










mechanoreceptive nerve ending found in many connective tissues, but most commonly in the dermis and 
in joint capsules. Depending on what exactly Leir means by 'close to the bone', either of these do not seem 
particularly out of place. 

Secondly, proprioceptive Neuromuscular Spindles are found in muscles, usually close to tendons. 
Neuromuscular spindles by definition include muscular fibres, so that it would be meaningless to say that 
they were found in tissue other than their normal location (so I think we can assume these last aren't what 
Leir was referring to.) 

I also note that Leir omits to define 'proprioceptive' for the benefit of those less familiar with the relevant 
terminology. A proprioceptor is a sensory nerve ending which detects information about bodily posture, 
stretch of muscles, etc. lt transmits information away from the nerve ending, making it difficult to see how 
the alleged implant could be using it to gather information. 

My own relevant qualifications are: 

Fellowship of the Institute of Biomedical Science, specialising in histopathological technique (not diagnosis) 
State registered Biomedical Scientist, specialising in histopathology (again, this is a technical, not a 
diagnostic qualification). The doctor I consulted is an MD, a practising consultant histopathologist at a district 
general hospital, and a Fellow of the Royal College of Pathologists. 

Jamie Revell, BSc, FIBMS 

Finally, let's look at Leir's conclusion 

"lt would seem that these are structured objects which serve a purpose. This purpose has not been 
determined yet. We hope that further study will provide answers regarding function . . I feel it is safe to 
put forth theories, but these must be looked at scientifically and either proved or disproved. One such 
theory pertains to their ability to act as a tracking device or transponder. This would enable someone or 
something to find their subject anywhere on the globe. Another possibility is that they may act as 
behaviour controlling devices. We know that abductees seem to have compulsive behaviours. I believe a 
more plausible purpose might be a device for monitoring certain pollution levels or even genetic changes 
in the body. This rnay be similar to the way we monitor our astronauts in space. Only more time, effort 
and study will answer these questions." 

I'd like to assist in providing that "effort and study". lt has taken Sims and Leir more than two years to come 
up with these vague and, clearly, unconvincing assertions. ASKE has taken just a couple of months to 

produce a more comprehensive and meaningful analysis than that given by Leir, and I am happy to offer to 
arrange to have any of his 'implants' independently and comprehensively tested in this country, provided the 
results are published in full. Perhaps there are US readers who could make a similar offer. In the meantime, 
is there anyone out there who knows what 'Los Alamos National Labs and New Mexico Tech' really said 
about these objects, and what their view of alien abductions might be? There has to be a reason why Sims 
and Leir don't want us to know what was actually said. If, as has been suggested, the tests were funded by 
the Bigelow Foundation, they might be keen to avoid any comment that spoils the myth, and might inhibit 
further support. But so long as people believe in the reality of alien implants, then those people will also have 
their lives changed and blighted by that belief. Any effort to help those people must be more than worthwhile. 

SUBSCRIPTION INFORMATION 
In the UK, 12 issues cost only £10. Otherwise, £5 (cash, UK cheque or International Money Order) will bring 
you 5 monthly issues in the UK, 4 in Europe, and 3 issues anywhere else in the world. Outside the UK, 
issues will be sent by economy air mail, wherever available. All back issues are available. Please make 
payments out to Kevin McCiure, and send to 3, Claremont Grove, Leeds, LS3 1AX, England. 

Please excuse the dull typeface- I needed the extra space it allows! Anyway, this will probably be the last 
issue of AW before Christmas and the New Year. Between now and then I hope to find time to delve more 
into the 'Nazi UFO' business, and the ludicrous farrago that is (or more likely isn't) the Montauk Project. 
Many thanks to Peter Williams and David Sivier for their dauntingly erudite comments on both subjects, which 
just keep everything moving on. I hope you'll all have a fine holiday, and I'll look forward to hearing from you 
again in 1999! Thanks, Kevin 


