




Tough on Ufology- Tough on the Causes of Ufology 

who these people are/were 
Miles, tell me where their 
house is/was. I guaranteed him 
I could prove he was talking 
what Father Ted would call 
'shite'. 

Needless to say I didn't 
get a reply to that one. 

Another scattershot 
email from Miles came across 
tny bows later. Apropos of 
nothing it went: 

received your threatening 
email. 
During the taping ·of the 
report.... a simple repor.( on a 

UFO, 
I have had quite s�(ficient 
attention thank you. 
exposing yourself in this 

manner is quite pathetic. 

usual mea.,·ures are in effect. 

Max has no e1nail address, as 
he is unemployed, and due to 

be remanded unt if November. 
He made every effort to get his 
side of the story across. 
A .\·imple video of someone's 
report is ,\·uch a 
threa/.1.1.1.1.'f.'/.1.1/.f/l !.1/l/.f/.f !/.ff!! !/.!! 
""" 
He happy I have such patience. 

Hut do they? 
Miles . .!,. 

Again I present it in all 
it's sic-ness. Note the 
expression 'usual measures are 
in place'. This c01nes hot frotn 
the Barry King phrasebook as 
anyone who gets THE VOICE 
will know. Miles is a King 
acolyte and the two often 
discuss tunnels of an evening 
over a cup of Oval tine. 

Keeping one eye on the 
door of course in case�· 
come for thetn. 

Natch. 

Miles then forwarded 
Max Burns' replies to David's · 
latest findings. This was more 
of the same unsubstantiated 
garbage he has come out with 
before. But Miles added his 
own little coda which went: 

ETH is a well out of date 70s 
concept anyway. As you have 
clearly not noticed things have 
moved along since. It was 4 
years ago that 
I showed an interview with a 
senior engineer who actually 
works with the Greys and 
Rept if ians, and the other types, 
in ntaking our versions of their 
craft. But then you probably 
missed that. 

The unusual use of the 
Queen's English is again all 
Miles'. 

So, the ETH is an 
outdated concept? I' 11 go for 
that one Miles. And because 
you've talked to a crazy who 
spun you a yarn we're 
supposed to believe it? I think 
not. 

There's more. 
Miles wasn't going to 

be put off by anyone doing 
research which produced 
results when speculation was 
to be had. Another extract 
from the Miles Files delivered 
the killer blow: 

Whilst editing the brief video 
report for BUFORA, who I 
was livid about, for NOT 
showing I was visited by 2 
transdimensional entities, one 
of whom chose to sit on my 
right knee, and observe the 
edit. 

Ufology: Delicious Hot -Disgusting Cold 

Lap-dancing 
transdimensionals eh. Conjure 
for yourselves readers the 
thought of Miles trying to edit 
a video with a 
trans-dimensional entity' sat 
on his knee. It's an enduring 
image and let's face it, we've 
all been there. 

But Miles has it all 
under control ..... . 

'I have already been told that 
the usual sources which deal 
with the cover for such events 
have made a right mess of the 
Sheffield case, including the 
drugs charges on Max, and the 
subsequent pal ice who have 
dealt with the case. ' 

Note well readers this 
is the level of ufology, and of 
ufological debate, which the 
literalists think actually counts 
for something. 

I could barely get this 
issue of TAU to the printers 
because Miles kept 
bombarding me with stupidity. 
His last long email - so far -
rambled on about pirate radio 
stations, abducted DJs, the 
checking of SKY TV 
personnel by intelligence 
agents and so on and on. His 
crowning moment was some 
idiocy about secret messages 
encoded in music: 

If you are not aware of the 
encoding being used in music, 
and its influence in society, 
then I imagine you, will not see 
the lm�- bfi�f!f.(i.; .,. the _ _  drug 
... -..·cene, . certain pirate or 'tadio, 
and how JZ ., i� manipulated, 
then I sugg�'st you start finding 
out. 



Tough on Ufology- Tough on the Causes of Ufology 

No, this isn't Gordon 
Creaking writing

�\ it's still 
Miles. But I thinlf we know 
where he's heading children, 

' . �-;·_. ' ... i. . 
don t we? )• :1·•·p --�-

.
I don't think we've 

heard the last of the Sheffield 
UFO 'crash', or Max, or Miles. 
We'll keep you updated. 

Paranoia Strikes Deep­
Into Your Heart It Will 

Creep 

Paranoia, as you have 
seen, is at its worst ever at the 
moment on the UK UFO 
scene. Everyone you speak to 
accuses everyone else of being 
an agent of disinformation or a 
debunker or whatever. None of 
these charges are ever proven 
and it seems to me that when 
the subject is in meltdown 
with no real research being 
done then that's when the 
witch hunts start. 

The Internet, whilst 
being a fantastic research tool 
has exacerbated the loony 
tendencies ufologists have and 
rumours can now be spread ten 
times faster than ever before. 

Where once the slow 
transmission of information by 
post and telephone led to 
consideration and reflection ' 
things are now radically 
different. If someone has an 
ill-advised thought it has 
become a theory by tea-time, a 
fact before bedtime and is in a 
magazine or book within 
months. It is then irrefutable 
and anyone who does attempts 
criticism is working for 
the ........ and round and round 
and round and round we go. 

Take the Rendlesham 
Forest case. In recent months 

new details have come forward 
which strongly suggests that 
the whole series of events over 
two night was - like the 
Sheffield crash case- a 
complex series of 
misidentifications and 
misperceptions. 

Even its principal 
investigator Jenny Randles has 
been quoted as saying 
'Rendlesham is at best half the 
ca.�.;e it was and may turn out 
to have been little of any 
substance after all.' But I bet 
she changes her tnind! 

Researcher J atnes 
Easton has done terrific in 
depth research on this case and 
come up with original 
statements from Rendlesham 
witnesses. I won't go into the 
details here - it will be all over 
the UFO press soon enough. I 
suggest that those of you with 
Internet connections have a 
look at Easton's spiffy 
homepage at: 
http:! I ourworld. corn puserve. 
com/homepages/pulsar/ 

Of course this sort of 
real research was too much for 
many and without thinking or 
considering the evidence (or in 
fact without many of the goons 
actually having read much 
about the original case) people 
leapt to the defence. Elder 
statesman of ufology (i.e. old 
bloke with a lot of books) 
Richard Hall just couldn't 
hack it at all and bleated and 
baa'd in an arrogant fashion, 
as did others from across the 
waters. 

James Easton 
responded delicately but firmly 
by re-iterating what he had 
discovered, comparing it with 
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what was know and drawing 
t�vitable conclusions. 

No. 
Still didn't work. 
It seems that a great 

many ufologists are so narro\v 
minded that they cannot 
conceive of any other 
explanation than the exotic. 
Moreover they haven't the 
faintest idea about. the nature 
of misidentification, 
misperception, the workings of 
the human brain, transmission 
of folklore or probably what 
day it is. 

" 

Of course Easton was 
immediately denounced as a 
debunker, despite him once 
being a staunch supporter of 
the case. The people who 
denounced him just cannot 
accept that any of their 
military personnel could be 
subject to a tnasstve 
misperception, the corpse of 
\vhich has been picked over by 
ufologists ever since. 

Joined up thinking is as 
new a concept to some of our 
American colleagues as it is to 
the believing bunch here I'm 
afraid:· The UK backlash 
hasn't. really kicked in yet - but 
it will. Look out for Matthew 
Williams et at on their high 
horse about it and I predict a 
Jenny Randles 'well, the case 
isn't as bad as we first thought 
because there are still 
unexplained factors' damage 
limitation exercise - followed 
by a book, of course! 

And that's how it goes. 
Even if Col. Halt signed a 
statement in Larry Warren's 
blood saying he had 
tnisidentified the lighthouse 
no-one would now believe him 
because, \veil because 






























