require-

ments as of today we have taken a spread from the overall
resonance of this planet to that of those protons that come
to us from outside. This band we have chopped up into
manageable pieces and then studied the products of each bit.
These bits encompass those electromagnetic effects that we
know about, and more are being found all the time within
these.

Now, this is apparently the way this world evolved. This
natural order was, one might almost say, created out of
cosmic chaos, and then established a natural balance. But
then we come along and start collecting and propagating
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electromagnetic energy. What is more, we learned how to
divert this energy from one frequency to another, and then
started spouting it out, either by ‘broad’-casting or uni-
directionally by beam or line; and each frequency without
any regard to all the others being shot out. Result: sundry
frequencies sometimes combine or interact and get in what is
called phase, so producing quite a different impulse from
either of its components. And when this happens, as it is
doing with ever-increasing frequency as our technology
elaborates and our gross power output burgeons, and
throughout the whole electromagnetic band or spectrum, all
manner of nasty things happen. And it does not take any
great output of power to set off these imbalances. Innocent
little electronic devices drawing very little power can throw
a vast and enormously power-consuming complex out of
phase, and with the direst results.

What I am driving at is this: Let us suppose that the radio
contacts of the five Avenger planes were using a ‘trequency
x" which just happened to lock into phase with some natural
frequency in the area over which they were flying - say a vor-
tex caused by a cold whirlpool of lower air over a hot sea sur-
face, as per the bowls of mercury, and hurricanes - to
produce something quite else which happened to be the
trigger that set off other natural procedures in that area:
what might not happen ? I will not speculate on this, because
we do not know what if any connection there is between
whatever purely mechanical, electromagnetic, and gravitic
forces there may be, though as we have noted above, scientists
are rapidly working toward a possible unified theory of
what they call “fields’ - as per Einstein and others who have
come after him. All I am trying to say is that the oddities,
enigmas, and horrors allegedly noted in the vortices may be
entirely natural and indigenous to certain areas of our
earth’s surface and be perfectly stable therein until we come
along and upset their balance. In other words, the best way
to discover just what the potentialities of these areas is would
be to analyze just what we and our devices really do do.

This tenative suggestion might be acceptable to the EMI -
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i.e., electromagenetic interference — experts, but I imagine
(and I almost hope) that it will not find favor with any othv::rs.
Tts weakness would at first seem to be its apparent illogicality;
namely, what triggered these forces before Faraday and th_e
resultant introduction of electromagnetic studies and their
practical development and application ? More so, what about
the animate forms such as human beings and canaries 7 Can
these individually, or in groups, likewise trigger such forces?
Let us consider the matter calmly and with the exercise of
what logic we can muster. :

There would appear to be two alternatives. Either said van-
ished persons ‘triggered’ their vanishment in some manner
similar to electromagnetic gear interfering with other fre-
quencies, or the act was accomplished by so-called ‘Outside
Influences.’ This is a sort of catch-phrase and is probably an
unintentional divarication which is merely being made use of,
rather than having been deliberately devised, to get around
just such an awkward situation. Moreover, it has sprouted
from a most unexpected quarter; namely, that of orthodox
scientific research and the most advanced technological
enterprise. Let me give you two instances.

When Mariner VII was orbiting Mars before buzzing off
sunward, it was guided to make some passes over the poles.
On the first pass, however, it suddenly deviated from pre-
scribed course. As reported by those in charge of its flight, there
was no detectable malfunction of any of its gadgetry, either
before or after this deviation; and when asked what these
technologists might consider the cause to have been, they
made only this simple statement: ‘Some outside influence.’
Then again, a group of scientists headed by a Dr Gohed
have for a year been searching for sealed chambers in the
Great Pyramid of Khefren in Egypt by recording cosmic-
ray penetration of that great mass of stones to a deep, sub-
level chamber. Hearing that all was not well with these
experiments, The Times of London sent one of its top-notch
science reporters to interview Dr Gohed. His report makes
the most astonishing reading, and goes in part:
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More than $1-million and thousands of man-hours have
been spent on the project, which was expected to reach a
climax a few months ago when the latest IBM 1130 computer _
was delivered at Ein Shams University computer centre, near
Cairo. At Ein Shams, Dr Amr Gohed, in charge of the installa-
tion at the pyramid, showed me the new IBM 1130 machine
surrounded by hundreds of tins of recordings from the
pyramid, stacked in date order. Though hesitant at first, he
eventually told me of the impasse that had been reached. ‘It
defies all the known laws of science and electronics,” he said,
picking up a tin of recordings. He put the tape through the
computer, which traced the pattern of cosmic ray particles on
paper. He then selected a recording made the next day and put
it through the computer. But the recorded pattern was com-
pletely different. “This is scientifically impossible,” he told me.
Dr Gohed said that earlier recordings that had raised the hopes
of a great discovery were now found to be a jumbled mass of
meaningless symbols, After long discussion, I asked Dr
Gohed: ‘Has all this scientific know-how been rendered use-
less by some force beyond man’s comprehension?” He hesi-
tated before replying, then said: ‘Either the geometry of the
pyramid is in substantial error, which would affect our read-
ings, or there is a mystery which is beyond explanation — call
it what you will, occultism, the curse of the Pharaohs, sorcery,
or magic - there is some influence that defies the laws of
science at work in the pyramid.”™* g

My basic question is, “What influence 7’

These two alternatives - electromagnetic or other ‘trigger-
ing and ‘outside influences’ — are actually considerably inter-
woven, as we shall now see, since we humans may have
learned, or may be in the process of learning, how to engineer
vanishments. However, no human beings as far as we know
had even conceived of such a procedure prior to about 1940
A.D., or later than about 500 A.p. For this reason, and in view
of the large number of said disappearances at sea prior to
1940, we can but presume that those which were not due to
normal procedures like piracy were engineered by these
Outside Influences. Moreover, said influences almost must
be intelligent, or at least intelligently controlled. The selec-
tivity as between ships and other constructions and people
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above the limits of that tiny range, we may infer that the
mean average temperature of our earth has not varied out-
side this range for at least 500 million years.

And here we should define the difference between seas and
oceans. They are not the same.

It must be clearly understood that an ocean, such as the
North Atlantic, is not just the water area between Europe and
Africa on the one hand and North and South America on the
other. True, this ocean is contained within that body of
water, but an ocean is not just a body of water; it is a very
definite geographical entity with most precise limits and a
highly complex structure. Complete deﬁm'_tion of an ocean
would require a large volume, but the salient facts may be
summed up as follows:

There are six true oceans — the North Atlantic, the South
Atlantic, the Indian, the North and South Pacific (though
the division between these two is arbitrary in that you may
separate them in any of four different ways aocordi_ng to the
over-all criteria you choose to employ), and the Arctic Oct?an.

There is a theory that disturbs many geomorphologists.
Briefly stated, this is to the effect that the earth is really a sort
of vast crystal and is trying to adopt a tetrahedral form =
namely, a three-sided pyramid with an apex at the Antarctic
and a flat triangular base around the North Pole. This would
give us apices at four points, as we actually have in the land
masses of northeastern Asia, Europe, North Amencg, and
the Antarctic. We should thus get three triangular continents

depending south —and we have these in Asia plus Australia, '

Europe plus Africa, and the Americas; and the three tr_i-
angular oceans running up between them, which we have in
the Indian, Atlantic, and Pacific complexes; and a flat tri-
angular area at the top, filled with the Arctic Ocean or Basin.

The true oceans are great areas of apparently permanent
depression that have never been dry land. Their rocky bot-
toms are said to be covered with the second layer of the earth’s
surface, known as the sima (silicon-magnesium predomi-
nating), as opposed to the continents, which are 1_)its of the
outermost layer, known as the sia/ (silicon-aluminum pre-
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dominating). The continents of sial are said to float on the
sima. The continental rafts are at present partially flooded
or sunken so thata shelf extends seaward from all of them to
a varying degree in all directions towards the ocean. They are
notably wide off the southeastern coast ot South America
and to the east of Australia. These shelves are comparatively
shallows - vis-a-vis the true oceans — but they are also clearly
defined. Upon them, and upon them alone, are to be found
what are called terrigenous deposits, namely, sediments
derived from land surfaces and washed into the sea. Beneath
the true oceans are only five kinds of silts, formed from me-
teoric material that descends from the sky, or muds derived
from the coverings of tiny single-celled animals that die in
the water above or from those of little free-swimming
shellfish. The division between terrigenous deposits and these
others marks the boundaries of the true oceans. All the rest of
the water constitutes seas, which are something quite differ-
ent. Seas are of two kinds. There are those, like the Caspian
Sea, that are entirely separated from the oceans and com-
pletely surrounded by land, but there are also others, like the
Scotia Sea - that area of water which is surrounded by the tip
of South America, the Palmer Peninsula, the South Orkneys,
and the South Shetlands - which are almost entirely sur-
rounded by water, but which nonetg:less are clearly separated
by shallows. These ‘sea-islands’ or ‘sea-countries’ often have
very distinctive climates and other environmental features,
and they are often populated by most characteristic assem-
blages of animals,

At this point we should take a look at just what is known
about the bottom of the aqueous world. For this we refer you
to three maps prepared for and published by the National
Geographic Society.?® Comparing these marvelous maps
with the best produced up till a decade ago, one realizes with
a considerable jolt just what incredible strides have been
made in this field of exploration. Further, quite apart from
the now somewhat precise and detailed depiction of the
terragraphy - i.e., surface conformation of the bottom of the
hydrosphere as well as that of the lithosphere under the
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atmosphere — this new mapping shows up just how the
continental rafts may have drifted apart. The old bugbear
connected with the idea of continental drift was that, if the
continents were once all one (or two) and then split and
started to drift apart, how come the bottoms of the oceans
(not seas, please note) to be paved with immensely deep
deposits of ooze and other sediments that must manifestly
have taken hundreds of millions of years to accumulate? The
answer to this conundrum is now apparent in that the initial
cracks in the ancient supercontinent(s) were along lines of
subcrustal volcanic activity and that it was an upwelling
of material through these that was the cause of pushing the
continents apart. Indeed, this took almost incomprehensible
time to achieve, but as it did so, suboceanic sediments began
and then continued to be deposited. Proof of this is that these
sediments are deepest in the middle of the great troughs
and thinnest or shallowest at their edges, just off the con-
tinental shelves and also on either side of those original rifts
which now form vast mountain chains wandering all over
the earth down the middles of the oceans. Just take a look
at those maps. The average depth of the oceans and seas,
which cover almost three-quarters of this planet’s surface,
is over two miles. The surface area of the earth is 196,940,400
square miles. If we add the area of rivers, lakes, and ponds to
that of the seas and oceans we come so near to a full three-
quarters of this* that we may adopt the figure 140,638,654 as
the total for the water surface, but we may likewise reduce the

*The total area of the earth is 196,940,400 square miles.**® Of this,
itis usually said that 28 per cent is ‘land’ and 72 per cent water. The
only atlas we have found that gives figures lists the ‘total land area of
the earth, including inland water but excluding Antarctica’ as 52,125,000
square miles.* Adding Antarctica (5,100,000), the fotal is 57,225,000,
Then, subtracting the area of the 34 largest lakes and inland seas (?8?,755
square miles) and a rather arbitrary figure for the 95 “principal’ rivers,
ascertained by multiplying their combined length by 1 (mile in width)
to get a figure (139,499 square miles), the ‘land’ surface of the earth
measures 56,301,746 square miles. This yields the percentages listed
above, 28 per cent land and 72 per cent water. But this ignores all other

rivers, creeks, lakes, ponds, swamps and marshes, ca.nalslz, rlese_rvoirs,
etc. that pepper the landscape. A very small map of Brazil, indicating
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average depth to, let us say for convenience, a round two
miles. This gives us roughly twice the area covered by water
as the cubic volume of the hydrosphere, namely 281,277,308
(or say 280 million) cubic miles.

Turning then to the remaining quarter of our planet’s sur-
face, which is what is euphemistically called ‘dry land’ - i.e.,
the surface of the lithosphere under air or the atmosphere —
we find that it comprises about 60 million (actually 57,225,000)
square miles. Things that live in air (which of course includes
all of those which live in holes in the ground) do not go down
even in exceptional circumstances more than an average of a
hundred feet and, although some birds and insects can fly up
to some 30,000 feet above sea level, no living things are
known to exist perpetually in the air. Nevertheless, we may
say that we aerial creatures have a layer of some 30,000 feet
(or 534 miles) thick in which to move about, over land. This
gives us a volume of some 330 million cubic miles. This is
slightly more space than the intraaquatic types have to
operate in; and we must note first that we can “‘make use of”
the air space over water surfaces also, which is to say the
whole atmosphere or (at 5} miles in depth) 1,083,172,200
cubic miles. Nevertheless, whereas subaquatic entities could
use all of their environment right up to its very precise and
definite top, we aerial creatures are actually much more con-
fined. Apart from some birds, we oﬁérate in the air only over
land, and very few flying animals ever go more than a few
hundred feet up. If we give airborne, terrestrially based
animals an envelope of atmosphere even a mile thick to
operate in over land, we find that our total work space is only
this 50 million cubic miles, and this gives the water babies a
five-to-one advantage over us in living space. With this in
mind, let us indulge in some speculation.

only the largest natural features, shows 52 rivers; and a listing of natural
features in another atlas reveals the following counts for rivers, lakes,
creeks, canals, etc.: Alaska, 78: Arizona, 52; Colorado, 113; Florida,
108.*** And these are only those that have definite names and are large
enough to be included on maps that measure approximately 8 x 10
inches! '
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the constitution of sea water at that — in order to survive in
this environment.

Now, we presume that we are the only form of what we call
‘intelligent’ life on this planet, and since we live in the atmos-
phere, we assume that being the only form of intelligent life,
no other such intelligence could evolve or exist in water. This
notion has, however, been considerably shaken recently by
the investigation of the mental abilities of the cetaceans
(porpoises, dolphins, and whales), but panic has been held to
a minimum by the observation that these fine creatures don’t
have hands and that ‘intelligence,’ as we think of it, is founded
on technology, which in turn calls for the employment of
what we call heat in order to invent and carry on metal-
Jurgical procedures. However, we can weld metal under
water and we can mix concrete that sets under water, so it
would seem that a technological civilization is not impossible
~ in a liquid, and especially in such a delightfully inert one as
water.

The problem we therefore have to face is: Could there have
evolved a technological civilization, or a type of civilization
such as we imply by that term, underwater ? I am afraid I have
to say that, first, there is no logical reason for stating that
there could not be; and, on maturer consideration, and pro-
vided you are prepared to discard all your preconceptions,
there would seem to be not a little evidence that there is such,
and that it has been down there for a very long time indeed.

There is one alternative or corollary that we must not over-
look. This may be either a little harder or easier to accept, ac-
cording to which way you look at the problem. Once again,
in the famous words of Gordon Creighton, ‘Bearing in mind
that these things don’t exist,” and making every allowance
for your natural conviction that they could not, may I ask
you for a moment to consider just what the alternatives
would be if they do exist ? There are only two: namely (1) they
are indigenous to our planet, or (2) they originally came here
from outside (off) this earth, and/or come and go from here
to there and vice versa.

The latter runs us into the blurry field of ufology —i.e., that
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of so-called ‘Unidentified Flying Objects,” which includes the
even more damnable ‘flying saucers,” ‘teapots,” ‘corncobs,’
and what-have-you. This is a department that we would truly
have liked to avoid; but, as you may have noticed in the pre-
vious chapters, we have been forced into it time and time
again. After all, Dr Villela’s item that burst up out of the
Antarctic ice was manifestly at least an incipient UFO, and
all those things that we have seen went into oceans, seas, lakes,
and rivers from the skies above must have been of a like ilk.

Accepting next, therefore, that at least some of the under-
water babies can behave as UFOs, must we suppose that they
all are? Also, must we accept that they initially came here
from outside and took up residence here and that they prefer
now (or always have preferred) to operate in water and from
underwater just because they demonstrate aerial and ap-
parently space flight? Personally [ think this is putting the
cart before the horse — or should I say the blade on the back
of the dozer. If a superior technological type of intelligent
civilization(s) developed on this planet under water, they
would very likely have gotten much farther ahead than we
have, having had several millions, and possibily up to a bil-
lion years’ headstart on us, life as we know it having started
in the sea. Life by its very nature implies variation and thus
evolution, so it must forever ‘progress’ to ever greater com-
plexity and sooner or later one or another form of such life
would seem inevitably to reach a point where it desires to
control its environment — just as we higher primates did when
we moved from a sort of higher ape type to what we call a
human one.

Control of or making changes in the environment by taking
thought upon the matter need not at first mean more than
developing simple tools. From this it should logically pro-
ceed to such interference with said environment as the clear-
ing of vegetation for agriculture. Eventually the superiority
of metals over stones for the fabrication of tools must almost
inevitably be discovered, and when metallurgy gets started,
come power sources — steam first, and then proliferation
until the electrical basis of existence is stumbled upon. From
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there were for convenience and in their absence (which means
about 95 per cent of the earth’s surface) began buildingdomes
and other structures on the surface to protect ourselves from
the elements. Next, some bright lad invented the ladder and
people started building upward to save space and digging.
This phase lasted a long time, but eventually some even
brighter boy invented a thing called a ‘lift.” This made it
possible to go farther up, somewhat faster, and considerably
more easily than walking up stairs. These devices worked on
the principle of counter-gravity (i.e., weights) or hydraulic
principles. Finally some supergenius applied electrical
power to an invention called an elevator and we really went
up. From the point of view of what is euphemistically called
‘real’ estate, this is a perfectly splendid idea, but it is abso-
lutely asinine from every other.

We may well envisage some hardworking and industrious
types evolved on the bottom of the hydrosphere going through
all these primitive and then complicated maneuvers, but they
would very probably eventually come to the conclusion -
just as certain of our more enlightened engineers and archi-
tects are now coming to it — that they had got the whole
procedure upside-down. Instead of going up into the living
medium and encountering vile currents (winds), changes of
temperature, mechanical dangers from earthquakes, chemi-
cal rot from aerial (aqueous) pollutants, they would - if they
had a grain of real sense — drop the whole exercise and start
digging down. There is already one fairsized corporation,
New York Underground Facilities, Inc., that has burrowed
into a mountain near Rosendale, New York, and ensconced
therein not only its executive offices but one of its officers
and his family. Two other firms also have offices there, and
housing is planned for hundreds or even thousands of people.
There are parking lots, fresh clean air, and even green plants
to enliven the scene.?® This points the way that we are going
to go, despite the inborn claustrophobia of most of us.

It is my contention that any subaqueous entities with
intelligence would long ago have cottoned on to this simple
and practical procedure. Further, they would not dig down
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into the deep accumulations of silt, mud, and other semi-
viscous deposits on the bottoms of the great deeps of the
oceans but would drill into the comparatively firm surfaces
of the continental shelves or into the sides of the great sub-
oceanic mountain ranges. After all, if you have been evolved
in a liquid medium and use it, as we do a gas (air), why not
go below ? This would not imply some ‘terror’ of being dis-
covered by miserable and primitive subaerial creatures like
us, but would simply be for convenience and on practical
grounds. That it might make it more difficult for the likes of
us to discover them would never occur to such advanced
entities. What the heck if ants do discover our houses? (Of
course, if termites do, we have to do something about them!)

It has been said that in normal conditions our astronauts
have not been able to detect anything, even lights, that might
indicate the presence of sentient life on this planet from only a
comparatively short distance up. The only indications of
what we might call ‘intelligent’ activity that are large enough
to be observed in the daylight zone were the long and some-
what wide logging trails cut straight through the Canadian
taiga forest. This, moreover, is using the best photographic

and visual aids that we have, which, be it noted, were invented

and developed in air, and were specifically designed for long-
distance inspection through our atmosphere - not through
water or any other liquid. Just what and how much do we
know about the bottom of the oceans or even the seas?
Then also, what in the name of all that is believed, does any-
body know of what is at the bottom of any of the great tropi-
cal rivers, or even our own temperate and subpolar rivers that
are deep and turbid ? Nothing. I spent many years collecting
animals in Africa, the Orient, and South America, and a good
part of our time was devoted to fishing, netting, and dredging
in such large rivers. Many of the things we brought up had
previously been quite unknown often even to the local people.
For instance, a sting ray over six feet in width and of similar
length with a five-foot tail turned up in a river that had been
inhabited by intelligent African people born and bred to
water for centuries and on the banks of which white settle-
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