A WORKING TAXONOMY OF ALIENS

(Non-Human Intelligences — Extraterrestrial / Interdimensional /
Ultra-Terrestrial)

I. GREY-TYPE BEINGS

(Jacobs’ core category)

1. Small Greys
Aliases:

e  Zeta Reticulans

. “The Greys”

e EBEs

e Skinny Bob-type
*  Roswell-type

e 3-4fttall

e Large black eyes
e Thin limbs

. Minimal emotion
e Highly procedural

e Jacobs: biological drones
e Often report telepathic control, paralysis, memory suppression
e Commonly subordinate to other beings

2. Tall Greys

Aliases:

. Overseer Greys
e FElder Greys
Traits:

e S5-7fttall

*  More authority

*  Greater intelligence and autonomy
Notes:

e Often act as managers or intermediaries
e  Sometimes paired with Mantids



II. MANTIS / INSECTOID BEINGS

(Key to Jacobs, rarely discussed publicly)

3. Mantids / Insectoids
Aliases:

e  Praying Mantis Beings
. Insectoid Overseers

J “The Teachers” (some abductees)
Traits:
. 7-9 ft tall

e Extremely powerful telepathy
J Calm, ancient presence

*  Frequently reported above Greys in hierarchy
e Often described as emotionless but not hostile
. Possibly non-biological consciousness operators

III. HYBRID BEINGS

(Jacobs’ main obsession)

4. Early Hybrids
Traits:

o Awkward movement
o Poor emotional control
e  Learning human behavior

5. Intermediate Hybrids
Traits:

e Increasingly human appearance
*  Emotional mimicry
*  Social training

6. “Hubrids” (Jacobs’ term)
Traits:

e Nearly indistinguishable from humans
*  Embedded in society
e Still telepathically linked

Notes:

e Central to Walking Among Us
e This category alone implies multiple genetic templates



IV.REPTILIAN / SAURIAN TYPES

(Dolan expands here)

7. Reptilians (Classic)
Aliases:

. Draco
*  Alpha Draconis beings
Traits:

e Humanoid reptiles
. Hierarchical, militaristic
. Often associated with control narratives

8. Serpentine / Nagic Types
Traits:

*  Less humanoid

*  More mythologically aligned

*  Appears across cultures
Notes:

*  May overlap with ancient serpent lore, not necessarily ET in origin

V. NORDIC / PLEIADIAN TYPES

(Contactee-era beings)

9. Nordics

Aliases:

. Pleiadians
o Tall Whites (sometimes separate)
Traits:

*  Human-looking

o Blonde, tall

o Emotional, communicative
Notes:

e Often framed as benevolent or interventionist
e May represent a psychological interface rather than literal ETs



VI. HUMAN-LOOKING NON-HUMANS

(The uncomfortable category)

10. Indistinguishable Human ETs
Aliases:

*  “They look just like us” beings
Traits:

*  No visible anomalies
*  Sometimes identified only via behavior or telepathy
Notes:

*  Raises time-travel / breakaway civilization possibilities
e Often ignored due to ontological shock

VII. ENERGY / NON-CORPOREAL ENTITIES

(Where aliens blur into spirits)

11. Light Beings
Aliases:

e Orbs with intelligence
e Plasma entities
Traits:

*  No fixed form
e  Conscious energy

12. Shadow Entities
Traits:

e Black, shifting forms
e Often paralyzing presence
Notes:

. Strong overlap with sleep paralysis, but not reducible to it
e Seen in UFO contexts and hauntings



VIII. MECHANICAL / ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE
BEINGS

13. Synthetic Beings
Aliases:

J Android ETs
o Al emissaries
Traits:

. Emotionless
e Task-specific
Notes:

*  Greys themselves may belong here
e  Suggests post-biological civilizations

IX. AQUATIC / SUBTERRANEAN NON-HUMANS

(USOs & ultra-terrestrials)

14. Aquatic Humanoids
Aliases:

o USO entities
o Ocean dwellers

15. Subterranean Beings
Aliases:

e Inner Earth beings
. Ultra-terrestrials
Notes:

*  Dolan strongly entertains non-extraterrestrial origins



X.ANCIENT /MYTHIC OVERLAP TYPES

(The taboo category)

16. “Gods”’ / Watchers

Aliases:

*  Nephilim

o Anunnaki

J Watchers
Notes:

. Whether ET, interdimensional, or symbolic is unresolved
e Jacobs largely avoids this territory

XI. UNKNOWN /ANOMALOUS TYPES

17. One-Off Entities

Traits:

. Single-witness species
*  No known parallels
Notes:

e Likely underreported or suppressed

WHY JACOBS’ MODEL IS TOO SMALL

Jacobs is likely correct about one specific program, but:

* His abductees report other beings present but ignored
e His framework assumes single-agenda dominance
* He filters out mythic, non-biological, and ultra-terrestrial data

Dolan’s view — a dominant type plus a large minority — fits the data better.



