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. . i; ,: . . . Ken lives in Edinburgh and has been .a �IS member for a number of years. He re·cently 
wrote to pass on hi�.own experience on OpeFa�ion D�epscan. He and · his wife had been 
fortunate to have been able to·take part. He·has�relations who are friends of Jim 
Hogan, · or Caley Cruis·ers, who had been invited to crew one of the four berth 
cruisers. Bill, 'his brother-in-law, knowing Ken's interest in the loch and how upset 
he would be if not given the chance, asked him and his wife to . J01n them. They 
arrived ·an Thu�sday . October 8th and had a trial on the loch to fam iliar ise themselves 
with the boat and .equipment, and as their wives are not good sailors it was suggested 
they tie· up 'for t.�--e night at· Dochgarr.ock, meeting the fleet at Lochend at· 9. 0 am the 
next morning for the.sweep ·south.to Fo'rt Augustus. Ken goes on,. "So is would seem 
that oh the Thursday afternoon at least, the inte.ntion. was to sweep the. loch from end 
to end. However, f indi ng no fleet at Lochend the next morning, we decided to keep 
going · until we ·made conta.ct with ·them, which was just as well, as we arrived just in 
time to joint the line-up at the Clansman. Our boat was attached to the 'Command 
Squad�ori' whi6h fqrm�d u� in single file in the middle, ·behind the line of twenty 
boqts. · to form· a 'T.' formation . .  ;·· We were on. station directly behind Adri an Shine's 
ccm::n.::1nd ·vessel .. .. Wh�n one of .the line boats rnade a ·possible · cdntact they radioed the 
command· boat, and threw ·a· fender over the ·side to mark the pos ition . One of the two 
high-tee· :boats were sebt in to check th� bont�ct �ith their sonar, then l�stly our 
boai �a� sent· in to ·rebover· the finde� �  also checking the �re� with our� sonar. Great 
emph��is was put.ori .. k�eping a tight 'T' formation and '�ak ing it look good for the 
press' which at that t ime were 

.
. taking ar iel shots · from t�e hel icopter which 

constantly buzzed up ·�nd down the.line. A·very alert Adrian Shine was quick to come 
down on·anybody wander ing even. slightly off station. The whole operation, while on 
the. water was ·carried out in a very disciplined man�e�, ·with Adrian Shine .very 
obviously in charge ·direct ing .everything. by .radio. Adm ittance to the pres·s 
conferences ,in the evening was very strictly· .contr.olled, only meqia and pri-nc ipal 
ch,c:ractel"s · being .admitted. Therefore I foun9 Henry Bauer' s 'behind the scenes' 
account · ... in .NIS $4 very interest ing. . Atthough I don't agree with a lot of · Adrian 
Shine's views, m·ainly his inter.pr-etat ion of what he

· 
ca.lls · 'Jurassic Reptile� , (in my 

opinion· to doubt: Adrian·'s 'ju�assic Reptile' is doubt the fundamental basis ·ror the 
phenC?mena at Loch .. Ness;·mainly the hundreds of eye witnesses who throughout the years 
have ·claimed to see a large liv ing· ereature with a sm�ll, long neck and great body 
mov1ng in: the locp ) . I have nothing ·but admiration for·the way he held the whole 
th ing together. To ·work with all the uifferent agencies, media, boat-crews, as well 
as the exercise itself, must have b�en a harrow�ng task indeed. The one thing I 
would quest).on ,of the opera-tion, is why. the loch was not scanned from end to end as 
it seems was firsv �ntended? I h2ve wondered if perhaps· in the event of the absence 
of any significant results it c�uid have provided a way out 'Aft�r all, we didn't 
scan · the whole loch·, did we? Nessi e mur;t have been at Lochend that day.' It is 
perhaps, an · unfair comment. I know Deepscan was never meant .to be absolutely 
conclusive, and as far as the public is concerned it's maybe better . this way with the 
absence of any concrete 'proof'.· I know th is personally from the.reaction ·or friends 
and associates on my return that 'we ·hadn't found anything' . I gr�w tired o·f trying 
to ·explain that the best that could ·be· hoped for from Deepscan was the obtaining of 
sonar result�. shbwi ng large unid�ntified targets worthy of furth�r investigation. 
People· in . Scotland, generally , tend to· be very scept·ical of the whoie Loch Ness 
thing." Ken finishes by saying, "Overall, I found the whole Deepsc.an experience .very 
e1�c iting, I would not have m issed it · for anything.· I look · forwa-rd ·to further 
information on �esulti obta ined . " 

· 

It is good to have another view of ·a different asp�ct of Deepsc�n . Up to now I have 
had .no official news release from the Deepscan organisers, therefore .the personal 
reports from �e�ry Bauer, Doug Macfarlane and now Ken Croal, have at least given us 
some news of tpe. operation. 

'MILES CATO 
Miles -sent word of ·his third. one-=mari ·•expeditiq.n' to the loch, he was there from the 
12th to the 18th March .' 88 •. He stayed the first few nights in Inverness., ·at the 
Windsor House Hotel, which he recommends as very friendly and.comfortable,· and the 
last two at Fort Augustus. 



He spent the days at the locht· being lucky with the weather, five good days cold but 
sunny, only one of torrential rain and a l-ittle snow; with hardly a breath of wind at 
any time. Giving good watch�og conditions with a generally calm loch with perfect+Y 
still one for two days. Mil�s says,.· "While some. of the best evidence has been 
obtained from such 0n�-man shows; particularly the Dinsdale_ film, I was struck by t�e 
solitariness· of my qu�st and unlike the summer when o�hers ar� there .wat�ning (li�e 
the. Boyds and yours�lf) one feels the task i-S gargantuan and given limited equipmept 
and a very limited area of· the loch that .is ih view; by on� man, .it is bar� not to 
feel that some·sort of concerted group watch must be re-established if results are to 
be forthcoming." . He saw nothing unusual until his last day • . . At about� ·11. 15am on the 
Thursday he was sitting by t�e shore in Borluni Bay looking .up the loch towards 
Inverness. He does not say but I think this will be the Borlum Bay at Fort Augustus 
ratQer than the bay in Urquhart.Bay. There· are other examples of duplicated · place 
names around Loch Ness, one being Str·one· ·overlooking Urquhart Bay, and Strone near 
Invermoriston Bay. . The weather ·was· cairn· and sunny, visibility very good. He has 
excellent binoculars, 7 X 50 Zeiss, and was examining the far horizon, where he could 
clearly see an orange co .lqqred boat. He goes on, "I also noticed that to it's left, 
about half way across the loch, th�re was a black pole-like ob_ject protruding from 
the surface. It was apparently of some size; appearing to be about twice the height 
of the boat {therefore about 4 feet �all or more) My excitement grew as it began to 
move rapidly across the loch, at one point submerging completely only to resurface a 
considerable distance · away. I watched . the head and ·neck (they were not 
distinguishable from each o�h�·r) for some 5 minutes, beco�ing more and more convinced 
that I was watching something significant.

.
.. However, to my great surprise the pole­

like object sudderHy spro.uted wings and took off. It had been a large black bird -
perhaps a cormorant. .f.his.stiperficia�ly may be a sceptic's dream sighting but I. 
believe otherwise. Firstly, it was not ·visible with the naked eye at .all yet with 
the binoculars it was quite. distinct from the boat.at �he same range. My _binoculars 
were .the same as Tim Dinsdale's and this would lend .fur�her weight to the assertion 
that he could not (at a lowe 

.
. r. rang) ·mistake a boat for a hump. Secondly, although 

the object behaved in a way one might associate with the Loch Ness animals it cannot 
be overlooked that it quite clearly.showed itself to be a bird by flying away. The 
bird had to resurface and as the entire breadth of the loch· surface. was in view, and 
I was going to wa��:, (as surely any· interested party would) until it disappeared, the 
chances are very. great that I would see if it wa.s .a bird, {.e. by whether it 
eventually -took �ff. �hirdly, a 'sighting' such. as this is highly useful to the 
regular Loch Ness watcher. By b�ilding a knowledge of the possible misleading 
factors is will help to �ake those primary sightings all the more useful. The more 
we understand such phenomena at the loch ·the more prepared we are for the truly 
unusual." Miles left the loch eager · to return as u.sual, but c.onv !need that some kind 
of co-ordinated effort is needed, one in which he wo\lld be prepared to help. 

This illustrates a point I have made before in Nessletters, that it is important to 
try to get to know the loch and it's various moods and flora and. fauna. To take 
photographs of water birds, flotsam, strange waves, otters, ·even to keep a log book 
if possible. As to the formation of a group for w�tching, I do not thing it is new a 
viable proposition, although I do like the idea. The running costs of the old Loch 
Ness Investigation were expensive, keeping vehicles_on the· road, cameras and lenses, 
fiim stock, all added to the .total and despite.th� fact that the manpower was 
suppli�d by volunteers there were large bil+s to be met:. That is going back to the 
1960's and early '70's, with todays prices and costs it would take substantial funds 
to mount and run such as expedition. Perhaps the best that could done would be small 
self organised groups,.,providing their own transport and equipment, visiting the loch 
either together or in sequence. Over the years some NIS member's have ·suggested such 
schemes in the Nessletters, but without much success. 

· 

R ICHARD GREENWELL 
Richard is the Secretary of the International Society· of Crytozoology, eo­
hosts/organisers of the 1987 Edin.burgh Symposium. He wrote in response to Nessletter 
86, "I refer to ·Steuart Campbell's making reference to belief in Nessie by 
scientists, parti�ularly is figure of a. positive response rate· of 23%. Actual�y, the 
picture is better· than implied by Camp.bell. I know, because· I was the one who 
conducted the stuC.:y i You may see the resur'ts in vol. 2 ·( 1983) of Cryptozoology, co­
authored by James E. King and myself. 



The 23% positive response �ate by "scientists" is a little misleading, as it includes 
the physical· anthropologists who were being queried on Sasquat_9h, and the physic�l 
chemists, who were merely used as a control group. . The imp�rtant.· :·. �ata is th�t. 
generated by the responses from the marine and freshwater biologists (biological 
oceanographers and limnologists) • Almost 40% - 38. 7% to be exact .,- respqnded th�� 
they thought Nessie represented 'liv.ing animals still unknown to science! Although 
the survey was conducted some years ago, I doubt if the respon·ses would be rriuct) · 
different today; if anything,, they probably would ._�e slightly more positive. 

And who were these responding individuals? They were randomly selected from · th� 
membership list of the American Society of Limnology and Oceanography, which has over 
1,500 me�bers. All · the · targeted. individuals held doctoral degrees and· were 
professionally employed at univers.ities and other research institutions in the U.S. 
and Canada. For your interest, a majority of 6.4·. ?% of· tnese prof.essional respondents 
believed that scientists should undertake Nessie research - even when. they personally 
doubted the existence ·of the animals - and 7�.4% claimed to have actualli read some 
scientific literature on .the topic at one time or another·. This demonstrates that· 
Marine .. and ·freshwater· biologists - at least in the U. S. an,d Canada -: are not nearly 
so negative on Nee:.:· i.e as many proponents (and some debunkers.! ) would have us believe. 
I have often w.ondered what result-s we would ge.t by conducting a' ·similar survey in 
Britain,·· and once even discusseu 8ucq a possibility with Roger Tippett, a University 
of ·ciasgo� limnologist. I hope this helps put Campbell's peculiar opinions in the 
proper perspeqtive. '! · .. 

I must thank Richard for givihg me the chance to set the record straight. It is 
interesting to not that not . only is Steuart Campbell adept in 'choosing the evidence 
that suits·his arguments� and interpreting it thus, but he wpuld seem tp be able to 
do the same with facts and figures. 

STEUART CAMPBELL 
Steuart sent me a letter with comments on NIS86,· it ·wa� nice to not' the dafe 1988 Apr 
01. He covered most of th� ground qlready gone over in previous Nessletters. 
Pointing out that it is arguable that his views on the Scobie report would be · more 
valid if he had intervie.wed Mr Scobie, or been with him when .he saw whatever· it was 
in the loch. He noted that Mr Scobie did not mention otters as an explanation, 
although he did mention deer and birds. Steuart asks "Why not? Had he ever seen 
ott�rs?'' He feels it is pointles� to say that the object could not be confus�d with 
something else, when that something else is not knowri. Steuart still says that the 
behaviour of the object reported by Mr Sc9bie w�s consistant with t�at of an otter; 

·and therefore as the simplest explanation it is the one. tp �ccept. As to James 
·Baldwin's observation that he did not comment on the latter.part of ·scobie's account� 
Steuart · say� that wh-ile Mr Scobie was convinced that the dis�ur.bance was not caused 
by flippers, he sugg.est that it was. the result of the ·action of a diving otter's hihd 
quarters. It is true . that normally an otter will make littl� disturbance · when 
submerging, but Steuart says that as in this case there were salmon running in the 
area the otter could have been hunting, . . it cannot be argued �hat a hunting otter 
cannot make a disturbance when submerg�ng. He went on to suggest that ·also there 
could have been n.--., :.. than one otter present. He also said Mr Scobie' s idea of size 
cannot be trustee saying "althcugh _if it was too big for birds who says it was too 
big for an otter?" Once again Steuart interprets . events to suit. his own arguments. 
Mr Scobie had lived around the loch for 46 years, half a liftime, · he· said · he was 
familiar· with all the sights on the loch. He did not detail them, but driftwood, 
'strange waves, water-birds, even otters, would be inciuded. James went to some 
trouble to suggest that other phenomena were involved, when he interviewed Mr Scobie. 
-He did not list them for us, but I do not think it is to presumptious to say- that 
otters would be mentioned. Who says the object was too big for an otter or otters? 
Mr Scobie does. Steuart advocates the acceptance of the 'simplest' explanations, as 
I have said before, I agree with him, however it must remain the simplest. Steuart 
says, perhaps the otter made a disturbance, perhaps there were two, perhaps Mr �cobie 
has never seen otters, perhaps Mr Scobie's judgement of size is faulty, in all too 
many 'perhaps'. Steuart c ncluded by saying that it was not scientists who thought 
the world was flat and the centre of the universe. These were the views of the 
Church. It was Greek scientists who first demonstrated that the earth is round and 
Copernicus who claim it was orbiting the sun. Steuart says! "If you want to solve 
the Loch Ness mystery you most certainly need scientists (indeed, I have already 
solving it for you)!" 



Is Steuart claiming to be a scientfst? He does.head his note paper· "Sc"ience Writer " 
and have Dip Arch BA after his name, after all. 

OLD ORKNEY MONSTER 
Alastair Boyd sent a cutti�g fr')m the Press and Journal of·.10th Dec·l987. Lt. Col E 
M Malone, of Pretoria, recalled ar. unusual experience after ·seeing a South African TV 
programme about Operation Deepscan • . He was a newly-joined RAF · volunteer ·in the 
Orkney Islands during September 1941, at Netherbutton radar station in Scarpa Flow. 
It was his custom ·when off•auty to wander. the cliffs over ... looking .the ' Flow, taking 
pot-shots at the man rabbits: that were ·arouno. One afternoon he inad·e his way· down to 
a narrow shingle beach to retrieve a .rabb.it- ·that .had fallen t-o the foot of the cliffs 
when he shot it. There on the shore· .. he enco�ntered a most ext-raordinary, ·and very 
dead, creature. Col Malone say, ." The animal - for it was cert·ainly not a fish - was 
about 10 feet long. It has a small head resembling that of a horse with ears and 
nostrils. The head was joined to the body, about the size of that of a carthorse, by 
a long think neck. The body had a dorsal hump, similar to that of a camel, with 
spi�es. . Two large flippers cam from the shoulders. There were no ·rear flippers and 
the body ended in a · horizontal tail, very similar to.the flukes of a whale. Had this 
creature been swimming, one wculd have seen only the small· horse-like head, a· long 
think · neck and then, :� few feet behind, part of the ··dorsal hump." He immediately 
went · to · the· Kirkwall museum to report.his find. But by the time 'one of their 
officials-got to the scehe the next day,_ the tides had taken the-body away. He has 
no idea what the creature was but thinks that possibly someone with the correct 
scientific backgrouhd cou+d have hazarded a guess to identity. 

In an accompanying note Al�stair reminds us of two other carcasses discovered at 
Deepdale and Hunda at the end of 1941, which are described in Tim Dinsdale's 'Loch 
Ness Monster' and 'Leviathans'. The body which Col Malone observed was only half the 
size of the later ones and could not have been responsible for either of those 
repo�ts. The Deepdale Holme skull was sent to the �oyal Scottish Museum, where it 
was identified as that of a shark. Alastair ·suspects that, as Tim suggests, the 
discovery of these bodies near the heavily-mined naval base at Scapa Flow indicates 
they were innocent victims of the Second World War. Our thanks to Alastair for this. 

EXPEDITIONS 
I have word from Paul Collins, of Prestwich, Manchester� of a fund raising expedition 
to the loch for twc weeks in May. ·They are trying to buy a brain-scanner for a local 
childrens hospital. .They have constructed a 20ft by 10ft raft, with a 12ft high 
cabin, it is to be powered by a Volvo engine driving a rear paddle. · It is equipped 

· with all sorts of bits· and bobs, but is also supposed to have a radar scanner ·and 
sonar system, (no details). In correspondence with Paul, he says that at least three 
crew members are treating this monster-hunt very seriously. Good luck, both in 
raising cash and Nessie spotting .. 

Peter Davenport will be at the loch sometime in June/early July. 
a red Escort R.S. Turbo reg; E99YDB, and·says look out for him. 

He will be driving 

My family and myself hope to.be there, Abriachan as usual. 23rd July/4th August, blue 
Bedford motorcaravan reg; FVY 811S. 

Another Nessletter at an end, please remember your news and views are always needed 
and welcome, the address remairis; R R Hepple>; Huntshieldford, St Johns Chapel, 
Bishop Aucklan�, Co Durham, DL13 1RQ, Tel: (0388)·.537359. subs UI< £2.7-5 USA£�,·9 .. 00. 

Rip 
,. 


