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It is not without a great feeling of corrow and regret
that I heve fo announce the imminent closure of PROEE
REPORT. For some time now, the writing has been on the
wall, and ‘there have been one or two editorial comments
from myself vemarking on the pcor situation. Whether or
not some people out there dismissed these comments as
nothing more than pessimistic nonsense, or merely just
there to elicit sympathy ard donation, I am not sure.
The comments were genuine unfortunately, and we have
reacned the situation where PROBE REPORT can no longer
idependently operate within specified cosis limits.
Tanding from my colleagues, wife and myself have kept it
alive, plus also the involvement of BUFORA in supplying
this journal %o its members. However, the perzonal
funding reached a level that was unnacceptable to those
concerned. He also pledged never to borrow money frem
other UFO groups, as we had done before. It seomed
unjustifiable to contribute to & jouwrral that some
people just did not wish %o support.

I myself mmust take the blame for the lack of suppori and
subscribers, for the direction in which I took TPR
engered many peopie over the years. From the second
volume omward, TPR took a wvery sceptical stance, yet
etill published URC reports where there truly seemed no
rational explanstion. The editorials were often scath-
ing and attacked elack investigation and uncritical URQ
theorising. The ‘New Aze' algzo came in for a batiering,
0 dod many other groups and schemes which those groups
underiook. It is no surprise that TPR won many encmies.
Thet is the penalty for speaking one's mind, and not
being too diplomatic gbout it.

Yevertheless I still stand by my stance, as it earned TPR
a reputation of teing & sensible, useful UFO journal,
which over the past year or 4wo has contained many new
theories and speculations by those in the best positions
to say s0. Perheps this stance was financially suicidal,
as we steered clear of sensationegrabbing stuff and
stuck to the track where few pecple in ufology wish to
4read. This is not an effort to place TPR @bove anyone
elge, or on a pedestal, but it is true that ufology has
suffered its cranks and romantics, and will alweys do so.

Being rational doesn't gell magazines and books, 10—~
ularly in this field, as those who wish to be entertained
by UPQ stories and tales of the mysterious want just that.
We could not, and would not offer that without being
sceptical when necessary, and that kills the interest
dead. Naybe it was a drave directicn %o follow, or maybe
it was & direotion that the public ewareness of UFCs is
not ready for. Uhatever it was, it was a2 direction that
PROBE as a team believed in and still do.

With the October issue, Volume 4; Number 2, o enmds the
PROBE REPORT era, It has been fun, and many thanks to
those out there readinz this journal who supported us irn
the pest.

However, there is usmally =ome good news when there is bad,
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and this applies mainly to the BUFCRA members who might
now be worried about not receiving velue for money. I
will be editing for BUFORA 2 new jourra) entitled The
BUFORA PROBR, which in.essence is The PROBE BEFCRT under
a different name epd publisher. The format will be the
same, and the content will be of the same stardard. But
of course this always deperds on what is available.

BUFGRA membere will receive the first iseue of The BUFCRA
PROEE in Jamary 1984 (well, at least I shall be publishing
it arowx that time) — and there is good news for the loyal
subsoriders to The PROBE REPCRT. From Jamsry 1984, all
subscribers who have journals owed tc taem will be receive
ing copies of The BUFCRA FROBE, until those subscriptions
expire. Because BUFORA are the publishers however, you
will not be 2ble to receive further issues unless a
BUFCRE membership is teken out. The anmal fee ig £12,50
and for this you will receive four BUPORA FROHES's, four
BUFCRA BULLETINs and two J-TAPz., So to renew a subscrip-
tion to BUFORA PROBE will necessitate joining EUFCRA.

For full detaila, write to BUFCRA, 30 Vermont Roed,
London, SE19 3SR.

EXCESNGE JOURNALS ~ THPGREANT

Through kind agreement with the BUFORA council, groups
and societies who currently exchange their magazires with
TPR will be able to receive the new EUPORA PROBE if
exchange journals contime to be seni to the ediforial
zddress (British groups) and to Terry Chivers® address
for international groups. Please note that by sending
any journals to the normal BUFORA offices will not be
sufficient %o receive the BUFORA PROBE. This is beins
dealt with irdependently of BUFORA's normal exchange
arrangements. Exchange jowrnals MUST be sent to either
the editorial address (for British exchanges) cr to
Terry Chivers' address for internatiomal exchanges. It
bagically means that current exchanges may continue as
before without any alteration. To receive other BUF(RA
publications, please contimue to seni journals to the
editor of the BUFORA BULLETIN.

Zour editor has io apologise on one hand for presenting
such small type, but the amount of relevant material
that was received durirg the last querter demanded that
40 pages of type be printed on 20 pages of paper. On
the other hand, you are getting twice as much resding
material compared to what used to be put out not too
long ago. 5till, I suspect thinge will revert back to
norral (2 midway position) with the next issuwe.

PLEASE FOTE that FROBE will no longer be existing after
October 1983, as the group will officially dissolve as
an active group with the closure of The PROBE REPCRT.
That means that we are NOT accepting any subscriptions.
BUTsse we are accepting crisp oncerg for the final
issues Anyone whose subscription expires with this issue
and would like %o receive the final issue ever printed,
(a real collector's item) need only send in £1, and this
will cover all the costs. But only if your subscription
expires with this issue. Everyone else will receive the
final issue automatically.

There will be a meeting of BUPORA's Acoredited Investigut—
ors at the third International Congress, This will take
place on the Sunday night (284h August), although exact
details will be known at the Congress itself,

CONTACT (UK) (Hmmm... they should be prosecated undor the
Trade Descriptions Act — have you sver received a reply
from them?}, have improvad the production muality of
AWARENESS, their cfficial journal. It seems from the adds
page that BUFORA are staging the longest ever UFO Congress
~ from 2nd to 27th August, Come on Contaci, mull your
finger out! (At 50p per line, 1'd demand a refund!] ¥or
these of you who still don't knew, it should read 27th to
29th Auvgust 1983.

CENAP, that excellent West German UFC group have just
produced & massive publication, 150 pages in all, called
PROJECT UFO 2, It is in German unfortunately, but.it
does contain translations from articles that appeared in

PROEZ REPCRT on various occasicns. In fact, PROBE have a
fair-sized chunk allocated to us, including cases that
were conducted by SCUFORI. They even printed the Man-in-
Black story. PROJECT UFC-2 also conftains features from
several other countries and is well presented. For
details, write to Werner Yalier. Eisenacher Weg 16,

6800 Mannheim 31, West Germany.

4 BUFORS Accredited Investigator is interested in forming
his owm local group or team. His lotter {o PROBE REPCRT
reads: 'Accredited investigator in the Eridgwater area
would be most interested in hearing from persona f{rom
that area who would like to set up an objective, ration-—
ally-based UFO group. Persons sceptical of UROs and/or
with qualifications relevant to UFO investigation
preferred, For further information please contaci
Robert S. Moore, 83 Church Road, Fast Funtepill,
Highbridge, Somerset. TA9 3XG.



SIGRALS

Correspond in » %o the varicus topics
covered in Volume 3 Iurber 4 far outw2ighed anything
that has ever been received before. TFortunately, due
%0 the reduced size of type in this pariticular issue,
most of the interesting letters cun be prinied. The
visit to Rendlesham Forest by SCUFORI, and their.
subceguent report of their findings, caused quite a
gtir among many people, each offering their own point
of view. Read Oneee

Dear Editor,

Thanks for another good issue of PROBE REPORT, (I do
rot refer to my own erticles). SCURORI have done a
good job at Rendlesham, and have shown that reporte of
a orashed UFO are probably apochryphal and not worth
further enguiry. For that we are all cbliged. They
have also shown the inadequecy of BUFORA's resources in
suffolk. SCUPORI attributed the lack of flora in the
felled area to the felling process itsslf, However,
nothing grows under a dense pine forest, and the lack
of flora is certainly due to this cause. COrowth only
begins after felling, whea full daylight returns. It
seems likely that the aree had held a copse of mature
traes (older than the surrcunding forest), and the
increasing growth of flora towards the edge would be
due to the increase in daylight towards the edge of the
copse,

Jenny Randles' praise of Mark Erown (in the Brockworth
cage) seems unjusiified. Ha did 2ot find a rational
answer, nor did he find corroberation of the story.
Although he did not find out what happened to the
Barnfield family, he nsvertheless came to the conclu-
sion that there had been no ‘abduction'! I would have
liked to kmow why the car's engine did not fail, what
sort of engine was it and how far was it from the UFQ.
Why was there no plan of the farm? 'y had ¥r Price
not gone to the farmhouse to search for the ocoupants
and the dog, either that day or on subsoguent days? I
do not expect Brovm to have seen thet the object could
have been ball lightning (and not sclid at all), but I
do expect him to have noted my natural theory and how it
predicts such objects.

Yours faithfully,
STEUART CAMPEELL,
Edinburgh.

{Regarding the lack of maps in Jenny's article, I stand
guilty as charged. Jenny provided & map of the farm
detailing all of the buildings, and alsc ancther map of
Bpockworth in relation to Gloucester and Chelienham. :
Unfortunately, I had no room o publish them, so yom
can find them at the end of ihe letders. Ed)

Dear Ian,

The article Rendlssham Revigited in last issue was most
welcome and raised some interesting points. T am very
gratefnl to the SCUFORI ieam for making such careful
efforts to examine the story. They have assisied the
pursuit of truth, and appear to be the only British
investigators (outside” Brenpda Butler and Dot Street)
prepared o actually try and find out what did {or did
not) happen, Considering the potential imporiance of
this case, plus my frequent effort{s as BUFCRA's Direotor
of Tnvestigation to get a reasonable close southern
investigator to take an interest, thies is surprising,
Although the cut-of-the-way location is me doubt a major
factor. Brenda and Dot, T am certain, have applied
their skills to this case to the best of their ability.
They have also dealt with it fairly and honestly. But
it ie probably true that they were 'too close fo it' fo
be 2ble to eme the Rendlesham woods for the Rendlesham
trees! Hence the need for an onjective overview which,
to a point (but, as SCUFORI self-admit, only to a point)
has now been given.

1 first heard the 'rumcur! via Paul Begg ard his radar
contact. This side of the story offered scmething
{although not much)} before Brenda and Dot's expeditions
became lnown and was, so far as I can see, quite
independant. fAs, s0 it seems, was the tale supplied
(vis Imoius Farish from the USA) to Norman Oliver. So
we cammot ascribe the formulation of the rumour
directly to Brenda or Dot. If they are indeed being
t4aken in' by their contacts, then they ars merely
reflecting a larger collection of false stories. It
was this aprarent combination of acceunis; which only
I was in the position to see flowing together like
tributary streams (being a focal point position for
their collation) that has given me an interest in the
case from the start which is possibly oui of character
from my previcue UFQ involvements and certainly out
of proportion to my ability to do anything about it.
Of course, even at this first stage, the ocase (if
there be one) was already two months old, lhich was
& difficulty straight away.

Hy ooncern in writinz the summary piece I proguced in
the January 1982 WUFON publication was simple. There
had been zcattersd notes publisned by Brerda and Dot
and distributed sotewhat haphazardly. These were
highly confuced and it seemed they were still unaware
of the radar aspect of the case. So I talked to them
and 4ried to clarify the meaning of their writings;
added: the radar anecdote, and basically just wrote a
concise {and hopefully acurate) account of what was
teing claimed. In no sense was this an 'investigate-
ion' on my part, as I have never been to Suffolk nor
have I spoken to any of the witnesses, or alleged
witnesses. Ancther fundamental reason for writing
this {one year into the affair) was to try to

intersst somebody to do something about it; EBrenda

and Dot often having specifically asked me to 'send
someone in' to give them assistance. They themselves
knew the problems they were facing and their lack of
experience. The FER piece, incidentally, wes simply

a reprint of this WURON article. T never wrote any-—
thing specifically for FSR, DNor did I really intend
to, 2lthough readers were owed it after my preliminary
note about the rumour in an earlier issue, The
UNEXPLATNED article came because I was asked to do it
and I could gee no obvicus reason why I shouldn't.
Bspecially as if I didn't, then someone (who was
probably less acquainted with the cass) almost
ceriainly would have done. The articles had +tho
degired effect; with the SCUFCRI field-trip and the
discussion solicitor Harry Harrie had (albeit by some—
what dubicus means) with Brenda's principle contact at
the air-base. Said officer confirmed the account given
tc Brenda, it appears, but then made himself invieible
during all the subsecuent attempts by Farris to get back
to him. The articles also provoked widespread American
interest, with offers to all invelved of substaniial
financial sume to hame names. I took calls from TV
stations and jouwrnals in Florida, Los Angeles and lew
York. Brenda and Tiot had even had more. Needless to
say, all these offers were rejected out of hand, Iut
some service was provided by these US contacts. That
includes the tracking down of one individual, named by
Brenda's contact as being involved but now back in the
States. This person claimed that two people of the same
name were on the base at the time and he was the wrong
ong. The journalist appeared not to believe thzt. MNore
recently (February 1983) thanks o the publicity of the
case in O/MNI, & now retired officer living in the USA
has apparently come forward and confirmed the story.
Checks indicate he was on the Woodbridge base at the
time I believe.

Haturally all of this could be a sooial rumour leaping
ocut pf control with verious folk jumping onto the glory
wagon. However, superficially it still seems to me that
a primary event is indicated, with the exaggerations




arriving afterwards as icing on the cake. fuite what
that ecake is remains a very different matter. Was it a
military incident which is being coversd? as the UFO
stery conjured up to deflect interesti from the truth;
but leaked by the back door (rather than to the media)
for an obvious reason? If & newspaper prints a story
pecple might listen. If ufologists waffle on about
pickled-green-men and crashed UFOs i% is just ancther
example of cwr peranoia. Hoewever, such a scepario might
be risky because UROs are inherently interesting. The
story ‘it was a plane aragh' would have been long for-
gotten, The tale 'it wes an alien contact! will inevit—
ably live on. Or did the rumour circulate rouni the baze
and become acoepted there as truth before being leaked?
Quite frankly there are problems whersevor you look.

I will make no comment on SCUFCORI's findings of the
subsiduary fevenfts's It must be up to the investigators
o angwer these. However, I do dispute the ‘what does
it matter' conclusion, For it must metter. Truth
elways dees. OFf course, whether in & military situat-
ion suck as thiz we can ever hope to arrive at the
truth (especially two and a half years on) must be in
some doubt, Still, I believe fhere are indications
enough that s case remains to be angwered; and whilst

we 8%ill have the resources and the folk willing to iry
I see no harm in giving it a go. As for the men-in-
black not being in black, I submit that SCUFCRI's WIB

in the previons issue's repert did not always wear
black either! NIB is an accepted term, surely, for the
alleged strangers.

Yours gincerley,
JENNY RANDLES,
Wallasey,
Wirral.

Dear Sir,

I am one of the investigators on the Rendlesham Forest
case, and half of what you have printed is unfrue and I
would like %o rut it right. 1 don't know whers the
SCUFCRI team got their information frem, but I will go
through it from the start:

1« lLandiag site. The UFC did not land whore these

four investigators went. I cannot understand why Dot
Street took them there as Dot knows where it landed
(supposedly). The witness showed us where the landing
site wag, and it certainly was not at the place in the
photographs. Dot says the forestry men %tcld her where
the site was on the map - the map T saw was covered in
1little green trees and you could not tell one place

from another.

2. ¥en-in-Black. Uhere Jenny Randles got the 'lMen=in-
Black' theory from I do not know, as the farmerwhom we
visited in the first plece said he could not rsmember
who came or what they were dressed in,

3. Animal disturbances. No comment.

4. Effects on the car. I do not have a rev-counier in
my car =o Dot could not have seen one. ¥y car is not
old ard shaky - old maybe, but definitely not sheky.

It has not failed an UOT test yet. The SCUFORI toam
are welcome to come down and drive my car. It will do
speeds of up to 85 mph without shaking., My dog does nch
have a heart condiiion as SCUFORI sey. This they can
check out with my vei if they wish.

Conclusion., My witness asked me to keep quiet about the
UFO on behelf of him. This I did for five weeks, But I
had permissior to use this information if I also goi it
from scmeone else. After I was told the same stery from
a Torestry worker whom I know, T releaged the story. So
I did not betray my confidence to my witness. As for
being an amateur UFQ investigator, I have been investi-
gating UFOs eince 1967, also ghosts and Ley Lines, and
have werked for newspapers and magazines in the USA. T
nave, I reckon, more files on UFCe than a full-time UFO
investigator. If the SCUFORI team had asked more quest—
ions when they were down here, they would have realized
I %ake my work very seriously and write my reports as
they happen with no lies or false statements.

The witnese whom I have known for five years kuew I was
interested and investigated UPO#, this is why hs told me
about it. He knew I would not release this informaticn
without other evidence coming ferward., He also knew I
would never release his name (that's friendship for youm).
You forgot %o mention the story has also baen in several

magazines in the Siates, with a follow-up report coufirm-
ing the landing. I do not know what happened fhat night;
I vas not there. I only know something did happen. All
the evidence ani cover-ups prove that. ilyseld, I keep
an open mind. bMaybe in your next FROBE REPCORT yow oan
put this story right — with the truthi

Please show the SCURCRI team this letter and ask them
wbere they got their information from. It will be most
interesting to find out if they added bits to it alsc.
Eweryone elge geems Yo have done so, I have encloged a
cheque for the next two issues of PROBE REPORT, to see
if you have the decency to print the iruth,

Yours faithfully,
BREMDA BUTIER,
Leiston,

Suffelk,

(At your service. Your letter was passed $o SCUFCRI and
their response is printed below. &4}

Dear Editor,

In response to Brenda Butler's I would like to say thet
+the Rendlesham Revigited article gives an acurate
account of what 3CURORI found while carrying out their
research during the three-day visit. It also relays
SCUFCRI's gopinions on those discoveriss. However, we
are not in the game of making rash decisions based on
unsupportive evidence. Looking back, nealry nine
nearly nine months after our investigations, we are
¢till not happy with the events surrocunding the case.
It would be interesting if another unbiased independent
investigation was undetaken %o see what their Dindings
would be. TYet, as the event occurred so long ago, such
an investigation would be very difficult indeed, and
both time consuming and expensive, So we are left with
our opinions and those of Brends Butler and Dot Street.
Ve are also left with 2 great deal of unanswered
questionsy gquestions which should have been asked and
answered a long time ago. I feel that cur fask was
quite a difficult and stremious one, working extremely
late and long hours. Although we were locking for
answers, we vere also trying to find the truth. It wes
not our intention to 'knock' the investigations of the
two resident investigators or act as debunkers with
this case. e hoped that during those few days we
could have worked hand-iv-hand, with ocur investigation
experience complimenting Dot and Brenda's knowledge of
the case. This worked on several ccoasions, but I
personally believe that Brends wes somewhat hostile
towards us, resenting our presence. I feel she was
unhappy about SCUFORI ‘'intruding' on to her case.

With regards to the individual investigaticns into
specific arems of the ovent, we have the following
comments to make:

1. Llanding site. I fail to ses how, from the photo-
graphs published in Vol 3, No 4 of the FROBE REFPCRT,
you are able to work out where we were standing in the
wood. I have cliecked our pogition, which I marked on
an Ordnence Survey map whilst on site, with that
printed on the map in the UNEXPLAINED (106) and the
locations appear to be identicals If Dot did take us
to the wrong location, then surely you canpot hold that
against us as we vere entirely in her hands. If is
interesting to note that, while at the location, Dot knew
exactly where the airbase was positioned in relation to
it, This eems to indicate that she had visited the cpot
previously. The area Dot showed us was assumed by us to
be the correct one and therefore our research was based
on that. %hat we wrote for the PROEE REPORT was exactly
what we had found.

2, Men-in-Elack, ¥We entirely agree with Brends on this
point. Interviewing the farmer we could find no evidence
that he had received such visiters. The only people who
had disocussed the matier with him were Dot and her
gentleman friend. It would de very interssting to know
exactly where Jemny obtained this information from.

(See end of Jenny's letter - Ed)

4. BEffects on the car. As an error on our part, we
gtated that Brenda's car had a rev—counter, I have
personally written to her io apologise for this mistake.



1t is, however, still likely ibat Dot, from her position,
misread the speedometer. Espeoizlly, ag a non-driver,
she is not ueed to reading such instruments or gauging
speeds, In addition te this, moving along that lane at
such a speed I think it is highly likely that Brenda or
Dot had little time to worry abeout the car's speed, and
that the 60-70 mph claim 'ms merely a guess. Brenda's
car is cld, and under the conditions it had tc endure
along that lane, it ie no wonder it vibrated. I exper-
ienced considerable shaking as I drove dowm the lane.

It may well be the case that Brenda's car can attain
speeds of 85 mph, but I do'not believe that she was able
to travel aleng that lane, in the poor state it was, at
the speeds claimed. As stated in the FROBE RIPCORT, I
found it extremely difficult and dangerous irying to
maintain 2 speed of 40 mph. T am certain thai at several
of the bends in the lane, a car travelling at 60-70 mph
would have probably left the road. I can say no more on
this matter, only that I feel in the excitmenrt, they were
under the impression that they were travelling far faster
than they really were. The dog's health was mentioned
in our short interview with Eronda, and although we

never asked her outright whether it did have z heart
condition, I can think of no time when she actually
denied this. This is despite tha faot that 2 versions
of the events (containing the dog's condition) had
zlready appeared in PSR and NUFON Case Studies.

Hoving onto Brenda's conclusions, the sotions of her
contactis seemed very strange. If the incident w=s

meant to be top secret, 1he pro'bn'bxhty of Prenda
hearing from two indep % i ppears remark-
able indeed. Especwlly as thc only reason she wasg
allowed to release the first witness' account was if

ghe heard the story elsewherc. Wy commeni of Brenda
being an amateur UFC investigator is entirely true, I
am an amateur, so is the editor of this publication,

as we recsive no payment for our services in ufology.
Amateur does not imply incompetence, but simply that

the work is conducted on a non-professional basis.

To swn up ouwr investigaticne, 1 can only say that we
were sure of ocur findings, otherwise we would not have
printed them. %e are not in the habit of telling lies
or 'adding bits' as we have nothing to gain by it. On
the other hand, we would have everuthing to lose, if it
were deiermined that we had falsified the contents of
%he report. All SCUPORI have done is drought in an
cutegider's opinion of several aspects of the event.

Yours sincerely,
JMARTIN SEIPP,
SCUFCRI,
Swirdon.

Dear Editor,

Jenny Randles' perceptive comment “There is scmething
tdamned funny! going on in the world" (PROBE REPCRT,

Vol 3, No 4) is much to the point; but is she right in
her assumption that the 'bell-like UFO" cannci be
explained? I provisionally accept the good faith of

the witness, the anonymous '¥ir Price', but what does
"thie is completely true" mean anyway? The present case
is of particular interest both in spite and because of
its age, but it hardly qualifies as a strong one.
Spontansous cases do not, like vintage wine, mature in
the course of time. What makes it so cutstanding, in
the invesiigator's opinion, is presumably that people
did net "know" about UFOs "in them thsre days". At any
rate, very few were roported. Howsver, if Méheust (1)
is right that the material of the syndrome is basically
derived from early SP writing, it becomes less amazing
that such things were occasionally “seen" more remotely
in time. The present case is not only old but lacking
in contemporary documentation; in fact, it is wholly
dependent on ancient and possibly distorted memories of
an old men. The precise data is not recalled, btut could
be plausibly reconstructed. By now, the witness has
placad hig experience "in context with UFOz“, enabling
him to envisage the wholesale abduction of the farmhands,
apimals and all! With aprarent encouragement of the
investigetor he has becore a true believer in Nuts &
Bolts., While it is not guite clear why corroborative
testimony is "not necessary", one cannot but agree that
no "natural" solution in ferms of helicopters or balloons

ie viable, 7hat hypotheses are there to be considered?
A spacecraft from whatever source? The article espouses
this idea, at least implicitly, with its £alk of a poss—
idly mechanical craft; a “materiel" UFO that is "physical”
and once more “material"; an object, morsover, directed
by "an intelligence". (1 apologise for not giving page
references, but PROEE is unpaginated.) In short, the
whole mythology of the pulp-sriters of the 60's ia
regurrected: UFOs are, as "everybody" imows (and never
mind if there is no hard evidence) ex hypothesi material,
physical objects: mechanical spacscraft intelligently
directed. Ard let me repeat: there is no velid reason
%o accept the Price =sighting as that of an gbject of any
kind, let alone of a craft: there were no physical traces
even to suggest it. The percipient, according to his
account, passes the farm which, comtrary to expectation,
is deseted. Not a soul is astir. Strong sensetion cf
d2jd wva! The desclate scene, the total absenco of haman
{or animal) setivity so inconsistent with the nmual tustle
of the farmyard. There is a strange and allepervading
nhum: Mr Price's scenerioc is of a phantasy-woerld(sic)
induced by a trance-like state of altered oonsciousness,
in which he is startled and ultimately terrified by the
unfemiliar gight of a UFQ. There is, predictably, no
traffic, the whole scene being bathed in a "pale green
curtain of light". The Mgreenigh" glow disperses as tho
frightoned percipient departs precipitately; whereupon
everything returns to normal. There are no witnesses,
and  newspaper reports confirmetory of an objective
experience cannot bs traced.

Thile the sparsity of data forbids a precise reconstruce-
tion of the experience, the psychological mechanrism can
be gauged by attention to certain features of the scenario
notably the apparent blocking-out of salient scenic
aspects. Similarly, when ¥iss Moberly and Kiss Jourdain
walked through Antoine Richard's enchanted garden at
Versailles (as desoribed by them in An Adventure), the
chief features of their experience, apart from a strong
sensation of unease, "were the impressions of excepl-
ional loneliness, and the extreme silemce (ie, the
blockage of sense—impressions) of the place" (p 39).

We have, alas, no contemporary account by Mr Price for
close, point by point comparison of his sensations

other than fear, but it is likely that he, like the two
ladies, was deeply ballucinated for a %ime. It is
curious to note that objests, or at any rate zn object,
took on & green cast in the Petit Trianon case (2).

Jenny Randles and her investigetor are to be congratu-~
lated on having unearthed an illuminating account of
great paychological interest, btut whether or not it
lends itself to the support of the objective existence
of a “"epecific UFC type" is ancther, and more confrov—
ersial matter. Temporary hallucination on the part of
the percipient is a more economical hypothesis than
cbjective cognizance of a craft of gtriange properties.

Notess (1) Wéheugt,B. Science—Fiction et Soucoupes
Volantes. Mercure de France 1378.
(2) G.W.Lambert in Journal of ihe Society for
Psychical Ragearch, Vol 37, No 676, 1953

Pa135.

KANFRED CASSIRER
London.

{Regarding the lack of pagination in the laat issue;

it was all my fault, yet I did ask the printer to add
the mumbers in for me. He also forgot. Incidentally,
there is no such journal as PROBE - not in this psrt of
the world anyway. It is called PROBE REPORT. It would
be nice to get that sorted oui ‘before we close up shop.
However, your letter wes passed on tc Jenny Randles,
ard phe responds as follows. X4)

Dear Sir,

In respeot of Manfred Cassirer's critique of the 1939
'bell like URO' case, I would suggest that he has some—
what missed the point, Ufologists today do have a
Yendancy towards exotic psychological theories. And I



say this in recognition that I am ons. We may not
think our ideas are exotic, but they are; just as much
as the ETH for example. The intent of my comments in
the cage report were simply to allow me to hesitate, as
I feel we all ghould do every once in 2 while. Ig it
really mcre "economical" fo propose as a solution a
halluoinstory mechanism prevalent throughout history
that generaies reproductive visions, than it is to
presume that the 'craft' allegedly ssen truly was seen?
It may be, but wo wust not ride away on cur own flights
of fanoy.

The coalman hes just arrived at my front door. He
normally comes Monday, but today is Friday. The ovidence
tries to persusde me that this could not be the coalman.
He left no coal. There are no "physical traces" of his
presence on my doorstep., Is it more economical of me o
believe I hallucinated the coalman? MNo, Manfred weuld
ne doubt say. e all realise that coalmen exist so it
is not imprcbable you saw one... but weird craft? ‘hat
then if I said a funny looking RAF jet just flew over?
If it were 2 now type that Nanfred were not aware of,
what is the most economical hypothesis then?

I am not in the least unfemiliar with the importance of
the aura of silence and other factors. Very far from it
in fact (see my article elsewhere in this issue),.
However, the claims 4o an "OZ Factor" in the late 1939
case rests on shaky ground, Stillness and lack of
traffic in open country, at that hour of a winter day,
hardly constitutes 2 solid basis for presumption.
Nanfred's description of the "0Z Factor" in the Petit
Trianon 'timeslip' is important in & wholly different
oontext, It does me a very nice service in amplifying
the points I make in my OZ Factor article, So what is
different about the 1939 casé? FPerhaps nothing. For
Manfred's comments sbout a case detericrating over time
make sense. However, if we sre fo fully go along with
his hallucinogenic hypothesis (as T would certainly like
to do) it meane we have to explain why the game UFO (as
near as damn it), with the same physical properties, is
being hallucinated across trozd spans of time and apace
for, vhat to me, have so far been presented as very
vague psycholegical reascns. Hanfred does not actually
give us any reasons, which rather begs the question. In
my opimion physical reality is a preferable hypothesis
unless (or until} we have gome sound psychological
stimulus that can be demonstradly shown to precipiiate
the phenomenon under study. I am open to suggestions,
but not yet fully satiefied such a situation exists.
Readers will probably lkmow that my own theorising does
tend fo follow somewhat similar lines to that of
Manfred. Ceriminly I hawve never proclaimed the exist—
ence of 'spaceships' (whioh even the acceptance of
'physical craft’ is a very long way removed from... and
I have not yet accepted the reality of physical craft!)
HNor is it in-any wey fair to argue that the witness tc
the 1939 case was somehow encouraged to believe in
spaoceships by Mark Brown. Mark is far too good an
investigator 10 allow personal beliefs to have any
effect on the witness, and from what I know of such
beliefs he does hold, they do not include spacechips,
Similarly I doubt that my article for PROBE REPORT,
written well afier the case repcrt was concluded, had
any effect whatscever (through telepathy, magic or the
collective unconscious) on ths witness.

The artiole has really one aim, which is directed at
myself as much as anyone else. We should not get
carried off by our own psychological semantics iato
thinking the answers must alwmys be subjective. They
may, in the end, turn cut to be. But we must forever
face the prospect that they may not.

Best wishes,
JEXNY RANDLES
Wallasey,
Wirral.

Deaxr Ian,

Ceincidence enters often into the puzzling subject of
ufology. Even humour — or a smaile, as, in Vol 3, Yo 4
I turned the pages from Steuwart Campbell's attack on

the credibility of George Adameki to Jenny Randles!'
article on Mark Brown's investigation of what is report-—

ed as a genuine 1939 British encounter, vhich includes
a bell-shaped otject not too diseimilar %o Adamski's,
One may cite other examples, notably the photograph
taken by thirteen-year old Stephen Darbishire at
Conieton, lanca, in Fedruary 1954, showing a ‘cabin and
four portheles in & row, ani a three-ball undercarriage’
features of a similar bell-sghaped object.

Then there is that weird 'coincidence', the subject of
Bileen Buckle's book The Scoriion Mysiery (Neville Spear-
man, 1967) vhich relates how an elderly man, Arthur
Bryant, walking near Scoriton Dowm, Dartmeer, on April
24th 1965 (the day after George 4damski died) encountersd
a saucer and three occupants. One said that he was from
Yemus, thet his name was "Yamski® and he referred to a
"Des Ies", proaumably Desmoni Laslie. Leslie 4s reported
tc have sail that Adameki had %told him that if he was
reborn on another planet, he woyld attempt to visit
Barth!... FEileen Buckle coul? find nothing to sugsest
Bryant was a fraud.

I am not suggesting that I considsr fact Ademeki's
claims as he told them. (T well remember a fwo-hour
meeting with him back in 1960, when he aitended a local
West Widlands UFO group meeting the avening following
one of his tour lectures in Rirmingham. I can recall
that, for being with him only for a short time, one
could net reach any conclusion about his claims, but why
should he tour the world with a fantastic, wilful lia?),
As many make the erromeocug view — to my mind - that UFOs
ars aither real or not, 2ither physiczl oraft or meta-
physical construots, so we see such contactees as
Adamski as either relating a true story or are lying.
Perhaps we need, after 2ll, o recogmise a middle ground
ocoupied by psychic factors, that the mind is objective,
not subjective, that Adamski really believed he was
telling a true story, being btuilt up from out of his own
psyochic make-up, from some initial experience. And here,
one mey refer to his long-standing interests and beliefs
in the wonders of creation and in metaphysics, not to
diseredit him ag 2 fraud, but %o show that this helped
to draw, from within himself, the UFO experiencea to hinm,
ouch as we bring fresh snow in%o the house on our toots.

However, we are still left with the cbjectivity - or
otherwise — of such an initial experience; amd with
those photos. Can the stories be false vhila the photos
are real, or vice versa? If they are both false, how do
we consider other witness' photos and descriptions of
eimilar objects? which goes to show the question of
Ceorge Adamski remains open.

Yours sinoerely,
RAYHOND E. COX
Vest Kidlands.

{The Scoriton Mystery bock itself certainly offered
nothing te suggest that the Bryant case was a fraud,
but later findings by both Bileen Buckle and Xorman
Oliver began %o reveal otherwise. Of course, Arthur
Bryant died before anything conclusive was proven, but
nevertheless, the Scoriion case in nowadays accepted
as an elaborate hoax. Bd)

Dear Sir,

Thank you for the latest issue containing the idamskd
article. You have done an important piece of resemrch
on Gocrge Adamski, and I have sent ycur magazine to DIr
George Runt Williemson — who probebly won't wish o
answer the sllegations. But it would be inkeresting if
he did. (Right firat time — he never bothered «~ Bd
Why does everyons try to find the 'anewer' to UF0s?
I've been puzzling over this fescinating question for
over 20 years as a publisher of UFO titles, including

Flying Saucers Have Landed! . Scrry sbout that.

There is no cut-and-dried answer — any more than we
know exactly what happens to us when we dis = although
I velieve completely in sn afiepr-life and reincarnation.
They could be something from the future, something from
the past, inter-dimensional, inter-~terrestrial, some-
4thing from the collective conscious and heavens knows
what else. But they certainly exist and, like man,
they sll come in different sizes and colours.end from




different parts of the universe and ocutside the
universe.

Yours sincorely,
ISVILLE ARNSTRONG
Neville Spearman Ltd,
Sudbury,

Suffolk.

(Just to set it straight, Stewart Campbell did all the
work — not me. I just printed it. ¥4)

Dear Sir,

I received a copy of The PROBE REPORT together with
Journzal TAP for Jamary 1983, under some new arrangement
with this PRCBE organisation. The PROBE REPORT is an
insult %o the intelligenoe of anyone with a serious
interest in UFO research. It iz an afront to the years
of hard work done in the past by members of the Research
Department of BUFORA Ltd., including myseif, who spent a
great deal of time and effort attempting to improve the
quality of research in the 4ssocimtion. There were some
modesat achievements.

It is a striking contradiction, that while Ir J.Allen
Hynek talks jn J-TAP of profegsionalism — "a gericus
styuctured approach to a subject”, and Peter Hill boasts
of vast improvements in research ani investigations now
being underiaksn, - we are force~fed with this worr out
and childish "men—in-Black" crap, or if you lika,
"balderdssh”, in the PROBE REPCRTI!! I am returning this
magezine (which I did not request) and should be most
grateful if you would arrange to note in the membership
records that, under no circumstances, do I wish to
reoceive the PROBE REPORT again!

It iz slso sad to see the guality of production of J-TAP
reduced so dramatically. I appreciate the cbvious finan-
cial constraints - dut I would have thought top priority
should have been given to the principal forgan' of the
Association. Serious UFO research and @ professional
approach, appear to be the 'key wards' - but on the
present very poor showing I am not at all convinced that
BUFCRA is practising what it preaches, in fact the
evidence zeems %0 indicate a sericus decline. As a
member of OSBAP for about twelve months, my chief
concern was the production of a 'professional-locking’
UFO journel. The first issue shows that I may hawve
been some way to achieving this aim. Sadly, however,

in their wisdom, the other members decided to saorifice
this pofentially rewarding development for the costly
waintenance of z 'Resources Centre' vhose files are
crammed largely with magazines, journnls and press
cuttings on & par or even worse than this trash-can
PROBE REPCRT!

Yours faithfully,
ANTHONY R.PACE
Prestatyn,

Clyyd.

{As an editor and producer of a journsl, I mmst
accept criticism and be able to swallow it as part
of my duty. Howewer, when I receive criticism in the
form of a letter that uses language more commonplace
in 2 schocl playground, the besition beoomes somewnst
different. Firstly and foremost, PROBE REPORT is a
Journe) of UFO Investigation — it says that plainly on
the front cover = and not a research jourral. You may
harp on about resesrch as mach as you like, and of
your "modest" achievements ('Modest':~'Inconspicuous’
The Pocket Oxford Dictionary), but PROBE REPCRT deals
with investigations. The Marn-in-Black case was an
investigation that did oredit to SCUFCRI and to
British ufology, becsuse they discoversd the actual
souroce of the MIB messages by clever ingemuity and
a dedication to their work. If you had botherad to go
further than the front cover, yow would have seen that
it wasn't just another MIB item that indeed haz tended
to dominate many publications over the years, moreso

* in the USi. It was a zerious piece of iavestigation
that could lend itself %o research if someone wished
1o periously research the MIB syndrome.

I agree with you that the Tirst OSEAP JCURNAL looked
professional, tut the second iamsue (which did not enlist
your aid) was far better content-wise. If you are only
concerned with what 2 jowrnal looks like, ie "profess—
ional-looking™, rather than in what goes to make up that
journal content-wise, perhaps in this light your
eriticism should not be iaken too seriously. Ed)

W(Nﬂf&mﬂ

GhoUCESTER

R.SEYERN

The SUN daily national tabloid, on 4th Jamary 1982,
carried an article wader the headinz of “Maxine sneps a
flying saucer' written by Gordon Broome. The article
told the story of the photograph as follows:

tPeenager Kaxine Caffrey took a holiday snep with &
really exotic views.. of a flyirg saucer. The myster-
ios shining object appears on one of three pictures she
took of the sunrise in Aghios Nikolaos, Crete... but sghe
gaw nothing in the viewfinder., ¥axine's film stayed

HOLIDAY SNAP UFO

IAN MRZYGLOD

forgotten in her camera after her holiday there last
summer, But now the mysierious object has sppeared
after the film wams developed. Maxine, 13, of Southport
Road, Chorley, Lancs, said yesterday: "“It's weird. I
didn't see or hear anything when I was taking the
pictures." SUN photographer Roy Spencer said: "The
negative is genuine and has not been tampered with. But
the picture comld result from freak light conditions or
& refleotions”

"llaxine ie sending the picture to the UFO Society of
Great Britain.®

X PACE OF WoRK
0 SKAS HEL FARM

CIRENCESTER



Actually, the print was sent to BUFOS, the British UFO confident can be identified as reflection images of

Society (uhich ig protably what the SUN memnt). Upon poople. I am ceriain thai if they oould be subjected to
reoeipt of the print, 2 briel examination showed that in computerised image enhancement, reflactione of 2 sub-
the wpper half of the esunrise photegrarh was what appear— stantial group of people would be revealed. Having, I
ed to be 2 brignt saucer or discmshaped cbject. This believe, astablished the .!‘a.ct that reflection imagss are
object had a dark band around its perimeier, and at first recorded in ths phutograpn. wa murgt :o:s%der th:hnahu-e
glances did resemble a typical flying saucer; just like of the mediwn which they were reflected from ~ they are
£0 many others in the past. Obtaining an eniargement of obviously not reflected from the sea and the' sky. There=
the 'UFO' did not show any more detail; in fact a great fore we must ascume the existence of a pa-rt:al]g
deal of the object was lost in the process, lacking in reflective surface betwsen the photographer and ihe
any depth. The area of research had to fall around the scene being photographed. The most obvious choice for
photograph as 2 whole and see if there were any clues as this would e a sheet of glass, such as @& window.
to the origin of the i « An investigation into the
location ufi cut of th?ﬁesﬁom *In my own mind I am convinced that this photograph was
taken througa the window of 2 large room such as & hotel
% 3 t common T ople to photograph UFQs without dining room or lounge. +t is cguite possible that tl:ne
~« gw:: :soaiunz the‘,:‘bj:zt?a s)hen m’éé phiographs ara photographer would have been upuware of the reflection
produced, various pessible camera effects have to be of the room light in the window when $aking the photo=
taken into consideration, Effects cuck as lens flare, graphe It is easy to repro:}uce this effect f?r oneg-—
light enterinz the camera or even reflection from another elf by looking out of any window after dark with the
“ light source can create false images that can easily be room lights on — the room is refleoted in the window,
nistaken for real, solid objects actually photographed and from the right position an chserver will sec the
2 -

room light reflected, but looking like i% is outside of
the room. I would identify the luminous dise with 1007

%With this in mind, Brian Bverton, chairman of EUFOS, certainty as the roflected image of a »oom light.!

presented the photograph to their photographic amalyst,
Wichael Hall, who afer weeks of working on it producsd
the foilowing report for BUFOS.

'The Gaffney photograph is very impressive at first sight
— ~ a large luminous disc apparently hovering over the zea
at punset (showld be sunrise - Ed)., The disc is far
brighter than anything else in the phcotograph, This
brightness could not be caused by the objsct reflecting
the sun from below the horison because:
a) the light received by the camera from the digc is of
the wrong colour temperature for the time of day - a 2
reflection of sunlight fraom an aobject in the cky at :
sunsst would have a definite tendency towards the red end Eclargement of the image, where a certain degree of the
of the spectrum, and; depth is lost. The two halves are clearly distinguishable.
b) the light from the disc comes not only from the tnder—
side, tut also from the top, thereby completeiy ruli "
out reflection from the sun, e Room Light

'"The only other explanation which would account for an
object being brighter than its environment would be if
‘the object was emitting light from itself. On further
examipation of the photograph, it becomes apparent that
the bright disc-shaped object is in fact not an object at
all, but a reflection image of a light source. fThe
evidence for this is as follows:

Pield of View

How the photgraphic effect oould have been constructed.

This analytical report I think fairly sums up the true
source of the UFO on the Maxine Gaffney photogravh,
degpite the wider assumptions that Maxine had been
locsted in either a lounge or dining room at the time.
And also despite the confusion over whether the photc
was takep at sunset or sumrisze. Unfortunately, the
print, as reproduced here, will not distinotly show any

The Maxine Gafinpey photograph showing the object as a
disc with 2 dark band around the perimeter.

'By looking carefully at the middle band of the photograph figures, but there ie no doubt thai certain images are
w‘lya'ere th:sslv neEt]thne sea, it is possidle to detect two visible where mentioned in the BUFOS report. These
definite, if faint, images which should not be there. The inages form verticle marks, perpendicular to the horizon,
first of these images is directly below the bright disc and are very likely thoze of a mumber of people standing.
shape, on the horizon. The second image is just to the Cases of this nature are AUMSTOU,. 3”? in P20BE REFCAT
right of the land mass at the lefi-hand side of the photo- Vol 2, Wo 1, a window-reflection 'UFQ' wws identified.
graph. Having discovered these images, black and white It is with safe amsurance tha(:. BUFOS c}am thia case to
enlargements were made from the negative in an attempt to te closed, and PROBE concur with the findings, thue
jdentify them, It is possible %o identify on the black labelling this a CASE CLOSED.

and white snlargements, (mainly from examination of the .

variations in grain patiern of the film), although it is Credit %o Erian BV?‘_‘“‘ and lichael Hall of 5UFOS for

by no means clear, various shapes — some of which I am allowing us to publish this case. Sse also EUFOS JOURNAL

Volume 1, No 2.




TAKING STEPS DOWN THE YELLOW BRICK ROAD

One of the biggest problems in being 2 writer of hooks
avout any aspect of the paranormal is that one is
engazed in a personal quest for iruth. By virtue of
this, one is constantly learning, and thereby adapting
one's views, trying new ideaz and so forth. Books,
however, take a finite time from completion by the
author to actually reaching ths shops. When ithey
appear as your 'latest' work you may zlready be conside
erably beyond them in your thinking. For example,
ALIEN CONTACT appeared in paperback in February 1983,
and so for many of the public appeared as my current
position statement. 1In fact I laat wrote any of thai
in early 1981 and a great deal has happened to my
evolving ideas in those two years.

This is an inescapable difficulty which has had the
deepest effect on my development of the concept of the
10Z Factor". The work for this arose out of ALIEN
CONTACT and resulted, throughout 1981, in the writing
of z now book(1). This book describes how I came to
isolate the '0Z Factor' from UFO close encounters,
finding it a remarkebly common feature. (The '0Z
Fector' will be expleined in o moment, have no fear!)
Howsver, because of ths vageries of the publishing
world, this book is still not in print. Neantime, I
have writien a further book during the first half of
1982, in which I naturally used my new '0Z Factor!
ideas and extenied sowe of the thinking(2), This dbook
will actually appear in print marginally befcre tke
first one, During the latter half of 1982 I began %o
delve intc other areas of the parancrmal searching for
instances of the '0Z Factor' here, because I felt this
might offer clues about the deeper nzture of +the UFC
Close Encourber. This resulted in a paper to the BUFORA
AGK cross—comparing the '0Z Factor' in several phenom—
erz and developing my new concepts, the 'spectrum of
reality' and the 'Guasi-Conscious experience'. That
paper will hopefully appear in some BUFCRA publication
in dus course, but I worked frem its basis to express
the mere general applications inte a contribution I
wrote for another book, which has not even found &
publisher as yet, and may appear first in anobher land,
and not befare 1984(3).

1f by this time you are very confused, then that is the
entire point I am trying to make. The way my thoughts
heve come out have unfortunately not been best geared
towards your full aprreciation of my theory. Since I
%hink it does have some merit, and to help guids you
towards placing my various '0Z Factor' references into
context, I have decided to present here a generalised
introduction to my basic concept. I hope that you might
give it gome thought and contribute your own opinions (be
they construotively or destructively critical)., I cert—
ainly have no vested interest in this hypothesis. It
Just seems to me to be mking a great deal of sense at the
present moment,

To start off with, what is the '0Z Factor'? It is a
collection of symptoms which I found tc be regularly
expressed by UFO witnesses. These include comments such
agjess'all ambient scunds simply vanished”.,."it went
suddenly quiet"..."time geemsd to stretch on and on"..."I
lost a1l gense of 4ime"..."I felt inwardly calm anl peace—
ful'. fThese are features that are instantly recognisable
when they appear and demark a good percentage of the Close
Encounters., All that I did was gether them together under
the banner of the '0Z Factor'.

Why the '0Z Fector'? Well, the witnesses describe a

~ distortion in sensory reality. It was almost as if they

were taken out of ocur ‘*world' and temporarily put irto
another where normal laws did not apply. knere megic
could occur. It was similar 4o how Dorothy and Toto are
'abducted' into the land of Oz and was just as magical,
hence the raxe, Although I hasten o add I thiak it
improbable that witnesses are physically taken anywhere
during an '07 Factor' experience.

JENNY RANDLES

Often more than one '0Z Factor' symptom ocomrs at once,
and T did notice that javestigators rarely asked the sort
of questions that might lead to the uncovering of the
experience in a general report. We mostly had cases where
the witneass spontaneougly mentionmed it. As it seemed a
relatively obscure set of responses it did seem unlikely
not to be a ‘real! event (be it on 2 subjective or object-
ive level). It was not merely an artifact of a cultural
process. This fored my enthusizsm to dig deeper. ¥hen I
started locking for the '0Z Factor' (subtly of course) in
the questions I asked of witnesses, it turned up (in some
form or ancther) so often that it began to lock like an
important hallmark of the Close Encounter experience. It
ig probably more common than any other feature (eg physio-
logical effects, car-stops, lightbeams etc). I4 has 3o
be impoertani, therefore.

I should pause at this point to add that when I speak of
2z UFQ Close Bncounter I am thinking of a distinctly
different phenomenon to UFOs, per se. From tho very
start I have been sure that there is at least a two~way
split in 'the phenomenon! creating the real UFO phenom-
enon {the close encounters) and & physical phenomenon of
some kind (cr maybe several kinds)(4)., This physical

h I have ded to call a UAP {pronounced
"uhap" ) (Unidentified Atmospheric Phenomenon). Thare are
presently attempts to iry to understand the basis of the
UAP, which can be seen, tracked on radar, photographed
etc, and which does seem to have associated with it a
broad-vand radiastion of some type. Paul Devereux, for
example, thirks it is an earth-~energy emission(3).
Steuart Campbell disputes this and suggests it is eome
Xind of ball lighining-related emission. Both could be
wrong. Both could be right. There may be several
different UAPs; indeed I am almost osriain there are.
But we are not here talking abont UAPs. Please let that
be understood. The UF0s we refer 3o are wholly differ-
ent; oharacterised their essential subjectivity
(whatever its origin). They are very hard to track on
radar or photograph and tend to not be stereotyped, like
UAPs, into one format, but appear to be all kinds of UFO
and UFO occupant to all kinde of witnesses. I have come
this far for a good while and founi myself trying to
explain it to distrustful investigators and disgruniled
witnesses; all of whom suspect I am claiming they are
imagining things and ag they are adamant this is non-
senze 1 olearly do not know what I am talking about.
This dilema hag paired me for years.

I saw my way out of it by drawing up what I called the
tagpectrum of reality'. But this was only possible when
1 found myself delving deeper and deeper into other
egcientific anomalies, and especially doing a good deal
of thinking about dreamg, hallusinations and the nature
of consciousness. This has gone so far that UFOs are
now almwost a subsiduary interest of mine; particularly
after personal experiences and experiments into these
other questions has shown what a vast field they repre—
gent, I have %o credit Hilary Bvans here, because in
some respects he guided me towards these views; but they
were influenced by meny other ‘'heretical® UFO thinkers
400. Prime examples are science~faction writers Stan
Gooch and Lyall Watson and science-fiction writer Ian
Watson. Any ufologist who is not widely read in =211
three of them iz missing out on vital information. None
of them wonld oven feature on anybody's list of British
ufologists either, I suspect. Which ies another part of
our problem.

iy spectrum is shoun below. It ranges from the OBJECTIVE
to the SUBJESCTIVE. 4% the OBJECTIVE end we mostly take
information data in from the external world to our mind.
At the SUBJRCTIVE end the information data mostly comes
from out of our internal world (the mird and its subson—
scious and unconscious levels). This is never strictly
100% true. Objectively ‘real' events are coloured by
interpal processes, eg 'mental set' (& person's previous
beliefs). Subjective events too are interfered with by



+he intrusion of cbjective data from the ontside world.
The cold bedroom air wight invade our dreams,

The fact that neither extreme is really an extrems
suggests that the gulf between the %wo ends is not empty,
which i why it pays 16 think in terms of a spectrum,
which like @ reinbow might have one kind of experience
blending imperceptibly into ancther. That this is so is
shown by our avereness of other nichez on the spectrum.
We hawe, for example, rara kinds of dream (a subjective
experience towards the S end of the spectrum). These
dreams, called lucid dreams, ars where the dreamsr knows
he is drsaming during the dream ani cau contreol its out—
come. I havs had several and they are truly fascinating.
The OOBE (Out—of-the-body-experience) is in many senses
Just an extreme from the lucid dream. Indeed it may just
be that(§). Somewhere on the sp=ctrum too are hypnagogic
and hypnopompic hallucinations (which I'we algs had -
gererally termed Metachoric Experiences).
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though the implications for other subjects should be
apoarent’. But it means that. (whatever the stimulus)
the UFO Clese Bneounter (as with all O Txperiences) is
& consciousness event.

Another interesting point from the spectrum of realify is
this: in many senses the (C Zxperience is the mirror
image of the lucid dream. It is, if you like, a waking
lucid dream. e may even prefer to call it thet, 2lthough
in my experience it will be easier not to try to tell
witnesses they have bad any ferm of droam (weking, lueid
or otherwisel) WHenoce my QC terminology.

In & lueid dream proper, the tesic swbiective imagery is
intruded by objective conscious experience, which then
affords some control over it. 1In the QC Bxperiencs,
therefore, or this type of UC Experience if irdeed there
are several sub-varieties (as T suspect) the opposite is
true, Basic objective imagery {from the sutside world)
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What the spectrum shows is immediately cbvicus. There ig
2 biae towards the subjective side, which as nature tends
to prefer halance seems to stiock out like a sore tiumb.

I have placed the ??? symbol dy the empiy gulf: an exper—
ience (or range of experiences) on the -objective side of
the 50/50 dividing line but with heavy swbjective over-
tones., Following my practice so far of naming something,
partly to recognise its existence, and to give me scme~
thing to work with, I fiilled in the 2?77 with the term

' Guasi-Conscious Bxperience' {or ¢C Experience for short).
This seems apt because it has the semblance of conscious
reality btut it is not cuite.

Of course, you may realise that the QC Experience is no
empty void waiting to be filled. It is very real, It
ig, in fact, what I think we otherwise call the UFO
Close Bncounter, But it is almost certeinly more than
that. For the UP0 Close Encounter iz merely one variant
on a broader theme. In the past the QC Experience
(waich you mey if you choose call a vision... I did not
not because the word has unfortunate religious comnotai—
ions) has been expressed in many ways. No doubt it is
gtill expressed in other forms as well as the UFO Close
Encounter. Perhsps you now see why I fourd it impossible
o study this side of the UFRO phencmenon in total isolat-
ion from many other paranormal experiences. It would be
like 4rying to understand how an aeroplane works juet by
studying a Spitfire. You might learn a lot, but if yom
broaden your scope and look at other kinds of craft as
woll, you will learn much, mch more sbout the basics.

In my view the '0Z Factor' is a symptom of the §C Exper—
ience, pointing to its having occurred. TI% would there—
fore by definition be found in other types of GC Exper—
ience beyond the UFQ Close Encounter. I searched and T
duly feund. The '0Z Fector' has been described by
witnesses to; O0BEs, precognitions and clairvoyanht read—
ings in my researches so far. I have also recently
learnt of a personal Sian Gooch experience (which defies
categorisation) in whioh he experienced; "a dreamy slow=
ness... I was perfectly calm and detatched,..thought
some of my companions were shouting end the car itself
st have been making o good deal of noise, I could hear
only faint pounds. The slowing of time geemed also to
have mted sound."(7) This is inetently reccgnisebls as
the '0Z Factor'.

In my view $here is only one cbvious common denominator
between these ssemingly diverse phenomena. That is the
consoiousness of the participating witness. I am here
only concerned with the implications for ufology (al-
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is intruded by subjective oconscions experience. This
implies that a QC Experience may be built by the mind
upon an essentially objective stimulus, UNow this is a
fascinating revelation because it is precisely what we
have found in ufology by an entirely different route.

Allan Hendry first showed the paramount importance of IR0
cases suspecied a psychological cange(8). I was set onto
it immediately, by personal investigations where a
complex close encounter was generazted by a very mndane
stimlus (eg the ¥con or Vemusz) and by some curiocus
reacticns by then BURORA Ressarch Officer, Tony Pace(9).
Face choge to attack my suggestion that there might be an
interesting clue in the fact that I¥0s were often sewvere
distortions of wery ordinary thinge. Such was the force
of his hostility that he made me dig much deeper than I
might have, a favour for which I shall always be curicusly
grateful, It does lock, therefore, as if a OC Experience
can be stimulated into being by very oxplicable things.
Tt may even b true in ewery close encounier. But fo say
0, and thus digmiss the phenomenon as an hallucination,
ig closing the door on a fascinafing new chapter in human
experience,

I am not at this stage going 1o proceed further. I am
sure you see the questions that arise; such as why does
the GO Experience ocour? From whonce does the stimulus
come that distorts the objective, bui explicable swvent,
in the way desoribed? My forthocming books do examine
these questions but much work remeins to be done.
However, 1 have set out my basic thesls, as explained a\at
the start, and must only now await (with much interest)
your anticipated attecksl
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UEOS: R PHENOMENON OF NATURE HarLEY RUTLEDGE PHD.

This is a response £0.a letter by Steuart Campbell amd
to an article by Jenny Randles (Vol 3; No 2 - Oct 1982},
both very competent UFC investigalors. They refer to
Eilery Bvans' imporiant BOLs article (Wol 3; no 1 -
July 1982), suggesting that BOLs (balls of light) are
mystierious natural phencmena 'such as dall lightning
{BL) or Unidentified Atmospheric Phenomena (UAF).
Muriher, they propose that BOLs undergo pecnliar
‘behaviour, controlled by enigmatic natural forces.
Campbell and Randles both refer to my book, PROJECT
IDENTIFICATION: The First Scientific Field Study of UFO
Phonomens (Praniioe—Ball, 19871). Before responding to
their comments and criticism of our field of work, let
me introduce myself to friends across the sea,

Project Identification was formed to carry out soient-—
ific research with instrumentation as UFOs appeared.
The Project originated at Piedmont, Kissouri, in April
1973, after I had seen 12 lights in three nighta that
had speeds ranging from 'hover® Yo 'streak'. (Piedmont
lics about 75 miles west of Cape Girardeau, home of
Southeast Missouri State University)., The Project was
funded by the St.Louis Clobe-Demoorat newspaper, by the
University, and by private monies. The University
Research Council awarded %hree research grants, 411
told, 40 scisntisie, engineers, students and laymen
worked in the field during the seven-year period.
nights on watch, we had nearly $40,000 worth of
oquipment in the field. Operatiopally, we divided UFCs
into twe classses; A and B. The Class A sighting was
technologically incredible whilst a Class B sighting
was one that ranged from extra ordinery to extraordin-
ary.

Some

During 157 sightings, we saw 178 UFOs; the 34 Claes A
gightings involved 46 UFOs. During 32 sightings, we
recorded aprarent UFO reactions to Project chbservers,

I have seen 158 UFOs, 40 from my yerd in Cape Girardesu,
1 have seen geven UFO wehicles, including twe flying
dises. My professional qualifications to discuss BOLs
and BL follow. My PhD degree is in solid state physics
from the University of Wissouri, Columbia. Consequentiy
I have some familiarity with plasmas in theary end in
the laboratory. I have worked in cooperation with the
U.S, Department of Commerce in their research to detect
a tornado by ite electiromagnetic (Ft) signature from
lightning. During ocur field research, I obaerved 88 of
102 types of matural and mac-made phenomena as listed in
the bock, UN0s, 4 Scientific Debate, by prominent Earvard
astronomer, Dr Donald Menzel, plus a few not listed(t)s
For example, I have observed a flash of broad illwmination
of a clear eky at night(2)e I have seen a rectangle of
lightning in a cloud; probably the geometric pattern was
caused by cloud structure. From my office in daylight, I

have obgorved 2 lightning stroke that appeared to form
'liquid lighé gichules' zlong the surface of the siroke.
Weverthelaess, I am not an expert in plasma physios.

A 10-second exposure of a single ball of light moving
right to left. Note zeveral lights rather than the
expected single itrail. Film:s Kodak 2475, ASA 1000.
Lens: 35mm, £/3.5 {Joha Wilson).
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Now let us oxamine the Campbell-Randles hypothesis.
Cempbell hypothesiges that "BL can explain BOL reports”
because "BL is operating outside its conventional param-—
eters". This is not = new concept. HWith reference to our
sightinge of BOLs in southeast Missouri, Dr J.Allen Hynek
stated in 1973: "But lighis Yhat go wandering are not
new, not visitors from ocuter space. They are & natural
phenomenon that we haven't got an explanation for"(3).

It isn't olear tc me if Campbell says thet all BOL
reports can ke explained as BL, or just some of them.

But he dees imply that all of the sightings in Froject
Identificetion were BL.

Meanvhile, Jenny Hendles adopts an all-inclusive Unident
ifiod Atmospheric Phenomenon (UAP) as stimuli for UFO
reports. These are "natural phenomena that are rare and
presently urracognized by science". PFurther, they both
reject the concept of UFO intelligence but accept that
UFO percipients do repori apparent BOL reactions to
observerz, In other words, they hypothesize a phantom
phenomena that even they cannot hiat at - unless it is
Campbell's "(amall) personal EM field generated by the
human body or to a change in slectric potential as the
body moves," — or Randles' suggestion "that cars have
metal bodies and may attract an electromagnetic phenom-
enon." Ien't this an escalation of hypotheses, typical
of Qccam's Razor -~ a principle critics never tire of
quoting?

4 20-second exposure of 3 light that approached Pyle's
Mountain, Motion is right to left. Film: Polaroid
Type 107, ASA 3000. Iens: £/8.8. (Harley Ritledgo).

i—n 4=second exposure of a light that approached Pyle's
Moungain. Motion is right to left. Priday night,
18tk Yay 1973. PFilm: Kodak Tri-X, ASA 800, lens:
Soligor 800 mm, £/8. Questar Tripod used. (Bob Adams).
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Before regponding to their hypotheses, let us summarize
the properties of BL. Ball lightning is a rare, elsotric
discharge in the form of g ball (among other shapes),
usually lasting for about five seconds, but exhibiting
lifetimes up to several mimtes, Usually 3L is a red,
glowing or hollow ball, 10~20 centimetres in diameter,
surrounded bty a blus contrasting area with vague borders.
However, sizes may be up to 40 feet in diameter, even
800 feet. Tne ball can be blindingly white and sharply
defired ocoazsionally. Usually, it is created by a
lightning bolt. It disappeers quietly, or with a mild
dbang, or with a terrific explosion. The ball may flcat
freely or attach to 2 conductor. It travels slowly but
may travel ar speeds of more then 60 mph and may fly
egainst the wind(4).

Becauze the description of BL is similar in many ways
to that of BOLz, the BL hypothesis deserves consider—
ation, as does the UAP hypothesis. Careful consider-
ation of the nature of the UFC reactions and of the
other behaviour patterns should indicate whether there
is intelligence., If intelligence is preseni, then boib
hypotheses are invalid,

Very early in the field research, I sugpected the
presence of intelligence. Our second night at Fiedmont
{12th aApril 1973) my pilot and I saw a sizeable crange
light appear on a mouniain off to owr right. We turned
and the light soon extinguished. Simmltaneously, an
identical light appeared on our right again, near or on
the growud. Again, we turned to approach, Suddenly,
it 'shot! into the sky at an estimated 7,200 miles per
hour, The next night, on the ground, more than 20 of
us observed a small BOL pass low across our front on
four occasions. On the fourth transit, a sireak of
orange light apreared to collide with or enter the
slov=moving BOL.

Not only did BOLs appsrently react to Project observers,
so did UFO craft. For example, in June 1973, I had .
losded my car with equipment for night viewing and
turned toward the house. From behind intervening trees,
a slow-moving object emerged. Very short and thick, it
wag shaped like 2 .45 calibre bullet. I held up a
thumb and forefinger at arm's length, framing the grey,
featureless craft to estimate its angular width.
Immediately, it turned to a green (olive drab) colour.

I grabbed my binolulars, takine my eyes off the craft
for nc more than iwo seconds, iher I looked up, it hed
vanighed, This was definitely a Clase 4 sighting!

This is an aprroximate ore-mimute exposure of a smzll
ball of light, moving right to left. The light hoversd
near the Farmington, MO, airport, then extinguished for
15 minutes when an aircraft flew toward it. It came on
again and moved north. (24%k May, 1973: Kodak Tri-X

film, ASA 800. Lens: 50mm, £/1.4} (Harley Rutledge)

Yes, Cempbell says there is "no ambignous evidence ‘that
the UFC phenomenon is intelligently centrolled," How
does he explain ligats that hover, blink at each other as
if using 2 code, join together then fly off in a blur?
In other cases one light comes into an area at night,
'discharges’ smallor lights for & couple of hours of
Teconnzissance while pretending to be a star, then
gathers up the 'brood' ard *shoots’ over the horizon. A
natural phenomenon? Why would an P-4 Phantom jet break
the sound barrier diving toward a BOL, chase it, then

execute & figure-eight (search?) pattern when the light
goes out? Does BL hover on a clear night as a pseudostar?
That takes intelligence.

Summarizing cur seven-year field study, we observed
apparent UFO reactions such as Lights that (a) turned off
and for on, (b) moved or shot away, (c) avoided cur, wiew-
ing stations by furning through angles of up to 180 and
{d) disappeared behind 4rees. The types snd mamber (:m
parantheses) of stimuli for the 32 appareat reactions to
chbservers are: vehicles or aircraft (5), pointing fingers
or .aiming flachlights, binoculars, telescopes or cameras
(16}, cur voices (2), our radio signal (3), telepathy
(tl;xeirs) {2), and an awareness by the UFO of being seen
4)e

—
fI-second one-minute exposure of the light in the previous
vhotograph. Note that the image consists of numerous
light imeges, not the singular image as expeoted. The
wevy patterns are due to slight camera-shake. (H.Rutledge)

Is there = UAP that follows cars at night, as many
parsons have reported? Ie there some natwural attractive
force we do not understand that causes the UAP to single
out a car on an isolated roed at night and pursue it?
But, in those cases where a vehicle or aircraft chases
the EOL instead, as cur Beb Adams did, should we hypothe-
size a repulsive force now? What adoui one expert's
opinicn that a floating ball of BL (a special UAP) "keeps
its distance from human bedies as from good conductors."
(5)«

Campbell's assumption that BL reacts to small human EN
fields or electric potentials requires cloge proximity of
BL. He simply ignores the apparent distal reactiocns
expienced by myself and other Project members, a tactic
usged by sceptics and cynics in the United States. Sinoce
the reactions were at a distance, I must conclude that an
intelligence was involved. Of the glut of explamations
that UFOs are 2 natural phencmencn, thirteen are listed
in my book(6). Congider a few more.

[;:xposure made durmg a field se‘tnp at “ls'berry, about 30 -I

miles northwest of §t,Lowis on 3rd July 1978.




Cur claim of 137 sightings is incredible. Perhaps this
is why soepiice and cynics are impelled to defend their
avowed public stance by claiming that we in Project
Identification suffered mass hallucinations or even
rageive self-delusion - over a period of soven years.
U.h. Persinger, a competent scientist, even sugzests
that we were affected by low frequency {0.1 - 10 Kz)
alpha brain waves, generated by stregses in piezo-
electric quarte emdedded in the New Kedrid (Missouri)
fault zone{7). He wms not the first to propose such an
explanation({8). Years age, Dr Carl Sagan refuted the
magneto and masas hallucinstion hypotheses(9). Further,
Persinger says that electric fields from those same
stragged quartz crystals extend upward from the ground
and create BOLs by ionization of the air. Supposedly,
if ye did not see the balls of ionization directly, we
imegired we saw them by magneto hallusination!  Even

: ) Mimt axpo ta.A:e e rection of the Bi
more stertling to me were statements by well-meaning Dipper (Urse Najor) from a rosd near Chaffee, The light
Janet and Colin Bord in their favouradle review of my the Big Dipper handle (3lkaid} was not seem. Film:
book in FSR{10). They offer a "natural explanation for Lo T e & ¢

Pt Kodak 2475, ASA 1000. lens: 23mm, £/3.5. Seven years
at least some of our sightings.” Sound familisr? Then

later, an identical setup and exposure did not preduce

they follow with "e...ih some cases, the witnesses (us) the light on £ilm.

were actually creating the lights they saw..." fThis
was reither mass hsllucination nor magmeto hallucina~
tion, but ‘mass creations' 1 cannot print what some of
my Urew memoers saidEa.bout this hypoth
= 5 VA

4 15-second exposure of a 'pseudostar' that 'jiggled*
when observed through binoculars, moving left (nmorth)
when the exposure began. Trees are visible in this
plate (not in the book PROJECT IDENTIFICATION) althoughl
they are blurred because of some camera vibration.

In closing, I make a suggestion tc Hilary Tvans, He has
hypothesized a "natural, intelligent, protsan entity' he
oalls a BOL, an entity reminiscent of a lifeform that
might exist on the planet Jupiter, as proposed by Sagen
{12). Certainly Kilary's BOL satizfiez Jenny Randles’
ooncept of a UAP, if not Steuart Campbell's extended
concept of EL. Perhaps an appropriate label for Evans'
ectoplasmic entity should be one word: SUPRANATURAL (sic).

Dr Harley Rutledge sat 2% the equipment uged for UFO
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MY WARMINSTER

Readers may recall that in volume 3; Ho 3 of The PROBE
REPORT, Bob Boyd of the Plymouth UFO Research Group
(PUFORG) 2m myself (your editor) had a 'mild exchange!
of words and opinions regarding comments I had made in
an earlier izsue over Varminster's UfCs. I had said
that hopefully our re-investigation of Warminster wonld
"cill off Warminster's UFCy for goods™ I also happened,
in that very same issue (Vol 3; No 2) to give PUFORG's
booklet UFOs OVER PLYMCUTH a very critical review, which
not gurprisingly upset PUFORG. My (or PROBE's) efforts
towards the ratienalising of the UFO problem in Warmin-
ster certainly hit a sore spot with Bob, and readers
were treated 10 a good old fashioned slanging maich.

Eowever, private correspondence between Bob and myself
cooled things down, and an undsrstanding was reached,
culminating in Bob offering to prepars an article
detailing his experienoss which made him so convinced of
Warminster's UFCs, and equally convinced that I was
wreng. A quick nofe in the SIONALS column of last. issue
reported that Bob had indeed contacted me to this effect
and I am pleased to say that he was good to his word.
The article as sent to me is printed in its entirety,
with little -editing, as you will see %hat I found i%
difficult to evon try. The article is wery personal and
subjective in naiure, and perhaps offers more of a
‘personal’ evidence than a sort of evidenos that an
outsider would require. A UFO experience is unique to
the recipient, and no amount of criticism or ridicale
can deny that person his oun feelings on the matter. Of
courss, how the recipient perceives the svent has alwmys
been the bazis of the problems ip sorting ocut the hard
data that is necessary for a scientific evaluation from
the testimony that is purely subjective in rature.
Bearing all this in mind, read Yhe article thoroughly
and then porhaps send in your thoughts which I cculd
either answer or send on %o Bob, or -both. One final
note though, my own personal reaction to this article is
that there has to be some comnection between what Bob
Boyd says, and what Jenny Randleg has to say in her
article on the '0Z Factor'.

I have goen too many UF0s. ¥hy this is so I don't know.
Maybe I was born %o see them (like some people are born
to play the violin). Maybe I just happen to be in the
right place at the right ‘ime, maybe they have some
special significance fo me, or I to them. HNaybe I was
‘borh on the right day (24/8/47), two after Ki 2%

BOB BOYD

zaved her, something a couple of years eariier I would
have ridicaled. And during my whole week at Varminster
my prayers were 21l for Sarah. The sighting in the lagt
mimte of my holiday was 2 gift; a bomus - and it meant
for me; & vision,

I fully understand researchers of the scientific bent
recoiling in horror and derision at these statements.
Only I can know the truth of what I am gaying ani the
experiences I have had — and the enlighterment that has
come from $hese experiences can only mean scmething to me.
I ravely talk sbout my personal experisnces and I think
it would be fair to say that they have to be dregged fronm
me.

Wy major sightings start from an early age, when I was 8
or 9 years old. A friend called me outside %0 see a
black triangle spinning counter—clockwise ani travelling
slowly from left to right sbove our hcuses. Nobody
could explain it, so from 2 very young age I knew there
were odd things going on. At 15 or 16 years, three
friends and myself were leaving a local fiarground at
approximately 11 pm, when we saw a red shining globe
hanging over the sea and casting = red glow on it. It
was larger than the Moon and it had irregular lines on
ite We at first thought it was Mars! f%hen I was 20,
and in London, two friends and myself saw a large silver
a1l slowly cross over 6C° of the clear, blue sky. I
thought it was a sateliite.

At 7he age of 24, 1 was at a bus stop when I saw s
stationary, vertical grey ciger-shape. I pointed it out
10 a girl at the stop, and we both watched it for 5
ninutes until the bus came. We watched for 2 further 4
or 5 minutes as the driver and conductor algo began to
watch the UPO, The girl was still watchirg whilst on
the bus, and then the bus left. The last I saw of it
was when I bent dovm as we passed where it was (along-
side the Town Hall, South Shields) and caught a glimpse
of 2 small part of it. This sighting changed my whole
appraoch to UFOs, as up until this time, UFOs were
machines carrying little green men or whatever( I

re jected Adamski's hook, whick was the first one I came
acrosz). A couple of wesks later I saw the girl zgain,
end what she told me forced me to change my aprraocch.
This chango, from interplanetary 4¢rawellers to affairs
of the mystical side of man, brought real and positive
s, I have yet to come across any evidence that

Arncld's sighting, or maybe I am just extra obssrvant.
Whatever the reascr, I have seen dozens. Whilst 1 do not
attach any great significance to the minor sighfings (eg,
the dozen or go red lights we, PUFORG, saw whilst on sky—
watch at Jay's Grave, Darimoor, at different times from
different directions. Sometimes there were 2 or 3 in the
sky 2t a time, when there was no zctivity at local air-
ports. There were olusters of lights seon descending into
a wood and there were sightings on other visits to Garm—
inster, which included the ‘ambler gambler'. There was
also a clugter of lights that accompanisd a coach in
vhich I was the only passenger, travelling on 2 night—
time trip from Plymouth io Hayle, Cornwzll. I also saw a
triangle of white, blue and red lighte hovering over a
hill alongside a radio mast ligat.

Viy major sightings are the ones that have influenced my
thought trains though, and a couple of them have come at
such times that I truly believe them to be answers to
quegtions I was asking 2% the time. The finzl sighiing
at Harminster, though nothing appesred on the photograph
I took, was a sign to me that I was purguing the right
courge. I% occurred at precisely the time I was supposed
4o be hoarding the train home, literally in the last
mimutes of my holiday. 411 week I had been praying for
my daughter who was in intensive care afier a very bad
birth. She hed been given an emergency Christening the
day after che was borm, ani we were told ‘hat they didn't
expect her to live 24 hours. I truly believe prayer ;
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radically changes this precept. I believe that UFOs are
to do with the soul of MNen.

At the age of 25, whilst returning to South Shields from
2 trip to Lonodn with a colleague pamed Ivan, we pulled
into a car park for him 4o have a ick sleep. It was
11 pi, and 2 beautiful twilit evening. 4s soon as we
stopped, I was locking straight at a very bright star
which wag swinging like a perdulum. Ivan went to sleep,
after confirming what I was seeing. Two hitchhikers we
had picked up nearly shot through the windscreen when
seeing the siar. The star contimed to fade and then
brighten up again, and I got out of the car to get a
better look. Bventually I sat back inside the car apd
we watched it for § hour in silence until we woke up
Ivan so that we could move on. "UFO dead zhead ivan";
I said. The UFQ was still there when we left.

At 26 yeers of age, I experienced a very important
Warminster sighting, details of which I shall reveal at a
point later on in this article,

On 13th Jamary 1982, whilst waiting in my friend's van,
my attention wmzs drawn to a2 flugrescent, orange cblong-
shaped object 2t an angle of 75 , moving very slowly to
the north east. This object appeared io be one inch in
size, a% arms length and very silent. It wag 12 noon and
the sky was blue with no cloud and no wind. Ue were out=
side a school and several women were going in, one of




whom saw it but carried on into the building. The cbject
wag in sight for about six minutes and we watched it until
it vanished into the distance over Dartmoor. Tt Xept a
slow, steady pace and direction all the time it wes in
view. B

I must point out here that I hawve never sean a 'flying
saucer'., I have never seen a UFO that looks like it is 2
machine that has flown fram another place. Hothing I have
seen looks like a ‘spacecraft'. It wasa'i until I started
gtudying the literature after I got married, that I real-
ised that some of the esrly things I had seen wore in faot
UFOs and not Mars, satellites or very fast beats (that's
another sighting). Up to this peried, I had never
aseociated what I had seen with 'flying saucers!, though
I accepted that flying seucers existed.

shether i% is accepted or mot, there is a mystical signi-
ficence to life, and I believs that all of us are given
clues, some more than others, &s %o the existence and
reality of the *cther side of life', These clues ocan he
given in variocus ways, but I believe in such a way that
the sigm is recognizable to the recipient. I look upon
these signs as mystic prods, o draw attention to the
altsrnative reality. We have the free will to pursue or
ignore these ‘prods’ ani in doing so will detormine the
amount and quality of further prods. The prods can come
in a variety of ways; good forfune, psychic abilities,
coincidences, visions, predigious giffs or the ability to
recognise the gifts of others, ghosts, mysterious events,
miracles of mature, UPC sightings, religious miracles,
etc. And dependent upon our reaction to these thinse is
the mystical reality of life revealed to us. ihen read—
ing a very old book called “HINDU THCUGHD", I came across
this passage: “God appeers close to them that wish %o
now Him, yet far from those that do not wish to have &
knowledge of Him,"

Tris is & prfoundly true statement, and I think should
be seriously considered by all involved in UFQ thinking.
Even if it is thought 1o be just another religiocus
platitude, it won't hurt anyone as an experiment tc put
it to the test. 4s an eliminatory exercise, seriously
poge the question, "If UF0s have anything o do with COod,
can I please have a sign of this?" This is the approach
I took after the cigar—shaped cbject sighting, and the
answers were rapid and divect.

While I have never had any money, I have had a very full
1ife and extraordinary coincidences have figured strongly
in it. I believe coincidence ¢o be more than coinoid-
encel I will quate three thai I thousht were quite
interesting.

1) vhen I first veed the Hindu passege above, I wes
travelling on a train to lonmdon. It was just outside of
Northallerton when I read the paszage, and becanse I had
Jjust recently come to realise that UFOs can appear any=—
where and anytime they choose, it really struck me and
as 1 lifged my head, I ws loocking at a white horse cut
in the turf of a hill some miles off. And stationary in
the air above this was a white object which romained
thers until the white horse went out of sight. Nothing
to it? MNaybe not, but for me the combination of this
profound statement, a white horse (relevant to other
lines of research I was conducting)} and the UFO potent.
2) 1 married my wife, who comes from St.3udesux,
Plymouth in London, and we moved tc Tyneside in 1970.
Tyneside was a great culteral shock i¢ her ani while she
liked the people and vitality of the place, she just
couldn't come to terms with the diri, the ocld and the
lack of greemery. So after some years, she began to want
to move back tc Plymouth. Afer avoiding the issue for
some time, at Christmas in 1376 I said we would make
poaitive efforts {o come dowm. On Carol's birthday,
17th Jamuary, there was an adveri in the GAZETTE for an
exchange from Plymoutk to Sonth Shields. e phomed it
immediately and Tound that the house vas a 7 mimute walk
frron Carol's mother's house. A nice birthday present?
¥ithin 4 wonths we wers living in Plymouth and within &
mwonihs I wes cheirman of FUFORG.

3) Soms time sgo I was at a jumble sale and bought a
very smart three-piece brown suit for 50p. I bought it
for my father—in-law becanse I thought it would be tco
small for me, However, I tried 4t on at home and it
fitted perfectly. It was a very nice suit. An hour
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later the BEBC telephoned and asked me to appear on TV,
¥pturally I wore the suit.

One more. & few days befere Chrisimas last year, I went
into a junk shop and there was a pile of UFO books which
I bought for £5. It consisted of mint cordition, first
aedition copies of; The Truth ibout Flying Saucers by
A.Michel; ing Seucers ¥rom Outer Space by Keyhoe;
Flying Ssmcers Have Landed by Leslie & Adamski; The

eport on Unidentified ing Objects by E.Ruppelt;
Ingide The ce Ships by Adamski; Flyinz Saucers From
Ancther World by Gieuwe 2nd ¥lying Saucer From Mars by
A3lingham. I thought this was a staggering Tind, OCoinhe
cidence? I defy anycne to go anywhere and repeat this
Tind. Coincidence? You know what I thoughi? I thought
it s a Christmas present from sbove. OFf all the junk
shops in Bngland, or even in Plymouth, those bocks just
happened to turn up in a shop literally {wo mimutee from
my home in walking time. Was it no more than coincidence
that PURORG's best case happened £ mile from my house, and
that 4he UFO, if it stayed on course, would have passed
over my hounse? {Bishop burn case, see FSR Volume 28, No 3)
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Anyway, on the Yarminster sighting that T previously
mentioned., Late in 1972 I wrote to Apikur Shutilewcod
seeking advice on camping in Warminster, and he put me in
touch with aocmeone who arvanged for me $o stay in the
BUFCRA carzvan in July 1973 at a cost of £4. During that
stay, I visited Lvebury arnd Glastonbury, dut most of the
time was spent in Werminster on Creadle Hill., Skywatching
with Ken Rogers (who used to run the British UFO Socioty-
BUFOS) wa had a number of minor sirhtings. The feeling
is now gone but in that week in July, Warminster was
pregnant with feeling. There was such .a feeling of magic
about the place that 1 do not believe waa merely my reac—
tion to the place. It was very different frem South
Shields — sweet air and rich, green vegetation. Very
quiet 2nd tranguil and very few people. They said that
the week I waz there was the best for weather that year.

Anyway, oy friend Tvan had dropped me off in Warminster
the previous week, after a business trip to London, and
hed said that if he was in London on the Tih he would
come down and pick me up. At 11 am on Saturday Tth, I
400k 2 welk up t0 Cradle Hill, arriving back in {the town
at about 12.30 or so. I went to the station to see what
time the trains were leaving, and my trzin was due to go
at 3,03 pm. I then walked to the nearest telsphone to
see if Tven was coming to pick me up. His wife confirmad
$hat he had gone fo London but she didn't know if he was
coming o Warminster. So I decided to get packed and
moady to leave. As I left the telephone box, Ivan pulled
up. We went back to the caravan to have something to eat
I told him that he would have to ses Cradle Hill before
we left, and it was then that I began to get a strong
feeling that we had to visit the hill. This feeling
incressed until we left to go there. (I have always had
gtrong intuitive feelings, which slthough I lave not
always followed up, they invariably turn out to be
correct. I am not psychio).

4is ve pulled up at the boittom of Cpadle Hill, we immed—
iately saw in %he far distance over Salisbury Plain, an
upright, white cigar shape, and we were quite excited
Por 10 geconds until we resalised that it was a glider
banking. We then saw others come into view. ¥e had a
langh about this and were still sitting in the car, talk-
ing and waiching the gliders, when I saw a bright white
oblong emerge from behind the second copse and vary
slowly float towards the top of Cradle. A4s usual, I
walted for the objeoct to reveal itmelf az an ordinary
seroplane (expecting it to bank so I could see the wings)
but I realized that it was too clese for it %0 be a
‘plane and not show more details I jumped cut of the
car and saw that the cbject was now midwmy beiween ihe
two copses that line the top of Cradle Hill. I took &
photograph. Ivan, meanwhile, had been locking towards
ihe gliders and it wasn't until be got out of 4he car
that he too sew the object.

He was arazed; he could see the object spinning and he
could see windows on it. He told me to take = photo,
but I told him I alveady had. Ivan was iruly excited,
swearing and shouting. I believed I was watching a
divine vision, and there was Ivan 'effing and blinding'.
I had fo smile though, Ivan was literally jumping up and



down. The object then went behind the copse at the top
of Cradle and out of sight. We wore both standing there
amazed when Ivan asked how we could get to the top. I
versonally knew that we had ssen 21l we were going to,
tut I went elong with Ivan, jumped over the gate and ran
up the hill. Hslfway up we gaw a tractor approsching
Ivan's car, so he turned back just in cass he had to
move it to allow the tractor to pass. I reached the
copse and saw Lwo-young couplas. They hadn't seen or
heard anything. 1 then went ¢o the crest of the hill
but could see nothing, Ivan rejoined me. I then looked
up into the sky and saw a oouple of black dote (similar
to the ones that for scme reasons during the week had
geen but fatled to photograph), dut this time ¥ took
another photograph. 1 pointed them out to Ivan and as we
watched, more and more appearad. They didn't fly in at
all, they just seemed to appear at a tremendous height
and seemed to be spiralling down, yet didn't get any
closer. I took another photograph. Altheugh odd, thece
things were of little impact at the time because of the
momentous sighting we had just had. 4e then wmlked
through the copge towards the second copse awmi {hen in
the distance I saw an airborne dblack triangle approaching.
Realiging that it could be a Vulean bomber, I still took
a photo as it got mearer. I took one more, even though
it was still too far away to properly identify. The time
wag now 3.20 pmy (The firet sighting had been 3,00 pm).
ard by now we both felt that we would see nothing else,
and went back to the car. e left at 3,30 pm.

The distance from Warminster to Tyneside is a few hundred
miles, and whilst "plagned” may be cverstating the case,
we repeatedly saw unidentifjed flying objects throughout
the journey. In the main they were the *black dot' things
but occasionally lights, ot star-like objects were seen.
When nearly home, we saw a magnesium-type light that left
a trail behird it and threw out sparks either side. This
happened in darkness and the URQ appraoched from behing,
flew directly over us and eventually disappeared over the
brow of the approaching hill, All the 'things' we had
seen on the journey had either flown directly across our
path or had paced alongside us. Ue kad a sirong feeling
of 'presencef,

Earlier in tke journey, Ivan had been quite distressed by
something that emerged in a conversation at a cafd we had
stopped in for coffee. ¥e had been discussing the main
Warminster sighting and Ivan kept referring to ifs 'grey’
colour. 1 remarked that it was white. He was insistent
about the UFO being a metallic groy and alei that it had
windows. I never gaw any windows, so I sugmested that we
both draw what we each saw. This was the result.
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Iven was quite upset by this and wes adament that it was
impossible for us o have seen different things. I tried
to explain that it didn't really matier, because I knew
fhat what I was seeing was a sign - whereas he was seeing
whavever his preconceived ideas made him see, or whatever
his mind was best able tc hardle. He disagreed, saying
that this was imposeible, and that the 'Mariians’or
whatewer they were, couldn't go around appearing differ—
ent to everyone who saw them. My beliefs were that they
werent't from ars, or anywhere like tha? — fthey were
visionss This was all too much for Ivan. For a couple
of years he had listensd to my UFO patter but undersiand-
ably couldn't really attach the same importance to it as
I did. XNow he had just experienced an amazing sighting
that geemed ¢ point to the fact that UFOz were machines
from another planet - and I was telling him that the
mysterious crafi were not from other planets — end not
even metal craft.

< 'dots
Below: An

"4 triangle of the bia

Aboves ang.

rhotogravhed over Cradle Hill,
object, resembling a barn or scmething,
that was not seen at 4

Ee was disheartened by this and remarked that if my
photogreph cams out and showed & bar of white lignt,
then he would not wish to see it. He saw a metal machine
f£iying over Warminster, and if {hat wasn't to show on
the photograph, then he would doubt kis own mind. He
insisted thet he saw a metal crafi and the camera had to
show the same thing.

I must, in rounding up, apologise for the condition of
the photographs. I% has been ten years since They wers
taken, and not ever expecting anyone to take an interesi
in them (they are not the world's greatest UFO photo-
.gra.phs), I haven't taken the greatest care of them. I
can only apologise for this again, and reiteraie that
the photos were nob tampered with, and for the record,
they were taken with a Zenit 3 mamal camere, using
settings as suggesied on the fiim.

There ends Bob Boyd's swmmary of his experiences and
wiews, which relate a very interesting sequence of evenis,
yet there is a differonce. Ti is not often that a UFO
witness actually sees & 'golid metallic' UFO and at the
same time realises that it is not really there. It

would be appreciated if readers were tc send in their
own thoughts on this case, as menticned at the veginning
of this article. Mnally, I must point out that this
whole saga started out by my stating that “arminster was
rever really a UFO Mecca. Perhaps Bob has reiterated
that, in testifying that the UFOs he saw wers personal to
him and those arourd him — and no% indeperdent real
spaceshipsflying about the Wiltshire sky. Any comments?
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iN DEFENCE OF EARTH LIGHTS PAUL DEVEREUX

I would like to respond to Stewart Campbell's axe-
grinding, highly subjective Mwewview" of my boolk EARTH
LIGHTS (PROBE REPORT, Vot 33 lio 4). Ir Campbell has
alveady 'had a go' at me in Bew Scientist where he
attacked my book even though'it had not been mentioned
in the pages of that journal. I hope in this instance I
may be allowed to challenge lr Campbell's 1ll-disguised
trucalence. If T may take his poinis paragraph by pera-
graph before making any general comment.

Campbell states that Paul licCartney who assisted me with
the geological aspects of the book ie an amateur. This
is a professional libel and I want i} publicly withdrewn.
KoCariney has a degree in Geochemisiry from London
University and is currently beig sought to produce text
book material {and it is clear Iir Campbell place great
store in text books). lNoCartney was siudying electrical
properiies of certain ore bodies back in the early 1970s
therafore he was an ideal co-researcher. I do indeed
stete that eploentre data is more comprehensive than
simply surface fanlt informs$ion. Thie ie becsuse such
seigsmic incidente raveal tha prcbable presence of over—
laid faulting. But it is 8till the faulting which
counts. That Harminster should have the only two local
eurface feults going right through it in the middle of
stable chalk country is a factor only 2 dolt would dis—
migs, And, just for the record, we DID produce a fault
overlay for the epicentre map of England and Uales, tut
it seems to have gone missing on the print rocm floor,

I certeinly did point out the lack of correlation between
our sample England and lales UFD/epicentre dats in the
north Pernine area. I never said it was insignificant,
I was just explaining how samples cannot be comprehens—
ive. In any case, Jenny Raundles informed ms after the
bock's publication that the BUFORA archives were very
incomplete regarding that area. Her forthcoming book
(see Book Review section — 4} clearly demonstrates a
geolegical correlation with unexplained atmospheric
phenomena in the areaz, I understand. So what exactly is
your problem, Mr Campbell?

Campbell's comments on the Outer Hebrides map in EARTE
LIGHTS (EL) is willful migrepresentation. The first
thing that bas to be said is that the whole chein of
islandz are upthrust on the west side of the major Hinch
Fanlt. Of the 18 recorded ciroles on the islands, 3,

the Callenish group, cluster sbomt in very close proxi-
mity of one of the few areas of surface faulting on the
islands. This clustering is marked, and Campbell's
statement makes me doudt his intellectual integrity. Of
the other 9 circles on the islands, one is wedged between
the major anticlinal axis and the Major Thrust on lewisg;
one is on a granitioc intrusion; one is on-a granitic
intruzeion and close to the other occurrence of surface
faulting in the iglands; one sits on the Major Thrust
where it passes through the island of Berneray; one sits
close tc the ¥ajor Thrust at the porth end of Yorth Uist;
two are located within the close vieinity of the major
synclinal axis on North Uist; the remaining three circles,
all on North Uist, are less clearly related io major geo-
logical facters, but even so parallel the direciion of the
MYajor fhrust and the Minch Fault. (Please note that gran—
itg intrusion overlays were missing from review copies of
EL).

I cleaxrly mention the populaticn vroblem with regard to
UPO reports, that is why we took a few steps toward
mitigeting the proble in our England and Zales sample
maps. In Leicestershire, fc which Campbell refers in his
fifth paragraph, cur seismic and abaormal metecrological
event date wore collected from a 300-400 year period, in
vhich time the county pepulation showed a drift from the
agriculiural east to the more industrial cenire west.
There certainly is an increase of sighiings of UFOs in
Teicester area which must be attributed to the greater
dengity of population in the area, but it should never—
theless be ncted that the oity of Leiocester is tightly
wedged between teo of the three locally important surface

faulis in the county. Ii is therefore not so easgy to
separate the wheat from the chaff in this case. In any
case, while many reports do emenate from the Leicester,
Hinckley and Loughborough areas, many also come from on
Charnyood itself which dees not hawve a high populstion.
On the other hand, fow reports emanate from Melton Mow-
bray, one of the county's major towms. Se while popula~
tion is a factor, it canmot be given as a reason for
dismizeing the cbvious tectonic relationship with UFOs
and zbnormal meteorclogy in Leicesiershire.

1 made no major claim about stone circles and thundermtorm
activity — but what we plotted was acurate fram the met—
eorological data at our disposal (there ig no absolute,
“frozen” distribution map of thunderstorm day activity in
Britain). On that data, only two circles ocut of hundreds
fall within the high thunderstorm frequency arsas (a
third point morked in the London area on this map, fig.
15, is & printer's error).

It is true that there is almost 100¢ correlation between
stone oircle distribution and, that of ancient, surface-
fisgured pre-—prmorican rock outcrops. Thers may have
been circles in East Anglia (& few would be expected on
the earth lighis thesis as there has been epicenire
activity there) but there can be nc doubt that had there
been megelith building anywhere near as intensive as in
the west and north thers would be more remaine to see
today. As evidence for this, the north Kent neolithic
stone momwents survive in an area as subject to invasion
and urbanisation as anywhere eige in the east and south.
That much of the north Kent material has been lost I do
not doubt, tut the point is enocugh survives to show it
had been & megalithic centre. The correlation between
stone circles and ancient rocks iz uhquestionzble. Only
its interpreistion is open to argument. Archasologists
say simply that it was the sveilability of rocks, while
I claim that there is more tc it than that.

I1°11 accept Campbell's correction regarding the solar

cycls. It is just that two scientists informed me that
the peak to peak oycle was arourd 22 rather than arocund
11 years, which I had been informed was peak to trough.

I'm interested to hear Steuar: Campbell's claim that the
submerged sites in Loch Ness are 19th Ceptury rubble.

I am quite happy if this haa been showm to be the case.
My data came from one of the archaeclogists who worked
on the 1977 Loch Ness expedition to study the submerged
features.

Regarding the lack of megalithic sites actuwally on the
inner slopss of the Great Glen Faunlt, this I could under—
stand considering the steepness of the terrain. There
is no doub%, however, that certain megzlithic mites do
cluster towards the vicinity of the fault, varticularly
at iis NE and SW extremities.

Campbell attacks my comments regarding the mystery of
the vitrified forts. In this he is hopelessly out of
orders The text ook notion he brandishes went out with
the Dedo. Acotual tests to show how burning wood could
generate the s heat ¥ to melt rock have
not supported the burning wooden interlacing theory
{which is archaeological and non-techknical - a guess in
other words)e A oouple of yearw ago, moreover, archaec—
logists DID try to melt rock on a Scottish mountain by
bringing up truckloads of timber and stacking it round a
cairn of stones and burning the cairn for days on end.

A+ the completion of the experiment, all the archacologs
istz had were & pile of hot rocks. 1In the cemire of the
pile there was some clinker, enough to cover the palm of
the hand. As the archasclogist said at the iime, you'd
need half the timber in Scotland to vitrify just one pile
of stones. One of the most impressive vitrified sites is
at Inockfarrell, clese by Srathpeffer. The fort's welted
remains stetch for something like half a mile along the
hog back hill, Silica can be seen where it has run out
of the stones like candle wax. Moreover, the hill itself
has a crystalline crust as if it toc had besn subjected
to enormous heat. Samples T brought back to the Institute
of Archaeology showed, on examination, that the wood that




had been in contact with one or two pisces had left its
grain markings behind, consistent with the wood vapour-
ising almost instantancously. As if both stone and woed
hed been gsubjected to sudden and intense heat. S0 the
vitrified remains in Scotland are a gemuine mystery: Ur
Campbell should be advised against chasing afier me with
silly notionse

Sc the "catalogue of error” Campbell refers to in his
eleventh paregraph is not so horrendous afier 211, is it?
Not that I supposed the book would be withows mistakes —
few bocks are. I look forward to seeing how well ¥r
Campbell fares should he ever get his act together and
publish a book! I'm glad to note, also in the eleventhn
paragraph, that there were some things in EL he approved
of. He could have found more if he hed wented to. But
Campbell goes on, parading his personal preiudioes. I'm
sorry he didn't like my style... the fact that the best
part of 18,000 hardback copies have been sold within six
months of publication sugzests that noi everyone agrees
with him, Tt is difficult %o express complex concepts in
everyday language, but I tried.

Campbell considers that the possibility that UAPs (Unid-
entified Atmospheric Phencmena) may be of such a sensitive
nature as to be sensitive to the PK function of human
consciousness to be "ridiculous". He is entitled %o that
view, tut it does show him to be blinkered and mentally
rigid -~ copditions which do not lend themszelves to disco-
verys. I agree the idea is conteniious, but UAPs would
not have remained an enigme for so long if their explan-
ation wag abgolutely mundane. JIf certain subjects can
bend metal with “mind-power", why not affect the behav-
iour or form of 2 sensitive atmogpheric ph il
have one distinot advantage over Campuell — I've seen it
happen. Also, aircrew witnessing 'foo fighters' reporied
thai the lights sometimes seemed to respond to their
thoughts, and this is echoed azain in the same ismsue of
PRCBE REPORT in which Cempbell's "review" appears: in

the review of Dr Earley Ruiledge's book (FROJECT IDENT-
IPIGATION), it is noted that the lighis being studied in
SE Missouri seemed to react to "the team members' indiv-
idual =ctions and thoughis.” That Rutledge considered
this to show intelligence originating from the lights is
Yhe common misconception that I try so hard to counter in
EL. In any case, I am, with colleagues, setting up an
experiment that will hopefully demonstrate that this
geopsychic interaction can occur. Our mein problem is
that the rock lights are sc shortlived that it is o
problem Yo register a PX response in the time.

Campbell is quite right that there are 2 mumwber of print—
ing errors in the book. I can tako the blame for only a
smzll part of these. I was never shown page-proofs, for
example; overlays were migsed; wrong captions wers attri-
buted to pictures, and worse. As it was the book had o
be withdrawn and printed in parts - the review copies
which went out wers infericr copies. It was = combin—
ation of printing errors, art department errors and the
fact that the editorial effort was carried out from two
offices 100 miles apart! I cringe enough without Camp—
bell stupidly attacking me for these errors.

Ko, I didn't put in every pege nurber for every refer-
ence, though I did in some cases. Nevertheless, over 9
pages of more than 200 references is quite adequate, and
more than many UFO books offer.

The street lamp explanation for the Jemnings ball lighi-
ning photograpk is by no means convinecinz. The light
trace relating to the lamp post is 60 times greater than
laterzl digplacement anywhere else on the photograph, and
the dotted trace of light displays parallax which indi-
cates that the camera and light source were at two
points moving either towards or away from one another.

In addition, there was 2lzo a lightning display in the
sky, with one trace sither coincidentslly vehind the
lampost avove it (poseibly a discharge streamer from the
earthing ball lightning event). ILamposts, like chimney
pote, would meke excellent earthing voints for kugelblitz,
If the Jennings photo is a fake, ther it is a more gophi-
sticated one than its detractors meintain. But whether
it i or not, it doesn't affect the walidity of the ball
lightning phencitenon itself.

4nd Campbell goes on to say that the dark object I wit-—
nessed in 1967 was not recognised by me as dlack ball

lightning. 1 simply recognised it as 2 dblack round shape
in the eky which was unidentified ~ that IS the correct
interpretation. What is black ball lightning? UWhat is
it composed of? How does it occur? I don't think ¥r
Campbell has these answers: calling a UFO » UAP doesn't
answer anything. In any case, I regent him imposing his
non-witness subjectivity onto my experience.

The ception to the Pefer ilay frame of an unexplained
moving light was taken entirely from information supplied
by Vr Day, and includes a2 quote if Cumpbell looks more
closely. T took mdvicé adbout the photographer of the
Trindade UFO from the Fortean Picture Library who supp-—
iied the photo and TEEY advised the "anon" atiribution.

It is sheer bilge for Campbell to refer to my summary of
the UFO pageant as padding. Other reviewers have praised
me for ziving that overvieyw. If he found my essay on
prehistoric monuments tedious then Y am scrry for him. T
quite agree that I could have spent more time attacking
2lternative URD theories, but there are limigations $o
space in a book and I did well to put in as much as T did.
I wonder how well Mr Campbell would cope with the problems
of writing a book, where the decisions (and errors) ave
net all one's own?

Then we come to Campbsllts final paragrpah. This is
where the sparke of his axe-grinding really show through.
We all know Campbell has his own pet theories, and when-
ever he gets it sufficiently together to present a full
acocount of them we can assess how well he doos. Az it
stands, EL gave 2 good representation of Campbell's
theories, and I'm sorry we could only half agree with
them: that wes because, as they stand, they are only half
cocked. They do not measure up to the earth lights
thesis at the present time.

For Campbell to so readily dismiss the geological connec—
%tion with UFOs is unscientific to the point of being
scandatous. Ii is noticable that in his 'review" he
makes no mention of earthquake lights (BQL) or mountain
peak discharge (YPD). In these cages it is a PACT that
geolegical factors do go into the production of currently
unidentified atmospheric phencmena, some of which are
indistinguishable from reports of UF0s. Ny book suggests
that UFOs may well be part of this family of phenomena
and provides a good eal of evidence to back that suggeste
ions Of course, I cannot tolally PROVE the case, as I
say in the book quite clearly, but WOBODY has proved
anything about UFOs, and EL is more testable than most
ufological offerings.

Campbell argues that rooks have to be broken and not
merely stressed to produce lights. This is wrong.
a start, pressure on orystalline rocks will produce
piegoelectricity without fracturing being necessary.
While I am far from convinced that piezoelectricity is
the only mechanism involved with UAP production, it muy
be one of the elements and so this fact should be noted
to counteract Campbell's weywardress, MNoreover,
Melartney and 1 are currently producing enormous photon—
emission from certain rocks with the application of very
small pregsures indeed. I think there is an atmospheric
elemrent involved with the UAP eveni, and the geology is
only one section of the orchestration, ¥e algo have
evidence to ghow that certain North American indian
shamans used to produce lights - a "magic fire" ~ from
rocke aec par%t of their rituals, I is & "magical
technology" HoCartney and I are currently studying.

For

Pinally, BL presents a possible way in which lights are
formed by streamer discharge from the ground, the near—
est anyone had got tc a descriptive genssis of UpPs, If

is to be noted that this reconstruction was nct some
gort of noticn by me, but ic essembled solely from eye=
witnoss acoounts, witnesses separated by both time and
space. Anyone vaeluing eyewitness material in ufology -

and who doos without it? =~ will have to face the fact
that lights of the UFQ variety have been seen emerging
from the ground. I know it is a bitier pill for some,
but sooner or later they are going to have to swallow ite
UiPs’are ungquestionably produced by factors which
involve geology: the only question whioh remains is
whether ALL U4Ps have thie connection, or whether the
geological factor accounts for only zome of them.




IAN RZYGLOD

It seoms a long time ago that I Tirst made reference to
new seriea that wes to start in PROBE REPORT. Indeed,
during that long gap, I have endeavoured to inciude an
instelment each time anr izsue has been typed up, but
space restricted me. However, this time I have succee—
ded (although ealy just) bacause of the size raduction
end here at last is instalment 1 of the WARMINSTER CASE~
BOOK.

Probably the most controversial srea of the larminster
UFOC zaga is that of photogravhs. Owver the years there
have literally been hundreds put forymrd in various
books =nd magazines, all testifying towards Varminster
having UFOs. Some photographs have proven intriguing,
and have defied sxplanstion, but thers were also the
age mumber that were nothing but deliberate hoaxes.
Others were innoocent misidentifications, but the vast
mejority were always at best dubious, and at worst downe
right fakes. Uithout any sericuz investigation being
carries out in larminster, everyone was free to run
amock and produce photographs, talss of dramatic sight-
ings, and alleged physical evidence without any level
of oritical analysis being brought in., It was inevi-
tabla that over the years people would turn their backs
on Warmingter and follow uwp investigetions elsewhere.

So it came as quite e shock when I was reading MAGIC
SAUCER issue 14 (Warch/april 1981, mge 6). Under the
heading “Warminster Uews', iwritien by Arthur Shuitle-
wood, wWas a paragraph which read as follows: "A

farmer ihree miles cut, running a 50 acre holding, took
some colowr film (still, not cine) of a prize cow in a
fields The weather was bright, it cas day time, the sky
was clear blue. When the film was developed, all came
out well, tut in the sky above the meadow were two
perfact UFO disos, definite and beyond doubt. (M
underlining — I¥). The 40 year—old farmor is giving me
the negetives so I hope to propegate & scoop in U.S.
colour magazinee interested in cosmic truth..."

I wrote to Arthur Shuttlewood and asked if a set of
prints corld be made availeble to PROBE so that thoy
could be examined. & reply was received on 25%th April
1931 inferming me that a set of prints would de ready in
sbout a wesk, buit Shuttlweod’s main interest at that
moment in time was to push the colowr prints to 2ll
egencies in the world using colour film. I was also

Soction of ons of the photographs taken by the farmer.
The alleged UFO is arrowed. The third photograph was
almoat identical to this one.

Seotion of a second photographe This time, there are
supposed to be 'several' (according to the narrative on
4he peverse of ine print)} in the upper left corner.

THE WARMINSTER CASEBDOK

asked {0 see if the lazal BBC and BTV studios wouid 1ake
copies for their news spots. Nothinz w=s done in this
area, and wouldn't be until the photographs had been seen
by PROBS. 2nd }ay saw an envelope arrive, conmiaining the
three prints and a cevering letter from Arthur. It
explained how the farmer photographed some stranges cbjects
without realising it, and vhen the slides were projected,
the UF0s were clearly seen. The prints were taken from
these trangparancies.

There was immediate disappoiniment, although not surmrisge,
when the prints were looked at. Sure encugh, there were
small images where Smuitlewood said fhey ocould be found,
tut to uz they were nothing other than developing faults.
Shuttliewood admitted he was himgelf disappointed, ss this
was the firsi time he had seen them. It was obvious that
his excitement as displayed in MAGIC SAUCER was somewhat
premature. Nevertheless, he still asked me %o provide him
with enlargements of the interesting areas of the prints,
and he was still atiempting to interest some colour maga~
zines and the DAILY KIRROR.

Enlargements were done, and they merely confirmed that
the imeges were indeed nothing more then flaws. I wrote
te Shuttlewocod informing him so, and suggested that he
vrite to MAGIC 34UCER and put the picture straight. A
reply did come back from him evertually in which he
reluctantly agreed with ocur findings, and he also mention-
ed that the DAILY NIRRCR had returned their set with
similar comments., He informed PROBE that he was dropping
the case and wonld not mention it furiher. Another
letter from myself was sent, reminding bim to write to
KACIC SQUCER, and to all the others he had told of the
photograpks, although he never replied to this. Nothing
evar appeared in MAGIC SAUCER either to repudiste his
earlier claims.

Although perhaps insigmificant in importance, thia never-
theless clearly demonstirates how UFO sightings and photo-
graph stcries were manufactured in Warminster through

the over-eagerness and irrational behaviowr of Stitle-
wood and his colleaguea. It is fair to say that MAGIC
SAUCER was not reaching the public en masse, but the
principle is there. Be was just not interested in setting
the recopd straight, and for some, the definite and beyond
doubt UF0s still existed. The incident was also beirg
writter up for a book that waz due cut in 1982, but for
someé reason it never appeared. Timothy Green Beckley of
the USA wes tp publish it. Shuttlewoed's reluctance to
retract his earlier claims oertainly gives an insight
into the formalation of many of ihe incidences in his

2ix bvooks and many articles elsewhere, and his actions

in this relatively minor case do, 1 feel, have a very
significant bearing on the Warminster mythos.

Enlargement shows nothing but a typical developing flaw
on one, and where some dust adhered itself to the clide
on the second.




THE PENNINE UFQ MYSTERY, by Jenny Randles,
paperback, 240 pp, illusirated, £1.50.

Grangda
. This ie a very
difficult book to review, as in summarising the contents,

the views and theories have to be mentioned. In this
cage, THE PFENNINE UFO IY: reads like a detective
thriller, building up & case piece by piece, dropping
clues intc the text, and ending up with the culprit. Of
course, this work is not fiction, but = catalogue of 2
series of UFO events that took place in the Pennines of
the north of England., Those events seemingly started
with sightings of the 'mystery helicopter' in 1973-74,
involved the famed Todmorden Zigmund Adamsii 'URC death!
and the P.C. 4lan Godfrey 'UFO akduction' of 1980, ard
appear to have carried right on up te the present day.
The brief cage histories are fascinating, and the more
in-depth invesiigations into such cases as the Godfray
case are educating. Yuch of this work is attributable
to the Hanchegster UFO Researcn Assooiation (JUFORA) and
%o representatives of other UFC organiations who did a
great deal of research and investigation over tho years
to enable such an analysis of this 'window area' to be
carried out. Dilligent research through many UFO case
Tileg gradually tuilt up an iniriguing casebook of UFO
sightings in the Pennine area, that beforehand had not
seemed. connectod. So the detective story builds up s
the reader goes along, seeing how these cases seem to
fall into certain patterns that lead to various ootions
at the end of the bhook. FENNINE USRC MYSTERY how-
ever, doesn't have a clear~cut answer at the end.

This purely depends on the inierpretation of the evenis,
and what they all mean to those concerned ard those
investigating., The members of WUFCRA (whioh include %he
author) are all given the oprortunity of airing their

own views on the Pernine mystery. Here, there is a
definite difference of opinion, easily illustrated by

the views of Harry Harrie as opposed o those of Jenny
Rendles. Harris, aleng with Mike Sacks is convinced that
alien intelligence is involved, conetructing and flying
nuts and bolis machines and flying nere to watch us, The
paragraph that I find very amusing here reads; “Speaking
as a lawyer, it is my considered opinion that the evidence
which has come to light is such that there is a prima
facie case that the UFO is 2 mute and bolis vehicle of
unknowm origin; designed, tuilt and also piloted by beings
of unknown origin." Aig far as I am concerned, Harrig
could be the Lord Chief Justice, and his opinion would be
Just as meaningless. %hy on earth a legal practice should
vindicate peresonal beliefs is beyond me., It also canges
a little worry thei someone sc strongly opinionated should
be actively investigating,

Jenny Randles offers 2 theory that is fascinating, yet
more plausjble than any of the others. Wost of the UFO
events appear to fall inmto the various patterns, and there
are cases, not necessarily connected with the Pennine
mystery, geographically or otherwise, that have the hall-
marks of the Peanine cases. These similarities hawve
provionaly gone unnoticed, but strangely encugh, rethink—
ing these old cases with a new light, certainly makes the
theory possible. #hat is that theory? Well, to do it
Justice needs far more space Than allowed hers, and it
would algo spoil the deteotive fun, Mind you, in this
particular case, the villain still has noi been caught
and doesn't look in any immediate danger of being =0.
. 3

INTO THE UNKNOWH, edited by Will Bradbury. Published by
The Reader's Digest Association. 11" x 8} hardcover,
352 pp, illustrated with photographs and drawings, the
vast majority in full colour, I very much like these
books, as they cover a vast array of topics, and do it
well given the spaoce allowed. INTC THE UNKNOWN iz ne
exception, and this mervellously illustrated book is a
pleasure to read. It covers UFOs under the heading of
'Enigma of UFOs'. and packs 2 great desl into the 20 or

BU4K
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50 pages allocated. The Frederick Valentich pilot disa~
prearance casze is featured together with the Kaikoura
lights, giving reference to the work carried out by Dr
Bruoce Maccabee in the USA. There are soctions on matural
explanations for U¥0 gightings, witnese perception of
what he gees, the Aucient Astronaut theory, WiBs, &
section on photographe, landing traces and several other
areas of UFC study. It is well informed, alihough
necessarily brief in some parts to mainly £it everything
in.

Of course, UFOz are just one topic feafured in INTO TEE
UNENOWI which also allows space to discuss Voodoo, the
Loch Ness Monster, Horoscopes, Charles Fort, Ghosés, ESP
and other psychic abilitjes, ail which are instruciive
and interesting, even if they are net one's chosen
particular interest. Such compendiums, (for want of
another word) are extremely popular, ard this is so far
one of the best availsble. The price favours compari-
tively well against other hardcover books as well, being
only £12.95. The cost of most hardcover books nowadays
extends well into the #8 - £5 mark, and they do not offer
as muoh diversity and wvalue for money, if even in terms
of page quantity and full colour illustraiions.

THE UNKHOWN is & sound buy, and will obviously
attract the type of reader who is inderested in all
face$s of the unkpown, ix.

THE GREEM STONE by Orasham Phillips and Yartin Xeatman,
published by Neville Spearman. Hardcover, 224 vp, £6.95,
illustrated. THE SYWORD AND THE STCXNE, by Andrew Collins.
Published by the author under The Supernaturalist series,
mumber 2. 57 pp, illustrated. £1.5C from author.

These two publications will be dealt with together since
they cover the same subject matieor, The latter is
actually a booklet and having appeared scme time before
THE GREEN STONE is pari of the SUPERNATURALIST series.
Both publications chromicle an extr nary saga which
took place in the Nidlands in late 1979, and THE OREEN
STONE deale as well with subsequent events that tock
place as late as 1981. These events began with psychic
messagss received dy Oraham Phillips, emanating from a
source calling itself 'Joanm', coupled with other
messages, impressicns and dreams reocgived by Marion and
Goynor Sunderland (See ALTEN CONTACT). These psychic
messages led those involved on a bizarre psychic
treasure-hunt fo recover a lost green jewel-liks stone
and a sword bearing the ccat—of-arms of Mary Queen of
Scets. This stone had, it seems, belonged to the here—
tical Bgyptian pharaoh Akheraten, who rebelled ageinst
the corrupt priesthocd of Amen and instituted 2 mona-
theistic religion in Egypt based on the worship of the
sun-disk, the Aten.

Afier the fall of Akhenaten and his rigime, refugees
brought the stone to Britain whers it was used by a Celtic
warrior-queen named Gwevaraugh and her followers, who
occupied terrifory in what is now Staffordshire. These
initiates, by using the oconlt powers of the atone, att-.
ained a nigher level of conscioneness and rediscovered the
secrets of the thenwdefunct megalithic culture. This
queen Guevaraugh'as achievemants had been passed down frem
generation to generation and had given rise &o the legend
of Qaeen Guinevere, aithough the irthurian legend had
stemmed from a later period.

Add to thie the involvement of the Knights Templars, the
Gunpowder Plot, Mary Queen of Scota (who had possession
of the stone and named it the Mecnia Stone) ani an illegal
Catholic militia, and you have all the ingredienss for a
Tirgt-class historical thriller. %hat transpires is a
race-against-time huni across country for the ancient
stone, which is eventually recovered after a trek with a
witch coven hot on their tails.



DHR GREFN STONE describes the subsequent events, namely
the ‘recharging' of the Green Stone by means of the 'Wine
Lights of Knowledge', psychic powers encapsulated by the
Egyptian initiates at certain megalithic sites, and the
apocalyptic finale of the story is its use by certain
members of the group to defeat the evil power once and
for all. An interesting sideline to the story is the
description of the downfall in the nineteenth century of
the last gronp of initiates, nemed the Order of Meonia,
by the evil power working through a black magician named
John lzing. As Jenny Randles states in her sxcellent
introduction te THE GREEN STONE, it is very easy to
dismiss such 2 %ale as nonsense zand sweep it under the
carpet. Certainly both publications have received much
criticiom from reviewers who do not know the perzons
involved in the story, ard this also is eagy - o easy -
%o do.

I myself have witnessed the indy collin.s/Gmhm Phillips
groupdin action and can confirm that when these people
get going, things do happen. There is no doubt in my
mind fhat cartain people do have proncunced psychio
abilities and those peopls include Colline, Phillipe and
Yarion and Uaynor Sunderland. Io amount of psychological-
cum=sociclogical waffle can alier that fact, however hard
we may 4ry. Certainly my enquiries have left me in no
doubt that the artefacts descridbed were found, and what-
ever their origin it was certainly not in the minds of
those involved. Read both publications and diemiss them
if you will, or regard the story as a hoax, but before
you do, read Jenny Rendles' introduction to THE GREEN
STONE and think about her words, for they merit ciose
examination., Finally, a personal thought: are the
evente described in these two publications any more
bizarre and unbelievable than those described in both
the 0ld and lNew Testaments, ir which millions of
Christians believe? Make your own decigion, but bear in
mind Jeany Randles' words that denial without proof is
"simplyees an admission of defeat by the twin-horned
army of prejudice and belief."

GEOFF BiRD.

FOOTNCT®: Although not reviewed by your editor, I feel
I should butt in and remark on two aspects of the whole
green stone sage which ask people to stretch their
belief to the limite PFirstly there is the aspect of the
existence of the artefacts themselves. 8o few people
claim to have actually seen them, yet many swear by
their existence and. their powsr. Wy, if this is more—
or-less currently happeping, are there not more people
who can claim to have openly secen the Stone? Secondly,
the cover of THE GREEN STONE shows ah artist's impress—
ion of the Green Stone, because it is alleged, for un-
known reazsons, that the actualy stons itself could not
be succeasafully photographed. This musi cast doubt on
the oxistoncs of such a store, because surcly someone
would have looked into such a scientific anomaly? Are
Neville Spearman not conocerred with this? T should like
{0 soe somz clavification on these poinig befors any
judgement is nxie on the subject matier of the two bookse

M.

THE RUNNING WELL MYSTERY, by Andrew Collins, published
by the 2uthor. 82 pp, illustrated. £1.85. This
fascinating kooklet, isswe 3 of The SUPERNA L.
series, describes research by Collins and the 'Barih-
quest! group into the folklore and legends of the Bssex
parish of Runwell, reputedly one of the most hawnted
villages in the county. One important olue wes the name
of the village, which may derive frem old English 'Run'
or tree~trunk, or 'Rune', & secret or mystery. Parish
legends included that of the Devil's Claw, which
described how Satan had pursued ap evil priest and left
his claw-mark in the south door of the chmrch.

fradition spoke of a well from which the village derived

its name, and research irto the ecclesiastical history of
Runwell brought fo light 2 mamscript written by a2 former
vicar which led to the discovery of the old well, the

legend of the mysieriocus Runwell Cross ~ a diamond with a
¢ircle in each of its four sides — and much move. Using
both research ard psychic methods, the mystery of Rumwell
was apparently sclved. having to do with the landscape
gecmetry of the area., This booklet shows what can be
accomplished by a dedicated and motivated group, and is
well worth the money. Earthquest is setiing an example
cthere would de well to emulate.

GECFF BIRD,

UFOS: BVIDENCE FOR THE REALITY... by William L. Moore and

Sianton T. Friedman. Published by Wiiliam L. Moore
Publications & Research, POBX 1845, Prescott, 4z 863c2,
USh. Price, US § 6.50 or £4.00 by murface — U3 # 8,00 or
£5.00 by &4ir ¥ail., 37 pp. large-format 44, stapled.
Another publication from William Moore, who keeps turning
out these useful ani often fascinating documents, although
thic one seems %o tread over so much old ground in the
first half that there appears to be nothing new to offer.
We are told of the possibilities of life forming on other
planets, as the chemjical reactions that took place hers
on Farth may not be unique t¢c us. ke are also warned once
agein how the governments of the worid, although in this
cage the authors ave aiming their flak at the US Goverr—
ment, are very oapable of keeping secreis from us all,

In this case we are talking about proof that UF0s exist
and that they have been coming here for a long time.

There is strong, although probably quite legitimate,
eriticisn of Frojeot Blue Book for being nothing more

than a public relations cover-up operation, although
unwittingly at that.

Bringing the situations up to date, the authors focus on
NCRAD and the Freedom of Information Aed, and the effortes
to secure guch documeats for public viewing,
esting to note that NORAD/ADC (4erospace Defence © i)
requested a searoh foe of #354,656.00 for certain docu-~
ments, tims supporting the allegations that the US Govern—
ment will not release the important doommemnts which could
change the whole aspect of the pudlic's knowledge of UFOs.
This document, EVIDENCE FOR THE REALITY... does cater more
for thoge studenis who particularly research the cover-up
theories, although it is an enjoyabie read for any
ufologist.

m

William L. Moore publications & Research issue a ljsi
detailing all the currently available publications for
sales The list includes some interesting documents,
such as the Kal Korff exposé of 4he Pleiades contact
cage, and the investigation into the famous Mc¥innville
photos that was conducted by Dr Bruce Maccabee (which
formed part of his lecture at the 2nd Iaternation UFO
Congrezs in London, 1981, steged by BUFORA)., If anyene
requires = list, please enquire to POBX 1845, Prescott,
AZ 86302, UsA.

Books received this gquarter, but not reviewsd for lack
of space. CORGI books have published 2 speculative book
entitled 4 SECRUT HISTORY OF TIME TO COME, a tale

which offers a pessimistic vision of the distant future.
A4 novel, written by Robie Macauley, it ie available at
mozt book stores for £1.95. 219 pages, paperbacke.

There has alsc been an influx of science fiction works,
notsbly featuring the work of Alan Dear ¥oster, well-
known for his novelisation of the film ALIEN, and also
for SPAR TREX THE MOVIE. The three New Epglish Library
books ars; ORPHAN STAR, THE TAR-ATYK XRANG, and NOR
CRYSTAL TEARS., Coronet ‘Kodd.er & Stﬂgton! have issued
GLIACTIC EFFRCTUATOR by Jack Vance. Whereas Corgi have
also published another Amme MoGeffrey novel (mot about
dragons) called TEE CRYSTAL SINGER and RADIX, a large
gize paperback novel of fantasy.
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Announcing the FIRST extensive English language bibliography
of UFO periodicals.....

+ over 280 8%' x 11'* pages long

+ containing information on over 1100 titles of current
and former UFO periodicals (newsletters, journals,
bulletins, magazines, etc.)

+ plastic binding for easy reference use

+ supplements with additional information available

THE CATALOGUE OF UFO PERIODICALS
a SAID OF SAUCERS Research Publication
by
Tom Lind
suggested retail price $14.95

Available DIRECT from author for $12.50 plus 75¢* for postage
and handling (Florida residents add 5% for state sales tax)

*orders shipped outside the USA and Canada please add $2

ORDER FROM: TOM LIND
P.0. Box 711
HOBE SOUND, FLORIDA 33455 U.S.A.

Attention UF0 booksellers: write for discounts on large quantity
orders

A SCUFOR! / PROBE Joint Production

Examining methods of
investigating UFOs, calling
vpon people with specialised
knowledge in other fields and
generally sorting out the
tvheat from the chaff', A
useful handbook for both
beginner and experienced
ufologist. Fully illustrated
witn photographs and diagrams.
41 pages plus cover.

Available from SCUFCRI,
29 Lethbridge Road, Swindon, Wilts.
80 plus 20p p & p. Payable to
'SCUFORT .

80:: plus 209 postage
“UF0/IF0: A PROCESS OF ELIMINATION”
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