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A VIEW FROM BRITAIN
THE JENNY RANDLES COLUMN

(Originally published in The MUFON JOURNAL, August 2001)

(Editor's note - Please bear in mind the original date of publication. YUFOS extends its thanks
to Jenny & to Dwight Connely, editor of The MUFON Journal, for permission to reproduce this

work.)

Air of Mystery

One of the topics being hotly debated in the
UK right now concerns mid air encounters
between UFOs and commercial aircraft. There
has been increasing alarm at the rising
numbers of such events during the past
decade - with dozens on public.record in the
UK - and the fear is growing that they may
lead to a disaster.

This is a topic that I have been concerned with
for quite some time -and I have personal cause
to know just how dangerous that scenario can
be.

Partly as a consequence I have compiled a
study of mid air encounters in book form - that
was published in the UK as Somerhing in the
Air (Hale) and in the US under the rather less
subtle title UFO Danger in the Air! (Sterling,
1998).

The figures

Almost 100 mid air encounters have been
reported since 1990 over Britain alone. These
figures are likely to be an under estimate -
given evidence from a study by a Scottish
UFOlogist Jim Sneddon who routinely
recorded mid air to ground radio
communications and found a steady stream of
never reported UFO encounters. So the official
figures are the tip of the iceberg.

This concern is seen in true context when one
considers that the skies over the UK are not as
densely trafficked as the US (there is only a
modest level of intermal flights given the
relatively short distances involved and
the extensive rail network that carries most
long range passengers across the nation).

A particularly serious incident occurred in
April 1991 when an Alitalia flight heading into
London Heathrow over Kent encountered a
fast moving lozenge shape that was also
tracked on radar. For a time there was a fear

that this was an accidental missile launch from
a coastal base, but this option was likely
eliminated and according to the records I saw
whilst wnting Something in the Air the case
was accepted by the CAA (Civil Aviation
Authority) as a genuine UFO encounter. Not
that they knew what one of those
was!

Possibly the most famous event (in the US at
least) happened within 5 miles of where I lived
in the Peak District of Derbyshire. A British
Airways Boeing 737 heading into Manchester
on a flight from Milan in early January 1995
came close to a rocket shaped mass which
crossed its path as it flew above the settlement
of Whaley Bridge.

Although this case has often featured on TV
programs discussing UFOs I personally am
reasonably certain that it was an encounter
with a bolide — a bright meteor that trailed
gasses but was not seen from the ground owing
to cloud cover. The CAA investigation found
that only the Boeing was on radar and I think
the crew's impression that this thing passed
close by them was subjective and it was in fact
much higher and further away.

Indeed there are marked similarities between
this case and the famous Chiles-Whitted
episode over Alabama in 1948. I personally
believe that this incident was a bolide - too -
based on cases that I have followed up where a
trail of debris crossing the atmosphere has
been perceived by witnesses as being lights or
windows on the side of a rocket or cigar
shaped craft.

But I do realise that theory is a contentious
argument! I refer you to Something in the Air
for a closer discussion as to why I think this
solution appropriate but you are free to
consider both cases more strange. The
British Airways crew do not agree with my
conclusions, I should add.

1
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A real threat

However, in some respects it actually does not
matter if the 1995 sighting is explicable. I think
other mid air encounters probably have
explanations too - such as an episode on the
approach to Gatwick in Sussex when a small
silvery ball crossed the path of a descending
jet.

In that case I believe the UFO was a toy
balloon. Whilst that might seem almost absurd
(maybe even more absurd than a bolide in the
above case) I have first hand experience of the
possibility.

In May 1969 T witnessed from the ground a
small silvery ball pace an aircraft heading over
Manchester. It circled the tail fin and then
pulled away as the plane banked. I was lucky
enough to have a telescope handy and
watched the incident through this - seeing that
the ball was, in my view, almost certainly a
small balloon. This had probably escaped from
a fair then ongoing in a nearby park and must
have got caught in the slipstream of the
plane. After being tugged along it ‘broke free’
but only when the aircraft changed direction.

Having seen this happen all those years ago [
have investigated the possibility of balloon
slipstream captures involving ascending and
descending jets and by all accounts this does
seem to be a probable cause of a number of
mid air encounters (although, of course, hardly
all or even most of them).

I think it is worth bearing in mind that 90 -
95% of all UFO sightings do have a resolution
as some form of IFO. And it would be unwise
to imagine that a fair ratio of mid air sightings
are not going to be explained away as
well. Air creware, of course, expenenced
observers and when they have instrumental
back - up (such as radar trackings) the sighting
can be very interesting and difficult to crack.
But pilots are also human beings and just as
likely to misperceive things as any human can
be. Indeed at speed in mid air any sighting can
be quite fleeting making estimates of speed,
height and size almost impossible to make
accurately (especially at night).

Whilst I am often accused of demeaning of the
capabilities of a trained and skilled observer by
saying such things, that is not the case. I am
full of admiration for the skills of these mid air
witnesses. But as an experienced investigator
of UFO sightings - like many of you - I am
also aware of how often anomalous stimuli can

and do fool the senses. Sometimes it does not
matter if you are Albert the dockyard worker
or Albert Einstein humans see ordinary things
in extraordinary ways. It is how our senses and
our brains operate. It is the fundamental
principle behind many UFO sightings.

However, even if a sighting is explicable - as I
think many of these mid air encounters
probably are (other causes involving met
balloons and military test equipment for
example) - this i3 not to minimise the
consequences. Indeed quite the reverse. I think
we need to be better informed about the things
that are visible up there because they are a
potential threat.

The more that air crew can become aware of
what they might encounter and how they might
perceive it the safer air travel will be. I am
very rtespectful of the work that Richard
Haines is doing in this regard, for example.

It is extremely foolish to dismiss as irrelevant a
sighting of what might be just a toy balloon on
the grounds that it clearly is no risk to a
huge jetliner. Physically it may not be. Neither
would a bolide burning up many miles above
the aircraft. But if the air crew perceive these
things (as they often do) in far more
intimidating fashion then the threat is very
real indeed.

The risk

Of course, thankfully, pilots are highly trained
to expect the unexpected, but they are bound to
react instinctively when they see something
heading at them that they believe might be a
UFO. Who wouldn't? If unaware of the
possibilities they could put the aircraft into a
dive and lead to stresses on the superstructure.
It may even be necessary to do this in the
prevailing circumstances. But I am arguing
that the more informed about UFQOs (and most
especially about IFOs) that air crew can be the
better it will be for all of us.

So I certainly do not believe that the solving of
mid air cases is a trivial matter.

Yet even if many mid air sightings are
explicable that word many is not the same as
all. There are cases that will be genuine
encounters between an aircraft and a real UFO.
Since both are flying objects and thus within
their own environment the percentage of
unsolved mid air cases is likely to above the
norm because aircraft are simply in the right
(or wrong!) place at the right (or wrong!)
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moment - unlike people on the ground and so
sceing these things above their heads most of
the time.

So this article is emphatically not an argument
that all mid air encounters are misperceptions.
And it is equally important that air crew are
familiarised with the relatively remote but
nonetheless real possibility that an actual UFO
might cross their path one day. The more we
can study these things - the more IFOs we can
eliminate - and the more we can know
about the unsolved phenomena that might be
up there - the better we can inform those who
take the great responsibility of flying us around
the planet.

For often it will be our responsibility to bring
forward this information. We cannot rely on
the (largely poorly informed) powers that be
to do it for us. And, sadly, we need to make
our case with objectivity and humility - rather
than to insist that every mid air encounter is a
deadly brush with an alien scoutship - in order
that our words might be listened to by those
who quite rightly will respond to common
‘sense rather than hysteria.

So what happened to me you might ask? Here
is the story. It occurred - by the way - in the
same general area (the Pennine Hills) and in
the very same month (January 1995) as the
British Airways episode described above.

On the 28 January I was flying home from a
live TV show in Ireland where [ had talked
about alien abductions. The journey across the
Iish Sea by a smull turbo prop of Jersey
European Airlines should have taken under an
hour to reach Blackpool. However, things went
wrong soon after take off and we had to land
on the Isle of Man because of the fault. A
replacement aircraft was sent for but it took
many hours to arrive.

By then the weather was deteriorating, with
driving icy rain and gale force winds. As the
second aircraft appeared conditions were
deemed too unsafe to take off. Eventually the
airline decided to risk it rather than abandon
plans until the next day. But we were nearly 12
hours late as we crossed the sea for the 20
minute onward flight to Blackpool. On this
short hop we began to doubt the wisdom of the
move. The little plane was being rocked from
side to side.

As we flew over Blackpool the pilot
announced (whilst we circled the seaside towns
famous landmark - a tower similar to that in

Paris) that it was too dangerous to land. In fact
I latter discovered the winds were sending road
signs below us hurling through the air like
rockets and so this was probably a wise move!
We flew on across the Pennines and aimed to
land at Leeds/Bradford Airport (about 70 miles
away) where there were better facilities -
although only slightly less severe weather.

Thankfully the little plane touched down safely
(although very bumpily) at just after 6.30 pm
and those of us on board burst into
spontaneous applause at the skill of the crew
given the terrble conditions. [ doubt any
of us were looking out of the window as we
came in. We were just focusing on
getting on the ground and on the activities of
the flight crew who were seeking to reassure
one passenger who had made the most of the
free drinks supplied by the airline whilst we
waited for hours at the Isle of Man!

A few days later a UFO sighting was routed
through to me by the radio telescope and
science centre at Jodrell Bank. This, of itself; is
not unusual. [ get many cases this way each
year. But the sighting itself was to say the least
fascinating.

Mrs Graham from Bradford had been out
walking her dog on the evening of
my flight when she noticed a small plane
heading into Leeds/Bradford fighting against
the winds. From the time she recalled this
flight had to be ours (few other planes landed
anywhere near this same time and none were
small ones). As Mrs Graham watched she saw
a ball of white light head towards it from the
side and feared a collision. But this ball
seemed to then hug the side of the aircraft and
‘escort’ it just a few feet away. She estimates
the ball was only a foot or two in diameter. As
the aircraft descended into the airport to land,
the ball of light pulled away at a sharp
angle and streaked away into the sky.

It is hard to know what to make of this
stunning account. But Mrs Graham had no way
to know that I had been on that plane when she
described it to me. Her story was clearly
sincere. And I do not know whether to regard
this eerie tale as one big coincidence, to think
that ‘someone up there’ was guiding me home,
or to ponder if this suggests that mid air
encounters are now so commonplace that it
was no big deal that I got involved in one. If so
then we might not be aware of anything like
the full extent of the problem. Whatever the
case this encounter was rather too close for
comfort!

3

Vol. 6, # 2, October 2002




PRE

CROP CIRCLES: "SIGNS" FROM ABOVE OR
HUMAN ARTIFACTS?

BY JACQUES VALLEE

(Thanks to Dave Haith <visions@ntlworld.com>)

Some personal speculations on a fractal theme.

The key to investigating anomalies often lies in
asking the right questions rather than
pondering a long list of assumed answers and
fighting over hypotheses. The crop circles that
have adorned English fields in the last couple
of decades are a good example of this
principle. Many well-intentioned “paranormal”
investigators and New Age enthusiasts have
immediately posited hat the circles must be
caused by Aliens, while the general
opinion of joumnalists and academics tended to
state they were he product of hoaxes. Indeed
two retired men were featured in he world
media as the confessed authors of many
circles. .

Over he years several interested researchers -
including this author - have met with and
interviewed self-described “artists” who bad
generated some complex crop formations as a
new type of display where the landscape is
used as a canvas to shock popular
consciousness and stimulate reaction. There is
no question that at least some of the formations
- including some remarkably complex ones -
are their handiwork.

This leaves most of the formations
unexplained, especially those that have
appeared in a very short time or under
conditions of very high mathematical accuracy.
Drawing a bicycle or a spider in a wheat field
is one thing, the Mandelbrot set of fractal
geometry is quite another.

When  sophisticated  formations  started
appearing in the English countryside several
teams of UFO investigators (who came from a
background of soil and trace studies related to
the familiar imprints often left behind after
sightings such as Delphos or Trans-en-
Provence) began to take notice. Rather than
jumping to conclusions about the origin and
purpose of the formations they drew up a list
of fundamental questions that went like this:

Is there a change in the nature of the
formations over time? What is it, exactly, that

happens to the vegetation inside the affected
areas?

Is there anything special about the location of
the phenomenon? To seek information on these
topics they established a protocol to gather
vegetation samples and sent them to a number
of laboratories for microscopic studies. The
results, which have been discussed at meetings
of the Society for Scientific Exploration and
other public events, have never seemed of
sufficient interest for the media (or, indeed, the
ufological mainstream) to take notice, perhaps
because they conflicted with the sensational
nature of other hypotheses.

The answers are as follows:

The early formations were simple circles, then
circles with satellites. In later years more and
more  sophisticated and  precisely-drawn
geometric figures appeared.

Vegetation is bent because the nodes are
exploded. The stalks are not broken and indeed
the plants are often reported to start
growing again. All the significant formations
were observed in an area in close proximity to
major research factlities of the British defence
establishment, often in controlled airspace.

So much for Aliens and Druids.

These studies point to the crop formations as
the result of sophisticated electronic warfare
experiments conducted by defence contractors.
The answer to question (1) provides the
first clue: If you are trying to calibrate a beam,
drawing a pattern on a wheat field can yield
precision information within the diameter of
one stalk over hundreds of feet, an ideal test
situation. The answer to question (2) narrows
down the type of energy that can be
responsible, because the amount of heat
radiation that needs to be coupled into one
node of a stalk of wheat to vaporize the water
content is a known quantity, as laboratory tests
in France and in the United States soon
established. The answer to question (3) points
to the likely authors of the tests.

4
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It is tempting to jump to the conclusion that
some sort of space-based weapon is being
developed. 1 am reluctant to assume this
because of the cost involved. Even if satellites
represent the ultimate platform for such a
weapon, which does not seem obvious to me,
the calibration tests can be carried out far more
cheaply from a conventional aircraft. In those
cases when witnesses on the ground have seen
formations in the process of being created, they
have described a reddish glow at ground
level, with the vegetation bent over in a matter
of minutes.

This would be consistent with a beam directed
at the field from a hovering dirigible, painting
a figure very much in the same way as an
electron beam “paints” a digital image on a
comguter screen. From conversations [ have
had with the investigators involved, the beam
would be unlikely to be a simple infrared
beam. Instead a combination of laser and
microwave transmitters may be involved, or a
form of maser. Perhaps the increasingly
sophisticated tests are designed, precisely, to
discover optimal combinations.

This leaves several issues pending: Why don't
witnesses see the supposed hovering platforms
if they simply fly over the countryside? What
about the “confessions” of the two retired men
who claimed they made the circles with a two-
by-four and a piece of string? And why do the
experiments continue at a point where the
technology seems to have reached a high level
of perfection? I only have tentative answers to
this new set of questions:

Many years ago I gave a lecture on UFO
research at Oxford University. One of the
people attending, a physics faculty member,
told me of an interesting personal experience.
His hobby was to fly gliders over the English
countryside. On one occasion, on a bright
afternoon, he was astonished to see his
plane reflected in a surface that appeared to be
motionless in the atmosphere. He actually flew
around the object and determined it was a
perfectly reflecting cylinder. It is obvious
that such a device would have “low-
observable” characteristics - a visual stealth
platform.

What is suspicious about the two older men's
“confession” is that it appeared simultaneously
on the front pages of international papers and
on CNN the same day. Any published
author familiar with the difficulty of getting
media attention will know that it takes a very
powerful public relations firm to get a story to

the front page of the Wall Street Journal and
the New York Times, Le [Iigaro and many
other papers the same day. Where did the two
pensioners get the kind of clout that would spin
their claim around the planet? The result was
instantaneous:  The press and, more
importantly, most scientists lost all interest in
the story for 10 years.

Why do the tests continue? I admit I have no
good answer to this. It seems farfetched to
assume that they have become more
sociological than technological in nature, yet
this could provide an explanation. Soon or later
the truth will be known, and it can be used to
discredit  the community of paranormal
researchers who have rushed to decipher alien
scripts in the formations, or have hypothesized
a retumn of the Druids, earth lights or messages
from Gaia without first testing the basic
physics of the situation. It may also be that
such hypotheses have been coldly planted
among the New Age milieu as part of a
psychological warfare experiment, and that the
real nature of the crop formations can thus be
hidden from serious attention for a very long
time.

Why would one need to develop such a beam?
Destruction of incoming missiles (or simple
confusion of their electronics) would be an
obvious purpose, but several projects are
already under way to produce such weapons,
notably at Boeing and other defence
contractors. But we may be wrong in assuming
that the beam itself is a weapon; it might be
used simply to guide a much larger amount of
energy (contained plasma, or the fireball
created by a nuclear explosion, for example) to
its ultimate destination. The type of threat that
is present in today's world includes targets that
one may not want to blow up, but rather to
fuse inside a fireball. Such a target might be a
biological laboratory, or a chemical factory,
where dispersion of a pathogen is undesirable.
Is that what the innocent designs in English
fields are really telling us to get ready for? If
so, their message may be far more ominous
that any communication from ETs, friendly or
not.

Jacques F. Vallee

EDITOR’'S NOTE: And here’s me thinking
its all done with a plank of
wood.. Anyhoo, Jacques article has
caused a bit of a stir on the UFO Updates
fist. Any comments on this latest theory
from readers of PRB?
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OUT-OF-THE-BODY

BY JONATHAN SLATER (YUFOS)

It recently came to my attention that a close neighbour had just come out of the Northern
General Hospital in Sheffield, having had open heart surgery. Complications set in, and she
was told later that all her major organs had stopped working. Betty was asleep for about two
weeks; altogether she spent three weeks in intensive care. While in the hospital, she had an
out of the body experience. Mrs B Spencer, who lives on the Shiregreen estate of Sheffield,

has since made a full recovery from her operation.

JONATHAN SLATER: Betty are you a
religious person?

BETTY: Yes, I am a Catholic and I have
brought my family up in the Catholic faith

Can you say why you were in
hospital?

I had an open-heart operation and just after my
operation, they told me all my insides stopped
working (kidneys, liver, stomach, and heart)
and they told me I had about 12 machines
pumping drugs into me.

I was in intensive care for about three weeks;
two weeks I was asleep. So I didn't know
anything that was going off "thank goodness".

Did you see a tunnel of bright light in
you out-the-body-experience?

I just remember being in this building
everything was white.

Can you describe what the room you
saw looked like?

The building was white and all the people were
in white. They were very kind to me, and put
me to bed I put my hand at the side of me and I
felt my husband's leg. I didn't see him but I
knew it was him. By the way he's been dead
six years.

This room had a lot of machinery most of the
people were getting on with what they were
doing. One asked me if I wanted some toast for
breakfast it was all so strange. I can still see it.

Can you describe what the people you
saw looked like?

I didn't recognise anyone. They all had on
white overalls.

Has this experience changed your life
in anyway?

No, only that I can’t forget it.

Have you ever had any other
paranormal experience?

Yes when I was about 17 years old I worked at
‘Wilks Bros’ right at the top of the building. I
was a cashier, when we used to send the
change down the chute in a container. It was a
very old building and I remember this
particular mormning I wasn't very well and
something told me to look round and in a split
second I saw the face of the Virgin Mary or a
nun,

I was terrified I ran down the stairs and at that
time no one believed me. Then when I was 18
years old I met my husband to be who was a
catholic and I changed to catholic and brought
my three children up in the faith and one of the
nuns told, I was a chosen one.

———

Editor's note: / find the above case ~ actually
more typical of a Near Death Expenence
(NDE), interesting for a number of reasons.
Many people have pointed out similarties in
OBE/NDE cases and Alien Abduction
accounts. Compare Belty’s description of the
room to that of an abductee’s “spaceship” - a
white room; machinery, busy people in white
overalls...

1 also find Betty’s earlier encounter particularny
revealing. Although she does not say so in the
interview, | assume that it is only in later years;
after her conversion to Catholicism, that the
figure she might once have referred to as a
ghost, is now considered to be The Virgin
Mary.

Although we have no proof whether anything
“real” happened to Betty in either case, it is her
perception of the events that are so fascinating.
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THE DISAPPEARANCE OF CAPTAIN
SCHAFFNER - NEW EVIDENCE...
CASE CLOSED.

BY DAVE BAKER

The disappearance of USAF pilot Captain
William Schaffner, lost — allegedly - while
chasing a UFO, has been a mainstay in UFO
folklore for over a decade. [ first became aware
of the case in 1993 via the TV programme
UFO - No Defence Significance, and although
not at all active in it’s investigation, [ was
aware of it re-surfacing on a number of
occasions in books, magazines and on the
internet. (1)

The story was always more or less the same;
that the American pilot had been scrambled in
his Lightning jet to intercept an unidentified
flying object over the North Sea, that radar
operators had watched in disbelief as the radar-
blips of the UFO and the Lightning had
merged into one, and that Schaffner’s jet was
recovered from the sea bed a month later, with
the pilot missing from a closed cockpit.

Earlier this year, in Dr. David Clarke and Andy
Roberts’ book Qut of The Shadows, an
altemative and altogether more rational
explanation was presented.

In 2001, many records relating to the case were
released at the Public Records Office, London
under the 30 year rule. Clarke & Roberts
examined a number of important documents,
which shed vital new light on the Schaffner
case. These included the Operation Record
Books for RAF Binbrook, 5 Squadron (the
QRA to which Schaffner was attached),
Patrington (the radar station involved) and the
Lightning QRA squadrons from Scotland that
were supposedly scrambled to pursue the UFO.

Clarke checked the UFO reports received at
S4f (Air) - the “UFO desk” later made famous
by Nick Pope- for September 1970, but found
no mention of any UFO interceptions in
Scotland.

QRA records for the Lightning Squadrons at
Leuchars showed that none of the
squadrons on alert that night were scrambled,
and that according to the squadron logbooks
there were no 'live' scrambles at all between 8-
11 September 1970.

The QTA records for Binbrook, Patrington and
5 Squadron, all describe how the base was
suddenly placed on alert without waming on
the night of 8 September for a TACEVAL
(tactical evaluation exercise), which involved a
slow moving Avro Shackleton transport
entering UK airspace. Lightnings were
scrambled one by one at slow speed, and
Schaffner had to track, identify and ‘shadow’
this target, which was unknown to him.

He was actually less qualified than earlier
sources had suggested and not experienced in
this kind of manoeuvre. The pilot made a fatal
mistake, flying too low and beneath the
Shackleton and he had been forced down onto
the surface of the sea. Clarke received a letter
from Schaffner's commanding officer which
confirmed all of this.

According to the official accident report, the
automatic canopy release mechanism on the
Lightning had  malfunctioned, forcing
Schaffner to open it manually in order to
escape the sinking aircraft. While doing so, the
pressure of the water had forced the canopy
closed, severing the tether that connected the
pilot to the aircraft’s survival kit. It was
believed that Schaffner either never made it to
the surface, or was lost at sea.(2)

Clarke and Roberts book, had, for many people
provided ample explanation for the case to be
laid to rest as an unfortunate accident with no
connection to UFOs.

Last month though, the case was once more
given public prominence via the BBC TV
programme Inside Ouwt and it’s on-line
equivalent.(3) Researchers from the programme
re-investigated the case on behalf of Captain
Schaffner’s sons, who wanted closure to the
mystery surrounding their father’s death and
who had been understandably distressed by the
rumours of alien abduction.

As we have discussed various aspects of the
case at YUFOS meetings, and the group had an
interest in the case, [ felt that it was relevant to
compile an article about Schaftner for
inclusion in Project Red Book.
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The evolvement of the Schaftner case from a
tragic accident at sea to an encounter with a
hostile UFO is a long and complex one and
one which is still being investigated by
researchers such as Clarke & Roberts, and Hull
investigator Gary Anthony and consequently
something of a ‘hot potato’. Although I have
been made fully aware of the investigation into
the Schaffner case, and into the search for the
original ‘source’ of the UFO link, I do not
think it appropriate that I should present all of
the information available in my own article.

These researchers have worked too hard and
too long in an effort to gather all the relevant
facts about the case, and it is they who should
present the case-file when they see fit.

[ had therefore merely planned to publish a
printed version of the BBC’s on-line report in
PRB. On transferring it to ‘paper’ though, I
considered that it lacked a little depth and
background for a magazine article. I believed
that in order to understand and appreciate the

rational explanation for the tragedy, I had to .

present  the  altemative, and  more
sensationalistic explanation of events, for those
who had never heard of the case at all.

What may not be common knowledge, is that
at the time of Schaffner’s death in 1970, media
coverage treated the case as a tragic accident at
sea and nothing more. There was not even the
slightest hint of UFOs or ‘alien intervention’
until the early 1990s.

To fully understand the stark differences we
must first look at the case as it has appeared in
UFO folklore. I shall present here only the bare

bones of the alien abduction account. There are -

many places interested readers can find the full
story should they wish.(1)

At the height of The Cold War, the RAF had
become increasingly anxious about the number
of unidentified radar retums from over the
North Sea. A task force was set up track and
intercept any breaches of our airspace, be they
Russian intruders or bona fide UFOs.
‘Operation Aenid’ consisted of a chain of 37
radar stations, all in contact with RAF High
Wycome and RAF Rudloe Manor (itself long
associated in the UFO community with UFO
investigation and conspiracy theories).

At 8:17 pm on September 8" 1970, RAF Saxa
Ford in the Shetland Islands picked up an
unknown target travelling southwest over the
North Sea, between the Shetlands and Alesund,
Norway. It maintained a steady speed of 630

mph at an altitude of 37,000 feet for several
minutes, then turned 30 degrees to head due
south, accelerating to 900mph.

Two Lightning Interceptors were scrambled
from RAF Leucars on the coast of Scotland to
intercept. Before they could reach the target, it
executed a 180 degree turn and headed north at
a staggering 17,400 mph, vanishing from Saxa
Fords radar screens.

For the next hour, the object, or others like it,
was detected numerous times on radar, and
more attempts were made to intercept it, with
Lightnings, and later with more sophisticated
USAF F4-Phantoms scrambled from the US
base in Keflavik, Iceland. The object always
managed to turn and disappear northwards
before visual contact could be made.

As tension increased, RAF Fylingdales in the
UK, and NORAD HQ at Cheyenne Mountain,
USA, were alerted and started monitoring the
activity themselves. It was at the request of a

. “highly placed source” at NORAD which

resulted in Captain William Schaffner being
drafted in to intercept the object.

Schaffher, part of an exchange programme
between the RAF and the USAF, was stationed
at RAF Binbrook in North Lincolnshire. He
duly took off in his Lightning LX 894 at 10:06
pm on an intercept course and, unlike the
aircraft before him, actually managed to catch
up with the unidentified object.(4)

The following is purported to be the “official
transcript” of the conversation between
Captain Schaffner and Radar Station Staxton
Wold, in North Lincolnshire, which was leaked
by “a reliable source”.

It is this transcript which has found its way
onto the internet and elsewhere. ..

Schaffner: I have visual contact, repeat visual
contact. Over.

Staxton: Can you identify aircraft type?

Schaffner: Negative, nothing recognisable, no clear
outlines. There is ... bluish light. Hell that's bright ...
very bright.

Staxton: Are your instruments functioning, 947
Check compass. Over.

Schaffner: Affirmative, GCI (ground control). I'm
alougside it now, maybe 600ft off my ... Jeeze, that's
bright, it hurts my eves to look at it for more than a
few sceonds.
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Staxton: How closc arc vou now?

Schaffner: About 400ft, he's still in my three o
clock. Hey wait ... there's something clse. It's like a
large soccer ball. It's like it's made of glass.

Staxton: Is it part of the object or independant?
Over.

Schaffner: It ... no, it's separatc from the main body
... the conical shape ... it's at the back end, the sharp
end of the shape. It's like bobbing up and down and
going from side to side slowly. It may be the power
sourcc. There's no sign of ballistics.

Staxton: Is there any sign of occupation? Over.
Schaftner: Negative, nothing,
Staxton: Can you asscss the ratc?

chaffner: Contact in gentle descent. Am going with
it...50...00 about 708 ... it's levelled out again.

Staxton: Is the ball object still with it? Over.

haffner: Affirmative. It's not actually connected ...
maybe a magnetic attraction to the conical shape.
There's a haze of light. Yc'ow ... it's within hcat
haze. Wait a sccond, it's turning.. coming straight
for mc.. am taking cvasive action..a few..]l can
hardl...

Staxton: 94? Come in 94. Foxtrot 94, arc you
receiving? Over. Come in 94. Over.

A few minutes later...

Schaffner: GCI ... arc you receiving? Over.

Staxton: Affirmative 94. What is your condition?
Gver.

Schaffner: Not too good. 1 can't think what has

happened... 1 feel kinda dizzy... 1 can see shooting
stars.

Staxton: Can you sec your instruments? Over.

Schaffner: Affirmative, but er...the compass is
uscless ...

Staxton: Foxtrot 94, tum 043 dcgrecs. Over.

Schaffner: Er ... all directional instruments are out,
repeat useless. Over.

Staxton: Roger 94, exccute turn right, estimate
quarter turn. Over.

Schaffner: Turning now.

Staxton: Come further 94. That's good. I[s vour
altimeter functioning? Over.

Schaffner: Affirmative GCL

Staxton: Descend to 3,500ft. Over.
Schaftner: Roger GCL.

Staxton: What's your fuel state 947 Over.
Schaffier: About 30 per cent GCL.

Staxton: That's what we calculated. Can you tell us
what happened 947 Over.

Schaffner: I don't know. It came in close ... I shut
my eyes ... [ figure I must've blacked out for a few
seconds.

Staxton: OK 94. Standby.

Schaftner: Can vou bring me in GCI? Over.

Staxton: Er... Hold Station, 94. Over.

A few minutes later...

Staxton: Foxtrot 94. Can you ditch aircraft? Over.

Schaffner: She's handling fine. T can bring her in.
Over.

Staxton: Negative 94. I rcpeat, can you ditch
aircraft? Over.

Schaftner: Yeah ... I gucss.
Staxton: Standby 94. Over. Oscar 77. Over.

Shackleton: 77. Over.

Staxton: 94 is ditching. Can you maintain wide
circuit. Over.

Shackleton: Affirmative GCI. Over.

Staxton: Thanks 77. Stanby 94, exccute ditching
proceedure at your discretion. Over.

Schaffner: Descending now, GCL Over.

A month later, the Lightning was recovered
from the North Sea bed, with the canopy
closed, the ejector seat intact, and Schaffner’s
body nowhere to be found.

How could the pilot of the Lightning have
vanished from within a closed cockpit?

How indeed. ..
Next, we present the BBC-Inside QOut- on-line

report on the Schaffner case, which appeared
on Monday 16" September 2002. It should be
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pointed out that the segment on Schaffner
appeared on the regional edition of the
programme broadcast in the Yorkshire and
Lincolnshire regions. Other regions may have
not have covered the story.

The following text appears unabridged, but as
the BBC do not hold the copyright to many of
the photographs which appear in the article, for
instance those of William Schaffner and the
wreckage of the Lightning being recovered

from the sea, I unfortunately cannot reproduce
them here.

Most importantly, compare the transcript of
Schaffner’s conversation with Staxton Wold
from the internet, to that officially released by
the MOD...

NOTE: The entire text is copyrighted by the
Bntish Broadcasting Company (BBC) and
must not be re-produced without express
permission.

FRESH EVIDENCE ON YORKSHIRE ALIEN
ABDUCTION e ssc

(Published with the kind permission of BBC Online)

Britain’s most plausible alien abduction
happened off the East Yorkshire coast,
according to some UFOlogists.

The incident happened in September 1970.
Foxtrot 94, an RAF Lightening fighter jet
crashed into the North Sea.

UFOlogists claim its pilot, Captain William
Schaffner was abducted by an alien spacecraft
after he’d scrambled to intercept it off
Flamborough Head.

The Lightning aircraft was recovered three
months later from the seabed. Remarkably, it
was virtually undamaged.

The cockpit canopy was shut but there was no
sign of Captain Schaffner’s body.

The unusual condition of the wreckage fuelled
UFOlogists speculations of an alien abduction.

These claims are the talk of UFO Intemet sites,
as are bogus transcripts of the Captain’s last
radio conversation with RAF Patrington.

Captain William Schaffner was a 28-Year-old
American exchange officer.

His family were never told the results of the
official inquiry into the crash.

The Ministry of Defence has previously
insisted that the report on the crash was
shredded.

His sons, Glenn and Mike Schaffner, have
been trying to discover the truth about their
father’s disappearance for years.

Their efforts have not solved the mystery.
Until now.
BREAKTHROUGH

Secret documents and classified photographs
of the RAF fighter have been exclusively
obtained from the Ministry of Defence by the
BBC’s Inside Out team.

The following will finally give the brothers the
information they desire and deserve:

e A copy of the inquiry report

e A transcript of the Captain's final
conversation with ground controllers

e  Pictures showing the pilot’s empty
cockpit

The inquiry report makes the following points:

It was not a UFO but a slow moving
Shackleton reconnaissance aircraft that the
Captain was trying to intercept on an exercise

Its crew had lost radio contact.

Then, by the light of a flare, they’d seen the
aircraft in the water.

The Captain had simply flown too low trying
to get beneath his target and hit the sea.

Captain Schaffner had not been properly
trained to carry out the exercise he had been
asked to undertake.
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When he tried to bail out, his ejector seat failed
to operate.

ACCIDENT

These points appear to suggest that the crash
was an unfortunate accident with a plausible
explanation. This should destroy some of the
alien abduction rumours, which have angered
and upset Captain Schaffner’s sons for years.

OPPOSITION

A few budding UFOlogists may still not accept
this explanation, due to distrust of the Ministry
of Defence documentation.

Former North Yorkshire policeman Tony
Dodd told /nside Qut, “I don’t think that we
will ever get to the bottom of what happened
because the RAF would never accept that a
UFO could be involved.”

Reporter Sophie Hull said, “Some aspects of
Capt. Schaffner’s disappearance can’t be
explained.

“But we believe this is as close to a detailed
explanation of what actually happened that
anyone will get”

It appears to be enough for Captain Schaffner’s
sons. They can now concentrate on enjoying
their father's memory in peace.

Transcript of tape recording at RAF Patrington
concerning incident to Mission CPM45 at
20:45 Hours on the 8th September 1970.

Fighter Controller: Time check 20:30.
Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman; 52.
Fighter Controller: Is the target heading about 250°

again?

Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman: Affirmative but I shall
not have enough fuel to accompany to land if he
does cross territorial waters.

Fighter Controller: Roger 52.

CC_Assistant, controller please - will yvou tell him
that hus fighter 45 is airborne at 20:30. [ think that’s
him there.

Cont / Asst: 20:30? Yes - OK thank you.

Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman: 52 check about 45
miles from point alpha?

Fighter Controller: 52 that’s affirmative and 45 is
south of you at this time range 335 not on channcl
yet.

Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman: Roger.

Fighter Controller: 52 on this heading Flamborough
Head is dead ahead of vou, range 20 miles.

Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman: 52.
Fighter Controller: 52 is the target still at 1500 feet?

Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman: Affirmative.
Fighter Controller: Roger.

Capt. Schaffner: Mission 45 airbome at one zero
2er0.

Fighter Controller: Roger 45 Patrington port 335
over.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger understood on a port tum
335 a heading of 100.

Fighter Controller: Roger 45 have you weapon
contact and the target is north-west of you range 35
at this time and his height is at 1500 feet.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger 45 copied - lcvel 100 until
close.

Fighter Controller: 45.

Fighter Controller: 45 the OHH is 986 - 52 is with
the target at this time shadowing and your task will
be to take over from 52.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger.
Fighter Controller Buster buster target range 28.
Capt. Schaffner: Roger buster.

Capt. Schaffner: Target heading?

Fighter Controller: 45 the last target hcading was
230. 52 Patrington confirm target hcading?

Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman: 52 affirmative and the
target speed [ estimate at no faster than 160 knots.

Fighter Controller: Roger - did you get that 457
Capt. Schaffner: Got it.

Fighter Controller: Roger.

Fighter Controller: 45 on 335 target is 10 right to
yourange 21.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger descending.
Fighter Controller: Roger 45.

Capt. Schaffner: 45 will descend to five.
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Fighter Controller: Roger.

Fighter Controller: 45 target is holding at 10 to 15
left and the range 17%2.

Capt. Schalfner: Roger looking.

Fighter Controller: 45 onc instruction was if the
aircraft crosses the Intemational Boundary Line he
is to be ordered to follow you back to Binbrook.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger.
Fighter Controller: 45 the target is now 35 left range

13%.
Capt. Schaffner: 45 roger at 5,000.

Capt. Schaffner: 43 is annament safety check
complete.

Fighter Controller: 45 say again.
Capt. Schaffner: 45 is ammed safe.

Fighter Controller: Roger 45.

Fighter Controller: 45 the target has moved 45 left
range 10.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger.

Fighter Controller: 45 Port 310 over.
Capt. Schaffner: Roger Port 310.
Capt. Schaffner: 52 check height.

Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman: 52 is at 1,500 feet with
the target at 2,00 yards. o

Capt. Schaffner: Roger.

Fighter Controller: 45 make speed decimal 95 over.
Capt. Schaffner: 45 roger? That'’s pretty fast.

Fighter Controller: Roger 45 make it a speed
commensurate with your endurance then, that target

range 10 at this moment. 1 think we’ve got enough
to catch up at this peed, he's only 160 kis.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger.

Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman: 52 be leaving the target
in about 2 minutes.

Fighter Controller: Roger 52 understood.
Capt. Schaffner: 45°s now at 2,000.

Fighter Controller: Roger 45.

Fighter Controller: 52 your pigeons to alpha 200
range 32.

Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman: 200 32 copied.

Fighter Controller: 45 on 310 targets at 40 left,

range 7%.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger.

Fighter Controller: 45 be advised the targets about
12 miles off Flamborough Head on his present
heading.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger.

Fighter Controller: 45 port 250 over.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger turning port 250.

Fighter Controller: 45 target range 6% - 7.

Capt. Schaffner: Contact with a sct of lights in that
area.

Fighter Controller: Say again.

Capt, Schaffner: Set of lights in that arca - closing.

This took 'place at at 20:45 Hours on
September 8, 1970.

Fighter Controller: 45 your in a clutter arca of mine
at the moment - keep a sharp look out please.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger I'm watching em.
Fighter Controller: Keep a close look out for

Flamborough Head it’s about range 6%z now.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger.

Fighter _ Controller:
countrollers.

Capt. Séhg{h_c:: Roger.

Capt. _Schaffner: 45 the target looks like he's
heading about 180.

Fighter Controller: Roger.
Fighter Controller: 45 estimated range from the

coast now S miles - if he comes within 3 miles he is
to be escorted to Binbrook.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger.

Capt. Schaffner Wingman: 52 steady 180 - 5,000 ft
for recovery.

45  Patrington  changing

Fighter Controller: 52 Northern Radar have you
contact would you squawk ident and call them on
stud 4 - if no joy back to me.

Fighter Controller: 45 Patrington amendment to

previous instruction - if target aircraft approaches
within 3 miles of the UK coast line he is to be
directed to land at Waddington - I say again -
dirccted to land at Waddington.
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Fighter_Controller: 45 Patrington be advised vou're
dark to me at this time.

Fighter Controller: 45 Patrington vou are dark to me
this time - check target’'s heading and your own
over.

Fighter Controller: 45 Patrington nothing heard.

Fighter Controller: C45 C43 Patrington do vou rcad
over.

Fighter Controller: C45 C45 Patrington - over.
Fighter Controller: 45 Patrington do you read.
Fighter Controller: 45 Patrington nothing heard.
Fighter Controller: 45 Patrington if you rcad me
your standby channel fighter stud 30 - call Bawdsey
fighter stud 30 - over.

Fighter Controller: 45 Patrington still nothing heard
if you're this frcquency would you call Bawdsey
fighter stud 5 or 30 fighter stud 30 call Bawdscy.

Background noise ceases on this tape and the

remaining 16 minutes of tape bear no
recording.

©British Broadcasting Corporation 2001,
Broadcasting  House, Portland  Place, London,
WIA IAA

AFTERWORD

The Schaffner case stands as a significant and
sobering lesson to the whole field of ufology.
It is far too tempting to accept theories and
“facts” at face value, to believe the most
exciting hypothesis, to see what we want to see
in order to see ‘the truth’. So many UFO
encounters are re-hashed and re-distributed in
books, TV shows and magazne articles, and
presented therein as undeniable and absolute
fact, without even the barest check on their
authenticity. There are other such cases, some
of them regarded as “classics™ of UFO lore,
which have absolutely no basis in reality
whatsoever.

More importantly, this case has a strong
emotional angle too. Unlike many stories in the
amnals of ufology, from sprawling spectacles
such as Roswell and Rendlesham, through
claims of alien abduction and contactees, right
down to the most run-of-the-mill sighting of a
simple light in the sky, a very real human
tragedy is at it’s centre; the loss of a man’s life,
and the devastating impact upon his family.

Most participants in UFO cases have brought
themselves into the limelight and publicity,
even if in some of them do not realise the

potential minefield they are choosing to enter.
It is their encounter, their report and they have
chosen to — possibly - become part of UFO
legend and folklore and whatever that may
bring to them.

Captain William Schaffner and his family did
not seek this infamous publicity. It has been
forced upon them by others, either by intention
~ those who deliberately mutated the case from
accident to abduction, or those who
thoughtlessly continued to promote the story as
an alien abduction without first checking on
it’s veracity.

No one is suggesting that this has been done
maliciously or for selfish personal gain. All of
us though, must bear some responsibility for
the words we write, and the long-range
ramifications of our work.

EDITOR'S NOTE

Gary Anthony, an experienced independent
researcher from Hull, has been investigating
the Schaffner case since 1992. Even back
then, Gary had many reasons to believe that
the case — however tragic - was definitely nat
UFO-related, and there was no reason to
continue to treat it as such.

As more evidence has come to light, Gary,
along with other researchers such as Andy
Roberts and Dr. David Clarke, have gathered
more evidence, files and testimony to prove
once and for all — beyond the boundaries of the
BBC Online investigation — that the Schaffner
case can be closed.

Gary hopes to gather all of this evidence into a
definitive report — and on completion, this
important case shall be published in Project
Red Book and in EYE Magazine.

REFEREN