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� ·huve been sent . �e'rz;e ea.rly cong.ratul·at . .;Lons -·t"l reaching r�essletter 

number 100 liY one. ·or tw6 members. OnG rrsk.i�g t1ow I \vt:ls goiL6 , -:::: celebrate. 
_The best way .wa�ld have be�h to be abJ.e to. report that the Loch Ness my .sterY, 
had at l�st been solved. Tluit someone had bbt ained that. marve·llous pie ce of 
film which we are all waiting for·, ·or better still that one of the animals 
had 

·c rawl ed up the '"'here and bitten someone's ankle.· Hm-:ever I aiil sorry 
that such news has not been repori�d. Another ��Y to have calibrated would 
have been to bring Nessletter lOO out on time, another failure. 

Egg. 

Notv this could have been the ne,ws to celebrate, but I think it is.very 
questionable. The Highland News, N6vember lOth '90, repqrted on a story. 
carried. by an American weel�ly ne\I!Spaper, 1'he Sun, published in Florida, 
claime.d that a 'son of Nessie' was waiting·'to hatch out.· Backing p the story 

was a pic-ture of the Nes3ie egg, said to be some four feet long and three: 

. feet across. It �as described as having a tough, rubbery shell� .and to w�igh 

60.pounds. The Sun stated that the egg had b�en found on the shores of,Loch 
Ness by a local farrn.er, who in not named. The paper quoted Dr Alist.ar 

.r4cNabb, said to be an archaeologist a!:'the ·university of Edinburgh, ·�s-·saying, 
"It's definitely a reptile egg and could even be: Nessie' s·. F·inding any 
dinosaur eg� is a rem�rkable thing, �ut'to fihd 6ne that is capable of 
hatching is mind-boggling. All previous- .example

'
s are hundreds of .thou�ands 

of yeat's old and have turned to stone . . 
·The obvious conclusion .)_s th3.t the ­

egg is' that of Nessie." However, a ·.university spol�.esman has ins-isted that .oo 

doctor by that name works as·. an a.r:·cha.eologist there. The Sun also quoted a 
Scottish tourism official ·P.ndrew Tagge· �t as cl<:dming, a If the egg· d.o�s ·hatch,. 
the existance of the Luch Ne�s Monsier will b�·proven once .and fQ��all. It 
will 'be ·a kinq of• 'Ne se Egg' for the· futu_re of Scot-lands . tourist industry 
and :the Loch .Ness area in particular,. where: �:. � 1:)nster is w.orth. £LI2 mill�ori 
a year.. r�lr Taggert added� '(The e.gg proves conr 1·�.:...: :.�."' 1.:' that there is rnoi .. e 
than one creature in Loch N�ss. Even among monGters it �akeb V�� to tango." 
The Highland News says that Andrew 7aggcrt doesn't appear to exist either, 
according. to. Touri�t Board sources. Betty Gallagher, manageress of the Loch 
Ness Monster Exhibition Centre at Drumnadrochit, is reported as saying, 
"Nobody has reported. finding Ne�si�·� egg to us. But if it did happen. I'm 

. sure it would have nade woi"ldwide news. " As I ·s_a id a · ·very ·que.stionc;ib�e a� c-ount, 
lacking in. essential inforr.1ati ,;n, who; where, \�hen, where is. it now? A . 
strange story· to have cropped Pp in an Amer.i.can p.cq)er, in-:No\ ember as :well, 
instead of April. It dces bring to mind a. character who used to. visit the 
Lo.ch Ness Investigation from time to time du:•ing the 1960's, not as. a rn�mber 
of the expedition, but just as a kindred spirit. Althotigh he always tried to 

convince the LNI that we were wasting ou� time �nd energy $urface watching 

with cameras.' He stig·gestcd we should be s�arching ·the shoreline looking 

for· eggs! He we.B qtd. te precise; the'y won..?.d. oe ·an the 'f:'�ttom in fifteen feet' 

or slightly less; ·or v1ater. I cannot remember his na_rne � but h� used to . ride 
a moped. I believe he did get a mention in the �xhibition at Drlli�nadrochit. 

Andreas Trottmann. 
In' Augu�>t. Andreas, from S\'ii tzerland, sent a note s aying· he would be at 

the loch in September. He �ould be doing sonar research out of Urquhrirt Bay, 
using a refitted f�shing boat, 'Witch of the Mist', with a small cabin and 
inboard engine. He also sent· an arti cle from the ·sects Magazine of June 1990. 
This is another st�ange report in th� clas� of �he Nessie Egg. L.McP. Fordyce 

tells how .he, and· hi.s fiancee, vaw an ex tracn ... dinar:' creatur� the year before 

the label 'Loch Ne�s �1onster·' ·was t ied to the phenomena. They were living 

in Kent ,and in April 
·( �) :i9'32 tru'Jelled· to Abe.rde.en to atte·nd a family wedding. 

Afte� the fun�·tion they decided' to···uee ·.some . of the c,ountry I on their .way home' 
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and drove to Inverness, spending the nigh t there. The next day they set off 
south down the Great Glen. It was a beautiful spring day and they had a lovely 
run by the side of Loch Ness as far as Foyers, where they visited the falls. 
He goes on, "Shor tly after 1ea'Iing Foyers the road to Fort Willia.m turns away 
from the· lochside and runs through well-wooded �ou�try with the ·ground falling 
slightly t6wards the loch. Travslling at about 25mph in this wooded section, 
we were startled to see an enormous animal coming out of the woods on our left 
and making its way over the road abcut.lSO yards ahead of us towards the loch. 
It had the gait of an elephant, but looked like s .cross between a very large 
horse and a camel, with a hump dn its back and a cmr-11 head on a long neck . 

I stopped the car and followed the crea ture on foot for a ahor� �istance. From 
the rear it looked grey and shaggy. Its long thin.neck gave it the appearance 
of an elephant wi th its trunk raised. Unfortunately, I had left my camera in 
the car, but in any case I quickly thought discretion the better par t of valour 
and returned to the vehicle. " As thei 6 on tinued their jour�ey they discussed 
what th�y had s�en, and concluded �t was a freak of som� iype which had escaped 
from a menager ie or zoo. They felt that such a large beast would soon be 
tracked down and captured. Watching the national press for news of such an 
event, for some time. At the time they were unaware there was anything strange 
connected with Loch Ness, but in autumn of that year, stories started appearing 
in the Press of something strange being se en in and around the loch. As the 
Years went by, repor ts on sight1ngs kep t appearing in the Press . . few tallied 
with what they had seen, although one or two dia repor t strange animals crossing 
the ro�d ahead of them, ahd a motor cyclist even fol lowed one on foot for a 
little way , as he had done. Ife says that o�er the years the maj or i ty of the 
investigations have beeh iocused �n the loch it�elf, and n� t the surrounding 
coun tryside. He then raised the poin t, �hy ·h�s it takeh him almost 60 �ears 
to make pablic what they saw in 1932? He gi�es a few reasons. He has n�ver 
been in the habit of writing to the Press on any subject. Then the sceptics 
at that time would have dismissed the story as a hoax or an absurdity. As 
the years passed most of the subsequent sightings were in the loch, or on the 
surface of it, with no defini te description of size or shape. A number of' 
events decided him th at he should tell their story in the Scots Magazine. 
Through t

.
he magazine he �ame across the book 'Sticking My Neck Out • by Edward 

H. Armstrong. This gave excellent coverage of many recordings both on .land and 
in the water, some of them very close to his own experience. Then in the 
Octobe� 1983 i ssue there was an article by Ray Fraser which gave good descrip tions 
of what some wi tness.es had seen, including some \·c :."''./ similar to what he had 
seen. The two.concluding paragraphs of the Frasbr· �-,��cle bore ou t  the theory 
held by his wife and himself that more attention should have been paid to the 
wooded land surrounding the loch, particularly the Monadhliath Moun tains to 
the east - the direction from which their animal emerged. A glance at t he map 
reveals the sort of terrain where almost any thing could survive unobserved for 
any length of time. What gave him the final push into print , was a small 
paragraph in the book 'The Loch Ness Mystery Solved' by Ronald Binns, published 
in 1984. It mentions the blasting for a military road by General Wade's men 
in 1726, and that years later in 1771 a Patrick Rose heard abou t a monster 
that had been seen in Loch Ness. The descrip tion given tallied exactly wit h  
what they sa\v 3.nd described at the time - e .  cross between a Clydesdale and a 
camel. L.lVlcP. Fordyce says that over the years he has seen many references 
to the mystery being solved, or the my ths around the monster being exploded 
and says; "If wha t we saw on that lovely April day, and for want of a. better 
name called 'the enormous. freak', was to be called several months later 
'The Loch Ness Monster', it is quite definitely no myth and the mystery so far 
has not been solved." He believes Ncssie is e.n amphibian which lives on land. 
After more than 50 iears , the bebst they saw may have died, in which case 

there should be �n enormous p{le of bones somewhere e ithe r on land or in the 

loch. Ho asks, ''What �bout its progeny? Sure �y �hat we saw was not the last 

of a very long line?'' He points out that this leaves a challenge to anyone 

interested in trying to solve the mystery, that would be to carry out a 

controlled survey of the Mondahliath moun tain area with its 14 or so pcnks. 
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He finishes with a thought that l1as often crossed his �ind.over the years. 
The car he was driving was a six-cylinder Morris Isis with.a black fabric 
body. If he had been about 12 · seconds e.arl.ier on the ·roU;d the. animal may 
have blundered i nto them, which could have completely written off the vehicle.,. 

He ·wonders what would have been the r(:action of his insuranc� company to so 
. biz

.
arre· 'a claim? A strange ·a:cc�u.nt :w.l;ich raises a number of queries . It seems 

so far ·removed. from what has be.en g'Cn�ral1y ac·cc�,; � . .i as .' Nessic' • Is it. a 
hoax? If so why, what has he to gain? Th� Sco�s �-· [�7in8 has not a tremendous 
circulation, so does not reach very large numbers of readers. I would just 
comment on two things. In th(:! Binns' b�ok the 1771 account by Rose is mentioned , 

but only as an example of how the early accou nts do not stand up to scrutiny 
and should be viewe d, in Binns1 opinion , with more scepticiam .  Fordyce gives 
a de scr i p tion of their car, which, �t seems, he has remembered well. However 
his memory of the lochside and Foyers would seem to be at faui�. In the 
article he says that after leav�ng Foyers the road turns �way from the. lochside, 
the country is well wooded with the ground falling .away slightly towards the 
loch. In fact Foyers stands on a prom�ntary, cre ating Foyers Bay, the road 
does turn away from the loch but it.rise� ste eply to Glcnlia. or Upper Foyers 
where the entrance to the falls is. At this point you are half a mile from 
the loch on t.he wrong side of a. precipitous ravine. The road continues away 
from the loch and fairly soon is a mile, frbm the water. ·The ground between 
rises then.falls.vcry steeply to the loch. That is the position today, but 
the o/s map does show an unfenced road which leaves Foyers on the loch side of 
the ravine. Although this is still a quarter of a mile from the water, and 
the ground still drops stGeply away. Even.if this was �he accepted 'main' 
road in 1932 it ·still does not match his 'doscriptim1,. an_<;! .. neither arqa would 
se em to provide suitable access to th:�· water ·by a large amphbious animal. · 

Anyway that·is the account as given, all I con do is leave it with you. 
Perhaps soms of you may·bave some thoughts about it . 

. I received another little note from Andreas to .say that h� had spent nearly 
a mon th at the loch in 1990. That time include� one week of sonar s�arch. 
He also met up with Doug M�cfarlane, and had some very animated discussions 

on the enigmas of the loch and the practical and technical point of views of 

sonar search. He remarks that such rnscti�gs betw�en NIS members'are very 
helpf�l and interes t ing and give a

·
uniq�e ch�n9e �o �e� out of ones own tracks 

in the research. 

Misplaced Castles. 

Jean and Jim Skeldon lived in Dores during the early 1980's. They moved 
there when ill health forced Jim intc e&rly retirement and �hey took the chance 
to live by the loch in an area they both loved. Tragj_cally Jim died·in 1985. 
A little later Je�� moved ·bac� to the Birmingha� urea , to be clos er to her 
relations. Jean wrote to s�y NIS 99 had he� walla�ing in rtostalgia. · S�e and 
Jim used to do the run from Arrochar to Fort William and she queried my saying 
that I pass�d Eilean Donan on that trip; s�y�ng �tie ihought it was on Loch Dtii�h. 
Of course Jean is correct. We passed Eilean Donan on a trip we took to Kyle 
of Lochalsh and Plockton, as we drove along Loch Duiah. r· mixed it up with 
Castle Stalker, which stands in a .similar position on Loch.Linnhe, wh ich is 
on the way from Oban to Fort William. Jean also has fond memories of the 
'corkscrew', as she termed it; at Inverfarigaig. She and Jim, on his better 

days, often used to drive up it then cl��ber up the rocks to sit and look at 
the view. 

Erik Be.ckjor.d 

Erik sent a lette:r in .July commenting on 1\lastair Boyd.'s views on the 
Chaff in· ·video ( NIS 97' ) . . "On the Caffin Video, responding . to Boyd, let me point 
9ut that the Chaffins .lent mG their original video for several months, and I 
analyzed it and then made them a slow motio� copy and returned it.to them. 



I am now making a U�/PAL copy for Dr Willj_amsor. � :�.:-_··� � .. r;r-�aps hr� can sh0\-1 others 
this when it is in his hands � I m11st totally disagree with Boyd. Whatever 
Judy Chaffin says, or thinks, before or during the shooting of the yide o, is 
irrelevant. What counts is the video itself, not what she says . . �er �xpectations 
are not relevant. This is a video, not a mere sighting. Her words c�nnbt make 
a duck into a Nessie, nor can they make a Neasie into a duck, as Boyd is 
trying to do. B0yd s eems to be basing most of what be says on comments by 
Williamson, and not on any direct, and good viewing of th� � ideo its e�f ,  on a 
regular screen on tv. Having done so, in 8 mm, in i in an� in· J in vhs, plus 
slow motion � I can as�ure one and all that whil e we do not have fine detail on 
the object, that it is definitely not a dtick. From our adveritu�es in 1983, we· 
at the museum have a number of videos of ducks and also swans in Urquahart 
Bay, filmed from the opposite side, plus some row boats and cruisers. We also 
have 16 mm films and st ills of various types of ducks from the 1988 e xpeditions. 
There · is absolutely no comparison. The ob.j e ct is blunt, black, ro.unde d , and 
has an apparant width of twice that of a swan . To me, it seems like a·double� 

sized bowling ball, or a medicine ball,· the ki.nd· .we used to toss· in gym at 
school. It seems �alf subme rged , and half way on the surface, if it were a 
ball, and simply co.uld be the rdunded top part of a head of some kind, or of a 
rounded and blunt hump. I would venture to guess at 24 'inche.s as the right 
width,. and I am sure that by now others have used the. sarne .type of vide o camera, 
Sony 8 .mm video, to shoot various sized objects and balls a� that range, for 
comparison. I expect soon to release a corrtparison set ot: photos or· swans and 
the Chaff in ·ob,j ec t .. To further respond. to Boyd, the object is seen swimming 
50-100 yards, not just a few yards, and ·as it. does· s-o, it swims fairly steadily, 
with a.. few changes in course, but not in a:ny sort of. rapid 

· 
zig zugs. ..In 

general, the object simply is too darn big t0 put off .as a bi rd. Furth�r, it 
also shows a few feet, maybe 6 feet, of bleck body be hind th� head or forepart, 
in a few seconds here and there. But ple ase, let us not hear any more· about 
' a  line of swtmming me rgansers ' .... The video is g�Gd GUali�:· for be ing a 

:video·,. put the zoom lens was limite d, and the re solution is .such that no details 
can Qe.made out in the black blob. BUT it.does not seem to match any known 
animal, and thus, i.t is either an unknown · animp.l, or. a n�w phenomena. · In this 
respect, the Crosbie photos bea.r some similarity. In closing on t his, l<::t me 
re spond to Boyd's comment about my havfng once claimq d; �o have seen on video 
' three pliesosaurs' that later were found to be ducks . . . This case, my 

mistaken 1983 long r�nge video of two whitish objects that zig zagged and took 
off with long stre aks of white water is a good Cdsc for the Chaf fin film 
be ing valid - our telepho to lens was better than theirs, and still the dti6ks, 

grebes. I suspeqt, .were largely not visible7 in mirror-still water. The 
Chaffins took a video 0f A large black objecti bigger.than a dog's head or a 
de er' s, ctc, with a smaller telephoto lens , riding through . 2 - 3  inch swells 

.and leaving a strong wake.· (The three plcsiosaurs were a mistake I made about 
th�ee dark waves that ·thi gr�bes �adc when they took off, and this I have 
admitted was a mis take in a past NIS. Tony Harmsworth did assist me in under­
standing this mistake, and for that I atn grateful. However, now Boyd would 
have it that I mistook gr bes (not waves ) for plcsiosaurs, and I \-Jould prefer 
not to have readers think my judgement of scale was 'that' far off. Boyd has 
spent 3000 ho�r.s. at the. Ross Chalet - .and he can be understandably miffed 
that two brief visitors.could succeed· in getting a video sq fast. But he should 
recall that. at times, an entire hus load of fresh tourists has seen·Nessie, 
once with Freddie Cary next to them, a case of massive beginner'is 1ucl{. In 
1988, I reported a boy who was staying in the Ross Chalet saw Nessie when he 
wasn ' t even re ally looking for it, so perhaps the act of s train ing to look has 
an adverse effect. ' Indirection' seems to work better. I will credit Boy d 

with now using video as a backup, something I suggested to him ih 1983. 
However, considering the bad definition of th� ChAffin's, I would also suggest 
super 8 mm movie fiim :as a ·prime· roco1�ding means, or 16 mr" • with video as a 
back.up, but not stills as the prime means at all. This is t�� -�sson ·or the 
Dinsdale and Raynor films.'' We �ill all have our own thoughts about Erik's 
comments. I hnvc one or two. Erik saye? the vide o . is of good quality, then. 

points out thu limitations of the zoom lens. He says " . .. we do not have fine 
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detail on the object . . . :•o.nd" . . . no de?tatls can 'be mado out in the bl�cK blob. ri 

Then he states thnt the black blob does n0t match any known animal. Am I 
alone in wondering how, without any details to be �oen, he is in the p9sition 
to state that what was videced was not any known anim�l? As for Alastair 
feeling 'miffed' at two people on a 1�icf visit get�ing the video. Having 
spent time with Alastair, and Su8, I know they would be dieappointed it was not 
themselves, theJ' have tric�d for so j_oHg to o(_;tain film of what they saw in 

July 1979. However I also know they would be d�lightGd for, and very supportive 

to, anyone who got good film. nr video. Tl1cir prime interest is to see the 
mystery solved. Along with the rest of us. whnt they do not want is for 
dubious material, film or video of such poor, qu�stionable, �1nlity to be 
promoted as proof of the existence cf Nessie. �uc�� ;_: :.: t�.cn WO"·· ,..J ')aly damage 
the case for serious investigation. I am pleesed that Erik has joined me in 
suggesting the use of movie film as a we8pon in the monster hunter's arsenal. 
I have always preached it sinc e  my days with the LNI, the larger the format 

the better, they used 35 mm with 16 mm as backup. Time has proved that surface 
wat ching is not efflcient as a method of hunti ng the animals. However film 
would maximis e any results thnt may be obtained. I have since received another 

letter from Erik with commept on NIS 99, and on our brief meetings at the loch 

in 1990. He took me to task over the fact I was unable to meet up with him 
for longer, or spent so little time with him when he was vide oing his experiments. 
He was also ocathing about the Nesslcttcr, but enough of that. He corrected 
me on one poj.nt, for which I am grateful. I hnd been told that Alcx Crosbie 
was with them, Erik says he was not. Although he did not say who was. He 
also said that of the dozen peopl� who have seen the two videos', I wus the 
only one to pick the decoy duck and it's disturbance as being most similar to 
the disturbance in the Chaffin video. According to Erik everyone else liked 
the 12 inch ball or the drum. As I said in NIS 99 the semi-submerged oil drum 
made a tremendous wash, far greater than the disturbance in the Chaffin video. 
The 12 inch ball was just riding on the surf�ce, as were the other spheres, 
and I cannot understand anyone be;ng able to sec the same wav� and wash pattern 

as that in thG Chaffin video. But of course these arc personal opinions. 

\-Jilliam Hills. 

Their weekend went fairly well, and received some medi.a coverage . Four 
teams took part although there were no positive results. Some more details 
next time. 

Strange Magazine. 

Mark Chorvinsky, editors wrote to ask if anyone would be able and willing 
to assist him in investigating the Doe Shiels' photographs. It seems he is 
trying to establish the truth about them, and I suppose to eventually publish 
his findings in the magazine. His address is P.O. Box 2246� Rockvilley 
Maryland 20847, U.S.A., for anyone who wi she s to offer help. 

Well that is it for now. Please remember your news and views are always 
welcome and needed. My addr�ss is still:- R. R. Hepplc, 7 Huntshicldford, 

St .Johns Chapel, Bishop Auckland, Co Durham, DL13 lRQ. Tel. (0388) 537359. 
Subscri.pticns, Nm."' ::h America: $9.00. U.K. £2.75. 

Rip. 


