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UFO CONTACTS - Waking Luclid Dreams? JENNY RANDLES

In my article on the "Doorman Effect" (BULLETIN B19) I explained

my basic perception of the UFO phenomenon, arrived at over many years
of in=field research attempting to understand this baffling enigma.
It is not & view I consider to be static. But it reflects my "best
shot" to date.

To briefly recapitulate. I envisage two main facets to the UFD
phenomenon (although -each facet might encompass more than one
"golution" to more than one phenomenon). These T call UAPs (Unidenti-
fied Atmospheric Phenaomena) and EXOTIC UFOs. I am not here concerned
with UAPs at all, since I regard them as objective, energetic
phenomena which are "real" in every sense of the word. Instead I am
discussing the EXOTIC, whose reality status is much more in doubt -
cases where a witness perceives an "alien" phenomenon and there is
na room for manouevre on that point.

The fundamental difference between the UAP and the EXOTIC can
be summarised guite simply. Anyone who happens to be in the right
place at the right time will observe a UAP and tangible evidence
thereof is perfectly achievable. However, an EXOTIC is witness-
centred and may well be imperceptible to someone else not sharing
the encounter. Nor will an EXOTIC normally produce any tangible
evidence. To put it another way - a UAP encounter is an pbservation,
an EXOTIC encounter is an experience.

QC STATE

I contend that EXOTIC experiences occur when the witness is in an
altered state of consciousness (which I call the Quasi-Conscious -

or QC State - since he or she ie "almost" consclous and perceives
themsélves to be, but in truth is slightly offset from full con-
gciousness). Symptoms of this state are what I call the "0Z Factor" -
evidence of a temporary self-induced sensory deprivation, where the
mind tunes out incoming data from the external senses and tunes in
data from the deeper subcooscicus levels of the mind. The filter
process which normally blocks out this subconscious material I call
the "Doorman.”

The ultimate guestion is whether data emernging into guasi-
consciousness from the subconscious levels i3 internelly or externally
nenerated. It can be either, as parapsychology and normal psychology
both demonstrate. 0On a crude level both telepathic impressions from
some other person, or personally eccrued perceptive information
abhout the gelf, might sneak past the doorman into full consciousness.
Thus we cannot be sure whether the material used to dramatise

“the EXOTIC."abduction by aliens" scenario is from within us, or a
real slien source putside. In other words do the aliens (which our
minds symbolise in "Dr Who" and "Ster Trek" imagery) come from outer
space or linner space?

It i3 now necessary to consider the "reality" status of what I
imply the OC State to be. For too often have I been misunderstood. I
am not suggesting that a CEL encounter, for example, is pure
imaginetion (a subconscinusly generated hallucination). Nor am I
proposing that it is real in the same way that the UAP or this
magazine is real. The QC state, by its definition almost, is an
intermediary aspect of reslity. As it must be in order to explain
the main difficulty of the EXOTIC UFO enigma .... why does half the
evidence suggest the reports are "real", and the other half suggest
they are not? Our enswer in the past has been to polarise
opinions, the sceptics sasying that the bits which support reality
are falase (and the reports sre thus all subjective), whilst the




belisvers have srguedthet the bits supporting non-reslity are
explicable in terms of irrationslities by the "eliens" (and thus
the reports are all objective). As usual, this unresoclved paradox

is due to asking the wrong guestion - since the EXOTIC experience is
both real and unresal.

ACCEPTANCE

To progress we have to accept that reality is best considered not
as 8 black and white either/or situstion. However, we tend to he
conditioned to think otherwise. The accepted truth (and I mean
accepted by scientists, not just giry-fairey mystics) is that
reality consists of a spectrum blending graduslly from obhjective to
subjective reality (just as the rainbow spectrum demonstrates that
we do not only have seven colours - blue blends into green, which
blends into yellow, and so on).

We candrew the spectrum of reality from what we already know.
It looks something like this:=-

50/50 Divide ( ¢ +-<SYNCHRONISTIC REALITY MOCE)
(NORMAL REALITY MODE ....») 5 R M

N R M

> 0% Objective

£ 100% Subjective

I
1
:
100% objective > '
0% subjective < '

1

1

ASLEEP
AWAKE Lt [ Dut of {the ]
[ & -Body Experience.3| ..Lucid Dreams.. (Dreams)|
I il
| gg;giiuusness uncensclousness

| We know more about the "subjective® side of the 50-50 divide (where
objectivity and subjectivity sre evenly disiributed). Dreams come in
many varities, for example. The most subjective are very close to the
right end of the spectrum and consist almost entirely of non=-real
dats. However, as you move to the left on the spectrum elements of
objectivity beain to creep in. The dream then becomes what we call
"more Tea8l." - or in scientific parlance "lucid.”

The "more resl" dreem can be illustrated by thinking of an
external physiological sensation (e.g. the room suddenly becoming
damp because 8 pipe has burst over the bed). This certalnly objective
fact might intrude into the dream, but it has to get past the
"doorman" to do so. (When sweke, or in "Normal Reality Mode" as I
call it, the "doorman” mostly allows in objective informaetlon; when
asleep, OT in "Synchronistic Reality Mode®, as I call it, the "doorman®
is Llpocking external input and allowing ir mostly internal subjective
imagery).

2 TEE result of this is that the external dets of "wetness" might
be symbolised (since the essence of S5RM - Synchronistic reslity mode
- 1s symbolic imagery). In other words we might dreem of standing

underneath & waterfsll, to reflect the concept.

A truly lucid dream is relstively rere (although many people
experience them infrequently - I have had several myself). What
occurg is that the intrusion of objective input crosees & certaln
threshold (maybe 10-20-30 per cent as we move left on our spectrum
towards the 50-50 divide). At that point the dresming self becomes

3



BWBLE that the experience is a8 dream and can thus either wake him-
self (reising the lucidity level to 100 per cent and thus dis-
pellino all the traces of 5RM), or he may control the subjective
imagery of the dreams to take account of the external, objective
input.

This is 8 magical experience as every lucid dreamer will tell
you. The dream landscape suddenly becomes more vivid. It is like
stepping inside the television set and looking all around at the
show noing on. Words cannot easily express the feeling of the lucid
dream. Now, of course, realising that the extermal input cancerns
water dripoing onto the bed, the dreamer might manipulate the dream-
scape so that this becomes rather more obvious then symbolic water-
falls. The end product might be a very lucid dream where all kinds
of falling water pictures are induced into the scenery.

Eventually the step-up from subjectivity towards 100 per cent
lucidity (which is, of course, the far left end of the spectrum in
Normal Reality Mode) takes us across that 50-50 divide. Then the
guestion is 'is this experience real or a dream?'thkes on new
meaning. For once over onto the left side of the spectrum the
experience is more real than dream, even though it is not guite
reality in the waking sense. I think this 1s where the 008 (Out of
the Body) Experience occurs. The landscape of the "dream" ("real
waorld"?) is sltered to the bedroom so that the incorporation of the
dripping water input can happen "on site", as it were. Now the
"dreamer" sees what noes on and may ewven think he is wide awake. Hut
he is not (quite) = if he tries to turn the light om the light he will
faill

What has been the point of all this? What has it got to do with
UFOs? A very great deal.

fny experience on the right side of the spectrum is predom-
inantly in SRM {(or subi=ctive, or "dream" reality if you prefer).

Sg the overall "feel" of an experience there is of a dream with
increasing degrees of reality.

Yet ia the left hand side of the spectrum just a yawning chasm?
Surely not. Nature is very balanced. There must be equivalent experi-
ences between the 50-50 divide and the far left (Normal Reality Mode,
fully awake, objective) end of the spectrum?

I believe it is here that the OC Experience sits. It is like
the mirror image of the lucld dream, and blends into the Out of Body
Expecience heading right across the spectrum (near the 50-50 divide).
In other words, another name for the OC Steate would be the "Waking
Lucid Dream" - for it is & degree of lucid dream where the lucidity
levnl is over 50 per cent and the experience has thus crossed the
borders intoc 8 "real world" encounter.

Following our discussion of the lucid dream state (which was
based on both scientific research and peoples' experiences of the
lucid dream - including my own) then we ought to be able to predict
the character of the waking lucid dream (or OC) state. Let us try.

LUCID DREAMS

Tt will feel real (s it is on the NRM side of the divide). Hut not
guite real. There will be intrusions af gynchronistic/symbolic/sub-
jective in-put giving a "dream like" tone. Whilst the lucid dream
was "felt" to be a dream with vividly real overtones, the waking
lucid dreams is "felt" to be real with vividly dream-like overtones.
In the lucld dream the input of conscious date (e.g. about the
dripping water) could mould the subjective dreamscape and make us



live inside en experience dictated by this (much water imagery). So,
in 3 waking lucid dream we might expect subjective input to be used
to mould the landscape so that we live within an gexperience as
dictated. How would that manifest? We would change the real world
(as perceived by us in the QC state) in order to reflect what the
subjective input was about.

In @ nutshell "miracles" would happen. e would see literally
"impossinle" things opccurring, and we would believe them to be real.
The only clue we might have that they were naot literslly real
would be the slight dream-like Feel to the state (which is what
maost EXOTIC UFC witnesses claim - viz a viz the 07 FALTOR.

As you may well have guessed ( jumping ahead of me) this theary
is wvalid for many things other than UFOs. Indeed 1 intend extending
it inte a general explanation for all kinds of paranormal experiences,
because I belleve it has that potentisl. But it is the UF0 experience
we are most concerned with. S50 let us concentrate on that.

Remember that the QU (waking lucid) state can be approached from
two directions - left or right - i.e. from the waking "real" world,
or the sleseping "subjective" world on the spectrum. (The same, of
course, apolies to the lucid dream proper - which might happen when
we "step up" out of a dream or "step down" into ane from being awake).
In essence this means that s QC state (especially one guite close to
the left side of the spectrum) might be entered temporarily fraom
normel reality with only the occurrence of the "0O7 FACTORY nointing
aut that we have done this. It is distinctly possible that we could
enter the 0C state, have an EXOTIC UFQD experience, and "reawaken”
(i.e. return to fully Normal Reality Mode perception) withaut re-
cognising what has occurred. In that case the NC Experience will
apoear to have been normal continulty of reality and naobody will
nersuade the witness otherwise.

At times, T would suggest, the witness slides from the OC State
into fully SAM experience (way out to right field opn the spectrum).
He thus "falls asleep" after the "encounter", which could manifest
(if he fails tp realise what has occurred) 2s a "time lapse."

Notice in how many abduction scenarios the witness "falls asleep,”

Or loses consciousness after the experience. There is almpst always

a lennthy anp after the last memary until the witness Finds himself

back inthe car, or whatever. That gap, I propose, is the s5leep nhase
following the OC Experience.

And so, to return to the guestion I eddressed long ago, is the
EAOTIC UFD, the CEL, or whatever, "real" or "imaginary"? Neither.
It is awakinglucid dream incorporeting subconscious input. Since
that input is remarkasbly caonsistent (an advanced intelligence coming
to warn us not to make a mess of planet Earth) T am inclined to be-
lieve that it has some lewvel of externally induced reslity. Indeed,
I think there may well be a real source communicating with us at s
syncranistic reality level giving exactly this message. Otherwise
why would he doorman, whenever its defences are down end subjective
input gets throunh to cause a QC State, consider this particular
scenario of such widespread impoartance? IF it were just saome silly
fantasy then the manifestation of it in the QC State would vary widely.
I't does not. It is too consistent. That is the best clue we have that
behind the experience lies a real message, which the doorman determines
unrthy of our attention - hence inducement of the U4C State.

AN _ANSWERT?

Out when is the (C State induced? There may he meny occasions. Hut I
think the study of so-called "Puzzle IF0s" will prove very important.
A "Puzzle IF0" is a case where the stimulus for the CEL (or other
type of EXOTIC UFU gccurrence) is traced to a mundeane thing. Hendry



noted in his book how this happens. I have myaelf several times
given examples in my books of cases where, for instance, the moon
has been proven responsible for a bizarre close encounter. Saying
"it was the moon" proves nothing. What matters is why the moon
became the subject of & grossly exaggerated IF0 experience. I think
we can now answer that.

Let us take 8 single case, and see how it might have occurred.
I intend to use the Betty and Barney Hill case, as one of the most
famous of all time. This 1961 "abduction" was the first on record
and set 8 new trend. Before it there was no such thing as a CEL.

So its importance is obvious. Yet & satisfactory solution (Jupiter)
for the initisl "UFO" has been proposed. What if the sceptics were
right?

We see the Hill's driving late at night across the mountains
of northern New England They are tired. The roeds are qulet. Their
minds are already a little offset from the left end of the spectrum
s+«anot quite into a fully blown QC state, but heading in that
direction (notice, of course, how often CE &4 cases develop from just
such 8 scenario - surely not irrelevant?)

Now they see a light. It is Jupiter actually, but they are
puzzled. Talk focuses on UF0s. The misperception begins to take
hold. Both witnesses are now slmost in &8 QC State belleving they are
seeing a UFOD.

Meanwhile the doorman is being pressed by a message at the
synchronistic level from this intelligence out there somewhere, very
concerned sbout us on Earth. It is not letting it through, because
it regeards sensory input ess more significant just now (or else
Barney might drive over a cliff at the same time as this "secret of
the universe" is coming in - not to be recommended). However, with
Betty and Barney still puzzled by their IFD they have elther
stopped the cer, or sloweddown and the doorman sees its chence. It
induces the 0Z FACTOR uses the IFD misperception as a hook and the
minds of the witnesses do the rest. They act out the messages, man-
ipulating the "real world" and (For them) Jupiter becomes a space-
ship. How much of what followed is imagination and how such genuine
expression of the message requires deteiled snelysis and comparison
with other ceses. But some of it falls into both categories.

TIME ANOMALY

Following the OC State the couple slip into normal dream sleep and
awaken some time later, not reslising what has occurred. So they
only notlice the time snomely later. All they have recalled are some
of the most baslc aspects of the QC Experience. The more and more
subjective levels (as NRM experience decreased and the couple
plunged into SAM sleep) have been forgotten in the same way ue
usually forget our dreams. The result is utter confusion. Dnly
clarified muchlaeter by the hypnosis sessions, which "retrieved" some
of the OC state and some of their dresms. There are similearities
(the OC - mostly waking - experience was common to both). But there
are differences too (since when they crossed the 50-50 divide their
dreams became individual, although based on the shared [C experience).

End product? More or 1ess exactly what we have. The Hill CEh

In conclusion I would suggest the daring idee that there are
no real EXOTIC UFOs, That is why we do not have any photographs of
them. Every single CEL is potentislly reducible to a "trigger IFa"
< \enus, the Moon, an aircraft, or whatever. But bullt on that
foundation comes & QC Experience impressing 8 message which we should
not ignore.

I still believe that to search the universe for allen radio
messages is 8 waste of time and money. The messages &are coming in,
but not via outer space.
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THE EXTRATERRESTRIAL HYPOTHESIS PAUL WHITEHEAD

Faul uWhitehead is a tralned journalist who has worked
both in Australia and the UK.

He is currently involved with caomputer companies,
writing on new developments in the field such as optical
technology which is probably the next major step in com-
puter advencement. Optical technolagy currently allows for
such advanced techniques as being able to contain an a disc
no bigger than a 45rpm record some 250,000 AL pages of in-
formatiaon.

It is possible that, eventually, optical technology will
replace that based on the electrical system and which would
work perhaps a million times faster.

Paul's interests include the current and future use of
computer technology and space travel.

The Extraterrestrial Hypothesis (ETH) for UF0s has taken same-
thing of a battering in recent years, with ever more elahorate
concepts being put forward in the phenomenon.

Ferhaps the most patently bizarre of these theories is the
"birth trauma" hypothesis. Surely noting is more natural than
birth; why, therefore, should the experience we have of it (as
babies) turn into a psycho nightmare involving kidnappings and
inspection by "aliens"?

Mass, international hallucinations and a newly neurnotic
human race traumatised by the thought of nuclear war, pollution and
overcrowding, hsve also been suggested as explanations.

These explanations have serious flaws, but if either was
correct, we should be worried sbout our condition.

SERIOUS CONSIDERATION

S5uch is the unususl nature of many recent theories of what UFDs
are, that the ETH becomes less of an extreme view and once again
demands serious consideration. Indeed, if we are to believe nre-
viously secret documents released by the United States Air Force
and the CIA, the ETH was (and may still be) taken seriously; cert-
ainly seriously enough to result in reports that talked about
alien spacecraft, as well s the continued collection of reports.

Meanwhile, 8 gulet revolutinn has heen taking place amang
saome scientists and astronomers, resulting in acknawledgement that
our palaxy may be teeming with intelligent 1life, and even that
space probes may have been despetched long ago by advanced species
in other parts of our galexy.

It is only a short step from space prohes tn artificial
planets, "scout" ships and the like. Our own sclentists are aopenly
sneculating that the human race will one day take up residence in
niant space stations, and gradually colonise accessible parts of
our galaxy.

PROPULSION SYSTEMS

Professor Freeman Dyson, a British born scientist who works at the
Institute for Advanced Study in Princeton, US5A, has already pro-
nosed the type of propulsion systems that mlght take us to the
stars.



He thinks that even the most sdvanced of these could he
built by man in the next 200-300 years. He also thinks that we
should look for signs of advanced technology inm our galaxyj arti-
ficlal planets orbiting around a star would be "picked up" by our
radio telescopes because of their low heat radiation, he says.

In Omni (Volume 7 WNo.5) in 1985 he had the temerity to
suggest "I think it's guite likely that there are other species
zipping around, exploring the far reaches of interstellar space."

Eric Jones, an astrophycist at Los Alamos National Laboratory
in New Mexico, believes that aone million humans will be living in
the outer parts of our solar system by the year 2050.

Another interesting figure in the new debate about extra-
terrestrial intelligence is Professor Archibald Fry, who works at
Glasgow University's Department of Astronomy. It was his comment
in THE OHSERVER newspaper of December 30th, 1984 that the human
race "may have been placed in guarantine while aliens weit to see
if we grow up or blow up" which prompted me to pick up the tele-
phone and speak to him.

SEARCH FOR INTELLIGENCE

ves, he reiterated, intelligent 1life may be very common in our
galaxy. "I believe we will make radio contact with another
civilisation within & decade," he said. "Other civilisations may
be ten a penny."

He also seid it was "possible™ that at least one landing by
an alien spacecraft could have taken place in earth's history. He
also talked sbout probes being sent out to search for intelligence;
"there may be one or more of these spacecraft still in our solar
system", he added.

Professor Fry travelled to New Delhli in November, 1985 to
attend a 10 day general assembly of the International Astronomical
Union. One of the subjects discussed was that of SETI (Search for
Extraterrestrial Intelligence),a project which was agreed upon when
the Union last met four years ago.

The subject of SETI brings us ba another figure who is not
shy about making bold pronouncements about "life out there." He is
Dr. Frank Drake, a noted American astronomer who was involved in
the first serious effort to listen in to radia waves from other
civilisations - Project Ozma - in 1960.

In a recent essay entitled "Intelligent Life In The Universe,"
Or. Drake wrote: "The existence of other intelligent civilisatiaons
in space, perhaps exciting worlds bheyond our wildest dreams, is a
firm prediction of guite normal science."

The only problem "is how to find them and communicate with
them." GSome critics of the SETI programme have commented: "If our
galaxy is teeming with intelligent 1ife, how come we haven't
picked up any broadcasts?”

e have heard Dr. Fry's statement that the Earth could be in
guarantine. But that might not stop us from listening in to the
occasional broadcast. DOr. Drake has ansuers tog his critics, and
they will be unravelled in the following argument.

Astronomers, he wrote, estimate that there are very roughly
10,000 civilisations 1in our galexy. This number "is hased on our
rapidly growlng knowledge of the structure and evolutiaon of our
galaxy end of biochemistry."




Un some planets, advanced technolagies had probahly evolved, and

these manifested themselves in several ways: radio transmissions,
light emissions, and perhaps "massive technological projects such
as space colonies and the construction of stellar and planetary
systems."
(We may presume that by "stellar systems," Dr. Drake means
the establishment of artificial planets and/or giant space stetions
around other suns - not the sun in the solar system of the aliens.
de can only guess what his private feelings are about whether
any civilisation has already reached our solar system and has
established & base somewhere inside it).

EVOLUTION

The overall number of technical civilisations would be proportional
to the rate of star Fformation - and this rate, Dr. Drake wrote,
"1s something we now know very well." (Dr Fry made points similar
to these when I asked him haow he could bhe so sure that large
numbers of civilisations existed).

Interestingly, the rate of star formation is approximately ane
per year, according to astronomers' findings. But how many af these
new stars will have planetary systems?

The answer, we are told is "virtually every stsr" - a decisian
reached after the study of the orbital spin of stars, and the
guantity of materisl "spun off" by spinning stars; all stars spin,
and almost all will throw sufficient material aff for a solar
system to form.

It 1s "guite possible", Dr. Drake said, that ebout one new
pmlanet capahle of supporting life "is born each year." And bio-
chemical experiments in laboratories had concluded that 1ife would
arise on these planets.

Evolution would lead to intelligence. "The odds are that most
life-bearing planets will in time produce a technnlogical society."
The "startling conclusion® to all this is guite simply the
following, according to Drake, "Our galaxy probably produces about

one New technological civilisation per year.”

SUPHISTICATED TECHNOLOGY

He went further and speculated that once a year, a new civilisation
transmits into space light and radio waves. If only we knew where
to point our instruments and upon which frequency to listen, our
radio telescopes could detect the radio waves.

But that is not all the story. Although "billions of civili-
sations" may have come into existence, they probably do not beam
messages for long periods. Indeed, they may decide to runserve the
hioh cost energy involved and just turn off.

In addition, increased sophistication of their technolooy
would make them more difficult to detect fram Earth (the spread of
cable televisiaon and fibre optics, and & reductlion of military radar
systems would 8ll result In less artificlal radiation 'nolse')

Dr Drake theorlsed that "many older and more advanced civili-
sations are still there, but they are more difficult to find." Some
astronomers believed that each clvilisation might beam out messages
in short burste for periods of only 30 years, hefore shutting FFF
transmissiona. Others thounht that space exploration by the aliens
would cause them to be detectable for very long periods - perhaps
millions of years.

Presuming that some clvilisations ere transmitting messages,
how do we go about detecting them?

o



THE SEARCH HAS BEGUN

Unfortunately, the projected number of detectable advanced clvi-
lisations, 10,000 (detectable is a key word), is minute campared
with theguantity of stars in our galaxy. Only sne star in 10

million might support such & civilisation, and that means searching
among 10 million stars for signs of intelligent activity. Of course,
many of these 10 millian may support solar systems with undetectable
or less detectable civilisations.

The search has elready begur, but it will become more practical
once more sophisticated radio transmitters are built. These will
be capable of making multiple scans across many frequencies; one
radio receiver capable of monitoring one millian chennels is
planned, but the ultimate goel for sstronomers is a receiver system
that can maonitor a billion channels at once.

The number of combinations of direction in the sky and radio
frequency that have to be tested for intelligent signals totals
nearly one million, according to Drake.

5o, even with one million tests, we would hardly have begun.
Each direction/radio frequency combination might have to be sub-
Jected toane million, or one billion, scans at different freguencies.

There are additional problems. It 1s assumed that transmission
will not be continuous; on /off times have to be searched For. Our
recelvers have to be set up in the "right" place to gain maximum
sensitivity for a signal - but who is to judge which is the right
place? It could be anywhere on our planet, and even then we are
talking about just one signal. What about others from other planets

- they too will demand an optimum location from our receiver.
Lastly, there i3 the polarisation of electromagnetic signals to
consider = which means that in order not to miss a signsl, both
extremes (polarisations) of 8 band width have to be searched.

FUNDING

Even in the radio freguency spectrum where it is believed most
aliens would transmit, end where general caosmic radiation noise
would have least effect upon a weak signal, there are some ane
hundred million (100,000,000) freguencies to be searched. If all
the above problems are taken into account, the search has te be
widened many, many times that figure of 100 million.

Such a search can be achieved by our present technology,
aaid Dr. Drake, put at a cost of manv milllons of dollars.

Let us not despair. Money is forthcoming for SETI projects.
an IRAS (Infra-Red Astronomy Setellite) in orbit has recently
detected materisl around stars that may be solar systems in form-
ation or already formed, Professor Fry says, and next year a
European satellite, Hipparchus, will search 100,000 nearby stars
for possible soler systems.

Its work will be complemented by a glant telescope to be put
into orbit by NASA's Space Shuttle. Astronomers plan to puin? it
at planetary systems detected by Hipparchus; and some believe it
will be possible to carry out spectroscopic analyses which would
show up the presence of various chemicals on these planets.

NASA intends to "hunt for aliens™ not by spectroscopy but tele-
scopes, equipped with computer-alded all-frequency scanners -
turning them to the most promising-looking planetary systems.

Dr. Drake has stated that sclentists end astronomers would not
be spending so much effort, and money, on the search for aliens if
they didnot have a strong belief that there are many out there,
waiting to be discovered.

(continued on page 13)
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THE UFO MYTH STEUART CAMPBELL

A myth is & story which offers an explanation for some fact or
phenomenon; for example, it was thought that an echo was the voicge
of a mischievous nympth who pined away for love of Narcissus. Myths
exist to explain nearly every natural phenomenon, but there is
another class of myths or legends which are not related ton obser-
vation. These are myths regarding the existence of entities such as
fairies, mermaids, ghosts, the Yeti or even the Loch Ness Manster.
Evidence for the existence of such entities is scant or vanishinoly
small, leading rational minds to the canclusion that the entities
concerned are figments of human imagination.

It is to this latter class of myth that UFOs belong. Here I
define a UF0 as an aerial craft of extraterrestrial (or unknown)
origin contalnlng or controlled by alien (or non-human) beinns.
(Definition of 2 (UFO0' as an object which cannot be identified is,
as I have shown'l) a barren exercise.) Interest in UFUs centres on
the possibility that they are evidence not only for the existence
of aliens but that those aliens are visiting Earth, albeit canvertly.
This therefore is the UFO myth, a belief system that may he called
ufoism.

NETWORK OF HELIEFS

Ufoism is & network of heliefs centred on the idea that one ar
more alien civilisations is monitoring human progress by discreet
nbservation, and may have been doing so for a lang time. Unce
thought te come from Mars or another planet in the Solar System,
they are now believed to originate on & planet which may orbit
distant stars. Such a belief necessitates acceptance that the
aliens are more advanced than mankind, have superhuman powers, great
longevity and infinite wisdom. It is assumed that they have
advancer (or even impossible) mechanisms, such as a Faster-than-
light space drive, antigravity, death-rays, etc. Lord Hankeillar,
in the 1979 House nf Lords debate on UFDs, claimed that UFNs dive
off blinding lights, crippling rays, beems that immobilise humans,
start forest fires, eradicate crops and cause great distress to
animals! Ufoism may believe that aliens created mankind in the
distant past,that what asppears to be human achievements were
actually the work of aliens, that the whole of modern science is

a crude lie, that alien science is materially and apiritually
superior to oursa (involving 'fundamental forces'! like L5H,

‘etheric waves', etc) and that the aliens would give us the 'truth!
but for wicked scientists and politicisns who conceal the facts
from the public. Ufoism includes the belief that UFlUs abduct humans

and/or their vehicles and that they have been rtesnonsihle for the
death of &t least one pilot. It is alsa generally helieved that
world povermments know the 'truth' about UFUs, indeed that they
nossess a creshed UF0D and 1ts dead occupants. MNo matter how some
modern ufnlonists try to eschew the ETH, the above beliefs underlie
their interest in the subject.

FOUR DELADES

Ufoism has its origins in the years immediately after 1947 in

the western US5A; in that year the term 'flying saucer' was coined.
Anitially it seems that there waes no implication thet what Kenneth
frnold reported were alien craft. Indeed he always remained con-
vinced that he had seen some secret US devices, it appears to have
been Hay MNalmer who spawned the myth by hinting that the space
craft described in the science fiction which he published might
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already have arrived. Once concelved, this idea was bound to
orow, and ufolst groups sprang up everyuhere.

Although no explanation for Arnold's report has appeared (at
least not a convincing one), it is known that the 1946 Swedish
reports of 'ghost rockets' were due to misperception of common
celestisl sights at a _time of great mbllic apprehension (regarding
Russian intentions)(2 The incident illustrates the fact that
people who are told that something strange can be seen in the
skips will subseguently report seeing such objects even thouoh the
nbjects they actually saw wereconventional. They will even search
the records to find historical accounts that appear to conform to
the myth. It can hardly be coincidental that ufoism appeared at a
time of post-war international tension, when powerful new weapons
were being tested, and when there was growing interest in the posgs-
ibility of space travel. The growth of ufoism was assisted by
ohasessive military secrecy; the lnterest and silence of the
auvthorities was bound to lead to a belief that what they knew could
not be released to the mhlic. In fact there are no arounds for
believing that the suthorities knew any more ahout UFOs than the
public, but because government agenclies never admit ignorance their
ignorance was unsuspected.

FAILURE TO DEFINE TERMS

Acceptance of the UFD myth was the basis for the formation of
cluba and associations all over the world as ufoism apread in the
19508 and 1960s. 1In particular, these organisations unguestioningly
accepted that such things as UFOs existed. Even when the U5 Air
Farce innocently redefined the area of interest as 'unidentified
flying objects' the myth did naot change. MUFON, faor pxamplez, asked
themaelves whether UFOs were slien craft or an 'unknown physical
nr psychalogical manifestatiaon'. But the Alr Force definition nouw
covered '‘balloons, assiranomicsl bodies, birds, and so forth(sic)'!
Their fallure tn define terms has led tomuch confusion, and they
assumed (wrongly) that people can readily distinguish betwes=n an
alien spacecraft (or even a human one) and 'familiar’ objects. The
fact that there are many innocent visual stimuli which the public
cannot identify should have elerted incipient ufoists to the poss-
ibility that all UFOs are in fact misperceptions of such ctimuli.
Hut this null hypothesis was ignored by most ufolonists, who were
convinced that there was no smoke without fire. How could millions
nf people all overthe world report UF0s if there were none?

HARDLY OBJECTIVE

WWhen BUFORA was founded it naturally set itself the problem af
investigations of UFO phenomena (sic). But this beaped the guestiaon
of the existence of such phenomena, a mistake compounded by the
lack of appropriaste definitions. Clearly BUFORA is founded on
acceptance of the UFOD myth. But, as Allen Hynek has ohserved, there
are no UFDs, there are only UFO reports. This is an important
distinction. IF BUFORA's founders had been truly 'unbiased' and
tgeientiflic' they would have set themselves to investigate UFO
reports (as reports of something the observer could not identify).
In that W8Y no presumption would have been made sbhout whether or not
UFOs (as alien craft) existed, and no definition would have been
NEcessary.

In fact BUFDRA's investigatlion network does investigate UFD
reports, but not slweys without prejudice. Since the existence of
AUFORA subsumes the myth, the investigations of reports does also.
Inviting someone to submit a UFD report is to suggest to them that
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there is something truly mysterious to be seen in the skies. Few
investigators are sceptical enough to believe that all the reparts
they see have conventional explanations, but an investigator who
believes in the myth can hardly bhe objective. It ig evident that
credulous investinators inevitably find 'evidence! for the existence
of UFfs; aon the other hand sceptical ones never do so! Hut it is
better to be sceptical than credulous. The fact isthat no sub-
stantial evidence has ever been found for the existence of UFDs.
After nearly 40 years ufolsm cen poduce neither an alien nor his
craft; all there has ever heen are rumour and suspicion. Although
a small percentage of UFD reports remain unexolained (in convent-
ional terms) this is certainly due to lack of adeguate data. It is
nften impossible to exclude the possibility of a hoax or tn
defermine the sychological state of witnesses. Parsimony demands
that the 'unexplained' residue be reparded as a aqroun of reports
which would have conventional explenatlons if enounh was known
about the droumstances. It is perverse to regard the residue

as evidence that the myth is true.

LULPABILITY

Although there may he other intelligences in the Galaxy (the
existenceof intelligent races in other galaxies is hardly relevant)
it is certain that they have npt discovered us any more than we have
fiscovered them. Indeed, due to the physical obstacles, humans

and aliens may never meet. Ufolsm is a delusion born nf misper-
ceptinn and imagination, and its followers are wasting thelr time
(except when useful physical, psychological or sociolpgical data

is obtained incidentally). Some ufoists are more culpable in pro-
pagatinn the myth and misleading othera. Ufoism is, as Jdung
sunoested, a modern myth, a space-legend.

REFERENCES

(1) "wWhat Is A UFO?" JTAP \Unl.2.No.l. pp 3=7.
(2) "A Ghost Rocket Teilpiece." HBUFORA BULLETIN. September, 1583.
pp l3-16.

(continued from peae 10)

The next few years promise to be exciting times for anybody
interested in astronomy, S5ETI a&nd, dare I say it, UFOs. But in
many ways, even this work may be only scratching the surface; new
developments in physics mean that new wAys may be found of comm-
unicating information instantaneously over vast distances. There
may even be parallel universes, complete wlth edvanced technolo-
gies, awaiting discovery.
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THE STRANGE CASE OF A "REMARKABLE DOUBLE ENCOUNTER™
MANFRED CASSIRER

Professor Hynek's highly-regarded Center for UF0 Studies commands
respect and admiration for its unigue work in the field. Tts publi-
cations include the Associate Newsletter, the International UFD
Reporter and the (infreguently produced) Journal of UF0 Studies.

Interesting cases appear often in TUR, and are usually
thoroughly investigated, or st least so one is led to helieve.

One guch ig entitled " A REMARKABLE DOUBLE ENCOUNTER" in the
November/December, 1983 (Vol.8 No.8). In brief, a CEl encounter was
reported to CUFOS towards the end of March and the beginning of
April, 19682 on two separate occasions, the first one lasting as
long as 15-20 minutes, but the second a mere two minutes. A
mother and her daughter were the witnesses in both cases. Professor
Hynek dramatically refers to them as "the closest 1 have persanally
came to a CE-1 event." This is because Npo.2 ococurred shortly after
he had been talking on the telephone to the principal witness. Hias
report was deliberately delayed for no very plausible reasons.
What makes this case of special interest in his opinion is the in=-
volvement of "intelligent and earticulate witnesses" who are eager
ta get to the root of things without that fear of ridicule which is
5o common among sensitive people who have had anomalous experiences
of one kind or another.

For reasons whlch presently become apparent T was specially
attracted to these incidents, though not necessarily for the same
reasons as Hynek. The principal witness, who courageously gave per-
mission for her name to be revealed, is Manette Morrisaon, an admin-
istrative co-ordinator of the MNeurosclence Program at the Univer-
zlity of Virginia Medical School. (Her mother is a school-teacher).

The data are as follows: Miss Morrison was travellinog in the
evening alono a familiar road which was ordinarily busy, but on
that particular occasion almost deserted. This circumstance of
course sounds a familiar note. Nearly home, she saw a "larage,
hrilliant light in the sky." By the familiar process of assimilation
she attributed it to a large plane travellino in her direction,
seemingly motionless and noiseless. Escalation soon reared its
ugly head: the percipient "seemed to be drawing near (7) to the
craft" which, moreover, to deepen the mystery, was "hovering"
motinnless in front of her. The apparent sudden disappearance fraom
sight of the "craft" did nothing to soothe her nerves. Tt resembled
a "submarine", but brilliantly illuminasted by what she had origi=-
nally taken to be the landing lights. A variety of emotions, but
above all curiosity, all but overwhelmed the percipient. [t seems
clear from the account that the proceas of escalation had by now
gone so far that the original aeroplane had been campletly trans-
formed into a "space craft." Although the light was too bright to
discern its precise shape, she yet distinguished "at least five
different compartments" as sources of illumination. Obviously (ane
may safely assumed) in an altered state of consciousness, both
sounds and traffic were blocked out. Admittedly, she was now
"frantic with excitement!"

The sequel was no less sensational. MNanette had 8 long tele-
phone conversation with Hynek two days later. Only half an @nur
after 1t found her looking for her "friends" through the living=-
room window, when she espied & "huge aobject" in the sky; it is des-
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crited as "soundlessly suspended" ahove the horizon. It was also
seen by her mother, before it "signalled" to her and departed,
needless to say, at breakneck speed. The two women concluded, with
leas than irrefutable logic, that both gightings were of the same
"space craft."

ENTHUSIASH

It occurred to the writer that Miss Morrison's original interpre-
tation of the sighting in normal terms could nat be ruled out,
notwithstanding the two ladies' enthusiasm, which seemed .to he %o

some extent shared by the investinator. I also recalled that
Professor Ian Stevenson, a leading authority on spontaneous anamalies,
belonas te the Department of Behavigral Medicine and Fsychiatry within
the same school of Medicine at the University of Virginia at
Charlottesville. I accordingly approached him by letter, enquiring
whether he would be interested in collaborating "in the investi=-
nation of some strange sightings of a very brilliant, dazzling

light which yet seemed to have a properly defined structure." If I

was slightly anprehensive about invalving him,it was hecause the
Parapsychological Aasociation had been rather dismissive of UF0Os

in the past, and had in fact:turned down, as of little value or
relevance, a paper of mine on the PSI/UFO interface. Hpouwever, as I
could not fail to point wt, Stevenson's name had sugoested itself

for two cogent unrelated reasons:

l. The Professor has for many years done gutstanding
work in a8 reldted field; and
2., The case in guestion was on his very doorstep.

1t also seemed likely that he was in fact personally acguainted
with the two ladies, or at least with the dsughter - fManette -
whereas Hynek had not met them. It could also be argued without
any disparagement of our leading ufologist that Dr. Stevenson has
additional specific professinal gualifications that are very nert-
inent in this instance, including psychological insight and pouwers
of assessment.

At my instigation Stevenson interviewed mother mnd daughter,
but is at present reluctant to circulate the actusl transcripts. As
for Hynek, he is known to have attended a meeting of the Saociety
for Scientific Exploration (which specifically concerns itself with
anomalies} at Charlottesville, but made no effort to contact the
Morrisons. Had he paid them a visit, he minht have Found out that
they live not (as stated in the March/April issue of IUR) 25 miles
but 8 mere 5% miles from the airport. This, of course, puts a
totally different complexion on the whole affair, as a descending
aircraft would look much larger and more menacing at such short
range.

It is true that as to the accuracy of the womens' reports,
there seems to be not much room for doubt or at least questions of
honesty. Stevenson interviewed them twp years later, and there was
close agreement with the orioinal statements, which were correctly
reproduced by Hynek. There was neither embellishment nor loss of
detail after this long interval of time. Although this may he
described as 8 collective case, 1t may be argued that this aspect
should not be unduly stressed, as Mra Morrison is only a secondary
witness, and may conceivably have been more influenced by her
excited daughter than was realised at the time. This, however, is
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strongly denied by the parties concerned.

Dr. Hynek's original article did not remain unchallenged.
Bruce Martin, Professor of Chemistry at Charlottesville, made =
strong attack on his ex-colleague in THE SCEPTICAL INQUIRER (Unl.o DR
S6FF), entitled "An Eye-Opening Double Encounter", with the interest-
ing sub-heading "Uoes a scientific reputation guarantee objectively
towards parangrmal reports" (my itzlics). (The answer tm this rhetori-
cal guestian is that it does nat indeed guarantee objectivity in an
field; see Broad, W.and Wade, M. BETRAYERS 0OF TRUTH. London 1983,
What interests me is the implication that some UFOs mayhe psychic
nhenomena, with which I am in basic agreement. THE SCEPTICAL
INQUIRER, an American publication on anomalies, has a wide range. In
order %o discredit parapsycholooy and ufalooy, it habitually links
them with every conceivahble kind of folly, so that some would repard
it as itself not perhaps the most objective of media. Eminent
scholars originally associated with it (e.g. Truzzi and Dinowall)have
long ago broken away from it. MNonetheless, the pertinency of many
of Martin's observations and criticisms is not to he denied. His
logical knowledge of the district is outstanding as he has lived in
the area for 25 years.

Another long-time resident, Jimmy Smith, is guoted as having
written to the editor of the DAILY PROGRESS, an evening naper which
carried the original news item on fApril 2nd, 1903.

It transpired that Smith and his brothers had seen "a briohtly
lighted abject" at rouohly the same time (i.e. at about 11.3Upm) which
they had identified as a passenoer jet, possibly a 737. A4nd as a
matter af fact 1t was confirmed that just such a planme had actually
landed at about 11..45pm. What was not explained, or enguired intao,
was the strange fact that, according to Mr Smith, it "was unusual in
that 1t had a larpe number of brilliant white lights on it. It was
going very slow, it wes barely making any noise, and it was quite
low. It was so bright.y 1it that it looked like a flying Christmas
tree." This percipient remarked that it was likely to be in trouble
because of the excessive numher of lights, the like of which he had
never seen before: "it could have heen mistaken far something else."

The Smith brothers did not hear the engines till the plane
had passed over; a not uncommon experience. The illusion that air-
craft perceived as UFOs or otherwise, are "pacing" wvehicles wan
also mentioned by this correspondent. Depending nn their angle of
apnroach, they often appear to be stationary ("hoverinn") or else
to move slowly.

Nanette, who so favourably impressed the investioators, has
interests in psychical research as well as In ufolooy. Tt has been
suggested that some of her involvements in the former have tended to
be uncritical, but be that as 1t may. Her approsch to UFfls is
certainly naive rather than critically analytical. Frofessor
Martin, understandably puzzled by the claims attributed to Hynek
by the chief witness wrote but predicatably obtained no reply. He
was therefore all the more surprised by Hynek's subseguent piece
which evidently justified the origimal positive conclusions. It
gquotes, but misdates the Smith letter in a shortened and inaccurate
faorm, altogether omitting the important final paragraph. It alsno
cantains false and misleading informetion about the position of
the Morrison resldence.

Martin concludes that: "Evidently the parts of the Morrison
UFO sighting that are not imagimation ( ) may be attr}buted to
jets that happened to come in for a landing at a certain angle as
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well as the difficulty even exnerienced ohservers have in estima-
ting distances to lighted ohjects in the night sky." Hut tn be
quite Fair to the percipients, there were same extraordinary
features such as the great number of lights on the plane that made
it look like a Christmas tree! It is therafore Just as well that
the brunt nof the attack is directed not against them but against the
illustrious Professor of Astronomy and his inexplicable failure

to study the case competently. He is herated for conducking his
investigations by telephone without personal contact. Mhat Martin
did not even know was that Hynek did in fact pay a visit to
Lharlottesville for a long discussion with Stevenson - about rein-
carnation! Hut he failed to use this opportunity to meet the
nercipients an home ground in spite aof his perennial chamoionshin
of this somewhat duhious encounter, which even now he accents at
face value. Hynek would do well to re-read Allan Hendry's
excellent HANDBODK (to which he contributed an Introduction) with
its advice on such elementary matters as checking incoming flightsa
(nage 63). Psychical researchers have always insisted on the
necessity of eliminating all normal causes in alleged anomalies: a
rather obvious precaution! 0Or, as Martin puts it, Hynek ias at
fault in fFallino to observe "the practice of meticulous checking
and recheckinng of evidence" - standard practice with meticulous
scientists. Hy dropping his standards, and failing to take Droper
account of criticism, Hynek has done a dis-service to ufolagy which
is s5till struggling to become "respectable.” 1t is a subjlect which
many of us repard as of the greatest importance and scientific
interest.

TR RSN TORASTRAAOAIOS

CONFERENCE

AUFORA will be holding a TWO DAY CONFERENCE

from SATURDAY, AUGUST 23rd to MONDAY, AUGUST 25th,
1986. This is the weekend of the August Bank Holiday.
The venue will be in London and costs will be kept
to a minimum.
Further deteils on cost, speaskers, and vaenue
will appear in Future issues of the BULLETIN and JTAP.
Meanwhile, please make & note in your diary.

We hope to see you there.
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THE PETER DAY FILM - A New Theory JENNY RANDLES

This article, by Jenny Randles, is taken from the September/Uctober,
19685 issue aof Miss Randles' magazine NORTHERN UFD  NEWS.

The Day case was discussed at BUFDRA's High Wycombe conference
in August, 1983.

Moat of you will be familiar with the movie film taken py building
surveyor, Peter Day, at approximately 9.0%-9.10am on 11lth January,
1973 near the village of Cuddington on the Oxfordshire/Uuckingham-
shire border (For full account see UFDs: A BRITISH VIEWPDINT much
undated UFD REALITY - which includes a fine colour still an the
cover).

The case has long been regarded as a "UFD classic" (nat least
by me) and I have freguently gone on record as saying it's thz anly
piece of film I would stick my neck out and call a UFUJ. More re-
cently I have been saying AUP, instead of UFD, because if it truly
is unidentified then it is probably a8 natural phenomenon of saome
sort. However, the question before us now is grecisely this -
is it unexplained?

To recap: Peter Day was travelled to a 9.30am appointment in
Lower Winchendon when he saw the phject (a classic orange hall of
light). The day was dull and overcast (2000ft cloud ceiling) but it
was daylight, of course. PD observed the object for a couple of
minutes (oning parallel with the Thame-Aylesbury road on which he
drove) and then pulled off on a side road, wound down his window
and Filmed it with a Pacemaker 200 using zoom lens and Super 8
film. The orange ball was low an the hnrizon heading fram narth
to north-east across treetops. About 15-20 seconds of film was
obtained, but the UFO wvanished instantly. PD says he stopned
filming exactly at that point, but only the wvery last frame (which
is blurred) fails to show the UFO. In other words it vanishes in
the space of one eighteenth of 8 second and this is remarkably
fast reflex action for PD! (Althouoh he was expert at filminn
aircraft - including the Red Arrows).

After his appointment PD went to report it but some witnesses
already had. These were children at Chilton school, near Long
Crendon, about 3 miles west north west of P0D. A teacher was also
witness. They appeared to have seen the same thino only closer
(as PD was facing north when he filmed the UFD). A joint BUFLRA-
CONTACT inwestigation had occurred within a few weeks but the case
report w88 ngt in the BUFORA case files.

Working only on PD's testimony (and his second hand nbser-
vations aof the stories from the school - PD having been there to
show his film) JR and Peter Warringtan spent much time on the case.
MODAK evaluated the fFilm in 1970 and pronounced it "ngenuine". Their
view was that it showed & "fireball." uWith the aid of KODAK and
Ian Ridpath a seminar was then set up in London for about eight
leading atmospheric physicists and ball lightning specialists. Ian
Ridpath felt the film might be the first even taken of ball
lightning. The experts all came put against that and one even
sald - "It's a UFOD = why are you afraid to call it that?" But none
of them esccepted the offer to take the film back to their research
centres or universities for study.

Next an MoD munitions expert saw it but hed not eanswer, save
a helicopter with an orange searchlight on top. He said that these
had been used experimentally but when PW and JR checked we found this
was after January, 1973 and not from Upper Heyford.

50 to the August, 1983 High Wycombe seminar which debated the
case. We finpally succeeded in finding the case file (which was woe-
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inept as expected - although some 4Opp long and including much data
of interest) SCUFORI, the Swindon group and Ken Phillips from BUFORA
anreed to a joint reinvestigation. Their two-year study (expanding
the case 7ile to 108pp and bringing it alap up to date with eighties
investigatory technigues) was cempleted in June and threw a real
spanner in theworks. For they seem to have solved the case.

Firstly, it must be noted that SCUFORT did not interview any
other witness but PD. They concentrated on the fact that an F=111
from USAF Upper Heyford was known to have crashed that same morning.
PD had himself brought this to attention, but he had insisted that
his wife had heard of the crash on the 2 am news thus negating any
nossibility that he saw the jet at 9.05. SCUFORT proved this wrang.
The F-111 had crashed at 9.46 am at the villege of North Crauwley
(apnrox 30 miles north of Cuddington = in a north-east direction -
toward which the object on the film was headed). A Major and
Cantain were aboard. Hoth ejected safely using rocket boosters. The
nlane burst into flames on impact; although eye-uwitnesses do say it
nlunned almost vertically out of cloud on fire at that point. Despite
attempts no data sbout the reason for the crash has been supplied by
the USAF or MobD. Hut eyewitnesses at Bletchley say the jet was
circling them for 40 minutes as if in trouble (but not on fired). (IR
having read the micro film recorda of the "TIMES® since recelving
the GOUFURI file has added new details and canfirmed that the F=111
circled the M1 lopking for a place to crash land without danger tao
civilians and using up fuel.

Taking these things into account SCUFORI conclude that the UFD
must be Tegarded as the F-111, becsuse it would be grossly improbable
that two unusuel events occurred in the same area of sky at about the
same time. It is said in passing that we might argue that the UFD
caused the F-111 crash, but nobody saw UFD and F-111 together - a
damninog factor. From Uoper Heyford (sbout 15 miles NwW of PD) to the
impact point the F-111 could have flown the course depicted on the
film. However S5CUFORI do not explain why the object on the film
hears no resemblance to an F-111. Clearly it is flying a steedy
course and cannot be on flre (if the orange hall aon the film is an
F=111 on fire it would impact onto the oround there and then because
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it woule be literally ablaze all over). GSCUFORI make 38 suggestion
that either PD has timings wrong (and so the film was taken nearer

the crash time), or a small fire broke put nreviously, was extin-
guished, and thls precipitated the emergency which led to the aircraft
fFlyinn around in circles before it crashed.

Whilst one has to see some of the loglc of their argument there
are considerable problems about accepting the F-111 solution. PO did
not film the object later than 9.10 (I have discussed SLUFORT's ideas
with him - which they had not done - and I am sure of that). In
addition the other witnesses are recarded in full in the aoriginal
BUFOHA report and their testimony clearly puts the time at 7.00-9.05,
(The children were Jjust about to enter school and the teacher ot 4o
schopl five minutes after her sighting at about 9.05). They cannot
all be wrong.

It igs wvery hard to accept that the object an the film ig an F=111
in any guise. Under enaormous magnification no structure behind the
hall of aranne is wisible. Hesides which the testimony nf eight

nirla and the teacher, Elizaheth Thompson (who was soukh nf Lhie
srchoal near Ickford) are detailed and very consistent. ®Hrs Thompson
pven doubted that what she saw was what was on the {ilm because if
lnaked much bigger. Yet finally, she acceoted this. Thase nina

additional witnesses all say the "beachball" like obiect rotated (anti-
clnckwise if viewed fram ahove), hovered, maoved below trees and then
elimherd aupwards anain. And it was very close to them. Noft ane of

them heard any sound.

Two sets of weather data are avallable (one nbtained by SUFDRA
in 1973 from Henson and one from SCUFDRI at Abinodaon). Hoth are aretty
consistent and give visgibility as 7-9km. At that maximum possible
distance (with winds at 7 knots from the directian the UFU travelled
it is hard to conceive an F-111 being silent. As attractive as the
explanation is we must accept some pretty unacceptable thinos if we
are to call this case solved.

Clearly, because with a case like this (three indeoendent oroups
of witnesses and snolid evidence) the potential is so great we have not
heard the last of this twelve-year old saga. SCUFURT have certainly
chucked a spanner in the works, and can we really presume the F-111
crash to be pure caincidence? Hut as to the final truth having now
been found, ! do not feel that such an apinion (mmoted by SCUFURL in
several recent newspaper articles) is justified.

Play causes panic

}:‘_\nhovdr_riv rr_al'::flc radin ?].1\‘
whic ramatise a4 nuclear

confrontation  hetween  Rusua A replay of "war of the Worlds"?
anidl America caused panie in

Finland as thousands of lis

teners jammed emergency tele

phone hines to find out what

they shonld do.

"Daily Telegraph"
Dezcember 31lst, 1985
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THE SILENT CONSPIRACY JENNY RANDLES

I have heen pnerplexed and concerned over reneated ideas mooted in
recent issues of FLYING SAUCER REVIEW by editor Gordon Creighton.
His view 13 that there are Very oood reasons for the lack af
interest in UFDs. This depression is undoubtedly real. 1 feel it
it 8s &a professional writer on UFD topics, books sell miserably
and publishers are increasingly waryof taking them on. BUFCHA
suffers also, as the current dearth of members shaows. Running a
group on just 200 or 300 people nrovides continual fFimancial
headaches for Council.

Creightan argues that there is hoth political and alien supp-
ression of interest, which is not sociolagical but conspiratorial.
UFD books are being deliberately removed from libraries, or not
stocked. Aliens are abducting the human race by the millinns and
brain-washing them. The two go hand-in-hand because the game
noliticians who are pulling the strings in the libraries (and
helping to shut down UFO groups) are really aliens in disguise aor
alien puppets.

Stated thus these notions sounds like the most crackpot of
science-fictiaon plots. Steven Splelberg would have a field-day with
FLYING SAUCER REVIEW, I think. Yet around the world ufologists nf
high repute are appearing to endorse these theories. At least, that
is the obvious conclusion to be drawn since they have anreed, by
the truck load, to be FLYING SAUCER REVIEW consultants.

TOTALLY INEXPLICABLE

Uver the past couple of years BUFORA members Janet and Colin Hord
and I have esch shown our disapprovel, both in print and directly
tn Gordon Crelghton himself of the way in which he has steered
FLYING 5AUCER REVIEN towards the rocks. ue have disassociated our-
selves and have been removed from the mangazine's masthead. Yet
people such as J. Allen Hymek, Or. Jacgues Vallee, Ann Druffel and
John Heel (together with several others) have, during the same time,
heen nffered figure-head positions and accented. Much as I find
this totally inexplicable (and highly worrying) it illustrates

that the Creighton style and the congpiracy theory has garnered

its supporters.

Of course there has to be a connection between the lack of
UFD interest and the decrease in the number of sightings reported.
In an average year HUFOHA now investioates a couple of dozen cases,
whereas in 1977 and 1978 we were chasing up several hundred.

In the final issue of COMMON GROUND, 1984, hefore moving on to
the editorial bpard of MAGONIA, Kevin McClure said that he felt We
were about to become historians rather than investigators and that
ufology as a modern subject of continuing activity was well an the
way out. He furthermore made some strange (and frankly ridiculous)
insinuations that the BUFORA investigation team was behaving oddly
at a time when cases are few. If I read him right he is implying
that some of us are in the process of inventing non-existent, high-
strangeness encounters to fill in time!

Such a positiaon is simply incredible, and completely without-
foundaticn. As QUFORA's Director of Investigations I keep a clpse
watch on our team and would certalnly ensure that action was taken
if there was even a suggestion that caaes were being manufactured.
1 know of not one current or previous BUFORA investigator against
whom such charges can seriously be levelled, and I feel that BUFORA
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entitled to call for an explanation in print of Kevin McClure's
innuendoes, either from him or his current MAGUNTA colleagues.

REAL UFO PHENOMENON

My experience, in regard to what the decreamse in cases means is this.
Feople are less often reporting simple misidentifications. Scome
years back satellites were frequently reported as UFOs. 1 have now
lost track of the last time that a satellite was the evaluated
cause of 8 BUFDRA case. This example can be extended and merely
shows that the genmeral public are, in the main, hetter educated
about TFOs. The publicity and the serious books about the subject
which hawve appeared in the last decade have created this situation.

Secandly, it is undeniably true that the propartion of
unexplained or strange cases has risen in concert with the decline
in overall sightings totals. The familiar figure of 10 per cent
of reports being deemed unexplained was true when we were getting
100 ceses. In other words around 10 cases per year were regarded
as unknown. Now, out of a lower figure of say 4U cases, we are
getting something like 20-25 per cent unknown. Overall, this oives
a similar proportion of unknowns. The evidence suggests that the
real UFD phenomenon continues to exist in a similar state to 10
years ago. Most of our case short=fall is attributed to loss of
IF0 sightings, not UFOs.

Another factor is that investigators have become better skilled.
They can sniff out an IFO0 much earlier nowdays. Also, as part of
pur NIC policy we tend to concentrate upon cases which offer hope of
adding useful information. So an investigator will devote months
of work to one good case, rather thanm a few days each to assorted
airecraft, Venus, misidentificatiomss and satellite obeervations. This
seems to be a better use of npur limited time and resources, but may
create the artificial impressions that we are emphasisingtthe
strength of UFD evidence or even inventing it. The truth is, I
believe, that we are just better at our jobs.

50, if the UFD phenomenon continues to occur in a slightly
different fashion than s few years ago, what price this conspiracy
to prevent people from becoming interested?

There is evidence for what American ufologist and CES specia-
list Budd Hopkins calls the "silent epidemic." That is, a laroe
body of people exist who have undergone a contact ftype experience
but are consciously unaware of it. Whether this is because of in-
fluence From an alien source or because the CEL and LES experience
is essentially a consciousness phenomenon (and thus is forgotten as
are dreams) remains open to debate. However, the silent epidemic
is a lonp way removed from the silent conspiracy.

As a professionel writer of UFO books 1 am obviously very in-
terested in the theory that these are heing dellberately removed or
withheld from libraries. In several FLYING SAUCER REVIEW issues
Gordon Crelghton has published letters from readers supporting his
oppinion with reference to their own local library and its content.
On no occasion has an alternative view been expressed.

ARRANT NONSENSE

1 think it is time I refuted this arrant nonsense - and 1 am in a
good position to do so. Whenever I travel around the country I take
the opportunity to examine library shelves not only for my cwn books
but for UFD titles in general. T also regularly watch the computer
data-banks for all Cheshire, Lancashire, Greater Manchester and
Merseyside librarles. These demonstrate uneguivocally that the idea
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of UFD baonks not being purchased is nonsense. In fact UFD bonks
are bopught by libraries in much greater numbers than one ought to
expect from their shaop sales. All my books are evenly spread
around the country in numbers which T regard as substantial, and
when compared with books on other subjects seem to confirm that
(naturally biased!) assertion. Certainly I have never had any
difficulty seeing a8 goodly stock of UFD titles inm any of the
libraries I reqularly fregquent {(and I do not just go to the same
none in Liverpool, Manchester or Warrington).

However fpr the past two years a more objective way to assess
the truth of Creighton's ideess has presented itself. The govern-
ment has introduced FLR (FPublic Lending Right). This is essentially
a fund of £2m, distributed among registered authors to compensate
for reduced sales of books in shope hecause they are borrowed from
litraries. Samples are taken at random libraries all over Britain
and computer estimates of the total borrowinos natipn-wide cal-
culated. According to the number of borrowings an author achieves
they receive a split of the PLR fund. Detailed computer figures
are gent to authors each January.

NOT SPECTACULAR

1 am not sure whether other British suthors who have published UFD
tooks would be willing te publicly gquote their figures. If they
would do so thern they could help prove the folly of the library
shelf conspiracy. 1 am certainly prepared to do this.

In 1984 (first payment year) I had three gualifying books.
(They have to he published some time before calculation in order
to figure in the 12 manth tot-up). These registered around 21,000
lpans. In 1985 my figure for the same three books, plus one more
(and & shart=-run on a fifth, published just before the end of the
computer calculations) was 28,000. This put my loans intn the top
15 per cent of all the 9,000 authors registered in the UK - this
was above the average loans per authaor of about 22,000.

I am not suggesting that these figures are spectacular. They
are not. They hardly constitute mass reading of UFO books. But
they compare very favourably with library loans for authors who
publish baoks on subjects like railway trains or civil aviation. The
figures surely demonstrate that there is no conspiracy to Temove
books from library shelves.

The silent conspiracy is a dangerous modern myth of the UFO
world, where we already have enough problems to contend with. The
time has come to answer it with logic and facts. For that is the
only road to truth in any aspect of ufology.

CHANGED YOUR

ADDRESS?

If so please let the
Association know
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CEZ2s AND CEls BRENDAN TAYLOR

This feature is Parts 2 and 3 of Brendan Taylor's series on the
UFD phenomenon. Article 1 appeared in the May, 1985 issue of the
BULLETIN.

CE2s are reports in which the witness(es) see obhjects Bnd some=
times their occupants, but not so close for them to have any
physical contsct with either object or occupsnt(s). The objects
seen can be divided into two types.

The first resembleg two pletes, one on top of the other, the
second type is cylindrical in shape.

I have selected four cmees to mention, two in America and two
in the UK. The first was in New Mexico, America on April 2hth,
1964, The person involved wes & police patrolman, Lonnie Zamora who
was cheeing a speeding car when he heard a&n explosion and saw B8
blue flame in the sky. He thought that the explosion had occcurred
at an isolated dynamite shack so he headed in that direction. As he
got near the shack he saw an egg-shaped object on the ground.
Standing beside it he saw two figures. "They were very small and
were wearing what looked like white overalls." After a few minutes
they went inside the object and it took off in a south-westerly
direction.

The next report comes from Wales, on April 1tth, 1976. There
were seven children who were witnesses to the event. Accordinog to
one they were playing in the local park and then decided to go for
a walk which took them past a field. 0One of the children said:
"There was something in the field out of the ordinary, I have never
seen anything like 1t in my life befare, the most astonishing thing
about it wes the colour which was a brilliant green and silver,
the shape of it was like 8 round football, it moved at all angles,
beckwards and forwerds and from left to right. As we moved it moved
as well, for example if we moved to the left so did this thing. We
then ran as fast 8s we could, we did not hesitate but kept an
running with fright."

The third experience also comes from the U4, on May 3rd, 1977.
A man sBw a8 strange object hovering over the nearby forest, he
nhoned the local police and they sent two of their officers to in-
vestligate. They took & look around Bnd sBw & bright red light
hoverling over a lake. The officers described the light as shaped
like a bell tent viewed edgeways on, its size was like a thumbnail
at arm's length. They eslso sald that 1t pulsated continuously
changing from brilliant red to dull red. After a while, according
to them, it appeared to dissolve on the spot, the officers admitted
at this point that they were scared, hut they seperated and searched
the area. One saw a white crescent shaped object in the =sky zhnove
him. Thils also dissolved on the spot, on further investigation
nothing else was found, but there was a smell of burning near the
lake.

The fourth report comes from Houston, Texas. The date,
December 29th, 1580. Three people were involved, two middle-aged
women 8nd 8 young boy. They were in a car when they saw a bright
light appear in the sky A little way ahead. It came towards them
and, according to the witnesses, the obiect resolved itself into a
diamond shape. It had rlames shooting out Frem its underside. The
heat made 1t impopssible for them to continue on their journey. The
heat, in fact, was so intemse that it burnt their skin and the light
hurt their eyes.
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After a while the object left them and, after that, & large numher
or helicopters came flying over. The witnesses eventually reached
thelr destination, but later the same night all three turned bright
red as if sun-burned and all of them were sick. The sunburn and
sickness lasted for two monthsa.

What can be said ebout these four reparta? If you go by the
various descriptions, the objects resemble space-craft from other
planets? Are these then what they are? The answer ta this will
be discussed in a later article. The CE2s contain many different
characteriatiecs. Theae are listed below:

i In reports where enimals are involved the animals’
behaviour is strange, slthough this does not happen
in 8ll instances.

2a In scme cases objects juat dissolve on the spot.

3. In some cases occupants belonging to the object(s) are
SEEMN.

e In some reports object(s) and their occupanta act in &8
mischieveous way.

5. In some reports, where witness(es) are in their car, the
car engine cemses to function.

6. In some reports, where objects are seen to land,they
leave behind visible treces, i.e. marks on the ground.

R In some reports strange smells have been reported, also

some people suffer from strange illnesses or have spots
and rashes after the incident.

When snimels encounter objects end sometimes their occupants,
the animals appear to be frightened. This is not surprising since
animals can hear on a higher level than humans, and may pick up
noisesx which are inaudible to us. But not all animals behave in
a strange manner. Why is this? Cowvld it be that some specles are
not all that easily frightened?

Turning to objects that dissolve on the spot, &nd assuming
that reports of this kind are genuine, what we could be dealing
with here are aobjects that are not solid, at lesst naot in the
sense that we understand it (I will have more to say about this
in a latter article).

Where occupants are seen they come in all shapes and sizes,
from midgets to giants.

Not only do car engines cease to function, so too does any-
thing which generates power. In America in late 1965 there was
a power cut over New York, at the same time people reported seeing
strangs objects in the sky. Objects have slso been reported over
power lines and power stations.

Fhysicel treces have been seen in the form of indentations
in the ground.

Smells range from burning tu perfumes Why these occur is not
known.

The strange illnesses that some peoplz get not only involve
physical symptoms, but in some ceses mental symptoms s well as
personality changes. The former could probebly be explained in
terms of radistion sickness. but the latter is not so streight
forward. Personality chenges could bhe explained in two parts,
first the experience that the person has hed is in a way respon-
sible for the changes and, secondly, it is the person(s) own
attitude that 1s responsible for the changes.
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FART 3. CEls - CONTACTS

This article concerns the most interesting and intriguing reports
that are investipated in the whole UF0 soectrum -namely contacts.
Most people call contacts "close encounters of the third kind" but
in my classification system contacts are of the first kind. The
various guestions - for example, are contacts genuine experiences
will be examined in my next article. In this one I will relate
three of the many reporte that have been labelled "contacts.®

The first happened in Birmingham in 1957. 0One persan was
involved, a woman who went upstairs to check on her sleeping infant
daughter. As she went into the bedroom she had the Feeling that
she was being watched. The bedroom had a fireplace built into it
and in it she saw a male figure. "He was tell and faeir =nd wore
a tight fitting garment which looked like plastic, there was &
collar which rose up behind the head rather like in Elizabethan
times." 5She said that his lips moved but nothing was heard. Then
she realised that the gquestions that were racing through her mind
were being answered mentally. The man said that he was from
another world and that he was looking for something called
Titanium.,(Titanium is a magnetic substance aBnd the search for it
is vsuelly carried out in the ocean) the man also said that he came
from a peaceful world, according to the witness, after he said
what he wanted he to just disappeared, like turning off & televiaion
set.

In Americe, 1n 1961, a8 married couple, Betty and Barney Hill,
were returning to their home from e holiday, when they noticed a
bright objzct in the sky which wes getting bigger and lower the
whole time. The couple carrlied on with thelr jourmey and the last
thing that they could remember was hearing &n electronic bleeping
sgund. A couple of months after the experience both suffered from
nightmares and also 1llness, they tried various doctors but to no
avail. It was sungested that hypnoais be tried. What resulted
was a contact experience. It transpired that after the couple
heard the bleeping =sound, their car slowed down in front of some
men who, in turn, was standing in front of the object that the
couple had seen in the gsky. The men took the couple from their
car and into their craft. UOnce inside both were given what
appeared to be a medical examination. HBetty Hill pave the following
description of one of the nmen who sppeared to be the leader: "He
hed 8 uniform on which consisted of B scarft, draped over this left
shoulder, he had a round face with elongated eyes also thin lips
that appeared to have no muscles." After the examination the
beings took the couple beck to thelr car.

The 1last alleged contect to be examined happened in the UKW
in 1978, A couple and their two daughters were returning home by
car when they saw 8 bright light in the eky. When they arrived home
they found that 1% wes much later than they had expected, and =a
week after the sighting all of them were 111, Une of the wnomen
kept having dreems about being take aboard a8 spscecraft. It was
again cecided thaet hypnosls might help. This showed that they had
got out of the car and some unknown force carried them into & space-
craft. Once inside all four were given 8 medical examination by
beings who looked like humana. "The beings was 5ft tall, he was
dressed in a one-piece uniform which was silver." All four were
given & tour of the ship, the being spoke to them in English, and
told them not to be afraid.

Contacts, if that is what they sre appeer to be divided into
two categories - physicel and mentasl. In the next article I will
lonok at these more closely.
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LETTERS

From: Steuart Campbell,BA.
HUFORA RIC. Edinburgh,
Scotland.

Sir -
statistical Errors

drendan Taylor (BULLETIN,May,
1985) claims that metenrs ex-
hipit different coloured lights,
that stars appear to move, that
fireballs (large meteors) have
vapnur trails, and that comets
appear to move like weather
hallognns! None of these state-
ments is truz. Meteors (or
'shooting stars') appears as
hrief streaks of light of no
pnarticular colour; fireballs
leave tralls of incandescent gas
(nat a contrail) and move so
gquickly that no one could con-
fuse them with an aircraft (al-
though they can be confused with
re-entering satellites); comets
are rarely seen and their angular
movement is so slow that they
apnrar to be stetlonary in the
sky = due to their long tails no
one could possibly confuse them
with anything else. It is true
that stars can produce flashes
nf different colours, but it is
an atmospheric effect seen aonly
when a bright star is low on uhe
haorizon. As for ball lightenino,
its reported behaviour is more
varied than Mr Taylor allows,
and it would be interesting to
know for what "else" it can he
mistaken.

As if these errors were rot
enough he then steps out of his
depth in statistics by attempt-
ing to draw concluslons from too
few UFO reports. Even then his
conclusions are arbhitrary and un-
justified. 1t i3 not clear what
he is trying to show. 1 sungest
he sticks to sociology. There is
no basis for his suggestion that
different people see different
linht spectra (if by that he means
the range of visible wavelengtns).
Incidentally his "second repaort”
is one first reoorted by me and
which T attribute to an incldence

of ball lightning. If, as he claims,

1) per cent of all reports are not
explicable in terms af natural
phenomena, that could be because

we do not yet know all abpout
natural phenomena (like ball
lightning).

Fram.: Michael Wootten.
RIC East Region. Leyton,
LONDON EL17.

S5ir -

Statistical Accuracies

It is very rare to see an article
concerning raw UFO statistics in
the peges of BUFURA BULLETIN.
Usually hecause UF0 statistics
are a controversial subject and
open to many interpretations.

Mr Taylor's article (BULLETIN,
May, 1985) has hbeen brave enough
to tackle this thorny part of
ufology with enthusiasm and
obvious thought.

lorking on the HUFORA Case
Database for over a year 1 have
heen able to process 400 or so
case reports and, like Mr Taylaor,
have been able to analyse the
data. Unlike him I have had it
easy, the computer does all the
sorting and searching for me. I
doubt that T would even have
attempted to analyse the data
manually., Out of interest T
tested Mr Taylar's findings
using a sample of 250 cases from
the early 1980s. Although my
manthly distribution of sight-
ings did not match with his the
hourly distribution followed
the exact pattern which he had
produced (also validated by
Hendry and Project URD).

Mr Taylor has set a very
high example and has proved that
there is no excuse for any member
af this Association not to teke
an active role in ufology. I
very much admire the amount of
real effort needed by Mr Taylor
to produce such an article.

From: John Paynter.
Lincolnshire.

Identical Craft?

S5ir -

Compare Howard Menger ang
George Adamskil photmnraphs. It




is my considerrtd npinion that
they are of the me vehicle.
They were both taken in the
195{)s. Look at science fict-
ion movies of the period and
see how naive were peoples?
impression of a UFU or space-
craft. They were clumasy
looking machines like those
in the Adamski/Menger photo-
graphs. Stranoe that these
nhotographs should arrive
then, in the 1950s when in-
terest in "flying saucers"
had just been kindled. How
many vehicles have been
highly classified terres-
trial-origin vehicles?
Ferhaps to measure public
swareness and reaction?

From: Ian Ridpath.
Journalist and Science
Correspondent.drentford.
Middlesex TW8 BPRY.

Sir =

Rendlesham Solution?

I was deligphted to see Jenny
ltandles' admission in BUFORA
QULLETIN 'July,1985) that she
agrees with my conclusian that
Colonel Halt and his men were
watching the 0Orford Ness light-
house when they made their tape
recording inRendlesham Forest
on the nigpht of December 2%9th,
1980. Uf course, if the airmen
mistank the lighthouse for a
Ur0 on that occasinn they could
egually well have done so on the
night of the first UFO sighting.
However, instead of drawing
this straightforward conclusion,
Jenny Randles claims that the
Halt memo is part of & cover-up.
The consequences of this assump-
tion are alarming, for Colonel
Halt's memo to the Ministry of
Defence refers to events heard
on this tame, including the
sighting of the second UFO (now
anreed to he the lighthouse).TIf
Miss Handles is correct and the
tape is nart of a cover-un, then
the Halt memo itself must also be

part of that cover-up. That being
50, the Halt memo can no longer
be renarried as evidence for a
"real" UFll pvent.

o has the USAF been
the Mol and the rest of us,
alnnn? Or is there another,

fonling
all
still

unreleased report that contains
the real facts about Rendlesham?
Indeed, since HMiss Handles' own
line of argument now discredits
the very evidence on which the
case is based, can we believe
anythina that she has so far told
us about the case?

While she ponders these im=
nlicatipons of her theory, the rest
of BUFAORA minht like to consider
that the simplest explanation
could really be the correct one
after all, i.e. that the Halt
memo, the Halt tape, and the
police eyewitness account are pgen-
uine, and that the flashing lioht
was indeed the linhthouse.

I find it depressinog that
Jenny Randles continues to assert,
without justification, that the
linphthouse theory isiinvalid be-
cause other witnesses saw the
UFD inside the forest. How can we
he sure that these witnesses were
seeing a UFO rather than the many
man-made lights that are visible
between the trees in this area?
Will she publish triangulations,
with accurate dates and times, to
support her contention? Most
shameful , she continues to assert
that the radiation readings at
the alleged landing site were
sinnificant, even though she has
never investigated this aspect
heraelf (had she done so, she
would know that the radiation
levels reponrted are not signifi-
cant). It is clear that Jenny
flandles dpes not allow incon-
venient facts to interfere with
her opinion.

1 am by now guite used to
having false motives assioned to
me by Jenny Aandles. Her latest
calumny 1s that T am afraid of
the truth. Hpuwever, her writinns
abhout Aendlesham have shown that
her idea of truth is not objective,
documented truth. Is it pnsosible
that much of what she takes to be

the truth is nothinn more than a
nroduct of her nwn imanination?
JENMY RANDLES AEPLIES:

Mearisome as it is ko have ko reoly
tn yet another lan flidnath latier
about the lHendlesham Forosht mase,

I am hound tn dn su. However, I

am sure readers will notice that
most of his leptter (anain) con=-

sists of rhetaoric and accusatiaons
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anainst my intenrity.

The Hendlesham Forest case
stands or falls according to its
facts. I wish 8 few more neonle
would start debating them. They
are a lot maore interesting than
some nf the clap-trap published
so far (e.g. one US magazine
spent much valuable space des-
cribing fNrenda, Dot and me in
grapnhic and rather hilarious
terms!)

Ian of course, misre-
presents what | sald sheout the
Halt tape. I believe that on
December 29th, 1980 Halt knew
full well that the men under his
command were seeing the light-
house, and that its mispercept-
ion and the tape recording were
carefully enginsered to he re-
leased (if necessary) at some
stratenic future point. I have
many reasons for believing this,
which would take too long to go
intn here. #Hut, for example,
several of the men noted how the
senior officers were watching
them more than the UFO. Halt him-
Sell said (a few manths after the
release of the tapes) "I quess
you can say knew more about what
was going on that night than the
men." The tape does (rather pain-
fully) repeat nrecise bearings
which make it impossible for the
light to be anything other than
ODrford Mess, in my view.

Since I do not agree that
Halt and all the other lang-term
senior afficers were dumbh enough
to misperceive the lighthouse for
hours; on (what would thus be) the
second occasion, then that fact

Tplus the clues such as those above)

suggests a ploy to create the mis-
perception hypothesis.

I see no reason to suppose that
the events on niaht two heve anything
tn do with the very different claims

made by witnesses to the events on
night ane.

more stranoe than that included on
the Halt tape. 5o it is just not
senaible to presume that the tape
involves the lighthouse, ergo so
must the events an December 27th,

1980, That is precisely what we are

meant to believe. Alongside the

Tact that senior staff at Bentuwaters

are crazed (drunk? space-out?) im-

Certainly the testimany
offered from that occasion is vastly

biciles, who are not fit to he
in charoe of a few pine trees
let alone AlU jets or, God
forbid - nuclear weapons!

If this is the answer -
then how is it that lan Ridpath
and the media are nat joining
the cry to get the Yanks out?

I for aone do not wish our defence
to be the province of folk whao
cannot tell a space-ship from

a light-house and do not have

the first idea what is, or is
not, an abnormel radiation

Count.

Tan argues that if the
Halt tape is susnect, sao is
the Halt mema and hence the
evidence is all discredited.

A beautiful illustratinon of his
circular logic! I would remind
him that Brenda, Dot and [
pursued the case between Jan-
vary 1981 and June, 1983
totally ignorant that Colonel
Halt had anything to dn with it,
and certalnly withaout the
dublous blessing of his infam-
ous memp. Obviously, there-
fore, we felt that there was
some evidence which does not
stem from that supnosed offi-
cial report.

In SKY LRASH we make
plain that the Halt memo poses
more guestions than answers. I
am less than happy about the
reason for its rather casual
release in June, 1983 (after 1
I had stated in hoth THE UN-
EXPLAINED and DOMNT that I fFelt
the UFD story was a cover for
sgmething else). I have always
been of the ppinion that Halt's
entire role in this affair has
principally been one of “"dis-
informatiaon officer.” Tt is
not inconseguential (1 submit)
that he was the agnly alleged
witness to stay on base for
three and a half years after
the event . Or that he just
happened to be flown home and
prompted the very weekend the
NEWS OF THE WORLD sold the
world its UFO crash fairy tale.

Ian is apparently iagnorant
of my lighthouse rebuttals,
eyen though I have expressed
countless facts which mitigate
against his hypothesis both
to fece and in writing.




What saddens me most is that

a WPl publication which supp-
osedly defends truth (MAGONIA)
has printed Tan Ridpath's
exnlanation for the case but
prnint-blank refused to print
my replyl 1 wonder why?

fThis renly "GROUNDING
THE LIGHTHUUSE", | have com-
piled as a3,500 word article
which 1 have offered (and con-
tinue to offer) to interested
parties for 80p(to cover
photo-copy and postage). 1 have
no desire to force its contents
onto pecple since it only con-
tains looical sense and much af
it is in S5KY CRASH anyway! Here
I nut the counter-arouments
anainst the four part Ridpath
theary viz:that a meteor attrac-
ted the men into the forest;
that there they saw the light-
house; that the holes in the
fround,discovered later, were
rabbit scrapings and that the
radiation traces are insigni-
ficant.

fin the guestion of the
traces T will not make too much
of an issue because it is noss-
ible that the ones described in
the memo and on tape are not the
real anss. Uut T think the dam-
age to the tree canopy (demon-
strating that something fell
through) is of much greater
Interest than bark scratches or
holes in the ground. T have not
seen Tan attack these with his
rabhit theory - or are the
rabbits training for the Olympic
pole vault?

I also denlare his accus-
ation that I have "shamefully"
"mever investigatern" the radia-
tinn readinos. How does he know?
("erhans he has telepathic nowers

- nr at leastwiuld have them if
Ca1onr allowed such nonsensical
things tn existl)

The fact is I have lanked at
the radiation problem (and ex-
pressed it in the article MAGORIAR
would not print.) 1t is guite
torrect that the readings taken
all over the forest (of 2-3-4
units) are not significant. Howu=-
ever, the readings of mnore than
twice this (inside the three in-
dentations) are, according to a
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nlant hinlonist and an Mob
weanaons exogert [ talked btn, almnst
certainly sionificant. IL is hard
to tell because so little data is
available. Hut is an odd "gcoinci-
dence" that the peak readinns
chance to be in the three inden-
tations.

Finally, T turn to his
challenge about my "rouph" calcu-
lations that the lights were

inside the forest and not outside.

Let me first add that 1 have never
nrofessed to be the investigator
on this case, hut principally an
observer who wrote it wup into
bonk form. 1 would hope that
Dot Street (as BUFORA's main in-
vestigator on the gase) will pub-
liah the locations and directinns
nf view of witnesses sunpnrting
the military ones inside the Farest.
I can only comment on what T was
told (aometimes hy the witnesses -
I have spoken to some ol them -
how many has Tan lidnath inter-
viewed?) and on my travels aver
the area and across the lacations
where they claimed to have seen
their UF0s an December 27th, 17681,

The best of these, that hy
LGordon Levett at Sudbnurne, nro-
bably is not directly correlatiuve.
lut his observation certainly in-
volves somethinn other than the
lighthouse flying right over his
head - within the two or three
day spell of the twin sightings.
Uther witnesses who did seettheir
lights in the early hours nf
December 27th include the llebh
family (looking north-east towards
the forest) and salesman Arthur
Smekle on 3104 throuoh the fForest
(looking sputh). There were nther
civilian witnesses ton, hut the
lighthouse is pot visible from
either af the Incations just nited.
This pught to be sufficient tn
make my paoint. 1 did not pretend
that T had seen this demonstrater
beyond guestion. Hut it does seenm
to me that if you see a liaght
luooking south in the middle of a
dense forest (when thin is where
the alleged UFU was) an invisihble
lighthouse to the east is rather
improbable as a salutinn.

I am sure we still have
to learn ahnut the nase. UVersonally
I do not bellieved it inunlved a |IFN.
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From: FPaul Fuller.

BUFORA AT

Winchester, Hampshire.
5ir -

A Significant Oreakthrough

May I take this opportunity to
congratulate HUFORA AIC Mike
Wogotten on his recant article

"B Statistical Dverview 1980-82Y
(JTAP, September, 198%). At last
someone in BUFORA is talking
sense! In case any of JTAP's
readers failed to appreciate
Mike's article, let me explain
the breakthrough that it re-
presents.

First, responsible re-
searches now have instant access
to UFD data that would have pre-
vinusly tasken months to escquire.
Data that can be easily stored,
analysed and cross-checked with
reports from other UFO organi-
sations. Currently, only a few
vear's reports have been coded
and because of the state of moat
of HBUFDORA's reports, this time-
consuming task will take years
to complete.

Secondly, and potentiaily
nf far more importance, HBUFOURA
is attempting to apply both the
model and language of science.
Until BUFURA is capable of
adapting standard investigative
technigues and can collect sig-
nificant parameters of UF0 reports,
the ascientific establishment will
remain unconvinced of our claims
and will continue to deny us the
resources we need to adeguately
feal with the phenomenan. By
adopting scientific standards,
HUFURA will be in a position to
prepare guantitative analyses for
higphly-reparded scientific jour-
nals. Hy statistically comparing
AUFORA's reports with the data-
base now heing developed in sev-
eral other countries, it will be-
come nossible to replicate the
characteristics that will point
towards the true nature of the UFO
phenomenon.

As a statistician by profession,
I cannot stress too highly the wvalue
of Mike's work, and I urge BUFORA
members to give him the support that
he deserves.
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From: Steuart Campbell,BA.

BUFORA RIC, Edinburgh,
Rcotland

Sir -

The Pennine Mystery

Jenny Randles writes(BULLETIN
July, 1985) that she has 'never!
claimed, either in her honok
The Pennine Mystery or in her
article In Defence of Pennine UFQ=
BULLETIN, June 198L) that there
was anything "particularly special
about the Pennine area." (This is
a reaction to my accusation that
she had hyped a mystery out of
nothing extraordinary). Yet the
cover blurb on the book claims
that "a wave of UFOD sightings is
repaorted over the Pennine area,”
and on page 11 Jenny stated that
her intention was to describe a
series of "extraordinary events

in the Pennines." 5he hoped to
show that "something rather in-
teresting is going on there."
Indeed, one of her conclusions

(pn 227-228) is that the geolo=-
gical structure of the Pennines
makes it & UFO window"! If that

is not & claim that the Pennines
are 8 specisl area then I don't
know what is! In her BULLETIN
article Jenny stated that every
UFO0 investigater in the north(of
tEngland) knew well that a "speci-
fic "Pennine” mystery exists’,

and that 'significantly more
reports come from these ... areas
sses=' Again she claimed that the
Pennines are a 'window area'. The
Fact that a book has been devoted
to what is alleged to be a UFOD
mystery in the Pennipes is itself
a claim to something 'special!
about the area.

The guestion that now arise is
why Jenny does not admit the
facts? Why is she pretending
that she did not attribute spec-
ial characteristics to the Penn=-
ines when clearly that is what
she did? Indeed, why does she
react to my criticism in this way?
What is wrong with claiming that
there is & Pennine UFD window?
Does her latest rejectlon of
the ides constitute admissiaon
that (as I claimed) there was no
good reason to write about the
area in the first place?




Jenny has alsa claimed that
'most! physicists and philo-
sophers' do not think that
time travel is impossible (in
response to my 'positive!
statement to the contrary).
Ferhaps Jenny would like to
name at least one reputable
physicist or philosopher who
does think that time travel

is possible. Not that experts
are necessary to resolve the
guestion. As a concept time
travel involves logical con-
tradictions and paradoxes. The
best argument against it is
the obvious fFact that neither
the past nor the future exists.
In that case you can travel to
neither!

Jenny's woolly thinking is
again evident in her puzzlement
over how I could say that UFOs
do not exist. She presents
this as if I had claimed that
UFOs are 'impossible', which
is not at all what I claimed!

Incidentally, Allen Hynek's
comments about fFuture science
are most misleading. Future
acience will be much like present
science and there are no grounds
for helieving that ufology will
become a respectable sclience.
There can be no ufology when
there are no UFUs. Even iIf there
were UFUs and they were space-
craft, there could still be no
ufology. There is as likely to
be a science of ufology as there
is to be a science of demonology!

Jenny thinks that in the end
we shall solve the UFO problem,
There is no UFU problem bhecause
there gre no UFOs. She may not
like the idea that she is wasting
her time, but 1ife is not obliged
to give us what we want.

"Scgience and the UFOS5" (hy
Jenny Randles and Peter liarrington)
makes mention of my report on the
Livingston lncident (p.60). Tt is
claimed that it was a study of 'a
landing (of a UFO)' and an 'agsault
on the witness.

Nowhere in the report did 1
make these claims, although others
did so. If Jenny and Peter wlsh to
present the case as an alien land-
ing in which the aliens assaulted
Robert Taylor, then that is their
privilege. However, they should not

nresent it ms my conclusion, which,
as they well know, was quite diff-
erent.

JENNY HANDLES REPLIES:

I regret having to waste readers'
valuable time replying to a semantic
filled letter. So I will keep it
brief.

0f course, I bhelieve the Pennine
area is a window zone (whatever that
ial The book "THE PENNTNE UFD
MYSTERY makes some suggestions. Natu-
rally, in that sense it is specimsl and
is known to be so by ufologists who
draw conclusions from the evidence
instead of other (less obvious)
sources. However, it is also not
special, in the sense (as my article
explained that window areas abound
all over the world.

Ergo it 1s special, but not very
special. Yet it was a prime candidate
for 8 book about what can certalnly
be termed a "UF0 wave," or a series
of""extraordinary"events (denends on
your definition of the word). | wrote
the book as & nractical expression of
theoretical ideas. Do I really have
to explain that again?

Steuart's continued assertion
that T wyrote the book For no  qgood
reason (other thanm to hype the bpok)
is both insulting and absurd. That
is the end of the matter.

As to physiciats, philosaphers
and time travel ... well, there is a
lot of research being daone into
Quantum Physics these days which
suggests that faster than light trawvel
is hypothetically possible. Einstein
and Lorentz never argued that travel
faster than C (the speed of light)
was impossible. Simply that there is
no solution to their equation at L.
Subtley different but lesser differ-
ences have led to physics revolutions
In the pest. Scientiasts like Ur.
Paul Davies at least have an onen
mind on the guestions, and there is
a difference bhetween time travel,
per se, and humans time-travelling
and causing logical paradoxes.

Besides precognition involves
logical paradoxes, but precognition
ig (in my view) 8 fact. [ da not
pretend to fully wnderstand houw it
works (although 1 see Ways through
Steuart's difficulties). dut come
what may | have tao say it works
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because I have experience it too
often myself - and I don't think I'm
potty, esven thouoh doubtless some
might say that that is a matter of
agpiniond

s for paragraphs 4=6 of his
letter I orefer to leave them well
alone. fpart from the statement that
UFfs don't exist (in which case why
is Steuart Campbell still investi-
gating them?7) 1 failed to camprehend
their meaning after three readings.
If 1 tried any harder I would pro-
bably get the wrong interpretation
and lead tn yet another round of
lengthy letters. I doubt if the
readers of the BULLETIN could stand
that!

{1 doubt if they could eitherl EDITOR)
(THIS CORRESPONDENCE IS NOW CLOSED)

From: S5teuart Campbell,BA.
BUFDORA RIC, Edinburgh
Scotland.
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Evaluations

Mlke Wootten should note that

I did not daim that I have been
able to identifyeverv sighting

I have ever dealt with in the
last 12 years! What I said was
that in that time I have yet to
find a Scottish case that could
not be explained in & convent=-
lonal manner (with one exception).
Some reports may have remained
unexplained (due to inadequate
data) even though I ecould think
of possible explanations.
Explanations for others may have
emerged since the reports were
sent to the Director of Invest-
igations. It is possible, as my
article "Agtronomical UFOg"
shows (aee next issue af the
Bulletin. EDITOR) to find ex-
planationa long after the event.
In fact I suspect that some of
my evaluations are 1lncorrect and
that alternative explanations
are applicable.

Since there is no procedure
for re-evaluation of pld cases,
I suggest that Mike sends me a
print-out of all the 24 cases to
which he refers. I will then
"look a little closer” at my own
deta.
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I wish to point out that,
because of subjective and often
incorrect evaelustiaons, the data-
base is practically useless. All
one can say of it is that it is a
collection of reports made by
people who could not immediately
identify what they saw (or who
thought that it might have been an
alien craft).

This has a certain sociological
interest but it tells us very
little about the stimulus for the
report {(where there was one).
Competent investigation and certain
identification are rare. Conse-
gquently no one should draw con-
clusions based on data-base para-
meter L (evaluation).

MIKE WOOTTEN REPLIES: Az Ffar asa

I am concerned, if an investigator
concludes a case as being unexplained
in nature, then 1 would consider
that he has thoroughly investigated
each and every angle of the case

to produce a water-tight evaluation.
But if he is unsure of the source
of the stimulus then 1t is basgic
commaon sense that he returns an
evaluatlon of 'insufficient data.'
I agree with Steuart that you can-
not always be mire that the evaelu-
ation you glve is 100 per cent
correct, there will always be a
grey area of doubt with every
evaluation given. However, to
return an evaluation of a UFO0 where
there is inpsufficient daeta to
support that evaluation is investi-
gating malpractice. I shall be
sending Stevart 8 copy print out

of the cases under guestion for
re-evaluation.

I cannot agree at all with
Steuart that the data-base is5 &
waste of time. I agree it is crude
with limited memory etc. I never
envisaged the deta-base s anything
other than an electronic card index
system to be used as a very useful
aid to research. Cases can be sorted
and located in seconds rather than
hours. Steuart does not seem to
grasp the kind of work that is in-
volved in setting up the data-base,
the many hours of reading case
after case, the rebinding of re-
ports in perfect numeric order etc.

I think it is about time that
Steuart came out of his ivory tower
and gnt his hands dirty with the
rest of us. (Letters continued page 33!




FﬁE—lE&? UFO BULLETIN NIGEL WATSON

When chaos is seen to reign supreme in a world Full of changing
attitudes and values it is pleasant, 1f not necessary, to believe

in something which is immutable. This might be why scientists seek
laws to explain the workings of nature. In the cinema symptoms of
this syndrome are revealed by the countless films which depict the
white-clad hero and the hlack-clad villain. The representatives o of
good and evil are easily spotted in such films as S5TAR WARS. In real
life the division between good and evil is not demarcated in a can-
venient manner (don't ask me why that should be sn). This discussion
brings me tao THE MARW OF THE BEAST gy Sydney Watson (Spirs Books,
Fleming H. Revell Campany, Old Tappan, New Jersey) which was

written in 1911, and reprinted by Spire as a paperback recently.
Since the Bible, particularly Revelation, is taken literally and

the doctrine of the "born agaln" Christian is propounded it is not
surprising that THE MARK OF THE BEAST should be resurrected in the
USA where such ideas sre taking a hold on = significant part of the
population.

Basically, this book enticipates the coming af the Antichrist
and the ramifications this will have an humanity, to enhance the
impact of these Torebodings a fictionsl scenario is employed. The
author decorates this pages with hiell-fire evangelism and a good
desl of anti-Semitism. For instance, it is revealed that the Anti-
christ is Judas Iscariot reincarnated. This comes about through the
assocliation of an extraordinarily beautiful Jewess with fallen
spirits and the like,which constitutes = clear warning that people
should not screw around with such things as modern spiritualism
and its kind demonology. To call it pompous cant is to praise this
waork of faction, the main reason being the constant emphasias an
punishment, sin, purgatory, etc. Nowhere does the author explain
what goodness is, unless by this he means that we should belisve in
the Bible implicltly, conform to religious convention and wear
sack cloths and ashes for 24 hours a day. Indeed, man is thought to
be naturally evil and degenerate. This kind of religious attitude
is explored and attacked by Charlotte Bronte who through the
characters of Brocklehurst and 5t. John Rivers in JANE EVYRE neatly
saw through hypocrisy and convention alike, and this was in 1847,
Interestingly, at the time THE MARK OF THE BEAST was being produced
8 man called Aleister Crowley fancied himself as a kind of Anti-
christ. His attitude was campletely in opposition to the views
expressed by Sydney Watson, he proclalmed: "Be strong, o manl! lust,
enjoy all things of sense and rapture: fear not that any LGod shall
deny thee for this." He certainly practised what he preached in =
manner that would have shocked Sydney Watson and Charlotte Brante!
Some of Crowley's merry pranks with our accepted views are faction-
ally explored in Robert Anton Wilson's MASKS OF THE ILLUMINATI
(Sphere Books, London, 1981) which makes a good antidote to Watson's
masterplece. _ .

Another vehicle for anti-Semitism is UFOs: NAZI SECRET WEAPON?
by Mattern Friedrich (Samisdat Publishers, Canada, circa 1981). If
you are not inclined towards putting your faith into the Bible per-
haps the UFO mythology will serve the purpuse of something tao bel;eue
in? Certainly the people who have produced this book hope you will
believe and be convinced that Hitler was really a great fellow. fot
anly that but, 1t is cleimed, Hitler asctually survived the war and
escaped to 8 well-prepared secrat base, very well-prepared, in

Antartica.
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In his cold but splendid isaolation he and this faithful loyal-

to-death followers "The Last Hattelion"

use UFOs and other secret

weapons to Fight the reigning Great Powers. A better guide to this

subject is given by W.A. Harbinson in his factional novel

GEMESIS (Corgi. London, 1980) which contains some fFactual notes and

80Urces mh?ch are concise and useful. But UFOS: MAZI SECHET WEAPONS?
does contain some nice technical drawings and educational photo-

araphs - the choice is yours!

After reading this book skywatching

will never be the same, and the publishers can guote me on that!
Where THE MARK OF THE BEAST is concerned with a transformation
of 1ife on earth through the aogency of God, UFOs: NAZT SECRET WEAPON?
entertains the wish to create a paradise on earth through the agency
of UFDs and Hitler. 1In this sense both books are millennial, and
combined with enti-Semitism they confirm Norman Cohm's view that
"mass disorientation and insecurity have fostered the demonization
of the Jew in this as in much earlier centuries" contained in his
brilliant book THE PURSUIT OF THE MILLENNTIUM (Paladin, 1978 p.2B85)
Thanks to Kevin McClure for letting me have THE MARK OF THE

HEAST he won't get away with itl
Westfield Cottage, Crowle Bank Road,

DN17 3HZ.

Communications to: NIGEL WATSUN,

Althorpe, South Humherside,

(Letters continued)

From: Arnold West,
Chairman, BUFORA.
Burgess Hill, Sussex.

Sir =
Code of Practice

In the light of recent corres-
pondence on this subject I would
like to make the following obser=-
vations.

1. The Code was designed to give
guidence to both lone investi-
gators and organised bodies.

2. At its inception it was en=-
visaged that a supervisory
body would oversee its oper-
ation, this responsibility
has since devolved upon the
NIC.

3. Acceptance of the Code by
individuals is voluntary.

4, Organised bodles which sub-
scribe to the Code, reguire
that their investigators alseo
pbserve the Code.

5. Bodies in 4 above may withdraw
'Investigator' status, or exer=-
cise sny sanction thelr con-
gstitution allows against non-
camplying members.

6. GSpecialised Techigues was in-
troduced to control the use of
Polygraph tests, Truth Drugs,
Hypnosis, Braln Washing,or
other Exotlie interviewing
methode. It is regrettable thet

hypnosis was singled out for
gpeclial mention. In my apinion
these technigues should have
no place in normal UFD invest-
igation.

7. Consent to Putlish is intended
to protect both the investiga-
tor and UFO body from claimsg
for demeges etc, if & witness
subsequently has a change of
mind, after giving verbal per-
mission for the publication of
of his/her experiences.

A review of the Code would have to
clearly define:
() lone investigator
(b) UFD oprganisation
((c) eclentific interest
((d) commercial interest

and eupply guldelines appropriate
to each aspect.

I would be pleased to
receive constructive proposals
towards B revised and improved
Code of Practice, which to be
effective must have the respect
of the.whole UFO community and
be in harmony with similaer
Codes of Practice in operation
in other fields.




GETTING THERE STEPHEN GAMBLE

fettinm thers is, as mort people will knor, the new punch line
chosen by Pritish Rail's advertising men to replace the famous
Are of the Train and is suprosed to reflect the imrroved imare

of "ritish Fail. I also thourht that it mirht be arrproprinte

to reflret the mradually improving imare of BUFORA rese-rch. Lilke
British Bail we are mettins there, perhans a little later +han we
had hoped.

‘n example of our prorress is the work on the case indexine
rrojrct led by Mike Wootteen and assisted by Paul Fuller and
Michnel Lewis. Brief mention of this project was made in the
January, 1985 BUFORA Bulletin (page 35?. The project involves
producing an index of all BUFORA case renorts. The index in-
cludes the BUFORA cases reference number, the date, location
and basic details about the object isighted. So frr all the
reports between 1980 and 1982 have been indexed. As completed
reports are received from the investipation devartment they are
added to the data-base, so there is partial information from the
years 1983 to 1985. The team is also working on the backlog of
cases from earlier years.

Recently we have been able to make =ood use of the existing
data. 'Yhen the data entry for 1980 to 1782 was comnlete, Mike
Yootten was able to make a search for those case reports which
seemed to be of meteors or fireballs. This producrd a list of
eirht canes, which he was able to send to the meteor section of
the British Astronomical Association. I understand that this in-
formation was of rome use to the BAA in their own reoenreh.

In a more Ufolorical content we have nlso heen able to use Lhe
database. In fApril, 1985 I received a letter from a Conktact UK
investipator barsed in Hull. He was investipatinr a ecoce of a
UFQ following a car in the Leiphton Buzzard/Harpenden area. The
case da‘es from July, 1982, T asked Mike to check the database
and although we were unable to find any cases for Leichton
Buzzard or Harpenden during 1982, Mike Aid come up with annther
case of a UFO reported following a car. Thirc was Case R/2-008 rnd
was from Darwen, Lancashire -nd, better ctill, it was seen on
July 17th. HMike sent this information to the investimator and in
return we received a quite detailed report on a case which we did
not know about before. lopefully we will he bBhle *to use the Antn-
bage to suprort other investirations in the future,

Iy article would not he comnlete without thankine Mike lootten
and his colleapues for all the hard work they have rut in on
nroducing the index. This is Jjust a brief illustration of BUIC
"eeetftine there". UWe may not hnave entered the lHirh Upeed Train
eara of UFO research, but at least we have left the station.
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NIC MEETING LONDON BUSINESS
2.11.1985 SCHOOL, Nwl

Tresent: Jemny Randles, Steve Gamble. RICs Mike Yootten, Steve Chetwynd
AIs Paul Fuller, Ken Fhillips, IMike Lewis, Richard Adams, Nigel Omith.
Guest. Rormer Chinnery.

Anolories Bfeuart Campbell (no reason). !hilip Taylor (in Australia)

00N00000000N0NO0000ANCN0

Nirrel #mith submitted an acceptable case report and was eronted
AT status for North London. ZAnthony Ollerenshaw, a retired Aoctor
specinlising in blood disorders, offered consultancy services. There
were accenpted.

Hew "nrobationary" investimators were: Jenny Campbell (Belfa-t),
Les Snanswicj (Devon) and Tony Mann (South Wales). None had vet sub-
mitted a case report.

Thoto Case Folicy: This was reviewed. Research noted thit ther had
lost John Shaw's help. A vareity of options were available: Tony ll~r-
rhall (in “heffield) 35mm analysis. Roger Chinnery 16mm film analysis
and less clear options (e.r. Dr. Vernon Harrison a nrofessional con-
sultant, Ko'sk, via Feter Southerest and Farnborourh's €250 a dny (1)
offer for ~omputer enhancemcnt) A three man team was formed to
guvce§t the best route forw rd (Steve Gamble, Romer Chinnery and ligel

mith).

The I'ulham photo case will be used as a test throurh any "new"
system. Thr -nonymous movie film was beinp tested by Tony Marshall to
field test hi~ =ystem. AL Tric lMorris is checlkine that the film shows
a SeaCat misrile, off the Iasle of Wirht (which is where the film
was probahly shot). Paul Fuller has revealed that nn airshow ocourrnd
on the date in question, at ‘+hich Red Arrows took part. Much caution
about the film is being adonted.

Lack of I coming Cases: Of 44 initinted 1985 cases onlv thrae
had produced files. Problems of in-process cases were diseussed Aln
were rveminded that if a eare was aborted for any reason The Nirector
of Investigations must be notified in writinm. Steve Chetwynd raised
the problem= of the MNrs Oxenbury contact and the wayv she had akttached
herzelf fo the investimators. Mike Yootten showed a videao of the
object seen over the South Bank. As BUFORA had ruspectsd it had proved
to be a novel type of kite. In daylicht it is very convincine.

Mike "'oottemn apreed to look into the poscibi’ity of usine the kite
(with poliee and media support) as part of a controlled IFC experim nt
in an area outside London. Fouvl Fuller agresd to Araw up a nuection-
naire for eve-witnesses to complete. The experimental results would
aid in the awareness of what factors are perceived well and which h-dly.

IFO Sensitivity Index: Jenny Randles shoved a selection of photos
s0 far collated. Council budret for the production of a nhoto-card for
nll ATls hnd been approved for 1985-86. Panl Fuller arreed to co-orid-
inate a2 nn-stionnaire te naccomnmany. Ken Phillips arrerd to apnrosch
Dr, Alex Kevl for his surmestions on the npplication of the card.

Cases: Dr. Keul had suwrested to Ken Fhillins that the Linda
Jones case schould not prosress to hypnosis. Faul fuller described hic
attempts to find a rational solution to the "mystery circles" and ro-
portrd on o mentine which the RAF said n rossarmar substance hid heen
found inside one rinp. Jenny landles raised the public relations pro-
lems caused by- these circles ("New Scientist" had accused BUFCGRA of
creatine the UFQ mythl) It as decided to publish a definitive araper
to send to medis sources. The Feter Day movie filmwas debuted. A
public debate on this would be held at a future BUFORA lecture.

NEXT NIC MEETING. Saturday, March 1lst, 1986 2pm. UGUAL VENUE.
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LECTURE PROGRAMME =

1986

What's on?

_( i Q Lf)asnsn-rs PARK

LONDON
BUSINESS
SCHOOL

C’QQ

LECTURES, unless otherwise stated
will be held at LONDON BUSINESS
S5CHOOL, 5USSEX PLACE, LONDON, Nuwl
on the first Saturday of each momth
(unless otherwise stated). Lectures
begin at 6.30pm and will end at
around 9.30pm. Council hopes that as
many memhers as possible will attend
in order to make the meetings as
successful and lively as possible.
Entrance fee is £1 for HUFORA
members, £2.50 for non-members.

The programme for the remainder of
1986 is as follows:

February lst, 1986
UFOs in Norway and France. Talk
by HILARY EVANS.
March lst, 1986
Psychotronics. Talk by ALBERT
SUDDEN.
April 5th, 1986
Aeview of ETH 1947-1986. Talk by
JENNY RANDLES
3rd, 1986
Details to be arranged.
June 7th, 1986
Talk by LIDNEL BEER

NEW MEMBERSHIP SECRETARY

Miss Pam Kennedy, MBE,
1978 is to retire from the post

BUFORA'S Membership Secretary since

in March, 1986. Council is

most grateful to Miss Kennedy for all her hard work effort
behalf in this very demanding job.

She will be succeeded by Mr Norman Oliver who was
elected to Council at the AGM in December, 1985. Mr Oliver,
no stranger to BUFORA's affairs was, as many members will
recall, editor of the JOURNAL for some years.

on its and members'

THE British UFO Research Association does not hold or
express corporate views on UFO phenomena. Contributions
reflect only the views of the editor or the author(s).

Copy for publication must be sent directly to the
editor and not to any other officer. Original material
is copyright both to the contributor and BUFORA. Where
contributions involve other copyright holders, they
should be so marked.
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