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From the President
Alternative medicine and quackery
In this issue, we publish a number of articles on
alternative health practices and quackery. These issues of
health must be of fundamental concern to all sceptics.
A common cry among alternative practitioners is that
orthodox medicine treats only the symptom and not the
"whole" patient. This dubious claim may contain some
small grain of truth, in that surveys have shown that, on
average, the alternative practitioner spends more time with
each patient than does the scientifically trained medical
practitioner. The placebo effect gained by telling ones
troubles to a sympathetic listener should be familiar to all.
Perhaps the "bedside manner'' is a neglected subject in
our medical schools. But it should not hide the fact that,
while a sympathetic ear may be a useful tool for a doctor, its
curative value is limited.
We must be careful, in any consideration of
alternative practices, not to dismiss their claims out of
hand. Some such practices have been proven to have
some beneficial effects. Hypnosis and acupuncture are
among these, although the benefits have often fallen far
short of the wildly exaggerated claims made for them by
proponents whose concept of evidence owes nothing to
science .
Against these, we should consider those practices
for which the evidence is vanishingly small. Crystal
healing, psychic surgery, faith healing, iridology,
reflexology and hundreds of other such practices owe far
more to wishful thinking than to any scientific view of the

human condition. Studies of these practices have shown
them to be at best useless and at worst dangerous.
Largely, the danger lies in the unquestioning acceptance
of the efficacy of the "treatment" and the consequent
neglect of proper medical treatment. In other cases, the
treatments themselves are inherently harmful, as
evidenced by the massive overdoses of some vitamins
advocated by some practitioners.
There are, tragically, many documented cases of
people dying from treatable conditions after receiving the
ministrations of alternative practitioners. It will, of course,
be argued that there are also many documented cases of
people dying after treatment by orthodox practitioners.
The difference lies in the fact that, in the latter cases, the
causes may have been negligence or that medical
science, in common with all other areas of human
knowledge, is imperfect. In the former cases, the deaths
all too frequently follow the "correct" application of
"treatments" that have no scientific foundation and are
demonstrably not effective.
As is the case with many other areas of the
paranormal or pseudoscience, it is the role of the sceptic to
demand of the alternative practitioner, loudly and
frequently, "Where is your evidence?"
Alternatives
without evidence are no alternatives at all.

- Barry Williams
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1988: the Year
of Living
Credulously?
It's one thing for the .ordinary cttizens
of this world to believe in astrology ,
but when influential world leaders
start espousing suspect theories one
is justified in becoming more than a
little concerned.
In 1940, Henry A Wallace of the US
Democratic National Committee had
been lightly vilified in the press for an
interest in the possible effects of the
moons and planets on the weather.
He responded to "Time" magazine
with "I have argued that a belief in
astrology as a guide to life would lead
to a fatalism that might cause many
individuals to accept hard times as the
foreordination of the stars, instead of
struggling to master their fates ."
Almost 50 years later, we now have
the admission that another US
politician, one Ronald Reagan (or at
least his wife, which is much the same
thing) is influenced by the prognostications of a "court astrologer".
The thought of perhaps the most
powerful person in the world, who not
only accepts certain fundamental
religious beliefs but is also under the
sway of the stars, taking us into a
period of detente and the razor's
edge of nuclear disarmament is
enough to worry even the least
sceptical among us.
But that's not the end of it.
The Reagan (or Regan) revelations
brought forth a whole host of "closet
credulites" going public.
An article in the Sydney Morning
Herald revealed that one Liberal backbencher consulted an astrologer to
try to find out why he didn't make the
front seats. We could suggest a
good reason.
Further revelations in the NSW parliament involved Democrat Richard
Jones, who admitted to a newspaper
that "I live in the New Age" which
includes having "a huge 400mm
crystal in my office to radiate positive
energy through Parliament House".
Of course such discernment is not
restricted to the US and Australia.

On the other side of the political coin,
it was revealed that the Russians are
not unprone to such beliefs.
It was suggested that Mr Brezhnev
(now of course in the bad books in
the USSR) regularly called a licensed
psychic healer named Dzhuna Davitashvili to his bedside during his latter
days. Dzhuna's "Hippocratic oath"
forbids her from confirming the
reports.
Swapping astrology stories over the
dinner table, store-front palm readers
and mystical herb merchants are
apparently prevalent in Moscow.
It's refreshing to add that Raisa
Gorbachev said she had no interest in
astrology, saying "I believe in practice
and in practical things". Astrology is
also described in the official Russian
encyclopedia as "a false science".
This didn't stop hundreds or thousands of Californians panicking when
they thought Nostradamus had predicted the demise of their state on
May 8. Psychics, channelers, astrologers and other assorted seers got
together to predict the demise of the
Silly State, but unfortunately they
were wrong, but that probably won't
stop them fleecing the sheep.
Despite all this silliness, perhaps the
most worrying revelations in this year
of revelations are those concerning
the Pentagon. In what some have
termed the SDI (Spiritual Defence
Initiative), a cadre of meditating miltitarists is concentrating its "divine light
radiation" to create an impenetrable
shield of peace, making the Pentagon and in fact all military bases
radiate to the vibrations of peace.
When asked why the tension in
Central America had built up, despite
the best efforts of the Pentagon
Meditation Club, a spokesman explained that the peace shield was
particularly weak in that part of the
world right now.
There will probably me more
revelations as the year draws to a
close, which would not normally surprise a sceptic were it not for the
position of those the admissions
concern. If one ever needed more
reasons why there should be bodies
like the Australian Skeptics, one
need only look at the headlines.
-TM
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News Report: Fourth Skeptics Convention
The Fourth Annual Skeptics
Convention was held in Sydney over
the
Easter
weekend,
with
approximately 240 people attending
over the two days to hear a range of
talks on sceptical topics, including indepth
sessions
on
alternative
medicine, New Age phenomena and
psychic techniques, and a debate
between New Age practitioners and
two Skeptics.
Barry Williams, president of
Australian Skeptics, set the ball in
motion by announcing the winners of
the annual Bent Spoon award for the
most outrageous paranormal act of
the year (and surely the least sought
after award in the world), and the
$1000 Skeptical Journalism Award for
the best reporting of a paranornmal
topic.
Winner of the Bent Spoon was
Anne Dankbaar, the self-professed
clairvoyant from Adelaide who
claimed to have discovered the
whereabouts of the Colossus of
Rhodes, with little success. Runnerup in this category, and winner of a
dishonourable mention, was the
Australian Physicist magazine for
publishing an article early in the year
on the special and apparently magical
powers of Tarot cards.
The more positive Journalism
Award went to John Millard and
Michael
Dawes,
reporter
and
researcher respectively for the ABCTV program "The Investigators", for a
scathing report on a supposed fuel
polariser which it was claimed would
improve a car's fuel use performance.
Exhaustive tests both on the road
and on a test bed proved otherwise .
Runner-up in this category was a
"Willesee" program on a New Zealand
colour therapist.
Skeptlcal Views

The opening ceremonies were
followed by a series of short talks
giving the Skeptical view on a wide
range of topics.
William Grey, then president of
Canberra Skeptics, delivered the
results of the first national survey of

belief in some areas of the paranormal
(covered elsewhere in this issue) . Ian
Bryce of Sydney and James Gerrand
of Melbourne reported on the
Skeptics· challenge to psychics ,
which has a $20,000 prize for anyone
who can prove a paranormal or
psychic ability under strict scientific
conditions . In all the approaches
Skeptics have received in the past
(there have been 14 since mid-1985)
and tests carried out, there have
been none which have proved a
paranormal ability.
Prof Ian Plimer of Newcastle
University described his clashes with
creationists, stating that he thought
them "evil" and ''fraudulent" rather
than "deluded", using fabrication and
misrepresentation of evidence to
prove their case.
He was also
disturbed
that
scientists
with
reputable qualifications could be
hypocritic about their professional
standing
versus their creationist
beliefs, depending on the medium in
which they are working - publishing
some results in the scientific literature
and completely opposite results in
creationist literature. He said you
cannot argue science with such
people, as they have no regard for
truth or logic - the only avenue open
is "a good old fashioned kneecapping". Prof Plimer was involved in
a particularly lively debate with US
creationist Dr Duane Gish shortly
before the convention, and this is
reported elsewhere in this issue.
Dr Mel Dickson of Sydney
discussed the nature and history of
UFO sightings, including so-called
abduction stories (in which the
abductees are not the only humans
"taken for a ride") and the interesting
notion that extraterrestrials are
inordinately fond of, as Dr Dickson
called it, "the naughty bits" . Of great
interest were the figures which came
out of the US Air Force's Project
Bluebook
of 887
sightings
investigated between 1950 and
1965, 245 were identified as
astronomical events , 210 were
conventional aircraft, 152 were

satellites, 126 were hoaxes or
imagination, 85 were sightings which
were not supported by sufficient data
to be able to give any real conclusion,
36 were weather balloons, 17 were
still being processed, and 16 were
actually unidentified. Most of this last
group were bright lights, although
some were supposedly shiny objects
and some were associated with radar
reflections, ground imprints, etc. But
there is still not one piece of hard
physical evidence of intelligent
extraterrestrial origin. This leaves us
with two real mysteries - what is the
cause of bright lights in the sky which
we are unable to identify, and what is
the reason for people to prefer a lie or
a false explanation in preference to
an admission of ignorance. To the
first, he suggested that there
probably is some natural explanation
which we at present are unable to
qualify, with any other sightings being
put down to "noise" (5% of
experimental results being "noise" or
random and meaningless · results is
acceptable in a working scientific
experiment and should be equally so
in UFO events) . To the second, it
seems that exotic lies are more
amusing than mundane explanations.
As well, there are those who cannot
cope with the concept of the lack of
an
explanation,
preferring any
explanation, no matter how ludicrous.
Tim Mendham described the
particulars of the Nullarbor UFO
sighting, which was recounted in
detail in the previous issue of The
Skeptic. As discussed by Dr Dickson,
the only explanation one can fairly
come to at this stage is that there is
no
firm
explanation
possible,
presuming that the family involved
(and possibly other witnesses) are
not involved in a conscious or
unconscious fraud. A member of the
audience
involved
with
UFO
investigation suggested that there
was further information coming to
light which would add to the story, but
did not elaborate as to what this might
be . At time of publication nothing
further had been released which
Continued page 7
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"Egypt Live"

a dead loss
Those with an interest in Ancient
Egypt would have been agog with
excitement at the publicity preceding
the recent television extravaganza
"Mysteries of the Pyramids 'Live"' on
the 7 Network.
The program, which was not 'Live'
at all , but which was in fact a 'delayed
telecast' , was hosted by the Egyptian
actor, Omar Sharif, whose knowledge
of his country's history seemed to
approximate that of most Australians
of theirs .
What attracted this sceptical
critique was not the fact that the show
was awful, which it was , but then so is
a lot of TV, but its total inability to
distinguish between archaeological
speculation and pseudo-scientific
drivel.
Two rather embarassed looking

archaeologists were on hand to give
their opinions on some of the recent
discoveries at Giza, which included a
newly discovered tunnel under the
Sphinx.
This was interesting,
although the tunnel itself could have
been a Coober Pedy opal mine for all
the visual impact it had during "the
first ever entry by a television camera"
as Omar breathlessly described it.
The real scepticism was generated by
the
inate
politeness
of
the
archaeologists, preventing them from
responding
to
Omar's
awed
statements about Tutankhamen's
Curse and the mysterious powers of
pyramids with the obvious response
that he was talking through his fez .
This program, which must have
cost a fortune to broadcast live, and
which ran for two hours, contributed
about ten minutes worth of facts to
the sum of human knowledge . It
contrasted very badly with the series
"Ancient Lives" broadcast on ABCTV last year.
- BW
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Sydney Morning Herald
Northern Herald (Sydney)
2HD (Bill Barrington)

Creationism

Psychics & police
2CA (Julie Brodsky)*
$20,000 challenge
Daily News (Perth)
UFOs
Sunday Mail (Brisbane)

Courier-Mail (Brisbane)
7.30 Report (ABQ-2)

Water divining

Mlracles

Skeptlcs general

SBS-TV

New Age
Sydney Morning Herald
Manly Daily

Predictions
Canberra Times

Psychics
West Australian (Perth)

A Current Affair (Ch9)
Bribie Times (Bribie Is)

Blah Blah Blah (Ch2)
2UE (Phillip Adams)
2RRR-FM (Andrew West)
3MA (Voice of Youth)
Sunday Times (Perth)
The Tribune
The Bulletin
ABC Regional Radio (SA)
2NC
Newcastle Herald
Portfolio
* also convention

Skeptical news
One of the reasons for the later than
normal appearance of this issue of The
Skeptic is that we have recently carried
out a subscription renewal drive. As a
result of this, we can happily announce
that , as of June 16, the Australian
Skeptics has reached record subscription
numbers, easily passing last year's total of
629. By the time you read this, it is quite
possible that subscription numbers would
have reached 700. We hope that the
numbers will continue to grow (as indeed
they have every year since the inception
of the Skeptics) and welcome assistance
from our readers in keeping the sceptical
view known .

A new regional group of Australian
Skeptics has been formed on the NSW
Central Coast, to be called the Newcastle
Skeptics. Anyone interested in taking
part in activities in that area should contact
Prof Colin Keay, Oept of Physics,
University of Newcastle 2308.

The address for the Canberra Skeptics
has changed to PO Box 555, Civic
Square 2608.
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would cause a re-evaluation of the
case.
Barry Williams then discussed
various aspects of astrology ("an
ancient, widespread and totally false
system of beliefs"), including the
"new science" of homeoroidology
whereby astrologers must take into
account the influence not just of
planets, but also of moons, asteroids
and even artificial satellites (see article
this issue by Sir Jim R. Wallaby) .
However, in both theory and practice
astrology does not work, as scientific
tests, even those organised with the
assistance of astrologers, have
shown.
As
background
to
the
announcement of the Bent Spoon
Award, Peter Woolcock, chairman of
the South Australian Skeptics, gave a
history of Mrs Dankbaar's claims, the
search for the Colossus, and the
eventual debunking of her case. He
suggested various ways she could
have known details of Rhodes and
the Colossus, as in fact some of her
descriptions of the lost statue were
highly indicative of various wellknown depictions from the more
recent past. Her failure was explained
by
sympathisers
as
"psychic
dyslexia",
while
Dr
Woolcock
preferred "psychic distrophy".
Finally for the first day, Tim
Mendham discussed the evidence
(or lack thereof) for unknown
creatures such as the Loch Ness
monster, the Yowie, Bigfoot, etc.
This lead to a discussion of the null
hypothesis, which will be the subject
of an article in a future issue, but
which briefly is the concept that
whereas sceptics start with a belief
that paranormal events are unlikely to
occur (the sceptic's null hypothesis or
starting point) and wait for evidence
to prove otherwise, believers have a
null hypothesis that paranormal
events are true,
and require
debunking
for them
to
think
otherwise. This leaves believers in
the invidious position of having to
incorporate all claims into their belief
system, until proved otherwise.
Therefore they have to go through
gyrations of logic to mould totally
contradictory claims into one belief
philosophy . Eventually, this means
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John MIiiard of the Investigators accepts the Journallam Award

that belief in the paranormal is
untenable and negative, whereas
scepticism
is
positive
and
progressive.
This seemed to be a good note on
which to end the Skeptical Views,
and adjourn for dinner.
As they have many times in the
past, Skeptical magicians Steve
Walker,
Peter
Rodgers,
Kent
Blackmore and Dave Kaplan, and this
time last minute ring-in but highly
appreciated juggler Tim Hyde, did a
marvellous job of entertaining the
dinner guests.

New Age phenomena
The second day began with the
first of four in-depth sessions on a
number of fields.
This session
concerned the so-called New Age
and a number of specific activities
associated with it.
As Peter Vels described it, the
New
Age
is
a
"collective
consciousness hoping for a rosy
future", incorporating many diverse
activities, attitudes and artefacts:
meditation, crystals and crystal
healing, spiritualism and channeling,
alternative medicine, pyramids, and
many other aspects. Did the New
Age start with the Age of Aquarius,
the Harmonic Convergence, or is
much of the New Age based on old
superstitions and attitudes, and thus
not "new" at all?
This general introduction was
followed by a detailed look at the
phenomenon of "channeling" by
Harry Edwards, a member of the
national committee of Australian
Skeptics who has also in the past
managed to pass himself of as a

"channeler" with aplomb and, he
admits, very little effort or skill.
Channeling, like most aspects of the
New Age, is not new at all, but is a
carryover of such practices as
spiritualism and communication with
spirits.
Early examples include
Moses, the Oracle at Delphi, William
Miller, Charles Russell, the Fox sisters
and the seance craze of the last
century.
Channelers of today
specialise in vague predictions and
statements, using "out" statements
claiming they are not aware of what
the spirit says while the channeler is
in a trance, at the same time evading
verifiable questions from their clients.
The only criterion for becoming a
channeler is to call yourself one, get
yourself some publicity, and you're in
business.
· Mr Edwards then
described his experiences with
People magazine (see The Skeptic,
Vol 7, No 2). In summary, he said
belief in channeling could be
summed up in the words of Phineas
T. Barnum, "There is a sucker born
every minute".
Third speaker in the session was
Dr Dave Wheeler, physicist and
lecturer at the St George College of
T AFE, who discussed crystals, crystal
healing and pyramid power, which
share the common feature of claiming
to use energy and redirect it. Crystal
sets and transistors are often cited as
examples of crystal power, but are in
fact not the same thing - the
misunderstanding
lies
in
the
confusion of silicon dioxide (quartz
crystal) and silicon (transistors). The
crystal in a crystal radio (which is
gallena) does not add energy, but
acts as a filter - or rather the crystal
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junction does this. Further confusion
concerns the piezoelectric effect,
which is the production of voltage
from the application of pressure to a
crystal. However, unlike the pleasant
almost seductive pressure applied to
crystals by New Agers, to create
voltage by the piezoelectric effect
requires
massive
and
rapid
application of pressure , far too fast
and too hard for the average New
Ager to apply. Pyramid power is
equally fraught with inconsistencies;
some claim that pyramids produce
preservative powers, while others
that they produce deteriorating
prowess . For instance, razor blades
are sharpened (ie material is
supposedly added to the surface)
while fruit is preserved (resistance to
outside
additions).
Authentic
scientific tests of the power of
pyramids have failed to come up with
any substantiating evidence to
support any such power.
Altematlve medicine

The second in-depth session
concerned alternative medicine and
quackery. The papers delivered in
this session are reprinted in the
special feature in this issue on the
subject of alternative medicine.
However, briefly, the points made
were
that
alternative
medical
practices,
such
as
iridology,
homeopathy, acupuncture, naturopathy, etc,
are largely or totally
without substantiating trial evidence
or published test results. This is
compounded by a reluctance of
practitioners to take responsibility for
their actions, and a reliance in many
cases on technical-sounding jargon
to add a patina of respectability .
Overall the message for those
considering utilising the services of
alternative medicine practitioners is
"Caveat emptor" - let the buyer
beware .

Psychic techniques
The
third
in-depth
session
concerned psychic techniques, as
demonstrated by magicians.
The
same five magicians who so well
entertained the audience at the
Skeptics Dinner of the previous night
took a more serious stance when

approaching the subject of psychic
techniques.
Magicians are loathe to (or more
precisely, sworn not to) reveal their
magical techniques, so while some of
the techniques used by psychics
remained mysterious, they were more
than adequately reproduced by
magicians who claim no psychic
powers (and who know full well how
they have performed their tricks).
These tricks included mindreading in various situations, sleight
of hand, psychokinesis and spirit or
poltergeist activity.

Debate
The
final
session
of
the
convention was a debate between
two Skeptics and two representatives
of the New Age, on the subject "That
the New Age is old superstition
clothed in modern jargon".
The
speakers for the government or
affirmative side were Harry Edwards
and Tim Mendham, and for the
opposition or negative side were
John Esam, editor of "New Age
News",
and
Peter
Bruce, a
psychoanalyst
and
lecturer
in
bioenergetics.
Mr Edwards confined himself to a
description of a number of specific
fields that are normally considered
part of the New Age - astrology,
channeling, UFOs, faith healing,
crystal power and divination.
He
concentrated
on
the
historical
antecedents of these New Age
activities, and their validity or lack
thereof.
The belief in these
phenomena is fostered by a desire to
explain the apparently inexplicable, a
response to fear of death, a
bolstering of wavering belief systems,
the need for simple answers or "a
short cut to happiness", and an
abrogation of personal responsibility.
"The so-called New Age is the
province of the irrational, the
credulous, the ignorant, the gullible,
the incompetent and vulnerable, and
whose weaknesses are exploited by
the shrewd who produce and sell
intangibles that appeal as a panacea
for the superstitious, greedy and
intellectually needy."
Mr Bruce (whose style of
presentation was more akin to a

fireside chat than a formal debate - he
sat at the front of the stage without
the benefit of a microphone, making
hearing his argument difficult) began
by agreeing with Mr Edwards: "[The
New
Age
involves]
lots
of
manipulation,
lots of untrained
people, lots of a priori beliefs, lots of
bullshit on all sides of this New Age
thing
everything that Harry
presented I agree with."
He
discussed the apocalyptic notion in
millenarianism and its impact in the
approach of the year 2000, the
concept that what is superstition to
one person is a religion to another,
the psychoanalytical attitude to past
life therapy (not a physical reality but a
useful tool) . He said that the New
Age was very broad, and did extend
from the ludicrous to very simple
representations of psychotherapy,
but it existed as more than the
examples given by Mr Edwards.
The floor was then open to
questions and comments, most of
which revolved around trying to
understand what Mr Bruce was talking
about, as he did not seem to be very
clear as to what the New Age was.
They were generally suprised that he
was in agreement with Mr Edwards.
Mr Esam followed, and suggested
that "this is not a debate - the sides
are not even in the same room". He
said a linear or oppositionary
approach was not appropriate, but
rather if the two opposite ends of the
line were joined, forming a circle, then
the opposing arguments were shown
to be back to back, making Mr
Edwards' argument that of a
superstitious sceptic.
He said the New Age was "not
UFOs,
not
hypnotherapy,
not
pyramids, it's none of those things;
those are simply ways of making
money sometimes, they're simply
people who have seen and felt
something that is the truth [and are]
trying to put it into words" . There is a
problem of trying to communicate
these sensations which the New Age
is trying to overcome.
He also
discussed the "crisis" we are facing in
knowing whom we can trust - "you
can't trust politicians ... intellectuals ...
many people have reached the stage
where
they
can't
even trust
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themselves . The New Age is both a
response to this crisis and a transition
beyond it." Most importantly, the
New Age was about "consciously cooperating with the evolutionary
process" .
Among all this, he talked about
waves and circles drawn in the air
(both of which parts of his argument
ended where they were drawn,
inconclusively), and the difference
between
psychostatic
(nonchanging)
and
psychokinetic
(changing) character types - the New
Age is made up of the latter. The
mechanistic aspects of the New Age
were there to assist people in their
transformation towards co-operating
with evolution - we had only
discovered these facilities in the last
thirty years. He stressed overall that a
holistic approach to the earth was vital
for our future well-being.
The author of this review was the
last speaker, and he admitted then
(as he admits now after relistening to
recordings of the debate) that he was
confused - little of substance was said
that he could comment on, which is
normally the role of the final speaker.
However, those things that were said
were disturbing - an attitude of crisis,
change, and insecurity, matched to a
of
naive,
innocent
philosophy
"niceness", which was admirable as
an attitude but fairly useless as a way
of day-to-day life.
The fact that Mr Esam had virtually
written off the mechanistic details as
not the prime concern of the New
Age, which was more concerned with
a philosophy, is denied by his own
magazine, which features front page
stories on channeling and the other
aspects dealt with by Mr Edwards.
Overall, there seemed to be a
confusion among the New Age
proponents as to what the New Age
was; there was an emphasis on fear,
doubt and crisis; there was also a
reliance on a simplistic philosophy
which had been tried and failed many
times in the past; and there was a
reliance
on
terminology
which
sounded superficially impressive but
which was, in fact, impressively
superficial.
In response to a question after the
debate on how a New Ager is to
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A bevy of sceptical magicians doing strange things with cutlery

discriminate between true and false
beliefs, Mr Esam said "Nothing is true
and nothing is false; it simply is. We
can forget about truth and falsehood
because only then we might be able
to get somewhere .... The New Age
tries to avoid taking set positions
which are in opposition to each
other."
In summary, there was a general
view that the pro-New Age argument
was blurred
and
meaningless,
confused and contradictory, and as
an exposition of the benefits of
adhering to a New Age philosophy
was a major disappointment. Perhaps
to compensate for that, it is intended
that the next issue of The Skeptic will

feature a number of pieces on the
New Age.
The convention was considered
successful, with many interesting and
informative papers delivered and
some very lively and useful debates;
even the last session allowed the
audience
to
gain
a
better
understanding of the sort of person
who follows New Age philosophy, if
not an understanding of what that
philosophy is.
The next convention will most
likely be held in Canberra on Saturday
and Sunday of the Easter weekend,
1989. We look forward to seeing you
there.
-TM

Natlonal committee member Peter Vels looks very sceptical at Don Laycock'•
exposition of Tarot cards. However ·both look resplendent In Skeptlcs T- Shirts
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News Report:

Gish/Plimer Debate

The visit to Australia of Dr Duane
T. Gish, doyen of creationists and
director ·of the US Institute of Creation
Research, featured a number of
lectures to church groups and
of
opponents
with
debates
creationism, including members of
Australian Skeptics, in various capital
cities.
Of these debates, one in particular
stands out, not just because it was
briefly featured on a recent edition of
the ABC-TV program "Quantum", but
because Dr Gish has described it as
one of the most disgusting events in
which he has ever been involved and
is the subject of a possible legal
action.
At the behest of a religious group
called the Evangelical Apologetic
Society, Australian Skeptics put
forward a speaker to debate with Dr
Gish on the subject "Creationism or
Evolution - which is the pseudoscience?" . Dr Ian Plimer, professor of
University of
geology at the
Newcastle came accompanied by a
university camera crew, creating, with
the Quantum crew and that of the
creationists, an electric atmosphere
for what proved to be a very lively
evening.
A coin was tossed and Dr Gish
spoke first; the two speakers were to
put their case for 50 minutes,
followed by a break and a further 15
minutes each, followed by a five
minute summary. Questions were
then to be allowed from the
audience. The whole evening was to
last aboutthree hours.

The case for creation
Dr Gish opened by saying he
would not discuss the age of the
Earth or any Biblical interpretations,
much to the disappointment of the
decidedly outnumbered sceptical
He
members of the audience.
concentrated his argument largely on
the second law of thermodynamics,
which states that closed systems
always move in the direction of
increasing disorder, or entropy. He
said evolution would suggest that the
universe was becoming more orderly ,

whereas the creationist model was
consistent with the second law by
being first created and thereafter
sliding towards disorder.
If there is no God, then the
universe must inexorably slide
towards a completely dead, cold
state, as stars burn out. Then, going
back in time, how was it created in the
first place? The chances of formation
of proteins such as RNA (124 amino
acids) and haemoglobin (287 amino
acids) at random are astronomically
small (in fact, far smaller even than the

"one of the most
disgusting events
in which he has
ever been
involved"
figures he gave, but the chance of
formation at random is the chance of
creation occurring, not of the
formation of small parts of these
molecules which then evolve to the
complete final structures by a series
of less astronomical chances).
The fossil record, according to
creationists, should show all "kinds"
of animals right from the start, but
according to evolutionists should
show a gradation of transitional forms
which have not been observed. The
fossil record must have been formed
by a catastrophic event. It contains
trilobites,
sponges,
jellyfish,
ammonites, etc from an early age and
these were said to be "highly
complex" forms of life, which were
created complete and whole from
nothing. There were no transitional
forms between the invertebrates and
the vertebrates such as fish.
The famous skeletal remains
named Lucy, which according to
evolutionists were of an ape which
walked upright, were not ancestors to
humans and maybe never walked
upright anyway. Piltdown Man, once
widely believed to be a genuine find
of an early transitional form, turned

out to be a crude forgery. Nebraska
Man, thought to be another early
hominid (he showed an artist's
impression), was built up entirely from
the evidence of a single tooth, later
found to be that of a pig. Neanderthal
Man was very like us today - he
showed another picture of a nicelooking Neanderthal Man and said if
he was given a shave and bath, he
would look very like Homo Sapiens.
Evolutionists were in turmoil , he
suggested, and there appeared to be
no clear idea of the mechanism for
Darwinism was coming
evolution;
under increasing attack. He quoted
from "Evolution in Crisis" by Dr
Michael Denton - who was not a
Christian or a creationist - which
criticised Darwinism on scientific
grounds.
Concluding, Dr Gish challenged Dr
Plimer to explain how the humble
caterpillar could evolve to a beautiful
It must have been
butterfly.
programmed to do this from the egg
stage. He invited the audience to
consider the evidence and to decide
the issue for themselves.
His style throughout was quiet and
friendly.

The evolutionist's response
Plimer started off in
Dr
thunderous style by stating that
"creation science" was a contradiction
in terms, and accused its proponents
of cheating, lieing, falsification of
data, in order to advance their
theories and line their own pockets.
For a start, the Dr Denton who wrote
the book referred to by Dr Gish had
later admitted that he had been
wrong, having been unaware of what
was in the fossil record, and had
refuted what had been published in
the book.
Examining the catastrophic events
required by creationists to support
their theory, he invited the audience
to consider the very recent date
required by creationists for the origin
of the Earth. If the Earth had really
been formed a few thousand years
ago, then there would have been
very little time for events known to
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have occurred since formation to
have taken place.
For example,
continental drift at the rate of four
kilometres per year, a catastrophic
earthquake every six minutes, and
catastrophic volcanic eruptions every
12 minutes during the whole time
since the creation. The cooling of
rock expelled from volcanoes would
keep all the oceans on Earth at
boiling point.
Considering Noah's Ark and the
Great Flood, also essential to
creationist thinking but ignored by Dr
Gish in his opening speech, Dr Plimer
wondered where the water could
have come from to cause the flood - if
it were formed from rain, the
atmosphere must have been 840
times the current atmospheric
pressure and consisted of 99.9%
water vapour and 0.02% oxygen.
Noah would have had to travel the
entire world to collect endemic
species, such as the koala found only
in Australia in both fossil and living
forms. Then when Noah had two or
more of each of the two million known
species, how did he find enough
space for them all on the Ark? What
happened when the two brontosauri
on the Ark felt the urge to copulate?
The eight humans on the Ark must
also have carried in their bodies every
disease known to affect only Man:
smallpox, polio, tapeworm, three
sorts of lice, syphilis, gonorrhoea,
etc. Then after a whole year on the
Ark, when it landed, what did the
animals eat? The carnivores would
have had to eat the herbivores, so
where do today's herbivores come
from? The flightless birds endemic to
Australia, New Zealand, Mauritius,
and South America would have had
to get to those places from Mount
Ararat in Turkey (in all cases exactly
the place where their fossil remains
were deposited during the Flood)
and the poor blind marsupial mole
would have had to get to Australia,
blind, overland, and ahead of the
Malaysian tiger, who in turn stopped
in Malaysia.
Mentioning creationist rumours of
finds of iron bolts and worked gold
chains in coal , Dr Plimer said he had
offered $20 ,000 for any example of
such artefacts genuinely embedded
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in coal; he had made this offer in the
coalfields, so there must be tens of
thousands of miners on the lookout
for such easy money. So far he
hadn't given the money away.
Commenting
on
Setterfield's
theory that the speed of light had
slowed down, caused by Man's sin,
and had stopped slowing down in
1960, Dr Plimer wondered if this
meant that there has been no sin
since 1960.
Clarifying points raised by his
opponent, he said that a chicken egg
was
a
closed
system,
but
nevertheless produces a chicken,
despite the misapplication of the
second law of thermodynamics. Dr
Gish was wrong in assuming that the
universe was in equilibrium, in which
case the second law would not apply
to it as a whole. Nebraskan Man was
certainly a stupid mistake, but the
single original article describing the
find was in the tabloid "Illustrated
London News" and not in the
scientific press.
Dr Plimer then moved on to
consider the quality and style of
publications
by
creationists.
Creationists
never
recognise
corrections published by scientists they take a figure that suits them and
stick to it, even when it is later
corrected or retracted (which would
spoil creationist ideas built upon it) .
Describing a little comic-style booklet
written by Dr Gish, he said that on
page 8 there was a barefaced lie
about pre-Cambrian fossils. Another
statement on the same page that the
Earth's crust was void of fossils was
another lie. A statement that the
fossils were all of complex forms of life
was a third lie. Turning over to page
9, there were two more lies - a total of
five lies in the space of 55 words!
Dr Plimer then described an
incident at a school in California,
producing some of the actual
documents involved.
This school
was given money to be spent on six
gifted children in its care; instead, the
teacher had ordered books from the
Institute of Creation Research, mostly
written by Dr Gish, for the whole class
of 30 twelve year old children. These
books were used in class and taught
that if you accepted the theory of

evolution, you had to deny God;
then the children were set an
examination which forced them to
choose between creationism and
atheism. The six gifted children, who
had been Christians from good
Christian families, all decided upon
atheism in these circumstances, and
were punished by being sent to the
library to rewrite their exam answers.
(Cries of "shame" from numerous
parts of the audience.) Four of the six
children r.ecanted under this stress,
but the
remaining two were
converted to atheism, directly as a
result of the applications of the
writings of Dr Gish.
Recalling a debate between Dr
Gish and a Dr Russell Doolittle on
television in July 1982, when asked
whether the chimpanzee and Man
had a common ancestor, Dr Gish had
said that bullfrogs were closer to Man
than the chimpanzee was. Upon
being challenged to produce data
supporting this view at the time, Dr
Gish had refused and said that he had
no responsibility to do sol Quoting
the Bible, Revelations 16:13, Dr
Plimer (who is a Christian) pointed at
Dr Gish and fulminated •And I saw,
issuing from ... the mouth of the false
prophet, three foul spirits like frogs".
Concluding by mentioning the
activities of the Creation Science
Foundation in Queensland, and its
loss of over $90,000 as revealed by
the Skeptics, Dr Plimer declaimed in
apocalyptic style that creationists
were guilty of creation of facts ex
nihilo , of lieing, of fabrication of data
(even publicly on TV), of acquiring
money in the name of God but using
it in the worship of Mammon, of
falsifying the truth in order to serve
Mammon, and compared Dr Gish to
Satan himself. The audience, mostly
adherents of Dr Gish and his views,
were so stunned that chaos broke
out and the meeting was with
difficulty restored to order before a 15
minute break.

Glsh's response
Dr Gish replied, following the
break, by saying that Dr Plimer had
offered no evidence in favour of
evolution. He had never been so
insulted before in over 200 debates
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of this nature. (Wild cheers broke out,
and the audience was felt to polarise
between two absolutely irreconcilable
sets of beliefs .) Dr Denton did not
deny what he had written in his book;
indeed Dr Gish had spoken with Dr
Denton earlier in the week and the
latter said that the book was too
subjective, and that if he were to
rewrite it he would take a different
approach
altogether,
and
that
evolution was possibly now a
provable
reality
given
recent
advances in technology (a strange
admission for Dr Gish to have made).
Dr Gish admitted that his own little
comic-style book (titled "Are You
Being Brainwashed?) was published
17 years ago, at which time it was not
known that pre-Cambrian fossils
existed.
(Cries
of
"Absolute
nonsense!" from some members of
the audience.)
Dr Gish also admitted that "nobody
really believed all that stuff about
Noah and the Flood" and wondered
why Dr Plimer had brought it into the
debate. He said that a chicken egg
was not a closed system, owing to the
possible influx of light, and that it
must have been fully programmed (by
God) to tum into a chicken. ("Like the
caterpillar" cried a member of the
audience.)
Dr Gish regretted the incident in
the California school and said that the
teacher should not have used that
particular book as it was intended for
teaching at a different type of school;
he should have used another similar
creationist book whose use would
have been admissable in the school
described. He did not express any
regret for the actions of the teacher or
the fate of the children or any
concern over the legality of the whole
incident.
It
was
admitted
that
the
Queensland CSF had lost over
$90,000 through an investment as
reserve funds which had been
embezzled (not by a member of the
CSF). Dr Gish's own organisation had
invested in reserve funds in the past,
and would continue to do so in the
future when it felt like so doing.
It is known that the albumin of
humans is like that of frogs, this
arising from research at UCO years

ago, where Dr Gish had heard about
it.
The lysozyme enzyme from
chickens is also like that of humans.
Noah would certainly have had
trouble going to fetch all the world's
animals to the Ark; however, the
Bible records that God had brought
the animals to the Ark for him.
Dr Gish concluded by saying that
he wanted to present and hear
reasoned, serious, scientific views,
and that Dr Plimer's scientific case
was weak.

Pllmer's response
Dr
Plimer
responded
by
brandishing Dr Gish's comic-style
booklet and saying that even if it was

"Science does not
demand that we
abandon our faith;
but creationism
demands that we
abandon science"
17 years old and Dr Gish now refuted
it, it was still being sold outside the
lecture hall.
It contained 88
statements, 87 of which were wrong
and one (that the Earth rotated) which
was right. (The audience became
increasingly rowdy.)
Reviewing the credentials and
performance of prominent creation
"scientists", Dr Plimer mentioned the
publications of a Dr Andrew Snelling,
a creationist who was publishing
papers in the scientific literature that
protozoic rocks in the Northern
Territory were 600 million years old, at
the same time as he was publishing
papers in creationist literature saying
the same rocks were only thousands
of years old. During a 4-year period,
68 leading journals received 135,000
papers on scientific work, including
18 by creationists, none of which
were accepted for publication.
It may be that evolution was "only a
theory", but then so were gravitation
and electricity, and Dr Plimer invited
Dr Gish to hold a live electric wire to

see how real these "theories" were in
practice. Dr Plimer brandished what
he said was a live wire before Dr Gish,
who refused to hold it, whereupon Dr
Plimer accused him of selecting
which theories he wanted to believe
in.
By saying that God brought the
animals to the Ark, Dr Gish was falling
back on religion where his creation
Even
"science" did not hold up.
quoting the Bible was not a way out,
as there were Biblical references to
God
creating
the
evolutionary
process, to the Earth being flat, and
to pi (re) being equal to 3.
The six children in the California
school were Christians and had been
driven to atheism directly as a result of
books which Dr Gish had written.

Summaries
Dr Gish summed up his case by
regretting the decline of the tone of
the meeting. He said we did not
know the mechanism of electricity or
of gravitation, nor of evolution which,
unlike the first two, we cannot even
observe; nobody has ever seen an
ape evolve into a man. He worked
hard for his beliefs, but the money he
made went straight into his Institute
for Creation Research.
Dr Plimer summed up by
mentioning the declaration by 72
Nobel laureates that creationism was
labelling
religion
as
science.
Creationism was an attack on science,
our culture, and our whole society.
Creation "science" was not science at
all - for example, the names of
creation scientists do not appear in
normal scientific literature. It was true
that religion and science both give us
a fuller picture of ourselves, and he
quoted Proverbs 3:13 "Happy is the
man who finds wisdom, and the man
who gets understanding".
Darwin
himself was a clergyman. Science
does not demand that we abandon
our faith;
but creationism does
demand that we abandon science.
Questions followed, including one
to Dr Gish about the distance of stars
and therefore the implications for the
age of the universe - Dr Gish replied
that though we were not debating the
age of the universe, creationists now
hold various positions and that he
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was happy to accept an "old Earth" if
that was the established case.
Other questions revolved on the
evolution of the eye, transitional
forms (whether they existed or not),
the differing theories of creation, and
the general attitude of religion to
science.
The questions became
more and more esoteric, and the
audience generally more restless.
The adjudicator summed up by
saying that, rather than a debate, the
evening was more like a presentation
by Dr Gish and a series of derogatory
replies by Dr Plimer. He would award
poor marks to both speakers, neither
of whom had properly expounded his
point of view as a science. Science
was meant to be for the bettering of
mankind; however, creation science
was not a progressive form of
science.

Conclusions
The
evening
was
very
entertaining, even if debates like this
tend to preach to the converted on
each side. Dr Gish came over as
remarkably mild and reasonable in
style, but studiously avoided any
facts which would weaken his
theories, even when he was aware
that he was not telling the whole
truth. Dr Plimer on the other hand
spoke throughout in a style which
would have done credit to any
religious fundamentalist. He did not
recite from the vast amount of
evidence which establishes evolution
as
a
scientific
theory,
but
concentrated on criticism of the
creationists' case. His accusations
were so forceful that even the
sceptics in the audience must have
squirmed.
Certain topics in the debate were
raised for no readily apparent reason,
but
study
of
the
creationist
publications will show why this is so.
Thus Dr Plimer's discussion of Noah's
Ark and the Flood and of the age of
the Earth - all uncompromisingly
described in creationist literature but
avoided during this debate by Dr
Gish, who was smoothly evasive in
avoiding discussion of embarassing
points.
Dr Gish did make some truly
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remarkable admissions with respect
to the body of beliefs held by
creationists including himself, such as
that the universe is not necessarily
very young, that belief in the Biblical
story of Noah and the Flood was
suddenly optional and uncommon,
that the fossil record really is genuine
and does not contain monkeys or
human remains at an early era, that
data written and published by him was
false and known by him to be false
but had not been corrected, that
creation research institutes can do
whatever they like with money
acquired by them, that there was a
choice of various theories of creation
inlcuding non-Christian ones. None
of these revised policies were
volunteered; they all came out under
questioning.
Disallowing
the
religious
adherence of most of the audience
for the views of the speakers (and this
excludes hardened sceptics as well
as committed creationists) what would
a neutral observer have learned from
the debate? That creationists have
only religious evidence to support
their theories, and that all facts which
appear to favour creationism are halftruths or plain lies;
whereas
evolutionists do have a theory
backed up by real facts, although few
of these were mentioned.
That
creationists believe that they are
allowed to dismiss or to falsify
embarassing data, but evolutionists
will
scrupulously consider and
investigate all data and proceed only
on the basis of certainty. The people
who were sitting in front of the main
author of this review (SR) were
creationists of a mild-mannered
nature, but said that the data
presented during the evening would
lead them to reconsider their beliefs.
Nothing was offered to persuade an
open-minded
person
to
move
towards creationism.
Finally, Dr Plimer's style of
speaking excited comments and
polarised the passions of quite a few
people. Many Skeptics have said
they were disappointed in his manner
of presentation and his handling of
the topic, preferring that he had
presented
purely the
scientific

evidence supporting evolution in a
sombre and more scientifically
Dr Plimer's
respectable manner.
response is that is precisely what
scientists have been doing for years,
with little to show for their efforts. SR
spoke with Dr Plimer's wife during the
debate, and she said that Dr Plimer
himself is a mild-mannered Christian
who felt a righteous indignation at the
deeds of the creationists, such as the
incident at the school in California,
and thus felt it his duty to accuse
rather than to promote his own
theory. He had received a death
threat from creationists, and he and
his family had been pestered by
telephone callers who threatened to
come to the lecture and throw eggs

"Science is meant
to be for the
bettering of
mankind;
however, creation
science is not a
progressive form
of science."
and fruit. Since the debate, Dr Plimer
has revealed that both he and the
University of Newcastle have been
threatened with the possibility of legal
action from Dr Gish's institute.
Dr Gish is a veteran and generally a
winner of many previous debates. He
is director of his own self-financing
institute and has two decades'
experience in propounding his
theories, and he was beloved of the
great majority of the audience. It was
certainly courageous of Dr Plimer, a
professional
academic
with
demanding duties in a field of only
peripheral relevance to the issue, to
venture into public debate with him ;
but like Daniel, he walked out alive
from the lions' den.
- Steve Roberts (Canberra
Skeptics) & TM
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EXCLUSIVE

The Carlos Hoax: a Response
JAMES RANDI
President Barry Williams has expressed a
justifiable concern about the Carlos Affair for
which I was largely responsible. Barry is mainly
concerned with the effect on those in the media
who have been supportive of the Australian
Skeptics by seeking advice and opinions on
matters involving psychic claims. He points out
that "the very TV current affairs programs that
were largely the victims of the hoax were those
programs that have, in recent times, displayed
more scepticism to paranormal claims ... ". This
is an important concern, and deserves much
consideration from me. I hope that what follows
will serve to explain my point of view and clarify
my intentions.
I certainly cannot deny my rather
extensive involvement in the Carlos Affair.
When the producers of 60 Minutes approached
me here in the USA and asked how they could
expose the channeling racket for what it was, I
advised them that since these fakes offered no
evidence that could be falsified, the only way to
handle the problem was to create a channeler
from essentially nothing, to show how easily it
could be done.
It turned out that the 60 Minutes people
had already entertained that notion, and I
proceeded to fill in the blanks for them. I
suggested that a totally inexperienced person,
one with no training as an actor or knowledge of
what is expected of a "psychic", be chosen for
the part. I decided to use Mr Jose Alvarez, an
artist friend, as the channeler. In addition, I
suggested that a thoroughly odious, repellent
manager character be created. This part was
filled by Mr Jorge Grillet, a friend of Jose who is
an independent real estate salesman.
an
objectionable
Why
have
such
character in the cast? I wanted to prove that no
matter what sort of apparently detrimental
elements were presented to the media, they
would nonetheless give needed exposure to
the Carlos hoax. The point was that any media

exposure is productive when the person or
cause is attractive enough, whether or not there
is any merit at all to the matter. Jorge presented
himself as a loud, rude, pushy, overdressed
boor who interrupted, insulted and then
shamelessly cajoled those he met and dealt
with. In eagerly looking past him, the media
were blinded into publicising Carlos, who sat by
as an innocent pawn looking for acceptance.
The exposure afforded Carlos in the
media was certainly satisfying to us, resulting in
a strong public interest in the whole affair.
Editor Tim Mendham has correctly pointed out
that the resulting attendance for the Carlos
appearance at the Opera House "compares
poorly with that achieved by J.Z. Knight/Ramtha"
in late 1987. But consider these facts: the
channeler Carlos was totally unknown just two
weeks before he made his live debut. Knight
was already firmly established with the dupes
for several years, and made her one-and-only
appearance in Australia before an audience
who had already purchased their tickets before
she arrived. These victims were obtained from
her mailing list, and came in from all over the
continent as well as from overseas to attend.
She took no chances; she allowed no press
interviews, gave out no press passes to the
performance, and then quietly left Australia with
$240,000. And did anyone question her arrival
or departure, or what sort of visa she used to
obtain that fortune? I was unable to find any
complaint from the media about her imposture because she merely took the public's money
rather than embarrassing the media!
Did the Willesees complain about her?
Did the Today program ask about her visit?
Mike Carlton of 2GB merely ignored her as he
ignored Carlos, even though he had "never
been fooled" and had put the press-kit in his
"round filing tray". So too did Sun columnist
Kevin Sadlier, who proudly admitted that
though he knew Carlos was a fake, he also
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chose to file the matter in his waste-paper
basket, thus sparing his readers the truth. If so
many persons in the media knew that the public
were being lied to, why did they insist upon
allowing them to fall for such fakery? Could it
be that it was not in their interest to offend the
public's preferred tastes?
The facts on Carlos as presented in the
faked press kit were of such a nature that only
the most naive reader would have failed to spot
the mis-statements. Some points were subtle;
as
sites
of
succesful
theatres
listed
appearances by Carlos did not exist, nor did the
streets on which they were said to be located.
Other points were glaringly obvious;
can
anyone imagine a New York radio station with
the call-letters WOOP? Careful scrutiny of the
publicity photograph showing Carlos at Radio
WOOP would have revealed "RKO Radio"
And
reflected in the window behind him.
Shirley Maclaine, the intellectual giant of the
New Age, was quoted as having endorsed
Carlos, yet no-one troubled to check this very
accessible source.
checked?
With the sole
What was
exception of a researcher for the Terry Willesee
office, who called me at my home in Florida to
inquire about Carlos, there was not one person
in the Australian media who even tried to check
on this claimed wonder-worker. And I managed
to avoid answering the question of that
researcher, who came away with the
impression that I'd said I never heard of him.
The evidence shows otherwise.
And what of the Australian Skeptics?
Harry Edwards was called in by the Terry
Willesee show and effectively rubbished Carlos,
revealing how he was probably doing the pulsestopping trick.
John Tingle, on his radio
interview with Barry Williams, made no mention
of the upcoming Opera House appearance by
Carlos and presented an essentially negative
view of the chanelling claims.
Meanwhile,
Harry
Edwards
had
contacted
Richard
Brennerman in California by mail to inquire
about the fictitious Carlos Foundation. Richard
promptly investigated and found no such
organisation, but the information was available
too late for Harry to use it. It may very well have
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been a case of insufficient budget for a phone
call that was responsible for this failure to
communicate in time. My conclusion? That the
Australian Skeptics did their jobs very well, and
exactly the way I might have expected. The
function of such a group is to act as a source of
information for the media, to offer an often
opposing view of paranormal and otherwise
doubtful claims, and to investigate, where
possible, whatever claims are made of that
nature.
The ladies and gentlemen of the
Australian Skeptics deserve full marks for their
efforts.
Why didn't I bring the Australian Skeptics
in on the stunt? There are two major reasons.
First, we have found by experience that not one
person who need not know, should be brought
in on such a plan.
Several years ago, I
launched a similar proposition here in the USA
and one of the confidantes innocently
mentioned the matter to his wife, who had no
particular interest in the matter. She, in turn,
casually hinted about the plan to another
person, and two days later it was down the
drain. A second, more important reason for the
secrecy was that this was to be a test, not only
of the media, but of the Australian Skeptics, too.
The media failed the test. The Skeptics did not.
I should mention one aspect of the
Australian Skeptics' invovlement that disturbs
me. Before commencing the Carlos Affair, I
called Mark Plummer, the Australian lawyer
who is now serving as Executive Director of the
Committee for the Scientific Investigation of
Claims of the Paranormal (CSICOP) at the
headquarters in Buffalo, New York. Before I told
him anything, I swore him to secrecy. Then, to
ask his advice on the general psychic activity
going on in Australia, I told him of the planned
Carlos Affair.
Mark gave his opinion that I
should inform the Skeptics in advance, but it
was my decision to go ahead as planned,
though I agreed to his suggestion that key
members of the Skeptics would be telephoned
an hour before the 60 Minutes
broadcast
revealing the hoax. Now, I hear that certain
members of the Australian Skeptics have
scolded Mark Plummer for failing to inform
them. This is entirely unfair, since Mark was
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solemnly sworn to secrecy and would not under
any imaginable circumstances have broken his
word to me. If anyone must bear the blame for
anything in the Carlos Affair, it is I alone. I
resent Mark being scolded in this fashion.
I must address what is perhaps the most
important problem of the Carlos Affair. I am still
unsure, at this point in time, whether Peter
Meakin, Channel 9's head of current affairs,
actually insisted that the Today program use
Carlos as a guest, and misinformed Mike
Willesee while knowing that the whole thing
was a hoax, thus earning the sack. I cannot
imagine that Peter would actually lead his
colleagues into a trap, knowing full well that it
was about to be revealed. In any case, the man
was in an awkward position. I await further
information on this aspect.
What the Carlos Affair demonstrated was:
1) Any kind of publicity will attract an
audience, when the claims of the performers
are basically silly, anyway. The sillier they are,
the better copy they make - and the more
eagerly they are snapped up by the faithful.
2) The media will salivate when the right
bells are sounded.
We supplied words
("naked", "curse" and "reincarnation") and they
printed them all. They jumped every time we
rang.
3) Given a good story, the media will only
look into it far enough to try for additional
details, but they will accept any easily
checkable story so as not to lose it.
4)
The Australian media is basically
sceptical and generally difficult to handle, but
they will still respond to what appears to be a
good story.
5) The Australian Skeptics are an active
and effective element serving the Australian
media as a source of information and as an
investigatory group.
The Australian newspapers have chortled
over the fact that Channel 9 itself was taken in
by the Carlos Affair.
But consider this: if
Channel
9
had
not
recognised
their
responsibilities toward the
principles
of
objective, dedicated journalism, they would
have secretly informed their colleagues to
ignore the Carlos Affair and waited for other
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media outlets to fall for it. But they stuck with
their decisions, no doubt dismayed as others at
adjoining desks embraced the hoax.
I must agree with others who have said
that the 60 Minutes
program should have
mentioned the attempt by the Terry Willesee
researcher to check out the Carlos story. The
people at 60 Minutes will, I'm sure, grant me my
right to that observation. Had I been in on the
preparation of the script, I would have held that
inclusion to be an integral part of the story. As it
was, I had no input to the script or to the final
broadcast format.
I must admit that I am somewhat puzzled
by Tim Mendham's comment that the Alvarez
performance on TV was •ipoor". I suggest that
Tim has not studied, as I have, the
performances of the "real" channeled "masters"
such as Ramtha, Lazaris and Mofu. They are
amateurish and unconvincing to any rational
observer and they babble absolute rubbish.
That is an accurate description of what Carlos,
We
too, offered his audience - purposely!
tailored his performance to match what was
already established as acceptable. Carlos was
"poor'' by careful design.
I sincerely believe that the 60 Minutes
presentation will result in the Australian media
giving a ve,y difficult time to any professed
psychic who arrives there with hopes of taking
money from the gullible.
Also, it will alert
immigration authorities to the practice of
entering Australia on a tourist visa and
swindling the public. I honestly believe that
there was literally no other way of exposing the
channeling fraud for what it is, and I would
welcome suggestions about more effective
techniques. Concerning the channeling craze,
there is no evidence to refute, no data to
examine and no claim that can be falsified in
such New Age nonsense. We know that we
cannot win over the hard-core believers but
must be content with influencing others who
may be on the edge of becoming dupes.
Certainly, those individuals will be forced to rethink their possible acceptance of preposterous
claims as a result of our operation. The cry
"Remember Carlos!" will, I trust, be heard
frequently among the media and the public from
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now on.
In closing, let me offer my sincere
apologies, on behalf of Alvarez and Grillet as
well, for any problems brought about by the
Carlos Affair. It was designed and carried out
with the best of intentions.
Though some
aspects necessarily had to yield to the needs of
the 60 Minutes
producers who paid the
expenses, it was generally satisfactory to me. I
hope that in time it will prove satisfactory to all
affected by it.
To make an omelette, one must break
some eggs ...
James "the Amazing" Randi is a magIcIan of
international fame, as well as being an active investigator of
paranormal phenomena. In 1986 he was awarded a grant
from the US MacArthur Foundation to enable him to
continue his activities. He was cited for his work in
exposing the fraud behind "psychic surgery" and for his
campaign against television evangelists for duping their
audience and the sick.
Comment by Tim Mendham: To clarify one point
made by James Randi, I would agree that performances by
channelers and other self-appointed mystical masters are
poor and unconvincing to anyone with more than a
modicum of restraint. I have seen videos of "Ramtha" and
"Lazaris", and have been present at performances by
some local variants. While all of them are pathetically bad
actors, I would still maintain that Alvarez/Carlos was
particularly awkward - but such comments are admittedly
subjective and perhaps better left for journals of theatre
criticism than one devoted to sceptical investigation.
Letter from Mark Plummer, exec dlr, CSICOP
Being so far away I cannot objectively judge the effects of the Carlos Hoax
in Australia. However, I would like to relate one subsequent incident.
Shortly aher the hoax I was telephoned by Channel 7 TV in Perth wanting
information on a US channeler currenUy in Perth. I was able to supply
them with some information, to discuss possible approaches in the
interview and urge them to involve local Skeptics as much as possible.
After the show I was sent a video and was delighted to see that the
interviewer was more hard-hitting than any US interview of a channeler I
have seen and that the WA branch of the Australian Skeptics was fully
involved.
I doubt that the interviewer would have taken such a strong stance had it
not been for the climate created by the Carlos Hoax.
On the other hand, I accept that the hoax may have disrupted for the short
term the previously excellent relationship the Australian Skeptics had with
Michael Willesee and one or two other TV shows . I hope good relations
will soon be restored.
The effects of a hoax can take some time to observe. Immediately aher
the Robert Steiner hoax there was a falling off in attendances at psychic
and spiritualist meetings, but it was not till a year later that three people
who had paid a large sum of money to a claimed psychic approached me
and cited the Robert Steiner hoax as the catalyst for their re-evaluating the
claims of a man they had previously believed was psychic.
It will be interesting to note if there is a falling off in attendances and
support for channelers in Australia. Only time will tell .
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Paranormal Belief in Australia
A National Survey
WILLIAM GREY
SYNOPSIS: There are few data on the extent of
psychic and paranormal belief in Australia. This
paper presents results of the first national
survey of belief in these categories. The results
were obtained from the National Social
Sciences Survey of the Australian National
University.

paranormal claims among students, these
results provide cause for concern. Are the
results representative of the population at
large? What is the situation nationally? We
cannot provide detailed answers, but we can
now provide some partial data on national
trends.

Background
A few years ago, I read a report of a US
Gallop Poll taken in June 1984 which revealed
that belief in astrology among college students
(13-18 years) increased from 40% (already
suprisingly high) to a disturbing 55% over the
six year period 1978-84 (Kurtz & Fraknoi 1984).
I thought it would be interesting to see if
there was any evidence of a comparable trend
in Australia. After making some inquiries, it
emerged that there were no national data on
the level of belief in psychic and paranormal
('psi') phenomena in Australia, let alone
evidence of any trends.
There are some partial data. John Happs
(1987) conducted a survey of the extent of belief
among trainee teachers in nine areas of 'psi'related beliefs: fortune-telling, contacting the
dead, horoscopes, miracles, creation, UFOs, the
Loch Ness monster, ESP and water divining.
Happs concluded that while suitably
constructed courses reduced the level of belief
in pseudo-scientific claims among his test group
of trainee teachers, overall the level of
acceptance of pseudo-scientific claims - even
among science teacher trainees - remained
high. Of the trainee science teachers surveyed
by Happs, 21 % reported that they were inclined
to believe horoscopes appearing in popular
newspapers
and
magazines,
and
33%
accepted that the universe was created by a
supernatural power.
As teachers are likely to play a key role in
determining the level of acceptance of

The National Social Science
Survey
The most comprehensive survey on
general social opinions in Australia is the
National Social Science Survey (NSSS)
conducted by the Research School of Social
Sciences at the Australian National University.
In 1986 I approached the director of
NSSS, Dr Jonathan Kelley, and asked him if he
could include some questions about · belief in
'psi'. I suggested three areas of interest to
Australian Skeptics on which we would like to
get some data: clairvoyance, astrology and
creationism.
I suggested that (roughly) the
following questions be included in the NSSS:
* Some people can predict the future by
psychic powers.
* The stars and planets affect our lives in
ways not known by science.
* The Bible provides a better account of
our origins than modern scientific theories.

On the basis of a single survey, it is of
course impossible to say anything about trends.
I hope that NSSS will follow up some of these
issues in future surveys.
The survey
Space limitations precluded the inclusion
of the clairvoyance question.
However, the
NSSS (1986-87: 47) sent into the field in
November 1986 included two closely related
questions on astrology, and one on creationism,
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viz:
* The stars and planets affect our destinies

in ways not understood by science.
* I believe in astrology.
* The Bible provides a more accurate
account of our origins than the theories of
modern science.
These questions were included without
the benefit of a pilot survey for validation, so the
results should be treated with caution.
However, the two astrology questions do
correlate strongly, which justifies a reasonable
level of confidence in the result.
These data are to my knowledge the first
national statistics on belief in these categories
in Australia, and therefore, although limited and
fragmentary, of considerable interest. With a
reasonably large survey sample (N > 1500), the
figures can justifiably be taken to be
representative of national trends. Some of the
state samples, however, were small (N < 50),
and the disaggregated results in these cases
should be treated with caution.
The survey also includes a broad range of
social data, so in addition to the aggregate
figure on belief in these two categories it is
possible to correlate the results with a range of
other social factors.
I have chosen state,
education level , age, religious belief and

PRIMARY
SECONDARY
SOME SECONDARY

DEGREE
DIPLOIAA

gender as factors against which to correlate the
results.
Creationism
Nationally, 30% supported the biblical
view of creationism, 30% are unsure and 40%
prefer the scientific account.
Biblical support appears highest in the NT,
SA, Tasmania and Queensland. It apears to be
most strongly rejected in the ACT and WA.
NSW and Victoria are right on the national
average (Figure 1).
The ACT and the NT
however may be statistical anomalies resulting
from small samples (N < 20). If these two cases
are excluded, there is a fairly uniform
distribution of belief in creationism by state, with
South Australia, Tasmania and Queensland
sliightly above the national average, and WA
slightly below.
Education level has a significant effect on
acceptance of creationism (Figure 2). There is
a steady decrease in acceptance with
education level, apart from an (unexplained)
increase in the case of persons with diplomas.
Acceptance of the biblical account
appears to be higher among the older age
groups, with a peak in the 50-64 age group
(Figure 3). The differences may however reflect
education levels rather than a change of
attitude with age. The data do not show any
compelling evidence of age-related differences
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in acceptance of the biblical acount of creation.
The category "other religion" (Figure 4)
consists mainly of "other Christian" sects, eg
Greek Orthodox. "Other Protestant" includes a
number of fundamentalist protestant sects.
Atheist's, as you would expect, strongly reject
the biblical account.
These data are too
aggregated to be very illuminating ; they convey
no surprises.
The Anglican position is the
closest to the national average.
Figure 5 shows there is a pronounced
gender difference in the acceptance of the
biblical account of creation, with women about
5% ahead of men in strong agreement, and
about 10% ahead in all other categories. It will
be interesting to correlate these data with
education levels, the other strongly correlated
factor.

Astrology
The two questions relating to astrology
gave strongly similar results, and I have
therefore taken the figures relating to the
second question only ("I believe in astrology").
Nationally,
acceptance
of
astrology
is
somewhat
lower
than
acceptance
of
creationism, with about 16% accepting, 23%
uncertain, and 62% rejecting astrological
claims. The 16% figure is significantly lower
than Happs' 21 % level among trainee teachers.
Acceptance of astrology is fairly low
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overall (Figure 6). The high level of credulity in
Tasmania and the NT and the high level of
scepticism in the ACT may be the product of
small samples (N < 50) and cannot be trusted
as a representative figure. NSW is closest to
the national average.
The data in Figure 7 show a very
pronounced trend.
There is a dramatic
decrease in the level of acceptance of astrology
correlated with level of education. The level is
less than 10% for Diploma graduates and
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around 1% for Degree graduates. This is far
lower than Happs' reported level of 21 % among
If Happs' figures are
trainee teachers.
representative of tertiary students, it would
appear that their level of belief is not sustained
after graduation.
The strong correlation
between education level and the rejection of
astrology suggests that education is indeed
successful in developing critical capacities.
There is little apparent variation of belief in
astrology with age (Figure 8). There is a slightly

pronounced level of credulity in the under 30s,
and a slight increase in the older age groups.
However, this is probably more a result of
education levels than an indication of a genuine
age-related difference. Overall, there appears
to be no significant age-related trend.
There is a very pronounced gender
difference in the acceptance of astrology
(Figure 9). It is even more significant than in the
case of creationism. About 21 % of women
strongly reject astrology, in comparison with
about 34% of men. It appears on the basis of
these data that Australian men are considerably
more sceptical about astrology than women.
It will be interesting to correlate these data
with education levels, though it is unlikely that
the diference will be sufficient to explain this
gap.
Looked at another way, the figures
suggest a much higher level of rejection of
scientific views among women. Perhaps this is
a cultural fact which should be examined
further. Does the scientific world view have a
male gender stereotype which is repugnant to a
significant number of women? This has been
suggested, and that conclusion would certainly
be consistent with these data.
Conclusions
These data come from a sufficiently large
sample to suggest some genuine trends. The
results which appear to be reasonably firm ai-~
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(a) the aggregate figures which indicate the
overall level of acceptance of creationism and
astrology, (b) the correlation between these
beliefs and education level, and (c) a significant
gender difference in the acceptance of
astrology and creationism.

9 GENDER DIFFERENCE: ASTROLOGY
AGREE
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Postscript: some international
comparisons
Since this paper was prepared, some
interesting comparative data have been
published.
The US National Science
Foundation conducts regular surveys of
American attitudes, and this year has helped
Japanese pollsters to measure attitudes in
Japan.
On the issue of creationism, the survey
reveals 42% of Americans reject the claim
"human beings as we know them today
developed from earlier species of animals", in
comparison to the 30% level of rejection of the
scientific view in Australia. On the other hand,
45% of Americans agree with the scientific view,
in comparison with the Australian figure of 40%.
(The Australian "don't know" figure of 30% is far
higher than the US level of 13%.) In contrast,
only 12% of the Japanese public contests the
idea that humans descended fr.am animals
(Joyce 1988).
A 1985 US opinion poll of 1,989 adults
showed that 23% of Americans believe in
astrology (Langley 1988) in comparison to the
16% figure for Australia. The US figure is far
lower than the level reported for American
college students reported above (Kurtz &
Fraknoi 1984). In addition, 43% of Americans,
including more than a third of those "attentive"
to science, believe that some people have
"lucky numbers" (Joyce 1988).
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ALTERNATIVE MEDICINE

Romance, Magic, the Dollar and Truth
NIKBOGDUK
Ultimately the issues I will address are the
alternative medical fields of chiropractic and to
a greater extent acupuncture. But I entitled my
paper "Romance, Magic, the Dollar and Truth"
as I think this is the common matrix into which
all of these fields gravitate.
On the issue of Romance, I would put it to
you that looked at basically or coldly, life is
essentially horrible. We are a group of protoplastic complex organisms just floating around
with nothing else to do. And there are a lot
threats in that wide, outside world. And with all
of these threats and life being basically nasty,
we generate disenchantment with the way
things are. And it this disenchantment which
leads to recourse to alternatives - whether
philosophical, religious or medical.
On the notion of romance, what we have is
the sensation of "Wouldn't it be wonderful if ... ".
You could substitute any form of belief system to
conclude that statement. And the fact that we
make musicals, such as "Camelot", out of this
notion which is also throughout literature
demonstrates how pervading this concept is
among human beings.
On the issue of Magic, when confronted
with problems, be they terrestrial such as the
forces of nature or disease, the individual feels
helpless. This helplessness is borne out of
ignorance, and various invocations are made to
explain this. We see this in the history of the
plague, where it was blamed on another race
rather than on the transferance of an organism
from North Africa into Italy.
In the face of ignorance, human beings
turn to models of the way things are that carry
belief systems.
Out of these belief systems, the individuals
that portray them gain two things. One can be a
sense of personal security or superiority,
because they know, they understand, and
carrying with that is a sense of power. Another
way to turn for the individual is actually to
express good intentions, and it is difficult when

discussing these issues of alternative medicine
to distinguish whether the practitioner is being
paranoid or whether this is really misdirected
good intention. I will err to the kindly that largely
these are well-intentioned people who are
trying to help the helpless with their biological
problems.
This notion of help comes under the
general heading of "aid" - the aid of the helpless
by way of the belief system or model. And this
aid requires the ransmission of services. But
when services are being offered, enters the
For despite good
problem of morality.
intentions, there is always the capacity for
unscrupulousness.
To test whether someone is wellintentioned and doing something genuine and
is
who
someone
versus
worthwhile,
unscrupulous, requires veracity, and that is
where we all eventually need to turn to truth.
But our problem in the meantime is,
whereas aid given freely with no strings
attached cannot be criticised in a moral sense, it
transpires that all this sort of aid carries with it
the reverse transfer of dollars - there is always a
fee attached. Historically it would have been
the woman down the street who knew the magic
herbs, perhaps it was the professed witch or
witchdoctor, or the local barber, but there was
always a fee for service. And that is the greatest
problem, perhaps the triggering factor, for
unscrupulousness.
Definitions

The only way we can tell whether
something is genuine is to establish its veracity.
But we get into a philosophical problem when
we turn to "truth". How do we define truth, how
Many
do we know that something is true.
been
have
and
definitions can be canvassed
used.
Where we have come to, largely, in
informed society in the quest for truth is to turn
to science. In the field of alternative medicine,
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sometimes "scientific" means there is a
physiological basis, that somebody has a theory
in terms of physics, chemistry or other aspects
of medicine that explains what is going on, and
if it can be explained therefore it's okay.
But that is not necessary.
Scientific
method can still be applied to a situation without
having to pass to the realms of physiology. The
key point of scientific method and of science is
reproducibility - if it can be seen again and
again, and whenever challenged the same
result keeps cropping up, then we believe that
the observation has scientific foundation.
But in the evaluation of alternative
medicine, we need to ask, the reproducibility of
what? And again a second wave of definitions
occurs - what is a cure? Most cynically, a cure
should be that at one time a complaint or
disease exists, and that after treatment, that
complaint or disease no longer exists. But then
another definition - what is the disease you're
talking about? The same word, colloquially,
refers to many conditions. A headache may be
caused by some 42 problems. A backache may
be caused by perhaps 27 different problems.
And to use the colloquial word is not a proper
definition when a claim about a cure is to be
made.
Cure, itself, has a time parameter
associated with it. You can feel good now, but
will you feel good tomorrow. For how long after
the treatment do you need to feel good for it to
be declared a cure.
Medicine has its own policemen in this
regard that dictate the semantics that should be
used. "Cure" means the condition never occurs,
and we can cure appendicitis because we can
cut the appendix out and it never comes back.
But when we are dealing with cancer, we
don't claim cure; we use words like "remission".
We stop it being an aggressive, violent disease
at the moment, and then we can institute
therapy to maintain that condition of remission,
but we never cure - we remit and maintain.
Sometimes we have to use a word like
"palliative" - we're not going to cure you but
we're going to supress the expression of this
disease and its symptoms. We will attempt to
make you feel better, but we're not going to cure
you.

Then there are the definitions of the
procedure. It may not be what it seems when
an acupuncturist says, "I am going to give you
acupuncture". Literally, that means that the skin
is being punctured by a needle. But beware of
what else is happening.
How does the
acupuncturist talk to you, how does this
alternative therapist deal with you overall, do
you have eye contact, is there mesmerism
involved, are there other techniques going on?
Thus we have the risk of misrepresentation of a
particular alternative medicine technique as
being something that it actually is not. The
active ingredient may be elsewhere than in the
professed technique. The cure may occur but it
may not be in the needle. The cure may occur
but it's not in the manipulation.
Then there are the patients themselves.
Research into the patient in the fields of
alternative medicine, and even within orthodox
medicine, has revealed quite a variety and a
fascination with the psychology of the
individual. There are the believers and there
are non-believers
if you believe in
acupuncture, a group of you will score better in
response to treatment than a group of sceptics.
Non-believers will not have the same response
rate. This is quite aside from the issue of
placebos.

Placebo
The placebo response, with respect to
pain, has now been shown to be the capacity of
the body itself to abort the pain signal. The pain
is still being generated by a disease, but the
mind does not perceive it.
Remember that when you are dealing with
another human being, or when a doctor deals
with a patient, we have access through our
words only to the patient's mind. We do not talk
to the cancer, we do not talk to the arthritis, we
talk to the patient and how the patient is
perceiving that condition.
There are physiological mechanisms
which can temporarily operate to suppress the
perception of information from the joint, from the
cancer, by the patient's brain.
And quite
honestly the patient is not feeling anything
about the disease.
Similarly, with the appropriate personality ,
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the appropriate education, the appropriate mind
manipulation, be it hypnosis, mesmerism or just
a good talking to, the patient can change their
perceptions on other aspects.
Patients can be convinced about side
effects. You can design experiments to make
patients have side effects even though there is
no reason to do so.

Testing effectiveness
When we are addressing the veracity of
alternative health techniques, the approach that
we use is to control the many variables; to try to
control the variables in the patient, the variables
in the procedure, and the variables in
measuring the outcome - the variables in the
disease itself.
In the first instance, we compare our
results against random distributions and the
easiest way to do this is to use a control group.
Two large groups of people are compared, one
having the active treatment and one having an
inactive treatment, hoping that all the other
variables other than the treatment will even out;
if there is a difference, it can only be ascribed to
the treatment.
How do the various components of
alternative medicine measure up in this
context?
Chiropractic
With respect to chiropractic, we have a
poor physiological basis. We don't understand
There may be an
exactly how it works.
explanation - some of us are still looking to see
if there is an explanation. This does not prevent
the theo-biologists, the do-gooders and the wellintended, and the unscrupulous to continue to
offer a service for dollars.
Personally, as an academic, I think the
legitimate moral way of addressing any of these
issues is to do it for free, and evaluate it. If there
is a response, then market it. I would apply the
same criteria, not only to alternative medicine,
but also to orthodox medicine whenever we
have a new breakthrough.
As far as it has been measured - and
conspicuously, chiropractic doesn't measure its
own outcomes, it doesn't come up with its own
justifications - chiropractic or manipulation in
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general, but particularly manipulation used by
non-chiropractors in physiotherapy or orthodox
medicine, has been found to have a limited
efficacy. It works for some conditions but not the
vast number of causes of a complaint. Some
headaches are amenable to manipulation,
some back pains are amenable, but most will
not.
This results in the odd dramatic cure upon
which alternative medicine rests its global
reputation.
So the nine out of ten, or the 99 out of 100,
who do not get a benefit are paying because of
the reputation of the one that did succeed.
There is also a limitation in longevity - you
can feel good when you walk out of the surgery,
but the pain will be back tomorrow. This has
certainly been my experience in evaluating
osteopathy clinics around Sydney in my
undergraduate days. It was conspicuous that
the same patients kept coming back, week after
week, month after month. They were getting
good service, but never cured.

Acupuncture
With respect to acupuncture, there is a
contrast here because there is a good
physiology. We understand the physiology of
acupuncture - it works by way of nerves, by way
of chemicals transmitting between nerves.
The mechanism of its pain relief is virtually
the same as used by morphine and other
narcotics. They are one and the same thing.
There is no need for the invention of meridians,
and Yin and Yang, and other mystical
explanations. It is just that it is very mundane to
have explanations in terms of nerves and
whatever because doctors understand that, but
when we talk about Yin and Yang "they don't
understand that, for I have power, I have magic,
I know something which orthodox medicine
doesn't know and you don't know. Only the
faithful are given the secrets of all these
mystical techniques".
Acupuncture does have a short term
analgesic effect with respect to pain, probably
equivalent in power to 10mg of morphine
injected intramuscularly. It works reasonably
well for mild conditions but nobody has
bothered to test acupuncture against the natural
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response rate.
If you have a mild condition, it is bound
statistically to get better by itself, even if you did
nothing. Nobody has dared to test acupuncture
mild
in
remIssIon
against spontaneous
fear
for
lly,
conditions, and I add parenthetica
that it will show to be no different.
Acupuncture is said to be useful in
anaesthesia. People having operations under
expensive
have
why
acupuncture
anaesthetists, why have big operating theatres
with gas machines? If you were brave enough,
and if I coached you for a short while, most of
the operations that you need to have done can
be done without any anaesthetic. I have myself
operated on patients, deep into their bodies,
where the anaesthetic was only in the skin. It's
the skin that hurts - the muscles don't hurt. You
can probe around in muscles and the patient
won't know what's going on.
You can move the viscera of the abdomen
around; they don't hurt. It just looks ugly and
dramatic when there's guts spewing out all over
the Technicolor screen. There's drama but it
doesn't hurt.
You can do operations with minimal
analgesic, and indeed it's not as if it's mystical
and only the acupuncturist can do it.
Anaesthetists can arrange so that you have a
non-general anaesthetic if so required. You
can have local infiltration of the skin and just
You can have an
around the wound.
intravenous dose of morphine and a sedative,
and we use that to set fractures. You don't need
a general anaesthetic - if you just have a quick
dose of a narcotic agent, you feel dopey, the
fracture can be set, the plaster can be put on
and the whole thing is quite tolerable.
If you are gutsy and can grit your teeth,
then you can go through most of these
procedures without suffering pain, it's just that
we're not accustomed to doing so. You're all a
bunch of soaks! But if we had to - if we ran out
of halothane, if we ran out of drugs - we could
go back to it, for it was done that way in the past.
There is a degree of benefit that can be
obtained from acupuncture, but it is limited in its
duration and power. Acupuncture for the pain
of bone cancer does not work; it is not powerful
enough . And that is why instead of 10mg of
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morphine, these patients may require 100 or
1000mg in cancer therapy.
into
reintroduced
was
Acupuncture
I emphasise
western society in the 70s.
reintroduced, for it was around before. Pre1900s there was another wave of acupuncture
interest - somebody went to China and came
back with the revelation. In the 70s it came first,
not in the "Medical Journal of Australia", but in
"The Australian Women's Weekly".
Why was it reintroduced? Because we
are disenchanted with our plight, we still have
all these diseases that medicine hasn't cured.
We go to doctors who don't bother to look after
me, they don't talk to me for more than three
minutes, they give me a prescription that did not
work - they're getting their dollar just as much
The fault is in the
as the acupuncturist.
comprehensive capacity of medicine and the
way it is discharged. With the 70s it was the tailend of the "flower power" era and anything that
was oriental was mystical and wonderful and
therefore had to be better. Anything has to be
better than what we have at the moment for life
is horrible! Disenchantment opens up these
fields of alternatives - the mysticism and
especially if it's oriental.
The worst situation with acupuncture,
where there is no evidence for and overtly
damning evidence against, is the control of
disease. Pain I will buy, and there is a place for
having acupuncture as one of the options on
the shelf of the doctor dealing with pain. But in
disease, some acupuncturists claim you can
cure short-sightedness with acupuncture, that
with
quadraplegia
reverse
can
you
acupuncture, and I have read the papers out of
China that report all of this. Acupuncturists in
this country quote this literature in defence "Look, the Chinese professor said that it cures
spinal cord injury, that it cures myopia".
It does have a temporary benefit on vision.
When you're dealing with 1000 million people
in the country, there aren't enough spectacles in
China for the rural population, and if you can't
get spectacles then acupuncture is the next best
thing. But if the Chinese all had access to
spectacles, we wouldn't be using this oriental
romantic notion of acupuncture as the
(continued page 28)

winter 88

27
ALTERNATIVE MEDICINE

Quackery
RICHARD GORDON
"The first charlatan was made when the first
knave met the first fool"
- Voltaire

There are four interesting questions to
pose concerning quackery:
1. What is quackery?
2. Why do quack remedies seem to work?
3. Why do people go to quacks?
4. What is the harm in quackery?
What is quackery?
A quack is a person who deliberately
misrepresents himself as possessing medical or
other healing skills which he lacks. A quack
remedy is one which is promised to offer a cure,
although there is no scientific evidence for this
claim. The term quack originally meant "to
prattle or brag".
Quackery thrives in alternative medicine
and is also present in orthodox medicine. In
orthodox medicine, the cynical use of placebos
is an example of quackery. Vitamins are a
popular vehicle for quackery. While vitamins
are necessary for good health, an excess does
not "stimulate" the system to greater heights, nor
can an excess increase the sense of well-being.
The reasoning that says "If a little is good then
large amounts must be better'' is clearly flawed,
as food and alcohol so easily illustrate.
Quacks often mix good advice with totally
unfounded claims.
Chiropractic is a good
example of this mixture. On one hand it uses
spinal manipulation to treat muscular disorders
and on the other hand it uses spinal
manipulation to treat asthma.
Why do quack remedies seem to
work?
The reasons for the apparent success of
quack remedies are:
a) the patient's belief that the cure will
work, often coupled with a financial commitment

and a desire not to feel cheated.
b) the power of the quack's personality;
many famous quacks were and are outstanding
showmen;
many have paranoid delusional
beliefs in their own powers, a case of the
psychotic leading the neurotic.
c)
spontaneous
recovery,
which
characterises most minor illnesses, many major
illnesses and a few very serious illnesses such
as cancer. . In the last case, spontaneous
remission occurs rarely, probably in one in
every 70,000 untreated cases. Most quacks
add what is basically good advice on diet,
exercise, etc to their quack remedies. It is the
good advice (if anything) that benefits the
patient but it is often the quack remedy that
carries the mystique and receives the credit.
When a person feels better after using a
quack remedy, the cure can have two
explanations. Either the remedy exerts a real
effect or it exerts what is known as the placebo
effect. If the effect is real, then it will be possible
to reliably demonstrate this effect to unbiased
observers. If the effect is a placebo, it can be
explained by the patient's desire to believe in
the cure. The word "placebo" is Latin meaning
"I shall be pleasing". In certain conditions such
as arthritis and gastritis, over 50% of sufferers
may report improvement when given quack
remedies. The best placebos are substances
such as vitamins or antibiotics, because people
know that they also have genuine value in
treating certain health problems. Every doctor
will be familiar with the fact that many patients
will report immediate improvement with
antibiotic treatment, even though a real effect on
the infection could not have occurred so quickly.
It is obviously important to know whether a
drug is exerting a real or a placebo effect or a
mixture of the two. This is why placebos are
used in the evaluation of new drugs. During the
evaluation, one group of subjects is treated with
the real drug and another group treated with a
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placebo, making sure that both types of drug
look and taste the same . It is then usual to
swap the real and the placebo drug for the
second half of the evaluation. In this way, it is
possible to make allowances for any placebo
effect. ·
Why do people go to quacks?
Ill-defined symptoms such as chronic
tiredness, headaches, depression and vague
pains are extremely common . They may result
from worry, overwork and poor relationships
with others. People often hesitate to take such
problems to doctors, but quacks can trade
heavily on these "trivial" complaints. Because
these symptoms can be an expression of
problems that are difficult to solve, it is much
easier to focus on bogus diagnoses and follow
mysterious cures than to face the real issues.
ill-defined
take
do
people
When
symptoms to doctors, they are understandably
dissatisfied when the doctor merely excludes
serious illnesses and reassures them that there
is nothing serious to worry about. The patient
still has the problem and may continue to look
for an explanation and some relief. This narrow
perspective, called the "medical model" of
illness, is an important failing of the medical
profession. Quacks often trade on a display of
"caring", which contrasts with the more
detached behaviour of some doctors.
Patients who face a diagnosis of an illness
such as cancer or AIDS, which may be
incurable and/or terminal , can turn away from
orthodox medicine in the desperate hope of a
cure.
Some people are attracted by a mystical
approach such as astrological diagnosis, hair
analysis, iridology or pyramid power.
Laymen have difficulty in distinguishing
between obtuse language in orthodox medicine
and obtuse language in alternative medicine.
What is the harm in quackery?
seem
approaches
alternative
Many
harmless enough, but the dangers are:
a) the possibility of delaying diagnosis of
serious disease
the possibility of interfering with
b)
effective therapy
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c) the likely cost, both of the quack cure
itself and of delayed treatment with orthodox
cures
d) the raising of false hopes, especially
when an individual is in the process of coming
to terms with a serious illness
e) the possibility that some quack cures
are actually harmful - laertrile contains cyanide,
vitamins A and D can be toxic in high doses.
It should not be forgotten that alternative
medicine represents a multi-million dollar
industry, with interest groups ready to lobby for
its expansion. The vitamin industry is a good
example. Putting it all into perspective, the
laertrile industry in the United States was
estimated to be worth two billion dollars in
California alone in 1981, rivalling the heroin
trade in that state. Little wonder that the modernday knave pursues the modern-day fool with
such enthusiasm!
Dr Gordon is a family doctor and member of the Australian
Skeptics national committee. This article is a version of a talk delivered at
the Fourth Annual Skeptics Convention held in Sydney during April
1988.

Romance, magic, the dollar and truth
(from page 26)
substitute.
When there is nothing else to do for a spinal cord
when there aren't any paraplegic units, or
patient,
injury
institutions to care for the quadraplegics and paraplegics,
and you're left in a hut in a rural community, acupuncture is
some consolation . But the lame have not walked again.
They have felt better, but not walked.
The distinction between alternative medicine and
orthodox medicine is vague when it comes to the service
field. There are a lot of shoddy practices in medicine, and
people like the Skeptics can be a consumer advocate
group for there are people out there who need their bums
kicked.
But residing within that despised ivory tower of
academia, there are people who take responsibility for the
standards of knowledge . We do evaluate how we use
drugs for headache, we do know the foibles and
limitations. We do know that if you tell the patient the
brand of the drug - if we say "This is Dispirin" - they will get a
better response than if we say "Just take this". We have
measured these variables; we have bothered to think
about it and measure our own limitations. Alternative
medicine does not, because it threatens the dollar transfer
and the practitioners' own sense of magic and superiority.
Dr Bogduk is a lecturer in anatomy at the University of Newcastle,
and a member of a National Health & Medical Research Council subcommittee on acupuncture. This paper is a transcript of a talk presented at
the Fourth Annual Skeptics Convention, Sydney, last April.
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Experiencing a Confidence Trick
A PERSONAL VIEW BY GA VAN O'CO~~OR
Why
do
people
believe
in
iridology,
naturopathy and similar illogical belief systems?
Perhaps the experience that is described here
will provide some useful insights.

"Hello, I'm Dr Andrews. The nurse has
asked me to confirm that your wife has gone."
She spoke softly - or maybe my ears were
pounding.
"I beg your pardon?" I ask, not quite
comprehending.
"I'm afraid your wife has ... died."
It's a few months since my two teen-age
children and I heard those words; words that
one only reads or hears in films, but this woman
was talking to me, there and then.
Not that it was entirely unexpected.
Dolores had a secondary from a malignant
melanoma in her left frontal lobe, but the finality
was devastating. The life of a beautiful lady, a
wife, a mother, a nurse, had been cut short at
only 45 years of age.
There are many lessons to be drawn from
the scrap-heap of our lives. Not least among
these lessons was that which was gained in
visiting a naturopath.
Before becoming personally involved with
a malignancy, Dolores and I had scorned the socalled alternative therapies. It was a different
matter when faced with imminent and certain
death ourselves. "There is no curative therapy,"
the oncologist had said. What had we to lose?
A well-meaning
friend
finally
had
persuaded us to visit a Mrs Smith, a naturopath
whom she had been consulting for years with
undimmed faith in spite of little evidence of
benefit.
When we had consulted the oncologist
three weeks earlier, Dolores was quite well.
However, the knowledge weighed heavily on
our minds that the tumour which had been
removed from her arm had leapt the barrier of
her auxiliary nodes and had appeared
(radiographically) in her lungs. These lesions

were not causing any problems but they
certainly had us worried. About one week later,
Dolores started to vomit.
This settled with
metoclopramide therapy, but over the next two
weeks she experienced gradually-increasing
nausea and drowsiness. In retrospect, it is easy
to see that she had a cerebral metastasis, but
we did not know that at the time and she was
fearful of seeing the oncologist again.
That is the backround against which the
naturopathic consultation must be seen.
So here we are, the friend, Dolores,
myself and our 20-year-old daughter, Cecile,
motoring up the long gravel driveway towards a
large house on the outskirts of Northam,
ironically in an area known as "Doctor's Hill".
The ochre grass is crackly hot, and a heat haze
wrinkles the paddocks. We stop in front of a
substantial house to which an extra wing has
been added. This wing serves as the "clinic"
and is described on appointment cards as a
"hospital".
A young lass in a white uniform greets us.
She asks Dolores to fill in a form giving details
of her diet. This form, which must be signed,
also includes a disclaimer that will ensure that
Mrs Smith will not be responsible for any ill that
she may cause. The "nurse" asks Dolores if she
has brought a urine specimen with her. We had
forgotten. The friend had told us that Mrs Smith
would want a urine specimen and that it was
normal practice to bring the specimen from
home and to carry it for about two hours in an
unsterile container in a hot car. It seems to me
that this would do wonders for the pH, upon
which, it transpires, Mrs Smith bases much of
her "diagnosis".
For the past 12 days Dolores has eaten
very little and has vomited most of what she has
eaten. Still, she passes about 10ml of very
concentrated urine into the proffered yoghurt
container, and we are ushered into the
presence of Mrs Smith herself.
She is a long, thin, slightly round-
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shouldered woman of dour manner, aged about
60 years.
She studies us briefly with a
practised eye and does the same to the form
that Dolores has filled in - mainly, I suspect, to
make sure that Dolores has signed the
disclaimer.
In silence she dips a Multistix into the
urine and jots down the results. I see that the
pH is 5.0-5.5, protein is 2+ and she notes that
"bile" is present.
I know from my own
experience that protein readings can be
unreliable at low pHs and that the "bile" reading
is difficult with concentrated urine. I withhold
comment. (However, it is interesting to note that
the liver function tests which were performed a
few days later showed no hepatic abnormality.)
At last she spoke.
"You see, your urine is very acid, you have
too much acid in your body.
Are you
menstruating?" she asks.
"Yes."
"That explains the blood then." She is
unaware of her logical blunder and begins to
give us her version of physiology.
All disease springs from the liver. If the
liver has to remove too many toxins, then it
sickens and produces illness elsewhere. The
low urinary pH is explained by Dolores having
eaten too much "acid" fruit. She wants to know
what Dolores' normal diet is.
It's not clear
whether she means over the last 12 days, the
last few years or the whole of her life. Just
about everything we mention is scorned.
"Breakfast?" she asks.
"Muesli," I answer.
"No good," she claims. "It's got sugar in it."
"We make it ourselves. It has no sugar."
"What's the main ingredient?"
"Rolled oats."
She explains why rolled oats is no good
as food.
"If you took a rolled oat and planted it,
nothing would grow would it?"
"I suppose not."
"If you took that grain of wheat I've got
over there and planted it, it would grow,
wouldn't it?"
"Yes."
"Well, there you are then . The wheat is
living and you want life, don't you?"
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Much of her spiel is delivered this way. A
series of statements of the obvious but
irrelevant and then a stunning non sequitur.
She asks Dolores how often she has her
bowels open. Dolores assumes she means
over the last 12 days.
"About every third day."
"Aha!
You're constipated them.
That
bowel of yours is full of all sorts of rubbish.
We'll have to get rid of those poisons, won't
we?"
She adds another note to her diet chart.
"Castor oil first thing in the morning," she
instructs. We have already explained to her that
Dolores has eaten almost nothing for 12 days,
that there is nothing for her bowel to be
constipated on! Cecile points this out again but
Mrs Smith jumps at her for questioning her
"diagnosis".
"If you love your mother, you'll make sure
she sticks to this diet exactly - it's going to save
her life," she says angrily.
Her confidence is absolute.
Unlike a
doctor who has to speak in probabilities and
admit to many unknowns, this woman has only
total certainty. She is the fount of all wisdom.
To question her is to question rationality itself,
and it indicates that you are not sincere in
seeking help.
It is easy to see how her
consuming confidence in herself and her few
pieces of jargon could convince the ignorant,
the gullible and the desperate - her entire
clientele.
It's interesting to compare her approach to
that of a conventional doctor. On the day after
the visit to the naturopath, we consulted a local
general practitioner. He took a detailed history
and carried out a fairly thorough physical
examination, looking especially for indications
of raised intracranial pressure.
The only
positive signs were borderline changes to one
optic disc.
He explained to us that the vomiting could
be due to raised intracranial pressure but could
equally be the effects of secondaries
elsewhere, or something else altogether.
Aloud, he weighed up the pros and cons of
metoclopramide or corticosteroid therapy and
he invited us to discuss the options. He made
no claim to certainty. Probably to those persons
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who are unfamiliar with science he would
appear to lack knowledge of his subject, but to
us this admission of his limitations inspired
confidence.
Eventually he decided in favour of
corticosteroid therapy. We felt that this was a
fairly drastic step, and Cecile asked if it might
not be better to give metoclopramide a 24-hour
trial, and if this didn't work then to try
corticosteroid therapy. The general practitioner
agreed that this was reasonable, and this was
the course of action that we aopted. Although
we were impressed by his approach, it is easy
to see how less informed persons would be
impressed by Mrs Smith's total confidence,
even though it was only a confidence trick.
I don't know how much Mrs Smith knows
about the aetiology of malignant melanomas
but she prescribes, among other things, an
hour's sunbathing a day. She explains that
Dolores' tumour is due to a poor diet in the past
and that it can be cured only by adhering
strictly, very strictly, to Mrs Smith's own diet
("You've got yourself into this mess, so you've
got to get yourself out of it") . This diet contains a
large element of ritual preparation - a hallmark
of quackery. For example, it is not sufficient
simply to combine parsley and lettuce juice.
The lettuce leaf must be wrapped around the
parsley before it goes into the juice extractor.
"Your tumour probably started in your
lungs, you know," she says. "Lack of oxygen
caused it."
The liver seems temporarily
forgotten.
"Do you sleep in a room with closed
windows?" she asks.
"It's open all the time."
This is clearly an unexpected answer.
"What about the other windows?"
"Our relatives complain about the wind
that constantly blows through our house - the
whole house is open all the time."
"All the time?"
She is obviously looking for something to
which she can point as leading to a lack of
oxygen.
"Well," I answer. "We close the back and
front doors at night time but the windows stay
open."
She's getting desperate now.
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"You need indoor plants to give oxygen,
have you got indoor plants?"
"The house is full of them," answers
Cecile.
"It's like a jungle," I add.
"But what about the bedroom, you need
something like a rubber plant in the bedroom to
give some oxygen - have you got one?"
"There is one in the front yard, but no, not
in the bedroom," I admit. She senses vistory at
last.
"There you are then, not enough oxygen.
You must get a rubber plant for the bedroom to
get more oxygen into those lungs."
(Hands up all those readers who've
developed melanoma through not having a
rubber plant in the bedroom.)
Perhaps to impress us with her knowledge
she describes the aetiology of leukaemia for us.
"Your blood has red corpuscles up here."
Her left hand is raised above her head, fingers
hanging down, wriggling arthropodially. "And
your white corpuscles are down here." Her right
hand is lowered and is a mirror image of the left.
"And the white corpuscles are constantly
fighting the red corpuscles. If the body doesn't
get the right food, then the white corpuscles get
too strong and they come up here and the red
corpuscles go down here."
Her hands, with wriggling fingers, have
now reversed position.
"Then what have you got? You've got
leukaemia, that's what you've got." This last
dramatic claim is made almost shouting, her
nose only inches from Dolores' puzzled face.
"And it can be cured by going onto the
correct foods, so that the white cells go down
and the red cells go up." Her hands have
returned safely to their original position, the
fingers still wriggling vigorously.
It's all too much for Cecile, who leaves in
tears.
"Has you daughter ever been to a
chiropractor?"
"No," I answer, somewhat puzzled.
"Has she ever had a fall and injured her
back?"
"Not that I can recall."
"Mmmm," she muses, "She's very
emotional.
You'll probably find that she's
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injured one of her vertebrae. That would make
the blood flow to the brain sluggish - and that
can make her emotional." I'm no expert on the
vascular system, but my question is of a more
general nature.
"So being emotional is a disease?" I ask,
but the sarcasm is lost on her.
In spite of her insistence that we should
only eat living vegetables and fruit, it turns out
that she has in stock a nice line of dried fruit that
she is eager to sell us.
"It's all right," I tell her, "I have a good
source of those."
"But are they sun-dried?" she asks.
"Is that important?"
"Oh yes, absolutely. No good eating them
unless they are dried naturally. These come
from the Barossa Valley - guaranteed sun-dried.
Very hard to get them anywhere else. You must
be careful that they're dried with caustic soda.
Some people use caustic soda to dry them you
know, and we wouldn't want caustic soda in
Dolores' body, would we?"
This is odd because she has just told us
that Dolores is "too acid".
We pay our $70 fee and another
appointment is made. She does not ask "Do
you want to come back?" but states "Now, I want
to see you in two weeks. What time would suit
you best?"
This experience teaches me that this
woman has a smattering of jargon but is
practically clueless about physiology , pathology
and biochemistry. Clueless but intelligent. She
is an ignorant, scheming, conniving charlatan
who , with others of her ilk, takes advantage of
the gullible and desperate.
She is taking
advantage of Dolores.
But these people are successful. They
prosper all over the country.
Even some
doctors have abandoned scepticism and logic
and are impressed. "But it works," they claim.
"It can't do any harm. There's nothing to lose."
I don't know why this should be so.
Certainly, Mrs Smith's absolute confidence
(which cannot, in conscience, be displayed by a
medically-qualified doctor) goes some way
towards explaining it.
Perhaps their success is partly due to the
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general lack of scientific knowledge in the
community. Certainly, science journalism in the
mass media is at an appalling level. There may
be other reasons.
However, one thing is
certain. If homo sapiens is to continue the
climb up what's left of the evolutionary tree, then
these parasites that burden the collective body
will have to be eliminated.
But I don't know how.
Copyright © 1987, "The Medical Journal of Australia",
reprinted with permission.

Gavan O'Connor is senior technologist in the
Department of Pathology, Princess Margaret Hospital for
Children, Perth . The names of the doctor and the
naturopath in this article are pseudonyms.

True Believers ... and one of each
for good measure
"The mummified body of a man whose family kept his
death a secret for eight and a half years was recently
discovered in a Chicago, Illinois suburb.
The bizarre story apparently began with the conversion to
food faddism of the mummy's attorney brother, Roger
Stevens. It is believed that Roger became involved with
holistic dentist Richard Kunce and helped convince his
diabetic brother Carl that vitamins could replace his insulin.
Carl's attempts to substitute vitamins for insulin resulted in
his death in 1979.
However, his wife Carole , a registered nurse (!), would not
accept the reality of his demise and kept his body in the
house. The body was regularly bathed, changed, and its
joints mobilised. It is said that Carole and her two children
(now 14 and 17) communicated with Carl via 'channeling'.
When Carl's employer became concerned, Roger Stevens
used his legal skills to keep authorities from investigating
the status of his deceased brother.
Roger, aged 43 and weighing only 89 pounds, died in
1985 of gastrointestinal haemorrhage and hepatic
cirrhosis. A nurse who cared for him is quoted as saying
that 'it was his diet that killed him' (said to be exclusively
cabbage and garlic). Roger's law partner described him as
'an avid dieter and health advocate'.
After Roger's death, dentist Kunze moved in with the
Stevens family and served as their dietary counsellor and
spiritual leader.
The whole bizarre story became known when a trusted
relative working with the police gained the family's
confidence and was able to view the corpse ."
- National Council Against Health Fraud (USA)
Newsletter, March/April 1988
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Quacks and the Law
NICK COWDERY
At the Fourth Annual Australian Skeptics
Convention on April 3, 1988, I spoke on the
legal relationship between quack medical
practitioners and their patients. It occurred to
me then that it might be of benefit to Skeptics
and others to attempt the impossible - to try to
state shortly and clearly some of the guiding
principles that might be relied upon by a patient
seeking a remedy at law.
It should be
remembered, however, that every case is
unique.

criminal
offences
are
charges
against
individuals not by other individuals but by the
state itself.
The circumstances number 1 and 2 above
fall into the civil law. No 1 invokes principles of
contract law; No 2 invokes principles of tort law,
usually the cause of action known as
negligence.
The circumstances numbered 3 above fall
into the criminal law.
Contract

Introduction

The question of the availability of legal
action will usually arise when something goes
wrong. Part of the reason for that is that the law
leaves people free to make their own bargains
(or
agreements
or contracts)
between
themselves. While it intrudes to some extent
(depending on current political perceptions) to
seek to protect people from their ignorance, it
does not attempt to protect them from their own
voluntary stupidity.
It would probably be
impossible to do so in any event; and any
attempt would certainly unreasonably restrict
legitimate commerce.
In this field things usually go wrong in one
or more of three main ways:
1. The quack doesn't do what he says he
will and the patient wants a refund.
2. The quack causes harm and the patient
wants compensation.
3. The quack commits a criminal offence
and the patient (and ultimately society) wants
retribution.
The Law

Relevantly, the law may be divided into
two broad divisions:
1. The civil law - which governs relations
between individuals.
2. The criminal law - which governs the
conduct of an individual as a member of society:

If it is agreed between a quack and a
patient that the quack will do certain things for
payment by the patient then a contract is
formed. It need not be in writing; it need not be
witnessed. Precisely what is agreed - the terms
of the contract - will be crucial in each case.
If the quack does not do what is promised,
then a patient may be able to sue for a refund.
The damages recoverable will be such as to
compensate him for the breach of contract - to
put him, as far as possible, in the same position
he would have been in had the breach not
occurred. A refund of fees will do this in most
cases (perhaps with the addition of any
consequent expenses, costs, etc).
There seem to be remarkably few such
actions. Perhaps that is because such patients
are embarrassed to admit they've been duped
or perhaps (unfortunately) it is because the cost
of pursuing a remedy is disproportionate to the
loss suffered.
Negligence

Any practitioner, qualified or not, who
holds himself out as having some special skill
or competence (and this applies in all walks of
life), must act in accordance with the standard of
skill and competence of the ordinary skilled
person exercising and professing to have that
special skill.
Despite appearances, the test is not really
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It means simply that a person
circuitous.
practising as a general medical practitioner
must exercise the degree of skill and care of an
ordinary prudent general medical practitioner of
equivalent standing. A specialist will be judged
by the standard of similar specialists.
A "gnat's blood therapist", who professes
to be nothing more, will be judged by the
standard of an ordinary prudent gnat's blood
therapist. A difficulty might arise in proving what
that standard is, but it will be a question of
With orthodox disciplines, the
evidence.
standard is easier to prove - by reference to the
body of knowledge which underlies that
discipline.
For gnat's blood therapist, substitute any
form of quackery you like, the test will be the
same.
Thus if a chiropractor manipulates a neck
and kills the patient , his actions must be judged
against the standard of competence to be
observed by chiropractors. That in itself may be
difficult to determine if the procedure involved is
regarded differently by competing schools of
thought within chiropractic. It will be a matter for
evidence.
If a gnat's blood therapist manipulates a
neck and the patient dies, he will be judged by
the standard of an ordinary person unqualified
in medicine or any manipulative science;
clearly he would be liable, as would any
unqualified person be, for any damage caused
by such action.
If a doctor manipulates a neck and the
patient dies, he will be judged by the standards
of the medical profession. He will be liable if a
hypothetical ordinary prudent practitioner of
equivalent seniority and specialty would not
have done what he did.
Crime
Any application of force by one person
against another without consent may be
unlawful. Consent may be express or implied
from the circumstances.
Any sexual interference without consent is
also unlawful. The consent must be real and
freely given. There have been cases where
quacks have had sexual intercourse with
(usually young and ignorant) patients in order to
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cure their epilepsy or improve their singing
It was held in each case that true
voice.
consent had not been given because it had
been obtained by fraud.
Offences of dishonesty may be charged
where money has been paid in reliance upon
knowingly false representations.
In cases of death or injury, the criminal law
may overlap the civil law and if negligence can
be proved then charges of manslaughter or
causing injury by a negligent act (or other
offences) may be available.
Summary
chiropractor
the
if
do
to
What
acupuncturist iridologist homeopath gnat's
blood therapist kills maims injures rapes your
wife husband child mother?

This is not an
See a solicitor.
1.
Lawyers
profession.
legal
the
for
advertisement
know what the rules are. They are trained to
apply existing principles to established facts,
and to help in establishing the facts in the first
place. They also know what to do next.
2. Take written statements as soon as
possible after the event - or during "treatment", if
you have the chance - from everyone who has
it.
about
information
relevant
some
Conversations should be recorded in direct
speech (ie in quotation marks, like the script of a
play).
3. Obtain copies of relevant documents
(pamphlets, advertisements, fee statements,
other written material supplied by practitioner,
etc).
4. If a criminal offence (including a breach
of the Medical Practitioners Act) is suspected,
inform the police.
5. Demand a refund.
6. Consider exposure to the news media,
subject to the solicitor's advice, or reporting to
the relevant regulatory body if one exists.
7. Take advice from lay friends with a deal
of circumspection.
Nick Cowdery QC is a Sydney barrister who is also a
consultant to Australian Skeptics.
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Predicting the Future:
a Game Anyone Can Play
WILLIAM GREY
A number of people claim to possess
special powers to foresee the future. Each year
we are subjected to predictions from these
clairvoyants. It's always interesting to check
later to see how their predictions shape up.
It's also interesting to see how well a
sceptic can perform playing the same game.
The results of my crystal ball gazing were
reported in The Skeptic Vol 8, No 1. However, I
want to provide readers with the background to
this exercise, and to draw a moral.
In January 1986, a locally well-known
Canberra psychic, Bridget Pluis, published the
following predictions (The Canberra Times ,
January 9, 1986) which I set out together with
my assessment. I have excluded predictions if
they were (a) too vague to be testable, (b) too
difficult to verify, or (c) if their probability was too
high to make them of any interest.
1.
Terrorist attack or air disaster at Orly Airport in the
first half of 1986. (rating - miss; score - 0)
2.
President Reagan in danger from PLO in January
and February. (miss, 0)
3.
Mr Hawke will have trouble from rural sector who
may form a new election party. (miss, 0)
.
4.
Attempt to kidnap Prince William from school. (miss,
0)
5.
Sydney Swans will do well and Wests will turn tables
in Sydney Rugby League. (half right, 0.5)
6.
Mr Peacocke will come back bigger and better; bad
news for Mr Howard who was in the wrong place at the
wrong time. (miss, 0)
7.
Mr Hayden needs to watch his heatlh, particularly to
take care of his heart. (miss, 0)
8.
Probably the last year in office for Sir Joh BjelkePetersen. His health wil be the catalyst to bring about
change in his government. (miss, 0)
9.
Elton John will become a father. (miss, 0)
1o. Susan Sangster-Renouf will run into a few stormclouds on the romantic horizon. (excluded - reason [c])
11.
Mr Wran will suffer setbacks both politically and in
his health during May and October. (miss, 0)
12.
Greece will have a major air disaster. (miss, 0)
13.
Pop group WHAM! will disband and George Michael
will go into films . (Hit!, 1)*
14. Mrs Thatcher's grip on her government will become
less firm in September-October. (miss , 0)

15. One of Australia's best known horse-trainers will
die. (excluded - reason [a])
16. The Pope will be hospitalised before the end of the
year. (miss, 0).

After two disqualifications I rated her about
1.5 out of 14, about 10%. The only palpable hit
was lucky 13! Not very impressive.
Well, you might say, predicting the future
is a tricky business. Maybe we shouldn't expect
our psychics to do all that well. And anyway,
Bridget did score a couple of "hits". Could you
as a sceptic (I was asked) do any better?
I decided to respond to this challenge. In
January 1987 I made the following predictions,
published in The Skeptic Vol 7 (1987), No 2,
p17, which I set out together with my
assessment and, as with Bridget, a few
disqualifications.
1.
Serious bushfires in New South Wales in February.
(rating - hit; score - 1)
2.
Floods in Victoria in August. (miss, 0)
3.
Last year in office for Sir Joh Bjelke-Petersen. (hit,
1)

4.
Mr Hawke will call an early election and win narrowly.
(hit, 1)
5.
Labor losses in New South Wales state byelections in Bankstown and Heathcote. (miss, 0)
6.
President Reagan will retire on health grounds.
(miss, 0)
7.
Mrs Thatcher will call an early election and win
comfortably. (hit, 1)
8.
The IRA will start a major terrorist offensive in Britain
(miss, 0)
9.
Iran/Iraq peace agreement will follow the death of
Ayatollah Khomeini. (miss, 0)
1O.
Dennis Connor will win back America's Cup in
February. (hit, 1)
11.
Pat Cash will reach the quarter finals at Wimbledon.
(hit, 1)
12.
A New Zealand horse will win the Melbourne Cup.
(hit, 1)
13.
Space shuttle flights wil resume without mishap.
(miss, 0)
• With all due deference to Dr Grey's knowledge of the pop music wor1d,
this prediction was obvious to anyone with a faint background of the
group's history, and Mr Michael is yet to go into films. It should score a half.
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15.
Mr Keating will file his tax return on time. (excluded reason [cl)
16.
It will be an indifferent year for psychic predictions .
(excluded - [b])

I scored my success at about seven out of
14, about 50%.
There are a couple of
differences between my evaluation and the one
reported in The Skeptic . However, these are
small discrepancies which don't affect the
overall result. What's beyond dispute is that I
did a lot better than a professed psychic.
My predictions, of course, were not the
product of psychic powers. They were the result
of hunches, and (more or less) educated
guesses. It's a game anyone can play.
The moral? Using your own good sense
is likely to produce a much better result than
consulting a psychic. And it's free!
There is no evidence that the future can
be predicted on any scale or in any detail.
Some events, such as eclipses, which are
governed by precise physical laws, can be
predicted with great confidence - though even
astronomers sometimes make mistakes.
We also know that dispositions of
character often make human behaviour
predictable at a fairly general level.
Some
people seldom surprise us. But prediction in
this domain is a rough and ready process; we
cannot pinpoint the future vicissitudes of the
unruly world of human affairs with any
precision.
Despite millenia of fruitless
searching, there is no method for divining the
future.
At time of writing this article , William Grey was
president of Australian Skeptics. He has since taken up a
position at Queensland University, and we predict that he
will give Queensland clairvoyants as hard a time as he has
those in the national capital.

We cannot predict the future
so we do not know when you are going
to change your address.
Please, if you have moved or are going
to move soon, let us know so that we
can continue to send you
the Skeptic
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SKEPTIC OF THE PAST

Daniel Defoe and the

Great Plague

DON LAYCOCK
Everyone knows Daniel Defoe as the
author of "Robinson Crusoe", but fewer people
know that he counts as one of the first real
His
journalists in the English language.
account of the bubonic plague that raged in
London in 1665, the "Journal of the Plague
Year", is widely regarded as a journalistic
classic in that, in best newspaperman's style, it
and
speculation,
and
fact
interweaves
introduces 'human interest' stories along the
way.
The Journal begins in 1664, when the frist
few plague deaths occurred, carries on to the
height in August 1665 (when over 8000
persons died in a week) and through to the
aftermath in 1666, culminating in the Great Fire
of London in September of that year. It was
written in 1722, but the standard edition is that
of 1754.
Defoe was always a religious man, and
his beliefs helped sustain him through the
As the following
tribulations of the plague.
extracts show, he was particularly scathing
about the astrologers and quacks who played
on people's fears and superstitions. He notes,
however, that few of such charlatans survived
the plague themselves.
[1664: when the plague is just beginning]
But I must go back again to the beginning of this
surprising time: - while the fears of the people were
young, they were increased strangely by several odd
accidents, which, put altogether, it was really a
wonder the whole body of the people did not rise as
one man, and abandon their dwellings, leaving the
place as a space of ground designed by Heaven for an
Akeldama, doomed to be destroyed from the face of
the earth; and that all that would be found in it ~ould
perish with it. I shall name but a few of these thmgs;
but sure they were so many, and so many wizards and
cunning people propogating them, that I have often
wondered there were any (women especially) left
behind.
In the first place, a blazing Star, or Comet,

appeared for several months before the Plague, as
there did the year after another, a little before the
[Great] Fire. The old women, and the phlegmatic
hypochondriac part of the other sex, whom I could
almost call old women too, remarked (especially
afterward, though not till both those Judgements were
over,) that those two Comets passed directly over the
City, and that so very near the houses, that it was plain
the Comet before the Pestilence was of a faint, dull,
languid colour, and its motion was very heavy,
solemn, and slow; but that the Comet before the Fire
was bright and sparkling, or, as others said, flaming,
and that,
and its motion swift and furious;
slow,
Judgement,
heavy
a
foretold
one
accordingly,
but severe, terrible, and frightful, as was the Plague;
but the other foretold a stroke, sudden, swift, and
fiery, as the Conflagration was; nay, so particular
some people were, that as they looked upon that
Comet preceding the Fire, they fancied that they not
only saw it pass swiftly and fiercely, and could
perceive the motion with their eye, but even [that] they
heard it; that it made a rushing mighty noise, fierce,
and terrible, though at a distance, and but just
perceivable.
I saw both these Stars, and I must confess, had
so much of the common notion of such things in my
head, that I was apt to look upon them as the forerunners and warnings of God's judgments; and
especially when after the Plague had followed the first,
I yet saw another of the like kind, I could not but say,
God has not yet sufficiently scourged the City.
But I could not at the same time carry these
things to the height that others did, knowing too, that
natural causes are assigned by the astronomers for
such things; and that their motions, and even their
revolutions are calculated, or pretended to be
calculated; so that they cannot be so perfectly called
the fore-runners, or fore-tellers, much less the
procurers of such events as pestilence, war, fire, and
the like.
But let my thoughts, and the thoughts of the
philosophers be, or have been, what they will, these
things had a more than ordinary influence upon the
minds of the common people, and they had almost
universal melancholy apprehensions of some dreadful
calamity andjudgment coming upon the City; and this
principally from the sight of this Comet, and of the
alarm that was given in December by two people dying
at St Giles's, as above.
The apprehensions of the people were likewise
strangely increased by the error of the times; in which,
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I think, the people, from what principle I cannot
imagine, were more addicted to prophecies, and
astrological conjurations, dreams, and old wives'
tales, than ever they were before or since. Whether
this unhappy temper was originally raised by the
follies of some people who got money by it, that is to
say, by printing predictions and prognostications, I
know not; but certain it is, books frighted them
terribly;
such as Lilly's Almanack, Gadbury's
Astrological Predictions, Poor Robin's Almanack, and
the like; also several pretended religious books; one
entitled "Come out of her, my People, lest you be
partaker of her Plagues;"
another called "Fair
Warning"; another, "Britain's Remembrancer"; and
many such; all, or most part of which, foretold,
directly or covertly, the ruin of the City. Nay, some
were so enthusiastically bold as to run about the
streets, with their oral predictions, pretending they
were sent to preach to the city; and one, in particular,
who, like Jonah to Ninevah, cried in the streets "Yet
forty days and London shall be destroyed": I will not
be positive whether he said, "Yet, forty days" or "Yet,
a few days". Another ran about naked, except a pair
of drawers about his waist, crying day and night, like
a man that Josephus mentions, who cried "Woe to
Jerusalem!" a little before the destruction of that city;
so this poor naked Creature cried "O the Great, and the
Dreadful God!" and said no more, but repeated those
words continually, with a voice and countenance full
of horror, a swift pace, and nobody could ever find
him to stop, or rest, or take any sustenance, at least,
that ever I could hear of. I met this poor Creature
several times in the streets, and would have spoken to
him, but he would not enter into speech with me, or
any one else, but held on his dismal cries continually.
These things terrified the people to the last
degree; and especially when two or three times, as I
have mentioned already, they found one or two in the
Bills, dead of the Plague at St Giles's.
Next to these public things were the dreams of
old Women, or, I should say, the interpretation of old
Women upon other people's dreams; and these put
abundance of people even out of their wits. Some
heard voices warning them to be gone, for that there
would be such a Plague in London so that the living
would not be able to bury the dead; others saw
apparitions in the air; and I must be allowed to say of
both, I hope without breach of charity, that they heard
voices that never spake, and saw sights that never
appeared: but the imagination of the people was really
turned wayward and possessed; and no wonder if
they who were poring continually at the Clouds saw
shapes and figures, representations and appearances,
which had nothing in them but air and vapour. Here,
they told us they saw a flaming sword held in a hand,
coming out of a cloud, with a point hanging directly
over the city. There, they saw hearses and coffins in
the air, carrying to be buried. And there again, heaps
of dead bodies lying unburied, and the like, just as the
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imagination of the poor terrified people furnished them
with matter to work upon ....
I could fill this . account with the strange
Relations such people gave every day, of what they
had seen; and every one was so positive of their
having seen what they pretended to see, that there was
no contradicting them without breach of friendship, or
being accounted rude and unmannerly on the one
hand, and profane and impenetrable on the other. One
time, before the Plague was begun, (otherwise than, as
I have said, in St Giles's) I think it was in March,
seeing a crowd of people in the street, I joined them to
satsify my curiosity, and found them all staring up into
the air, to see what a Woman told them appeared plain
to her, which was "an Angel clothed in white, with a
fiery sword in his hand, waving it, or brandishing it
over his head". She described every part of the figure
to the life; shewed them the motion, and the form;
and the poor people came into it so eagerly, and with
so much readiness; - "Yes, I see it all plainly," says
one; "there is the sword as plain as can be." Another
saw the Angel. One saw his very face, and cried out,
"What a glorious creature he was!" One saw one
thing, and one another. I looked as earnestly as the
rest, but perhaps, not with so much willingness to be
imposed upon, and I said, indeed, "That / could see
nothing but a white cloud, bright on one side, by the
shining of the sun upon the other part." The Woman
endeavoured to shew it me, but could not make me
confess that I saw it, which, indeed, if I had, I must
have lied. But the Woman turning upon me, looked in
my face, and fancied I laughed; in which her
imagination deceived her too; for I really did not
laugh, but was very seriously reflecting how the poor
people were terrified by the force of their own
imagination. However, she turned from me, called me
"profane fellow", and "a scoffer"; told me, "that it
was a time of God's anger, and dreadful judgments
were approaching; and that despisers, such as I,
should wonder and perish".
The people about her seemed disgusted as well
as she; and I found there was no persuading them that
I did not laugh at them, and that I should be rather
mobbed by them, than be able to undeceive them: so I
left them; and this appearance passed for as real as the
Blazing Star itself.
Another encounter I had, in the open day also;
and this was in going through a narrow passage from
Petty-France into Bishopsgate church-yard, by a row
of alms-houses ....
In this narrow passage stands [stood] a Man
looking through between the palisadoes into the
burying place; and as many people as the narrowness
of the passage would admit to stop, without hindering
the passing of others; and he was talking mighty
eagerly to them, and pointing now to one place, and
then to another, and affirming that he saw a Ghost
walking upon such a grave stone there: he described
the shape, the posture, and the movement of it so
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exactly, that it was the greatest matter of amazement to
him in the world that every body did not see it as well
as he. On a sudden he would cry, "There it is - Now it
comes this way"; then "Tis turned back" till at length
he persuaded the people into so firm a belief of it, that
one fancied he saw it, and another fancied he saw it;
and thus he came every day making a strange hubbub,
considering it was in so narrow a passage, till
Bishopsgate clock struck eleven; and then the Ghost
would seem to start, and, as if he were called away,
disappear on a sudden.
I looked earnestly every way, and at the very
moment that this Man directed, but could not see the
least appearance of any thing; but so positive was this
poor Man, that he gave the people the vapours in
abundance, and sent them away trembling and
frighted; till at length, few people that knew of it,
cared to go through that passage, and hardly anybody
by night, on any account whatever.
This Ghost, as the poor Man affirmed, made
signs to the houses, and to the ground, and to the
people;
plainly intimating, or else they do so
understanding it, that abundance of the people should
come to be buried in that church year; as, indeed,
happened. But that he saw such aspects, I must
acknowledge, I never believed; nor could I see any
thing of it myself, though I looked most earnestly to
see it, if possible.
These things serve to shew, how far the people
were really overcome with delusions; and as they had
a notion of the approach of a Visitation, all their
predictions ran upon a most dreadful Plague, which
should lay the whole City, and even the Kingdom
waste; and should destroy almost all the nation, both
man and beast.
To this, as I said before, the Astrologers added
stories of the conjunctions of planets in a malignant
manner, and with a mischievous influence; one of
which conjunctions was to happen, and did happen, in
October, and the other in November; and they filled
the people's heads with predictions on these signs of
the heavens, intimating, that those conjunctions
foretold drought, famine, and pestilence. In the two
first of them, however, they were entirely mistaken,
for we had no droughty season, but in the beginning
of the year a hard frost, which lasted from December
almost to March: and after that, moderate weather,
rather warm than hot, with refreshing winds, and in
short, very seasonable weather; and also several very
great rains.
Some endeavours were used to suppress the
printing of such books as terrified the people, and to
frighten the dispersers of them, some of whom were
taken up, but nothing [farther] was done in it as I am
informed;
the Government being unwilling to
exasperate the people, who were, as I may say, all out
of their wits already ....
One mischief always introduces another. These
terrors and apprehensions of the people led them into a
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thousand weak, foolish, and wicked things, which
there wanted not a sort of people, really wicked, to
encourage them to; and this was running about to
fortune-tellers, cunning men and astrologers, to know
their fortune, or, as it i~ vulgarily expressed, to have
their fortunes told them, their nativities calculated, and
the like, and this folly presently made the town swarm
with a wicked generation of Pretenders to Magic, to
the Black Art , as they called it, and I know not what;
nay, to a thousand worse dealings with the Devil than
they were really guilty of; and this trade grew so
open, and was so generally practised, that it became
common to have signs and inscriptions set up at doors;
- "Here lives a Fortune-teller", - "Here lives an
Astrologer" - "Here you may have your Nativity
calculated" - and the like; and Friar Bacon's Brazen
Head, which was the usual sign of these people's
dwellings, was to be seen in almost every street, or
else the sign of Mother Shipton, or of Merlin's head,
and the like.
With what blind, absurd, and ridiculous stuff,
these Oracles of the Devil pleased and sartisfied the
people I really know not; but certain it is, that
innumerable attendants crowded about their doors
every day: and if but a grave fellow, in a velvet jacket,
a band, and a black coat, which was the habit those
Quack-conjurors generally went in, was but seen in the
streets, the people would follow them in crowds, and
ask them questions as they went along.
I need not mention what a horrid delusion this
was, or what it tended to; but there was no remedy for
it, till the Plague itself put an end to it all, and I
supposed cleared the town of most of those calculators
themselves. One mischief was, that if the poor people
asked these mock astrologers whether there would be a
Plague, or no? they all agreed in the general to answer
"Yes"; for that kept up their trade: and had the people
not been kept in a fright about that, the wizards would
presently have been rendered useless, and their craft
had been at an end. But they always talked to them "of
such and such influences of the stars, of the
conjunctions of such and such planets, which must
necessarily bring sickness and distempers, and
consequently the Plague"; and some had the assurance
to tell them, the Plague was begun already, which was
true, though they that said so knew nothing of the
matter....
... the common people, ignorant and stupid in
their reflections, as they were brutishly wicked and
thoughtless before, were now led by their fright to
extremes of folly; and as I have said before, they ran
to Conjurors and Witches and all sorts of deceivers, to
know what should become of them; who fed their
fears, and kept them always alarmed and awake, on
purpose to delude them, and pick their pockets. So,
they were as mad upon running after quacks and
mountebanks, and every practising old woman, for
medicines and remedies; storing themselves with such
multitudes of pills, potions, and preservatives, as they
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were called, that they not only spent their money, but
even poisoned themselves beforehand, for fear of the
poison of the Infection, and prepared their bodies for
the Plague, instead of preserving them against it. On
the other hand, it is incredible, and scarce to be
imagined, how the posts of houses and comers of
streets were plastered over with Doctor's bills, and
papers of ignorant Fellows quacking and tampering in
physic, inviting the people to come to them for
remedies; which [invitation] was generally set off with
such flourishes as these, (viz.) INFALLIBLE
PREVENTIVE PILLS against the Plague, NEVERF AILING PRESERVATIVES against the Infection,
SOVEREIGN CORDIALS against the corruption of
the air, EXACT REGULA TI ONS for the conduct of
the body in case of an Infection, ANTIPESTILENTIAL PILLS, INCOMPARABLE DRINK
against the Plague, never found out before, AN
UNIVERSAL REMEDY for the Plague, THE ONLY
TRUE PLAGUE WATER, the ROYAL ANTIDOTE
against all kinds of Infection; and such a number more
that I cannot reckon up; and if I could, it would fill a
book of themselves to set them down.
Others set up bills to summon people to their
Lodgings for directions and advice in the case of
Infection: these had specious Titles also, such as these:
An eminent High-Dutch Physician, newly come
over from Holland, where he resided during all the
time of the great Plague, last year, in Amsterdam, and
cured multitudes of people that actually had the Plague
upon them.
An Italian Gentlewoman, just arrived from
Naples, having a choice Secret to prevent Infection,
which she found out by her great experience, and did
wonderful cures with it in the late Plague there,
wherein there died 20,000 in one day.
An ancient Gentlewoman having practised with
great success in the late Plague in this city, Anno
1636, gives her advice only to the Female sex. To be
spoken with, &c.
An experienced Physician, who has long studied
the Doctrine of Antidotes against all sorts of poison
and infection has, after forty years practice, arrived to
such skill as may, with God's blessing, direct Persons
how to prevent their being touched by any contagious
distemper whatsoever. He directs the Poor gratis.
I take notice of these by way of specimen. I
could give you two or three dozen of the like, and yet
have abundance left behind. 'Tis sufficient from these
to apprise any one of the humour of those times; and
how a set of thieves and pick-pockets not only robbed
and cheated the poor people of their money, but
poisoned their bodies with odious and fatal
preparations; some with mercury, and some with
other things as bad, perfectly remote from the thing
pretended to; and rather hurtful than serviceable to the
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body, in case an infection followed.
I cannot omit a Subtlety of one of those quack
operators, with which he gulled the poor people to
crowd about him, but did nothing for them without
Money. He had it seems, added to his bills, which he
have about the streets, this advertisement in capital
letters, viz. - HE GIVES ADVICE TO THE POOR
FOR NOTHING.
Abundance of poor people came to him
accordingly, to whom he made a great many fine
speeches, examined them of the state of their health,
and of the constitution of their bodies, and told them
many good things for them to do, which were of no
great moment: but the issue and conclusion of all was,
that he had a Preparation, which if they took such a
quantity of, every morning, he would pawn his life
they should never have the Plague, - no, though they
lived in the house with people that were infected. This
made the people all resolve to have it; but then the
price of that was so much, I think 'twas half a crown.
"But sir," says one poor woman, "I am a poor almswoman, and am kept by the parish, and your bills say,
you give the poor your help for nothing." "Ay, good
woman," says the doctor, "so I do, as I published
there: I give my advice to the poor for nothing, but not
my physic!" "Alas, sir," says she, "that is a snare laid
for the poor then; for you give them your advice for
nothing, that is to say, you advise them gratis, to buy
your physic for their money;
so does every
shopkeeper with his wares." Here the woman began
to give him ill words, and stood at his door all that
day, telling her tale to all the people that came, till the
doctor, finding she turned away his customers, was
obliged to call her upstairs again, and give her his box
of physic for nothing, - which, perhaps too, was good
for nothing when she had it.
But to return to the people, whose confusions
fitted them to be imposed upon by all sorts of
pretenders, and by every mountebank. There is no
doubt but these quacking sorts of fellows raised great
gains out of the miserable people, for we daily found
the crowds that ran after them were infintely greater,
and their doors were more thronged than those of Dr
Brooks, Dr Upton, Dr Hodges, Dr Berwick or any,
though the most famous men of the time; and I was
told that some of them got five pounds a day by their
physic.
But there was still another madness beyond all
this, which may serve to give an idea of the distracted
humour of the poor people at that time; and this was
their following a worse sort of deceivers than any of
the above; for these petty thieves only deluded them to
pick their pockets, and get their money, in which their
wickedness, whatever it was, lay chiefly on the side of
the deceiver's deceiving, not upon the deceived: - but
in this part I am going to mention, it lay chiefly in the
people deceived, or equally in both; and this was in
wearing charms, philters, exorcisms, amulets, and I
know not what Preparations, to fortify the body with
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them against the Plague; as if the Plague was not the
Hand of God, but a kind of possession of an Evil
spirit; and that it was to be kept off with crossings,
signs of the zodiac, papers tied up with so many
knots, and certain words or figures written on them, as
particularly the word ABRACADABRA, formed in a
triangle, or pyramid, thus: ABRACADABRA
ABRACADABR
ABRACADAB
ABRACADA
ABRACAD
ABRACA
ABRAC
ABRA
ABR
AB
A

Others had the Jesuits' Mark in a Cross:

home, not able to foretel their own fate, nor to
calculate their own nativities. Some have been critical
enough to say, that every one of them died: I dare not
affirm that; but this I must own, that I never heard of
one of them that ever appeared after the calamity was
over."
Don Laycock is a lecturer in linguistics at the
Research School of Pacific Studies, the Australian National
University, Canberra. He also researches many historical
aspects of belief and scepticism, particularly linguistic
subjects and tarot.
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Review: Philip Klass'
In Volume 7 No 4 of "the Skeptic", a
brief reference was made to a book,
"Above Top Secret" by British author,
Timothy Good, which sought to detail the
worldwide cover-up of the evidence for
alien visitations to Earth. Most of this
book
consisted
of
unsupported
assertions and its credibility largely rested
with evidence that the author had
allegedly obtained from "a reliable
American source close to the intelligence
community".
This same evidence is contained in a
35mm film "Top Secret Documents" sent
through an intermediary to William L.
Moore, co-author with Charles Berlitz of
the book "The Roswell Incident". Mr
Moore
publicly
released
these
documents in May 1987.
Philip Klass, chairman of CSICOP's
UFO subcommittee, has investigated
these documents. In a special report
published in Val XII Nos 2 & 3 of "The
Skeptical Inquirer", he describes the story
as "either the biggest news story of the
past two millennia or one of the biggest
cons ever attempted against the public
and the news media".
Reading the
report, one is left in no doubt as to which
option Philip Klass favours and with little
alternative but to agree with him.
The "top secret" documents from the
film purport to show that an alien craft
crashed in New Mexico in 1947, that US
authorities recovered the bodies of four
aliens from the wreckage, that President
Truman caused a body, Majestic 12 (MJ12), to be set up to investigate the matter
and that President-elect Eisenhower was
briefed on the matter by MJ-12 in 1952. A
further document was allegedly found by
Moore and an associate in recently
declassified USAF top secret documents
from the time. This latter document is
crucial in that it is claimed by Moore to be
independent proof of the existence of MJ12.
Startling stuff indeed, if these
documents are in fact genuine. Mr Klass'
investigations
however,
produce
damning evidence that not only are the
documents forgeries, but that they are
clumsy forgeries.
Mr Klass' circumstantial evidence
alone is sufficient to raise serious doubts
in the minds of any open-minded reader.
He cites many actions of US government
agencies and individuals that would be
totally incomprehensible in the light of
certain knowledge of the existence of
aliens.
Far more damaging, however, are the

winter 88

Uml@ ~~@[p)U•©

42

MJ-12 Investigations

seemingly inconsequential physical and
style deficiencies in the documents
themselves.
Anyone who has had
intimate dealings with
government
bureaucracy will recognise the importance
placed upon style and form in written
communication. Many governments, that
of the USA included, issue a style manual
which sets out certain rules to be
followed . These manuals are updated
from time to time to take account of new
thinking .
Had the perpetrators of the MJ-12
documents had the foresight to research
the changes in official US government
style over the past 40 years, they may not
have made the simple blunders that made
Mr Klass' investigation and his exposure
of their perfidy that much more certain. As
in the best detective fiction, it was the little
things that gave the game away.
As Philip Klass points out, normal civil
communication in the USA uses the date
style "November 18, 1952". On the other
hand, military style communication uses
the format "18 November 1952" (without
a comma). In the briefing paper from
supposed MJ-12 member and CIA
director Admiral Hillenkoetter to Presidentelect Eisenhower, the dates throughout
are a curious mixture of the two styles, ie
"18 November, 1952" - military style with
the civilian comma.
Here Klass discovered the first of a
series of astonishing coincidences. In
corresponding with Mr Moore, he found
that Moore also used this incongruous
dating style.
Further to this, the
proliferation of computers in recent years
has led to an official style change, in which
single digit dates, eg "1 August", have
been written as "01 August". This was
unknown in 1952, yet the Hillenkoetter
briefing document uses this anachronistic
style. Could the Admiral have been a time
traveller?
By
an
even
more
amazing
coincidence, Klass discovered that Moore
had begun using this dating format
approximately a year prior to his receipt of
the MJ-12 documents.
There are other anomalies in
Hillenkoetter's briefing.
He signs his
name in full, whereas in other documents
sig ned at the same time he signs with his
initials. He also describes himself as
Admiral, where other documents give his
correct rank as Rear Admiral (the military
take a dim view of self-promotion).
These comments refer to the
documents recorded on a 35mm film ,
mysterious!, sent to Moore.
The

allegedly authenticating document, one
that was discovered in some 100 boxes of
declassified USAF top secret papers, only
compounds the doubts about the whole
issue. It purports to be a memorandum
from President Eisenhower's special
assistant, Robert Cutler, to General
Twining, chief-of-staff of the USAF,
written on July 14, 1954. Klass has
discovered that Cutler was outside the US
on that date. The US National Archives
has pointed out that every other
document in the boxes that supposedly
contained this document carries a
"register number".
By yet another
strange twist of fate, this document
uniquely did not carry such a number, and
it alone, among all documents from the
same alleged source, also did not carry an
official watermark.
These faults are also apparent in
President Truman's alleged memos to his
Secretary of Defense. It appears to have
been on a different typewriter from other
memos typed at the same time, and the
form of address he used to his cabinet
member was atypical.
Coincidence piles on coincidence in
this remarkable story. Philip Klass has
conducted his investigation with all the
thoroughness that readers of his books
"UFOs: the Public Deceived" and "UFOs
Explained" have come to expect. If the
proponents of UFOiogy were half as
thorough or half as critical as is Mr Klass,
then we would be spared much of the
unsupported guesswork that infests the
field today.
We can expect the proponents of the
cover-up to challenge Mr Klass' report.
Some have already prom ised "more
evidence" to refute his article. But we
have been promised "more evidence"
many times before. What we need to see,
if Philip Klass is to be proven wrong, is
better evidence. Thus far, it has not
emerged and this reviewer will be
astonished if it ever does.
The
evidence
itself
and
the
conclusions Mr Klass draws from it are for
more convincing than can be conveyed in
a review of this nature. Non-subscribers
to "The Skeptical Inquirer" may obtain
copies of these two issues from Australian
Skeptics (price $8 each inc postage).

- Barry Williams
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Letters
Gish/Plimer Debate
Dear Sir,
As a confirmed sceptic, I entertained
the fondest of notions that your
"journal" might lend something
positive to the almost extinct art of
logical and civilised debate.
I was not prepared to demand of it
scintillating prose and affable good
humour (I would have considered
them as a bonus) . Certainly I was not
prepared for the bitterness, the
sarcasm, the vitriol or the outright
ridicule directed against all religious
believers. It was not so much that I
was personally offended by the
abuse - Catholics generally have
learnt to develop pretty thick skins
over the centuries, and I believe I
have a reasonably strong intellectual
grasp of my own religious beliefs. (I
have always been amused and
bemused by demi-educated religious
antagonists who would cynically
dismiss towering intellects like
Chesterton, Aquinas, Newman,
Galileo, Pasteur and the like.)
As I say, it is not principally the
churlish, gratuitous insult that offends
sensibilities (and offense is clearly
intended) but rather the fact that a
journal ostensibly designed to inform
and enlighten should resort to such
shabby irrelevancies.
As I have said, I did not expect the
prose style of Muggeridge or the
gentle good humour of Chesterton
but, given your thunderous demand
for rational discourse, I think I was
entitled to expect a higher standard
of "debate".
But really, my worst fears were
confirmed when I attended the
creation vs evolution "debate"
sponsored by your organisation and
held at the Uni NSW some three
months ago. Here was my chance, I
thought, to see and hear the pride of
the skeptics strut their stuff.
Dr Duane Gish, I knew, would be a
worthy proponent of the creation
position. I was not familiar with his
local opponent but, given the

obvious contempt the skeptics had
for creationism, I presumed he would
be a knowledgeable and skilled
debater.
Not only did I see and hear a visiting
academic harangued, abused and
even slandered in the most shameful
exhibition of boorishness imaginable,
I did not hear one positive argument
in favour of the evolutionist position;
all of this of course in the halls of
academe, a centre of learning and the
very bastion of free speech and
civilised discourse.
Sadly, worse was yet to come.
Gish's "opponent", whose name
thankfully I have forgotten, was
himself a "teacher" (My God!) . Before
a local and an initially sympathetic
audience he was virtually booed off
the podium amidst shouts of "what
about the subject" and ''what about
evolution". Unfazed, he abused Gish
to the very end. It was disappointing,
though reassuring, to see so many of
the audience (myseij included)
gathered around Dr Gish at the end of
this fiasco, congratulating him for
demolishing his "opponent" and
apologising for the disgraceful
treatment meted out to him.
Courteous to the end, he assured us
he would not regard such treatment
to be indicative of the level of debate
generally in Australia.
Unbelievably, even worse was yet to
come. I spoke personally to the
moderator after the debate was over,
puzzled as to why no verdict was
given, no winner declared
(something I have never experienced
before in a debate) . I was truly
amazed to be informed - quite calmly that he had been instructed by one
of the organisers not to declare a
winner -yes, instructed. Astounded,
I asked him to direct me to the
"gentleman" concerned, which he
did. There had to be some mistake,
some misunderstanding I thought,
and this fellow would clarify things.
In short, this character admitted quite
openly his involvement and his
directions to the moderator. He
believed, he said, there would be

"trouble" if the local lad was declared
the loser. He did not elaborate and I
was not interested.
Uncharacteristically I hurled an epithet
at him expressing my contempt for a
University that could debase itself so
easily.
I should add that I had a witness to all
of this extraordinary behaviour - the
whole sordid business.
These final admissions strengthened
my earlier suspicions that "question
time" was also a set up - preselected
questioners (mainly Uni staffers) with
pre-arranged questions on the "anti"
side, but a random selection of procreation questioners - petty stuff
really compared to the intellectual
hooliganism displayed earlier.
It's sad really that the skeptics, for all
their glib rhetoric, are essentially no
different from the mountebanks and
frauds they rail against Their own
base ideological commitment and the
cruder forms of argument clearly
frustrate the ends with which most
reasonable people would agree.
Confidence in ones own position is
not enough. In the end, nothing
really beats rational debate.
As far as evolution is concerned, it is
obvious that the atheists (and the
skeptics) feel as if they are under
intellectual seige. The idealogues
aside, more and more open-minded
men of science are embracing
creationism and Dr Gish named some
of the more eminent ones.
Nevertheless, the struggle for ideas
and the need for ordered argument
must be bound by intellectual and
civil parameters. Under a little
pressure the skeptics failed
hopelessly. Anybody can be wrong.
The intellectual cheat, however, is in
a category all of his own and it is for
that reason I have not renewed my
subscription to your journal.
Yours cordially,
- Peter Burt
PS. If perchance you missed the
"debate" to which I refer, I can tell you
that it was televised (videoed). It
would be surprising if they have not
destroyed all existing copies, but, if
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not, I urge you to take a look. As for
me, I would pay a king's ransom for a
copy.
Editor's response: Although Mr Burt's
opening remarks seem directed at
this journal rather than at the debate
he criticises, enough points are
made of the Skeptics to warrant a
reply.
Firstly, he accuses The Skeptic of
"outright ridicule directed against all
religious believers". We find this
complaint hard to understand. It has
been made ve,y clear that we would
not attack religion for its own sake
except where claims are made of
scientific endorsement or which can
be scientifically tested (see
President's Column, Vo/ 7, No 4.
The debate referred to (reviewed in
this issue) was organised not by the
Skeptics, but by the Evangelical
Apologetics Society, a Christian
organisation with links with the
various churches. The EAS invited
the Skeptics to put forward a speaker
to debate Dr Gish, which we did. The
EAS organised the hall (the Sydney
Town Hall had originally be
suggested) - the University had
nothing to do with the debate except
to lease the use of one of its
buildings. The audience was
predominantly pro-creationist and,
with all due deference to their
equanimity, not "initially sympathetic".
As far as can be ascertained, no-one
with authority to act on behalf of the
Skeptics "instructed [the moderator]
not to declare a winner''. Although it
is not certain, it is quite likely that Mr
Burt was talking to a member of the
EAS who "admitted quite openly his
involvement and his directives". We
happily stand corrected if this is not
the case, but in the meantime we do
feel that Mr Burt is unfair in his
criticism of the Skeptics on this point
(and of the University for that matter,
to whom he addressed an epithet!).
Mr Burt does not say to whomhe
spoke, and it is unfortunate that, as a
confirmed sceptic, he did not ask his
informant to elaborate, which might
have clarified matters.
Mr Burt also does not name those
"open-minded men of science" who
are turning to creationism.

The topic of the debate was
"Evolution or Creation: Which is the
Pseudo-science", which is what was
debated on both sides, and not a
defence of the speakers' particular
belief. While we agree that Dr Plimer
did not defend evolution, and did not
intend to, it should be added most
stringently that Dr Gish aduced not
one scientific fact to support his
creationist position.
The Skeptics were not involved in a
pre-organised question set up.
Presumably for Mr Burt to claim that
such pre-arranged questions (if there
were any) came mainly from Uni
staffers, he asked each questioner
their occupation, which is admirable
dedication to discovering the truth. It
is therefore a shame that he makes
such fundamental errors of ignorance
elsewhere in his letter.
As to being "no different from the
mountebanks and frauds", one sees
few pro-Skeptics letters in the
creationist literature; despite this, we
have deemed it appropriate to
publish Mr Burt's letter. Finally, if Mr
Burt would care to send us a king's
ransom, we will provide him with a
copy of the videoed debate which,
while not in our possession, does
exist (several versions in fact by
different crews). Video burning, like
its litera,y counterpart, is not a
practice the Skeptics promote.

Creationism
Dear Sir,
I am writing in response to Andrew
Parle's letter in the Autumn 1988
issue of The Skeptic. In his letter
Parle notes that my application of
Setterfield's speed of light factor to
the energy release on formation of
chemical bonds should not be the
square of the speed of light but
simply the speed of light. Parle
points out that tt makes no difference
to the argument. For my purpose, I
simply applied the Satterfield factor to
the 4 electron volt energy release in
the formation of a typical combustion
product, carbon dioxide. The result
was well past the 200 mega electron
volt energy release in the fission of a
single uranium 235 atom. Sufficient
to make the point. My thanks to Parle

for pointing out the mistake which has
so far e,scaped a couple of thousand
readers including many scientists. I
will rectify the matter.
However, in the rest of his letter Parle
expands his comments into other
areas. In this he falls prey to the trap
of those who rush into print wtthout
looking at the original sources . He is
pontificating on a Skeptics' quote
extracted from a newspaper quote.
The remaining part of his letter seems
mainly concerned with airing his own
views and bears little relevance to the
other 50 pages of "The Bumbling,
Stumbling, Crumbling Theory of
Creation Science".
If Parle thinks, as he seems to imply,
that creationism is simply bad
science , then he is as ignorant of the
whole issue as those who think it is
simply a travesty of religion. What is at
stake are the minds of the young
adults and schoolchildren of
Australia. It should be at least food for
thought that creation scientists
welcome with open arms public
debate with scientists. Duane Gish,
the el Supremo debater of creation
science notched up 100 victories in a
row at one stage against scientists.
One of his few defeats was by Ian
Plimer in Sydney last March [see
report this issue - Ed]. Plimer did not
fall into Gish's trap of confining the
debate to the area of science.
Of more concern to myself is the
letter by Mike alder, also in the
Autumn 1988 issue of the Skeptic. In
this he states that some Skeptics are
apparently gearing up for an attack
upon religion. Whether or not this
becomes Skeptic policy is no
concern of mine and I have no feeling
much one way or the other.
However, Martin Bridgstock's report
published in Creation/Evolution
Newsletter seems relevant to the
Skeptics' continued efforts in the
field of combatting creationism, with
which I am ve,y much concerned.
Following is the report in its entirety:
Creationism in Britain
by Martin Bridgstock, Manchester UK
(normally in Brisbane, Queensland,
Australia)
Part of my study leave here has been
devoted to looking at the British creation
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science movements. They are a sad lot.
Two organisations exist (the Creation
Science Movement and the Biblical
Creation Society), each with a few
hundred members and virtually no
influence.
There seems to be two reasons for the
creationists' lack of clout here. One is
that there is no mass fundamentalist
movement; creation science is like a
watch without a mainspring. In addition,
British government is strongly
centralised, giving grass-roots activists
little chance to affect either education or
science.
A small anti-creation society exists, the
Association for the Preservation of
Evolution (APE). It has harassed one
creation society into extinction.
However, the APE people seemed to be
as concerned with the tedious atheistreligious dispute as with combatting the
pseudo-scientists.

The mind boggles at the thought of
the closed-mind bigotry of
creationists being attacked by the
same closed-mind bigotry wired in
reverse polarities of some Skeptics.
Creationists would jump for joy.
- Barry Price

Telepathy
Dear Sir,
During the latter part of their
confinement as POWs in Changi,
Sydney Piddington and Russell
Braddon contrived and presented a
telepathy ('thought-reading') act
which featured at a number of
concerts in Changi (in the style of
"The Road to Endor''). Afterthewar,
Piddington trained his wife to work
with him and they became quite
famous here and in Britain where the
BBC featured them in some very
elaborate presentations. (One
partner would be confined in the
Tower of London oron a tugboat at
sea!)
After this, Russell Braddon wrote a
book, "The Piddingtons", which
described them and their act.
However he stopped short of
revealing how it was done.
It occurs to me that Braddon might be
persuaded to write something for
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'The Skeptic" and perhaps 'spill the
beans' on how it was done. He might
not do so if Piddington is still alive but
you might think it worth trying him out.
- Dr P.T. Millard
Peter Rodgers, member of the
Australian Skeptics national
committee as well as member of the
Magic Circle club, the international
association of magicians, replies:
Russell Braddon's book does not say
it but the Piddingtons' telepathy act
actually had its beginning in 1935
when as a teenager Sydney
Piddington joined the /MPs
(Independent Magical Performers of
Sydney), the major Sydney magicians
club of the day. He had the honour of
performing on various shows for that .
club despfte beeing its youngest
member and afflicted with quite a
severe stutter.
Early in his career, he performed
standard magic (eg on A Night of
Magic at St James Hall, Sydney, on
August 1, 1936, he performed Cards
to pocket, Silk Jap box, Candle tube
and Diminishing cards - all classic
magicians' effects) but it was during
this period that he was introduced to
the writings of Ted Annemann, an
American magician and inventor of
mental and psychic conjurors' effects.
I am not suggesting that the
Piddingtons' act was taken directly
from Annemann's works. However,
the effects were most certainly based
on well known magicians' principles,
many of them attributable to
Annemann. That being so, ft is
unlikely Russell Braddon ever knew
the complete methods used, despite
assisting with the act in Changi and
wrfting many of the radio scripts.
Magicians always get a better reaction
by concealing their methods even
from their assistants.
Yes, Syd Piddington is still alive and
running a guest house in the Blue
Mountains with his second wife,
Robyn, and an infant son. Syd's first
wife, Leslie Piddington (nee Pope),
was seen frequently on New South
Wales television in the 70s and early
80s as Emily of the NSW Building
Society advertisements.
The Piddingtons made a brief
comeback to radio and the stage of

the St George Leagues Club in
Sydney in the mid-70s, however, the
act had not kept pace with the
changing times. Robyn, the new
female half of the act, did not have
the charisma of Leslie, and the act
lacked all its original sparkle.
Unlike Uri Geller, Doris Stokes or
Stanton Carlisle, the Piddingtons
were not out to con people. They
were unashamedly entertainers and
never claimed to have any special
powers and always concluded their
performance with the statement "You
are the judges". The methods they
used were not theirs or ours to
expose, and in fact you would be very
disappointed if all the illusions they
created were broken. The effect is
always much more excfting than the
method, and although you may think
you want to know you will be let down
if you ever find out.

Provo Skeptics
Dear Sir,
Have you ever wondered how you
can oppose astrology? Have you
walked into a newsagent and been
amazed how the proprietor can place
astrology with science magazines?
If your local newsagent does place
pseudo-science among science,
then you can use this to your
advantage in fighting astrology.
My technique is simple. I pick up a
magazine (usually a D.I.Y., antique or
craft), peruse through it and place it
back on the stand but in front of the
astrology magazines. After 2-3
magazines I have covered up the
astrology magazines leaving the
stand apparently empty of
horoscopes but full of science and
technology.
Another technique is to pick up an
astrology magazine, pretend to buy it
but place it back on the stand but
among the comics. This works only
when there are a few magazines left
but it passes an appropriate value on
such products.
As there is little chance of getting
caught I encourage all Skeptics to at
least try these tactics and do
something active to oppose
astrology.
- Stephen Huysing
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SCIENCE BREAKTHROUGH

Trouble with your Homeoroids?
SIR JIM R. WALLABY
No energies
I used to be a sceptic.
unknown to science ever disturbed my world
view. Then I began to think "If dstinguished
people like the Prince of Wales believe in
homeopathy and equally distinguished people
such as the President of the United States have
faith in astrologers, who am I to deny them?".
Calling on the assistance of that
distinguished guru , Mohammed Thynti, the
Assyrian necromancer, I embarked on one of
the most comprehensive research projects in
the history of parapsychology. The results are
astonishing, as I will presently reveal.
While my former colleagues in the
Skeptics are perfectly correct in their
assumption that traditional astrology and
homeopathy are absurd propositions, of value
only to the feeble minded, they have overlooked
the grains of truth that lie within each practice.
From astrology, we have proven that certain
celestial objects do indeed influence our lives.
Astrologers make the fatal error in selecting the
wrong objects. This is where homeopathy, with
its insistence that the smaller the better, makes
It is not the planets that
its contribution.
influence our activities; it is their satellites and
the asteroids that are homeopathetically to
blame.
Thus we have invented the brand new
science of homeoroidology.
Our findings have been comprehensively
tested, under the most stringent of scientific
controls. At parties up and down the land, we
have put our findings to everyone we met and
every single person agreed that we were spoton . The tests were both double-blind and
exhausting. You do not have to take my word
for it; try it out for yourself.
You do not need to know your time of
birth, only the date on which you first tasted
beer. At that time, one or more asteroids or
satellites were on the cusp of your ascendant
house
Placidian
the
within
trine,

correspondence of the triadic relations in the
equator. If this is not clear, send a nominal sum
of $100, in small denomination, used notes to
PO Box 575, Manly 2095 and your very own
Homeoroidal Chart will be sent by return post.
Act now! It will change your life.
The following list of important homeoroidal
bodies and their influences will surely convince
even the most hardened sceptic:

Body

Effect

You will develop an unnatural affection for
fat, falsetto Greek singers.
You are an Italian cowboy.
Europa
Callisto
You love steel bands.
lo! It's off to work you go.
lo
Avoid maiden voyages of large ships.
Titan
You will become addicted to Mexican food.
Enceladus
You will open a stationery shop in Yorkshire.
Triton
You are a good dancer but you will go
Miranda
bananas.
You are a real mummy's boy.
Mimas
You are the mother of quintuplets.
Dione
You will fall for a South American bird.
Rhea
You will be a children's dentist.
Tethys
You are attached to your Walkman.
Ariel
As you are frequently on strike, you will live
Vesta
on packet food.
You ought to be congratulated.
Flora
You will steal underwear from clothes lines.
Hestia
You will make a fortune as a psychic fraud.
Doris
Prometheus Keep away from hot stuff or you will have
liver problems.
You worry about your golf scores.
Pathenope
The first extraterrestrial visitor will want to
Leda
meet you.
You will wear corks on your hat and say
Aussat
G'day.
Deimos

Sir Jim R. Wallaby is a known raconteur, bon vivant
and demi-wit, who is in possession of an astronomical body
of spherical shape which forms part of the rings around
Uranus.

ANNOUNCING THE THIRD

$1000
SKEPTICAL
JOURNALISM
AWARD
The Australian Skeptics are once again happy to
offer the $1000 Skeptical Journalism Award.
The prize will be awarded to a piece considered the
best sceptical and investigative treatment of a
paranormal or pseudoscientifc subject, published or
broadcast during 1988.
The prize is open to all practising journalists,
reporters or producers in Australian television,
radio and press. The (chief) journalist or reporter
must be normally resident in Australia.
Nominations should be sent to:
Australian Skeptics, PO Box 575, Manly 2095
accompanied by a copy of the nominated item
(VHS format for video tapes).
The judging will be by Australian Skeptics and
announced at the Fifth Skeptics Convention
(Easter 1989)
Patrons and committee members of Australian Skeptics are ineligible to enter.

