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·· · ,' . I SIGHTING 

Steuart· Campbe�l sent . . ine a short note t,o help.clarify the brief report carried ·in 
NIS81 of a sighting by Dr ·and · Mrs Ayles� ... t· . :· He did not say as much·, but it read as if 
had been in touch w·ith them. · :rhe dat�; '��s 6th March 1987, and the time should. have 
been 3. 55 pm Or and Mrs · Ayles �ere :dn: .. ·.the· ·Foyers road, but had · just passed the 
Boleskine cemetery travelling towards Inverfarigaig, south, when Mrs Ayles noticed 
the object. By the t.im� Or Ayles ·had stopped th·e car the object had disappear�d, 
g�ving ·him no chance to use' either his camera or his binoculars. They had not s�en 
the object 'rise .from the surface' nor was it seen 'in mid-loch', Or �yles estima�es 
the height· at abo.ut '6 feet'. Sat that could be an exaggeration· (as is usual), say·s 
$teuart .. . He .goes on; : "The; report is similar to that of Richard Jenkyns ( 1 0 f4ov 
1973) and Pauline and Peter Hodg'e··.lal... May 1964), which I have explained as being que 
to an otter making the same manoeuvr�.�-� ... Of course· ati otter does not have a neck. 6 
feet long,'. but half that length carr·have beerl reflection. Thus we are· considering 
an object pro-bably less than 3 ·feet high, qUite compatable with an ott.er. The rapid 
qisappearance js . thus explained; '•the otter would not appear very long . and would 
probably swim ·away underwater.· . Dr ·Ayles emphasizes to me ·that he did not· report the 
object as Nessie ·(as you ·imply). He· merely··thought it was an animal, which I am 
sure it was (an otter)." I thank Steuart for this further information.·· Perhaps I 
should point out, I hav� done previously, that unless state� otherwise sightings· are 
reported as I receive ttiem: ·Members being ·able to note the sightings· and form their 
own opinions. · This· is what I did .. with the Ayles' report·. It is interesting tha·t 
the ubiquitous otter once again raises· it's head {lohg neck!) ·and comes to Ste.uart' s 
aid. Also that he still considers that-· the ·Hedges saw an: ot tel:', whe� Peter is so 
certain that he �id· net. �t�nart also: explains the discrepancy in height between Or 
Ayles' report and an otter r1aking a long neck, as exaggeration coupled with 
reflection. I have seen some strange optical illusions caused by reflections on 
Loch Ness, however �he water conditions need to tie exactly right, mirror calm and 
the observer has to be in the correct· position, the. closer to. the surface the 
better. The loch was rough when the Ayles saw their animal·, otter or otherwise, 
also Richard Jenkyns reported 2/3 foot waves when he had his sighting; (his report 
'ta in The Loch Ness Story,. Nicholas Wi tchell also ·The . Monsters of Loch Ne$S., Roy 
flackal and Nesslet:ter 3). SO I doubt · very much 1f' reflectlon. had muoh to do with Dr 
i\ylea report. Note . also that ·steuart says that we· �hould be cons'idering an object 
probably less than three· feet high,· fair enough. :But remember. tha�. in his_article 
�bout .the Wilson photographs Steuart quotes the size of a mature Euro_p.ean dog . otter 
is about 1. 25m, he does quote others· as reporting ot.te·rs of .. 1 • 67m and · 2. ·4m, .. in all 
cases between a third to over half ·. the length is ·tail. · So if· we have· an otte·r that 
·is larger ·than average at 1. 50m, · its· body· length will· ·be a· metre ( 39 inches) or 
less. If it were to make a 'long neck', as Steuart suggests·, anp be three feet 
tall, which is the height he would accept for Or Ayles sighting; our otter has to 
capabl� of . .p,erforming an extraordinary feat, that of raising ita body out of the 
water .. supported . on.ly by the tail!: · Steuart :seems to have put this .report into his 
otter file, ·· it is after ail the simplest explanation and we know ,he. is in favour of 
looking for the 'simplest explanation. ·I am ·in agreement with him in t�is, to a 
degree. However if some of the_few details· we have,' have to be disregarded 'or 
distorted to make the report fit the simple ekplanation�· it then ceases to be the 
simplest and an answer looked for elsewhere, as in this case • . 

· ALAST AIR BOYO. 
Alastair received his c.opy of N·Is 81· and wrote t·o fill in· some detail concerning 
what Erik Beckjord represented as his rude behaviour ·in 1983. He wrote, "Firstly, 
while it is true that 't inadvertently interrupted 'his' ev.enii-lg meal at the Benleva 
Hotel, the reason ·that ·I �:cnt :to see Beckjo�d in ·the evening, rather than waiting 
until the next morning, was a�tually out of consideration to him. I knew that he 
had ar.ranged an interview wit}) the BBC, (that was w�y he had wanted his equipment in 
the chalet), and' thought that· he might .. want ··to spend the rest of the evening looking 
around for. another sit_er for his· video ·camera. · : Initially.,· I was perfectly willing 
for him · to pick up the �quip�ent at his'convenience. on the foll?Wing. day.· 



H�s reaction to my polite request for him to remove the equipment was extremely r�de 
apd ill-tempered, and in consequence, I asked him to remove it forthwith. Despite 
h�s insulting behaviour, I do not recall that I did not allow him time to finish pis 
��al. I have received three abusive letters from Beckjord this year, over this one 
incident, which took place nearly four years ago. These give the lie to Beckjord's 
8faim that time. has mellowed him somewhat� If he really is interested in presenting 
·� more conservative image', all I caH �ay is that he still has a long way to go 
before he has·: any ho{Je of achieving his goal. He mentions me· as an- example of 
someone who he found 'very easy to alien�te', but I submit that most members of the 
N�S, if verbally abused ·in a:public pla�e, accused of being part of Drumnadrochit 

, monst.er-mafia ( alo'ng with Robert Rines arid Gordon Mackintosh - neither of whom I had 
even met at that time), would also be "very easy to alienate". Particularly so, 
perhaps, if they were referred to as what Beckjord described me as, "the most small­
minded person I have ever met". Alastair went on to point out that in correcting my 
typing error in NIS 80 and suggesting how he would have liked the sentence to read, 
e.�ckjord was still wrong. The article he cite<\ (Illustrated London·News, July 16th 
1�60) said two still photographs were taken at the time, both appeared with the 
' . article, ho�ever, they were not taken by Maurice Burton, but by his daughter, Jane. 

�lastair says ·it seems �hat Beckjord's knowledge of the Loch Ness literature has 
�dvanced little since· ·-1983·�· when Alastair remembers being told by Beckjord of his 
Jpeory that Nessies come and .go via the River Ness. He says, "I asked him if he had 
�ead what Gould had to say on the subject of access via the River ness, to which he 
replied, 'Gould? Who's Gould?" 

Alastair and Sue spent Easter at the loch, in the chalet overlooking Urquhart Bay. 
The weather was good but the loch was choppy for most of the time, so Alastair did 
not. over do the watching. ·All they saw was the usual to and fro of birds and boats 
in the bay, although they did hear there had be�n a sighting sometime in March 
around the Foyers area. Presumably that was the Ayle's sighting. 

ERIK BECKJORD 
f ·.have a lett.er from Erik in which he says that the Alternative Conference will go 
�n from 7-10pm Saturday 25th and between 12 and 2:55 on Sunday 26th July. There was 
po information of venue. 

Erik said he was pleased that !·pointed out that he found most of the· monster 
hunters difficult to relate to, but was saddened to read the very distorted·account 
that Henry Bauer told of their dealings together. -He went on to 'defend himself 
t:tsainst what he termed· grossly false statement, over. two and a.half pages. I am 
choosing not to report this, as it is not going to advance the discussion about Loch 
Ness. With hindsight I realise I possibly should not have reported Henry Bauer 
comments about Erik, but it did seem an opportunity to illustrate how personality 
�lashes mar the monster scene. Also how Erik may find difficulty in getting support 
for his Alternative Conference. 

EELS 
I have a letter from an old member Colin Mather. Colin is a fisherman and 1n the 
past has sent the occaisional letter ·with interesting snippets. His latest concerns 
eels, in a book by Brian Crawf9rd titled fFished for Big Eels' published in 1984 by 
'Big E Publications' , he came aci .. •oss some information about large eels. Ap-parently 
they are capable of attaining large size, which Colin thinks may· explain some 
sightings at Loch Ness. 

The freshwater eels of New Zealand,.Australia · and the East African lakes can grow to 
enormous size, well over 201b, and 301b plus are not uncommon. He mentions that in 
one or two (un-named) New Zealand lakes shoals of eels have been seen feeding, up to 
five feet long and as "thick as a man's thigh". The largest eel reported from Lake 
Wakatipu in· 1882 was said to we iSh 1301b, but others more recently have weighed in 
at 70lb� .. 

The Eastern. seaboard of Australia· seems to be the home Gf enormous eels. The·book 
says that the Brisbane Museum has the preserved specimen .of. a freshwater eel 22 feet 
long. It .also mentions that in Kenya and New Zealand, where large eels · abound, 
specimens of less than 41b weight do not seem to exist. An eel in the 10-20lb range 
would be some five feet long. 
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r • .  
cblin s�ys he thinks it reasonably to �ss�e tha�·i� Loch Ness· enormous eels may 
live on �he bot�om, and occasionaly·, 1n dis.tress, or death throes, come to the 
surface and thresh around for· a ·While before· sinking·; ·Giving rise to sightings and 
reports'such as that of Hugh Gray, off Foyers in November 1933. He also remembers 
reading somewhere that Loch Ness is an •eel trap'. That is, the loch is so deep, 
cold, and large, that �els are unable to· leave and so go down to the. bottom of the 
l9ch to complete. their breeding ((!ycle inste�d of migrating'· down to the sea• Colin 
&oes on, .: "Now, if, after breeding, they do not die, as do salmon, · then;. their 
physical ·consti·�ution now adapted for the dark, cold and pr.ess1,1re, they may remain 
down there growing. larger • . A 22 foot long eel would 'be quite a meal, even· for 'an 
enormous ' Nessie' • " · · 

. ' 

In a. list of 'Big Eels', Brian ·crawford gives two specimens reported ·in 1887 in 
'flistory o't Fishes in the British·Isies' which were supposed to be 34lbs and 40lbs; 
a· 30lb specimen shown at the International Fisheries ·Exhibition in South Kensington 
MUseUm i883·and a 42lb . specimen reported in the ·1926 'Fishing Gazett�', caught in 
Y�rmouth Harbour, which if so, must have com� from somewhere inland� Colin ·says, 
"what would that have looked like wriggling through some shallow .spot in a stream, 
or trying to get through a drain. Coul� reports of 'creatures' such in drainijge 
oitches ·be such enormous eels. If ohly it's ·h�ad and tail were· protruding, even 
.tocal people familiar with 'normal'. 'size .eels might not have recognized it for what 
�t was; ' the large size might mean, for instance, that the physiognomy of the head 
might change, as a salmon's jaw becomes hooked with age." Colin concludes, members 
interested in viewing large eels, ean find two r�corct breakers of 8lb plus on view, 
stuffed, in Veal's tackle shop in Bristol· ahtl a 111b s�ecimen in Nimrod tackle shop, 
aournmouth. 
;1::' 

�els have been remarked upon in ea.rlier ·Nessletters, and Roy Mackal, in his ·book �!"", .. 
·!The Monsters of Loch Ness' '· conside.rs them as c�didates for the monsters, he ·also 
j.ncludes, 'in an appendix, studies of eels caught in tne loch.

. 
While with the LNI in 

i 970, I had a hand in catching these eels, :. and from this I know there is a very 
+arge Population · of eels in the loch.· .. �e put fish traps down in �· number ·or 
1ocatlons and · at d iffferent d·epths, and ·wherever we· put them we caught eels. 
Although we did not catch any .. of unusual ·Size·, we did have one rather strange event. 
•s part of the programme we used trap.s, l;ong ·:lines, and single large stainless steel 
�ooks on sta�nless steel traces some one eighth or an inch thick. These. two inch 
pook.s were baited with fish and put at �about 50 feet depths under bouya. Mostly we 
found the bait eaten away when. we retriev:ed. them,· by o�dinary size.d eels we 
presumed. On one occasion a hook went 'missi'ng, the 'trace had been snapped. rhis . 
qiUst have taken great strength, and while it cannot· be said to be proof of giant 
eels or anything else, for that matter,. it is another of those pec�liar happenings 
�t the loch. 

ln March I received a letter from Val Smith, which ties ·in with Colin•s theory· of 
large �els splashing about on the sur�ace. He had been reading in a Nessletter 
that I believe it is important to meet witnesses 'and talk to them to try to judge 
their · sincerity and agreed with me. About thirty ye�.rs ago while on his first 
expedition to the loch they camped at Inverfarigaig on land owned by Mr Macintyre 
who, at the time worked for the 'F�restry Commission.. . He refused to charge them 
anything which impressed Val to beg.in with. After some days they asked him if he 
has ever seen anything,· living so close to the loch for so many years. His reply 
was, "Well no, I don't claim to hav.e seen Nessie, tho�h I live in hope of seeing 
it; but I did see someth�ng strange one day 6n the opposite side of the loch. 
Usually I keep binoculars handy but pn this par�icular day I'9 gone out of the house 
without them, and happening to·glance aeross the loch I saw something nuge tur.ning 
over and over sending up spray. It .. was not possible to see exactly what it was but 
it was certainly big and after a short while it sank. That's the only thing I've 
ever seen, but as I say I live in hope." What struck Val. was ·.the simp,li�ity ·of .the 
statement and of cour�e the manner in· ·which it was· said. On ano·t

.
her occasion on an 

expedition to Loch Moran Val and friend were in a local bar and met a witness quoted 
by Tim Dinsdale, but were both convinced that he latched on to those interested for 
the whisky he could obtain. Val says that one becomes experienced in questioning 
people and is then able to detect the sincere from the insincere. 



Tqis little report is not proof, no.r. can it be really considered as evidence, but 
ttie simple matter-of-fact way· it was told. to Val left him in:ti9doubt that Mr 
�cintryre had seen·something unusual in Loch Ness. Ahd it does tie in with Colin's 
tqought about large eels. 

BOOKS & MAGAZINE6 
Alastair Boyd sent me word about two articles in the January 1987 issue of the �BC 
Wildlife magazine� The first, by Miles Clark, concerns the early exploration of the 
A�eutian Islands, where the Steller's sea cows were found. Also the account of �he 
first report of a strange seal-like animal, it was 5 feet long and had � head like a 
dogs with erect ears and whiskers that made it look rather like a chinaman. It 
watched the ship and crew for over two hours from close quarters, during this time 
no fore�limbs were seen; although it was noted that the animal was able to raise one 
third of itself above the water. No other record has been found and it was thought 
that this animal must have died out at about the sam·e time as the Steller sea cow. 
�owever, in 1965 Brigadier Miles Smeeton sailed through the Aleutian Islands in a 46 
foot ketch, the· first yatch to make the passage. One afternoon in June, of Atka, 
Smeeton, his daughter and Henry Combe had a very, similar sighting of an animal of 
t&e same ·description. At the time none of them had read a detailed history of 
se.ring' s voyages, so it was two years before they. came across Staller•·s · account. 
The second article was by Michael Bright t and may be more our line. He. reviews the 
lqtest observations of sea-serpents; from around the British coasts as well as North 
A¥erica • 

. ::..:· 

f. have be·en told about a new book '.Mystery Animals of Britain and Ireland' by two 
��mbers as well as a leaflet in the Fortean Times. Graham McEwan, the author, has 
m�de a comprehensive study of many of the mysterious beast said to be found 
��roughout Britain. · He has recorded intervie�s with eye-witnesses and the book 
C?ntains rare photographs. NIS member Eddie �uttledge, says it is well worth 
neading and· includes Loch Ness Monster, Morgawr and Sea Serpents, as well as the 
A�gust 1981 photo·by Pat Kelly of a monster in Lough Leane Co-Kerry. Eddie says .it 
tooks . very like a reproducion of "M�ry F's" photos of Morgawr, which are also 
included. It has chapters on Mysterious Big Cats, Black Dogs, as well as. a good 
selection of bizarre 'one-off' reports� The book adopts· a mainly paraphysical 
approach to tha mystery animal problem. Available from Specialist Knowledge 
Services, 20 Paul Str�et, Fro�e, Som�rset, ·aA11 1DX at £10.85 post paid. Also by 
the same author., and available from the same address at £5.95, is Sea Serpents 
Sailors and Sceptics. This is said.to be a refreshingly original look at the sea 
serpent enigma, spanning the 19th and 20th century sightings and offering some. 
fpscinating photographs ·and drawings. 

· 

A new glossy magazine was launched wlth the Summer 1986 issue. It is the 'Scottish 
�bassador' and is primarily concerned with all aspects of Scotland. Tony 
ftarmsworth {of the Loch Ness Cent:r.e) has written a series of articles about Loch 
�ess and the Monster. He says he is not trying to prove that the monsters exist, 
ti�t to outline the history of the search �nd how various pieqes of evidence fit into 
�ontext. The parts of the series I have read up to now do the job of laying down 
the background and would be useful material to any newcomer to the mystery. 

As I finish I have word from Erik Beckjord, the Alternative Conference is from 7-
1.1 pm Saturday 25th, venue University of Edinburgh, George Street. 

Time to pack for our annual holid�ys at Loch Ness, via the Edinburgh ISC meeting. 
We will be at the Old Pier, Abria�han, July 26th to August 7th in a blue Bedford 
motor caravan FVY 811 S. When I return home the addre.ss· will still' be:- R. R-: Hepple, 
Huntshieldford, St Johns Chapel, Bishop Auckland, Co Durham, DL13 1RQ. 
Tel. Weardale {0388) 537359. 

Your news and views are always ne.eded. Sub�. U.K. £2.50, U.S.A." $7.00 


