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Figure 33-1. UKFO: Distance of observer versus estimated diameter, for UFQ's
which are lower than tree height.

overzealous individuals who are wying to eliminate all data due to known natural -
phenomena). In addition, those data, which do appear to be valid, exhibit an cxcessive
amount of varicty rclative to the statistical samples available, This has led o

very clumsy classilication systems, which in turn provide quite unfertile ground

for formulation of hypotheses,

$ :

g One hypothesis which looked promising for a time was that of ORTHOTENY (i.c.,
S UFO sightings fall on “‘great circle’” routes). At first, plots of sightings scemed to
'- verify the concept of orthoteny but recent use of computers has revealed that even
doree random numbers yicld “‘great circle’” plots as neatly as do UIQO sightings,

‘Ihere is one solid advance that has been made though, Jacques and Janine Vallee
have taken a particular type of Ul‘()-namely those that are'lower tban tree-top




