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SAD NEWS
On the 18th Septeinter <id SKELITU!: Suvieres @ massive nieairt atiack and died at nome 1n
the viliage oi Uores vy +0Ch neSS. HE was oc vears old but haa peent in 1il heaith tor
scmetifie, he hdd ieukaewia and diacieles as weil as & neart condition, this haa forced
him to give up his woik, as a garaen cenlve wgnayer nhear Birmlngham, and retire a
number cf years ago. gorn in ot andrews, this was peinaps tne rcct of hls iove of
Scotlang and why ne caine to live 1n uwores wila iis ... 2 &nd her parents. He had taken
a Kkeen 1nterest in- viliage life anu activities and was secieiary of the locat
community council.  Jim had peen a nNiS member since 1Soc, anu hau woitiributed tc many
Nessiettiers with his tneories and c¢bseivaticns. In that time we had excheanged ietters
and had met nim wnlle v1sitlng the ioch on hcilday, on the iast cccasion, this year,
we atsc met nls wife, Jean. whiie | khew of hils ifi neaith 1t was dirficult to
imagine how iil he was, he was always cheerful ana never reaily complained. From the
morister point of view he was valuable as he was very interested in the mystery and
spent much of his spare Lime watching the loch, something most of the bern and brea
locals do not dc. He wiil be sadiy missed by tne WiS, and the villagers of Dores, but
naturaify much much more by his wife and scn.  Gur sincere cendciences go to them at
this time.

R-ROBEKT

mMany members wiil have neard ct the operation to raise tne Weilingtun, k-kodert, from
the depths c¢f Locch wness during September 1965.  inls Vickers Weliington bumber 1s @
MKiA, one of only twc that are known LC remain out of arcund the 10,000 that were
built during the second Werld war. it is the ¢niy cne that had seen active service,
taking part in a nuinbér cf dayilght raids in tne early part or ine war, it was then
transferred to a training squadren. il »a@s wnlie cperating in that capacity on new
Years Eve day 19540 it suffered an engine fdliure and had 10 o¢ 'ditchea’, Locn  Ness
bel1ng the sarest place availapie to the pllot. The Ciéw got cut sateiy but cne was
subsequently «killed wien his paraciute ftaiied to Gpen. The aircratt survived the
impact and settiea on the bottcm, 1n about 23U feel or wateir, mOre or 1esS 1 Ghi@
plece. i1t iay there some 300 yaras from tne shore approxlmateiy cpposite lor  Point
forgotien about, wuntil 19/7C wnen marty wiein 1oCdied il while dcing sonar SweepsS with
his side scan equipment.  Mariy In conjunction wlth lhe Academy of Appiied Sclences
nac oeen using his scnar in L€ icch since iY/U, dolng sterilng work in the search for
evidence 1o suppoirt exlstence Of iarge unknown antmais 1n the iocn. uver the years
interest 1n the aircrafti grew, and ithe i0CN eSS we.. .iglon ASSOCIATION wuS Tormed, 1t
was decided ithat 1t would be feasavle tC raise tne Lo .. pluns were formuiated and a
start made G raise Tunds and spoiscrs. The wOrk wdS L0 O cariivu outl by a team from
the Herriot Wall uUrifversity aiing with a pretessional tirm, UCearieeilng of Aberdeen.
It was hoped to commence tne Cperaiitn on tie 10Lh Sepiembder Dul, 1lkKe SO much ¢f the
'monster! work done on the ioch, there was a siight heid up. 1t had taken longer than
planned to adapt the olu Kessock ferry-bcat, ctiian vudh, wiich was Lo be used as the
[17t1ng vesSsel, thnere was ailsc a i3u reot oarge tor transportlng the aircraft once 1t
was recovered. WOrK Contiiiucd and Lhg 0eatls and eGuipimenl were moGred over the site,
then the weatner tock a hand anG caused vuvine: deiays. tventuaity things were ready
for the i1tft on 1/th Sepiemder. A speciatiy desigrnied ilvting frame had obeen lowered,
and attached to the Wellington by nylon straps, ficatation bags fastened on, ali was
go. Bags were 1nriated, the strain taken, K-Robert ieft the pottowm, tnen a heart-
stopping moment, ficatation Dags popped e Lné surface on thelr cwn.  What had gone
wrong?  when the divers went back down they founG tiae ilftlng frame nad buckied
ailowing the Gaouber to diop back tc the pottom, Ssone damage had been done  bul
thankfully not toco mucn, 1t nac oniy been iifled ten veet from the pottcm. wew  the
race was on, time and money were running out. A local filrm, Comarty Fivih
Engincering, were asked to ree&esign and build tne iitting frame, this was late on
kednesday, the new frame was oft the arawing board by & pii, $1X nieh werked through the
nignt and the compleied trame was dellvered te the ioch on lhursday 1Sth, quite a
feat. The frame was jowered and agaln made reaay on the Friday.



By now the firms Oceaneering and Automarine (wihc were suppiying the aiv lifting bags),
should nave been making ready to ieave Tor other ;oos, the whoie operation being a
week behind schedule. out thoy coffered te donate trelr time and make a ivinal effert.
On Saturaay <Zist September tne wings and mwosc ¢f L - tuseiage were successfully
raised, on Sunday the taii section, whicn had proo o7 whaend tne (itt on Tuesday
failed, was brought up. in al: sone ook ¢t the aiverait was recuvereu, the major part
which was missing being tihe ncse gun turret, but xCbin Hodwies o©f the Loch Ness
Weilington Association says he nopes to retusn to the icch for It in  1%co. Large
crowds which had thronged the loch shores for most of the time, were swelled even more
when the remalns were brought ashore near the Lochiend Lignthcouse for dismantiing
before being taken through the canal! to the muivrtown pasin. On Wednesday 25th it was
loaded on ic three¢ vehicies ready for the journey south to  Weybridge, Surrey, where
restoration work is to be caérried out by enthusiasts at eritish Aerospace, R-Robert it
is intended wiil finish up on display at the srockiands vintage aircraft museum. It
was at drecoklanas that Sir Barnes Waliis tirst designed the keliingten bombers.
Insige tnhe plane were found a number of interesting items, on the navigation table
were a tobacco tin, with tobacco, nctepads with pencilled instructions stitl legible,
radios, parachute and riying nelmet. There was &!so a camera with film inside, which
1S belng sent Lo Farnporcugh to see 1f anything can De aone tc save 1t. Mr Helmes
said that what had been recovered more than justified tne work invoived, 1L was 4
piece of history, a time capsule, and in superDd condition andg altnough the cost ¢f the
operation was x35,000 1t would have been much more without the generosity of ait  tne
companies 1nvolved, 1n fact it would have been impessibie. One aspect of the
operation has Fortean interest. On  Decemper icth 1439 R-Robert took part 1n a
daylight raid on industriai targets in Withelmshaven, the attackers suffered heavy
losses as defending fighter planes picked off twe tnirds of their number. This marked
the end of unescorted dey oper&tions agalnst precision targets, and & change of
strategy to night bombing. ihe crane that was fitted to the *ciian bubh' To fift the
aircraft from the loch, wmas buiit at the frupp factory at kiihemshaven. A strange
qulrk of fate. : '

BAUER On CAMPBELL '

1 have tried over the years I have been senanno Ness »;bgrs to members  to remain
impartiai, and not beccme involved in the DOlltl”“ sisiosuvrrorma the  loch., i
present views tiom everyone, on ali aspects cf the search, which 15 wiy WIS 71 carried
a plece by Steuart Campbel!l comuientlng cn renry pauer's review of the vinns's DOOK.
Steuart 1is one of the 'anti’ researchers, but n1s views haveé been well thought out,
although meny of us teel he has arrived at the wrong conciusions, ancd deserve to be
considered. I have now recelvad a letter from Henry in reply to the comaents by
Steuart, nere 1t is. “When Steuart Cemppeli tcid me of the need ne feit to set
straignt the ervors [ had comwitted in my review 6Ff BInns'S DCOK, 1 encouraged him to
do soO, on the grecunds thct @ discussicn belwaen US couia at least serve to clarify
some of the issues; 1f not ter Steuart or for me, periaps for some less committed
readers. in that spirit, iet me comment cn Campbell's comments in  Ressietter 71.
Steuart wouid agree with me, 1 1magine, that disputation shouid ideally vocus on the
evidence. So his first paragraph 1s rcaliy not relevant. hat my review had been
refused pubiication in two piaces does not entarl that those who rejected it had sound
reasons for doing so. Iin my professicrial iife as a research ghemxst, i soon iecarned
that scienti1sts acknowledge as a fact of lite that their best coiitrioutions are also
the ones that it 1s most aifficuit 10 get published. Steuart may be surprised to find
me in error, put [ am not; 1nfallibitiiy is not a charecteristic of human beings - why
should I be the exception?  HOwever some errcrs matiter and scme de not. In context,
how much does 1t matter whether uARIC estimated tie wiatn it Tive Tect or at six feet?
Either figure supports the case for nessle. nGte aiso thel i gave the smailer one - |
made an error that woula speax againsi the case that i1 was irying to make, 1n contrast
to binns, ail of whose errors slant his argument 1n the direction he wants. 1'm gulte
happy to let others decide pbetween Steuart and me, on what the photographic evidence
1s or 1s not. l can see no screw-wake 1n Dinscale's stiiis; nor 1n nis tilm, which
['ve seen many times. Une aspect of Steuart's approech that 1 cannot understand 1s
his wistlingness to dgraw firm conciusions without ever himse!f having secn the Ttilm,
That makes his commentary on the JARIC repert an exercise in exegesis, not an
examination of evidence.




[ find the photographs published by Binns to bear no interesting relationship to the
ones with which he compeares tnem; Steuart finds there 1s such a ieiaticnsnip; 1T 1S
merely one person's assertion against another. I do think 1t is a bit perverse of
Steuart, thougn, to insist ¢h a simiiarity petwesn che Suigeon's pnotegrapn and Ian
Johnson's photo of an otter's tail, when {an Johnson himseif disagrees with Steuart
over that (sritish Jdournal of Pnctograpny, lo mMay 1584, page 30Uo). AS Steuart Knows,
having read the manuscript of my bock acout LOCh N@sS controversy, i agree with him
in many ways; for examgpie, that it :s not certain tnat aii the sonar evidence and aii
the photographs and eve-witnass reports refer 10 the same entity ¢or the same sort of
entity. [ think it is quite reasonable vor peopie not T accept the existence of
Nessie, Decause sc far the evidence still falis short of compeliing proof, certainiy
of the standard of prcof commonly expected within science. 1 regard it as unwarrantecd
dogmatism on Steuart's part, however, t0 insist that ail of the alleged evidence can
be proved to be other things than hessie. 10 put 1n context ine disagreement Letween
Steuart ana me, not that he does not dispute ircst ¢ Lha criticisms 1 mage of Binns's
DOOK. Recaii aiso tnat 1 maae my criticislms quiie spoziflc oy guceting and by giving
page references. I Know that I am Tallible, that I cannot pe tota.iy objective, and
that [ enjoyed writing an 1ntemperate review of ©inns because nhis speciousness niade me
angry. but Steuart seems unabie to contempiate the possibiiity that his judgments are
tallible, that he might fail to be totaiiy objective, that he too might find his words
infiuenced by his emotlons." As a tfootnote to Heriry's repiy perhaps 1 shoula try to
clarify one or two things for newer memdars. Un Aprii 23rd 190U Tim Uinsdale t1imed a
iarge hump in the 1och oppcsite Fovers Bay.  This four minute seqguence was submiltted
by the Loch Ness Phenomena tnvestigation sureau, cn f{im‘s benhaif, to JARIC on 1isth
November 1965. On the same reel or film were two shori saguences shot iater the same
morning ftor compariscn, of a loch boat with cutpboard motor taking the sameé course
across the locihi as tne hump. JAKIC, volni Air keccnnaissance inteiiigence Centre (UK)
a mixed service military unit, produced their report on zath ganuary i9sb. They first
examined the sequences with the bcat, ana cailculated that it was 13.2 feet icng - and
traveiling at o.5 mph, this was a gcod indication of their accuracy as tne boat had
been ciocked at 7mph, a&nd the usual ioch peat 1s 14 feet long. The hump they had to
measure was a soild, biack, approximateiy tri-angular shape. Yo start they treated it
as a plane triangle, and as such calcuiated it had a case ot '2.5' feet, not Henry's 5
feet or Steuart's b feet. Later 1n the report they came tc tihe conclusion that what
was filmed by Tim was probably an animate object, and if animate tne surface shape
wouid not be angular. As expected the apex ¢of triangie had a roundea shape, and iihe
sicpe of the sides suggested that there would be some increase in widin Delow tihe
waterline and even 1f siight wouid mean the cbject 1s at ieast o feet wide. S0 JARIC,
a prefessicnal unit used to photcgraphic interpretation, ftound ihe object had a wigth
of 5.5 feet at the wateriine and at iest o feet beiow.  They ailsc estimatea the jump
stood 3 feet avove ithe surface, this gives the object tiimed a cress section of 6 feet
by 5 feet, at least. i have seen Tim's tiim a number of times, Inciuding a 35mm
version shown on a cinema screen, and i am sure wnatever it was he fiimed it was not a
boat. I aiso agree with Henry thail wheiher 1t 15 ¢ ¢r o feet wide is not ali that
important, 1n efther case we are iooking at someth. o .or.a. in Stouart's aefence I
suppose it could be sald that to get a measurement 1ncorrect SnowS research not
thoroughly done, and couid bring into questiorn: the rest ¢f the fingings.

TONY 'LOC' SHLIELS

In respcnse 1o NiS 71 1 have recelved a ietter troim Tfony, it refers to Camppeil's
comments on  the Bauer. sinns discusslen and to sinns's references to Tony 1n his
book . "1 was amused by Steuart Cuupbeil's camments 'on tauer on Binns'.  Campbeil
seems 10 be trying to oul sinns cinns whe was tryinc to out Buirton Burton.  SO.....
Caimpoell  agrees wiin binns (surprise surprise; that my ‘expicits' are 'wearisome'.
Poor tired feiiows. 'Of making many bDCOKS there is no end much Study 1S a wearlness
of the rtiesh’ (ecclesiates. 12:12)> hell now, 1 , for one, Tina the pompous
explications of tinns and Campoeii wearisome in the extreme. Un page 105 of his bDcok,
Binns writes aoout recent wocin ess photograpins as beiny 'characierised by ambigulty
and a failure to provide clear preoof of an immense unknown iiving animal surging alcng
the 1loch's surface'. it seems to me that all photographic evidence for something
‘unknown' 1s bound to be ambiguous 1n the sense that it 1s open to various possiple
interpretations. Why ginns shouid requlre Loch ness ‘monster’ pnotographs to show the
creature 'surging' [ don't realiy Know.



Perhaps it's because, oi the sane page of his booK, ne is about 1o attack my own iLoch
ivess photograpny. einns, rainer dishonestly, impil@s thpat : took one photograph of
the Loch nNess beastie, in 19/7 (ne descrives .y And.i. photograpn as 'an uncenvincing
picture of a motlonless “heed ang neck™' ),  AS a malcer of Tact, S you know Kip, i
took two pictures wnicn when viewed togetner, cloariy show thel tie animai was not
motioniess... 1l moved, turning awdy irom e, straightoning cut, and causing some
disturbance on tne water's surface. LIS WUST nave Seen these piclures togetner in,
for example, Tim Uinsgale’s DOOK and tne gords' Atien Animals, boih of which hne
mentions without aamitting that they contained iwG DNOToAraphts OF an obviously moving
animai. ®inns goes on 10, very SACLDISNly, sn2er at the vaCt tnat, at the time, i was
a professional Punch ana Judy man. Sc whatl? 1s ne suguesting that kessie is reaily a
glove-puppet, something [ike Lie sausage-siealing crocodlie in a Punch and Jdudy show?
He gives me a bit more stick By Saying tnat 1'm a 'seif-stiyied “psychic entertainer"'.
'Self-styled’ 1s ancilher O these coniempluous terms whiLn Doth binns and Campbeli
enjoy using when attacking peopie 1n order to boister inelir own self-esteem. 1nere 1s
another piece of aishonesiy ini the binNNs DOOK WNIlhi ... ci@sts me personaliy.  On page
172, he quoctes my wife. implying that she was descyiu:. .. a sightino of hessie.  She
was not. he quotation was from a ietter published iIn the ranmcuin racket {uuly vth
15/0), and vreprinted 1n the sords' Alien Animais, descriping a sighting of sometning,
wnich inay well bave been an optical 1iiusion, in the He:tord xiver, Coynwail. At the
time (and the oords' DCOK makes tnis ciear}, i said that ! tioocught Charistine and 1 may
have bDeen naliucinating, woecause Of the unusuai neat and iignting conditiens during
that summer of 1570,  In faci we coutd have been witnessing scmething :ike the ‘'Lehn
and - Schroeder Effect' {(see wature, canuary 1851) Working on @ whale or aoiphin.  On
the other nand, we may nave actuaily seen margawr. cilhier way, hiy wifée was not
referring to Ltoch ness and 1t was wrong of sinns 1o impiy lhat sihe was. This may not
seem like a very important point, - but 1t demonsirates the BIiNNS Cperéles. oW 1 KNOW
that writers supporting wessie have sometimes. been gulicy of  mampulating the
eviaence, Dy Om1sSSiOn Oi° allered emphasis, -dand -this 1S ali very-human. . It &S aisc
difficult to view iie evidence in a purely objective way. Steuart Campbetl's Teellngs
about the Hugh Cray photograph are subjective. He 'sees'=iL as a picture . of .a
labrador dcg with something in 1ts mouth.  Now, | to0 inave studied a goed first
generation print of the Gray photegrapn (from the Fortean Picture Lidraryj, and 1t
takes a great efrort ¢f mmaginaticn to see 11 as any Kind of dog! Personaliy, 1 think
i1t locks far more ilke some Kind of 1arge moltusc, but thal's probabiy oegause such a
view would tend to support my theory of an 'tlephant Squid® 1n LoCh iess. That is to
say, my view, l[ike Campbeil's emanates froir a predjudiced way of thinking about the
picture in relation 10 the Loch Hess enigma. In fact, 1o be henest, 1 have o 1dea
what the picture shcows, Dut i am Telriy certain it is not a labrador dogi That, of
courrse, does not mzan that Campoell could noi produce a picture of a distorted, haif-
submergea labrador whici iooked ratiher like lLioe thing 1n the wray photograph. in the
end, all that Campbei! anc¢ binns can dc te discredit wnat they vegard as  'hoax’
photegraphs of Nessie is to suggest, Impiy, or Jdirvectiy state tnat they (Campoell ana
Binnsj think the photcgrapis aie out end cut fiars™.

WAKE PiICTURE? ~
The Inverness Cecurier, of Uctoher #5th, carried the report of a possibie monster
sighting. in Septemper 194 Lady (nnes ¢f safveniz, of ine Looin House near #dir of
Ord, was on a signt-seaing tour witi her brother, Major peler Rattray from Lundee, and
they stopped in a fay-by near Lochend te iook at the ieoch. They saw a  tine of
turbulant water about 60U yards from ine west shore, Lady innes TOOK a pnotograpn of
it, whicn has only been recently deveioped. Sne said "ihe aisturbad water had a Ciear
starting point unilke the wake OF & vessel” Mowever the Scett [t had oniy passed out
of view apbout Tive minutes earller, and 1 am Cerlaln inal wnat was seen was one arm of
1ts wake.  from iy experience I Know 1t can take 15/z0 minutes vor Scott £'s wake to
reach tne shore arfter it passes.

That 1s all for this vime, your news and views are aiways needed and weicome my
address 1s stili:~ R.R. wepple, Huptshieldford, St donns Cnapel, bisnop Aucklana, Co
Durham, vil3 iRY. Te:: weardaie 537355. Subs, U.K. £2.50 U.S.A. $7.00.
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