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COMMEN-T 

The Publici�yBoomerang by PttKoHaythornthwaite 

The recent press coverage of UFOs has no doubt caused many 
ufologists much rejoicingo Cats will have be en noted peeping out of bags 
everyv1here1 and the great truth to be on the verge of revelation\0) Other 
u�O invest1gators will have viewed the publicity wave 'dth mixed 
feelings� 

On the one hand, such publicity brings home to those who 
might not otherwise have been aware of it that the UFO is still very 
much with us� If some of these are encouraged to pursue the matter 
further� this is excellente 

On the other h��d, certain consequences may be far from 
beneficialn Firstly, the publ1city itself may tend to alter some aspects 
of the very phenomenon we are studyinge In particular, hoaxers are 
given thej_r cue and an already confused situation becomes more so� 
Secondly, a publicity wave can be followed by a period of reaction when 
news media will not touch the subject tdth a barge -pole , particularly 
when a much-ballyhooed sighting turns out to have a mundane explanation, 
as with the Cannock c ine-film 5  

The conclusion seems to be that a steady trickle of serious 
coverage is better than a short period of sensationalism, and that UFO 
investigators would be well advised to take care not to encourage such 
sensationalism� At times of UFO flap, they would be wise to put in 
-words of caution to the effect that all sightings should be examined 
critically and that many, though not necessarily all, are found to have 
conventional explanations c . 

It also seems that the aim of organisations such as NICAP � 
tro achieve publicity breaks and Congressional hearings may be misguided 
in many respects� Encouragement of serious research by technically able 
people is almost certainly of more long-term value to UFO research than 
the achievement of mass support and general excitement� 

========= 

MUF ORG NEWS 

Qffice�� At the Groupis Annual General Meeting , held at the Free 
Church Centre, Tarleton Street, Liver2oo1, on May 11th , the following 
were elected office rs for the year 1966-7:--

C�airm�n P.Hopkins, 17 Sandringham Drive, Aigburth , 
Liverpool, 17. 

Vice-Chairman 
Sec_:r:,�tar:v. �­

T.re a.surer 
�.li-Jl'!t�� re tC!.a 
i:\...stronorn...y_ Sec retar_x 
Librarian 
gomffiittee Member� 

T .Dixon· 
ReD.Hughes, 86' Trouville Road, Liverpool, 4o 

Miss �L,P �Black 
J .. Harney 
L,Geoghegan 
J o Harn;.rell 
Miss I.Amery, R . Donnelly , G.T.Woods 
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MUFORG Ne1tJS (continued) 
Midland Interpla.i.1.etary Associatton The AoGoH. rejected a proposal from 
the M:Cdlan_ci_Jln:t-e-rplar�e-t-ari Assoc5�ation that MUFORG should become 
associated with themo However, there was no reason v1hy they should not 
keep in touc h with Moi�Aa 

LETTJ�R T 0 T H E E D I T 0 R 

Dear Sir, 
It appears to me, as an ordina�ry UFO Researcher, that too 

many UFO Organisations in this Country are indulging in profitless 
uhate campaignsn against each other, when energies should be directed 
towards investigation and research(> I knotv I speak for a great !.i'tl�:bcr 
of other ordinary UFO Researchers when I say that we are fed up with 
continually hearing and reading pro- and anti- Adamski propaganda. Every 
way we turn we are confronted tvi th 1l A dam ski is a God" and "A dam ski is 
a liar" phrases. The BUFORA Journal, Orbit (Tyneside Journal), MUFORG 
Bulletin (Merseyside), I.G.A.P., Mr Kenyan (President, Nottingham Group), 
and so I could go on, are all guiltyc 

Let all UFO Researchers in this Country keep an open mind 
on all aspects of Ufology. 

Let us accept that different people are interested in 
different sections of the subjecto 

Let us respect those who hold different views than our own. 
Let us not condenm the "factual and dogmatic" approach or 

the 11Adamski" approach, 
Lot each of us admit that he might not have the whole answer 

to the UF'O problem. 
Let us all concentrate on whatever branch of the subject 

interests us most, and above all let the .Organisations and people who -

are participating in this verbal warfare cease their.useless bickerings. 
ANDY f.1l1.YERS, c/ o "Villador"1 Sil verdale Avenue, Wal ton-on-Thames, Surrey� 

INVES1'IGAT�ON by P�K.Haythornthwaite 

SIGHTING AT UPHOLLAND, 2.035 BST, 21st March, 1966 

This sighting was reported briefly in MD70RG Bulletin for 
April, 1966, quoting Liverpool Echo of 24th Marchc I was able to 
interview the witness, Mr Norman Comber1 on the 25tho 

There is little doubt that this was a genuine observation, 
and the -vritness was quite shaken by his experiencet> The object \vas 
observed for some 3� seconds, was orange in colour0and the size of a 
sixpence held at arm's length, travelling about 120 of arc during 
observation. As reported in the Echo, the object was followed by a 
trail (about half as long as the object)o However, the witness's sket�h 
��ows a plain oval shape, with no trace of the small dome mentioned 
by the Echo. 

The vdtness's estimates of size were based on his impress­
ion that it was •twice as high as the houses1, but in view of the great 
speed and the complete lack of noise, together with the very brief 
period of observation, it would not be wise to place much reliance on 
this impression. 

To sun up, the details of the report appear to be quite 
compatible with the observation of a meteor of the fireball variety. A 
weather report from Liverpool Airport shows that the sky was clear 
enough for such an observation to be made. 

A very similar observation also occurred at Orrell some two 
weeks beforeo At 2100 GMT on 7th March, 1966, Mrs Betty Webb observed a 
rou_�d orange object about half the size of a sixpence held at armis 
length, with a flaming red trail 2-3 times as long as the object's . 
diameter. It pursued a straight course from NE, elevation 30 , to SW 
horizon, in the space of 2-3 seconds. 

No noise was reported, and once again it seems likely that 
the object was a fireball. 

tl11ltllllltlflf 
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.l�NNOID·TCEMENT 

B. U� F� 0. R. A. N 0 R T H E R N 

C 0 N V g N T I 0 N 

The B.U .. F.O"'RoL. Northern Convention will take place on 

Saturday, September 1Oth, 1966, at the T.extile Hall, We stga te, Bradford , ·· 

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++�++++ 

11 SPACESHIP 11 FILH : .. ND WIG.:· .. n °LION11 MYSTERIES CLEARED UP 

The "Spacesbip11 fil:m, which received so much public ity, i.vas 
investigated by a BBC team for the prograrrn11e, "Tomorro-vr' s World." They 
took off in a p&ane similar to the one flo-t.m in by Nrs Oldfield, and 
shot a surprisi�gly si1:,1ilar filmo The illusion v1as caused by reflections 
of the tailplane in the glass of the porthole� 

The Wigan "lion" mystery ended some v1eeks ago with the 
capture of a large Alsatian dog uhich h2.d been running v.rilde It seems 
that all the witnesses 1.vere r1istaken after all, as there have been no 
reports si:::1ce,, 

Q U E S T I 0 lJ S 0 N F L Y I N G 0 B J E C T S 

(from the Bebington Nei.•rs & Advertiser, June 4th) 

Dr Edwin Brooks, M�P. for Bebington asked the Secretary of 
Defence, in the House of Commons last i.vcek how many separate pieces of 
ma..11-made equipment noH ci rcling the earth outs ide the atmosphere had been 
detected by tracking stations under his control� 

Mr Merlyn Rees, replying, said more than 400 were observed 
during Hay .. 

Dr Brooks also inquired ho-vr many reports of unidentified 
flying objects were reported by his department throughout Great Britain 
during 196l1- and 196 5 and hovJ many of these had since not been satisfc:tct­
orily explained� 

Mr Rees answered that in 1964 there had been 74 reports� �our 
of therJ unexple.ined, while in 1965 there had been 56 reports, 14 of 
then u..11explaine d. 

In the casss that had not been satisfactorily explained the 
infol""mation given h2.d generally been too imprecise or inadequate to 
su.pport any further investigRtion. 

S I X S ! .. U C J� R S S I G H 'T E D S T H E L E N S 

L. policer�1an and }lj_s 1:.rife at Sto Helens (Lancashire), claim 
to have seen six UFOs, according to reports appearing in several 
neHspapers on Hay 17thc Unfortt,_nately the ne,"rspaper reports do not give 
the date of the sighting� 

The incident took place early on a dull, grey morning. The 
policeman, Donalcl. Cameron, looked out of the back v!indovl of his home at 
2.5 Chiltern Road, St ... Helens� He savr six glovring, vThite objects, hovering 
above the houses at the end of the housing estate. 

P.C .. Cameron saidg "One vras obviously the mot her ship as it 
was bigger than the resto The smaller ones -vrere oval shaped, but the 
large one had a cup-shaped dome.� 

"I shouted to my '\·rife and she l.vatched them with me for 
half a minute before they disappeared at a great speed towards Hanchester.., 

i'i'Jo one else on the estate that I kno\.v of sav-1 then, but it 
<Tas early in the morning and our house is the only one that faces in this 

particular direction�" 
The Chief Constable of St� Helens, Mr A.Ltherton, described 

P.C. Camero11 as "a reliable policemano" 

++++++++++++ 
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ST HELENS UFO SIGHTING I N V E S T I G A T I 0 N 

Since pagG 3 was sGt uu, P "' K 4") Ha·Ithornth\,ra.i te has provided 

the Editor i;.tith details of his in�-8st i � atj_�n of the St Helens sighting. 

The i ter!l on page 3 was compiled entj_rely from ne1v-1Spaper I·eports 1 vvhich 
contained several inaccuracies� It prov1des a good example of the 

dangers of reJ.ying too hee.v�l.ly on pr·:-ss roports as a source of UFO 
informationo 

In ye� tig§. t i 911 

The sighting took place at Parr, St Helens� Lancashire, on 
May lOth, 1966, at 1030 BSTQ 

The.\vitness was visited in his homa on tv10 occasions, firstly 
on 16th May1 6 days after the sighting, and secondly on 23rd H3.Yr:o On the 
first occaslon ·cime wa�3 a little short, 2.nd the second visit 11J"as made to 
clear up one or two points, and to make more accu:rate estimates of some 
of the sighting pArametersp 

A letter in the St Helens Heporte�:.· ::hc�etly after the sj_ghtlng., 
appealing for any further Witnesses to COffiE: !-.O!''tlard� produced no 

. . 

relevant replies� 

The objects 1.vere first noted moving frow rj_ght to left at a 
steady Speed � their angle of 8l�:.nration dropping o rrhis carriE�d on for 
about 1 5 seconds� at -vrhich poj_nt. the objc-::cts hovered. for about another 
15 s e cond s . ., 'fhey ·then set o:ff s.t high speed a11.d dtsappeared behind a 
nearby ho·use in the space of about 2 secondsr: The objects aovcd all 
together and. did not appear to alter forma-tion during motion:t As they 
moved away rap�Ldly before di.sappea?:ing � thei:t: angular size reduced very 
rapid.lyi being at least halved&! The objeets gHve thG impression of 
disappearing quie;l-(l.y irtc\ the distancE�� or c·f me .. -Ging av1ay: bflfore being 
finally obscur·ed by the hou�-:e •: 

·--------- ___________ ... __ _...-.,,_. .• -. . ... .. -. ·-4··•·4 . .,._, .... ...... _ ....... __________ - �- ...... ; ·� - ,.. _____ .......... --·-··-�- ·-··-···-··-· .... --·---�------ .. -··-'---.-� ........... --. ---�·-'" ·  .. · - \. -
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All the 0bjects were ellipticale The dome on the larger object 
was a figment ·of ·s omu n.OlJSpA.per reporter: s 1magination.) ;_t the time of 
the sighting the. �T� tnoss assumed that the·. objects were threc�-dimensional,. 
but more as a· result O.t the objectS; .formation than of any shadG�ving or , 
other evidence of 

.
. solidity on th(; objects themselves� 

VJhen first sec:n the ob.jr:)cts vrere at an elevatj_on of 10°1 
and tgeir _· di�ec ti,og. w�� 6?0 (W of N)" �-lheJ.?- hovcri1:1? th•3ir e6evatior_l 
1vae 5 , bearlng 7tt ., hT� dJ.sappea:rance �::helr ele,Ta"tlon \vo.s �- , bearlng 
7 r; • . 

. 

The apparent sizes of the objects at a distance of 2ft, 
7inso (arr.1.' s length) were 0�3 inches for the group') 0.,.17 inches for the 
large object and 0�09 inches for the small objects: 

1deathor at LiVf.::;.--·., col A:7. r 1.1 0rt .. 1020 BST� - Cloud� �at 2 5. L 0 l""' / • r. \ I ' � 0 00 ft � Surface \·;j_ncl7 2o0 \true) .. QLF 1�not s c. 2000 ft Q -y;ind.. 300° (true) 
18 knots. 

' ' -

Calculations show that 1 as the objects 1.vere seen against the 
c louds, tl:�ir max�m�.m �i stanr:es. were 7• a·� A, e.bout 3 miles, and at B, about b mlles, ana -cha-c the maxlmum dls·Gance of t:r·avel bet�-rean A and B 
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.was ·about· 3 miles e This is equivalent to aronnd 700 m.peh. Taking a 
distance of· 3 miles as representative, the sizes were, Group 145 ft, 
Large object 80 ft, small objects 40 fto The direction of motion of the 
ob'jects was roughly against the wind at 2000 ftc 

The .vli tness was certain that at St Helens at 1030 BST the 
sky was completel� overcast o This does not tie in very well with the 
weather report· however. It would seem to be still an open question 
whether the objects '\vere self .... 1umirtous, or were re flecting the light of 
the sun. 

· 

The witness stated that he had ve ry occasionally seen planes 
in the part�rof the sky in which he savl the objects, but that these moved 
much more slowly than the objects he witnessedo 

The observation was made through windo"tv glass, but a check 
revealed nothing in · the room which might have given rise to reflections, 
and there were appa.rently no faults in the glass. 

The Witness - P.C. Cameron, 25 Chiltern Road, Parr, St Helens� 

The -v:i tness seemed a sensible individual, and not likely to 
imagine things � (Not e that his wife also saw the obj ects, and confirmed 
the details given by her husband�) He was co-operative1 and took trouble 
to give the iP1ormatmon required as accurately as p oss�ble = He had no. 
strong views as to the nature of his observation. The conclusi on that 
he had seen " flying saucersn was given, not dogmatically, but as a 
result of his being unable to think of any other possible explanation . 

The wj_tness had been mildly interested in the subject of 
tJFOs before his sighting, but admitted to having very little knowledge 
of it, having been unable to obtain sui tabl e reading material. 

An insp ection of the witness's bookshelves sho-vred that he 
had an enquiring mind and wide interests . In short , he seemed a very 
much above average witness . 

+++++++++++++++ 

THE SQUARE SAUCER OF BOLAZEC, or the Fly�Tracto� 

The March 1966 issue of Phenombnes Spatiaux, the quarterly 
journal of GcEoP.,A. � Paris � , carries an excellent report of an. alleged 
UFO landing at Bolazec (Nord-Finistere), on January 16th , 1966, at 
4 o ' clock in the morning� 

There was one witness , a l1:r Eugene Coquil, who was driving in 
his Dauphine car along the Morlaix-Callac road. As he was approaching the 
Bolazec-Plougras crossroads, he noticed lights on a hillside which he at 
first thought were those of a tractor. As he knew the area very well he 
knew that only such a vehicle could get to the place where he snw the 
lights. Thinking that a farmer might have met 1�th an accident ) he 
stopped his car and went to investigate. 

He had only gone a very short distance v1hen he saw the utractor" 
moving in his direction. He was surprised to hear no engine sound and x 
the lights seemed too high up for something on the ground. Then the object 
passed over a mound less than ten metres away from him and he saw that 
it was flying, in complete silence, at an altitude of 4 or 5 metrese 

This was too much for M.Coquil and he panicked and ran back 
to his car. The obj ect followed him and hovered over his car as he 
opened the door. \Vhen he got in the object set do1m gently on the other 
side of the roado 

The witness noticed that the obj ect had four luminous c olumns 
with a luminosity similar to that of neon signs . He was almost certain 
that he saw portholes on the side. 

Investigations of this incident were conducted by G.E.P.A. 
and by the maga zine, "Noir et Blanc." 

Supporting testimony eventually cane froB inhabitants of 
houses near where the incident took place. They admitted, with some 
reluctance, that they had seen strange lights on the night of January 
15th-16th f) 

The �rltness was definite that the object was �� in shape, 
measuring at its base 3"5 x 3.5" metre s. Viewed from underneath there 
vrere no projections on it. The witness's sketch, published iri "Noir et 
Blancrr, suggested that the object � sides sloped inward t owards the t op, 
whereas the sketch which he sent to G.g.P.A. showed perpendicular sides, 
1.2 metres high. 
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The article in Ph4nom�nes Spatiaux points out that a square 

UFO is sor.1ething ne\l in ufology. A.lso, the investigators were greatly 
inprcssed by the witness. 

Readr�rs tlaY care to compare this sighting 'vi th the one 
reported in Vol. 12, No. 2 of Flying Saucer Review, on page 35, under 
the heading, "UFO takes to the Cotswold roads." 
-�- .......... -..e:r.-- ......... -- ..._._._ ........... __ ,..... ......... ,. � ,.__. ...... ...... � _..._... ........ - ..... ···--- .... ---- _..._. -··- -- .:.... . ..  _._ .. . --4 -·· _. ... _. ... _,_. .... -- .... .._ ......... __ __._ ... 

.;�CH.ANG.li:S RECEIVED 
. 

UFO S�JbL� (Winter 1966, Spring 1966), Edited by Allen H.Greenfield, 

2JJ7) Sequoyah Drive, N . vJ . , Atlanta, Georgia 30327, U. S .!.. • 2 dollars a 
year (quarterly). P�CB�, the Controversial Phenomena l�Iagazine (Sept-Oct 
•65', Nov-Dec '65, Mar-"\pr '66) Editors, Joseph L.Ferrlere, -'\.rmand 
Laprade, 48 Greo.t Brook Valley Lvenuo, v!orce ster, Hassachusetts · 01605, 
u.s . .:· .. . 2 dollars, u.s ... ·�.. , 3 dollars � foreign, a year (bi-montf;tly). 
CFSIB .. :N�1AJSL£TIEJ1� (Harch-l.pril 1966 J , published by the Civilian Flying 
Saucer Invest:Lgo.tions Bureau, Stove t •• \\Jindover , Soc.Treas. CFSIB, 
6101 Sturgeon �ree-k Park-vray, Hidland, J.viichigan l!-864o, u.s • .;-,_. 1 dollar 
(bi-monthly). ·�JFO,L_QQ Information Sheet, published by the Isle of Wight 

Unidentified Flying Object Investigation Society, edited by J.Vl.Feakins 
1, Hill Top Cottages High Street, Fresht·rater, Isle of Wight. (29/4/66, 
:r-ro. 26). PE ENOf11£NEf? �PLT� .. · .. ux (JYiarch 1966), journal of the Grou:Pement 
d1Etude des�nes �oriens ot Objets Spatinux Insolites� 69 Rue de 
la TorJbe-Issoire, Paris 14o, France. Edited by Ren0 Fouere, 30 Francs a 
year (quarterly). GE$LG._BU_IJJ_��IN (no. 7 1966). journal of the 
Groupenent pour 1 ' Etude dl::::S Scic;nces d 1 ;,.van t ---Gar de, edited by Jacques �o:a ?ot6 r lZ Rosen�al �17, B �u�os, , Bel�i-�n . Bene�ux oO Belgian.francs, 
. t!l1.1. ope o u .�.1 .B. , o-che1 c oun trle s ..LOO F . B . (quarterly) • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  o 

....... - .. _ ... --- ... - .. �-- �- .................... _ _. - .... _....,._-- •.a � ..... - ._.-----..-- -� .,...._ ...... - ... ,. -..,.. ........... -·-- ........ -- ...... - ........... .3 ........ -· .. . - C..-4- .... -.. .. _.- .... -

by the Editor 

The Midland Interplanetary �ssociation is getting up a 
peti tio�1. to the Prine J�·,fini ster, asking the Govern..'1lcnt to set up a 
Nat�_onal Inve stigation Cor�.Jittee and to release all 1JFO data to tho 
public. They hope that all groups will participate and that the occasion 
will be attended by a great deal of publicity. 

On our front p.?_ge, Hr Haythornthwai te has given his vie\.vS on 
UFO pnblici ty. I believe the so vie�tvs reflect tll.osc of most :tvrUFORG members. 

Consj_dering thP�t M.I • .�.',.. is associated v1ith some� rather odd 
OI'ganisations' including the Japanese 11Cosmic Brotherhood Lssociationli' 
it v.rill be seen that the publicity attending this petition could be very 
demagj_ng to the progres s of serious �JFO research. This is a gre(-1t pity, 
as M.I.�. itself is is engaged on �rl1at could be a very useful project, 
the� holding of regular skyi.vn.tche s in. co-o�;er.::�tion 1:ri th other groups. 

It will be interesting to soe who..t I3UFOH;'!. �tvill do to attempt 
to fordstall any ha�1ful effects of this ill-advisad petition • 
._.,_._...,__.._,.-.:.._._. .. .,... �---- � &.• a:.--.�--.. -- •-• �.....,. .._:�•..a � -.:;::�-.- •· � •--• •-�� �-� ••OJ -· �" ·'-..:a.,._,�· .. ... •· • r. • •  _. ____ _.,._.., .. . .... ... •-• .__, .._.,. .,._, -.·• 1 •- -=--e:.....a• ,. .....,. ., -a •• ,. .. _.----· • • ._ .. � .. ..,_, �....,.._. .._...._. 

H U F 0 R G Bul lotj_n 

��DI'T'OR J orill LRrney, 53 Hoodyear R,oad, Bromborough, \Jirral, Cheshire, 
Jmgland. Telcphoncj .8; __ Sthn.n 2lt+6. : 
.QQ]'TTRIBUTJONS �·:..rticles, letters, conr:H;nts, revie1.�rs, press cuttings 
Helc OLle. C ontri bu ti ons published in trli s Bulletin are tho re sponsi bili ty 
of their authors , and do not necessarily reflect the views or policies 
of 1-'IDFORG. Letters and articles should be ·w·ritten in English or French. 
COP�{P.IGHT �\.ny publication nay freely reprint original material contained 
in this Bulletin, unless otherwise stated, provided that a credit line 
is given to HUFOHG Bulletin. 
DIS_�RlBl_I.'J:_I_Ql:I UFC org ani sation s in Britain, 1tJestern Europe and U ,s, .. �:.., 
Published every other month. 
::_lZ�.�l-::_�:l���J:£ Please exch��-nge your publication, if not already doing so, 
�·Jill those who have not acknoHledged receipt of the Bulletin, plea�e 
c�o so. c· ... postce.rd \.vill do). Other1frise it may be assumed that YOU!' 
address is out of date • 
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