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GUEST EDITORIAL:s "Methinks.the ladm doth protest too much" Dr Hobert horiell

If indignation and annoyance were adequate substitutes for. hard facts I should
now be appealing to Fs Randles for a supply of sackcloth whilst besmirchinz my-
self liberally with ashes prior to making a pilgrimaze .of penance endinz at the
front door of the society for psychical research. However,despite all the fury em-
enating from the March editorial T remain uanVcd in respect to the charges gl
made azainst NUFON, - _'\‘

Organisations and individuals and free to follow whatever beliefs thcy w1sh :
and if this includes anti-scientific paranormalism that is theéeir nriv1lewe Buk .
such freedom does not' extend to NUFON,for this is not a sroup but a free assoc=
iation of zroups that between them reflect a wide diversity of opinion.It is imp- -
ortant then that this fact not only be recoinised but be seen to be in practice,
Unfortunately,this ideal came close to breaking down in 1980,and this fact. cannat
be concealled throuzh the use of emptive terminology such as "witch-hunt". :

Pseudn-science,such as parapsycholozy,will always have a certain attraetiveness
and T would be last to claim that they do not offer certain arcas’of research

bich might produce results of wvalue,but it is vital to remain on ~uard - and -
slate them to alternative explanations produced by the work of orthcdox scholars,
I' was largely because of the failure of the 1980 BirmlnrhaM“COnfcrence to do
this-that I described .it-as unscientific.Nothlmb has. conv1n0cd me-I vas in erroz..

Cases concerning claims of -centact with entities are almost commonplace .in
Ufological literature.We cannot avoid examining them,and so there can .be no: dis-
pute as to the theme of the conference,but if the papers presented exclude; de-ff~
tailed coverage of subjects such as dream psychology, the technigue,method and by
limits of regression hypnosis and the factors that formulate belief systems,the
coverage is so one-sided: as to- be extreme,and it is no substitute for lack of
balance to arzue these subjects were mentioned in certain “papers.NUFON  has re—
peatedly urged the need for ufolotical research to be firmly ‘scientific,yet we
saw this ideal sacrificed and paranormalism permitted to run riot.As the perzon
vested with administration responsibility by HUFON,Ms Randles cannot escape-
censer for allow1n such'a situation to arise,more particularly as -thess ObJJCuw
ions were made in:advance.This. failure canffot be ignored .as of no accoumt. -

But the 1980 conference: was by no means NUFOifs only failyre‘that year,foxr
several issues of its two journals gave undue’ stress: to paranormalist concepts,
However,these minor lapses pale into insiznificanee when set azainst the now not-
orious June 1980 Northern Ufolozy,which was an almost unqualifind ap010fy for
paranormalism,often of the most extreme form completely dcv01d of. supportir*
evidence,As edltor Ms Randles,has the responsibility, of : ensurine ‘a balanced Ry
sentation,even if that means askin* for specific contrlbutions if «(as 4n ‘this
" case) she knows there to be,a clear imbalance.In fact a reply,sent later, was fated
not tu-appear.Ms Randles maintains,probably correctly,that she appealed fOP ﬂ
contributers,and none-supporters of paranormalism did. not respond.That soms
people might.not Rave seen these requests does notiseem to'have occurrcd to her,

As editor Randles described herself in the 1980 UFOIN memberShip list as a “para-
normal researcher ,as distinct from ufcloglist,one cannot res1st the: theou tht that
her personal 1nterest in ‘the subJect was permitted to over-ridc thc need to
:intain correct balance.- ; ‘
1980 is history and 1981 has seen NUFON adopt a committee Hopefully,this wild
t to curb extremes,whether 1ntent10nal T acCidental but if this “new stazi"
fnils I fear NUFON will disintegrate,as it most—certainly game closesto last year,
‘s Randles must know. that NUFOIS was not the only, group. to Teel-alarm at dhis
irift towards naked paranormalism.If there is. any bias it should Ye.in cup
direction only, towards science. ‘ 4 o

Comment (by J.R.): This raises 1mportant p01nts most“spe01flcally the 17“*
sgraph.Bob implies other Broups feel strongly,as he does,on this 1ssuc,3eﬂ
have;exprossed such comments (either dlrectly oxr- indirectly) If Bob is :jg
you do see-a lack of balance gleas say so. It is. 1mportant we know your views

I will make some qulck comments.In a one-day seminar. there are natural- ltliL,

oA

to what can be ‘done.The purpose, was to get ufologists, 0fether discussin] thetis
latest work on Cili experiences.I believe this took place. It is true we; hz& no

papers on dream psychclogy.But such an interesting project,as 3ob sugzgests, wWae
well beyond our scope for.that day.And -where are these psychologists anyraW’




Would they participate in a UFO conference? And how long wot 1d the conference
have had to be? The conference was limited and ‘did not clair to be overtly

sclentifieyas in the conext how could it be?‘Nobody is under illusions about
what it didn't do,but Bob 3ives it no credit at all for what it did do.

Northern Ufolo*y themes are random and varied.They are advertised at lcast'
twice in preceding issues.Since they ask for reader contributions how am I to
cater for people who don't read it; Put an ad in New Scientist? Responses are
never sollicited and all contributions are published.Bob's subsequent article
would have filled a whole issue of this newsletter,more or less.hs the topic was
over and we hadmoved onto somethingz else (nothiny to do with paranormalism! a1l
I could farly do was offer to serialise it or publish in "UFOINs lonjer,companiof,
magazine, INVESTIATION ,I faikl to see how this can be termad censorshlp.

Yes,I am a paranormal researcher,but in present conext I am a ufoloiist.I -
have an open mind about possible correlations between UFOs-and the paranormal,
but see no harm in makinz this matter the subject of a debate.It somewhat dis-
turbs me that Bob sug;ests I was responsible for the lack of balance (I can assure
him I did not do this telepathically!) Of course the theme was controversial; -
That's why I chose it.None-controversial themes secem to be a little pointless. . .

But, if anyone still wishes to arzue the matter (for or against) L w1ll gldeV
consider including their contributions in this publication.

I hope Bob sees thisi.... A reminder that the theme for the JULY issue will be°
VEHICLE INTZRFERENCE; possible causes; effects, hypotheses etc. :

-—————--———_-————-———.——-———_—--——.....-_._......e.

VEWS ROUND=UP 33 Welcome to a new-*roup into the network.Known as ‘the SSER‘
(Sheffield Society for Paranormal.Research) they have been 30ins one year,have .

resular meetings,have bezun UFO investizations and arc devising some ‘projects.:
Their secretary mizht be useful in landinCs as she has a degree in bioloiy and
a Ph,D. in plant breeding They are quite well equipped,I gather.Write tos -
Mrs Michele Clare 17 0ld Quarry Ave'__ Wales Sheffield  S.Yorks S31 &R,

13 Austrian ufologist Ernst Berﬁer (Dr Aléxander Keul),who has
done some intriguing work on psychology and personality'testinT ofUBO i thosss
is visitiny the UK-in September JFOIN' member Ken Phillips is hopinz to arrange ,Wf
an informal study group with him and would like to hear from anyone who might.

“c interested in attendins.(13 Falcon. Ave ,Sprinsfields,Milton Keynes,MK6 Qqu) e

11 Mark Brown (18 Ygrk Place, Agar Nook, Coalville,Leics IEG 3T5

is interested in the possible applicatlon of biorhythms to close encounter . . .
witnesses If you have any ideas or coiments forward them to him. .

1+ The North Devon zroup. from MAUFGG have sujzested-a natlona'
"UFQ action" wecek, where we could have a congerted effort to reach the rub de
and appeal for funds.Any comments on this interestin;z idea?

] PROBE, also of MAUFOG recently visited the national archives
because (accordln* to the rules) on Jan .1l 1981 some of the earliest UFO recoxds
should have been released.But cuess what? They found someone had zrouped tron

ozether into one document (UFO ‘records l951-1955),which will now be due. ior

release in 1985,I wonder what will happen thens I think I can guess, wan't yov?
13 Sad news of the death of one of the ‘north's pioneer 3

ufolozists,On March 25,as Bill Mulr puts it,"Jd. Leslle Otley,the ‘founder. of TUFub
and editor of the now defunct magadne ORBIT,...passed ‘on to- “the hisher llfc,c,His
life touched many,many people." Condolcnces to friendsand family, s

8 Just a final reminder of the BUFORA @oniress at the Hount
Royal Hotel,London,on May 24/25,There’ s still time to book (£15 for the two dTJQ
c/o 7 Stratford Place London = W14 4YU

__—--———————.-__..____—-——-——-.—--_,_.'-..-...'-__ .........

MAKE A DATEZ FOR JUNE 6 +.vve... THE NEXT CONFERHNCE ~ »x

June 6 is the date of the next one-day seminar.It is belnr or"aniscd by MUFORA .
and will run from 1 to 6 pm. An admission charze of 50p will be made to” off"e*
costs and it will be a "ufolozists. only" venture not being publicised openly;

The venue will be the MITRE HOTEL whlch is on’ Cathedral Walk Ccntral MANCLJQA_

The upper dining room has been reserved. The venue has the convenience ofz 2
central location (right by one of the city's most- prominent landmarks - the
Cathedral),adjacent to cinemas,eatings places and shops ‘(should your wife like to
come and see the city's other attractions) It is 100 yards from:the famous PILES
disco and the pub itself will be open.l1-3 and from 7pm. So why not come akong!

As for ufology there will be four short papers,as introductlons to open debat~
(the main theme of the day).These will present the four main UFO hypotheces

(ETH, paranormal, "ufoS are psychological" and, intriguinzly,"othecs” (1))
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Lined up to introduce the debates are Bob Morrell Peter Warr? ngton,ienny ?ﬂndles
and one other., Should be rather an interestin; qfternoon, ani you're all welzome.

For directions,etc,contact MUFORA c/g Flat 2, 5 Silverdale Rd, Chorlton,
Manchester M21 1SH (Tels 061~ 881 - 85625
ELSEWHERE THIS !1ONTH....FSR Vol 26 No 6 is out with an article based on JRs
paper at the 1979 NUFON conference, subject "repeater witnesses" plus a review
of the NUFOIS Derbyshire sightings.Bxcellent issue this one with a fine Stuart
Cambell IFO exposee and a CE4 from a Russian army officer....FORTEAN TIMES 34
Has all its usual gems and interestinz articles on syncronicity and modern
dinosaurs. ., ..MAGIC SAUCER har/Apr has lots of goodies, inc cartoons,si:zhtinzs
& stories (a delizht to read)...Welsome back after-a long absence to the much
missed IRISH UFO NEWS No 8 has all the latest on Irish UFOs plus a fascinatinsg
review of an Irish radar case.NUFORO Bulletin (60 Charles Crescent,Lenzie,
Kirkintilloch,Scotland G66 5HG) is. a new duplicated news-sheet to note from ex
BUFORA NIC Nigel Stephensons,.finally SuiRCH WEST publish their second issue
with a lot of news from the USh, including how to bulld a UFO camera,
BEDTIME STORIES Review of "Are we beinz watched?? Angus & Robertcn 1981
96pp illustrated = £3.95 Authors: Janet & Colin Bord

A collection of UFO si:htinss rangln‘ from LITS to Cilds, from all over the
world,with just one thinz in common...the witnesses are all children.The stories
are concise,lively and at times'exciting.They rattle off the pagec like an ex-
press trainjpuzzling,amazinz but finally repeatinz themseclves.They will likely
brinz yawns to the seasoned investizator,but to a young c¢hild they may well
prove enthralling...the sort of thing they will want read 16 %hem at bedtime
fesp901ally the scarey ones!)

Since this is a book for children,as the cover makes abundantly clear,no
oretensions are in evidence and perhaps we should leave it at thht.What it sets
sut to do it does pretty well,but I must admit to certain reservationss

Whilst BUFORA and CONTACT are credited (and addresses iven) there 4s not a
whisper of NUFON or UFOIN, which is;odd considerins the authors relationship
with us,True UFOIN is not a membershlp socicty and children will be best served

by the national sroups, but as many of the cases featured trace back to our

rroups a credit would not have zone amiss, surely? Still.that is a minor quibble,
But I am less hapny about the scene reconstructions,which form a part of the

book.An anpreciable dejree of artistic license has been allowed,and I have a
feelinz this might overstep the marks of acceptability.If one judzes from P.65
where the Gaynor Sunderland CE3 is reconstructed (see cover of FSR Vol 25 ilo 2,
which itself was not ri:ht but not wildly inaccurate) then doubt must exist.The
caption (obviously a typosraphical errorg is nonsensical,and the ima:e bburs
far more relstion to the imasination of the artist (whlch was not the 3ords) than
it does to Gaynor's claims.It shows a UFO nothing like what Gaynor saw,with
added tall legs,a staircase underneath,unrecoznisable entities (and two of thenm
outside at once - which in fact never happened).Not even the witness could
recosnise her ewn UFO from this ludicrous effort.(which,it should be said,does
not even match.the verbal description ziven in the text by the Bords).

. Presumably these drawings were-not ﬂroﬁpread by the authors,and it concer“
‘mé“that children arec presented with images which (on this ev1dencu) are far more

‘mechanistic (bolts and rivets and all) than was. ever claimed.Such & process mizht

be perpetuated by other: books,taking ‘this as their source,and it is a fallacy
to think that adults will not read this bcok,0f ccurse they will,snd it.is such
a neat production it will find its way into libraries.Had a small anount of
space been devoted to ziving sources,sc those interested could refer back to
the full factual reports,it would not have been sc-bad,As it Asgiiwell,

Ne doubt ‘the publishers were responsible,in no small way,for the problvmsq

_and 1 have a hizh rezard for the Bords,who are hifhly respected: researchers.
'gThelr work is normally of very higzh quality but this (thelr first veature inte

UFO territory) lecaves me,sad to say,Jjust a little:disappointed.

DEVELOPING A UFO CODE OF P?ACTILE

On. March 28 at the Nottinzham HQ members of various NUFON and MAUFOG roups,;a
representltive of CONTACT and the BUFORA Chairman had a lenzthy and proffitable
meebting thrashins out a code of practice (or ethics) for UFO investigators.lt
iy hoped_that when agreement is reached all respectahle UK investizators will
sien this,and a last of "accredited investigators" will be formulated.Just what




will havbpen then has yet to be decided,but it may well involve the forming of a
board of accreditisation from all the organisations,to ensur: investigators
fulfall the code,as far as is practicable.This is a monumental and. exciting step
forward.The proposed code is included below.You are urged to consider it and
comment in writing,with any ‘ideas you might have.Jenny Randles is takinjy a sub-
sroup on the toplc at the BUFORA congress and the working party are meeting
again in Swindon on June 13 to take the plan further.So try to comment by then.

A: Responsibilty to the witness

1) The identity of all witnesses to UFO events shall remain confidential unless
written consent is obtained from the witness to release such information.
a) The witness should be advised of the problems which may arise &f this

information is released. it

2) Insofar as it is practical,all interviews shall be bj prior appointment,
a) If the witness categorically and repeatedly refuses to cooperate in any

way,he or she is not to be harrassed further. ) i

3) All interviéws shall be recorded,unless the use of a recorder is objected to*
by the witness,or other responsible person in the casé of a mincr.

“) 411 interviews are to be conducted by two investizators,and in the event of
the witness being & woman or child (under 15),it is desirable that one of
the investiszators shall be female. 'NB: in certain cases it may not be pCSs—
ible for two investijaiors to be present and under such circumstances the
report shall clear}ly indicate that only one investizator was present,and
the reason why, ;

5) Under no circumstances shall any investicator,or member of the investicating
group,gain or attempt o zain admission to private property,other than by
permission of the ownerstenant or authorised azent.: - -

6) Any damaze to property,saused by members of an investigatinj group during
the course of an investization,shall be made zood by that' sroup.

7) If,durinz an investizat.on,a situaticn 1s encountered which is,or is liable
to become,danzerous to the general public,or result in damage to. propertiy,
the investigator shall,W.THOUT DHLAY,notify the policeor other responsible
body,and take all steps reasonable *to protect public and property,but shall
not be expected to protect property if to do so.may result in undue risk to
the investigator. : " : .30 3 i i

8) UNDER NO CIRCUMSTANCES shall hypnosis be used Auring the interviewinz of
witnesses,other than by :wriiten consent of the witness,ahd any such :aid
shall be restricted to interviews conducted “by fully qualified practitioners,
under the guidance of a clirical psycholozist. » :
a)An investizator shall not employ any technique of = potentially controver-

sial nature (eg lie detectors),other'than under the ruidance of trained
personnel, e )

9) The witness is entitled to be informed of the coneclusions =eached,if requested.

: Responsibility to the pubiic. >
1) All investiszators or members of investizatinzg groups shall,so'iir aslis
practicable,cooperate fully with the police and any cher‘off;01a body in
relation to UFO investizatiore (see also section h: 7) e
2) No information gainéd durinz ar interview shall be madejaval}aole to me
news media,other than by genera. asrecment of the investigation group,- vy
permission of officers appointed by that zroup.

3) Investizators will not issue spesulative statements t~ the news media.

C: Responsibility to ufolosy o o 13

14 Thepfree flow of information shall aot be restricted for pers?nal gain,

2) hny information,confidential because of factors inheremt within this code,

shall not be made available in the report. :
3) It is the duty of the investiator to nake available all possihle data,to

. . 2 +
211 seriously concerned,but unnecessary speculation and bias should nct be
included in a report.
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STATUS REPORT FROM OAKENHOLT

Whilst FSR-has featured a two part report on the UFOIN investiszation int? the
Sunderland family CE4 at Oakenholt,north Wales,and Jennytiandlis & Paul;dhztiiil
\ NTACT ),to be published in e autumn,events
gigﬁragzgo¥e%aitbggktgﬁglggigooppor%&nity og mentionins some interestinz recent
ones.On April 2 Darren saw a "flying cube",in broad dayliszht It was grey,moved
about lazily and had red lizhts on each side.Bventually these flew @ L all.
different directions and the cube itself vanished.Darren was distressed by this




event far more than he has been after his many weird meetinzs with aliens.Eiizh+
days later a tiny red ball fell to earth in front of him and ‘floated above an
asphalt path,Looking like ball lizhtning it pulsated several times and then went
outes Finally,on April 20,whilst playing in the house,Darren and Barry saw a smalil
" jetplane”,coloured black,float across the landing and dematerialise into the
wall,Marion,the motherghas continued to see lightballs in the house.Gaynor feels
she is being followed, and Barry's entities have communicated that "something %
is going to happen soon”". We must wait and see}

s
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%QH 8107 February idarly am Hexthorpe,Sth Yorks Lev E ' SUFORS Insuif.-
T e R R G L s BT
MED ?7-328 July 19.30 Portpatrick,Scotland Lev B 3 Gibbons g

sfriend,and man's son,fishinz.Saw W oval shape anproaching over sea from N.
Ireland,100 ft over water.Gave off vapour at rear.20 ft in diameter.Came closcr !
and.zrew V brisht.Shielded their eyes and on looking again it had zone, Incuff**

MED 8066 Jan 13 19. 20 Wykln, Leicstrshire Lev, G . HAPI Ingu? f:
Woman & husband saw or/red ball moving Veslowly N- NW.Chased it down street and :
attraeted neishbours who saw it move away and pulse in and out several tlmes
before fading,In view approximately 3 mlnutes. gy : s

o Ly

MED 8786  Jan 10 e R L ORI 1 A Lev C  UFOSIS. Inmr;:'
TWo witnesses saw cigar with blue and red ll‘ht at end and moving oranse lizht
alonz the entire length, IR

MED 8108~ Feb 11 18.00 Goole, N Humberside - Lev A SUFORS U"D
Tﬁfee men closing scrapyard for nizht saw "headllfhﬂ' approach over River u_sel
Hovered over river,wavering,and seen as yellowy cone about 40 ft across and
150 ft high.A red glow was underneath and 1ntermittent rays of lisht were .
emitted from it to the ground.After 2 mins it shot off at fantasric speed dowl
the river.A zuard dog with them was not affected. 5 mins later an RAF Vulnaq flew
by in the same direction as the object had left. 8108

INST/P 79-149 Dec 31 1979 08,00 Ranmoor,S YorkS~
Level & SSPR Report Insuff data ,np{,;

A chartered. surveyor saw bright W LITS in sky and traoked it movinU from’ 250 1o
280 degrees over 20 mins spell.His wife,son and three daughters were called oy
him to see it.Throuzh binoculars he saw 2 LITS,about 2 degrees apart.He saw ==
obscurred in turn by trees as the -henomenon moved away N and sank to.the hor-
izon.He took a photograph during the sizhting and this does show a point of
light.Being an amateur astronomer he feels sure it was nothinggistronomical.He
says it moved too slowly for an aircraft and it travellbed against the wind.

THE CALL OF THE UFO Case ?345 Investizated by Bill Bibbons Insuff dai:

Ian Cappbell is a head chef in his late twenties,living with parents atyStean"
in a house which overlooks Loch ‘Ryan,Galloway, Scotland. One night in June 1973
he awuke for no obvious reason at 4,30 -and felt a compu151on to walk to~ the
landing.From the w1ndow he saw a’phenomenod over the

o D @® Loch.There were three yellow/oran*e sptieres,side by s

i ¥ about 20 ft in diameter and 200 ft above the Loch,TlLecy
A ‘_k\*“‘:f'f"'were stationary for about 30 seconds and then shot U
"at fantastic speed" and vanished.He snapped out of what was like a-trance &L
this point and found his parents standing-behind him.They too had woken:and
the compulsion to walk onto the landinz: It was a warm,clear night.None of tne
witnesses beloeve in UFOs,even now,but they were disturbed by the exwerle i
They have not discussed it with anyone other than themselves. /

NO MILK TODAY Case 78-270 Investigated by Bill Gibbons  UFO  CEl in

This fascinating incident occurred the same date as the famous Llanerchymecdd
CE3,which invelved animal disturbance,and is in fact the third independantlﬁa e
case that date (readers may recall the othér one comes from Berwick.on Tiwe
At about 19,00 that nizht many people around Newtcn Stewart Galloway saw a
bright yellow light meandering about the sky,but the most
interesting experience occurred at 04,30 at Currochtrie
Farm near' Drummore,where 62 yr~ 0ld” dairyman,Tommy Gibson,
was collectinz in a'herd of cows.He saw two silver/srey
ovals cominz towards him from the south.They were about 30 ft across and’ wexré
low,They moved very fast,overhead,and then passed out towards the sea.About >

G




minutes later they returned in his direction,now makinzg’a strange whirring sound
“like a.threshing machine" .He said,"I wasn't frightened,but somehow I felt very
lonely"The cows,however,were frightened and stampeded through' the byre in record
time,They refused to 7ive milk for several days afterwards,an unusual event,
especlally as they are very used to low flying jetplsnes from the nearby air

base screamlng over at all times of day and night! (Note Llanerchymedd's prox-
imity to an airbasel) It was also rioted that,that night,6000 racing piseons, on

a fHzht from Preston to Ayr (which would have taken them over the area) dis-
appeared without traee.Apparantly not a feather was ever found of theme. - A

.--*v--.--".--—----—-- ------------ [ wn as e= e

PSYCHIC CONTACT REPORTED WITH ENTITY  Case 77-329 NILUFOIG" Report

On Oetober 19 1977 there were many UFO sizhtings around Lancaster (includlng -
UFO whieh was tape regorded by one witnesses, makinz a strange noiséﬁ.Now'ﬁTman
in the eity,age 26 at the time,workins in a local factory and quite articulate,
elalms that he had a eontaect between ? and 8pm that nizht (at the heiszht. of the
various sightinrs) Gowdon Barraelough,Ian Cresswell & Granville Oldroyd have
conducted a long investigation and would like comments from readers about this
episode.having already recejived a report from: psychoWOgist Carl Grove, e

The witness,Maleolm,elaims to be vewy psychic,freguently receiving messazes from

"spirits" and writinz down impressions.He also has seen "ghosts" and had” other
sugh, exneriences.He knows a zweat deal about Spiritualism and mazic,works.to

finanee his "research" in these fields,but has no intérest in UFOs,altho& h he
did bavc a LITS experienee many years a30.

On the nizght in question he had had a severe row with his 1'irlfrlend who wgs in

the house at.the time but did‘ggg see the fifure which materlallsed,akthou“h she
was with Maleolm whilst he was communicatine. The fizure "built up" out of "the

ether" and was viewed "on several levels” by, Malcolm (physically,telepathlcally

and spiritually) Whilst it eommuhicated good intentions,he felt it was "devious"

ard deeided to decline 1ts appeals for future refular contacts. .ﬁf%?

The fizyre. was about 5% feet tall,with a dark sea-green skin flgti~
that was sealcy or reptilian,The eyes were:.the only feature P!

of the faee smhich was yisible and these were red withlp pink
Slow It pgssibly wore.a one piece clpthing (he was very un -

sure on this point,as with several others, thus creating app
earant contradictions from interview to interview) But it had

on a round medallion, hunz on a chain round its neck.It ‘seems

that the fi*urc was only partly formed (he fecels it mizht be <
that it was 'projegted' from elsewhere).It stood quite still durinp the contact

and eommunicated telepathioally.

Malcolm was told that it eame from "space",where there are seven “levels JIt
represented one of these,but not others (other visitors came from there) 2 ) e
wanted,through him,to ¢ommunicate with mankind and help steer us away from -our
troubles.It scems Maleolm with his mistrust,was at least pattly responsible

?6or the endimg of the gontact. When describinr the message Malcolm glaips he was
"blocked" ,mentally,and felt a constriction in his throas, which prevented him
deseribing it too fully.Carl Grove su(gésts this mibht indicate a schizophrenic
eondition as it is symptomatlc of” this.\ ;

This experienee is very difficult both to verify and to catégoxrise.,It misht

have nothinz whatsoeydr to do with UFOs, and the witness cculd indeed be vigwed
as psychotie,However,the investizators contend he was very sineere (sch1201ds of
eourse,can be) and its is certainly true that it bears narallel with many types
of "bedroom visitor" CEW contact.Consequently, it was fclt justified to include
thils summary;whieh can be compared with other similar cases (ez & recent "Pluto"
contaet in BUFORA Journal).On the subject of "Pluto" contaets, note the moderate
similatity bYetwedn this-entity and the one seen by Mrs Lainchbury at Little
Lever (sce UFQs: A"British Viewpoint),which itself claimed to come from Pluto}

Commentss psychic, seientific ox psychiatric, would be apprec1ated‘

Cases in this issues 9 Insuff101ent 6, Poss Schizophrenic T - UFO 2
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