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DITORIAL
Sinall TFC Jouirnals

In the latest issue of BUFORA Journal
writes: "Nowadays, it seens to.ne, every yourgsier who Las i g
couple of popular books on Flying Sauccrs fCQLﬁ_EFIW?uGuD ?wfff*f'
a nagazine on the subject, or cise found a soclety wilil an 1‘y?9198
title and awe-inspiring objects, but no noney ap.alﬁo.mne;Q already
exists a diversity of UFO socielieg and puplicatloens in this
country. Why fritter away noney aud_eff?rt on epnexcrgl antgrgs
when responsible UFO=-researcih ¢rgaiiisatlons are languishing fcr

lack of adequate neans and assictence?"
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John Cleary-iaker
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There 1is no convirncing reason whyy any person, youvng or
not, should not produce a Urid nagazine, if he has tQO tine and
inciinatiecn to do so,. llany urclogists live too far frot London tg
attend DUFORA :ieetings and the production of a nodest TUFO bulletin
is often, for the1, the nost effective :ieans of keeping in touch
with fellow enthusiasts,

It is true that the standard of writing in nany of these
journals is really appalling, but for those who are prepared to
learn fro: their iistakes, the exneriencze of producing such a
bulletin can prove to be very cducational.

Mobody is forced to buy or exchange with a nmagazine whtdh
he considers to te not worth rcading and such publications soon dic
a natural death through a process of natural selection.

- e - G S - S - = S S G B D e G5 (Ov G G G S R M S G5 I o3 N GIN G B U S e G B G¥ Y G W0 00w G2 G0 G s GO E G5 ED G 50 G e -5 G 6 e e e e

ADVANCE QR RETREAT -~ A Reappraisal for 1970
by Alan W. Sharp

Two recent articles in the literature (1,2) have brought
to the fore a conflict which see1s to have reared its head fron tine
to tiiie ever since the beginning of serious UFO investigation over
twenty vears ago.

I refer to the confrontation between what :;iight Dbe
described as the scientific and non-scientific schools of thought
respectively, although this nethod of grouping is too stark to be
conipletely satisfactory. Another palr of classes would ke the
objective and the subjective, though by and large the line of
deiarcation would fall in the sae place in each case,

In order to put the natter in sorie sort of perspective it
is of inportance to ask the questions: "Why do neople becone
interested in the subject of unidentified flying objects?" and:
"What sorts of peonle hecone inwterested in this subiject??

The answer to the second question is suprlied in large
neasure by the answer to the first and both replies hawve 'wuch in
corion with the answers to sindlar questions nosed in connection
with other interesting subjects of general public concern such,
for exaiple, as astronony and exXtra-sensory perception, to nention
but two which arouse wide interest.,

First of all it is obvious that such things appeal to nany
people with active, enquiring ninds, both those who have been
educated in sone scientific discipline and those who have had no
such upbringing.

Sccondly, there is the appcel of the unusual, the nacabre
and the unknown.

Third is what may be descr
religious ccnnotaticn in an era of difficult problens with which
nany people fecl thenselves elther incapable of grappling, or out
of tune with the adopted snluticrsa

Fourth 1s the declining role of the angteur in nany
inportant and attractive disciplines, vhich leads to a desire to
cszape the continually expanding zone where professionals hog the
1inelight and resicst the participation in their lore of other

ibed as the nystical and cuasi-
1
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renbers of the corrunity. ,

Fifth is what nay be called the '"ccank appeal’, .

Sixth is the general intellectual interest of a fresh
topic which cones at a time when society seemns to be.lncrea81ngly
orientated towards the reward of manual pursuits, Th1§ 3a§t_;ay
tend to explain the disproportionately large nenbershlp.cg_cne
disillusioned "riiddle class" in the ranks of the UFO faltﬂfﬁl¢

Fron the preceding analysis it is not hayd to see wiry
ufolbgists approach the subject fron divers viewpoints and why hany
interpretations border en the nystic and occult, ¥t.is glwgyé )
tenpting to eschew the rigorous denands of objectivity by invoking
the supernatural when the going becoies a little rough.

In addition it is hardly surprising that there should be
a reaction against objectivity when so nany years of unrenitting
toil have produced so reagre a harvest of concrete results.
Nevertheless the swing to the subjective can be overenphasized,
for irrationality has always been a narked feature of the UFO scene,
greatly to the dtrinent of the subject and the displeasure of its
riore sengible devotees,

The plethora of highly inaginative contact cases and
tales of rormantic rides in sophisticated spaceships nakes it
extrcnely difficult to separate fiction from fact and has
necessitated the psychological investigation of observers of UFO
phenoniena thenselves in an atternpt to weed out the spurious from the
real., The great snag about this, of course, is that the renaining
reports nay be poor in quality or nay be explained in terms of
reasonably well-understood causes, of natural or !an-made origin,
One interesting thing about a rigorous investigation of UFOC
sightings 1s the insight which it gives into the evaluation of
peculiar events in the past history of mankind., Huian beings seen
to be sadly prone to wishful thinking and the fecund production of
‘1iraculous events., Such things are all very well when everyone
understands the rules and conventions of the game, but have
oinous drawbacks when people begin to accept then at their face
value.

This is why persons like nyself look sonewhat wryliy at
the wild orgies of sightings associated with Salisbury Plain.
Skywatches there are great fun and one neets some very pleasant
individuals in piquant surroundings. The 1ind 1s stinulated, yet
relaxed, and visits are a welcone diversion fro: everyday activities.
On the other hand, the alleged sightings and reports now elanating
fron this locality should be treated with an aniable reserve,

Therc is in the area a certain undercurrent of nystical
and supernatural belief which is a good deal less edifying than
anything connected with UFO investigation there, and it is against
the infiltration of sinilar ideas into our subject that responsible
ufolaéigists rust be on their guard. Unfortunately there are, anong
the ranks of the faithful, sorie notorious adveocates of niysticisn
and anti-science,

Ilence the criphasis rust be placed firnly on strictly
objective reporting and evaluation even at the risk of offending
the purveyors of subjectivist nonsense.

) The psychological investigations now in vogue nay be of
interest and value, but in the UFO context they are only a tool to
separate the real from the spurious, the inportant from the
irrelevant. If, in the process of separation, the evidence for
extraterrestrial visitation disappears, that will be the end as far
as this connentator is concerned, for he views the subterranean and
parallel universe notions as completely unrealistic. Hor is he

iuch inpressed by the "folk-lore and fairies" approach. Interesting
as such things nay be in their owi right their proper context would
see:r to be history, pre~history and social anthropology, rather than
JFO investigation,

In swmary, then, the way forward is clear, I icisn -
be eschewed., Objectivity u&st be tﬁe watchword, ScientigiglClSJ JHSt
evaluation nust be the goal, The extraterrestrial hypothesis rmust be
staunchly adhered to as the fundanental precept. Otherwise we st
be resigned to the investigation of natural and nan-1ade phenoriena
and should re-align our thinking accordingly. A not innossible
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eventuality, it is only fair to renarke.
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TLE SEVEITIES =-- A Prognostic:iiion

B e

by John A. Eiir:er

Ufology is a field that 1s over-endowed with prophets,
Every year since the concept of the UFO was evolved has bezn
heralded as the year the Great Revelation was going to take place,
according to one writer or anotrzsr. In the sixtiezs we had heen
pronised the Ind of the World scveral tines, a nunter of varieties
of World War III, the End of Civilization-As}We-Know-It, the Second
Coning, and llass Landings in Central Park, llew York. Latest despatches
fron AP, UPI, and the Ilew China News Agency reveal that few if any
of these events have taken place. It is therefore with courage
verging on foolhardiness that I step out onto the thin ice of
prophecy,

I can reveal that the Great Revelation will not take
place in the seventies. (Renenber, you read it here firstl) Whether
this is because it is a long tine a=-coniing, or just because there
is no Great Revelation, it is not ny job at this tine to speculate,
One great revelation will be nade by the Tnited States (or Dritish,
Russian, or Panaanian) Governient, who will deny that they have
ever been interested in UFOs, that there are no UFOs, that the
whole thing is total foolishness, and to prove they are not interested
they have cortiissioned the University of Mantucket to disiiss the
wholw natter for a little under half-a-nillion dollars, In contrast,
deep-digging newshounds will reveal that the Duenos Aires municipal
police departnent is holding threc UFOs captive in a disused tran
depot. In Anerica, nen in black reports and strange telephone calls
will becone so corrionplace that the telephone conpanies will start
Dial-an-Alien services for ufologists feeling left out of things.

In England, Warninster will rival Stratford-upon-Avon as a tourist
attraction, and the local papers will carry irate letters about tea
and Winpey stalls on Cradle Ilill. Snall news ite:is on pasge three of
the Daily Telegraph will give tantalizing snippets of informnation
about large nuwibers of two-headed dwarfs who ran about the streets
of Caracas for threc days, withou® inviting any corriotion., Nothing
riore will De heard about this. Continuing its well established
tradition the llerscyside TUFO Dullectin will not actually publish any
reports about UFOs on llerseyside,

Is the coning decade then, hunour apart, going to be
nothing iore than a slightiy necre spectacular repeat of the sixties?
Certainl it will be in part. The poc-boilers and tedious re-hashers
will turn cut nunieroug volunes cf paperback trivia. One can
certainly cxnect the usual anlount of bureaucratic double-talk fron
rublic agznelies; and it is improbable that the public attitude of
arused scepticisn will vndergo any najor change. Iowever, projecting
into the seventies a nuber of already percepntible trends a rather
rore hopeful aspect scens to presont ite2lf.

This Lulletin, along with a muiber of others, has been
advocating a nore open, liberal atsitude towards uf'ologys; and
suggesting that the interplanetery “ypotnecis is cnly one possible
expdination aiong others., It wowld now aprear that «:ch an svnroach
to the problen 1s gathering strensth, In lthe severiics +hic +rend
will continue, possibly producing ruch new inforrmotion that will be
valuable not only to ufologistc, but to students of the nind,
folklore, and other digcciplines nch parhaps immediately aprarent.

In the sev?nties a lot of extreneir interesting articles are going
to appear 1n the pages of UK nagesines. liowever, alongside this
new, iiberal approach, there is already cersing a backlach,
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conparable to the right wing reaction in contgnporary political
thought. Two articles in a recent I'SR take cr;tlcs of the
interplanetary hypothesis to task., The seveptles nay see a.gu}f
opening between the 'liberal! and 'right! wings of the subject. One
would hope that such a division will not result in cheap, personal
attacks. Sadly, it seeils inevitalle that iRt wogld. The gulf nay grow
so wide that the subject of 'ufology! will split conpleuely$ the
tright wingers' keeping to the nane and spirit of Unlden?li;ﬂd ]
Flying Objects, the 'liberals' going off to a far wider interpretation,
and devising sone totally new nane in the process. 1979 nay well
see a cornplete breaking off of diplonatic relations between the two
wings. It is teptingly easy to see a division like this in ter?s
of 'crackpots! and 'rationalists!', putiing your own interpretation
on who'!s who. I do not think that it will be so sinple, There will
be crackpots and cranks, and sensible, rational people on both
sides. The two groups would be studying different problens fron
different aspects, and there will be a wide range of opinion,
inforined or not, on both sides. What basically will have hajp: cned
will be that the phoney unifying force of lights in the sky will
have been rernoved fro1 a wide range of interlinked phenoniena. Sone
of the lights in the sky nay indccd be interplanetary craft. If so,
inprovenent and sophistication of present systems and techniques
will probably lead to thc isolation and identification of this
particular problen. Although not, I think, in the seventics.

A trend of the later years of the sixties that one nay
confidently predict will continue through the seventies is the
growing nuiber of qualified scientists who are finding in the UFO
problen nany features relevant to their own fields of study. In
this connection I nay instance Dr Schwarz who is investigating a
nunber of physiological and nedical effects of UFO incidents. llost
inportantly, Dr Schwarz is reporting his findings in nedical
journals rather than ufological publications, Ile is not atterpting
an explanation of the UFO., Rather he is taking it as a subject that
provides an op;ortunity for sone relevant study in his particular
science, It is this particular kind of scientific involvenent, the
study of one particular aspect of the phenorenon in coparative
isolation, that will grow in the seventies. As a result of this the
role of the anateur ufologist will change. At present he does the
lot - gathers the naterial, investigates, analyses, collates,
speculates, concludes as he can. In the future many of the riore
technical and scientific functions 1ay be taken over bty the
professional. The anateur's new function could be to take the
overall view, and try to discern the interconnections between the
individual studies of the scientists, and to offer speculation that
the professional scientist would not wish to do.

I do not think that the present network of UFO groups,
clubs, societies and drinking partners can survive any radical
change in the nature of ufology. Although I only have knowledge of
the Dritish ufological set-up, I suspect thesc coments will apply
to any other country with an organized UFO study systei, Although it
is often talked about I cannot forsee any far-rcaching rioves
towards a strongly centred UFO organization, although nany of the
sinaller groups will go to the wall in the quite near future. llor
can I see an end to the internecine warfare that exists within and
between Dritish UFO groups. As the decade progresses the type of
scientific involvement that I have presaged above will render the
anateur group increasingly irrelevant. 1979 may see the denise of
the all-in, DUFORA-type organization, and the snall local group, with
its Constitution, Executive Comiittee, and the rest of the
paraphernalia beloved of the Organization ilan, Instead I would
anticipate a growth in the quality and reputation of the best UFO
journals. They would take over the function of the groups, by
providing a forun for the interchange of information, ideas and
speculation., Ry 1979 a journal such as FSR night have evolved into
an even "ore considerable periodical, known, respected and
contributed to by a wide scientific cowrmunity, not just ufologists,
Even without any very radical change in the present attitude towards
UFO study, I consider it unlikely that the present ramnshackle
organization of UFO groups is capable of surviving the seventies in
any relevant formn,
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Will there be any change in the TFO phenoiienon itself in
the seventies? This, of course, is the joker in the pa?k.
Conceivalhly sotething could hap en (not even ruling out "1ass
landings in Central Park, lew York) that would rcnder all our study
and speculation redundant at one fell SWOO0} Such chnngcs as have
occurred in the past have been iainly in our attltuQe tqwards the
problen, Despite this it is possible to sece sone objcective changes
in the source 1aterial of our study. For instance, the growth of
the lian in Dlack aspect does ap .car to bLe an actual statistical
growth, as well as the apparent growth that is the result of the
inereased interest that is being brought to bear on this subjedt.
John Keel »redicts that the UFO phenorenon will beconle incrcasingly
earthbound. I can see no reason to contradict this. !iore new and
unexnected elerents will e introduced into, and energe fro , the
whole UFO problen, rendering it not only -ore coplex, but
considerally wore interesting.,.

I cannot see the answers coning in the seventies. I do
not think they are what we suou 4 be Ioucking for yet. We will not
start getting any answers until we have found out a lot :iore
questions,

A_PRSONAL VIEW OF TR SIXTIRS
by John Iiarney

There was a lull in UFO activity at the beginning of the
decade and this coincided with a lull in :1y interest in the sulject.
1ly attention had first been drawn to the flying saucers in 1952, by
the headlines about the great Washington flap. Later I had joined
the Flying Saucer Club but, being a schoolboy at that ti:e, 1y
activitics were restricted to corresponding with like-iinded
people and reading as 'much of the literature as possible. On one
occasion I went to a :ieeting of the now defunct Wigan Flying Saucer
Group. ilertbers present at this :ienorable event were the Chairian,
his wife, and the Iion, Treasurer. The highlight of the evening was
the playing of a long tape recording of the Chairiian, with a heavy
cold, reading extracts froi1 George Adaiski's books.

In 1965 I joined the llerseyside UFO Research Group, which
had been founded by Alan Rawlinson in 1963.

It was at the IITFORG rieetings that I first saw Alan
Sharp. Cn one occasion he gave us a lecture during which he whittled
away at the UFO evidence and arguients in a anner which seened to
out-llenzel :lenzel, The :e1bers could barely restrain the:iselves
fro1 Hissing at hiny, as at the villain in a Victorian nelodraia.

During l9é5 Alan Rawlinson produced a bulletin on
behalf of the Group. At the end of that year I took it over and in
February, 1966, the first issue of the mntorious IIJFORG Iulletin
deccendod on the doorats of ufologists throughout the land.

Itoaction was generally favourable to the first few issues,
although soe readers seeied to form the iapression that 1 was a
teenager and wrote appropriately patronising letters. These peonle
were disillusioned when they recaided patronising replies.

In our second issue t'aul lionpkins wrote of his iimressions
of an International Get-Acquainted Progra1ie lecture in ilanchester.
I published it with sore '1isgivings. It contained such comrients as:
"The lights went out and the little screen was filled by the figure
of a grotesque hwianoid. Is this what the space intelligences look
like? Oh, sorry! It is Adaiiskl out of focus." Surprisingly, a muiber
of readers wrote to say they thought the article was very fummy, soO
we pressed on with the nrovocative naterizl and the sense of huiour
of soie of the:i began to show signs of atrain.

Sone of our corents evoged augry letters froi readers.
The choicest of these, when read cui at I[UFORG neetings, reduced the
;1erbers to shrieks of uncorirollahic nirth,

In addition to these, %tiLc Tulletin brought us soie very
interesting and infornative correspondents, notably Robert i.Stiff,
of Oklahoiia City, who wrote a larges nuwiber of fascinating letters
until the I{IT "silenced" hine.
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Towards the end of 1966 we got even 1ore controversial. In
Senteiber I went to the DTFORA Northern Conference in Cradford and
heard lir Arthur Shuttlewood holding forth for two solid hours about
the Wariinster phenoiena. iy scathing review of this event, in the
October, 1966, issue of the Dulletin, wz brought two incignart letters
in supnort of Shuttlewnod for publication in the Deceniber iscuc,

However, in that Dece:iber issue we really excelled ’
ourselves. Alan Sharp wrote a lyricel piece, "ioonlight at Warinster',
which practically suggested that observers there were victis of
their own overwrought inaginations. We also published reviews of the
DUFORA Annual General lleeting, written by Dave Tughes and iaul
lionkins, Doth reviews were highly critical, with plenty of sarcastic
corents, I :must adit, though, that Ilopkins puzzled 1e at the ti:e
by coimlaining in his write-up that he had to pay 3/- for
"tenporary eibership” in order to be adiitted. I had also atftended
the neeting, but I just walked straight into the hall, asswiing that
the peonle clustered around the table were erely intent on huying
the UFO books and iagazines inevitably oftered for sale at such
events!

These reviews resulted in sone 'iore-in--sorrow-~than-in-
anger" letters fro1 DUFORA officials and a great shouting atch at
the January, 1967, l'UFORG -1eeting, which sought to establish
whether or not the corients in the Dece:iher issue were justified.
The shouting died down after about half-an~hour and the result was
generally agreed to be a draw.

In the February, 1967, issue of the Tulletin Alan Sharp
reviewed Leonard G. Cranp?s "anti-gravity" thesis, "I'iece for a
Jig-Saw", This book cited the Charltin Crater and other, sinilar
formations as physical evidence for the reality of TUFOs. :ir Sharp
pointed out in his review, as he had done on several nrevious
occasions, that all the evidence indicated a lightning strike as the
nost likely cause of the crater. Ilowever, "physical evidence® for
UF0Os is hard to coe by in this country and logical explanations
for such as corles to light are, therefore, unpopular. Conseduently,
although the Charlton Crater has been discussed in the UFO
literature a nuiber of tinies since, no :iention can be found of iir
Sharp'!s prosailc explanation, :ierely a lot of inane waffle about a
three-legged spaceship with a retractable s»hike sticking out
underneath it.

In February, 1967, ITJFORG ‘1oved its "1eeting nlace fro: the
Free Church Centre, Tarleton Street, in the centre of Liverj;ool, to
rooi1s out in Dingle, which had been redecorated by "iweibers of the
Group. As these roois were for the exclusive use of the Group, the
'1ove should have had a sti:mlating effect hbut in reality it »roved
to be the heginning of the end. Dingle was too far fron the city
centre to be conveniently accessible to several enbers and, later,
a prolonged bus strike caused a further drop in attendances,

Another worry of !I''FORG officials fron: ti:e to tiie was
when the local press exnressed an interest in the Groun's activities
and asked nerniission to send reporters and photographers along to
neetings in order to »hrovide naterial for feature articles., A few
of the me1bers had soie nretty crackpot notions buzzing around in
the ety spaces inside their heads and the rospect of seeing their
vahrourings in »nrint associated with the Groun :1ade the Coriittee
wince., So it was decided to keep the press at ari's length.

lfeanvhile the Condon investigation was in »rogress. In
the April, 1947, issue I wrote in the editorial: "Anyone who exnects
an unequivocal statenent that the U0s are internlanetary is surelv
being a little naive, to say the least." and ",..nobody should be ’
surnrised if they eventually issue a rather non-cortiittal stateent -
nrobalbly urging further investigation. As is now well knovm, Condon
urged further investigations, in the case of any scientist having
a specific idea to follow up, Alsc, if we actually read the reort
we will sec that it is inconclusive, as nredicted, ‘

On lay 27, 1967, Alan Sharp and I descended on War iinster.
It was "y first visit to %hat nleasant little town. We booked
accolodation at the Fariier Giles Guest Ilouse and soon learned of the
delights to cone, as Ken Rogers and iligel Stephenson were also
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staying there. (In those days, kiddies, Nigel Stenhenson was the
337FORA Research Director.) The stowry of that weckend was told by
Alan Sharp and :1¢ in an article entitled "Report on a Visit to
Warinster", in the June, 1957? issue of 1TJFCRG Zulletin, Cur
assessient of the situation was soilevhat sceptical, so we were
delighted when it was reprinted in Flying Saucer Review, '.0ur
encourager les autres". So far as we can gather, thcugh, tre others
were not encouraged and the worid's leading UFO journal suffered
a slight drop in circulation, wiich soon recovered wnen readers
recalized that they did not want to diss anything even wre aiuzing
than "The l!llost Aiazing Case of Ail"y (the Villas Doas story) which
would very likely annear in the next issue after their subscriptions
ran out.
To return to Warninster. On the Sunday evening (lav 23)
a nuwiber of ufologists were drinking in the "sunch of Granes'.
Suddenly, the door was flung open and jin rushed Ken Rogers, crving:
"Te's had a physical contacti Fe'!s had a physical contact!

"0h, you naughty boy!{" exclained the lady behind the bar,
verhans isunderstanding hiq. .

We soon discovered that "he'! was Arthur Shuttlewood and
heard the story of how he had been visited by an "Aenstrian™ 12n
that very afternoon. £nd vhile this 10mentous event had been taking
nlace we were only a few hundred vards away! (For ilr Shuttlewood!'s
account of this incident, see his book, "Warnings fro: Flying
Friends"..)

During the sutvwer of 1967 a great UFO fla) geot under way.
Most of the local sightings were rather vague, but there was a
particularly interesting report fro: IIindley, Lancashire, where a
large, glowing, cone--shaned object had been seen. I iade a
preliiinary visit and gathered soe extra details. Then later
another trip was undertaken. When we finally got going, the —ebers
of the expedition included "iyself, Alan Sharp, raul Honkins and his
girl friend (now his wife), his brother INicholas, Dave Iughes and
Ron Donnelly, We set out in a convoy of vehicles coirrising a car,
a bubble car, a van and a scooter. When we arrived at the site of
the ~lleged "TO events we could only unearth one witness, who was
interviewed by Alan Sharp and -1yself, We then joined the sunhernuiary
nenbers of the expedition on an adjacent slag heap, over which the
"FO was said to have hovered. There we a mused ourselves for so:e
tiie by taking photograrhs of one another, digging for fossils and
causing :1iniature landslides. '

When this began to pall we set off for St I'elens where we
had a fish and chip supper, followed a little later by an agreeable
counle of jars. We finally finished up conducting a sort of
skywatch on a hilltop, where Paul “onhkins busily twiddlec with a
piece of sophisticated-looking, hoie-~iade electronic equi~ent,
with ipressive looking flashing lights on it. This gadget was for
detecting eteors entering the earth's atiosnhere, or soiething
like that. & good tine-~to guote the old ecliche—--was had by one
and all.

In Tovenber, 1967, HMUFORG were hosts to the iiifCR4
Ilorthern Conference, It was not an wnqualified success. During the
norning & blood Donor session was taking nlace on the sae nreises,
causing hilarious confusion to blocd donors and ufologishs. A&
television tea: was also in attendance, seeking out suitably rany
neonle with which to fil interviews. .

The :1ain speakers were Charles Dowen and Anthony Durher,
who both gave interesting and infceriative lectures. The other lecture
of the day was well suv-.ed up Ly Lionel Deer, in the Dece-iker, 1967,
issue of Snacelink., lle wrote: "After tliz tea interval, W. Skeilan of
D.I.G.A.T. talked about the nechanical iimlications of 1 0s. Anongst
his nrops was a tyreless bicycle wheel. which he revolved a few
tines. This produced a noticeabic zereping of chairs, narticularly
aongst the Canbridge University CGroup.! '

Lionel also wrote: '"Altrough the conference was rated a
success, one exnected greater things in view of the high-handed
criticisa of the 1966 A.G.!l., which apneared in lIUFORG Duiletin,™
Touche, as they say.

sventually, I decided to resign froi MIT’CRG and produce an
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repdent UFO bulletin. Accordingly, the last issue of 1UFORG
%ﬁ%ﬁgign was published in October 19&7. Alan Sharp agreed ?o be
Science Bditor of the new publication and thenflrst issue gi B
llerseyside UFO Bulletin appeared carly 1in 1968, As a resglt your
cditor was interviewed by a reporter from the Debington ews, who
wrote a delightful feature, cntitied "John the Sqepplcal S@;cer
Spotter". I also recorded an interview on ﬁDC Radio ilerscysice.

’ The new bulletin was successful, but the.great flap of
1967 had dicd down and there was very little material of local
interest available to us. Eventually John Rimmer joined us and
provided :mch interesting and thought-provoking copy. lleanwhile,
ITUFORG had abandoncd their premises in Dingle and returned to the
Frec Church Centrec. We began to attend their eetings and found that
they had a new treasurer, Elaine Wash, who found herself to be the
only active fenale neitber of the Group. She fina;ly resigned from
the Group and joined our tean becausc, as she said, the nenbers
spent the neetings discussing notor cars and obscure electrlcgl
gadgets, though UFOs were occasionally mentioned., The llerseyside
UFO Group is now defunct,

The carecr of lMIUFOB to date has been very uneventfu},
except that we had the honour of having an article about the 111D
reprinted in Flying Sauccr Review. This did not produce any
sinister visitations or bizarrc telephone calls, but we were
suitably awed when we received a letter from none other than John
Kecl hinself!

For ne, then, the sixties closed quietly, as they had begun.
I hope the seventies will prove to be nore eventful.
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A RECENT SKYWATCH AT WARIMINSTER

by John Harney

On the c¢vening of January 3, 1970, Alan Sharp and I
attended the regular Saturday night skywatch on Cradle IIill,
Warninster,

The night was frosty, but cloudy at first, with only a
few stars visible now and again. As we reached the gate, we could
hear the party of watchers walking towards us down the road fron
the guardhouse, lir Shuttlewood cane over and spoke to us and we
asked hin about the significance of the spot known as Heaven's
Gate, on the Longlcat estate., He told us that one of the usual
"breaking points" for Cradle Hill UFOs (i.e. the part of the sky
in which they first appear) was on a line with Lieaven's Gate. Il
repeated his opinion that it night be a place where different
dinensions net. (1) It was also reputed to be the mecting place of an
all-nale coven of witches. There was some talk of strange snells
gnd atiiospheres noticed by observers on Cradle Hill and at Heaven's

ate.

Eventually rnost of us, including lir Shuttlewood, set off
up the road to the guardhouse, As we passed the copse on our left
we were told that horses refusod to go near it. We continued to walk
for a few hundred yards on to the ranges, On our way back we
decided to investigate the copse. An unidentified odour was noticed
irmediately we entered it and, after ruch sniffing, Alan Sharp traced
it to a barn full of hay, just outside the copse. With that little
nystery solved we resuned our walk back to the gate where the cars
were parked.

By now, thc sky was clearing and lir Shuttlewood told us to
watch the Plough, which was bchind us as we walked down the road. We
walked on, glancing back now and agsin, but Arthur hung back and
was soon {ost to view. Suddenly, when we ware about half way to the
gate, there was an outbreak of exclanations from nenbers of the
party. A bright, flickering, orange light was seen sonewhere up near
the Cradlc Hill copse. llost of us saw 1t. One or two people leant
over the barbed wire fence and raced off in its general direction,

"It's like sonebody lighting a cigarette," I said. Soneone
elsc said that it looked like "rapid Morse'",

People shouted to Arthur, asking had he secn it. An
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affirmative answer floated faintly back on the frosty air. However,
when he rejoined us he said he thought at first fhat we had sz2en
what he had seen, which was an object noving horlzoptally aCrcss
the lower part of the Plough. The object was something like a
shooting star, except that it flashed on_and off. ]

Meanwhile, pcople were scranbling over the barbed wire
fence and running up to the Cradle Hill copse. Less energatic
watchers strolled down to the gate. I eventually joined the party
up by the copse. The sky was quite clear now and nany neteors iere
seen. The strange light was generally agreed to have been soneone
lighting a cigarecttec.

We were told that, before we arrived that evening, 2 strong
sriell of sulphur was noticed on Cradle Hill, near the gate. 1%
see1ied to be wafting fron the direction of the copse and it persisted
for about a quarter of an hour. We were unable to explain this
odour, as we had also been baffled by the experience of John Riimier,
when he and I visited Warniinster last Sentenber, Cn that occasion he
becaric aware of a snell, "like scented soap™, which he dctected on
Cradle Iill in an arca éxtending fron the gate to abadut OO0 yards
down the road. The strange thing about it was that not onec of the =&k
other ncople prescnt was able to detect it.

Finally, back at the gate, the skywatch seened to be
coning quietly to a close, as the frost grew rore penetrating. lir
Shuttlewood shook hands and said goodnight. Suddenly he turned and
pointeds:

"Look, over therel"

"Where, where?" ceveryone shouted.

Our- gaze was directed to Dattlesbury Mill, where wc made
out a faint light twinkling just above it. !lr Shuttiewood and sone
others thought it was moving up rather rapidly. lerhaps it was the
sarte thing as a rather puzzling object which had been scen in the
sarie direction during a BUFORA skywatch last June? Iowever, the
light soon shone out clearly and steadily and Alan Sharp quickly
identified it as the star Arcturus.

Ifr Shuttlewood conceded this, but it certainly secned to
sorle of us that it rose rather rapidly at first over the crest of
Battlesbury. As the star rose higher, the group of watchers brcke
up and drifted away down the hill,
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Letters to the Editor, for publication in this Rulletin,
are always welcone, To avoid nisunderstandings or unnecessary
correspondence, letters intended for publication should be clearly
rnarked "For Publication",
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