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On the 1dth Septenber ·Hm Skeldc�: St<� fen;.;j a massive hear't attack and dieo at home in 
the village ot Uores by Locn Ness. He was b� years 010 but had been in Ill health fot 
sometime, he ·hdd Ieukdeila ana diabietes as �e�J as a heart condition, this had forced 
him to give up his wor·k, as a garden centre nunager near t:H rm i ngham, and retire a 
number .of years agoc Born in �t Andrews, this was perhaps the root of his love of 
Scotland and �vny he ·came to ljve in uores vHtd his �,��c and her parents .. He ha-d taken 
a keen interest in· v1llage 11fe and actl' ities a:;u bas secretary of the local· 
commun ity council., Ji,n nad been a ��IS member s1nc e  ·i�6£:, aH\..i ll&u ;_,:.,nt.ri buted to many 
Nessietters with his theories ana ·observations. ln

· that ti1ne \'le had exchanged letters 
and had met him wh1le visit1ng the loch oh holiaay, on the l ast occasion, this year, 
we also· met his Wife, Jeano �hile 1 knew of his ill health it was difficult to 
imagirie hew ill he was� he was always cheerful and never reaily complained. From the 
monster �oint of view he was valuabla as he was very interested in the .mystery and 
spent

· much of his spare time watching the loch, something most of the born and brea 
l oca l s do not do. He will be sadly missed by the NlS, and the villagers of Dares, but 
natura lly much much more by his wife and son. Our sincere condolences go to them at 
this time., 

R-R08ERT 
Many members will have heard of t�e op�ration to raise tne Wellington, R-Robert, from 
the depths of Loth.Ness during September 1985� 1n1s Vickers Wellington bombet is a 
Mk1A, 6ne of only two that are known to·remain out of around the 10,000 that were 
bu i l t during the second World Waro It is_th� only one that had seen active servic�, 
taking part in a number of dayl ight raids in the early part of the war, it was then 
transferred to a train1ng squadron. It �as while operating in that capac1ty on New 
Years Eve day 1940 it suffered an engine ta1lure and nad to be 'dltchea', Locn Ness 
being the sctfest p l ace available to the pilot. lht: c1·e\v got out safeiy but one vias 
subsequently killed when his parac11ute tailed to open� The aircraft survived the 
impact and settred·on the bottom, In about 230 fe8t of vJater, more or less ir1 one 
piece., lt · lay there sorrie 300 yaras from r,ne shore approximately opposite lor Point 
forgotten about, until 1�7b wnen Marty Kiein located it wn11e aoing sona r sw��ps with 
his side scan equipment. r'iarty in conJunction \vlth the Academy of Applied Sciences 
had neen using his sonar -In i..he loch s1nce '1�70, doing steri ing �'iork in the searc t1 for 
evidence to support �x1stenc� of 1arg� unKnown animals 1n the locn. Over the y�ars ­
interest in th · airct'aft gr�w, and the loch Ness �·v;:..�� :;igton Association was formed, it 
was decided that It would D'2 f�asable to raise tne �x::-: .. �:·· p�:�ns were formulated and a 
star t made to ra1 se funds and 5ponsor·so Ttle worK was to be carr1�u 0ut by a team from 
the Herriot Watt University alcng with a professional firm, Uceanet:r1ng of hberdeen. 
lt was hoped to commt:nce tt1e operat1on on tne ·1 Otl1 September but, l i k� so much of the 
1 monster ' worK done on the Ioch, there was a Slight hold up. 1t had taKen longer than · 
planned to adapt the old Kessock ferry-coat, Eilan Dubh, wh'cn was to oe usea as the 
l1tting v�ssel, there was a1so a 130 toot oarge for transporting tne aircraft once it 
was recovereda WoAk ccntir1ued and the boats ana �quipmGnt were moored over the site , 
then the weatner took a �1anci and callsed fur the,- delays.. Eventually tt1ings were ready 
for the lift on 17th Septemoero A specially dEsigned litting frame had be�n lowered, 
and attached to the Wellington oy. nylon straps, fioatation bags fastened on, al! was 
go. Bags were 1ntiat0d, the st ra i n taken, R-Robert left the bottom, tnen a heart­
stopping moment, floatation bags popped to the surface on their own. What had gone 
wrong ? W1en the divers went bacK down they found th2 lifting frame nad buckled 
a1lowing the bo�b�r to drop back to the oottom, some damage had been done out 
thankf ully not too much, it had on l y been lifted ten feet from the bottome Now the 
race was on, time and money were running ·out. A local firm, Comarty Firth 
Engineering, were asked to redesign and build the lifting frame, this was late on 
�Jednesday, tt1e new frame was off tt1e drawing boa rd by 8 pm, six men \·Jerked throug h the 
night. and the completed frame was delivered to the loch on Thursday 19th, qui te · a 
feat. The frame was lowere and ag a i n made ready on the Friday. 



By now the f i rms Oceaneering and J\utomurin=.� (who wer� supplying the air lifting bags ) , 
shou ld have been mak1ng ready to ieave for oth� JObs, the whole operation being a 
week behind schedule. �ut they offered tc donate their time ana make a tinal effort. 
On Saturaay 21st SeptE;mber tile �vings and most c.rf t _- tuseiage wore successfully 
raised , on Sunday thE: tai 1 section, i�hicn had brc �'�:. :��f.· whr:�n the 'ift on Tuesday 
fa i led, was brought up. ln al� son0 85% ot the aircraft was r��OV2lc�, the maj or� part 
which was missing being tf1e nose gun turr�t, Dut r<obin Homes or the Loch Ness 

.Wellington Association says he hOPLS to return to the loch for it in 1966. Large 
crowds which had thronged the loch shores for most of the time, were swelled even more 
when the remains were brought ashore n2a r the Loct1end Lighthouse for dismantling 
before being taken through the canal to the 1�1u1ttov-m basin . On Wednesday 25th it was 
l oaded on to three 'Jehicies ;·�ady for� the journey south to Weybr i dge , Surrey, where 
restoration work is to be ccw riE::d out by entr.usi asts at Brj ti sh Ae�--ospa.ce, R-Rcbert it 
is i ntended wiJl fi nish up on disp ay at the tlrooklunds vintage aircraft museum. It 
was at Hrooklanas that Sir Barnes Wallis first designed the Wellington bombe�s. 
Inside the plctn� were found· a number of interesting items, on the navigation table 
wer� a tobacco tin, with tobacco� notepads with pencill�d instructions sti11 legible, 
rad i os, parachute and t1ying helmet. There was also a·camera w1 h film inside, which 
is being sent to. Farnborough to see if anything can be aone to save it. Mr rlolmes 
sai d  that what had·be(:n recovered more than justified-tne wor·k invoived, it was a 
piece of history, a time capsule, and in superb cond1t1on ana although the cost of the 
operation was i35,000 1t �"'ouid have been much more without the g&nerosity of all the 
companies involved, in fact it would hav� been i mpossible. One aspect of · the 
operat i on has For tean interest. Gn Decemb�r 1oth 1 Si39 R- Rob�t't took part 1 n a 
day li ght raid on industrial targets in Wi1helmshav�n, the attack�rs suff�.ed heavy 

asses as defend1ng figh ter planes picketr'orf two·tr'i ds et tneir number'o Tnis marked 
the end of unescorted day ope�ations against precision targets, and a cnange of 
strategy to night bombingo ·he crane that was fiited to the 'fi1an ·oubh1 to lift the 
aircraft from the· loch9 WdS built at the: :rupp factory at Wilnemshaven. A strange 
quirk of fate. 

SAUER ON CAMPBELL 
. . 

I have tried over the years I have been sending ����, .�';:.ters to rn·.�mbers to rema i n 
i mpart i al, and not become involved in the 'politics �.,.:·�.. s:}trTOt!l'l·.·i the l och . 
present views from everyone, on all aspects of the search, which is wny NIS 71 carried 
a piece by Steuart Campbell corruilenti ng on 1-1�nry uauer 1 s review of the t:si nns • s book. 
Steuart is one of the ' anti researchers� but his views nav� oe�n well thought out, 
a l though many of us · el ·he has arrived at the wrong conc lusions, and deserve to be 
considered. I hav� now received a letter from Henry in reply to the �omrnents by 
Steuart, nere it is. ''When Steuart Campbell toJd me of the need he felt to set 
straight the errors I had c mn1tted In my revie� of �inns s book, i encouraged him to 
do so, on the grounds �h0t � dlSCJss·cn bet�e�n us cou a at 1�ast·s�rve to clarify 
some of the issues; if not fer St uart or for· me, perhaps for some less committed 
readers. In that spirit, let m� comment on Campbe11's co.1ments 1n N�ssletter /1o 
Steuart wou.!d agree with mt:·, I imagine, that disputation shou id id�ally focus on th� 
eviaence.; So h is first paragr'a ph is rep 1ly not rE�levantc fhat my r·evi�\'J t1ad been 
refused publication in two piac s does not entail that those who r�jected it had sound 
reasons for do ing so., In my prof ssjonal life as a resecrch chemist, l soon iearned 
that scientists acKnowled�e as a fact of lite that their best cor�r1bUt1ons are also 
the ones that it is most aifftcult to get published. Steuart may be surprised to find 
me in error, but 1 am not; infallibility is not a ch(racteristic of human beings - why 
should I be the exception? How�ver some errc s matter and some do not. In context, 
how much does it matter wheth�r 0ARlC estimated the wiath at f1ve fe�t or· at s1x feet? 
Either figure supports the case tor Nessie. Note also thctt 1 gave the sMaller one - 1 
made an error that woula speak against the case that 1 was trying to make; In contrast 
to &inns, all of �hose errors slant his argum�nt in the direction he wants. l'm quite 
happy to let others decide oetween Steuart ana me, on what the photogr·aphic evidence 
is or is not. -I can see no screw-wake 1n Dinsdal�'s stills; nor in his fiim, which 
I've seen many t1mes. un� aspect of Steuart's approacn that I cannot understand is 
his will ingness to dra\v f1rm conclusions \vitnout ever h1mse1f having s··t.:n the film. 
That makes his commentary on the JAkfC r0po�t an exerc i se in exegesis, not an 
examination of evidence. 



I f1nd the photographs published by Binns to bear no interesting relationship to the 
ones with which he compares tnem; Steuart finds there is such a relationship; it is 
merely one person's asserti on against another. l do think it is a bit perverse of 
Steuart� thougn, to insist on a similarity between tne Surgeon's photograph and Ian 
Johnson's photo 6f an otter1s tail, when Ian Johr1son himself d isagrees with Steuart 
over that (�ritish Journal of Photography, lb May 1984, page 50bJ. As Steuart knows, 
having read the·manuscript of my book about Loch Ness controversy, I agree with him 
in many ways; for example, that it is not certain that all the sonar evidence and all 
the photographs and eye-witness reports refer to the same entity or the same sort of 
entity. I think it is qu1te reasonable for people not t accept the existence of 
Nessie, because so far the evidence still falls short of compelling proof, certainly 
of the standard of proof commonly expected with1n science.. i regard it as unwarranted 
dogmatism on Steuart1S part, however, to insist that all of the alleged evidence can 
be proved to be other things than Nessieo o put in context the disagreement between 
Steuart and me, not that he does not dispute most c� :he criticisms 1 maae of H1nns=s 
book. Recall also that 1 maae my criticisims quiLe sp·::.ific by quoting and by giving 
page references. l know that 1 am fallible, that I cannot De tota�1y oojective, and 
that I enjoyed writing an intemperate review of �inns because h is speciousness made me 
angryo �ut Steuart seems unab1e to contemplate the possibility that his judgments are 
fallible, that he might fail to be totally obJective, that he too mignt find his words 
i nfl uenced by his emotions.11 As a footnote to Henry's reply perh aps I should try to 
clarify one or two things for newer members. On April 23rd 1960 T1m Linsdale filmed a 
large hump in the loch opposite Foyers 8ay.. This four minute sequence was submitted 
by the Loch Ness Phenome1a investigation Bureau, on Tim!s oehaif, to JARIC on 1Hth 
November 1965. On the same reel of film were two short sequences shot later the same 
mprning for comparison, of a loch boat with outboard .motor taking the �ame course 
across the loct1 as tile hump .. JARIC, Joint Air Reconn a i ssance li.telligence Centre (UK) 
a mixed service military un1t, produced their report on 24th January 1966. They first 

examined the sequences with the boat, and calculated that it was 13.3 feet long . and 
traveiiing at 6.5 mph, this was a good i ndicat i on of tneir accuracy as the boat had 
b�en clocked at 7mph, and the usual loch boat is 14 feet long. The hump they had to 
measure was a solid, black, approximately tri-angular shapeo To start they treated it 
as a plane triangle, and as such calculated it had a base ot '5D5 feet, not Henry's 5 
fFet or Steuart's 6 feet. Later in the report they came to the conclusion that what 
w�s filmed by Tim was probably an animate object, and if an1mate the surface shape 
wpuld not be angular. As expected the apex of triangle had a rounded shape, and the 
slope of the sides suggested ttlat there would be some increase in width below the 
w�terline and even if slight would mean the object 1s at ieast 6 feet widea So JARIC, 
a professional unit used to photographic interpretation, found the obj ect had a width 
of 5.5 feet at the wateriine and at lest 6 fe�t below. They also estimated the jump 
stood 3 feet aoove the surface, this gives the object film2d a cross section of 6 feet 
by 5 feet, at least.. l have seen Tim's film a number of times, including a 35mm 
version shown on a c i nema screen, and 1 am sure �hatev�r it was he filmeo It was not a 
boat. I also agree with Henry that whether it is � or 6 feet wide is not all that 
i�portant, in either case we ate looking at somethi�; ,:�;e. ln �t0uart•s d�fence I 
suppose it could be said that to get a measurement 1ncorr�ct SllOws research not 
thoroughly done, and could br1ng into question the rest of the findings. 

TONY 1DOC' SHI£ S 
In response to NlS 71 I have received a letter from Tony, it refers to Campoell's 
comments on th� Bauer. 8inns discussion and to !jinns1S references to Tony in hls 
book. 111 was amused by Steuart C�;npbel 's comments •on 8auer on dinns •. Campbell 
seems to be trying to out Binns Ulnns 'thO was trying to out ourton Burton.. So . .. . .. . 
Campbell agr1es with tiinns lSurprise surprise� that my 1explcits' are 'wearisome'. 
Poor tired tell o�s. 'uf making many books there is no end much study is a weariness 
of the flesh1 (Ecclesiates. 12:12)> Well now, I , for one, find the pompous 
explications of binns and Campoe&l wearisome In the extreme. On pag� 106 of his book, 
Binns writes a oout recent Loch Ness photographs as being 'characterised by ambigu i ty 
and a failure to provide clear proof of an immense unknown living animal surging along 
the loch's surface'. lt seems to me that all photographic evidence for something 
;unknown' is bound to be ambiguous in the sense that it 1s open to various possible 
interpretations. Why clinns shou l d require Loch Ness 'monster' photographs to show the 
creature • surging' I don't really know. 



Perhaps it's becau..Je, o 1 the san1e pe..ge of his book, ne i � a out to attack my O\·m Loch 
�ess photography" tlrns� ratn dlsho,estly, Implies that I took one photograph of 
the Loch Jess beastie, ln l":'i/1 (he descr).bes my A:· .. :o·l" pfvtogtaph. as •an Jnconvincing 
picture of a motionless "head ana n lCk11 J, f.'s a /:dttet of t·act� as you kno\<.:' Rip, 1 
took two ptcturGs �'hich vlheil :ie·," d to,e·(le·\, - r....atly s1·.ov4 that tile animal vias not 
motionlessooo 1t moved� tur-nir,.: a\,.;ay f orn me� straignt\..:il:>ng out, and ea sing some 
disturbance on the vJater.'s surfa .... ·" n ns musi nav2 s·"'en tnes- ptctu es together in, 
for example, Tim lJiLlSdale's book ·an' The blor-�s1 Alien Animals·� both of which he 
mentions without admrtth g that t.iley contair ed ll·Jo pnotogtaphs ot- an o· viously ,,oving 
animal� Binns goes on to, very snoobishiy, snee· at the ract that, at the time� l was 
a professional Punch and JJdy nan� Se , �t1 Is he suggesting that Ness1e is really a 
glove-puppet,· something liK� tite sausctge-stea!ing crocodile in a Punch and Judy show? 
He gives me a bit mol"e s·c1c by say1ng ti at l'm a 'sei.f�s�.,yled �·psychic ente�tainer11'. 
•se f�styled' i.s another o-f those canter ptuous terms w ich bo-c.n bin s and t;ampbe· l 
enjoy using wen a�t l::ung. �e p.t in Or''der to )Oister· tneh-- o�·m s.elf-este.em(> There is 
another piece of dishonesty i the btnns ooo, wtnch "' .. ,J2i·ests me personally.. n page 
172, he . .  quotes my ife�. implying tnat she �;as desc:·�u� .. :: o. sightl:1(.) of t�ess-te. S1e 
\-JdS not . ·1he quotat1on was from a letter publis1ed in the Fa mouc..1 ,.-�acket·.'July 9th 

9/6)·, and r·epru te 1n tne ljoJ·"dS' Alien. Anima s·, descrio'ng a signting of something, 
which may we 1 have been an optical i llus1.on, n the He1 ford �i vet, Corn��a� 10 At ttte 
time (and the bOrds1 boo� makes this clear),. 1 said that _ thought 'hristine and 1 may 
ha ·e been ha1lucina 1ng, uecaus of �he unusual ne:t and lighting conditions during 
that su!Mler of 1 g/o... · n fact � e cou1 d have been wi tness1 ng scmethi ng 1 i 'e the i Lehn 
and · Schroed r Effect see Nature, ·:.1nuary 'l�·d1) rJor- ···ing on a �·h le or aoiphino On 
the other hand9 w may la e actuad.y seen i··!ar·a��ro cltiler way3 liY ·Jife was not 
referring to Loch Ness an· it \'ias wrong o· Ginns to 1.p1y·that s1e ltJu.S.. his ay not 
-seem like a v ry important point,· .b .t 1t demonstra,tE:s the oinns opcrateso I'JO 1 1 Know 
that wri ers suppofting ��ess·e have sometimes. ben .guil·ty of . ��an1pu1ctting the 
eyiaence., by omission or al·e�ed. emp11asis, ·-and -tn:is .i:s- a·1.L very·.human., lt 1s also 
difficult to view he e;1derc· in a pure y .Q ject1ve vi.a"Y� · Steuart ·Campbell 1S. ·1.e ings 
at>oul, t e Hugh ·>ray pilotogra are s:.uDiecti ve·, He �sees • =:it as a picture�. of . a 
Iabrador dog with something in its moutho Now, 1 too have studied a good first 
generation p ·i nt of the or· ay photograph t f r.om t . . e: Forte an Pi ctu·--e Li orary) � and i t  
takes a great effort of imagination to s�� 1t a� an} ki, · of d g! Persona lYs l think 
it looks far more liKe some kind 01. large mo.liusc� but tnat's probably because such a 
view would ten to support ny theory of an 'E•epnan� Squi ·• 1n Lac · Nesso hat is to 
say, my view, like Campbel11s emanates tOi'll a pr-.)aju 1ced \•Jay of ttlinl<ing about the 
p i cture in re ation to tn(:; �.och I ess Enigma., In fact, to be hone·st, 1 have no idea 
rJhat.the plctur_ sho s, out lam fai ly ce·rtaln·it is not a lab\"ador dog! lhat,· of 
course, do s not mean that Campbell coul · 10t produce a picture of a distorted� half­
subm rgea l abrader whi eh 1 ooi d ratil r 11 ke th8 t 1· ng in the G. ·ay photograpn., 1n the 
end, al that Campbel. aid binns can do to disc eait w at t ey regard as 'hoax' 
pt1otographs of Nessie is to suggest, imply, or directly state that they (Campoell and 
Bi nns) think t.he photographs ar'r out an Cu � � ·1 a:·s 11 •• 

WA E PlCTU E? 
The Invern ss Courier$ of October �5thj carrJed the report of a poss'ble mo. ster 
sighting.. ln September 964 Lady lnnes o·r dalver.ie, of the Loom :-1ouse near ivluir of 
Ord, was on a sight-s�eing tour vJith her broth'---, lviajo� Peter rat tay fa·"om Dundee, and 
they stopped in a lay�by near och�nd to look at the loch� They saw a l1ne of 
turbulant water-about 600 yar s trom th<:: west shore� Lady.lnnl's toor a photograph of 
it, which has on y b n recently aevelopedo She said ''The disturbed water had a clear 
starting point un ike the waK o·· a v�ssel1' How�v�r the Scott 11 had only passed out 
of vi w about �iv� minutEs earlier, and I am c�rta·n ·�hat wnat �as se�n was one arm of 
its \�akeo from my exper1 ence 1 k'"lOW it can aKe 1 · 120 ni lutes 1;or Scott � 1 s \l�ake to 
r·eacn the sho ·f aft �r ·· passes� 

That is all for tnis time, your ne�s dnd vit=ws are always needed and welcoi e my 
address 1s· still:- RuRn ,.�pple) Hunts ieldford, St Jonns Cl apel, bishop Auckland, Co 
��urham, iJL13 "IRQo ·rei.: �r·aria··e -373:90 Su''Ss U.,Ko i2o50 UoS .. A .. $7.,LO" 

Rip. 


