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Erik Bec.jqrd 
To continue with Erik' s resp.ons.e. to NIS9Z:� briefly mentioned in NIS93, in his le'tter 

he raised a f�w points . Firstly he gave p. �gen.�r�l view , _sayJ..hg � . ·\ � one· ca:n complain that· 
one needs better, sharper photos�- but over the _ years 1 loo];iz'l'g at the majority of the 
seemingly valid. photos' it seems. we are n<?t go�n_g �0 get ��e_ally sliarp _close-up photos 
except underwater (like the . Rines _ GargQyle hea� � which·I fee� is··still ·�alid) and when 
we do get thos e nobody is ,;ery happ.y since _they wa*t th�rn ·to lc)ok _ like something • :safe ' 
and already known, _like a. seal . \vhat we .dq get ._is' ?harpiflotos of·.fi questionable ob'ject. 
Not questionable photos of a sharp obj ect. :.The point 'is· that .N.es$ie is· 'es'sentially 
'unsharp' in its e

.ssence. I have found the .s�me �o be. t·rue· · with ·other creatures, such 
as the Yeti and Bigfoot., .of which I also hc;ve ph6tos o Thus as an overview, if you use 
a good camera with a sharp lens and taki a ·good pho�o of a :patch of .fog,· you get a ·sharp 
phote of �n. un-sharp thing - in this case, .f'og." r"t is i:q�eresting· that Erik says we 
are t-"'illfr to photograph an indis.tinct object� then cites. the Gargoyle Head as an example 
of one of the better attempt.s, showing he. still feels the head of Nessie o Presumably 
solid? Having read NIS 89 members know my .own ·r�elings·.:'about the Gargoyle and Head/ 
nec�body phot ographs � �Ertk went on to discuss a point I had put to him during our tele­
p}lone co�ver.sat�on, and . in earl��r 6orre�pond ence •· In:. the se·ries ··of photographs taken 
by Crosbie. in 1987 was . an unknown 69ject, making a wake ·as it moved along the surface. 
In so�e of the �hots tner� were_ also known obj�cts, a yacht mbtoring along and a cruiser. 
Erik _was-good eR�ugh to show t4ese to me ·bac� · in 1987; and to send me a copy of one of 
them later. ln.tt;at particular .. photo gt:anh thet·e was the cruiser, with someone at the 
helm, it was �ot . possible to ma�e out \�h�th•r they · wer� -� male or. female, just the bright 
blob of their oilskins or life jacket. To try to identify· the unknown object you have 
to enlarge from the negative. Erik has done ihist but to my mind he has �one too faro 
I suggested that ·.he·:hegan tqe. pfocess by enla � ging the cruiser, ot' parts of it. Was it 
possible ' to be sure 'if it were· a.·man or womah at the wheel., co�l�.t.he name on the stern 
be· read;:· etc .1 v/orking up through var:lous magnificati0ns unt'il .. such detail wa.� lost in 
the grain·, at · that ·paint you kn<:>w the maximum magnification that_ i� going to be any. use 
when used on the unknown object·. To go to any greate� strength. is useless.. Erik . wrote: 
"the lens.- of the - camera that ·Crosbie used gets its sharpest foeus at the centre .. The 
creature' was at the centre, and the boats. were at •he edge of the ph9tos, not the centre, 
and thus in s.ofter focus • . Further the creature is some ,a yards closer to the. camera in 
the last fo'ur photos.. Furthermore, .even in the eo f-. er photos · of. t;he. two boa.ts., the guy . , · 
wires can be made out , and these are under � inch thick.-· Thus an object· 8:12. inches 
wide, "i th two 'large· eyes ·can be made out fairly well in·· the· centre area, in focu�. I, 
refer t o the • shi eld-shaped head •· that Dr Bruce Na ccabee C.•he JARIC ·of_· the USA) . identi-. 
fies as being part of the cre::iture· in the last four pho\os of the seven:- ". My experience 
with camera lenses ·i·s ·limited ; but all those I .ha v.e handled focus over the whole frame, 
it being possibYe to enlarge detail ·from any part of the n�gative with equai :qlnrity. � 
If Erik had one· with the feature described' above, it seems a strange ·one to ·go monster · 
vratching with. The boat guy-wires could· he made. out, as.. long as they were b_acked. by 
the lightcol6ured parts of the craft. · They merged. with the darl< coloured._water; otherwia�, 
as would the body of. a water-bird. The reason a wake . as small as that mad.e by a mergan­
ser, for instance� is apparent either to the eye or the camera, is not-because bf .foam 
or froth or whatever.· It is because of the differ.ent amounts of light refleeted by the 
various changing angles of the . movi ng :water/waves, the water itself does not basically 
change colour, as � the case of surf. So it is a prob�em to make out dark objects 
against dark water ba�kgroundo Erik w&nt on to say· the National Cryptozoological S ociety 
has 5 UK members and twenty USA, ·and is growing o As ;I mentioned .in ris, 93 he pointed out 
that they 1-J.ave had· four expeditions , and were pla11ning a fifth. �e said they '"do 
aearches for the·Loch'Ness phenomena, and we do not do.limnology, whi�h is the forte of 
tt..e �hine group. Wi'th. all due respect for Adrian, they are more. eoncerned with the lake 
itself (the loch) · than th€ creature in it." He went on to say he takes the opinions of 
Richard Fit�er, Dr' Maccabee and six US zoologists over th�t of Tony Harmsworth. He gives 
the reason that Tony only saw the 3 x 5 photographs for a short time,, whereas the US 
people hav-e been able to study the enlargements . I hav� tried·. t.o describe the enlarge­
ments. �n an earlier Nessletter and perhaps members will. have their own thoughts a-.out 
them. Tony may not be a zoologist but living where.h€ does, he does have extensive 
first-hand Knowledge of the loch, and what may be seen on it, perhetps much more so than 
American zoo:ogists. Er�� makes much of Richar� Fitter's opinion. I have spoken � " 
briefly,., to Ri�hp.I'd about· �t ·and h� doe's ·say he cn,nnot see a water-bird in the photo­
graphs • · · Al tho11gh he. dl,.d not say he· can .See anything else in it ·either, whi<!h is -not· " • • 1 .. • .. 
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really surprising, as I do not think any9he.can·see anything clearly in the enlargements, 
the grain having been �rcught out to such an extent. However it all comes down to the 
fact that the photographs obtained by Alex Cr.osbie were not adequate to provide un­
ambiguous evidence, an�.�re open to qifferent interpretations. Just �ne thing·about 
Alex, 'he artd Erik visited us on the'Abriachan pier site in. July 1987. Tony 'Doe' Shiels 
took t�o slides at Lo<;;n Ne.ss 'in 1977; showing :a head 'and ·neck; some say they are the 
best ever· 'obta-ined;· o·t·hers §ay. t'h�t· ·they are ·'rake's. · · But anyhow, hands were thrown up 
in �<?.J:�Qr . whe� P�<? ?p.edly saicf ):e was _fl.n enter'ta::i:ner �· pup_Peteer 1 magician. What is the 
reaction to ·Alex's r'emarl:cs during· the 1987 visit. In conversati8n with Doris, my wife, 
he told her. . he ne:yer nad apy tr=oubl·e seeing . Nessie· • .  When �e w�shed to, all he had to 
do was talk to the crows and ask them to go and tell her (N'essie), and she would come� 
Erik 'began· his. letter· 'by s'aying fliat he thought I underestimRte the i�portance of the 
Nessletfers in providi'ng a sourc'e of news and .views t'o members, many of whom· have not 
visited th� loch.· I 'think not, it i,s bec·ause I krio·w many of our members have not been 
to th'�- io'ch tha·t· I try. to. present the facts, · giving· both �ides of any discussion, if · 
possible • . I make clear my own views, ba?ed!'on �y·exp�rience of the loch, and my connec­
tions· wi,th other members of �h� monster fraternity. I then·hope that they are in a 
better position ·to make. up their own minds. I Q.ave a�so ·tried to eonvey the various 
66nditions th�t· q�n occur at Loch Ness, how little rif �he lqch can be seen as you drive 
along:·its.shores, and in ge·neral; give the_feet··af t�e foch. In his latest letter Erik 
s�ys that he has had �ome trouble while trying to attend a Bigfoot convention that was 
bei!1g held on the Washington State University campus. The matter,is now in the hands 
of his solicitor/barrister and he hopes it' tvi_ll soon be settled. It has disrupted his 
planned trip'to.Loch Ness;· but 'if it- can still be saved·,' and funded, Erik hopes to be 
at the loch fr�� 20th to 31st A�gust; whe;e he may be cont3cted at Lairgmore, Lochend. . . . . . : . . . •. . . 
Doug · Macfarlane .. .; .�· . ; · . 

Doug sent his usual rundown cn · his efforts last year and plans for this season. 
Because of very heavy work commitments last $ea.son _was. his poorest for effort at Loch 
Ness for many years� He says he ·.'.only' .: total�ed; 4� hours on the water \oli th his sounder, 
and 127 .hours camera watch. He lilsc.'manage.d ·a trip to·Loch Shiel for two days and had 
ll�·hours out with the sounder, including a full length double run of -the loch, a 
distance of about 33 miles. He picked up no targets ther.e.above large fish size. 
There a�peared to be fewerefish there than Loch Ness, but more t�an Loch Morar. Up to 
April this year Doug had only managed a few brief passings up·:�nd�qown Loch Ness to and 
fro to his work on a semi-submersible rig at InvergordQn, and a .. few hours camera watch. 
He did take his dinghy and sounder to Lake Bala- for Easter, where he had 4 outings 
totalling � hourso· He says the 1ake is about � miles long and the maximum depth ke 
recorded was about 130 feet. There seemed to· be a lot of fish particularly in the 
deeper stretches, some of good si3e.- There are no power boats allowed (excepti9n, . 
rescue· ·craft) , so he hnd to row everywhere. He managed to cover a fair bit of the 
lake from o•e end to the other, probably rowing over twenty miles in the four days 
afloat.· He did not record any very large objects, _ so no eonfirmation of, the claimed 
sightings. From the local angling· shop he gathered that the fishing is mainly coarse · 
fish, pike, perch, etc., with the lake having a unique fish called a "Gwiniad"., which 
Doug understands is rather like a grayling or perhaps a char. However they are m0re 
small trout sizeo According to the local tourist museum the lake record for salmon 
is 14 lbs, eel about 4 lbso The young 1aan in the fishing shop s�id he had heard of 
people c�aiming sightings of a lqrger creature in the lake, but that he had canoed and 
sail-boated there often since he was a boy, and had seen nothingo

. 
Doug says there are 

plenty of very experienced old anglers and water-men who sny the same about Loch· Ness. 
Along with his work Doug has been busy at home and has spent a large ·amount .of time 
repairing his catamaran. He-says wooden boats are a lot of worko On his brief outings 
in her he has been impressed by her pace under sail in relatively light winds.. Under 
mainsail and Genoa ifl about a force 2-3 Doug estimates she was mnking .abo\lt 9 knots, 
and i� a very light following wind, less than a force 2, she made almost 5 knots down 
the Clyde measured mile, ·with her Spinnaker-up. Doug had hoped to sai� the 'cat' up 
to Locn Ness for a few months· from June, where he will continue tis echo eounding 
efforts with the .silent eail power and more erratic loch coverage. DouK sent a sho�t 
note ih late June. He was running behind with his plans for the loch but had nearly 
completed the reframing woodwork, and hoped to ·make the trip to the loch in late July. 
Alasta�J? Boyd . . . 

Alastair 9ent
. 
a reply· to a couple of Ul��ch Hagin' s ·remarks in NI?. 9l:o· He 'w'trote.: 

"Ulri?� Magin'� statement.(NIS 91) that 'It is now quite clear that there were no 
monste� in Loch Ness prior to 1930, or the Scottish papers wouid have:mentioned it' 
is not t>'rt:Ly a non sequitur inasmuch as � lack of newspnper reports of something does 
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not prove its non-.existence, but also sho'ws a r�:f:h�f�i·;"'lii'ilni ted awareness of the cultural 
history of the Loch Ness phenomena. .. 

His ·st.atement that 'the long-n0c�eO. -sea cre3;t--ure is a �ode.rn myth, earlier loch 
monsters "fere.goblins, mermaids qr big fish' is also poorly info�med. As long ago as 
1857,. Lord :.Malmsbury wrote. of '.a: mysteriou? c�e.Ct!ture which they .say exist_s_ in Loch · 
Arkaig, and which th,ey_ call the take-horse. It is the .. sa�e animal of which one has 
occasionally read, accounts in newspapers as hav·ing b�en seen in the Highland lochs, 
and the existence of which in Loch Assynt the late Lor� Ellesmere wrote an interesting 
article, put hitherto the story has always been .lcoked_ upon as fabu�ous._ I am now, 
however, nearly persu�.d_ed of its truth. 1'1y stalker, John .Stuart, at Achr_19-cc;-rry, has 
seen it twice, a:r;td. both times at ·sunrise in summer on a bright sunny day, when there 
was not a ripple on the water. The creature was.basking on.the surface; he only saw 
thE' head and hindquarte��, p�oying that its back :was.hollcw, which is not the shape of 
any fish or seal. Its head resembled that ·of a· horse.' This is a very interesting 
passage, not least for the reference to newspaper accounts of similar animals having 
been seen in other Highland lo.chs. Perhaps there may be yet some pr�-1930 eye-witness 
·accounts .from Lo�h.Ness lurking undiscovered. 

To return to t�e earlier point;· ·in· cases of P...nomalous phenomena the frequency of 
occurrence bears ],ittle relationship to ··the frequency of reporting, as Ron Westrum 's 
numerous studies of this subject have shown. In his paper 'Public Perception of the 
Loch Ness Monster• presented t.tt the.ISC's ·19�7 ·Membership Meeting in Edinburgh, 
Dr.Henry Bauer cited Westrumis research when he:pointed out that, "In the case of some-
thing like the· Loch Ness Monster • o 0 • eye-·w.itnesses ar� inhibited from reporting· because 
they suspect that they will be ridiculed rather than believed; and so reports tend to be 
made if and when observers feel they _will be list.ened to� rather than when their obser-
vations are actually madeo" 

· ·  

This is demonstrable in the _early report.ing of the' L(:_ch Ness phenomenono Signi­
ficantly; both the Milne_ (1930) anq Mackay (1933! sighting _ reports were submitted 
anonymously. A•c.-oreling to Robert Gould, .both Mro Hilne•s and Mrso Macli:ay's reticende 
in this respect was due to their wishing fit� avo�d -�he suggestion of self-advet-tisement", 
but it is clear that, for Mrs. Mackay at least, ·the very understamti�e fear of ridicule 
was ·the overriding factor. When int�rviewed fifty years :.lat� �abouf ·ttie" sighting 
revealed. that her husband had dared her not ·to mention. it to anybodyo ''If that got 
round," he ·reasoned, "they'd all be saying_,./e'd been irnbibingo" Ask..::;d if "peonle were 
saying that you had had a· large dram'?", she replied, "Of course,. you were asking for 
it seeing th�_ngs like that on Loch Ness." 

A? Dro Bauer stated in Edinburgh, "the �ublic does not come to know of· a thing 
just b-ecause it happens, or just because it exisls, but because a series' o·f choices has 
been- made to pass information along." A.s Mrs. Hackay' s sight1ng has ironically become 
famous as 'The Birth of the Loch �ess Monster', despi�e her lack cf·desir� for any 
publicity, it serves as an· apt illustration of this process of passage .of information 
iri action.· . · . . 

"We were discussing it one night with a friend," she revee.led in 1983, "who went 
out and he promised faithfully never to repeat it, and he went and told somebody else, 
who fai�hfully promis_ed not to tell, and it we•t on, an� finished up with·A�ec Campbell, 
the water-baillie, nnd he came to see us and asked if he could print it in the 'Courier', 
the 'Inverness Courier', just to sort of find out if somebody else had seen it, and if 
so, what it was that they had seen? And from then o� it just grew, because 'The Daily 
Mail' got it, or some paper got it in the South, and then o • o oh, it just took off." 

A further irony concerning Mrso Nackay'.s sighting is that the date attributed to 
it, 14th April, (celebrated by some as Nessie's Official Birthday),_ is incorrect. This 
was actually the date that Alex Campbell came to.hear aoo"ut it, although the sighting 
had taken p�ace in Marcho If further evidence is required to answer the question of 
why eye-witnesses of the Loch Ne:s:s phenomenon do npt always make a beeline for the 
nearest newspaper office, consider the case of Mro. George .Spicer, whose experience while 
driving along the south shore road i•- 1933 may not have the historic sj_gnificance of 

. �rs • Mackay' s sighti•g, but has nonetheless surpns.se.d it, and all other, for sheer 
notoriety. · 

Nicholas Witchell's 'The Loch Ness Story' includes the following revealing recol­
lection by Captain J.qmes Fraser, who met Mro Spicer when he later revisited the loch in 
1934. ": remember a man coming up to me and asking me how things were goingo" (Captain 
Fraser �ed Sir Edward Maountain's expedition)o "We talked for a few moments and then 
he told me who he was. He seemed a very quiet, retiring man and was only just recover­
i:lg from t.h� terrible ordeal of ridicule he and his wife had been througho" 

It is wcr�h noting that Mro Spicer's reaction to this-experience was that of a 
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completely baffled ..._v'is.i t

·
�r t6 the· area. · A Londo'ner, he was ·amazed and shocked by what 

he had seen. .A.t the. t.ime Qf his sighting, he had never hea�d of the Loch Ness Monster, 
which was still only.·a local .news st.ory at th.:.tt .time. A local resident might simply 
have m�tter�d a fG'1: wc·��.s .·.l.:q GB;eli�. Ahd "never .really _nienticned it again", as Nicholas 
Wi tche+.l r·ec.ords tf1a t Jo�� .. Forb�?,' s. :father: did when he ex�eri�nced the ppenomenon on 
the same road in · i�919 . ···.Mr � Spice��s.)reaction, .. in contrast, .vtas to write.a letter des­
cr�bi�g his mo&t . . extr.ao�qirj.ary· exp�riehce to the •rnverness :co�rier' � Signifi9antly, 
he per�itted his name and �dd�ess to be publish�d. . · . 

So why were �the.reactiqn� qf a local .per�on anq a visitqr from London so different? 
I believ.e tha-t th�. explariatipn.'. lies. in the local people's awareness of the role of the 
'each.uisage' or : w�ter.�ke�pie/water•horse in Highland folkl�re, and their per�eptio� 
that th� large ailimals 

.

. _9Qqasionally ·seen.:�n the loch were n�ne other than these : 
legend�ry �reatur�s.· Mrs. �a��ay� having lived in the Highlands, "knew and r�ad all 
the stories of kelpi�s.and t'hings. I just didn't believe I was seeing the thing that 
I saw •. '.� ·d�finit ely saw it, bllt it was so ridiculoul! that I wouldn't say I saw it." 

Constance whyte ·.points out in 'Hare than a Legend r that t�e Highlander in the past 
tended ,.'tO "look upon the appearance of the Vionster as qil owen or perl'l:?"?S as a visit 
from the. Deil ·.h.il;llSelf,"' ,cidrting: that 'an Nif?eag' · to1as certainly not regarded "as an 
ordinary. member .. of. the ... animai kingdom". She records that the appearance of la�e 
mor-sters were qregarded by some as an omen of death", and includes a letter from a. 
correspondent

. 
from Morar to substantiate this. ' 'l;o. quote_.again . from �ord Malmesbury' s diary of 1857, "The Highla��ers are y'ei:y 

su�erstitio�s . .  abo�t th{s creatureo They �re convinced.that therri -��.never more than 
one in ex�st�rice 'at �h� s�me time, and· I_believe they think it h�s so�ething diabolical 
in its natureo" 

' . 
. . 

Ro Macdonald Robertson's Selected Highland Folktales' contains a passage from a 
pamphlet.dated'lB23, which .explains that "the 'Ech Uisage', or water-horse, as the 
kelpie is commonly called o • o was an inferna� agent, retained in the s ervice a�d pay 
of Satan. His'commission consisted in the destruction of human beings, without afford­
ing them time to prepare for their immortal interests, and thus endeavour to send their 
couls to his master, while he, the kelpie, enjoyed the bodyo11 Small wonder th8.t this 
kind of background· in folklore resulted in the Loch Ness. animals becoming a taboo 
subject. Readers of Tim Dinsdale's 'Project Water Horset will recall that Mrs. . 
Margaret Cameron' s father forbade ·her and her sister to speak of. :fheir sightings; "as 
he believed they hnd seen the Devil �- because they had been out·picking nuts on the · 
Sabbath day." 

Nicholas Witchell recorded Lady Maude Baillie's recollection of her .yo�nger son 
having seen something odd in the loch, and handed his tel_escope :to the-keeper who was 
v1:!.th !dmo "The keeper looked at bim and refused to take the glass • . :He.-just said: 
'Aye, trere's many a queer thing in that loch', and walked on." 

Thus it seems clear that the ·discovery cf the Loch Ness animals has been �elayed 
by superstition, as other discoveries around the world have been. For example,," the 
discoverer of the Lewis chess pieces .q�i-c!<ly put· them. back in the _ _  ground after digging 
them up by accident because he thought. h,e had distur.pe.d. the fairy folko Likewise, a . 
recent te_e�:i,sion documentary revealed tl};lt the Chin�_s.e peasants who discov�red t.he 
famous ·.'·ter�acotta army' in 1974 began by. destroying the. figures bec.:'use they believed 

'th�m to �e·evil spirits. 
· Ae recently as the 1970's, when a Drumnadrochit resident saw one of the beasts and 

later !"ecounted his story to an old lady in the v·illage, she told him "That viaS not a 
good th·l'ng you saw, Donald", and v1e.nt on to ·teli how a relative of hers hi3.d seen the· 
be�st and died the same day. On this occasio�, however, the witness sat up all night 
reading rl.is bible, and was re�ieve� to find himself ·still alive the following morning�" 

vust ol"iefly to finish this Nessletter, in early July a Canadian couple took some 
Yid eo o� something unus��l crossing .. Urquhart Bay. Basketball size head, leaving a wake. 
Jt w�s �� North;American format so could not be. viewed properly here. It was thought 
to be wortr.while; more v!hen I receive inforrnB.tion.�· 

· 
... . ... ' : . .... ... . 
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