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ariginal review, so thoy may judge for themselves, John Rimmer will be plesssd to send
you a copy, post free. His address is John Dee Cottaga, § James Terrace, Mortlake
Churchyard, London SWi4 SHB

BEVIENS
Hagonla: £2:50/4 issues from above address.

Bo.23. May 'B6.BExcellent as vsual, K.Goss on a new varlation on the Phantom Hitch Hiker
theme; lan Ridpath explains away a Spanish close encounter as being a planet, and a
fascinating pilece by Hllary Evans on ‘The Little Man of FReneve', o cawtionary close
encounter tale with a moral, Plus the usual reviews and letters paga.

The Ley Hunter: £4/3 leaves f{ron P.O.Box 13, Welshpool, Powys, Wales.

Ho.99: Unrld% leading Earth Mysterles mag, This lssue contalns articles by John Michell
and a plece on the Cotawolds Lights by David Clarke.

Ho.100: Tenth anniversary lssue, nulti-edited, by ¥essrs. Heselton, Devercux, Screston &
Larkman. extra pages Including pgood stuff on Earth Zodiacs, The Brown Nountain
Earthlights and articles by Alfred ¥Watkins, John Michell ate.

Northern Earih Xysteries: £2:50/4 lissues from 170 Victorla Avesue, Hull HOS 3DY

§o.30 Spring '86. Fhil Reeder on *Will ‘o the Wisps' (very relovant to Ufelogyr, Celtls
Survivals Threatened by John Billingsley. News and reviews from the EM. world.

Eorthern UF0 News: £5:40 from 8 Whitethroat ¥alk, Birchwood, Warrington, Cheshire.

Usual round up of cazos from the narth, JR exposes the Sunday Kirrork 'sutter prass’
tactics in relation to UF0's. Longer cases incleda an loteresting 'cloudbuskting’ [FOQ and
an investigation by D.Clarke into a Psi-prone family in Sheffield.

Apologles for the brevity of the reviews and exchange publication section, longer next

time.
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HUFON EEGIONAL GEOUES
SPI (Scotland} 4, Voodlea Park. Branshill, Sauchle. Clackmannanshire, Scotland.

SDPRG (H ¥est} 53; Brook Terrace, Darlington, Co. Durham. DL3 &F]
NLUFOIG N.lLancs) 89, Bare Lane, Morecanbe, Lancashiras. LA4 AGEN.

LCUFQS  (Mid. Lancs)23, Queen Victaria Rd. Burnley, Lancs. BBLO 3DH.
VAPIT (Sth. Lancsid, Alder Avenue, Peaberton, Vigan, Lancs. VNS GPY.

NUFORA (Gitr. Mfcrd 8, Gllsden Avenue, Lowton, Gtr. Manchesver. WA3 1EN.

S5FR (Eth. Yks.} 17, 0ld Quarry Avenue, Wales, Shefifeld, Tks. 531 83%,

SUFDRS  {fumber) West Fleld Cottage, 7 Crowie Bank Rd. Althorpe, Hislde, DNLT 3HZ

LUFDIC (E.Mldlands)1? Grange Bd. Vigston Fields, Lelcester. LES 1JH

Hext Tzswe- Out end of July
Issue 21 of UFO Brigestia will be a special edition devoted to the historleal aspect af
Ufology with articles on many toples from leading writers and researchers,
Frinted by: EMJAY. 17 Langbank Avenuo, Rise Park, Kottingham, NGS5 SEU.




UFD BRIGANTIA NO. =0 JUNE 1986
Ihe Journal 0Of The West Yorkshire UFD RBesearch Group
Editor: ln.d}l Baboerts: 84 ELLAND RD. BRIGHOUSE, WEST YHS. ADS 29R. TEL BRIGHOUSE 721%%3
Co-ordinator: Martin Dagless: 1% BELLMOUNMT GARDENS, BRAMLEY, LEEDS, TEL LEEDS 551658

Subscriptions to UFD Brigantla are £5:50 (one year/six issues), slngle copies and back
fssues (no's. ¥ to 19) are %0p, including pdp.Flesse make chegues etc payable to
YYUFORG.Letters, comments and general critisien are most welcome, as are articles on amny
aspect of Uiology.ill material copyright WYUFORG unless otherwise stated and articles may
be reproduced or gquoted from providing VYUFORG and originnl author are credited.The
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As you will have notlced, the May edition of UFD Brigantla did not appear. This was due
to the orlginal m/s being lest in the post, Due also to your editor's advancing years a
copy was not made and so we are pressing on with the June issve. If it does turn up we
will isspe it as the °lost® May edition. Gone but not forgotten....

This issue of UFD Brigantia will be the last of the monthly series. As from pusber 21
wa will be a bl-monthly publicaticn, next appearing at the end of July for the period
July/August, and every two months from then on. Despite golng bi-monthly the content will
be increasing from 20 pages to 32 pages and the sub. rate for 6 issues (one year) will
ba falling from £7:50 to £550, single coples belng 90p including post, which represents
an incresse in valus for money. You may also potice that this issue is a little better
1aid aut and easier to read, This is becsuse the magazine is now typed up on an Amstrad
PLY 8256 Vord Processor.

Our ressons for going bi-monthly are these. Vhilst a monthly Journal was o.k. when £t
was on a cmall scale, being originally the in-group magazine, It 1s not a sultabie
arrangment nov we [ind oursalves attracting many subscribers and writers from all over
the UK. Also our increasing iovestigation and research losd make It {spracticabla to
devote time to the journsl that could be spent @n elther of the two. Having longer to
collate and prepars =ach issue will also have many advantages, such as not baving to
split quita so =many articles over two or more mooths for instance. Tha first of the bi-
monthly lssues will be the historical issue consisting of 32 pages of historical UFD
research and cases from the morth, for which we already have gquite a lot of material, and
anyone wishing to contribute an article should send it to the editor before the niddle of
July.

In the current issue of MAGONIA Kevin McClure makes the interesting polint that many
investigators and thelr journals have now been drawn into their area of investigatlon, aa
opposed to objectively lpvestigating them. This echoss tha point I made in Brigantia 18
about the ETH. Many journals on the UFD market thesa days sre hoplessly lost in a morass
pf belief about the mature of the UFO, wh:zther it ie démonic in origin or UFD bases in
tha dales, each offering hope of an imminent 'breakthrough’ whilst still churning out the
sama 1950's ideas. Journals such as these also still have a high resdership, apparently
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pecpls prefer to read a pre-packaged ‘ldea' pr 'view' of a subject such as UFD's, as such
as they do with religion, fashlon apd food. It is far easier to accept 'facts' which put
forward ome idea strongly than it ls to keep an apen, questioning mind.

As you will read elsewhere in this issue WYUFORG are initiating & research project
centering on BOL's, which will provide valuvable data inline with current ldeas as to the
nature of some of the UFD phencmena,
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BEIEEF EREFPORTS

A round up of cases received this month,
a Skipton Vest Yke, 1979

¥r M had just come out of work at 2 a.m., and lald on the canal bank to watch the
stars, it belng a warm night. He observed a red/orange disc gyrating and moving
erratically about the sky for ten to fifteen minutes.
Bvaulation: Insufflclent Data,
s _Allarton, Bradioed, West Yhs, 1980

Kr ¥. was standing in hls back garden at about 23:00 hrs. looking at the stars on a
clear Autumn night. Suddenly from behind his neigbourd roof came an orange pear shaped
object akin to a light bulb, which was flashing. This slowly glided out of view over the
rooftops with no socund.
Evaluation: Insufficient Data.
s Hartlepool January 1986

Varlous reports in this month of a bright whita light seen over many nights. Sonme
already ideptlfied as meteor shower.
Evaluation: Under Investigation.
» Todmorden West Ths, IG86

Four witnesses observed four white lights in a rectangular formation <approx 100 sg
yds in area’) in front of a 50 foot high cliff face.
Evaluation: Under Investigation.
= Bradfocd, Yest Yks, Februacy 1986

Two witnesses saw a ster like object move erratically about the sky.
Evaluation: Autoklpesis (probable bright stard,
e Adel, Leeds, West Yhe, Fabruary 12th 1086

At 16:50 hrs Mrs F, observed a bright light travelling from the Bast. Looking through
binoeulars, the object appeared to be flashing red and white. Cloud obscured object from
view,
Evaluvation: Probnble aircraft.
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eAdel, Leeds, West Yks, 6th March 1986

At 22:30, Mrs P. reported seeing a bovering bright star like light {n the North which
again was obscured by cloud.
Evaluation; Star (the bright ster Cappella was visible at that tims in this area).
» RBipon, North Yks., Japuary 1086

Three witnessas, travelling in a car towards Ripon, observed two bright white lights,
seemingly on top of each other, hovering over the road. As they passed beneath them thelr
car radio exhibited signal Interferance, returning to normal when the car had passed
under. The lights remalned in view for a few miles.
Evaluation: Under Investigation.

A EFEesearch Venture
by Martin Dagless

Probably the most common of all UFD sightings we recleve here at VYUFOEG is related to
a phenomena known as BOL's (balls af light). Why this should be so is not clear, maybe it
has something to do with the mass of fault lines which criss crass the Yorkshire moors?
¥Yhatever the answer, 1t is a fact that In recent years our {lles show a definlte
cofncentration of this type of phenomena in our area. It was of considerable interest to
ug whon we recently heard of the ‘Ball of light .intarnatlfum] data exchange® {(BOLIDE},
which has been formed by Hilary Evans to incorporate researchers throughout the world on
a data exchange basis.

The idea is for each interested individual/group to send In any relevant information an
BOL's or BOL related phenomena to Milary who will then collate the data and phota copy
this. This bundle is then sent to the subscribers. The initlal subscription to this Is £10
and ensures that you receive world wide information from intermational researchers.

The first of the bundles arrived a few woeks ago and contained a wealth of
Information. This comprised some 60 pages of A4, with some of the material coming from
VYUFDRG's own files. Thls package alone was worth the £10! Our feeling is that it is
probably one of the most positive and significant ventures to come out of Ufology for
many a year. Further information can be obtalned from Hilary Evans at 1 Trongull Vale
London. At this polnt 1t {s worth =mentioning David Clarke snd Granville Oldroyd's
excellent booklet ‘'Spooklights'- another must and awallable from David at 6 Old Retford
Road, Handsworthy Sheffield.

VIUFORG's Interest in BOL's stews from a few years ago when it was then notlced by
Higel Mortimer that the reglon had a predominance of orénge BOL type sightings. On the
23rd July 1984 & mass of UFD reporis reached us most of which concerned an crange BOL,
a full rElfll:lrt on which will be svailable from Paul Bennett soon. Thus, when 1t cane to
deciding on a suitable theme for the 1988 WYUFORG rescarch project, it was evident that
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it should centre on the activity of the BOL's in this reglon. We have now started to
search newspaper files dating from 1947 to the present day, encompassing the reglons of
Dtley, Ilkley, Skipton, Kelghley, in fact the lower Vharfedale area in general. ¥What we
will find we do pot know but what we can look for are correlations, patterns and peak
poricds of activity etc, This will take smany months, and results will be avallable as soan
as possibla, In particular this project will test the Esrthlights theory amongst many
others.

In the meantime, elsewhera In this Issue you will find an article on the second most
comman type of report we recieve- that of the revolving UFD's,
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IHE MYSTIERIOUS CASE OF 'THE MEW STYLE LIAISON®
by Bigel Mortimer

YYUFORG Note: Hecently a member of VYUFORG was asked to write an article giving his
opinion on the Infamous Cracoe Fell photo, for a leading British E.M. magazine, Besides
vsing Nigel Hortimers “case f1ld he approached the other investigating bedy, TUFDS, to
obtain their 'Cracoe Fackage®, for sale to the public for i5. We recleved a reply denying
thls request on the grounds that our conclusions would not agres with those of YUFOS,
further to this MNigel Mortimer was denigrated at length for also doubting YUFOS
conclusions and we were also asked not to quote anything in print from their letter to
us. Wa later learned that the ‘Cracos Package' has now been retracted from public sale
and 1s now only avallable to 'serlous researchers', a category of people to which WYUFORG
obviously do not belong! Whilst not wishing to indulge in Inter-group bickering we feal
that Nigel deserves the space to alr his vlews on & cese in which he was very involved
on behalf of both KUFON and WYUFORG., WYUFORG fully endorse the feelings expressed by
Figel in the following articles.

On the 17th of February this year [ recieved a letter from Mark Birdsall, who as you
will 811 know is the co-ordinator of research for YUFOS. The letter concerned the matter
of a possible new ventura in liaison between WYUFORG and YUFOS.

To say | was very pleased and quite surprised at Mark's reply to my prompting letter
is an understatement. Indeed, he seemed interested in the ides and the contents of his
reply were full of pleasantries towards myself and my recent return to Ufology. I felt
quite pleased at the way be accepted this return and his statements Iike, "BUFORA have
missed your endless work, perhops it is called Yorkshire grit?, suggested to me that all
was golng to be well in our work together for the future. Maybe I bhad misread the last
sentence. Now 1 feml that Mark really meant "....Yorkshire git"!!!l, you will soon sea why.

For some very strange reason while I was busy preparing the material to present to
YUFOS Hark had undergone some mysterlous kind of personality change. In a letter dated
24th Harch sent by Hark to a promipent member of WYUFORG the evidence for this bizzarre
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change became apparent. Unfortunatly I am In no position to quote directly from that
letter, as Mark has stated that It is not for publication, but | surely will give the
render some Ideas how the new style lislson would operate if things were to have
progressed; a llalson that represents the current status of YUFOS and the way they treat
their fellow Ufologluts.......

I'wvas keon, as are all members of VYUFORG, to see both groups involved in helping each
other over case Investigations, whetber it be om site or In making up reports/articles.
Ve all know It hes been too many years that wa have both been aissing vital case
Information because of our differences snd lack of understanding of each others groups
intentions,

Mark, It seans, wants this sltuation to continue. He stated In a letter to me fone which
he did not say wos confidential) that"limited lisisen Is always available", unfortenatly
it seems that his linited llalson is represented by denials of informatlon from YUFOS,
How pore limited can a laisaon be?

One must consider that the very sams information thet s belng denfed to WYUFORG
wasavailable to any member of the public. (ie the Cracoe Package).

¥igel bas @ince comtributed the followisg article, which lays out his views on the Cracoe
photographic case. .

= L CRACOR! FITLING IN THE GAPS

In this first edition of Nigels News [ would like to outline By thoughts about the
alleged photographic UFO case, the Cracoe Fell photograph.

I have followed the commants of the 'owners' of the case, ¥UFOS, for some time now, and
lUke many lInoterested partles still feel unsatisfied with thoir resarkably certaln
conclusions that the object depicted in the print and negatives, is surely a Trus UFQ,

Of all the information [ have seen from YUFDS and their reports concerning the case |
have yet to cose across the two very important facts that [ feel paint to a fuller and
=oré conclaive result In confirsation of the alleged UFD.

The two facts can be quite easily found even with the most simple of investigation
sethods. Indeed, | found them both quite apparemt upon my first visits Lo the Cracoe
area,

Yet, why hava YUFOS® {nvestigators found it necessary to leave out these two facts from
thelr reports, surely thoy have not missed them? For whatever reasons, and ['m sure thair
are som2, the facts remain that this evidence Is vital to the case and should oot be
excluded no matter what the consequences.

Before explaining what these two vital aress of information are | must state that 1
bhave n'lrnd-_'r exprogsed these views on many cccaslons to other investigators who have
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agresd that they reflect a differing view to the conclusion of the case as put forward by
the investigators of YUFOS.

Differing On=Site Conclusions

Quite recently fellow meabers of VYUFORG Martin Dagless and Andy Eoberts paid a visit
to the site of the Cracoe photograph. In the late summer of 1981 during a spate of UFO
alghtings from the Bradford area, I found time myself to go to the site which lies only a
fow miles from my home.

The locatlion, a rock face rising dramatically from the grassy slopes of the flelds
below, seems much in lime with the type of terraln found 1o many of Farkshlres most
unusual UFD cases; bringing to nind [lklay Koark 1977 CEZ and the Addingham TV mast
aightings from 1981, Like thoss two wsightings, the Cracoe Fell location is not am
Inaccesible as we might have been led to balieve by YUFOS, being in reality a pleasant
kalf hour stroll from the road side. The oxact area, give or take a fow feot, is quite
approachable by anyone who 1s not frightoned by heights! This has been proved by
menbers of VYUFORG on at least three occaslons. | kaow it is relatively easy toget to
the exact site, how do [ know? Becavse ['ve bosn there!

Having =ald that do not be led to thinking that I am tryiag to say that the photo was
a possible hosx on anyoneh part. This I believe is mot so, but I do want to underline
that for some quite unknown reason we bave besn mislead by YUFOS in this one area and
poseibly & number of others. 5o what is it that makes me wonder if the image deplcted in
the photo is not a True UFD as claimed by cur frisnds at YUFOS? [t was sonething that [
found whilst on slte at thae location on o dreary day in 1983,

Standing at the foot of the Fell, which faces VWest towards you, I notlced that most af
the rock faces ware quite wet with rainfall from esrlier that day, At certain times over
a duration of 45 minutes I noticed that every so often a shimmering light effect would
bocome evident on the rock surface. This [ later loarned was a light reflection from some
poderful flood lights boused at a nearby quarry. Somebimes [ saw single light reflections
and at other times there were groups of lights In twos and threes. The effect was very
ke that depicted in the primts of the Cracoe fell photograph.

Now, | am not saying ouvtright that this is what fedepicted in the photograph, but I
have yet to be persucded that 1t is mot. | have seem little or should [ say no evidence
from TUROS concerning the reflection of light mources onto the rocks, which as | know,
can be quite evident under certain meteorological conditions.

In the mnear future, [ Entend to re-visit the fell, possibly on one such day im the right
conditlons to photograph the sald effect, using the results as a comparison with YUFDS
case. Wa at VYUFORG feel that this will help either to confirm or at worst give a more
apan minded view of the TRUE origin of the image deplcted,
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Ihe Missing Farmer

Fact two leaves one wondering if this plece of Information has besn eimply ‘missed' by
the YUFOS investigations tesm working on the Cracoe case, or as [ am continually baing
lod to suspect, hes been left out for quite obvious reasons, as you will seo,

The information given in various mewspaper reports leads us to balleve that thers wers
at least four eeperate witnessespresent at the time the photo was taken at Cracoe. Two
wore police officers and we are told that the other two were ‘American Tourists'. Nowhere
in these reports are wa told abpout yet another witness, One, who I am quite certaln
wasprasent at the time.

His name was published in the local mewspaper in 1083 when YUFOS released tha
photograph exclesively to the Yorkshire Post. Be wrote to the newspaper stating his
views as to what he eaw on that morning in March 1981. Me Is a farmer from the village
of Hetton, mot very far from Cracoa fell. | have conversed with him on several occasions
regarding the photograph and his involvement with it. He quotes from hls letter to the
press; "..the phencmenn often cecured en dull days when the sun caught rocks on the fell,
It 18 quite spectacular but that iz all there is to it..", Do we here have confirmation of
reflections on the rocks, once again [ ask myself? The Hetton farser told me fn a ‘phone
conversation In early 1984 that be bad seen the effect on many occssfons. He also
ravealed to me that he was present when the photograph was taken on that morning in
Karch 1981,

Although YUFOS have given press releases about the case,not once was It suggested to
the public that there was a witeess present (the Hetton farmer? who took a diffsrent
attitude to what they all were observing. Indesd our ‘invisible farmer®, quite familiar
with the locality and a valid witsess, seemingly does not tie In with YUFOS' concept of
the case, for reasons | am quite baffled by. To date, | know that YUFDS have not tried to
contact the sald farmer, who I found to be as open minded about our subject as the next
Ban. | agree that he is belng unblased in his assumptions about the origin of the Cracoe
UFD and so at least deserved an equally unbiased listening.

Fersanally, I belleve that there is a high probability asd thus a very good possibility
that a highly wnusual aerlal phesomena of unknown origin is present in the Grassington
arsa {iocluding Cracoa). To back this up, we have a great deal of Information and a
highor than average nummber of sightings from the reglon, some of the bost sccounts
coping from YUFDS themselves. But, the Cracoe photographic case {6  not'the best
photographic evidence In this country ever of a UFD' as YUFOS stated inm public ia 1983,
and this is very unfortusate that this is not so.

I, Hke a 1ot of iaterested researchars Into UFO's, would be mrarjny‘;d at the thought
that we have hers at last the proof of TRUE UFD existonce; and here right on our very
doorsteps too! I would love it to be proved incorrect when we find differing views such
as those ‘from the Hetton farmer, and the possibility of light reflections om the rock
structure of the fell, but this kas not been proved so, as of yet asyway,
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Everyone knows that there are two sides to any coin and 1 for ome think that it is
about time that YUFOS began to show us all that really llesm bahind the motives I have
outlined hore.(Flease sond any comment you have regarding thls case to ma at 33 Green

Lane Addinghan [lkley LS29 WK Wune 0943 33;2g4-

A common intruder in the Yorkshire wekles represents Itealf in the form of an
oval/spherical type of object which performe antics such as revolving and changing shape.
Ve give here an insight Into this type of pbenomena from our reglon. All cases here have
recleved Lovel A or B [nvestigations and all have been classified as UNKNOWES.

These reports represent only a small proportion of this type of sighting on file but
are the best examples of it's kind. Flrstly lets go back to the summer af 1077 (case
VI/012), At about T30 pm. Mr E of Vakefleld was on his way by car to a pub in Mook
Fryston, when he ssw an object in the sky which be described as being sliver In colour
and spherical in shape, about the size of a sixpence at ares length. It appeared to be
making Irreguler revolving movemeats In the sky. After watchimg this for five sinutes or
=0 he decided that It was some kind of balloon, and continued on his way to the pub.
Upon arrival at the pub the object could still be seen high in the sky, and Nr E went
Into the pub, thinking no more about ik,

¥hen he came out, about balf an hour later, be looked up to see i1f the object was
still there, and it was, 5o he decided to go bome quickly and get his binoculars to bave
& better look. &11 the time be drove hose be kept & constant watch on the object. Bafore
he reached home though the object had changed Into a long pencll-llke shepe, and as he
watched this it gradually dispersed (into grey vapour, motlonless In the sky. The
transformation bad taken about ten minutes,

The second of our sightings comes from Clayton fn Bradford on May 23rd 1983, when Nrs
&, a pensioner, awoke from sleep at 03:15 am, with cramp im her legs. After getting a

drink of water, she opened a window blind to look at the weathar.
As she looked out, over Horton Bank Top, she saw

an oval object hanging in the sky, blgger than the
full moon, oval in shape and orange in colour. At
thren second Intervals it seemed to change to a
glowing white colour. Fear the oval abe she saw

[ o
A g -..'6‘ 2 (w0 small pes sised objects (f1g 1) These
/ digappeared from wview after five minutes.At this
1\ | I L/ tlme the witness also notlced another small object

to the left of the main oval which was “shining

~ -~
- %0
b —
1) . a3 2). them the main oval shape began to revolve,

like a diamond” and locked 1ike a large star (fig
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which she likened to a “revolving light on a lighthouse" (fig 3, which gave out a very
Intense beam of light everyiime it pointed in her directlon. As tha witness watched 1t, it
revolved about three or four times and after ten minutes from. the start of the sighting
the oval object gave out an extremely bright glare which made the witness fturn away froa
the window, as her eyes hurt amd later began to water. When she looked agaln there was
oothing there. The weather conditions for this night were dull yet calm and very humid.
To all intents and purposes this case sounds like a misperception of the Xoon or other
astronomical body. However 1f we look Into this it {s not the case as the Moon, Jupiter
and the Sun were all top low on the horlzon or had not yet risen.

In 1883 an account appeared in the local Telegraph & Argus describing how a fournalist
with that paper had seen an unknown object. It was 0747 on the 30th of August when Nr.
i, wag walting for a bus at the end of Bolling Rd. Ilkley, on a fine sunny morning. He
noticed an object which "suddenly” came out from behind some trees to the right of his
position (lpc 1), about 300 yards away to the Vest. He thought it was a balloon, knowing
that hot air balloons sometimes wsed the Wharfe Valley, but then realised that it dida't
resenble any balloon that he bad ever seen before. His pext thought was that it was a
weather balloon or some similar contraption, but dismissed this as the object cane along
bis line of vislon at soma speed, appearing to be driven rather than floating, as would a
balloon,

As it moved it was turning Irom & flat discold shape to become a slender clgar shape,
and then & full turn back to it's original shape. As it moved [t looked ellvery and
matalllc, with the sun reflecting off it. As it turned a second time it became a cigar
again and uvpon completing this twrn became a dull black disc. The witness recalls. that
althaugh silver at first, on some turns 1t was a matt black colour, facing him (figs
4.5.6.7.). He presumed the object bad two sides, one matt and dull, one shiny.

It's shapa was wvery sharply defined. The abject then continued It's course, runoning
parallel with a nearby rallway line, as if following the course of the track. It then
disappeared from view behind some rooftops. In all 4t turned three times and moved at a
poce consistont with that of a small light alrcraft. Indeed the witnass sald "1 wouldn't
have been surprised {f [ had seen a ‘*plane towing the object alomg®. He dismissed the
'‘plane idea though as he had not seen or heard any ailrcraft throughout the duration of

the sighting. 1
&
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Compara this case with & YUFOS Investigation of last year (class UNENOWN), when on tho
léth of July in Sheffield a eilver disc was reported over a duration of ten minutes. o
further detalls are known but the drawings are romarkably similar {see comparison diag.}

1983 again ylelded ancther of this type of sighting. The locstion was Shiplay, the date
13714tk of Augest. It was about 1000 sm on a calm summer day with clear skies, The
witness, Mr ¥., was driving along Moor Hesd lane nr Shipley when he decided to pull into
a layby to adaire the view, stretching from Baildon in the West to Rawdon and Yeadon in
the Esst. After a few minutes his eye was attracted to a bright pulsating light which
was crossing his lipe of wision in the wicinity of Keighley Gates (two communication
aerials sre a feature of tha landscape here). As the light moved In a steady
manner, Nr V thought at first that it may have been a helicopter, although he had not
siten one such before. He states "1t was moving right ecross my llne of vision, &nd was
Just above the horizon on eye level with me".

Al this stage 1t was still a point source of pulsating light but getting closer to Hr
¥. As it did so he could see that it was pulsating every two seconds with a bright flash,
After about & minute and o balf, the object was over Balldon Moor (about 1% miles away}
and being this clese he could now see that the pbject was indeed the size of a helicopter
or small light aircraft. The lower half was black in colour and had no visible detail.
The upper half was silvery and was quite plainly revolving. Mr ¥ was unsure whether the
Sun reflecting off the surface of the object was causing the pulsating or whether the
ohject was emitting its own light. All this time there wés no nolse and this made him
doubt that he was seaing & holicopter.

Tha obfect was now moving away in an Easterly direction, becoming a point source of
light again {pulsing every two seconds). In all the witness watched this for two or three
ninutes (figs 8,9,

As can be seen from this emall ouvaber of 8. q
reports, soma ‘unknown' object/s which appeared v
to revolve wors scen and still may be seen in the Wi -"'/{,

skles of Yorkshire  (notably all rewvolved {3: @ ".,;q{
clockwise!y, Strangely, after 1983, these roports :/.-"'f \"\‘\
receded and to date no further cases of this type ﬂ As 555 WwHanN
bave come to our attention. Howewver, there have cBIE=T A CLOSER TO
been many examples of the 'silver ball' typa of PucsIVG LIGnT WT ng sy,
‘Unknowns®, but these did not appear to revolve. Are these the cane objects which
descended on the area a few years ago? If anyone hes any data concerning this type of
sighting, pertlcularly from 1%33, than we would 1like to hear from you. Aoy further

gightings of the 'revolvers' will of course be reported in the pages of this journal.
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¥hat follows is a brief list of investigatlons undertaken by Nigel Mortimer in 1984.

Aprll 24th: .
A ‘phone call was recleved from a Nrs M., who explained that she and hor fasily would
like to report a UFD sighting when cm holiday im Saltfleet on April 22nd. After & lengthy
convarsation she sald that her and Nrs B. would be willing to coaplete a standard form.

¥o also learned that the mighting had been reparted to Louth Police,

April 26th
The first telephone call was made to Louth Police to confirm the sighting and to request

detalls of any other reports. Ve were told so reports were received amd wers advised to
contact the local Saltfleet Police.

Hay 12th
¥o racieved a letter from Nre M. and Mrs B. contalning background detail on the sightiog
and completed report forms. Both sald Louth Police etation bad been contacted by them
and aleo by an unnamed witness on the day after the sighting. BN wrote to Louth Folice
pressing theam further on their claim that no reports bad been recieved.

Hay 18tk
WX discovered the third witnesses npame, he lived In Saltflest and was told by Louth

Police, when he contacted them, that they had received many UFD reports for the 21st
and 22nd of April.

Rap 15tk

Two lotters were sant to Nr V. (the third witness) abowt his claiss and abowt some
photographs supposedly takem of the object. & reply was received a few months later to
the effect that Mr V. did not wish to be involved.

‘May 22nd
NN recelved a letter from Louth Police saying they 'cannot assist us further'- no reports.

May 23rd
A letter was sent to the Lincoln Echo, appealing for witnesses: as a result §X is offered

an inhr;ﬂlw on Fadio Lincoln. The DJ later said he bad contacted Louth Police station,
and they eaid they had had one report recleved on April 23rd about the April 22nd
sighting!
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At this stage of the investigations it was cbvioos to all that the Follce, for some
unkrown reason bad sald they had recetved no reports to Kigel Mortimer, yet they had
told both Nr V. and Radio Lincolnshire that they bad. Ve also now learned {through a
source other than Nr, ¥.) that the photagraphs allegedly taken by Mr V.were returned [rom
the developars with the relevant frames black! None of Nr V's. claims could be further
clarified or substantlated, as be did not want anything to do with the case, curious
really when one considers that he had ‘phoned the Folice apd taken ‘photos.

Investigations bod ceemigly come to a balt and 1t was decided in 1985 that a visit to
the site was necessary at the first date sultable with the witnesses.

In early October 1955 VYUFORG contacted Xrs X.- one of the main witnesses to the
incident- with a vlew to visiting the family at the coastal resort of Saltfleat, the

location of the sighting (ses map).

i
A datz was set for Sunday Octobar 13th, i R R T )
and oo that day four VYUPORG { [ W
Investigators wistited the site. Vhat
[

follows 15 a sumsary of what we learned

AeAcr

\
from the on-site lovestigation, and also 15.

a VYUFORG ecollective avalustion of the § o I D L
case, ’/,,}§}>>
o crenmi— [
Dciober 13th 1G85

The team arrived in Saltfleet asrovnd
midday to be greeted by tke family of
witnesses to this amazing incident. The
family appeared very oper and only too
pleased to spaak to us in persen abput
the events of April 22nd 1084. We wara
shown exactly whare the 'UFD' had tilted
and bovered, and the course it took over
the resort. Nrs B. and Nrs M. went on
to relate 0 us several strange
occurences which bad happened to thom
since the sighting. One such occurance
concerned Nrs B. and had happened anly
a few weeks prior to our visit. It was
about 02:10 am at MNrs B's. home in
Leicester when she was awcken from her
sleep for an unknown reason, which soon
became apparent; a strip light was (lluminating the room with it's glow as was the
television, pletureless yet glowing intensely, Nes B, instinetively looked out of the
window, to sea a large bright whita light moving across the harizon at a distance,
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ghe thinks tkat this was probably an ailrcraft, yet it looked unusual. Another time,
again after the 22nd of April sighting, Wrs K. had awoken from her sleep in the early
bours to the feeling that the 'UFD' was outside in the sky, She went into the streab in
ber nightclothes, and looked at the sky, but could see nothing. Yet she knew ‘lt' was
thera, sonehow camouflaged from her sight.

This had occured on several opccaslons and in fact strong impreasions bad been
generated in all the witnesses, omainly feelings of awe and wonderment, Especially
notiopable was the feeling that they weare "priviledged" to have seen such an object. Krs
M. seemed the most ecstatic of the whole famlly, summed up by the words she had shouted
at the object as It hovered; “come on you b...., cone closer and let's bave a look at you™.
She also says that a name was transmitted to her mind {which she could not recall the
day after}, an obscure sounding male name, The impression was alsa gained by all the
witnesses that there were both male and female ‘entities' in the craft. That aight all the
famlly enjoyed a most “wonderful sleep”, and awoke the next morning to feel “very
refreshed”.

Both main witnesses, Mrs B. and Mrs X. related too that they have always had some
snall psychle ability, and that thera is a strong telspathic bond between them. All the
family are well accustomed to eeeing aircraft as two miles up the coast Is RAF Doppa
Yook, but all were adamamt that what they had seen was In no way an alrcrafi,

It was a regular cccurence on weekends at Saltfleat to sée “the red flag hoisted®,
Iondicating that bombers from the RAF base were using the beach for bonblng practice. Ono
the 22nd of April the beach had been bombed constantly from morning to night which
according to the witnesses was very uwnusual and they had not known it happen bedfore.
Analysls and Evaluation of Data

So what was seen on the night of April 22nd 19847 It is our apinion after analysing
the data that thare are two possibilities which could account for this case and each 1s
discussed below,

Unknown Milftary &ircraff

There are various factors in this Incident that point to the possibility that the
sighting wes of a military nature, not least the fact that RAF Donna Nook {s only some
two mile wp the coast. &s we have already heard from the witnesses, on the day In
guestion there had been unprecedanted bombing activity on the beach at Saltfleet and
whether this Is co-incidence or not, it was strange enough for the witnesses to comment
on-at the time.

The course the 'UF0" took does seem to indicate the path of an alrcraft, and the
witnesses sald that as each clreult was coaplated the 'UFD' gained height: in itself an
indicatlon of an alrcraft's regular flight pattern. Yet we must remember that the
witnesges did not hear any nolse, the object hoversd and tilted and the fact that tha
family had been familiar with the type of military ‘planes in the area since 1972,
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Could it have been a silent ‘copter? These Lyox ‘copters of a silent type are supposed
to exist in the USA, and possibly in Britain. However, considering the proxinity of the
‘UFD' to the witnesses 1t 1s {nconceivable for this to bave been the case. Even without
the nolde of a conventional ‘copter, the rotors would have created a downdraft which the
witnesses would have felt and the surrounding bushes would have been vislbly affected.
The ewvidence s such that the object conforms to no kpowa type of military or
comventional craft.

Extraterrestrial Craft

iz seen In the numerous contacts during the Investigation, Lincolnshire Police, for
some inexplicable reason, went to great lengths to deny that they had ever had any UFD
reparts for the night in question. Yet while this was being denied to WYUFORG, one of the
witnesses had been told that a sebstantisl number of reports had been received, and even
Radic Lincoln were informed af a report. yet wa were told "no reparts”. Why? It Is usual
practice as far as we are aware, for the PFolice to be informed of any military activity
in thelr area. This being the case, ls it a point in favour of the ET craft theory? If the
Paljce were not informed then was it a TRUE UFO? One sust also bring in the high rate of
bombing activity again; bad the 'UFQ* been curlous enough to visit the area because of the
bombing that day, or was it as a result of the activity?

Ve must also consider the effects generated not only on the human witnesses, but on
the dogs at Saltflset, Many were heard howling, and Mrs MN's. awn ‘Heinz 57° dog was found
cowering and shaklng in the caravan. If these anlmals were affected them It is lmprobable
that the cause was a mnilitary aircraft, and it falls {n lime with many other cases of
UFQvanimal disturbance.

It was Impossible for the witnesses to see a complete shape to the object untll 1t cams
inta close range and what they did see was a domed structure with & wmultitede of
flashing lights; certainly no helicopter!

Ihe Eecond “UEQ"

The impartance of the second 'UFD" must not be discounted. Although it was not seen at
clase rangs, 1t would appesr to have had the same lighting arrangements as the flrst
object, and when this [inally departed, both craft seemed to be signalling to one another
by the flashing of lights, another common factor in multi-objest UED sightings.

lewspaper Heport

A month previous to this sighting there was a small newspaper report (source unknownl
from March 30th which read: "4 number of people on the Humberside Coast yesterday
reported seaing s UFD over the sea betwoen Hornsea and Bridlington”. Although the detail
is sparse the fact that the two sightings were geographically cloge and both over the
sea cuggests that maybe the UFD of the 30th of March was the sanc one s that of April
22nd.
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Einal Comments

Such Is the complexity of this case it throws up more questions than it does amswers.
it is howewer our view that & real solid eraft of an unknown nature was observed by
several witnesges In Saltfleet on April 22nd 1984. It is lapossible to place a definite
conclusion to the incident but we bave given the reader tha only two feasible options to
account for the sighting.

Ench hypotbesis has its points for and against and It i left to the reader to form
his or her own conclusions. The case will of course resaln open in the bhope that we may
be able to offer more information on this amazing report.

if you hava any comments regarding this case then please let us know.

Hoter eaders who may have missed the other parts of the Saltfleet case nay catch up by
obtalning iesuves 17 & 18 of UFO Brigantia, T0p each inc, php.
I L R R T T
CLASSIC CASE
By Darren Chanter

This month we review a casa which, though it occured almost tWenty seven years ago,
still remains one of the most controversial and well known In the aanals of Ufology.
Famely....

The Boianai. Papua MNew Guinea Sighting. June 26=27 1989

At 6:45 on the evening of June 26th 1959, Reverend Willian Booth Gill, am Anglican
priest in charge of the Bolanai mission im south east Papua, was leaving the mission’s
dining ball whon he noticed a bright sparkling cbject in the sky. To his surprise this
object began moving towsrd him. At an altitude of about S00 feet the object came to a
halt, thus making It possible for BEeverend Gill- now accompanied by a group of w
Papuans- to seo It more clearly.

According to Gill's testimony ¢ and that of the majority of his companions } the abject
was clroular, had two decks, with two pairs of lege protruding from the base, and wWas
surrounded by a glowing halo of light. A thin shaft of blue l1ight ( which shone upwards
from the centre of the ab.]m:t% upper deck at an angle of 45 degrees )} was also reported.
Nost sensational howaver, was Gill's claim- backed by the others who were present- that
be could see four figures moving about on the ssaller top deck.These figures( which
repaatedly disappeared from view by going below deck, before returnisg to their original
positions ) appeared to be buman in shape and proportion, but no detalls could be made
out, and thay were only seen from the walst up.

At 7:20 pm, the ohject rose up through clowd covering, and cut of sight, only to re-
appear a 1lttla over an hour later ¢ at 8:28), accompanied by three other smaller, disc-
shoped objects which proceeded to meve up and down through the clouds before
disappoaring from view, The larger, first object- which Gill called the “mother ship™
renained stationary for a short while, before it too departed through the clouds and out
ta sea. By 10450 pm. all objects had departed and were not soen ngaln that night.

17

The wery next evening howsver the objects re-appearsd, and oven mare amazing
happenings were reported. Briefly these were as follows....

& p.m, "Mother ship” sighted in same position as the night before. This time It Is
accompdnied by two smaller objects, though theas resalped at a higher altitude.

#:19 Four flgures appear on the top deck. Glll- now sccompanied by ™ about a dozen™
others- waves to ope of the figures who, to Father Gill's swrprise., waves back. Hext one
of tha missicn boys waves by ralsing both arms. Two of the figures acknowledge this by
waving in a similar manner. Gill's next action is to send somcone to get & torch, with
which he proceded to sigmal to the cbject and its occupants. As if in reply the craft
bagine & swinging pendulum like motion, moving clomer as it does so. After two to thres
afnutes ( by which time the objects approach had ceased ) the figures on board seeem to
loga interest in Father Gi11 and his fellow withesses and go below declk.

6:2% Ywo flgures re-appear but continue to lgnore their audience.

630 Fathar Gill goes for his dinnar (| 3, following which he holds evening services.

7:459 Services over, Fathar C1il1l and his companlions return but nothing unusual is to be
SO0,

Later that evering ¢ at 10:40 ) Gill hears * an ecarsplitting explosion ", so loud that
it woke several people at the aisstom. Gill also reported sealmg eight ‘UFD's' on the next
avening § 1o 28th June ), though this Lise no occupants were visible.

Coamenata ToAED fom oyt 7

AS stated above, the Bolanail Papus New Py oF cdisT SHAFT »OF~ BLUL
Guinea eightings are among tha most i 4 | /{*‘I.-IGHT
controversial in the history of WUfclogy, ,""{,f
with arguments abounding as ta  their f,"‘f

MWL, wy

crodibility..or rather lack of 1it. For 3 oy R
axampla: ” - . =}

In a latter d.ntne& 2272760, PEHDrHs than -h\ n

honorary preau.leut., '-ftctnriﬂu Flylng Euuv:ar-
Fosearch soclety, Squadron Leader F.A. Iang.;
of the Royal Mustralian Alr Force ( BAAF ),
cuggeated that by taking into

sccount *  light refraction. the changing position of the planets relative ta the

L
L
iy

observers, and the unsettled troplcal weather *, Lt !s possible to argue that " at least
three of the lights were planets "...namely Jupiter, Saturn and Mers. In addities, It has
been suggested ¢ by the late Dooald Nenzel ) that Gill's "mother ship' was itcelf oo other
than the planet Yenus as sesn by someone suffering from myopia ( short sightedness } and
stigmatism in his eye.

Arguing against this view, Doctor J. Allon Hynek { parhaps the worlds leading authority
on UFD's ) polnts owt thot- although it was indesd the case tha Fathar Gill suffered from
myopila- at the time of the sighting/s be waswoaring properly corrected spectacies. Other
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aspects of this case which Hynek found impressive were the number of witnesses present
&.hlrt? alght in all ), and the fact that the events at Bolanal was only one of a wave of
over sixty UFD sightings over south east Papua durimg 1999. Moreover, Hynek found it
difficult to accept that such a man ans Fathert Gill ( a well respected pillar of the
community, with a degree from Brisbane University ) should be guilty of &o gross a mis-
peraeption as Menzel suggested, or of @0 gross a decelt as to have invented the whole
story.

Yhilet Ilynnka arguments are persussive, certain facts about this case remain, which

when taken into consideration, serve to cast considerables doubts over its authenticity.....
1} Although- as noted above- the number of witnesees to lhie case was indeed
impresaivaly high, all but one ( ie. Father Gill ) were native Papuans, and of tho=e oaly
goven wore adults. The possibility therefore arises that the natives were only too
willing to confirm anything which their respected leader might wish thea to.
2) Even more eignificant is the fact that eight months prior to the Bolanal sightings,
the Reverend N.E.G. Cruttwell- a UFD investigator for F.S.R. and the man who first brought
tha Father Gill case to public attentlon- hed enlisted the ald of Glll's slssionaries
andthe local Papuans in collecting UFD reports.

Once again the possibility arises that the native witnesses ( not to mention father
G111 himself } saw the events at Bolanal as & ready made opportunity to enter imto
Cruttwell's good graces. Certalnly Cruttwell's claim that * ...these primitive people have
paver heard of flying sauvcers...” ( FSR wolG nf ) is blatantly untrue.

2) Perhaps the most questionsbla aspect of this whole affalr- and certainly the ons
which fuslled the UFD debunker P.J.Klass's scepticism regarding the case- comcerns the
action of Father Glll on the evening of thea 27th of June. Vhereas on the previous night
he and his companions watched the first UFD for more than four hours { and had even
waltod an hour at one point for it to return ), on this occaslon=- when the alleged UFD
had been visible for only thirty minutes, and was at its closest point- he decided to
leave tha scene prefering instead to go partake of his evening meal! Is this the kiad of
behaviour you would expact from a man who had just witnesse UFO at ¢ relatively )
closs quarters, and who bad- only =inutes earller— been waving aed signalling to the
aforementioned UF0's mysterious occupants? Surely not..
Befersaces & suggestions for further readisg.
Sachs M.: 'The UFO Encyclopedia' (Corgl 1981).
FSR: Vol 5. no6, Vol 6. nos, 346, Vol 7. nos. 3485.
' ASGARAAGAAAASE5ASSG5E8S5655560

AMNOUNCEMENT
¥ith reference to Jenny Randles' reply ( UFD Brigantia March '86 ) to Nigel vatsanb
article ‘Alfen Friends'. Jobn Rimmer, editor of Xagonia has asked ve to polnt ouwt that
Magonis fesls that JR misrepresented their attitude toward her book ‘Alien Covtact' and
the Sunderland family, in a review (Magonia's2). Should any reader wish to see the
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