UFO enthusiasts say
the circles resemble the
landing pads of a giant
flying saucer.
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PROBE have decided to sell a mumber of books that, with the elosure of PROBE UFO
Investigation Organisation, have become surplus to requirements. There are only single
copies of each available.

FLYING SAUCER VIEWPOINT (Rex Dutta), Pelham, 1970, 1st Ed. Harcover, with dustjacket.
Very good condition, as new. 115 pages, illustrated with photographs. £2.50 + 50p p&p

BEYOND EARTH: MAN'S CONTACT WITH UFOS (Ralph & Judy Blum), Cergi, 1974, fair, 50p
UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS zRobert Chapman), Mayflower, 1970, (Diff cover) good, 15p.
THE UFONAUTS (Hanz Holzer), Granada 1979, Mint, as new. .£1.00

THE UFQ EXPERIENCE (J. Allen Hynek), Corgi, 1974. Very good £1.00

UNINVITED VISITORS (Ivan T. Sanderson), Tandem, 1969. Fair, 75p.

INVISIBIEZ RESIDENTS (Ivan T. Sanderson), Tandem, 1970. Good, &£1.00

UFOS? YES! (David R. Saunders & Roger Harkins), Signet 1968 (USA Ed). Good, £1,00
THE FLYING SAUCERERS (Arthur Shuttlewood), Sphere, 1976. Mint, as new. £1.00
UFQ MAGIC IN MOTION (Arthur Shuttlewood), Sphere, 1979. Mint, as new. £1.00
STRANGERS FRON THE SKIES (Brad Steiger), Award Books, 1966 (USA). Fair, £1.00
THE SKY PEOPLE (Brinsley le Poer Trench), Tandem, 1971. Mint, as new. £1.00
OPERATTION EARTH (Brinsley Le Poer Trench), Tandem, 1974. Good, (5P

THE FLYTNG SAUCER STORY (Brinsley lLe Poer Trench), Tandem, 1973. Very good, £1.00
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All are paperbacks except first item. Postage for each book is 32p, (50p for hardcover
item), and all applications will be dealt with on a first-come, first-served basis.
Apply to PROBE, 16 Marigold Walk, Ashton, Bristol BS3 2PD. Telephone reservations will
be accepted, and books held for four days. Telephone (0272) 666270 after 6 pm.




EDITORIAL

It seems an eternity ago when I first sat at a typewriter
and began typing out my very first editorial. This, of
course, was for 'PROBE' volume 1, numker 1, {later changed
o PROEE REPO?T with the third issue), and it marked a
very important atage in my UFO studies. Certainly very
neive, and totanf/ unaware of what was going on 'out
there', it wae undeniably a very exciting experience fo
be actuelly producing something that would be read ard
referred to by others. What was firally produced was an
embarrasing magezine that thankfully was only printed in
a small quartity (100 copies) ané thig' issue has right-
fully been forgotten. Yet it is now sought after by
collectors, for no other reason than to complete the sets
that began springing up as PROBE REPORT gtarted to gain a
little respect.

What is more, that ridiculous issue meari ewverything to
the goup at the time (then krown as KUFOR(SOUTHWEST)),
because it was belisved that this was only the start, and
that years later the group would be larger in number a.nd
publishing a journal that would be instructive, important,
and circulated in thousands throughout the world. Not
aware of financial positions in this subject, those dreams
did not séem unreasonatle. It was always thought that
FLYING SAUCER REVIEW waa distributed in umpteen thousands,
and that the markei was extremely healthy -~ and that
people rezlly wanted to know what wee going on. Miles
amy from reality in fact, and a lesson that was to be
learned every times the orinting and postage bills had to
be paid.

there were all thoze people who read UFO books? Why were
they not buying our magazires? Others appeaved o te
doing fine, so why couldn't we? Obviously, the situation
was the same all over tha country, and litile PROBE
magazine just happened on the scene at the wrong time.
During our firs: years, several other magazinea fell by
the wayside, ard at this present time, there is only a
fraction of the rumher of megazines being published
compared to what was around when we first started in June
1980.

Volume 4, No 2, (ISSUZ 14).

On the brighter side, there are some journala that form a
very vositive contibution towards British UF0 pudblishing
tradition, and it would be an extremely ssd blow tc sce
them collapse as well. There has always been FSR, which
alihough has suffered a decline over the last few years
(and plummeted over the last few issues) revertheless still
siande as one of the world's most respected URM0 publications.
It would be tragic if this magazine shoulé ever collapse —
as it would if NORTHERM UFQ NEWS should stop rubliching.
Zqitied by Jenny Randles, it has recently reached issue 103,
a fine ackievement by arny standards. MSCQONIS, which if you
add the issues published ag WUROB, has also succeeded in
establmhing its position irn British ufology, reoontly
reaching rumber 62.

Arother plus is that BUFCRA is aiming to improve the

qualiiy ard centent of its publicaiions, with 3 greater
emphagis being placed on the JCURKAL OF TRAKSTENT AERIAL
PEEHOMEXA, *he Tespected research publjcation. The BUFORA
SULLETIE is being upgraded from 1984, and 3URCRA PROEE is
set to meke its debut appearance in Jamary 1984, OSEAP
JOURNAL, sadly diminished in its production quality when
oompm-ed to its first issue, nevertheless is still aiming

to present respectable material. Although controversial,
perhaps far tco controversial at times, T am sure that

OSE4P do have ufology ir their best interests. This is yet
%o emerge ir their writings, it is fair %o say, as most of
their energies seem to be directed in criticisms of others.
Yet, what they say does carry merit, and if the OSEAP team
were more willing to co-orerate with other UFQ orgarisations,
perhaps there would be very little to critise if the combined
efforts produced the desired resulis? It is no fun tc
continuousiy argue, as I myself have tired of this in UFO
jourrals, probably arising efter my upsettirg so many pecple
over the past three ard a half yesars.

Looking arouné, there are also other UFO magazires that are
dotted about the country, each doing their owm thing, end
trying to better themselves, Scame are improving at a fast
rate, and this must surely make the passing of FROBZ REPORT
a gomewhat leas important ogcasion. It will always remain
important for me as editor though, because it will mean that
my dream never did come t»ue,,. but to those who helped
make it partially come true, I thank you,

During August, a copy of PROBE REPCRT Volume 4, mumber 4
was returned through the post, with the stamp torn off of
the plastic wrarping. The Post Cffice gave no reason for
returning it, but it can only be surmised that perkape
vwhen the stamp wes torn off, the address was also torn
off. (The stamp is usually adhered to the sddress latel).
The fact that it was mailed out in 2 plastic bag means
that it was either seni to 2 subscriber, or to an exchange
jourral. Could znyone who dic¢ noi receive the last issue
please contact the edivor as scon as pessible while
supplies of Volume &, number § last.

Speaking in an earlier pagsage of the quest for back
igzues of 'FROZE', the following adver: hes deen sent for
publication:

WANTZD, PROBE Nos Vol 1, mumber 7 ard 2, and PRODE REFORT
Yol 1, mamber 4. Will pay £1 ecach. Telephone 0’.-'35 2%" 0o

EXCHANGE PUBLICATIONS. This will contim:e with BUFCRA
PRCBE, so please maintain previous agreements. Refer to
the enclosed note.
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_SIGNALS

Dear Editor,

Recently I have been receiving PRCBE REPORT as part of my
BUFORA eubscription. Although the majority of its conients
is of an excellent quality, I think I must point out that
the SIGNALS pege should have a change of nams, ie THE
BATTLEFTELD. All I seem to find under this particular
heading are investigators and researchers condemning each
others' work in a rather unprofessional menner. For
example, in PR Yol 3, Xo 3 you have Bob Heyd's letter
attacking FRO3E REPCRT's criticism of PUFORG's book, UFOs
Qver Plymouth ani following that PROBE REPORT's oriticism
of PUFCRC's attack {confusing?). Steuwart Campbell is next,
chastising Geoff Bird for his article on George Adamski.
PR Vol 4, ¥o %; Brenda Builer up ir arms about SCUFRI's
researsh into the Rendlesham case, ther Martin Shipp's
answer to Brerda'’s complaints ard the 'Piece de Resistance'
hae got to be Anthony Pace's unfourded and abusive letter,
which I am sure was totally unnecessary.

Please do not think I am against constructive, intellizent
oriticism of each others' theories and thsir approaches to
those thecries. But we will never fird out the true origin
of UFOs if we keep on 'out-doing' each other. PROBY REPORT
iz not at fault for this situstion, but it is the ufolo~
gists who participate in dicsrespectful attacks on each
other that do great harm to this subject.

Yours sincerely,

M.R. WOOTTEN,

BURORA RIC, Bast Region,
leyton,

London.

(I sympathise with you, and certainly agree with you that
personalised aitecks have no place in this subject - yet

I feel that if someore sends jn a leiter in tke vain of
the Pace ietter as pudlished in PR 4/1, attacking what I
do, I mast les others sce what is deing said. But te
agree with you, personal digs should never have to

appear in print. On the other hand, strong criticism of
new theories ard hypotheses is esszential to highlight
flaws, if such flaws exist. That ig constructive, and
this ought to be appreciated by the proponent. One
problem lies in the fact 4hat ceriain pesople react too
strongly 4o oritiocism, and take it as personal. Some
pecrle are almost rassionately 'obsessed' with their pet
theorics that any atiempt to query their work is seen as a
character assiration. Another problem is 4hat some others
are juat simply rude and sarrow-minded. Also, it must be
appreciated tha% nothing stimlates a reader into writing
more than a good, old-fashioned argument. I+ does make
interesting reading, and by wri‘ing, readers can let off
steam in relative comfort. Argument is much more useful
than oodles of praise in zny case, and it is because of all
these rassons that the nature of the SIGNALS cociumn will
protably never change. How can it waen praciically all the
correspondence is generated by disagreemeni? And with that
in mird, read Ofeees. F8)

Dear Sir, _

Please allow me to reply to Paul Daversux's reaction to oy
review of EARTH LIGHTS.

1o - I take it &s a compliment to be accused of 'professional
libel'; I had thought I was merely ar amateur! However, -
there was no libel. That McCaréney is an amateur docs no%
mean that he is ungualified; it merely means that he is not
a professional geologist (or gecchemist), that he is not
attached to any of Britain's zcademic instituticns or gec—
paysical orgarnisations, N

2.. I can hardly accept 2 statement that Jenny Randles’
fortacoming book supports Devereux's argument; my problem
iz that Devereux's own book dces not support itl

3. My 'intellectual integrity' is coubted because I cannot
seec close correlations which Devereux can see. Correlations
appear to be in the eye of the correlator, and one must ask
whether Devereux has rnot deceived himself. It is not olear

. i
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4o me that there is an ‘cbvicus jectonic relationship with
UFCs 400!
A. I% dces not matter whether Devereux made a major claim
about stene circles and thunderssorms; he made a claim that
there was a correlation. As for maps of Thunjerstorm
activity, he should see BS CP 326:1565, a map from which
was reproduced in my article 'A Natural Thecry of UFOs' in
J-maP, 1(3) 59 (July/aug 1380). It supports my critioism,
5. Xegalithic sites cluster towards the NE end SW extrem-
itiea of the GOreat Glen beczuse it was a major access route,
not becsuse it forms an earth fanlt.
6. It is not I, dut Devereux who is 'hopelessly cut of
order' on the matier of vitrifiad foris, and it illustrates
his wilful disregard for facts., The tes: to which he refers
was conducted by Dr Jan Ralaton of the University of Aber—
deen, =nd an account can ve found in Bulletin of Experimental
Archaeolegy (Univ. of Southampton) 4, 1983, 10-11. The
structure was not a cairn; it was a detached sector of
wall buils according to the ancient patiern. The ‘truck-
loads of %imber' were mostly fast~burning off-cuts, one of
the prime functions of which was to dry our the wall,
which had become very wet. The wall did not burn 'for
days on end', slthougk it might have dcne if it had not
been prematurely demolished (after only 20 hours). The
*clinker' from the wall was identical o samples collected
from vitrified fort sites, and some fragments are or show
in Averdeen. It appears that the 'archasologist' gquoted
by Deversux is Arthur C Clarke, whose views on the matter
arc not shered by Dr Ralston. Ralston states that there
is no mystery about the vitrified forts. If Devereux does
not like being chased, then he should not run away from
4the facts.
7. I wes not reviewing a 'review copy' of the book; the
errors I listed appear in the copy held by The British
Library!
8. Again Devereux refuses to face facts in the case of
the Jennings 'tall lightning' photograpk (reviewed irn
J=TAP 2({5) 88-89). iz talk of lateral displacement and
parallax is nonsenae; there is no eviderce that the ocamera
and the light source were moving towards or away from one
another. The lightning visible in the photograph is in the
far distance, nowhere rear the lamp standard. I did not
claim that the rhotograph is a fake; I merely say that
Jennings wes mistaken. That 3L really exiszis does not
Justify illusirating it with a photograph which does not
show it.
9. ihy would I menticn black BL if I could not answer
questions on it? Does Devereux think that I invented it?
How is it tha% he is ignorant of this aerial phenomenon?
10. If my natural thesry of UFOs is 'half-cocked', it will
at lemst bring down some UFCs. I doubt that Devereux's
dud theory (hardly a '4hesis') will bring down any!
11. Devereux makes the outrageous claim that 'HOBODY has
proved anything about UFOs...'! Many, including myself,
have proved that some UFC reports are false, and that many
others have commonplace explanations. I have shown that
UFOs have muck in common with BL. What has Devereux showm?
12+ If there is any evidence that siressed rocks produce
light (quite apart from piezoelectricity), then I have yet
tc see it.

&
Yours faitkfully,
STEUART CAMPEELL,
Edinburgh.

Dear Editor, z

We at UFO INTERNATIONAL have read with sorrow your decision
to cease publicaticr of PROBE REPORT ard to stop activities
as an investigative group. Of course, we have known of
these impending movea ané the reasons for them for some time,
Yut $o see them in print bas an air of finality. Your edit—
orial says it all; if the REFCAT had been full of accounts
of Dick Barton-type investigators chasing round the couniry
in pursuit of elusive spacemen, and intrepidly thwarting the
evil MIBs, then we have no doubt your sales figures would

“have beer somewhat different. It is not only the public



that is not ready for respensible ufology; there are cuite
a Pew practitioners of the art who are in the same position.
In cur opinion, the financial positicn which hag caused you
40 take this unfortunate step iz an indictment of the ztate
of ufology generally,

That you angered people by having & go at ths 'true believers'
of various kindaz, indicates tc us the exposure of their {rue
nature; they were unabdle to defend their position bty reasoned
argument so they resorted o abuse or asulking... We toc

have exporienced this reaction. We hope that you will be
adle to contime your ego-deflating activities in the

fature.

The latest issue of PROBE REPCRT is well up 4o the uswal
etandard, with plenty of ideas and controversy ic make
people use their grey maiter — the only waste of space being
Ur Pace's letier, We appreciate that you were honour-bound
to print it, tut what a pathetic mixture of childish pique
and pomposity. Perhaps an example of one of the things
wrong with peoples’ sttitudss inm ufology. It locks as if
PROBE REPORT is going %o sink with flags flying and all
guns firing, which is apprepriate. We wish you all succees
with BUFORL PRCEE and look forward io seeing it, guns,
Tlags and all!

Chairman, UFO INTERNATIOMAL,
Kingswood,
Bristol.

(Many thanks for your sentiments, although as I sit here
typing cut the very last pages of PROBE REPORT, X see no
signs of any flags or guns..., more like a white handker-
chief being waved on the end of a stick, and & spent pop-
gan, Looking at the shelves and seeing the first issues
gbanding there, it oerteinly brings back the memories of
how we intended to one day reach 100 issues, and be the
best in our field, It merely ssems so pointless at the
moment. Still, as you say, BUFORA PROHE is only around
the corner, and I too wish for every succesa with it.
PROBE will officially dissclve as an active group from
October 1983, dut we will certainly all get back together
for projects (writing or practical) such as during the
1984 Summer months when we shall be very buazy (zce the
Mystery Circles article, DRIVING US ROURD IN CIRCLES
olsewhere in this issue). Sc there are certainly many
things to look forward to. Ed}

Dear Editor, .

Yes — I do know the full title of your excellent journal:
.see my reference to PROBE RIPORT at 'the beginning of my
letter (PR Vol 4, No 1). However, there are nearly a dozen
mentions of FROBE on its own on the very cover!

Jenny Rsndles (PR Vol 4, Ko 1, page 4 £) and T seenm to be
largely in agreement in cur approach to the UFO syndrome.
Sorry if I have not yet solved the enigma, but I em working
st i%. 1 provisionelly accept the bona fides of "Mr Price'.
¥hat we have to ask ourselves is whether his evidence is
(2) of a high level of relisbility (My reference to his
Ndatat should resd “date"); (b) cne of collective parcip—
ience; (¢) supported by external, independent data, suoh as
physical traces? It is pot. It therefore seems reasonable
to olassify this case as one of percipient-mediated (1)
apparition of a subjective, deluszional or hallucinatory
kind., Such terms relate to straighiforward psychology with
nothing “exotic" ("gtrange"; "vizarra'; CED) about them.

Ag for Jenny's alleged coalman, perhaps he ought 1o be
reporsed to Tory Pace: 1 should be most apprehensive about
a man of ‘dark appearance who makes erratic weekly calls
without apparently transacting any real business.

Yours sincersly,
MANFRED CASSIRER,
London.

(1) Jenny is not alone in going in for neologisme; I
prefer mine to ''percipient-dependent” {Schoernherr in
UPIAR, Vol IV, No 1.114).

CORRESPCNDENCE is welcomed in reeponse to this, or any of
the previous issues of FROBE REPORT. As this iz the lact
SIGNALS column to ever see light of day, please address
your comments to the editer, Ta¥ MRZYGLOD, 16 Marigold
Walk, Aghiton, BRISTOL BS3 2PD, ENGLAND. 3By ihen, hope-
fully 2 new letiers page title sheuld he in operation,
letters of comment on this issus will appear in the first

BUFORA PROBE in Jamuary 1984.

In winding up the PROBE UFO Investigation (roup operations,
4% was felt thet publishing a couple of candid shets of &
long-standing team member would not go amiss. Your editor
knows that there are more impertent things that could be
published, but so what... Terry will probebly be best
remembered for his “"SKYWATCH PAGCEM that graced some earlier
issues of PROEE REPORT, and it is known that many people
obtained enjoyment from his antics on those cold Warminster
hilltopse

So, unashamedly, here are two favourite shote of Terry
Chivers from the PROBE archives. A

One of the favourites, taken af Stroud during an invest-
igation into a series of reported UFOs seen over several
weeks. Nothing more can be said, except for the caption...

'"Perry Chivers ewiers a field to speak to the only witnesses
who were present at the time of the sighting. The witnesses
look on with apyrehension.’

chores were left to gocd old Terry.
was sat Lack, congratulating each otk
exhibition, Werry was hand at work. wiioced the
1a0k of motion in ouwr corper, ke siarted to say scmething
10 all concerned... something like, "My, aven't you &
dashed lagy lot, deary me, tut! $utl" OFf course, from
the expression captured on his o2, one could Y under—
stood for mistaking what he s2id For eomatiing a little
more severe.
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Much as it has been against this euthor's better intentions,
it has been decided that a review of the recent 'mystery
circles in the corafields' situation be carried in these
pages. The raluctance stems from $wo reaaonss
2) that sufficient coverage has already been given to
the oircles in PROBE REPORT snd elsewhere zince
1980 (1), and
b) articles on cornfield circles in a UFC journal can
or could creats s link between the eircles and TFOs,
whereas it is certain thet none exists.

However, this years' appearancez have had a significent
bearing on the courss of FROBE's annual research, and many
interesting asvects of the whole circle saga have come %o
PROBE's attention. Initially, this year saw the appearance
of formations of five circles set in almos%t perfect geo-
motric arrangement. Secondly, obviously because of the
novelty of the patterns, the pregs and PV became intarested
and widely oovered them; the DAILY ZXPRBSS leading the
race for the most outrageous campaign (2}, The UFO
connection was strongly emphasised throughout the media
coverage, and "URO spotters” and "UFC experts" were often
quoted ag supporting the UFO theory. Xon Rogers, founder
of BUR0S (ard still planting BUFCS after his name when
quoted in the press) even went to the extremes of predicte
ingz incrsased UFQ activity over the August bank holiday
weekend, no doubt intended to publicise his ennual
Warmingter Skywatch Festival (3). But the third, most
significant factor to emerge from this was the total
ignorance shown by many apparently experienced UFO invest~
igators.

Referring to point (a)} above, it is not unreasonable to
to have assumed that these investigators (allegedly keen
enough on their subject to have familiarised themselves
with up=to=date investigation and research) would at lesst
have bsen sware that such circlas wers regzularly appearing
in westcountry cornfields. Yet many were astounded by
corments made by Jjenny Randles in the national press (4)
where she referred to ths whirlwind thecry that offered
seemingly reasonable explanaiions for the circles'
appearances, Thesze statements to the press were met with
a certain amount of hostility from isvesiigators and a
very sirong reluctance ts accept the whirlwind theory was
evident (5). Thie did not stem out of informed theories
on meteorologicel anomzliss, tut a preference for exotic
UFC encounters.

Fourthly, and equally significant to the circle saga, this
article iz appearing to report on the latest findings (which
are extremely vital to the structure of the whole whiriwind
theory) and Bs a service to new readers and long=standing
readers who may wish to know what was actually cccurring
in betwsen the profeseional jourmzlism that distorted the
events beyond proporiion. It might also be sdded that any
failure by PROBE REPORT tc mention the circles, especially
ag they are virtually on our back door, could be seen by
gome as another UF0 covereup - and we don't ever wish to
becoma involved with anything like thatl

1993 ~ A Good Harvest

Practically the whole nation became aware that somsthing odd
had happened in a cornficld beneath the Westbury White Horse
on the Westbury/Bratton road, the B2098 (0S Nap refersnce
184 900520) wnen the DAILY EXPRESS reporied the appearance
of the first set of five ciroles om Nonday 11th July. 3But
Hiltshire residents were first treated to the news via the
WILTSHIRE TIMES which reported the event on Priday 8th July.
The EXPRESS coverage opened the floodgates and both BBC and
Independent TV feafured the circles on their early evening
news and breakfast television programeesS. The DAILY STAR

zent a reporter to this address to obtain photographs of the
circles s0 as not to be 'scacped' by any other national
tabloids, and of course they left empiy handed.

B CIRGLES
IAN MRZYGLOD

Svery westcountry newspaper, at least those relatively local
40 ths area, latched on to the circles and all could gee
big sales in pushing the 'UFQ' side of the story. Theories
were bounded about,ranging from rutting deer ard mating
badgers, to over-enthusiastic couples chasing each other
around in circles. Mother foxes were blamed for teaching
their young offspring to hunt in circles, and helicopters
were once agein accused of flatteningz the corn.

“Whirlwinds were theorisad by a few people, incluvding farmers,
but the gensral opinion of this theory was that the arrange—
ment was 100 strange for common fair-weather whirlwindse.
Practical jokers were also blamed, although no-one came
forward to claim the credit, as is usual once the joke
becomas old news.

Cheesefoot Head, in Winchester, Hampshire, in the meantime
presented its own get of circles, and these were featured 4n
the DAILY EXPRESS on Tuesday 12tk July 1983, with seemingly
similar measurements, namely a larger central cirele
averaging out in the region of 60 feet across, and four
cuter 'satellite' circles measuring 12 Yo 15 feet across.
Yothing more was said about the Cheesefoot Fead circles,
except that this site played host to an umismal formation
of three circles in the Summer of 1981. PRCBE REPORT
carried an examination of these in an earlier issue (6).

On 9%k July, backtracking slightly, members of PROBE
visited the Westbury White Horse cite to obtain photo-
graphs for further analysis, and algo to rendeavous with
Dr G. Terence Meaden of the Torrado & Sterm Research
Crganisation based in Trowbridge, wWiltshire. Dr Memden
was the meteorologist who initially presented the whirlwing
hypothesis in 1980 after the appearance of the first
circle, incidentally again at the foot of the White Horse.(7)
However, after discussing this years' appearance with Dr
¥ieaden, he left %o visit Cley Fili just outside Warmineter
which was the scene of several circles in 1982. Later
that afternoon he discovered anotuer formation of five
circles, but the four satellite circles were much clacar
to the larger central one,

This information was kept quiet and the press were not
informed, so no mention was given of these circles when
the Swindon ADVERTISER reported the discovery of another
five=~circle formation in Wantage, Oxfordshire, This
article referred to the Westbury circles, but mede no
mention of the Cley Hill set. The ADVERTISER made it very
clear from their article that they thought it all a hoax,
constructed as a copy of the others already in existence.
SCUFORI vizited the scenme and produced some excellent
photographs, and also agreed with the ADVERTISER in that
they too belisved that a hoax was involved (B8).

To recap the situation, and to literally count the mumber
of circles that had shown up, records were nceded. Not
only were four sets of five circles now known to exist,
but ancther single circle had also been discovered in the
same field as the Westbury formafion. This was similar to
other single circles that had been discovered in the past,
but it was smaller and slightly irregular, much more so
than eariier examples. lMNevertheless, as PROBE members had
been at the site on Priday 8th July when it was'not there,
it was certainly evident on Saturday 9th when the meeting
with Dr Meaden took place, So it had to have appearsd
either very late on the Friday (after 9,00 pm) or early on
the Saturday before the picnic pariies would arrive.’

On 6th hugust members of PROBE met in Warminster for a
social occasion, and decided to visit the westbury White
Horae for the purpose of showing a London vigitor exactly
what the circles looked like in real life. To say that all




concerned were stunned is slightly understating the case.
Placed next to the original set of five was another smaller
formation, but again displaying the larger central circle
surrounded by four satellites. These were photographed by
us, but it did occur that it was indeed strange that the
press had not covered this second occurrence.

On the way back to Warminster, passing the village of Upton
Scudamore, another single circle was spotted in the field to
the left. This was at map reference 872475 and seemed again
to be of the same size as the larger circles had all been,
roughly 60 feet in diameter. There were no signs of any
outer circles in this case. Again, there seemed to be no
tracks leading to the circles, and therefore no immediate
sign of hoaxing.

So to summarise what had happened since early July (or most
probably much earlier than that, as the Cley Hill formation
allegedly appeared in May, according some sources), it seems
that two sets of five were discovered in Westbury/Bratton,
one set of five in the Longleat area just outside Warminster
at the foot of Cley Hill, another in the Devil's punchbowl
at Cheesefoot Head, and the fifth set in Wantage. There
were also single circles at Westbury/Bratton and Upton
Scudamore just outside Warminster. All formed without any-
one apparently seeing them in the process.

Explanations

As mentioned earlier in this article, various solutions to
the circles were put forward, the majority done so with
tongue in cheek. PROBE have always supported the whirlwind
theory, namely that advancing air masses would push existing
air masses inland until small pockets are trapped, backed ur
against steep, often concave, hillsides. Such hillsides,
Cley Hill and the White Horse being fine examples, would
stop the advance temporarily, holding the air mass static
for a short period and allowing a forming whirlwind to
remain stationary, flattening the corn as it did so. This
theory is much more complicated than this brief passage can
elaborate on, but suffice it to say that it seemed to
explain the single circles, and even the three circle group
at Winchester in 1981. The five-circle groupings were some-
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The Westbury/Bratton circles as photographed
From the White Horse on 9th July 1983.
(Photo: Ian Mrzyglod).

the belief of the PROBE members. Dr Meaden himself was
intrigued by the formations and admitted that the whirl-
wind theory alone could not explain the latest occurrences.
It was nevertheless still clear that some kind of wind
vortex had flattened the corn without damaging it, and

a whirlwind would do this. But what kind of whirlwind
could produce four outer whirls? It was not known in the
records of recorded meteorological phenomena, and could
not readily be explained.

The structure of the circles was identical to past events,
yet the outer satellite circles were something very new.
They were not so neat and tidy as the larger parent circle,

thing different, and it must be admitted that it was stretching
. G e

but still had the unmistakeable clockwise swirl inside.
PROBE were still convinced that the weather was involved,
but the theory that had stood for three years was develop—
ing flaws. For instance, originally it was thought that a
steep hill, similar to the Wiltshire chalk hills, was
needed to stay the advance of the air masses, yet the
Wantage circles were found in an almost perfectly flat
area with no evident hills or slopes.

The Winchester circles admittedly did not have a steep
hill in the immediate vicinity, but were sited in a
natural 'punchbowl' which was thought,would act in a
similar way to the chalk hill,

The Cley Hill and Westbury/Bratton events this year seemed
to support this idea still, but it was beginning to fall
down elsewhere. The Upton Scudamore circle is not sited
near any hills, or near enough that they'd have any apparent
effect on the winds at the location of the circle.
Although in possible trouble, the whirlwind theory was
still the most solid prospect being suggested. After all,
it was a testable hypothesis, and it was now being tested
to the very limit. If it was failing, then it would
certainly need a rethink.

The farmers whom investigators had spoken to were not too
sure what was going on, although with the 1982 Cley Hill
circles, farmhands themselves suggested whirlwinds when
this author spoke to them. The usual whirlwind that they
spoke of though, was the type that would suddenly appear
and 1lift loose corn and dust up several hundred feet into
the air, but it would be moving with the wind across the

fielde It would also leave damage sometimes, but usually
in the form of a furrow; certainly not a near-perfect
circle.

—

One of the 'sateilite' circles that surrounded
the five-formation at Wantage, 19th July 1983.
(Photo: SCUFORI).

It was clearly evident that the whirlwind theory was in for
a battering, yet nothing else that seemed plausible was
being offered as an alternative.

The notion that a hoax was involved was examined once again
by the PROBE team, and rejected for various reasons:

1) The time required to create one central large circle
and four outer satellite circles would be considerable.
With circles measuring 60 feet across, it would need a
team of people to flatten the corn in the spiral pattern
that is characteristic of each of them. This would
also have to be done either very late at night or before
sunrise so as simply not to be seen. It was felt that
the time element and the manpower required would rule
out the hoax option.

2) The Cley Hill circles were way off the track, hardly
visible even the highest point on Cley itself. They
were only just marked out, and probably only spotted
because those who found them knew what they were
looking for. The photographs taken from the top of
Cley Hill, using a telephoto lens, barely show the
formation. It is because of the remoteness of this
particular formation that PROBE once again re jected the
hoax theory, as the main intention of perpetrating a




hoax is so many people can see it. The Cley Hill
circles were far from obvious and thus avoided any?
public interest.

3) Analysing old photographs of the 1980 Westbury/Bratton
circles (there were originally three individual circles
which each appeared at different times and in different
locations, although the last two were in the same field)
revealed some interesting factors. If only UFO group
finance allowed for the hiring of helicopters to fly
over the circles for aerial photographs, perhaps the
significance of the 1980 circles would have been spotted
beforehand! However, NOW! magazine did have the finance
and their excellent shot of the second circle highlighted
what are possibly three satellite circles surrounding
the main one. At the time, they were not thought of at
all, the emphasis being on the large circle itself. Any
other marks were put down to normal wind damage. If
the three depressions are similar to the ones that
occurred this year, then perhaps the 1980 circles were
more important than they seem, when compared to this
years' offerings. As to why there were only three

Apparent satellite circles; the fourth would have been
right where the hedge surrounding the fields is. It
can only be surmised that maybe a fourth small depre-
ssion would have shown up in that exact spot; not
stated. So, from looking again at the old records,
and consulting with Dr Meaden, it seemed that we had a
five~formation dating as far back as 1980, when the
circles allegedly first started appearing. This new
evidence only added to the theory that the circles
were natural, and that the five-formations were not
any different from the 1980 circles, except that the
outer circles were more evident. It was also

assumed that a hoaxer (or most probably a team of
hoaxers) would have made a better effort of flattening
the outer circles.

4) One would think that after four years of running
through fields flattening hundreds of square metres
of corn, Someone at least would claim the credit.
Most practical jokers in the end reveal themselves,
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Three photographé'jﬁitaposifioned to show the second formation of five circlés that appeared next to the origina

manoeuvres, especially low-level ones, over cornfields),
but it was a technical impossibility to a downdraught from
a helicopter to create a spiral effect. The resultant
damage from a helicopter would be a tapered pattern eman-
ating from the centre of the circle direct to the perimeter,
following the radii.

Rutting deer, mating badgers, love-struck couples and
mother foxes could all be dismissed as simple fun ideas
put forward by the press and locals alike. The Ken Rogers
mass UFO-landings theory was also a joke; or at least it
is hoped that Rogers wasn't being serious when he spoke to
the newspapers. Rogers has always found himself in the
position of being the man the press always turn to for a
statement, along with Lord Clancarty, and both always
manage to produce the goods. Certainly Rogers (sometimes
called 'David' by some newspapers) gave them what they
wanted to hear (3) and similarly Lord Clancarty helped to
keep ufology from being far from respectable (9).

Besides, as correctly pointed out by Jenny Randles,
despite the UFO furork created by the press, there was not
one single UFO sighting reported to any newspapers or UFO
investigation organisation. There was one exception, but
the article could not have been serious (10) . Finally,
as the four outer satellite circles were never perfectly
geometrically aligned, any spacecraft touching down would
have to be 'bent'. On top of that, as the circles were
formed from spiralling corn, why would apparent landing
pads be spinning in any case? Additionally, a spaceship
with the dimensions suggested by the span on the circles
actually landing would do more than bend the corn; it would
crush it - which certainly wasn't the case,

The 'experts' who were quoted as supporting this theory are
not known, except for the two aforementioned, so it would
not be unrealistic to assume that the UFO theory was gener-
ated, if not created, by the press media.

Evidence

All the theories put forward have been done so in total
absence of supporting evidence. No photographic evidence
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Although smaller, their composition was that of the first set, and were accepted as having been caused by a similar

phenomenon.

Helicopters were at first thought by some to hawve caused
the circles, especially when the Cheesefoot Head formation
of three circles was found. An American Chinook heli-
copter (equipped with two rotors) was suggested, as some
are stationed at Odiham, near Basingstoke, Hampshire.
This, although never outrightly denied by the MOD at the
time, was not thought likely. What would have accounted
for the larger middle circle?

The 1980 circles sent farmer John Scull complaining to the
School of Infantry in Warminster when he first saw the
damage, but received strong denials. Helicopters were not
responsible for his Westbury/Bratton circles, as not only
did they deny responsibility, (helicopters do not carry out

These photographs were taken on 6th August 1983 from the “hite Horse.

Note the B3098 in background (Photos:

existe and witness testimony is minimal. HTV did have one
gentleman telephone in with a story that he had seen a
whirlwind form at about 8.00 pm one evening, which subse-
quenly left a circular depression in the field. Which
circle he witnessed, no-one knows, for he could not be
traced. His name and town were given out on the television,
but no-one of that name was listed in the telephone direct-
ory for that area. As the telephone call came in whilst
HTV were speculating on the circles, one could perhaps
correctly assume that the caller was in immediate reach of
a telephone as the programme was being broadcast. This
would imply that he had a telephone installed, although
this is only conjecture. The outcome was that this test-
imony could not be regarded as sufficient evidence for the
whirlwind theory.



In 1980, zamples of corn amd soil taken from inside the
circles and also from test areas outmide of the circles
were taken for examination by Bristol University. Tnie wa:
undertaken by technicians on behalf of FROBE, although Ken
Rogers {then chairman of BUFGS) found out and quoted BUFCS
ag having carried out these tests to the NOW! megazine.
The results were inconclusive, as there were far too many
contaninates in the soil from chemiczls to give any clear
indication of foreign substances. On top of that, there
were definitely no radiation readinge recorded. The
samples were desiroyed afterwards and no further samples
were taken from later occurrences since thai date.

The only evidence that could be recorded wazs what could be
found about the ciroles' make-up. They were very large,
ranging from 45 feet up %o 62 feet, ami all had clockwise
spirale of flattened corn, emanating from the centre, In
ecach case, the centre of the spiral was never concentric
with the main circle itself. This was useful evidence for
supporting the whirlwind ides, as it was feaszible that a
whirlwind, held almost stationary, could move around in 2
circular pattern ifself, tms accouniing for tbe non-
concentric arrangement.

The corn was never damaged, merely bent from a point a few
inches above the soil. In fact, the corn was still alive
and growing, despite being flaitened. The ears of the
crop were in perfect condition. Apart from what could be
ageertained from the site itself, nothing else could be
coliected informatiomwise. No-one saw them being formed,
and farmers were non-the-wiser. In 1980, & women who was
employed at one farm was said o have heard a buzzing/
humming/«hooshing noise for periods of 20 minutes, then a
gep of silence for another 10 miruies, fcllowed another

20 mimute period of noise. Thizs was allegedly carrying on
for several hours, but the woman, employed as a house-
keeper would not go out and zee what wae causing it. It
was reported to have been at about midnizhi, on the eve of
the third circles' appearance, and she was frightened.
When contacted by PROBE, she refused to speak to the
investigators and would not cooperate in any manner. The
information that was obtained cewme from the farmer him-
self. He could not supply any information other than what
he was told, and he himself did not know of any noise.

A women who lived geveral miles outgide of the Westbhury
area reported seeing s light in the sky which she estimated
would place it directly over the fields. Thic was not
considered to be that useful, as such guessing, at the
dead of night (this was supposed to have been seen at aboui
11.00 pm) would be totally impossible, The direction
could perhaps have been correctly estimated, but certainly
not the distance. This witness also refused to supply any
farther details.

The 1981 Winchester sightings were backed up with reports
of silver-suited small beings welking cbout the fields
whore the three-formation of ringe were found, namely
Cheesefoot Head. This was first known of when Ken Rogers
(again) appeared on local television (then Southerr TV)
and revealed the story. Uo names were given, and this wes
the only record of such a sighting. Coincidentally,
Rogers was staging his Warminster Fesiival, the first of
its kind, a few weeks later.

Discussions betwsen the members of PROBE and SCUFORI, and
2lso with Dr Meaden resuited in a planned 'circle-watch'
from selected locations during the Summer of 1984, It was
unanimously agreed that only phetographic evidence of the
circles actually forming would be conclusiwve. Not only
that, but at least some people might actually see them
being created, whether by whirlwinds, UFOs, hoaxers, deer
or whatever, With the idea agreed on in.principle, with
details to be worked cuil sometime later next year, the
1983 cornfield circles file was closed. (It mugt be
added that scme people mentioned how interest such e
‘circle watch' might be if in faet the circles have been
caused by courting couples).

New Developments

Always ready to accept new possibilities as o how the
circles were formed, the files are never totally closed.
PROBE have always listened to other theories (except the
larded flying saucer one) znd commented as Titting., The
hoax theory has never been given much credence, but it was

feasible that a whirlwind had formed the larger central

“circle and some practical jokers had entered the field tc

carve out the surrounding circles. It wms possible, yet no
tracks were ever noticed that connected the circles togeth-
er. Such tracks would be evident if scmeone, especially a
team, had walked %o every circle to flatten it out. So, as
before, the hoax theory was not given thai much imporiance.

The photograph that appeared in NO

Westowry/Bration circles caussd a 1little local

interest. Arve the small marks on threc sides of the

circle counscted with the 1983 'satellite’ circles?
(Photo: . Cradit WOW!)

after the 1980

Howaver, a telephone call from Bob Rickard, editor of
PORTEARK TIMES changed the course of the investigations. He
was in posgession of several photographe of the Westbury/
Bratton circles and wighed to remark on the apparent
connecting mark that followed the boundary of the larger
ceniral circle. This author had not been aware of any
connecting mark, except for the ones caused by visitore t¢
the fielde who were walking in droves from one circle to the
next. Bob Rickard was examining sarly photographs, which
possibly would have preceded any mass tourist attention,
and he claimed that such a mark was visible. Closer
exaniration of photegraphs in the FRODE files did not
reveal such a mark immediately, but if the imegination was
stretched a litile, faint traces could be identified.

So was it possible that someone had left marks after hoax-
ing the circles? Tt seemed certazinly possidble, and this
was 23ded to when PROEE were in receipt of a local press
cutting featuring the son of local land-—owrer and farmer
Alan Shephard. T1 wac on Shephard'sz land that the circles
had appeared, below the Hestbury ¥hite Horse.



The press clipping showed a photograph of Francis Shephard,
Alan's son, holding up & heavy chained, underlined by the
wording, '"How the Rings Were Made". The story told of how
Alan Shephard became suspicicus of the possible hoaxing
nature of the circles,-snd together with his son Franois,
worked out how to oreate a yerfect replica circle using
some heavy chain. FPROEE members had already heard of such
a story a few days earlier when Dr Msaden was consulted
over the more recent appearance of the second five-Lormet-
ion at Westbury/Bratton. A% Iast, a copy of this clipping
was obtainad, and some further checking oculd be dore (11).

About that time, EARTHLINK magazine arrived, giving a brief
accourt of how the editor Daniel Goring and a oollzague
visited the site. Their first wisit of 15th July 2llowed
them to study the origimzl five circles, but a later check
on 19th introduced them to the second set. They entered
the field and took measurements, alse noticing that the
spirals in this case 2ll ran anti-clockwise; the first
revorted case as far as PROBE recards can tell, bearing in
mind that cornfield circles are being discussed, not other
alleged UFC nesis elsewhere around the worid. Photographs
that PROBE members obtained of the second sst did confirm
this, although it is thanks to EARTRLINK that this was
brought to notice (12). (PROBE members did not enter the
field and inspect these circles for two reasona: barbed
wire was being put up at the perimeter of the field, and
by this time, all circles begen to look alikel)

Thus it was apparent that these circles appeared sometime
during the 15th and 19th July. Dr Terence Keaden paid a
visi? to the site on Saturday 16th and they certainly were
not there at that stage. So it wae either on Sunday 17th
or Monday 18th. Studying the photographs, Ir Neaden was
intrigued by the sudden change in direction of the spiral
dut nevertheless accepted them, aa did PROBE, as another
armsual ocourrence of the strange phencmenon. It was
during this discuasion that the subject of the heavy chain
and the duplicate circle was raiged, and it wes deemsd
vital that certain facts be established. With the press

cutting available some days later, these facts conld be
asocertained.

away, waiting for the EXFRESS to report on the lateat cirele
appearances. For some reason, ne reporgs were ever <o
follow in the national papers, only local papers. Therefore
the story never saw prini, and the circle saga was forgotien.
Did ¢his finally wrap up the entirs mystery? It did not
appear to, as Bob Rickard enquired further about another
pross clipping that he had in his possession.

This showed Francis Shephard sgein, only this time wearing
& Yapminster UROC T-shiri, amd vaying something to the order
that should anything land, he'd see it. Something was
obviously amiss, 25 in the esrlier press statement he was
seemingly sceptical, if not cynical, of the UPQ theory.

On %op of thet, an early statement made by Alan Shephard in
the WILTSHIRE TIMES caused another contradiction (13). His
suspicions of a hoax bore no resemblance to his suspicions
that rutting deer were causing the circlee; the theory he
suggestied in the earlier article, and supposedly shared by
many local fermers, Did Alan Shephard suddenly change his
mind, or did the circumstances change? Clsarly, this, along
with the Francis Shephard T-shiri story, urgently needed
clarifying.

4 possible scenaric was forming in which the Shephard

family were guilty of staging the entire circle saga, causing
them and letting the newspapers find them. The possible
publicity (a foregome conclusion with the 1983 formations)
could help a business of farm produce wholesaling, However, -
this view was not shared by this author, and a visit o
their farm was mede on Sunday 18th August. Alan Shephard's
daughter wes the only verson present, but she put the posit—
ion straight by first explaining that the jourmalists for
the American newspaper, in which the T-shirt ariicle

appeared (14) wanted seneationel stories. Irancis owned

the shirt, vhich was one of a datch printed two years ago

as a reaction to the Warminster UPC hysteria uhioh gtill
roared itself every now and then. Francis is a member of
the Farmers'! association baged there. The Alan Shephard
Yrutting deer" story came from statements made to the press
at some earlier date, when locazl farmers did think that

deer might be responsible.

1efb: Francis Shephard
with the chain that was
used to re—create the
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field as the circles.

Wastbury/Bratton oirclop.

4 whirlwind frail
photographed in the same

WEIRLWINDS?
(Photost left - Credit
Wiltehire Times.
Right - Tan
Hrzyglod.

4 telephone call to Alen Shephard revealed muck. The
circles (the press report only mentioned one) that he and
hic scne had managed to flatten were in fact the second set
at Westbury/Eratton. This news was astounding, as very
1ittle had been said zbout such a major stunt. Vhen asked
why nothing had be#en said to the major pepers, the whole
story unfolded:=

Unhappy a2t being 'scooped’ dy the DAILY EXPRRESS and the
other tebleids, the DAILY MIRRCR decided to go one better.
They used the Shephard idea of dragging 2 chain through the
corn, and a MIRROR team did succsed in duplicating almost
prefectly the neighbouring five~formation. Their resultant
circles were slightly smaller, and they did have a clock-
wise spiral (difference explained)}, Compensation was paid
to Alan Shephard, and the MIRRCR team took their photographs

The Shephards did not owm land where any of the other
circles appeared, and this finally quashed any theories of
a family conspiracy-type prank. The Shephards are now
convinced that a team of jokers are damaging the crops,
although the motives remain & mysiery to them.

Eoax Re—evaluation

With fresh evidence that a team could reproduce & five—
formation set of circles, the whole hoax angle bhad tc de
thought out again, Information obtained by Bob Rickard,
after having found out from this author that the DAILY
MIRROR carried out the stunt, proved most interesting.

According to the reporter, the circles were all measured

out by & length of cord, and the position of the four
satellite circles was calculated with a compass. The
oparatiion of measuring out the circles and flattening them



took only 24 minutes.’ The task was rhotographed with a
stop-motion camera situated on top of the hill over looking
the field, and several photographs were secured ghowing
the entire operation from stari to finish. From the time
the camera wes set until the team arrived to dicmantle it,
only 55 minutes had passed.

This proved conclusively thai someone could perform very
quickly either wvory early in the morning or later in the
evening, and finish in relativle quick time. Thus,
covering earlier points raised againgt hoax as a theory,
We can comment:

1) Time apd manpower have been ghown to be a relatively
minor problem.

2) Thie cannot be readily explain, unless the Cley Hill
circles were a test, or it wasn't until the job was
finiched that their noar-invisible position was
realised.

3) The macks may not be significant, or they comld ke
poor abttexmpts at producing a five-formation, Howsver,
it ie unlikely that the hoaxer(e) developed the idea
Por a five-formation at this ztage. Such circles weve
not geen until 9983. This must remain inconclusive,
until the photograph can be properly anzlysed, should
that ever take place,

4) Perhaps after cuuging =o much financial loss (over £70
for sach set of circles) the culprits would choose to
remain anonymous. The motive for such an operation may
ve for other purposes, ideas wvhich will be examined
later in this article. :

Other factors emerged from talking with colleagues, SCUFORI)
the Swirdon~based UFQ investigation group, commented upon

the strange coincidence over the names of the locations.
If one takes Westbury, Werminster, Winchester and Wantage,
it immediately becomes apparent that all vegin with 'W'.
Nothing drastic in this case, bui an interesting point if
someone were playing games. Such coincidences are sought
for by some researchers.

Taking fhis line further, by placing the locations of
Westbury, Winchester and Wantage on a map, the three points
form an almost perfect sguilateral triangle; if it isn't,
then it certainly ies an isosceles triangle. Nore silly
findinge, but then again, the scrt of thing that a practical
joker might go in for., ¥Why ignore Warminster? It never
reached the newspapers, whereas the other three most definit-
ely did, wWantage being third, It is very possible that if
someone wanted to play on the totally fiotitious 'Warmingter
Triangle', then why not have a go at creatinz one? Again,
this is pure conjeciure, brought about by aitempting to
reason why scmeone would go to such lengths,
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Concingions?

We are left with three basic solutions te the entire
cirole mystery, each plausible if the evidence is examined
in a different frame of mind:~

1) The first theory is that all the circles have been
caused by whirlwinds, witk the exception of the known
facgimile formation menufactured -by the reporters. In
this solitary case, not only wes the central circle smaller
than thoe others (considerably so in fact) but it was the

L]

ool that scome peop!e were a!;e %o BpiLv l se on the

appearances of the circl dvert appearsd in a
rvestcountry paper anhd perhaps typifies the media »eaction,

only known case where the corn was sviralled in an antie
clockwise direction. This could mean that all the others
were following a natwral meteorological pattern, as whirle
winds tend to spih olockwise, and thus deem them all as
natural.

Furthermore, several oircles, ¢spec i3lly in the wicinity
of Cley Hill im 1982, wers found in cbeture places., Some
of them were untidy, and one of them was in fzct owvel in
shape., These wer¢ not visidble from aay public vantage
points, and this author found thker, 2rd only became aware
of their presence, oy obtzining information from farm
#orkers. It is unlikely that these weuld have been the
work of noaxers, who would presumably opt for more visible
sites for the hoax to have any iopact.

Add to that the letter that wes published in PROBE REPCRT
Vol 3, Wo 4, accompanied by an excellent photograch, that
wes sent in by Perry Petrakis of the 4.E.S.V. organisation
in France, Although the photograph, of an alleged UFO
nest that later was found to be whirlwind damage, does not
show such a neat uniforam circle, it nonetheless does
illustrate the whirlwind potential.

Yet more evidence oomes from a reader of THE UNEXFLAINED
who responded to this author's artiele that was published
in an earlier issue (see ref (1)). Two large cireles

were discovered by the writer of the letter, who after
hearing a loud roaring sound looked in a nearby bdarley
field the next day. The circlee were almost perfect. It
was later corrovorated by others who witnessed 2 whirlwind
at about the same time he heard the necise. (See issue 132!,

2) Secomily, one counld theorise that some of +he eircles,
certainly the first cases in 1980, were caused by whirl-
wind activity. But later appearances have bsen ‘doctored!
for effect by hoaxers. There may be & combination of both
natural and mamufactured circles but it is apvarent that
the whole position has become %oo distorted fo ever
clarify which may have been whiche

3) Thirdly, it is possible that the whole programme from
beginning to end has been a deliberate hoax, gradually
increasing in bravado until at last the national papers and
televizion took notice. The secluded circles at such
places a8 Cley Fill could have been experimental ones,
perhaps being used to test out new methods for Tlattening




the corn, or for judging time and manpower involved whilst
out of the way of any witnesses., The probability that
different applications were used is enhanced dy the faot
that some circles had holes in the centre of their spirals.
The DATLY MIRROR used a 'swing-ball' pole as aa auchor for
the cord and chain. Perbaps in other cases a person

merely stood in thé centre holding the chair, No circles
to date have ever been perfectly circular, including the
knewn hoax set, so maybe several methods were tried out?
45 the circles werse always formed in Summer (which stood as
good evidence for a climatic explanation), the ground would
invariably be hard and therefore not reveal footprinis.
Also, 2= the corn rows are ugually planted sbout 7 inches
suart, a person could easily walk between the stalks, one
foot in front of the cther, without damaging it. It seenms
that this wae not 100# effective, as the marks which are
risible on certain newspaper photographs (many thanke to
30b Aickard) do show the makings of a connecting path joine
ing the outer circles with a2 line which follows the exact
perimeter of the larger circle. But these marks have not A
oeen noticed before, and have certainly escaped PROBE's
detection.

ficcepting that the whole mystery could be solved by the
heoax option, what would bz the motives behind such an

elaborate operaticn? Three possible scenarios do spring to
mined, outlined as follows:

a) Tt wax a family hoax to publicise their name and whole—
sale business. The possibility that the Shephards construce
ted the whole hoax for the promotion of their own enterprise

Warminster 'Thing' has had several recent mentions. Sight-
seers have come to the area to see the circles, and the
circles have been 2 major topic of discussion amongst
visitors. UFQ journals have often featured them - your
editor stands guilty of this, although the UFO angle has
alweys been refuted - and no doubt these avents have been
recorded as being of some UFO significance in somebody's
archives. The popularity generated by the media coverage,

and the Xen Rogers statements, helped attract people to
the Aungust bank holiday Warminzfer Festiwvel, which undoubt—
edly would have otherwize gone unnoticed.

Poor—-quality version that a‘ppeed in many pewspapers world~
wide; this one from the Weekly World Fows (Usa) vhioh vas
a

had to be examined, particularly in light of the p2D
items. This was duly dismigsed when enguiries were made to
the satisfaction that this was not the case, as oxplained
earljer. '

b) I% is possible that somebody, either a team or an indi-
vidual, intended to monitor puwblic and/or LFO-community
reaction to the circles, possibly for a project of a psycho-
logical interest. Yet it is unlikely that any official
preject would receive sanction for the wilful destruction
of geveral hundreds of pounds worth of crops.

¢} Tpe most likely culprit would be someone who wished to
further the public interest in Warmingter?s UFCs and its
mythical triangle. The hoaxer may wish to rekindle the
dwindling interest which is now only a fraction of what it
used to ha. In Warmineter's popular daysz, spanning the

mid 60's to the early 70's, humdreds of psople would often
congregate on the local hilltcps; magazines produced by
local groups would sell well, recruitment was high for group
memberships, and massive interest was generated for the
Arthur Shuttlewood books. Since thoge days, the groups
have ceased to exist and Arthur Shuttlewood has noi been
able to get his later books published. Warminster holds

no interesi anymore, and publishers are not over-anxicus

to handle UFO books, let zlone Warminster UFO hooks.
i 45 " . ’

S a3
Je Allen Hynek studies what conld be a mark made by a
pole of zome sort, in the cemtre of the circle at
Upton Scudamore near Warminster. (Photo: Ian flrzyglod).
If a person, deeply involwed with the Warminster scene in
its better deys, wished to instigate a return to those
Yimes, then hoaxes or a grand scale would be about the only
way o ensure a return irend. Certainly no UFC sightings
make Warminster famous nowadays. The heax has worked to a
degree; the 'Warminster Triangle? has been born, and the
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ied by a fictitious story of how a farmer (who is
not known in the arsa actually) witnessed a 'starphip! land.
However, this photo is published becanse it shows the wery
suspioious marks probably made by someone holding onto a
rope or string held fast in the centre of the large circle.

Is this theory feasible? Quite possibly so, and if correct
then PROEE REFORT owes everyone one big, red-faced apology
for confimiously pushing and supporting the whirlwind
theory. If PROBE REPORT and Dr Meaden have been misled by
our own research, and the hoax hypothesis has been correct
all along, your editor accepts full respongibility for any
confugion. Eut, although a fow names have been mentioned
&8 possidble guilt partiss (only in discussion mind you),
nothing concreie yet exists. We may still be right, Even
if ‘hoax is factually established as the solution, there
st1ll remains the problem of identifying those involved.
Clues are readily available, eg,

i)

ii)

he must have a reasonable knowledge of UFOs, encugh
te know of 'UFO nesta's

he mist live in the westoountry or have easy means of
commuting to enable early-morning starts tc the task;
he must be able~bodied encugh to gquickly olimb over
fences;

he rust need psychiatric attention.

iii)
iv)

Final Words

For four yesrs, FROBE as & team of UFO investigators, have
entimsiastically watched the circle phenomenon evolve; from
the single circles of 1980 to the present-day formations.

Ye always thought we could have besn on the verge of study—
ing a new phenomsnon, and it was exciting that possibly ihe
team would have been successful in capturing an actual cirscle
forming on film. The strong hoax elsment has diminished

that impact, yet an exercise will go ahead regardless to try
and solve the mystery compleiely.

PROBE members, hopefully with assistance from others, will
monitor cornfields from various vantage points during the
Summer of 1984. If we ape successful in witnessing some-
%hing, then it will be worthwhile, whether catching a
hoaxer or seeing truly fascinating.

If the circles fail to appear, then perhaps the whirlwind
theory will fipally be quashed, and the hoazx theory win
through. If the hoaxer knows of the intentionz, then he may
well stay awey. Alternatively, he may atteampt to carry out
his plans in spite of our presence (if he knows) iz which
cage the PROBE Yeam will be well entertained in a game of
cat—ani-mouse

‘Whatever the final outcoms, the PROBE members (forming as a
team again for this purpose) will have a very interesting
time.
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UFO-CAR CHASE NEAR FROME MARTIN SHIPP

SCURORT REPORT 07/8C

Abstract
This report involves the sighting of a light souroce(s)
which was tracked through the Wiltshire countryside dy two
witnesses in their car &t night during the seccnd week of
april 1980,
Dete of sighting: 94k April 1580
Time of sighting: 22.35 hra (BST)
to 23.05 hrs (BST)
location of sighting: The sighting was made
from both inside and
outside of a car near
the village of Kummey,

Somerset.
05 Map 183 (745455)

The Event

3t about 10,35 pm (2235 hrs) on 9th Rpril 1980 Mr Steven
Deyman~Jonns and his wife Julie left Mr Dayman-Jchos'
parents® home at Nunney, Somepset, and set off for their
house in Frome, Somercsi. Taking a shortout, Dayion—
Johns, driving his 1973 Detsun Cherry car, turned into
Ridgeway lane. This lane, 1% miles long, is bordered by
pasturlerd and only = few houses. Affer goinz about %
mile along this lane, Mrs Deymer~Johns suddenly said,
"What's thai?" as she saw a white object in the sky move
*across ker view. The object moved left to right and
travelled one quarter of the windscreen through which she
was looking, at a high speed before coming to an sbrupt
stop. Steven Dayman-Johns saw the object mementarily
before it stopped. He stopped the car, leaving the engine
running and extinguishing the beadlights, got out and
gtood on the door 2ill to watch the object which was still
stationary. At arms' length it sppeared as one inch
across and one quarter of an inoh in height. It had ne
definite outline, but appeared to have a “darker" ring
running around its top. (See figure 1). After a few
mimites, Steven got back into the car and moved off down
the lane at abcut 10 mph. Ee kept switching from side-
lights to headlighis as they both watched the object.
Suddenly it moved off at what Steven descrided as "an
instant, phenomenal speed". It did net appear ‘o acceler-
ate, but moved off instantly towards Wanstrow. It moved
from left to right and was obatructed from view by the car
roof amere second after it moved. A4s it itravelled, they
could see a faint light emitting from both front and rear,
apd a bright light was also visible in the centre of the
cbject. Ita elevation was sbout 40° - 50° during this
initial sighting, (See figure 2).

As soon as the object was lost to view, Steven quickly got
out of the car but could no longer see it at all, A4s they
were about halfway along Ridgeway lane, Steven decided %o

drive %o the end to the main road where the actual road :as
higher than the surrounding countryside. 4s they approached
the junction, a motorbike came towerds them sounding his
horn several %imes az he passed. At the junction o the
main rozd, they turned left and pulled into a layby on the
rignt-hand side of the road about 150 yards from the junct—
ion. Here Steven turned the car around to face Nunney
Catch (a village), then got out of his car again and once
more atocd on kis door sill. From here he could not see

the object but noticed s shitish glow on the horizon slightly
to his left. It was the zize of a thumd at arms' length and
appeared similar to an upturned letter 'W'. (See figure 3)
This light did not resemdls the glow given forth by the
willage lighte due %o ite shape and colewr, Steven got
back into the car and drove towarde Munney Catch which was
a high point, But from there they could not see the light
or aay glow.

S0 he then decided %o travel back towards Runmey ard into
Ridgeway Lene again. They then stopped at the point cloge
to where they had first seen the object but ceuld net see
anything thiz time, Turning around they went back up to
the main road and turned left again towards the layby.,
Juat before reaching the layby they noticed to their right
and behind 4rees, a bright vertical beam of light. The
beam, brilliant white in colour, did not sesm to emit any
glow and appeared about the width of Steven's little finger
held at arms' length. The beam did not seem to be very far
behind the trees and it wes silhonetting several trunks and
branches. He turned the car right in Marston lane which was
slightly to the right of the beam. The start of the lanme is
on an incline called Cheese Hill, After reaching the top
and then travelling downhill, switching agzin from headlights
to sidelights, they could not see the beam anywhere, Cont-
iruing along the lane, driving without headlizhis for part
of the tims, they passed over a small bridge, and shortly
afterwards became "aware" of an object to their left. It
was abt an elevation between 207 and 30°. Steven stopped
the car ani cut the lights tstally. The object appeared to
be about 2 or 3 fields away and was the size of his thumd
at arme' length, It was the same shape as the object they
had first seen, and had a bright glow in the centre, (See
figure 4)

Steven Got out out of the otar ugain and stood on the door
8ill. Julie remained inside the car as she was extremely
frightened, The object, which was stationary, bad a
vertical beam of shite light slowly coming from the centre
of its bage. This parallel beam of light waz about half
the width of the object., It descended in a fashion that
was similar to a solid object being lowered a piece &i a
time, and not like a torch beam, Steven expressed it as
if “it was a light slowed down.., although it needn't



necessarily have been a light...” Due to the terrsin, he
could not see where the light came in contact with the
ground (See figure 5).

ATter a minute or two, Steven observed that the top of the
beam had 2 'V'-shaped darker arem inside it. {(Figure 6)

He watched this spectacle for about 4 minutes andi then
decided to gov across the fields to cbserve the object at a
closer position. Julie pleaded with him not to go and
shortly afferwards, the beam moved back up into the object
at the pame speed 2t which it had descended, taking about
3 seconds 1o do so. (Figure 7) .

Steven oontinued to watch the object which remained
perfectly stationary. He then decided to drive up a 'P*
Junction ahead and turn left on to a raad which would
bring them oloser %o the object.
the ocar he told his wife to make a sign of the oross and
everything would be alright. He alse did this himself.
(Both witneszes are practising Christians, insomuch as
they attend church most Sunmdays. Steven Dayman-Johns is
noet really esure why he told khis wife to make the sign of
the oross — he however did not think that the object was
fevill,)

He proceeded to drive, occasionally switching on his
headlights and telling Julie to keep watching the ob jeet
and doing so himself as much as was possible. At the end
of the lane Steven switched off the headlights, got cut of
the car and once again stood on the door sill to get a
better view of the odject. In an effort %o obtain a more
detailed picturs of what he was seeing, whilst looking a%t
the objeot he used the princivle of focusing his sight
slighily to one side of i%. 3By doing so he could 2iscern
2 narrow parazllel beam of white light emarating from the
object's centre, and going dosn to the ground, although
he could not sse where or if it actually touched the
ground. The beam was of an equal intensity throughout its
entire length. (Figure 8)

After sitting back inside

Steven climbed dack intc his our and drove round a bendoin
the road, keeping an eye on the object which was now 45 to
their right instead of being to their left. It had appar—
ently moved in position while they had driven round the
corner. TIts glow in the cenire was much brighter and it
appeared to be closer, as it was nearly the size of two
thumbs et arms® length. {Figure 9)

Steven stopped the car and switched off the headlights.
Seconda later the object dropped in height anpd came towards
them at a high speed, with no appareni noise. Jugt before
the object pagsed over their car, Steven placed his hand con
the windscreen and the objsct was abont the size of a
"relaxed hand-span” on the windscreen. .He estimated its
height from the ground as being similar to that of an
eleciricity pylon. The time it had taken to "buzz" the car
was abeut 2 - 3 seconds. {Figure 10)

As soon as the objeoct had paseed over the car, Steven got
out of the car but he could not see it -anywhere. The time
was 11,05 pa (2205 nrs).

They drove off towards Frome contimally watching the skies
but saw nothing more. After buying a 'iake-away' meal they
went to Frome Police Station where 3tewven repoerted the
sighting ©o the sergeant at 11.13 pm (2313 brs). The
witnesses then went home whore Steven immediately wrote an
account of what had happened.

The Location

The sighting was made from both inside and outside of the
witness' car while in Ridgeway Lane in Munney, Wiltghire,
The general arez of the sighting is lower than its surround-
ings and is sparsely populated {except for the small town
of Nunney and Munney Catch). Ridseway Lane is a fairly
narrow rcad, just wide enocugh %o accommodate two motorcars
side by side. It is bordsred dy hedges, which were on
average 10 feet high. GSeveral trees also ran elongside the
road, The main road at the end of Ridgeway lane is the
4361 and connects Shepton Mallet t¢ Trowbridge via Frome.
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The Witnesses

Throughout the entire investigation both witnesses were
very willing io assist SCUFORI. They were always amicable
and appeared very sincere. Neither witness had any idea
as to what they had meen, but both had previocusly seen
unusual lights in the siky, although they felt that they
were due to aircraft or nocturnal phenomena.

1) Ir Stewen Kenneth ~J chns

¥r Dayman-Johns (23} years of age at the time of the event)
appeared to be a very intelligent andi articulate man.
#hilst relating the events he was always rational and
objective, and paid great sttention to detail when descri-
bing the sighting, Dayman-Johns wears eyeglasses (to
correct his mycpia). He wore these during the entire

sighting. He works in a depariment of the Kinistry of
Defance.

2) Mre Julie Dayman-Johng

¥rs Daymen-johns (in nher early 20's) apreared to ba of

about average intelligence. She seemed to he a quiet
person, leaving most of the talking to her husband, but
nevertheless she did participate avidly during general
discussions about the sighting. She emphasised that
during the sighting she was oxtremely frightened. MNrs
Dayman=Johns also wore eyeglagses. These were wern during
4the sighting toco,

The Tnvestigation
The sighting yas made known to SCUFORY on 22nd June 1980

through 2 colleague involved in UFO siudy who had obtained
2 photocopy of Stewven Dayman-Jjohns' original account.
However, no address was given and i% tcok over a month to
irace the witnesses, On 14th ldugust, SCUFORI investigator
Jan Wojtowicz {(J¥) wrote %o Steven and arranged an inter—
view with him and his wife for 16th September. On that
day, JW with two other investigetors Raymond Smithers (RS)
and Bob McGregor (3¥) interviewsd the witnesses at their
home. The intervisw was recorded on cassette tape and a
four-sided report form was completed.

Thie visit was discussed at the next SCUFORI meeting and

it was decided that a visit to the location of the sighting
with the witnesses would be necessary. JW contacted the
witnesses and a date for this was fixed.

In the meantime, letters wera sent to the Operations Room
and Meteorological Office at RAF Lyneham, Wiltshire,
requesting information on aircraft manosuvres and weather
conditions respectively on the night of the sighting. The
location of the sighting was visited by SCUFORI investigators
and Steven, Vo reenact the event, take photographs and meas—
uremants. The farmer whose land the sighting took place over
was also interviewed.

Replies were received from RAF Lyneham during Jamuary 1981,
A letter was sent to Vestland Rircraft Lid in Somerset,
asking for information concorning helicopter activity in the
area during the event, and a reply was received promptly.
Attempts were made by SCUFORI to obtain detailed maps of the
location of the sighting and several months later these were
2coquired by lan Mrzyglod of PROBE through Somerget County
Council., Two SCUFORI investigaters visited Steven on 15th
March 1981 and again went out to the location of the sighting
to clarify ocne or two points. In addition to this, the
photographs and maps wera left with the witnesses for them
to annotate.

FROBE also helped SCURORI cbtain weather details from
EBoacombe Down.

On Bth Way 1981, a letter was gent to the Superintendent of
Police at Bristol asking for confirmation of the faci that
Steven had reported the event to the police station in
Frome. A reply was recsived on 4th June 1981. Steven was
visited the following month by SCUFORI in order to oolieoct
the maos’ and photographs that had been annciated. The
location was once again looked at and SCUFORI managed to
obtain a statement from Julie Dayman-Johns.

Over several meetings, the information cbiained on the case
was discussed and analysed, and it was decided that there was
sufficient material for a conclusion to be mede,

Evaluations and Conclusions

Due to the highly unusual nature of the object(s) seen
during this sighting, it hae preoved difficult to investigate
and in turn, try to identify what was seen. SCUFCRI are of
the opinion that the witnesses Qid not heax this sighting or
that they were viciims of an elaborate houx, Therefore
SCUROR] believe that the witnesses did see scmething on the
night of 9th April 1980, which to them appeared to be
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umizuzl. In all, there appears to be five separate sight-
ings, and each sighting was analysed separately on the
assumption that they were indpendent of each other:i~

1) The initial sighting was of a white light/object which
came into the witness' view at a high speed, came to an
abrupt halt, and efier a period of time, moved off at high
speed. During the investigation SCURCRI obtained two
piecas of information which could have posaibly led to the
identification of this part of the =mighting. The first
was that the area was regulariy frequented by helicopters,
both military and commercial. However, the possibility of
the light/object being 2 helicopter was dismissed on the
grounds that;

a) Steven Dayman-Johns desoribed how the cbject moved
off at a "phenomenal speed" which appeared %o be
"fastor than a jet". Also it wae reported that the
cbject suddenly stopped after moving at high spsed.
SCURORI are not aware of any helisopier that can
attain such speeds or duplicate the reported
MANOCUVIes.

Steven said that when watching the objeot both
inside and outside the car, he heard no sounds that
could be assosiated with the objoot/light. It is of
SCUFCRI's opinion that if the cbject was as close as
reported, then the noise caused by = helicopter
would have been heard.

The second piece of information was that a farmer, whose
lard the sighting appeared %o take place on, cccasionally
hunts deer. (However, this was not normally in the
immediate proximity of the sigbting). During the hunt
(2t night) he uses a search beam to illuminate the animals
and this beam can pick up a desr at up to 300 yards
disiance. It is possible that a beam of light shone onto
the clouds could have bsen reaponsible for the sighting.
3But, although the exact weather conditions in the area on
the night in question are not known, it is clear that there
was almost total cloud cover between 4500 and 5000 feet.
This altitude is well out of the range of the search beam
ard therefore rules it out az a peossibility. Additicnally
the farmer stated that he would never direct the beam
skyward because of the hazard it could cause to low-flying
aircraft.

To conclude, SCUFORI know of no man-made or natural phen-
omena that conld explzin this part of the sighting and
therefore it has been claseified as UNIDENTIFIED.

The lxght/o‘nject as seen by Steven Daymawahns,
who annotated this actual photograph,

2) The cbeervation of a "whitish glow", having the shape
of an inwverted 'U*, seen on the horizon in the directicn
of Nunney Catoh. The possibility of tho wiinesses in fact
observing the glow given by the lights of Muaney Catch or
by wehicle headlights have been considered. SCIFORT do not
feel that enough information kas been correlated to make a
clasgification possible, so this part of the sighting has
beon labelled as INSUFFICIENT DATA.

3) The observation of a white, parallel verticle beam of
light geen behind a group of trees. The beam that the
witnesses described was of a highly umeual neture; its
appesarance being similar to thzt of = laser beam of visible
monochromatic light. Due to the fact that this beam was



Map of the area chowing the roads used by the witnesses
ag they attempted to follow the UFC.

stationary and verticle SCUFORI felt it was very unlikely
that it was the search deam for bunting. It was alse not
in the area where the beam was normally used. In conclusion
a classification of UNIDENTIFIRD shall be placed on this
part of the sighting.

4) The observation of & white object, approximately 30
yards in diameter, which slowly gave down a white beam of
light. Then after four minutes, the beam of light "retrac—
ted". SCUFORI know of no men-made or natural phencmena
which fits the description of the object/hght or beam of
light given by ithe wiinesses. In conclusion, this section
of the event sball be classified as UNIDENTIFIED.

5} The observation of a white object which travelled over
+the witness' oar as they were seated in it (or "divebombed"
as Steven Dayman-Johns quoted it). Once agsin this part of
the sighting doss not seem 2o £it the deseription of any
man-made or natural phenomena Xnewn to SCUFORI and therefore
must be classified UNIDENTIFI®D.

It must be stressed that all the cenclusiong arrived at are
baged on the information avajlable when they were made. 1In
this light, SCUFCRI can only assume that the last two paris
of the vhole event were very possibly sightings of the same
object. However, it is not possible io state whether all
five sightings were of the same Objoct.

Should any furiher information become available on this case,
the file will be re-examined and the conclusions will be
open to fresh appraisal.

REFLECTIONS ON THE

Jenny Randles! article 'Taking Stepe Down the Yellow Brick
Road' (PROBE REPCRT Vol 4, No 1) proved to be a most inter—
esting account of her thoughts so far on the subject of
close encounter UFQ reports. Of course, given the rate of
evolution in what she desoribes as her “personal quest for
truth” I am very conscious as I am writing that her article
and thus mine tco are alresdy probabdly irretrievably out—
dated. Nevertheless, assuming we all musi stop to take
breath sometime, these comments may yet have some temporary
value.

4As a psychologist, any attempte to supply psychological
perspactives to UFO experiences have my undivided attent-
icn, ospecially when, as Jenny rightly pointe out, their
applicability is considerably wider than just ufology. It
must be admitted, hewever, that up 4o now, there has been
very little inpwt teo this side of the debate, 2 defiscisnoy
which I have, perhaps naively, found somewha$ surprising
when ore considers that-the cornerstone of evidence about
UFOs has been the subjective testimony of eyewitnesses
rather than the objective evidence which is such a common
feature in the physical sclences. The application of
psychological knowledge in the field of perception,
cognition and memory to the evaluation of witnesa testi-
mony (and thus to ap evaluation of the UFC event itself)
has great potential and deserves fuller coverage in the
ufological literature. Having said that, it cannot be
claimed that the subject has been isgnored altogether
(Haines, 1979, 1980 are notable examples) and ironically,
it has been implicit in every attempt by investigators and
critics alike %o produce an IFO out of a UFQ. After all,
iz not an imputed misidentification an unwitting exercise
in applied psychology? .

The subject of Jenny's article, kowever, was UFO close
encounters, the most exotic of UFQ experiences, so let
this discussion emphasise them rather then the more numer—
cus, but prosaic, Unidentified Simospheric Phenomenz (UAP)
reports. As a first point I would like to egree with
Jenny's claim that a person's subjective expsrience (since
all experience is subjective this is icevitably tautolo-
gical) rarely mirrors objective reality. This iz in fact
a truism in psychological soience, where discrepancies
between objective stimuli such as size, distance, bright—
ness ard colour of objects, and their subjective impress~ _
ion in the mird of the beholder are commonplace and under
certain circumstances can be quite large. Such discrepan~
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cies depend upon a variety of different factors involving
both the person, who acts as ihe observer (eg mental atate,
beliefs, expectations, arousal, fatigue, activities at the
time of the experience), the physical environment within
which he iz operating (eg illumination, weather, geography)
and social factors (eg the presence or abgence of other
pecple), The mazin problem for peychologiste iz to determine
the extent of the discrepancies and the reasons for their
occurrence. The situaiion is, of course, remarkably comp~
licated when ambiguous or complex zituations or events are
being observed. Alas, our present knowledge can do litile
more than indicate the posziblo effecis of some of 4hese
factors and I would hope to write further about this sudbject
on another occazion.

Human experience, therefore, is generally taken to be more
or less at variance with cbjeotive reality but, nevertheless,
retaining come tracesble connection. In other words, whai—
ever the degree of error betwsen the two, the experience can
still be identified with an objective stimulue or event,

One can readily conceive of = contimuwn, rather liks Jenny's
specirum, ranging from minimum to maximum discrepancy
between the objective event and the subjective experisnce.
Going further, we can also envisege a situation in which
there iz no identifiable connection between the subjective
experieros and the objeciive world at all, Hallucinations
ard vielons may come inio this category. These experiences,
however, are isually thoughi of as being essociated with .
abnorma]l human conditions such as illness, drug ingestion
or acute physical or mental stress but they may also be
evident when these conditions are absent (or thought to be).

Do close encounter reporis accurately represent objective
reality or not? HWithout conclusive objective evidence for
any given clese encounter we must consider the possibility
that a report either misrepresents reality to scme extent
or ignores it completely, Jenny Randles seems to favour
the former view, although it ie quite possible that the
latter, as in hallucinatory experiences, may be Just as
valid. One can sympathise with the apparent need to find
an external cause for any given experience for we reason
that the witness must have percsived gomething real in the
outzide world to make him experience what he @id.

If we accept the occurrence of hallucinatory experiences,
however, especially those which take place without any
obvious preconditicnal factor such as drugs or stress,
then oe do not need to posit the existence of an external



cauge. The entire experience could be internally gener~
ated, In other wordm, close encounter experiences could
well be externalised mental imegery. In one sense they
might be thought of as waking dreams.

Concerning Jenny's "apectrum of reality" I am assuming
thet this aims to show the range of human experience from
that which is objectively dominated 4o that which is
subjectively dominated. If this is so, then I think that
consciousness, in terms of levels of consciousness, mst
te made explicit by its inclusion in any objective-sub-
jective contimmm. Ny own representation of reality, a
reality-congciocusness matrix, is therefore somewhat
different from Jerny's and looks like this:

ularly mystical experiences. I hawe therefore allowed for
Jenny's "Quasi-conscicus Dxperisnce” by including altered
states in my repregentation, although I must say at this
point that I do not necessarily agrees that close encounter
experiences oan be so characterised.

Where does this kind of analysis take us? I think that its
greatest value ljes in providing a frame of reference and a
range of interprefational pogsibilities for UFO reports.

An impartial contemplation of such a reality-conscious
matrix makes one realise that any given UFO experience oust
be placed only with great care at one of the various
positions within it.

ORJECTIVE REALITY SUBJECTIVE REALITY
a %akim consciousness
includes imaginary R
activity and scme —
4 hallucinations)
levels of 3 ?——Reﬁiitz‘t"
consticushese e xper= —- - —

iences; some halluc-
instions)

C Unconsciousness
dreams; unconscicus
fantasies)

s
\

The main points here are that waking consciomsness (4),
althoush never totally objective, spans the continuwum from
objective to subjective reality but does not do so
completely; it stops short of maximum subjectivity simply
because & totally objective, yeil waking, experience is
difficult to conceive without consciousness taking on the
characteristics of an altered state; in altered states (B)
objectivity is reducing and subjectivity increasing; in
unconscioustess {(C) cbjective reality ie at a minimum,

Jenny's speotrum refers to lucid dreame and ber article
gives them some emphasis. I bave omitted them altogether
from tho matrix, subsuming tbem urder dreams. The reason
I carmmot give them any special importance is because I
believe them to be essentially uninterpretable., They
present us with a logical problem — how can w2 be sure
that a dreamer's "awareness" of himgelf dreaming (and
possibly "in control" of his dream} is nct merely another
aspeot of the dream itzelf,-not unlike any other part? In
other words, how do we know that the dreamer is not merely
dreaning that he has some kind of consciousnece? If this
is the case, then the spsoial guality and status of lucid
dresms disappears, Koreover, the notion which Jeany uses
about "the basic subjective imagery (being) intruded by
objective conscious experience which then affords some
control over ii" would be incorrect.. Dreams are so often
very ccnvineing in their apparent realiazm to the dreamer
that I cannot see how we can give special credence to the
dreamer's delief, however strong, that he is experiencing
some kind of conscious awarenass or contrcl in the dream.

The qualities which Jeany uses to describe the '02' factor
(sensory and time distortion, mental tranguility, etc) beaxr
striking similarity to those which characicrise what have

come to be called sltered states of consciousness, partice
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It is easier io work in reverse order here by taking the
level of unconsciousness first. I should imagine that very
few, if Zny, UFO reports would normally be assigned to this
category. There have been cases, however, where the witness
passed out if not during, then soon after the alleged close

% and I am per ded to consider the possibility
(only that) that those cases might be included heze. If a
person reports a olose encounter during or soom after which
he loses censciousness we ¢anhot be certain, in the absence
of other indeperdent evidence, that the entire close
encounter experience iz not an unconscious fantasy tempor—
arily confused in the memory of the witness. "UFO invest-
igators would usually accept the order of evente ag
described by the witness eg "I was walking along the street
when a UF0 landed, the door opened, I saw two humancid
formg but then I must have pessed out". 'thatever the cause
of the witness losing consciousness, we have no guarantee
that the order of svents were as he described them to be
ard that he pagsed out after he had the cloge encounter,
The witness may have undergone @ fantasy experience on or
af'ter loging consciousness which may have subsequently
become chronologically disordered in his memory. Memory
distortions of this nature are quite possible.

A% the lewvel of altered states there is a heavy but
probably shifting element of subjective influence and
these altered states are partly defined by characteristics
sinilar to those deccrided by Jenny as the '02' factor.
Since '02' is symptomatic of Jenny's "Ouaei-Conscious
Experience" and she appeers to equate GC Experience with
close encounters, I take it that she ie moving towards an
altered states hypothesie for close enccunter cases. Or
am I putiing words into her mouth?

The level of waking conscicusnees is by far the most
commor in UFO reports (if not close encounters) and could



present the most fascinating psychological problems. Most
UFO reports are deemed to fall into this category even
though waking consciousness can include a wide range of
objective~subjective interactions (see matrix). Funde-
mental to our interpretation of any particular UFO event
is some kind of assessment of the relative objectivity/
subjectivity of the witness at the time of the experience.
By invoking '0Z' in close encounter cases, which I am
suggesting is an indicator of altered states, it is
implied that the subjective element is very strong and
that therefore we should be looking for a psychological
explanation for such experiences.

Can we come to the same conclusions for those cases where
there is an gbgense of '0Z' characteristica® Jenny has
raised an interosting point by implying that the '0Z"°
factor is propably present in many more close encounters
than we think — che believes that it just has not been
mentioned sufficiently by witnesses, She further implies
that careful guestioning of close encounter withesses on
this gspect of the experience will expose more instances.
She may be right but, as I indicated earlier, I cannot
help remaining sceptical on this point, mainly because I
find it hard to believe that these characteristics of 2
close encounter, if important to witnesses, would not be
more frequently and spontanecusly expressed by them. (It
is poszible that they may have been reported more frequen=
tly by witnesses but that the investigators have been
responsible for the apparent deficit in not recording
these) details which they erroneously thought were unimpor-
Sant ).

Jenny gees further by suggesting that the '04' factor is
21so present in other paranormal experiences (OCESs,
precognitions and clairvoyant readings). Zven if this were
true, and I do not know that it is, I find it difficult to
think of these parancrmal events as sufficiently anzlogous
tc close encounter experiences as to support the '02¢

proposition. Among paranormzl events gensrally I think
that apparitional experiences afford a closer analogy, but
here I recall that the apparition literature has made little
mention of witnesses exhibiting or describing symptoms
characteristic of altered states.

Whilst not denying that some close sncounters may involve
the '0Z' factor, I would hesitate to go further than this
without seeing the evidence. Until we have this evidence,
and perhaps Jenny's new book "UFO REALITY" will amp, Yy it,

I think there ara good greunds for believing that a'. least
some, if nct many, close :counter reports will no sontain
the '02' facior and, therefore, in those cases where illness,
drugs, stress or unconsciousness also have been rul-.. ont

we are back 1o the beginning in trying to explain them.

The simple truth of the matter is that we do not yet kanow
and understard the full range of human subjective experisnce
within ordinary waking consciousnese, If the evidence for
gloze encounters, and apparitions for that matter, iz any-
thing to go by, then psychological science mst come to
terms with s rich subjective world of, sometimes, vivid
realism which can take place during full conscicusness and
yet be totally convincing to the participant. Iis relation-
ghip with the cbjective world may, however, be as temious
as that of uncengeicus fantasies or drug-imiuced hallucin-
ations. On the other band, its psychological impertance to
the individual and its significance to our understarding of
human behaviour and experience may prove to be quite
ceonsiderable.
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PROBE REPCRT has shown in recent issues that there are
dangerous backwaters to the UFC mystery. ‘here witnesses
cen lead themselves, and trusiworthy investigatorz astray
in a quest for gome often ill-defined goal. Rarely is it
quite so obvious and straightforwerd as the proverbial
fame and fortune, but there is alweys the risk that it
might be.

The study of cases which are explained can be of valve to
our understanding of TRUE OF0s, 'The excellent 'CASE
CLOSED! feature in this journal proves that. ¥o ufologist
worth anything at 21l should dismise these accounts ac
boring or irrelevant or, heaven forbid, refuse o read
them and react in the highly regretiable way that the
once respected Tony Pace hzs done. (Ses letter to the
editor in the last issue of PROBE REPORT.)

The SCUFORI investigation of the MIB hoax was of great
jmportance to anybody seriously iaterested in UROe (1).

In = different way so was my own previous description of
an incredible hoax (2). In the SCUFORI case the trickster
fabricated evidence upon evidence. In the MUFORA invesi-
igation which I related, he actually impersonated a
senior polics officer (and continued to do so when chall-
enged by 2 real senior police officer!) All these moves
were in order to perpetuate a2 close encounter fantasy.

Such cases must provide object lessons in the capabilities
of investigators, if nothing else. For their uamasking
shows that (on some occasions-at least) we are able to do
our job, and do it well (3). In addition they illustrate
to the outside world that we are not wide-eyed believers
who sweep our dirty dishes under the tea-~towel, out of
sight and thus out of mind. We CARE about truth. And so
there are several good justifications for airing these
matters every now and agsin.

IN SEARCH OF

FAME & FORTUNE  ,enny RANDLES

1 therefors make no apology for taking you on another
mystery tour to nowhere in particular (save the depths of
the human mind). Nor, I suspect, is the editor of this
publicetion even faintly remorseful for taking wp valuable
space on this non-event, Beer with us both and you wight
see the significance. ‘

Perhaps the first warning sign that this new study teaches
requires sme amplification at this point. I4 concerns

the posteencounter behaviour of the witness {or psendo-
witness as it here must be). Following his alleged
experiences, over the Baster holideyz in 1981, he literally
zet out to find any ufologist who would listen. He spoke up
at a BUPORA meeting soon after these things had ‘happened',
if indeed they ever did. KHere he persuaded then EUFOR4
councillor Robin Lindsey %o take an intereat, alongside
geveral others, A4After a field trip to the scens of the
crime BUFORZ mickly lost inferest, dismissing the whole
matter as nonsense. Ceriainly the case never became a
Mational Investigations Committee problem when this was
formed some months later, and at the time I was not aware of
what had transpired. The witness did move from this failure
%0 the Surrey Investigation Group who similarly lost interest
after confronting the romanticiam of the story.

Things seem to have lapsed for a time until thu witness
decided to try once more and lower the credibility threshold
a bit. If he could not convince adnlis of his adventures
then possibly children might lisien., So he wrote to the now
defunct children's UFC magasine MAGIC SAUCER, and his sight—
ing wae given some prominence in their July/August 1982
issue. .

From this published account the Plymouth UFO Investigation
Centre (PUFOIC) picked it up and, thanks to MAGIC SAUCER
editor Crystal Hogben, were put in touch with the witneas
(who shall be known as Terry). He had advertised a 4500



word desoripiion of his experiences for "loan" 1o sericus
investigetors. On 312t August 1982 this uas sent to Erie
Morris of PUFOIC, who also hapoens %o be BUFCRA's RIC for
Devon and Cornwall. At this point it might be oppertune to
explain the apparently confusing geography of this situation.
Groups from London, Surrey and Devon were all involved
because Terry lives in Surrey but, =% the time of his
claimed experiencas, was on holiday in Devon.

The PUFOIC investigation went ahead, with results that you
#ill see in a momept. This »as concluded in early 1583.

Put even after that, Terry wenit on to find another set of
investigators to listen to him! In the summer of 1983 T was
surprised to be informed by Dr Hugh Pincott, secretary of
ASS4P, that there was an excellent case (poasibly even a
clese encounter of the third kind) and asking for advice on
hoy we might best pursue it, Terry had now attached himgelf
to ASSAP who, ignorant of what had gone on before, might
have wasted velusble time end effort but for the intervention
of ssrendiptity. Two days before I had received Eric
¥Horris' considered report on Terry ani his claims.

Avmed with this informaticn ASSAP were able %o recomsider
their interest in the case; although it was decided to
examine it from a gomewhat different angle, as the brief
of ASSAP does not stop if the 'anomaly' concernad proves
of no ufeological importance.

I think this lack of communication betwsen serious-minded
groups is & major problem we have dons too little to
overoome, NUFON (UFO RESEARCH NORTH) and UPO RESBARCH
NMIDLANDS exist almost entirely to help; as did the erst—
while MAUROG, But the most troublesome groups are the
ones who stay away from such liaisonz and so their effect
is minimised. BUFORA's NIC (Mational Investigetion
Committee) is doing ite bit to help, Our reguler meetings
are open to attendanoce by any British group, local or
nationals In such circumstances cases can be discussed
and resources pooled without damaging anybody's indeperd-—
ance. Unfortunately, for groups who refuse to cooperate
or even attend, there is nothing we can do (except keep
trying). At the moet recent BUFCRA NIC meeting (held in
conjunction with the major UFO event on the year's
calendar, the BUFORA 3rd International UFO Congress, to
boost mumbers) only representatives of XURORA, FROBE and
SCUFORI attended from Britain. There were more overseas
groups there! That it did prove useful was shown by a
liaison that developed between EURORA and CUFOS (Ush) on
two impertant cases. Imagine how much more could be

done by such NIC meetings if other British UFO groups
were willing to be a little more flexible, for the good
of the subject.

14 is sad in this respeot that about the only major group
(s0 far as we know) who hes not fallen victim to Terry's
allurings is CONTACT UK. But I have to say, as far as we
know, bacauge CONTACT UX unfertunately continmue o
demonstrate their intensly isclationisi policies.
Recently 2 photographic case was promected by them in the
national press, being heralded by the group as the most
important photograph ever taken in Britain, The doubtful
rnature of that gtatement is not the issue I wish to
raise. that is at issue is their total refusal to share
data on the matter with fellow investigators, BIORA's
accredited investigator for the region in cquestion

(west Yorkshire) even went to the itrouble of joining their
local team, both to cement relationships and as the only
apparent way of finding out any information. He was
actually thrown out of the greoup because it was seemingly
feared he might 'leak' data on the case to BUFORA. This is
terribly dietressing. But there is very little we can do
about groups who choose-to follow this line. However, we
can at least publish the results of the FUFOIC study and
hope that it is not toc late for somebody out there who
might be the next potential victim of this certainly wvery
zealous witness!

The Claim

Terry was visiting Deven for a five day camping holiday on
his own, He arrived in a field by the sea at Budleigh
Salterton on 17th April 1981. WNear him was an old hut into
which he could carry colleoted pieces of wood ami make &
fire, althongh the weather was mild for the time of year.
At 22.00 on 18th he heard a tmge 'bang' and rushed out of
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nis tent to see a white light moving slowly from over the
sea and acroes the fields, As he put it, "I don't think it
was Concorse... I thought after thaet i% might heve been one
of the objects I had previously deen at Warminster,”

Yothing happened the next day, but at 05.30 on 20th April ke
weg outeide the tent boiling some water for 2 breakfast cup
37 tea when he saw three lights in the field bvefore him.
They seemsd $o be on or nedr the ground. Climbing a mound
for a better view he saw they were very large and betwesn
them practically covered the width of the field, As he
walked over in their direction cne of them dbrightened up,
ag if it had seen him. Thers was no scund or movement and
he does not know what napyened to them, Fe acts very
confused about this and says, "Did I go back into the fent
while th= lighis were atill there?" He Contimued his
behaviour quite leisurely for the rest of the day and did
not report the events to anybody.

A%t 04.3C on 21st April he looked out %o see if the lights
had returned. Sure enough, he saw two of them, but further
away and over a neardy farm. He set off down the lane and
then along a track that skirted the field heading towards
the farm. As he welked, & flashing light some twenty feet
away (reconstructed distance on site) made him stop., He
then realised he wes viewinz an oval shaped object on the
ground which wae surrounded by flashing lights. A&s it
revolved & sort of "porthole” was visible upon it.

The objoct began to move away across the field and Terry
fell to the floor paralysed. His back was sore and he
says he felt strangely cold. One of the two lights which
he had zeen over the farm came closer and howered low
dowm, now swinging like s pendulum. FKe kmew he ought 0
leave the area bui ho could not do so. He began to welk
towards the "crafis" (310) aprarently no longer paraly
One of the two seemed to "grow" and he turned away.
was now 05.%15. This protrated duration seemed %o sug
the poseibility of 2 secord time lapse. (The first %
during the previous encounter).
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! View from cutside hut that Terry camped in, locking at
the field in which he claimed to see three UXOs on
20th 4pril 1091. {Photo: PUROIC).

at 06.45 Terry packed up his tent and lefi, leaving one
of the lights still hovering over the farm. 3y 09.30 his
vision was "double®. By 16.30 he had reached ixemouth
and was resting, with his ankle now swollen, Suddenly he
heared the words "Are you happy", although ncbedy wae
around. But in the field beside him he fournd three
circular impressions which formed a triangle, with sides
of about eight feet.

By 21,00 he had travelled on tc Lyme' Regis and went to a
phone box. 3ut a loud knock on the glass (despite nobody
being in sight) sent him off. At 23.30 he blurted out
his siory to 2 local stranger, who suggested he go to a
nearby hospital. %alking there with the men Terry
suddenly collapsed onto the fleoor. The time was about
midnight. He vigited the hospital, who checkad him over



but found nothing the matter with hime He was sent back
intc towm in the middle of the night but could not sleep.
Then, on shaving in the dawn, 1two wealg appeared on his
face.

Believing that he nce had physical evidence to suppors
his story Terry decided io r2iurn to the hospital and try
tc persuade them that his encounter was real. But or his
way there he heard a voice keep telling him, "Don't
report to the hospital”. .But he kept going right up to
the duilding, whersupon he saw "entities” in the hoepital
windows, Ome had = domed head, The others were very
odd shapes. He decided not o go inside.

This is the eni of his account (althougk he makes some
mention of agssoried anomalies back home... ez that his
spine hurts him ard that his TV set onoe screemsd "Who
are you?” at him). The evident gigns of mental ilineas
are very apparent 21l the way through the story,
especially in the frequent hearing of voioas.

The Investigetion

On reading this account PUFOIC decided the case had potential
and required a full investigation, They invited Terry to
Plymouth for a few days. He arrived on 18th September 1982
and they went witk him to the scene of the events to carry
out a reconsiruction. Site photographs were also obtainsd
(see platee). On this wisit Terry brought four poor and
fuzzy photographs which he had taken of the area in July
1981, when he had visited it with the original BUFORA
investigatars. He claimed that each of thesa had "entitiea"
on, PUROIC atudied the photographs carefully and found
anly patohes of sunlight tarough trees, or shadings in the
grass, where Terry continued to insist thera stocd aliens.
On the question of aliens he allsgedly saw in the hospital
windows PUFOIC were 2%t painsg to point out tha laboratary
equipment and other kinds of machinery that were visidle
within the hospifal huilding. Their shapes were unfamiliar
enough to areaie the illusion of seeing strange oreatures,
But Terry was adamant and claimed that the investigators
must be covering uwp the fact that they could ses the aliens.

Regarding tho time lapzes, recomstruction of the evente did
verify the possibility that there might be two of them,
Terry was asked if he would be willing to return to Devon
later for regression hypnosis experiments. At first he was
dubious tut later seemed to decide that he would like this.
Heanwhile PUFOIC obtained the assistance of a qualified
hypnotherspist, a lMr Flynn, who egreed to consult on the
case. They also secured the help of Marry Harris, a MUFCRA
member whose work in reégrsssion hyonosis is becoming well
known to British researchers. Harry Farris agreed to offer
advice and git in on the sessioms, where he would also
video-racord them. Things were moving towards these
experiments being conducted in early Jamuary 1983.

g EEEY : ! 3
Terry photographed by the fmt in which he camped, and
from where he clzimed to see the UR0s on 20th and 21st
april 1981. (Photos PUFOIC).

During the weeks leading up to these sessions things tegen
to go astray. It was fourd by chence that Terry had visited
Harminster since their investigation had begun, whera he had
told UFC author Arthur Shuitlewood 2ll about his sightings,
seemingly expecting publicity. Both Terry and Arthur were
t0ld this was inedvisable whilet the case was still under
investigation.

'Derry went back to Plymouth on 3rd January 1983 and
immediately began to ask which world-famous ufologists had
besn consulted on the case. FHe seemed to have an
obsazsion with Dr J. Aller Hyrek being informed. He also
requasted to know what TV and radic shows might be
organised for him. In view of this PUFOIC delayed the
hypnogis and decided that Terry shonld be cjecked oul by
2 dootor who was consuliing with them on the case. The
witness was not happy adtout this.

Intensive interviewing about Terry's background than
procesded and this proved crucial. He was a loner with
no job, little education, no friends ani oaly ons real
interest — UR0s, He drank heavily and consumed aspirin
tablets with alarming frequenoy. He claimed this was due
to headachos postdating the encounters., He alse began to
contradict his original story so often that its reality
status became seriously in doubt. After a private meeting
PUFOIC decided ¢ zbardon the case and told Terry to pack
his things and return io Surrey. when challenged he
rmbled something about the whole thing being a hoax and
then left.

Tt later was found that immediately prior to coming %o
Budleigh Salterton in 4pril 1981 Terry had visited
Warminster where he tried to get a job and settle down.
He failed. This move wms entirely precipitated by his
desire to be near the home of UFOs. “hilst there, of
course, he saw several "UFOs", Inp his Jarmary 1983 visit
Terry had brought with him fonr enormous enlargements of
his photographe, with Yaliens" on. These were fwioe the
size of tebloid newspapers! He tried to pressure invesi-
igators into seeing the “aliens". But they werz no more
vigitle than before, He also talked incessantly about
UFCs and would not even small-talk soout other subjects;
vhich became tiresome even for hardened UPQ investigators.

The seclution to this case lies in an obsessive witnesa
whp perpetrated a clever hoax after doing his homewcrk.
Speculation as 0 why would be pointless, although the
fame and foriune Sunday newepapers have recently afforded
certain ¢lose encounter witnesses must be borne in mind
by all investigators, and they should keep alert for the
danger signals this case well illustrates. It would bave
been all-too-casy to proceed with the regression hypnosie,
create psendo—abduction memories and manufacture one more
claseic close encounter of the fourth kind.

Credit: Investigation by Eric & Judith Horris & Mariin
Worrish of FUFQIC.
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IHE BVINENCE FOR UFCS by Hilary Evens. Published by The
Aouarian Press in Collaboration with ASSAP. 160 pp,
illustrated with photographs, price £2.50

Thiz iz the first book in 2 promiged series published by
Aquarian Press and ASSAP, although published jointly with
THE EVIDENCE FOR VISTIONS CF TER VIRGIN MARY (reviewed
helow;, and if all ths books meet the stapdards set by
Hilary Bvans' offering, then both publishers will be very
pleased by contributing scmething very worihwhile onto
the market of the paranormal. TEE EVIDENCE FOR UFOS is
very basic and is ceriainly not Intended to COver new
ground. Yo new theories ars proffered, but the old ones
are instead evaluated, giving the ‘new' reader a brief
summary of what we have sll been saying and thinking over
the last thirty-five years. The 'experienced' student
(said with some reserve by the revewer — at least until
it is clear what an 'experianced' ufologist is, and if
alone makes them in any way respectable), will not cbiain
mach from this bock, although i% iz written in a very
easy style and will eertainly not be a drawneout task to
read.

Evans starts the bock with a summary of the phencmenon as
2 whole, and then examines the social implications in the
second chapter - in other words, how social and cultural
backgrounds can affect the way the wilness perceives the
UF0, and how it gets reporied depeénding on the religious
importance or type of culture of the enviromment. Some
see UFOs ae angles, others see them as messengers of the
devil, or perhaps Blesesed Virgin Marys:or visitors from
other stars and planets. This chapter also looks at
abductions (althongh to be dealt with more thoroughly in
a later book in this geries) and contact claims, and asks
whether they are products of the mind or if they were
real events that actually happened. Basic speculation
that dominates most articles that seem %o be written at
the moment, but nevertheless still writtern in an inter-
esting manner,

Then Hilary attempts to assess the evidence, offering a
‘yaried ascortment of interesting cases (not masses of LITS
cases I am glad to say) over thres chapters covering
physical evidence, witness evidence and photographic
evidence — and even the attitude of the sceptics. By far
the most interesting chapiers are the last two where Hilary
assesses the evidence collected to date. He acknowledges
the current mode of thought in that the UFO phenomenon is
being understood as phenomena — in other words that UFOs
rapresent & multi-facetsed problem. He suggests that no ONE
explamation is ever going to solve all UFQ cases, as each
theory so far can at best only explain some cases. The ETH
does not explain small LITS cases, where minature balls of
light are seen to manocuvre in our airspace, measuring no
mere than a few inches; the Earth Lights theary does not
satigfactorily explain the multi-witnesa obgervations of
apparent solid craft (that especizlly take place in ronefault
areas); natural phenomena can only account for a mumber of
cages, ag can misidentifications and possible unkmown seoret
weapons Should they be the canse of some URQ reports. Hvans
points out that the indistinguishable overlap of these
various phenomena makes for confusing anslysis.

At the end of the bock, the anthorf's personal assesement
offers FOUR scurces of UFO rhenomena, of which twe will no
doudbt be met with some resistance.  Hilary speculates that
a biological intelligence exists that can manifest itself
in our atmosphere as = ball of light, and can ani does react
to those nearby as reported in the Nissouri study by Ir
Harley Rutledge in PROJECT IDENTIFICATION. The other block—
buster is that Hilary Evans appears to accept that some UFOs
are actually extra-terrestrial in origin. Ho appreciates
the lack of supportive evidence, but makes his opinion from
studying the wealth of material that was nsed in presumably
writing this book. It is fair to say that this revower was
surprised to read that final paragraph, yet it ie aleo fair
to say thaet I have not had to summarise the entire collected
mass of UFO evidencs on record.

19

BOAK
REVIEWS

In sweming vp THE BVIDEMCE FOR UFQS, it must ne said that 4n
sumring up the whole topic in a very limited book, weny
intriguine aspects are fleetingly referred io without
sufficient development. Thic may be because the author was
restricted on word mumber (as the companion book was only
152 pages in length) but it nevertheless doea lessen the
book as a fully instructive documont. But, being writiten
by someone well-versed in current ufological trends, he is
not naive, and no doubi aimed this book at a more general
reader, wWoatever, Hilary certainly reminds us that there
are UFOs out there, despite current droughts in reports!

Ian ¥rzygzlod

THE SVIDENCE FOR VISIONS CF TEE VIRGIN MARY by Kovin
XcClure. Published by The Aquarian Presz in collaboration
with 28SAP. 152 pp, illustrated with photographs, £2.50

Published with TEE EVIDENCE FOR UFOS, this completes the
first offering in the series. This book deals with a
subject both fascinating and difficult to convey, due %o
its semsitive religious nature, but Kevin NcClure has
auoocedded admirably in hiz tesk, and his book is a well-
written, level-headed and sane approach to alleged larian
apparitions which doss no injustice to religion. All the
well known alleged apparitions of the Virgin Mary from
walesingham to Carabandal are examined, plus some lesser
known ones, and the available evidence analysed. Thiz is
not easy since in practically every case the percipients
are hardly idea)l witress material and, due to the
involvement of the religious and secular authorities,
impartial investigation is sadly lacking.

The azssessment of the evidence is well balanced and one
carnot but come to the conclusion, as does the author,
that o strong subjective element is involved. HMuch of the
evideros is hardly proof of & supernaturzl visitation tc
the serious researcher, although it iften is io the faithw
ful. Alleged messages reccived by the witnesses, apart
from prophesies yet unfulfilled, hardly constituie evidence
for appearances of the Mother of Cod, being, as the author
puts it, carrot-andestick type religious admonitions.
There is, however, a strong possibility that the wiinesses
have oeriain psychic abilitiesz and undergc experiences
which to them are of & very real nature, even if expressed
as an archetypal religious experience.

Clearly Marian epparitions constitute = fascinating
subject which, as the author says, demends further invest-
igation., Readers of this book may wonder why recent
investigations into the Fatima case have not been mente
ioned, and I have agked Kevin McClure himself thiz very
cnestion. His reply was that these investigations were
ufologically orientated and as such did not constitute
valid material for a book of this nature. They have not,
however, been neglected by the anthor since he informs me
4hat all aveilable evidence on the Fatima case will be
examined in a future publication.

It is $his objective approach which makes this book so
readable and so important, for it is the first book on this
subject by an impartial researcher and investigator and a
must for the seriocus student of parznormal phenomena.

Geoff Bird.

EYOLUTION FROM SPACH by Fred Hoyle ard Chandra Wickramesinghe,
published by Paladin (Granade), 195pp, illustrated with
diagrams. &1.95.

This is a startling and controversial book by two eminent
astronomers whick will interest all those seeking to delve
further into the mysteries of evolution. The authors argue
that our evolufion kas always been sudject to cosmic
influence and relates bioclogy to astronomy, presenting to
the reader an anti-Darwinian theory of evolution that is
scientifically based, unlike the traditional biblical view
point.

Derwin iz weighed in the balances and found wenting, includ-
ing the fossil evidence, and the authors accuse us of being
pro-Copernican in our concepte regarding Earth and its place



in the Universe. Oenes, the authors argue, are coemic in
origin and arrive-as DNA or R, not only in the tails of
comets but propelled by the pressure of light waves from
the stars, at very high speeds. This book will not endear
the suthors to the scientific establishment, however the
evidence presented is impressive and thought-provoking.
EVOLUTION FROM SPACE is recommended for readers with a
Soientific bont - it is specialist material which the
general reader might find 2 little heavy.

Geoff Bird

PRINCIPLES AND PRACTICE IN THE PENNINES

A JPESIAL BOOR REVIAW

How often we have said it: there's no need %o write
sensationalised books about UROs, because UFOs are quite
gensational encugh in their own right. ¥ell, here's our
chance to see how right we are. Oranada Publishing, to
their credit, have allowed Jenny Randles to publish an
honest, unsensationalised, well-documented accouny of the
recent happsnings in West Yorkshire. Now the questioen is,
will it gell better than TEE WELSH TRIANGLE, THE UNINVITED
and THS JANOS PEOPIE?

Of course, that'a not the only question. Tt isn't even
4he most impertant question, But it's a question full of
significance for British ufolozy. We have a fine tradition
in this country of serious, intelligent writing in journals
as witness PROBE REPORT, MAGOKTA, FSR, J-TAP, OSEAP JCURRAL
and many others pest and present. Bud our less ephemeral
literature is sparse and shallow compared with that of,
say, France; both Italy and Spain can boast a far better

record. A few books of the calibre of THE PENNINE UFQ
MYSTERY cculd help to correct the inbalance.

They could also do what is of course a more imporiant job,
4hat of emhancing the credidility of the UFQ itself.
Shabby and sensationalist books like those mentioned above
rust have helped to destroy whatever belief the general
public beld, that ufology iz a subject worthy of ssrious
soientific interest; as a result, the study has had %o be
corried on by a handful of single-nminded people who could
see that bohind the surfacs absurdities and ambiguities
there is an important reality. Of these dedicatsd
individuals, none has been more active and more enthusia—
stic than Jenny Randles herself, She has often been 2
controversial figure: sometimes her enthusiasm has caused
her to overreach herself, evoking personal vituperation of
thet peeuliarly recriminatory kind which seems tc afflict
small groups of over-intense enthusiasts. Zut througaout
it all she hag consistently maintained a devotion to the
highest standards, even 3if it hasn't always been within
her power to maintain those standards in practice. IHer
new book iz a triumphant vindication of her policy.

I+ is not easy to steer an acceptable course between
presenting an official report on the onme hand and a
popular account on the other; too often the writer gots
togged down in the mimutiae of trivia ome moment, and the
next slips over into the "little did I guess, as I set off
for Scunthorps that drizzly Monday morning...” Jenny's
new beok steers a middle course which should appeal %o the
working ufologist and the wan in the street alike., She
makes no concessions %0 the supposed preferences of a
popular readership, tut presenis the events in all their
complexity, bringing together the activities of & great many
separate groups ahd individuals whose contributions she
generously acknewledges.

The book is well provided with references, attributions and
acknowledgements, and every incident is referred back to its
original source. At the same time, she is able to stand
back from her subject to take a broad perspoctive and present
it lucidly, and perceptively. When describing ambiguous
‘evidence — and most of it is ambiguous! - she gives us all
the ‘options, making no secret of -her own doubts ani uncert-
ainties. The result is ineviiably = somewhat incoherent
narretive which lacks a satisfactory conclusion - but then
that is precisely what the affair iiself presents.

THE PENNINE UFO YYSTERY gains vastly from Jenny's wide
knowledge of her subject, which enables her to draw useful
parallels with other cases widely separated in time and
place. Similarly, her awareness of relevant research
studies adde an impertant dimension, enabling her to illum-
jnate the Pennine incidents from the work of researchere as
varied ag Persinger, Jung, lawson and Devereux. All this
is dope, however, without bogging the reader down in hnvyzo

_ wyith thie book, Britich ufology comes of age".

Book reviews held over until next issue:

BEYOND THE BODY by Susan J. Blackmore (PALADIN)
HAUNTINGS AND APPARITIONS by Andrew Mackenzie {SALADIN)

A

HILARY EVANS

discussion: Jenny writes with such total ihvolvement that
only the dullest reader could fail to be drawn into the
excitement of the muest, sharing the investigatore' baffle—
ment at the enigma confronting them, and their satisfaction
when soma piece of the jigsaw actually sesms to fit into a
larger picture.

The reader may hesitate, as I do, to agree with the author
in every respect. 1 was sorry to see no reference to
Rutledge's FROJECT IDENTIFICATION, which I would have
thought extremely relevant; ard it is a pity the book was
written too soon to take into account the parallels with the
extraordinary UFO sightings currenily ocourring in Norway.
Her brief reference o Hopking' MISSING TIME, does less than
justice to a point of view which, though I am myself diffi-
dent about swallowing it whole, 1 consider it vitally
important that we should take very seriously.

On & more mundane level, I would have liked some maps toO
show where everything was happening, and a chronological
timeteble of the incidents would have helpsd the reader
keep track of the complex web of events. And why couldn't
we have had Alan Godfrey's own witness sketches — or are
they governmert property?

But these are minor shortcomings in what ig a really
praiseworthy effort, which I read with continuous admir—
ation for the author az well as a sustained excitemeni
about the subject. If mome of us had reservations abont
her previous book, ALIEN CONTACT, we need have none about
this new book, which reaffirms that, by tke breadth of her
knowledge and the dopth of her insight, Jenny Randles is
the best ufologist we haves I have deliberately said
nothing specifically about the subjeot matter of the book,
Some readers will be aware of some of the incidents as they
hava beer sporadically reported in the media; they will be
glad as I am 4o have them placed in a broader perspective
and illuminated by reference %o external material. XNo
summary of mine could do justice 4o an affair whose
interest consista partly, st least, in its complexity and
in the ambiguous but apparent interconnections between one
incident and another.

One thing, though, comes through loud and clesr., The
query which has been bandied about a lot lately, ¥here
have all the UROz gone?, is shown to be as much of a non=
question as most working ufologists suspected. 1 won't be
so glib as to say that USOs are alive and well and living
in West Yorkshire, if only because there is plemty of
activity gZoins on elsewnere — here in South-Easi London,
to name just one area. The UFOs are still very much with
us; and thanks to investigators like -those whose work
Jenny chroniclee here, they are now being studied with a
surer expertise, and with a greater awarsness of the issues
that may be pertinent, than ever before. For this the
oredit must go ‘in larze part fo Jenny herself, who has
been the eloguént spokesperson for a new achool of scient—
ifically-minded investigators whose methods and approach
go far beyond simple reporting of the reporfed facis, and
wno consider each event in a spectrum of implications
whioh range from geophyszical forces at one exireme to
psychosocial factors at the other. ’

I% is this broad-minded, multi-disciplinary approach, as
opposed to dedication to a single hypothesis to the exclu~
sion of others, which typifies all that is best.in modern
ufolegy; and Jenny's new book is & timely example of the
approach. When back in 1979 I reviewed the book she wrote
with Peter Warrington, UFOS: A BRITISE VIEWPOINT, I wrote
Witk her
new book, Jenny puts into practice the principles outlined
in that earlier book, 2rd the result is a 4riumphant
vindication. Now let's hope that all those who bought TEE -
WELSH TRIANGIE, THE UNINVITED, and TEE JANOS PEOPLE will
ouy THE PENNINE USO MYSIERY and find out whkat ufology is
really about. %
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