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LOOSE MINUTE

D/Sec(AS)12/3

25 July 1989

Copy to:

DPR( RAF)

DPO( RAF)

DCPR

CPO

THE WOGAN SHOW - PROPOSED PROGRAMME ON UFOs

1. You will have seen that US of S(AF) has agreed that the

MoD should not participate in the proposed programme on UFOs

currently being considered by the BBC as a topic for a future

Wogan Show.

2. You will wish to go back to Section 40) the BBC
researcher who raised this proposal, advising him of the

department’s decision and offering him a statement of MoD policy
on UFOs (attached).

3. We would of course be very interested to hear if the BBC
intend to go ahead with the programme without any MoD

involvement.



MOD STATEMENT ON UFOS

1. The sole interest of the Ministry of Defence in reported

sightings of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs) is to establish

whether or not they have any bearing on the defence of the

country. Information on UFOs is evaluated only as one part of the

Department's overall interest in the air defence of the United

Kingdom.

2. The MoD has no section dedicated to the study of UFOs,

nor any staff employed on the subject full time. Sighting reports

that are received are referred to air defence staffs who check

that they do not provide evidence of a threat to the continuing

security and defence of the UK or an unauthorised incursion into

UK airspace. Unless it is judged that there is a threat, and this

has not been the case so far, the MoD does not attempt to

investigate or identify whatever might have been seen.

3. Because MoD'’s interest in UFOs is limited to possible

defence implications the Department does not undertake general

surveys or studies into the scientific significance of the

phenomenon, nor does the MoD have the resources to do so. Defence

funds are already fully committed to the continuing security of

the UK against, primarily, the threat of aggression from the

Warsaw Pact countries. As such the use of finite resources on

scientific investigations could not be justified, unless a clear

threat had been identified.

4, Most reputable UFO organisations in the UK are fully

aware of the MoD’s Limited involvement with this subject and, as

far as can be ascertained, accept that the MoD in no way attempts

to conceal activity from the general public.



PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE

Ly July 1989

FOR THE ARMED FORCES

LOOSE MINUTE

D/US of S(AF)MIN 9/1/1/3

Sec(AS)2

Copy to:

DPR( RAF)

DPO( RAF)

DCPR

CPO

UFO'S ~ WOGAN SHOW

Reference:

A. D/Sec(AS)12/3 dated 19 July 1989

US of S(AF) has noted your minute at Reference and is generally
content except for the last 2 lines which should read "accept
that the MOD in no way attempts to conceal activity from the
general public."

Section of S(AF)



. ercection 40. | Secretariat (Air Staff)2a

i MINISTRY OF DEFENCE on SERENE

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

‘ Telephone (Direct Dialling

eae (Switchboard)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3
Date

25K July 1989

0. as,

Thank you for your letter to the Prime Minister on the subject of Unidentified Flying

Objects (UFOs) which, as the appropriate Department, has been passed to the Ministry

of Defence for reply.

As you will be aware from our previous correspondence, although the MOD does receive

and co-ordinate some reports of UFO sightings, our sole concern is to determine

whether or not they present a threat to the security of the United Kingdom. If we do

not feel that this is so, and this has been the case so far, we do not attempt to

investigate the incident further, or identify what might have been seen. Additionally,

the MOD does not have any department which is appointed solely for the purpose of

studying the phenomena, nor do we have any staff employed on the subject full time.

As you will expect, therefore,we do not carry out investigations into the phenomena,

nor do we have the resources to do so.

With regard to your second, as far as we are aware, there has been no further debate

on the subject of UFOs in the House of Lords. And, as I have said in the past, I

would like to assure you that there is no attempt to conceal the "truth" about the

phenomena, or cover up incidents reported to us. Indeed, it would be a nonsense to

attach such significance to a simple lack of staff, resources and direct interest in

the subject.

I hope you will find this reply helpful.

ous Sau



Head of “>ecCas \

f° The attached letter which the Prime

_ Minister has received has been acknowledged by

10 Downing Street and has been forwarded to
this Department for official action.

a. N¢ 10 have’ passeqd’it to us for
'. action as we see fit/and you Are asked

_ to cénsider Ahether/there is” anything which
can /asefully be sadd to the correspondent

to action accérdingly /

or.

b. No 10 have asked that a full reply

be sent and you should know that the

Prime Minister attaches importance to
such replies being sent expeditiously.

2. Unless specifically asked to do so, there

is no need for you to copy your. replies to

this office.

for APS/Secretary of©
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f
aDear Prine Minister,

2 
| oeZo am sending thie letter to you on my behalf co

nterest towards the World Wide problem relating to the

subject of ' Unidentified Flying Objects!, or (U.F.0's) . Tam not rea

aware if you are well versed upon this controversial subfect ,or Fheno

afi mey, I would like to ask you if IT am allowed , 2 few questions pon

this subject ?

Firstly, what is the, ox,how xather is the Governnen and the M.s0.D at

Whitehall coucemied with the U.F.0 phenomenon , or subject + And secondly,

Hes their been any more uebate in. the House of lords study BEouUD of

the matter? . And thiraly, And why is important informtion witheld from

the public concern ?

I hope that I have not delayed you from your other vitel importent diroies,

by asking these questions, upon the above mentioned subject 2 ido thank you

t

Yours Sincerely,

Secton 40
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A pouth SED i i eg Soret ¢ Soi, lily edaas| Scanea a i

. A

tae eg Deeiyee “eral f GaP Bn rer AP thd J} pra Won LEE,
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' MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Diallin ext

(Switchboard)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3
Date :

Blk July 1989

Thank you for the report of an unusual sighting witnessed by yourself and your wife,

to the Chief Constable of Hampshire, which has been passed to the Ministry of Defence

for our action and retention.

I hope you will find it useful to know that while the MOD does receive and co-ordinate

some information about UFO sightings, our sole concern is to establish whether or not

they present a threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom. Unless we

judge that they do - and this is not normally the case ~ we do not attempt to investi-

gate or identify what might have been seen. Additionally, the MOD does not have any

department which is appointed solely for the purpose of studying UFO reports, nor do

we have any staff employed on the subject full-time. As you will expect, therefore,

we do not carry out studies or investigations into the phenomena, nor do we have the

resources to do so. In this context, I am sorry to say that I am unable to offer you

any definitive explanation as to what you might have witnessed, though it is possible

that the lights you saw were reflections rather than emitted light from an object.

I would like to thank you again for taking the trouble to make a report, and I hope

this reply will be helpful to you.

1D Safleoee
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“LOOSE MINUTE

D/Sec(AS)12/3

%) Jul 89

APS/US of S(AF)

Copy to:

DPR( RAF)

DPO( RAF )

DCPR

CPO

THE WOGAN SHOW ~— POSSIBLE FEATURE ON UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS

1. US of S(AF) will wish to be aware that the Department has

been approached by a researcher from the BBC Wogan Show regarding

a feature they are considering on Unidentified Flying Objects
(UFOs).

2. If the feature is to go ahead, and this is still far from
clear, the programme will focus on the allegations of a
Government cover up of the ‘’true’ facts of the UFO phenomenon.
The researcher claims to have an expert who has seen classified
MoD documents which confirm that the Department has a section
dedicated to the study of UFO activity and seeks to ensure that

this knowledge is concealed from the public. As the Minister will

be aware, although Sec(AS) receives and coordinates information
that the MoD receives on reported sightings, the Department does
not attempt to carry out scientific investigations or general
surveys into the subject.

3. To balance the programme, which we understand would be
broadcast either at the end of the month or in the autumn, the

BBC have asked whether the appropriate Minister, in this case US
of S(AF), would be willing to appear on the programme and answer
the “expert”.

4. The MoD’s line on UFOs, which has been deployed over many
years, emphasises that the Department’s interest is strictly

limited. There is little that can be added to this, and MoD
representation is unlikely to affect the outcome of the programme.

one way or another. Indeed participation might reinforce the
misconception that the MoD has a significant interest in the UFO

phenomenon. On balance, therefore, we would advise against

participation by a Minister, or indeed any other MoD

representative, offering to the BBC instead a statement of MoD

policy on UFOs along the lines of the attached draft. It is

possible that this approach may also cause the programmers to

reconsider the value of the feature since without someone to

counter the allegations of a "cover up", it will be difficult for
the lively debate, which they are seeking to generate, to take
place.



5. I should be grateful to know if US of S(AF) is content

for the suggestion of MoD participation to be politely declined
and for the attached statement of MoD policy, which is in keepin

g
with that adopted in all Parliamentary and public corresponde

nce

on this subject, to be forwarded to the BBC via the Defence 
Press

Office.

Sec(AS)2



MOD STATEMENT ON UFOs

1. The sole interest of the Ministry of Defence in reported

sightings of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs) is to establish

whether or not they have any bearing on the defence of the

country. Information on UFOs is evaluated only as one part of the

Department’s overall interest in the air defence of the United
Kingdom.

2. The MoD has no section dedicated to the study of UFOs,
nor any staff employed on the subject full time. Sighting reports

that are received are referred to air defence staffs who check

that they do not provide evidence of a threat to the continuing

security and defence of the UK or an unauthorised incursion into

UK airspace. Unless it is judged that there is a threat, and this

has not been the case so far, the MoD does not attempt to

investigate or identify whatever might have been seen.

3. Because MoD’s interest in UFOs is limited to possible

defence implications the Department does not undertake general

surveys or studies into the scientific significance of the

phenomenon, nor does the MoD have the resources to do so. Defence

funds are already fully committed to the continuing security of

the UK against, primarily, the threat of aggression from the

Warsaw Pact countries. As such the use of finite resources on
scientific investigations could not be justified, unless a clear
threat had been identified.

4, Most reputable UFO organisations in the UK are fully
aware of the MoD’s limited involvement with this subject and, as
far as can be ascertained, accept that the MoD in no way attempts

activity from the general public.



_ _ * ates .

Cr BAD rene Wie ads ata ve. Se

ae oS ek ne+ 3 Sra bmandaRBera, Ma a AONE
Sand

& t 8

ae ae nes wee Aerat Keane Cand”
Tenwe

_ teary, de, . . so cust unm _ . . ~ —

<meta ne mtn me nn oe . .

Seka. watt os Mab Yiay Son, As

Oe eae

ene WFO Safle. _ hewn cele aS eek

a. _dhapastomsodk &. recep een is 4 Regie . ae et.

_— eet conan ae el Ow a _

_Aeaiee & seeeaers ak sneer AEN Bria Whe on
4





ae QUESTION COMMONS /LORDS

.*

or answer on ow oh SH 2G UL. ec ew cee by ee cevesaseesocsceseThe ee ee
ri ~

raft re, y required by .. 3200, Ans uaa 1k a

ACTION DIVISION:

Draft approved by| Signature or|Contact Question copied by Action Divisionto
Initials jTel No

Secretary of State

Answer copied to:- As above plus:

Minister (AF) .

See (NS) bMinister (DP) ec (HS)

US of S(AF)

US of S(DP)

Type of Question:- First Order Oral (No ..........); Non Priority Written;
Supplementary Questions are not. required... - coe. a . ;

Please type Member Ss name, party, ‘constituency and Question here

hr Teddy taylor. Conservative. southend sast. lo ask the Secretary

of state for vefence, what progress has been made in the enquiries

initiated by army helicopters based in the South west in investigating

the origin of flattened circular areas of wheat; and if he will

make a statement. ,

DRAFT ANSWER

fhe m0 is not conducting any inquiries into the origins of flattened

Gircular areas of crops. However,we are satisfied that they are not

caused by service helicopter activity.

a
e int



BACKGROUND NOTE.

It is assumed that this question has been inspired by recent
press articles (example attached) on this phenomenon in advance
of the forthcoming publication of two books on the subject. The
reply is self explanatory.



*

rougho[
lby. GEENN:GALEand: RACHE

ut the

Summer t NESE

circles appear

mysteriously at

dead of night.—

Scientists are

baffled .. bt

of the culprit

| is on tail

Pheen ae

AS NIGHT approaches
a hush fell over the ¥

camp. The 50 scientists

and engineers sensed

they were close to solv-

ing a mystery that had

baffled the world for a

decade.

Whoa or what was re-

sponsible for the perfectly
formed circles which

were appearing in the

cornfields of southern

England?

Everything from hedge-

hogs to aliens had been

blamed. Now. as the team

settied down to their long

vigil, they feit confident that

their sensors and scanners,

the best that high-tech could

offer, would solve the puzzic

They wert omistuhen Dawn

broke to reveal ao new circle

had appeared oo feftornet ther

camp The riddie ot the rings

Was GS perpiexingis intact as

S
In fact, so far this summer

181 new rings have been

spotted, leaving farmers and
researchers scratching their

heads. .

Despite their confusion, the-

ories abound as to what causes

the circles — some a little eas-

rer to accept than others.

‘HEDGEROGSY |
SOME think the rings may be

caused by demented hedgehogs

running around in cicles. That
claim has been dismissed as

hogwash by Les Stocker, who

with his wife Sue runs the St

Twzywinkies Hedgehog Hospt-

talin Aylesbury.

“Poor aid hedgchogs, they

get the blame for everything, ”

says Les. “They are definitely

not the guilty party in this

ease.” The naturedoving couple

offer thar own solution to the

mystery. They say giant imush-

rooms are tha culprits.

UFds

THIS has been a recurring

theme ever since a group af

UFO watchers in Wiltshice
cement tee beeae Cammy re eee as

de

}

i

_ or smoke is caught up.” ay

bespg laid dawn They repurted

secity the wheat co dewn hke
a fady’s fan opening

“There have been reported

sightings of UFOs and circles

bul never simultaneuusty,”

says Dr Richard Lawrence, sec- |
retary of the Actherius Society,

a religious orgamtsation that

believes in UFOs.

_._" The formations suecest

some kind of aerial machinery
beesuse there are no indenta-

ons to sufgest an approach

fram the ground.

“Of course, the main problem

is UFOs are capable of being
invisible.”

WIND VORTICES
THIS, according to physicist Dr

Terence Meaden, is air that

either sucks up or presses

down.

Dr Meaden says: “The atmo-

sphere concentrates a quantity

of electric charges into a spin-

ning ball.

“ff this spinning bal) plunges
into a field it sweeps out a

circle of damage.

“The uniformity of the cir-
cles can be attributed to the

fact that a spinning ball is

symmetrical.”

A London Weather Centre
forecaster says: “I have seen

whole areas of forests flattened

in perfect circles by real torna-

dos in the US but the crop
circles here are localised and

small.

“it is comumon to get small

whirlwinds in hot weather. In

Australia they call them dust

devils. You can't see them most

of the time though, unless dust’

HELICOPTERS
THE suggestion that millary

choppers caused the rings was

_ debunked after a military bof

: fin concluded that to create

distinct circular patterns, a he-

licopter would have ta fly up-

side down.

& spokesman says: “If you

tried to fly a helicopter upside
down it would make a greater

mess of a field than just a

circle when it crashed.”

HAILSTONES
GLANT hailstones would ex-

_plain the shape and lack of

‘evidence caused by the

haiistones melting into the

earth.

The hailsiones could be

formed by airlines releasing

toilet contents at 30,000 feet

which then freeze.

But the Met Office says the
laws of probability dictate that

by now such atmospheric ice
bombs should have hit at least

one city, causing massive de-

struction.

OZONE LAYER
SMALL hales in the ozonc

laver could over the Home

Counties inay be allowing und:

luted ultra violet ligphtbeams

. Organisation

which canse trop stems ta col”
fagrse

POACHERS

SNARES may catch wild an.

mals which try to escape. cun-

ming in ever decreasing circles

as the snare wire winds around

the fixing post.

BRUTTING ROES
DEER playing the mating game

aad rolling around um the corn.

fields conid be the cuuse of the

mystery.

Pat Lioyd. secretary of the

Master Deerhounds Associa-

tion, says: “People who have

spent a jong time studying this

say they are roe rings.

“{ had a friend who is no

longer alive who photographed

roe rings. He delieved the

cause was two deer mating.”

The debate gains new utgetus

next week when two. books are

published on the safe day ex-
ploring the mystery.

Silbury Hill, in ithe depths of

Wiltshira, is hackdrop cho-
sen by physi#ist Dr Meaden to
unravel the riddle in his book

The Circle Effect And its Mys-

teries.

“It's actually the wind,” he

say$ with a shrug. “Believe me,
it can do much more than we

give it credit for.

“Vortices of air could either

suck up or press down.

Yachtsmen know what

talking about.”

Though the circles have been

reported in Britain as far back

as 1948, the open season began

at the beginning of this decade.

Dr Meaden, physicist in
charge of the privately funded

Tomade And Storm Research

in Bradford-On-

tm

i Ayon, registered his first sight-

: ing in 1980 when two appeared

in Westbury.

He was on the iook-out again

yesterday moming as he took a

dur ‘through the Wiltsnre
ountryside where he lives with

is French wife Jacquie and
yeir three children.

He pulled over his open top
358 Austin Healey — “ideal for
wis kind uf thing” — and leapt
<itedly over a wooden gate to

camine the latest example of

wnifield sculpture.

Producing a compass, mea-
iring tape and pad it was soon
apped and charted for poster-

The latest, like most others, is

a plain single shape. They have

' appeared in varying patterns,

among them, double, quadruple

and elliptical rings.

But Dr Meaden 1s not always

the first :o get to the secne

when a circhuar sighting is re-

ported, usually by farmers

Electrical engineer Colin

Andrews and radar expert Pat

Delgado. a Hampstird. dao!

have also boon dutifully chron

cling the phenomenon

”
a
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st 
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elyato has es pertise garth

¥?oed working wih NASA and

i adrews us a contributor ta the

| Flying Saycer Review.

1 The re of therr book Cir-

ieularc &s ve comncides with

Dr Meaden’s own slim volume

on July 13.

It is no dgmendence that the

circles have Been spotted pre

dominantly in the region where

the ardent trio live.

“We tell each other about

more crcles,” says Dr Meader

‘The ymoportamt thing is to get

duwn before the public get

there and trample all over the

plice,”

But that early <pirtt af co-

operation has soured 4 httie

now that their books’ publica

tion comerdes.

Meaden says: “I started on

my book five years ago and toid

them about it Iwo years ago

Six months later they told me

they had started and finished

thers So P had to get a move

en”

“to was orginally pong 1a

publish ot m June but put ihe

date back to July to coinciie

with fhe book.

“My whole purpose to go inte

print is to attract scientific as-

sistance and research funds to

sclve this genuine modern mys

tecy.

“| provide no answers in my

book. But | am sure that I am

apening up the debate and

Thursday. July @ 19E9

peng the way fo findiag an

answer

of Andrews and Belgado's

jnerary effort he is less certain.
“Jt just Summanses the aval.
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Meanwhile, a8 the specu-

lation goes on the rings keep

appearing and no one js any the

wiser. Except perhaps the hed-

pehogs.

new sightings, that way we see
f
F an
.

4 a

understand it

h
a
r
i
 
t
t
e

S
r
 
e
a
t

t
t
t
t
i
t
n
-
i
n
,

we 
e

righting fore 2JOAN PETER stated eefor the retentition of thedeterrent white failing oa
; herself.

Tt is precisely
deterrent that
tetham, Korea and Atan remained localised at did

Haman, Essex

ae

because of the
he conflicts in

Rot develop into wor!
; 

orld wthey might have previously’.
TR. Atreesmutn,

Sournemouth

7
ag~e



“LOOSE MINUTE

pros sec/41/1

6 guly 1989

Youn yeu waged bs,
35

2 Yous Secane Lom Crucis. se
a ” 4 4 .

iat wage. Wes

- 4 Yuas ee

a i Bi dake 9
eevee
5

\

copy to:
ee Po OBA te ge MENG £ a 7 & ea ee

sec(NS) f a mar eT nae GLEE
gee AS). Jaa Pros barr cogeter rertin, Rdwe CAPR

7

HQ UKLF Pe AIAE cyink /€ Ag 3 :
HQ sw District se BOE aan [Pee CALI* clowned

finn « fle isf ean 7 ol an Pork ain

pq 6278Enn 
(819

1. teddy Taylor mo (Cr gouthend) has table
d the following PQ

for written an
swet:

po ask the secretary of State for befence, what
progress has been made in the en

quiries initiated by
Army helicopters pased in the south West in
investigating the origin of fla

ttened circular areas
dg iff he will make 4 state

ment."
of wheat: a

n

{i hee. '‘ sy 
; ;

caves aaa Drei a4rpotent p
e ee Lute Kehee

A 
“

rious one-

2. The yestion iS, to say the least, 4 
rather cu

we in GS Sec are unaware of any curren
t study into che phenomenon

described by Mr taylor although Tt 4m aware that there are those
_ who assert that these things are due to UFO tandings (sec (AS)
may wish to comment neret)- Ba ally tf unaware of any persistent
claims that training flights by servi

ce helicopters are the cause
of crop damage in that part of the country- would be grateful
for any gnformation that you may have that could help shed some
Light on proceedings: subjec to your views, 1 will propose a
reply along the jines of ‘no studie

s under or planned’ -

: time iS. as ever, of the

1 grateful for 4 response py cios¢e
i the latest pleas

e.
|

|

anncnnomeGe Ad Goth, wo leg ae, EXEAEM

secion



Dear Sir/Madam shudert oot
= ao Bi tell, Leicestershire.

; eaetogone coll roc ‘pact at me GCSE
humanct eS Coursewoc \ ODN weihing

preje ow YF \ woule re
: “Le gOrJ COU \iew) cece
cecords:a iv) FO S19Saktings ne“5 yer
? \rove . A\se F + vere” Sow policy Ow
:UFrOs could Ao pleose Porwar WS xa

| ~8P3 t pn 40)40
infan deh gt a bod¢ dneainf dgh dot. Be pe, é pre A

4. nee htt ja es - ; .
chyeuge- LESPEY HnEA Ed, agitee

COAL PUI.Yo td CS ew am ad ly - fe Piake che,- taal * rete 4
sort ae tue. BA. Ge Mion, fee.

Sectors) faeBrent i orartd filo

praiclia a. dylegd Gin ag

bral6 es CentAS ne bk d
mecectacl Lig y oa&ideEe



Secretariat (Air Staff)2a _

'E have -been asked to reply.

: You may, find- it-ugeful to: know: that the Ministry. of Defence does” receive and co-ordinate
some information about UFO sightings,. -but our sole” concern is ‘to! establish. ‘whether or
not they. present a. threat to the security of the: United Kingdom,. If, as° is generally:
-the case, we do not feel that. ‘this is.so, we do not: attempt to investigate further.

". (Additionally, the. yD doés not nae any. department which is appointed. solely ,for, the

een: “in: tHe .sky; setebelieve’ that rational| SEY tone
" most ,0f* them. Indeed, we. have yet to. Teceive any. conclusive evidence

‘ 4

+ nod ah ee
, 

e3 
.

. For -more: detaited information, you ‘may find it}wigeful: to ‘contact he
. rT : .,

; nu

‘Who., Team sure’will,sbe’in a-position Ye hélp you"-furghet.. I nope hat this
will be of* usé>—"you...

British ‘UFO. Reasearch Association’ (iiatands)
BT Grove*‘Road:

‘information



Fro [RMON Secretariat (Air Staff)2a ne ow 4
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE yA copy)
Main Building, Whitehall D/Sec(AS)12/73
London, SWIA 2HB

ay July 1989

Thank you for your letter of 2 June which enclosed an
account of an alleged Unidentified Flying Object (UFO) being
studied by the MoD on Foulness Island. You asked for my comments
on this particular case.

I think it would be helpful if I explain that the Proof

and Experimental Establishment (P&EE) at Shoeburyness is
responsible for the firing, and hence testing, of batches of
ammunition coming in to service with the United Kingdom Armed

Forces. They, like all other MoD establishments, do not involve
themselves with the study of unidentifiable ‘alien’ craft. As

such, I can only say that the story you have obtained from your
informant is ridiculous in the extreme. Certainly there has never

been any form of UFO on Foulness Island and similarly the MoD has
not made any contact with alien lifeforms.

As requested I have endeavoured to treat Mr Cain’s

statement seriously but fear that I have found it to be the best
fiction I have read in a long time. Nevertheless I have the

following observations to make. Firstly, if the object was such
an important find, why was it towed to the UK for investigation?
Surely the Americans would wish to examine it in house.
Similarly, do you not find it strange that nobody saw the object,
which Mr Cain states as having a circumference of nearly a mile,
when it was being towed across the Atlantic behind a Battle
Cruiser. This is notwithstanding the fact that the Royal Navy
does not operate such ships nowadays. In addition there are a
number of contradictions in the article, for instance at one

stage he says that the object was encased in concrete, at another
he mentions that it was taken to Australia. Apparently
overnight! There are numerous other incredible statements but I

do not feel that I need mention these to prove my point.

Although I doubt that this was the answer you would have

wished for, I hope you will find some food for thought in the

above.

Hidden Copy:
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Name of informant deleted, after a telephone call from him stating,

He had been told if his own name is used he must deny all knowledge

of this information.

We will call him Paul Cain. (Pseudonym)

On Saturday, 27th May, 1989 FERRO cid a taped interview with

Mr Paul Cain (Pseudonym) at his home in Southend on Sea, Essex. She was part

of an investigative team from the ‘East Anglian UFO & Paranormal Research

Asst called in following a telephone call by Mr Paul Cain to a local

newspaper. He originally ststed he had phoned the paper in response to

reading about some of the ' flying multi-coloured balis' sighted by local

residents. Three other investigators from the East Anglian UFO went with

Sheridan, including the Director of Investigations.



A 'Flying Saucer', supposedly brought down by the 'Military', has been subjected

to intensive investigative proceedures at a Hoarding near Foulness Island in

Shoeburyness, off Southend.

The craft is reported to have been forced down In ‘Arizona’ sometime during

1984. It was decided to tow it to the East Coast of England, and a Battle

Cruiser was commissioned for the job. Since no method of penetrating the

vehicle could be found, attempts to fly it were out of the questions.

Investigations involving Scientists, the Military, other government bodies

and various technical specialists have been going on secretly ever since.

One person involved in all this is Paul Cain... He is one of those people

outside the ranks of ‘official’ employees, the MOD occasionally calls upon.

Paud wes first approached by them after he joined the army as a Conscript,

at eighteen, At the time he felt it was all fun and games, and thought:

"Oh yes, we are going to be the elite group". There were sixteen of them.

But he has advised his own family never to join the MOD, “Because once you

do, they never leave you alone".

Paul was once part of a team working in Africa with the 'Mau-Mau',

Another job involved travel to the West Indies, where he was an advisor

to Tom Adam's government.

His involvement in the 'Flying Saucer! project began last September 1988,

"I was asked by certain parties whether I was interested in looking at a

machine they had aquired",

He was picked up by a civilian driver, and on arrival near the site he was

taken to a chenging room to be stripped and xrayed. A set of white overalls

were provided, and he got into a vehicle with about a dozen other people.

They travelled about 3 miles.

When they got out they saw a big Hoarding about ten to fifteen feet high,

and an estimated mile long. It was slightly curved, and surrounded by tre es.

300/400 yards further on he saw various other smaller hoardings.



Whe ‘aul first saw the vehicle he'd been called in to investigate, he was

amazed, He said to a couple of other fellows, "What the hell is this?"

Two of them spoke English, and another answered through an interpreter,

This particular man Paul later leatned was a Russian Psychic, specially

flown to Britain as part of a desparate attempt to gain access to the

interior of the 'Flying Saucer'. Four years of scientific and technical

research had come up with nothing, and the final resort was to encasé it

permanently in concrete. Paul . aod his colleagues were officialdom's

last attempt to solve the problem. When they asked how to get into it

they were told, "That is for you to find out’. If anyone can get into it,

you are the people. That fellow over there will be able to do it".

When Paul asked who he was, he was told, "You'll get to know who he is

if the project comes to anything in due course", The'fellow' in question

was the Russian Psychic.

The Flying Saucer was neither hot or cold to the touch. In pacing it out

Paul iscovered it had a circumference of 1,538 paces. It's height was

only 4ft 3/Ainches, but it weighed an estimated 3,000 tonnes. The shape

was flat, thin, and round. It shimmered like water when seen from a

distance, but the real colour was a light silver, grey. It's texture was

smooth, but microscopic inspection showed it to be made from millions of

minute, coloured particles which. look rough until you touch it.

I asked Paul 3 if it could be made from organic material, and he told me?

"Recently a colieague decided it may actually be a vegatable substance."

Rive months after they first joined the project, electro-magnetic

resonances successfully caused a flap on the underside to open. This

proceedure is believed to have been the responsibility of an u-pamed

Boience Professor from Edinburgh University. ( Paul Cain has refused to

disclose the actual names of other colleagues involved in this project. )

The entire vehicle is only 'Bgeg Shell!’ thick.

"If you were to get a piece of Plasticine and pull it out, you wouldn't

be able to see any joins. That is how these doors and flaps are attached.

There are two elastic type contraptions which drop away, and then swing

dovwneTM



Dui > the opening of the flap around 200 people were present. Internal

investigation of the dark interior was conducted by torchlight. They had

entered an oval shaped tube, where Paul.. found numerous round balls.

At that stage no-one picked them up.

The Russian psychic entered the vehicle after everyone else had left. Later

he emerged with one of the balls in his hand. They are about the size of an

orange, and coloured the same as the craft but absorb and give out a

multitude of shades in various degrees of light reflection. Incredible,

they weigh only a quarter of an ounce, Hach ball appears to be very thin,

BUT ALL AV’EMPTS TO BRAKE ONE HAVE FAILED. ONE HUNDRED TONNES OF PRESSURE

SUBJECLRED BY A 'PRESSt FAILS TO APFECT THEM.
e On AO

But, the Russian Psychic, nick named while holding one of these

balls in his hands suddenly said: "I can bend it. I can feel it bending.

Its moving, it's bending. It's with me",

Then eleven flaps on the top of the vehicle opened. Too small to enter,

they measured 14/15 inches across. These were later determined to be

inspection hatches. Probes, with camera's and tubes were inserted, and

they discovered that cach inspection hatch goes into a tube. The tubes

run into each other via linked flaps. The hatches slant diagonally about

30/40 degrees into the next tube.

Apart from thousands of the peculiar balls, nothing has ever been found

inside the Flying Saucer. There are no instrument panels, flashing lights,

seats, or storage compartments. Only two area's remain unixvestigated,

and these are completely sealed. It is estimated they are probable I8 inches

deep, and30 feet across. One at the top, and another at the bottom.

They are attached in a half circle running from the centre of the craft.

Sonic soundings have established them to be hollow.

Inside one of the tubes is a tank, inside of which can be seen little

black hairs. It probable contains a liquid, but the device is totally

sealed. It is thought to be the brain childof the craft, storing

informations

-Paul says, “They believe the Saucer sucks in light while flying, which it

then spins around a tube."



e

"Wuat has been learned so far covers such a short period. The opening of

this machine, and everything else has all happened in a matter of months.

There's a lot more work and knowledge to uncover. More people will come

on the scene. People like myself will be a thing of the past. New people,

new ideas, new technology, machinary and testing methods will emerge.

They may even cut out a piece. From this similar machines may be developed

for our own use?

According to Paul Cain . many contries are involved in this project.

Britain, the United States, Russia, France, Germany,. India and

Israel ~ to mention a few. International finance is involved. But until

now, the only people to have known anything about this originally highly

secret project have worked internationally on a 'need to know only basis’.

I asked “Paul how it was he could now speak to me, and was told of concern

,for the loss of around 200 of the odd little coloured balls. These, and

many others became activated by the investigations. Some flew out of the

ship and were lost. Local coastal area's have recently received reports

of sightings of the balls. People have seen them in their gardens.

No-one finding one of them should attempt to touch them, and the public

are advised to contact their ‘local police, or other official sources,

Paul mentioned to a superior that he was considering writing a book

about the project, and was told: "fhat's all right, do so. No-one will

believe you",

the timing of all this is potentially interesting, in that two days

after this interview the Flying Sauceb was removed from 'Foulness Island’,

and is now supposed to be on it's way to an undisclosed part of the

Continent of Australia.

The craft was removedon Monday, 29th May, The following day Paul

went to his pick up point, and waited for the special bus with two other

un—~named colleagues, It failed to collect them. The next day - wednesday

3ist - he received a phone call informing him of the removal of the

Flying Saucer to Australia. He believes permission was granted him to

speak out, with the departure date in mind.



red him if the Russian Psychic had gone home,

"I suppose so, A certain party one day made a comment about his presence, and

his interpreter said to him. 'This person says, out of all the millions of

people in this country, why does it have to be a Russian'? His answer,

through his interpreter, was this. 'If they have anyone else better than

me, go and get them".

Sectign40]Pressed for a physical seocrip ion fiiii#fto.a me:
"He is in his late fourties. He has been tested in the Soviet Union for

many years, He is believed to come from Leningrad. He has a picture of

two little girls which I suppose are his children".

Paul also mentioned a 16 year old American boy who was a mathematics

genius. He could calculate faster thana computer. But it isn't in his

self interest to recall this boy's name.

At this point in time it is interesting to speculate about the possibility

of those multi-coloured flying balls the size of an orange, turning up

in some people's gardens, ~ down undere It may be worth watching for

certain headlines in Australian Newspapers.

[ t /f g
| goo Wave
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Free lance journalist.

Investigator/Researcher ¥

Publicity Officer.

East Anglian UFO and

Paranormal Research
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From: Section 40| | Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a, fia. Cay,

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,

Main Building, Whitehall,

London, SWIA 2HB. D/Sec(AS)12/3

4 July 1989

eo ej
Thank you for your letter of 14 June which referred to

earlier correspondence between myself and of

Montreal, Canada on the subject of Unidentifie ying Objects

(UFOs).

I think I must stress that the advice given in my earlier
letters is entirely consistent with the UK Ministry of Defence’s
policy on this particular subject, that is we do not feel there
is a need to co-operate with any other nation, including the usa,
on the subject of UFOs. I hope that this clarifies the matter.

I was surprised to see your mention of your letter of 1
December last. Having had a search through my papers, I regret
that we do not appear to have received it.

I hope that you will find this helpful. 23

&
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THE WOGAN SHOW: FORTHCOMING FEATURE ON UFOs

i. I have been contacted by a researcher -

2. The gist of their "attack" is that there has been a

massive cover-up by the Government over_UFO activity. They
claim to have an "expert", whose name would not

reveal, who says he has seen secret MoD documents which

reveal that there is a section within the Ministry devoted

to UFO activity and to ensuring that the high level of UFO

activity is concealed from the public. This, they say, has

been confirmed by ex-MoD civil servants.

3. If they go ahead with the programme, it would be

broadcast on a Monday evening (the most "serious" of their

three weekly shows) either at the end of July or in the

autumn. They have asked whether the appropriate Minister

would be willing to appear on the programme and answer the

"expert".

4. I refuted his suggestion that there was a section such

as he described at MoD, although I confirmed that this was

the appropriate Government Department. I also indicated that
it would be unlikely that a Minister would be willing to

appear unless it was on a purely lighthearted basis. In any

case, Parliament would be in recess and the availability of
Ministers could not be guaranteed.

5. SRO = epeated that this was to be a serious
investigation and I accordingly undertook to seek the views
of officials. I would be grateful for your thoughts on this
in due course.

DPO na

Sea - on the Wogan Show regarding a feature eal are
considering on UFOs.
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” i _. MINISTRY.C

—_ Main Building Whitehall London SWIA 2HB
Telephone ((Direct Dialling

(Switch d)

«« Your reference

Our reference

‘ete 294K Sane 1939

Thank you for your letter of 20 May, on the subject of UFOs. I have been asked to

reply.

You may find it useful to know that the Ministry of Defence does receive and co-

ordinate some information about UFO sightings, but our sole concern is to establish

whether or not they present a threat to the security of the United Kingdom. If, as

is generally the case, we do not feel that this is so, we do not attempt to investi-

gate further. Additionally, the MOD does not have any department which is appointed

solely for the purpose of studying UFO reports, nor do we have any staff employed on

the subject full-time. As you will expect, therefore, we do not carry out studies,

investigations or surveys into the phenomena. Nevertheless, we do, of course,

recognise that many strange things are to be seen in the sky, although we believe

‘that rational explanations can be found for most of them. Indeed, we have yet to

‘receive any conclusive evidence to ‘suggest that alien spacecraft have landed on ‘the rd
. planet. With regard to your question aboutUFO societies, I would suggest that you

contact the SUES .

British UFO Research Association nls

_ I am sure will be able to help you. ;

I am sorry for the delay in replying to your letter, and hope this information | is
useful to you. ae |



Space Educational" ~ hae.
Our reference

| =
oith June 14184

'. Thank you for your letter regarding information on UFO sightings. I have been asked

‘to reply.

You may find it useful to know that while the Ministry of Defence does receive and

co-ordinate some information about UFO sightings, our sole concern is to determine

whether or not they present a threat to the security and defence of the United

Kingdom. Unless we judge that they do, and this is not normally the case, we do

not attempt to investigate or identify whatever might have been seen.

Given our limited involvement with the subject, the MOD does not have any department
which is appointed solely for the purpose of studying UFO reports, nor do we have
any staff employed on the subject full-time. As you will expect, therefore, we do
not carry out studies or investigations into the phenomena, nor do we have the

. resources to do so. We do,of course, recognise that many strange things are to be .

' geen in the sky, although we believe that rational explanations can be found for :

“most | of ‘them. SPN oe

With regard to your-pequest ‘for information, Tr am ‘afraid that, because of the
“provisions of the Public Records Act, it is not our.‘practice to release "en bloc"

_ °. specific ‘details of. the reports that we receive. “I-can, however, tell you that over

irubast Five years ‘we have received “the - following numbers of reports:

“4984 214
(1985 «177 ‘

1986 120 ‘

“1987 ~~150 .

1988 397 :

. For more détailed information, you may find it use ful to contact one of the following
fcisttes:,.

£

#

“who I am sure will be in a position to help you further.

I hope that this information will be of use to you.



“MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehall Londo

"Telephone. (Direct Dial ction - D:
“(whchboars) se

“2° Your reference. _

Our reference

Date» 91th dune, [WRF

‘Thank you for your report of an unusual sighting on 14 April 1989, a copy of which

has been passed to the Ministry of Defence. I understand from my colleagues that

you enquired as to what the object might have been.

It may be useful to you to know that whilst the Ministry of Defence does receive

and co-ordinate some information about Unidentified Flying Object sightings, our

sole concern is to determine whether or not they present a threat to the security

and defence of the United Kingdom. Unless we judge that they do, and this is not

normally the case, we do not attempt to investigate or identify whatever might have

been seen. In this context, I therefore regret that I am unable to offer you any

definitive explanation as to what you might have witnessed. I should add that the

MOD does not carry out studies, investigations or surveys into unusual phenomena,

as it has neither the staff nor the resources to make such work possible. Nevertheless,

_- we do recognise that many strange things are to be seen in the sky, although we believe

ad vational explanations: could be found for most of them. :

I wish to ‘apologise for the. delay in responding to, your report, and I hope that you
find this reply helpful. :
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Head of sec(as)

sso

e* . dag
en-40 —_1

I attach a letter which the Secretary of
State has received from a member of the public,

and which has,been acknowledgedby this office.

2. I should be grateful if you would arrange

for the appropriate action to be taken, includin

a reply as necessary. Since the Secretary of

State attaches importance to such letters

addressed to him being answered promptly,any

reply should be sent within two weeks of —

the date of this minute. If, exceptionally,

this should prove impossible an interim reply

should be sent within the same timescale.

M16 [<9
for APS/Secretary of

State
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INTERCONTINENTAL U. F. 0. GALACTIC SPACECRAFT -

RESEARCH AND ANALYTIC NETWORK

Dir. oF PROJECT: Section AO arent MEMBER OF THE AMERICAN
INSTITUTE OF AERONAUTICS AND AUTICS (ALAA)

OFFICE OF THE

DIRECTOR OF PROJECT

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a
Main Building Whitehall

London, SW1A 2HB Attn.: FERRO ©D/Sec(AS)12/3
United Kingdom, Europe

transferred to my office your letter = on May — Rare a.
our 37 years of military research and actions at the nations’ government to

stop the "Star“-Space War in preparation, might misrepresenting,- re your

letter's last paragraph as the official view of Her Majesty's highly respected

Air Force.

Dear Sir, on December 1, 1988, we addressed to you a letter, which included

grave declassified military evidences on the existing Potential Threat of the

alien/galactic forces, and that responsible Military Superpowers(USA and USSR)
instituted already the necessary security and defense measures in case of any

invasive action. In the expectation of your confirmation over a half of year,

should we accept that YOU ARE SILENCED or SILENT?

I am sorry to mention that your information to the above Canadian gentleman

is totally inconsistent to the Presidents of United States and the Soviet Union

Geneva Agreement and dangerous measures for the global security.

I don't believe that Her Majesty's Chiefs of Staff, which from the W.W.II

throughly investigated the problem of the illegally intruding Forces of Extra-

terrestrial Powers, would agree your recent letter addressed to EO as
"information to the public’

In the expectation of Her Majesty's Air Forces view on the United: States

and the Soviet Union decision on the UFO Forces global security problem, I

remain ,

Yo f

ajor Ret.

/
1 enclosure.

EUROPEAN CONTINENTAL HO Section 40), 430185 WEST GERMANY



& From: Section 40) | Secretariat (Air Staff)2a, per Section 49)
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building, Whitehall

London, SW1A 2HB

D/Sec(AS)12/3

CANADA

Thank you for your letter of 15 May on the subject of
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs).

43 May 1989

. I fear you have misunderstood the part of my letter of 8

~~ May which mentions co-operation with the US authorities. Whilst I

would wholeheartedly agree that we do, of course, liaise closely

with our American allies on mutual matters of defence, as you

would expect as fellow members of NATO, I must reiterate that the

UK Ministry of Defence does not, nor do we feel that there is a

need to co-operate with them on the subtect of UFOs.

Similarly, we have not yet received any conclusive

vidence to suggest that unidentified flying objects present a

hreat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom or that

lien spacecraft or beings have landed on the planet.

Ioam sorry I can not be more helpful.
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Royal Aerospace Establishment
Procurement Executive, Ministry of Defence

Mission Management Department, R177 Building

Farnborough Hants GU14 6TD

rolex SRI etephone Aldershot

Your reference

Our reference

Date {oO May 1989

Thank you for your letter of 7 May. In reply I can only reiterate that

we are unable to provide the assistance that you request.

Yours sincerely

Superintendent MM4 Division



Royal Mail

ae wt ae A

First Class
Post Patt



EO a att

2 me eenyen ee

SUN
.

oeh

PALL.

4
&

a
ws

ie

ee

co
i:

E
Z

aTiFd

en

ae

i

Meerm,





, pepewesection 40) | Secretariat (Air Staff)2a, Room Section 40) somos
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

1 |

Main Building, Whitehall pt cay

London, SW1A 2HB 
wd

D/Sec(AS)12/3

3 June 1989

Thank you for taking the time to report to the Humberside

Police the unusual sighting that you witnessed on the evening of

1 June 1989, a copy of which has been passed to me.

I think you may find it helpful if I first of all explain

that whilst the Ministry of Defence does receive and co-ordinate

some information about Unidentified Flying Object sightings, our

sole concern is to determine whether or not they present a threat
to the security and defence of the United Kingdom. Unless we

judge that they do, and this is not normally the case, we do not

attempt to investigate or identify whatever might have been seen.

In this context, I therefore regret that I am unable to offer you

any definitive explanation as to what you might have witnessed,

although from the description of the lighting pattern, I would

suggest that it could have been an aircraft or helicopter.

Given our limited involvement with the subject, the MoD

does not have any department which is appointed solely for the
purpose of studying UFO reports nor do we have any staff employed
on the susbject full time. As you will expect, therefore, we do
not carry out studies, in depth investigations, or surveys into

the phenomenon, nor do we possess the resources to do so.

Nevertheless, we do, of course, recognise that many strange
things are to be seen in the sky, although we believe that
rational explanations could probably be found for most of them.
Possibilities that spring to mind include satellite debris
re-entering the Earth’s atmosphere, ball lightning, unusual cloud

formations, or aircraft lights to mention just a few.

I hope you will find this helpful.



’ From: Section 40) | Secretariat (AirStaff)2a, tere section 40 |
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building, Whitehall

London, SW1A 2HB

D/Sec(AS)12/3

7 June 1989

Thank you for your letter of 17 May, about the subject of

Unidentified Flying Objects(UFOs), which asked for information on

an unusual sighting witnessed near Hathersage and Ringinglow,

Derbyshire on 4 April 1989.

I regret that a search through our file did not reveal

any report which corresponded to the details given in your

letter, and because we did not investigate the incident I can not

give you a definitive explanation as to what might have been

seen. Nevertheless, I can confirm that from past experience it is

unlikely that any RAF aircraft would have been operating in the

area at the time in question.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

owe Seen sc,



Secretariat (Air Staff)2a, RoonfeeieeD —From:

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building, Whitehall

London, SW1A 2HB

D/Sec(AS)12/3

3] May 1989

Thank you for your letter of 10 May on the subject of

Unidentified Flying Objects(UFOs).

As you know, we have already spoken at length about the
1957 sighting to which you refer and I regret, therefore, that I

have nothing further to add to my letter of 17 April.

I’m sure you will also recall that, because of our

limited interest and involvement with the subject of UFOs, we are
unable to provide a general answering service on the phenomena

and unless we are given full details of when and where a sighting
may have been, it is impracticable for us to carry out a time

consuming search through our files.

Lastly, as you will know from our previous

correspondence, the MoDs sole concern with this particular

subject is to ensure that UFOs do not pose a threat to the

security and defence of the United Kingdom and, as such, we are
only interested in reported sightings which occur in the airspace
of the UK. This being the case, you will understand that we have.
not had reason to liaise with the Brazilian Government over the
incidents that you mention; indeed, before receipt of your letter
we had not heard about them.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

Dal br cent&y
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Common Services(Records)}1 ey Section 49 call

St Christopher House Southwark Street London SE1 OTD

Telephone No:

# Your Reference

Our Reference

D/CS(R)1/6/1/3

Date

QS May 1983

I refer to your letter of 11 May addressed to Sec(AS)2. As this office is responsible

for the Department’s records we have been asked to reply on their behalf.

Our. enquiries indicate that there are no Ministry of Defence records on this

subject in the Public Record Office. A House of Lords debate on the topic on

4 March 1982 revealed that all “unexplained sightings" reports prior to 1967

have been destroyed. Those created since that date, in common with all other

government records, are subject to the provisions of the Public Records Acts

and would not be available for public scrutiny until the expiry of the 30 years

retention period.

In the absence of any official papers I can only refer you to commercially available

books and publications which may indicate other primary source material and

which may enable you to draw your own conclusions on this phenomena.

Yours sincerely



sror: MN DPOCRAP). BMtion 40
sf

ee MINISTRY OF DEFENCE ABE Avite vad | nur fobblg
Bex Boom Eesti ‘0 aes ame roy Cthewad wvcher bates

Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB Pel ORO OEE IEMain

Telephone (Direct Dialling

(Switchboard}

Your reference

Our referencenpg ( RAF )

Date 53 May 1989

ear [ll
UFOs in HAMPSHIRE

T have been asked to reply to your recent letter in which you asked a number

of questions about the Ministry of Defence's attitude to UFOs.

The answers are as follows:

1. The sole concern of the Ministry of Defence is to ensure that the reports

we receive do not present a threat to the security and defence of the United

Kingdom. The MoD does not attempt to investigate reported sightings unless

a threat is identified. No such cases have ever been identified.

2. The MoD has no department which is appointed solely for the purpose

of studying UFO reports. Reports are referred to MoD air defence staffs

who examine them as part of their normal duties. Because of our limited

involvment with this particular subject we do not, nor do we have any need

to, interview individualswho might have witnessed an unusual incident.

Indeed, unless we judge thata sighting poses a threat, and this has not

been the case so far, the MoD does not attempt to investigate or identify

whatever might have been seen.

3. The MoD maintains a policy of keeping all sighting reports we receive.

Regrettably, because of a lack of resources we are unable to initiate

general surveys or searches through our files. You may be aware that all

MoD files are subject to the Public Records Act which means that after

closure they remain closed from public viewing for 30 years. However, we

are able to answer any specific queries you may have about particular

incidents which have occurred recently and can let you know whether we

have a report on the incident and if so what it contained.

In conelusion, I can say that the very vast majority of sightings have

a terrestial explanation (including the UFO kite flying club). The MoD

does not possess any positive evidence that "alien spacecraft" have

landed on this planet

Yours sincerely,



y é

From: Secretariat (Air Stafi)Za, Room "SecemaaotTM
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE |

Main Building, Whitehall (LAR cop

London, SW1A 2HB ' Psd

D/Sec(AS)12/3

CANADA

Thank you for your letter of 15 May on the subject of

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs).

#3 May 1989

I fear you have misunderstood the part of my letter of 8

May which mentions co-operation with the US authorities. Whilst I

would wholeheartedly agree that we do, of course, liaise closely

with our American allies on mutual matters of defence, as you

would expect as fellow members of NATO, I must reiterate that the

UK Ministry of Defence does not, nor do we feel that there is a

need to co-operate with them on the subject of UFOs.

Similarly, we have not yet received any conclusive

evidence to suggest that unidentified flying objects present a

threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom or that

alien spacecraft or beings have landed on the planet.

It am sorry I can not be more helpful.



LOOSE MINUTE

D/Sec(AS)12/3

22May 89

DPO( RAF )

UFO LETTER FROM FREELANCE WRITER msection 40]

1. Please find attached a letter I have just received from

a freelance journalist concerning the subject of Unidentified

Plying Obtects (UFOs). Although I have the dubious pleasure of

answering public correspondence on this subject we agreed that in

this instance it would be more appropriate for you to reply.

Nevertheless, I think it would be helpful if I were to provide

details of our standard paragraphs and suitable answers to his

questions:

et

t

Le
s!

a. Question 1: Yes, the sole concern of the Ministry of

Defence is to ensure that the reports we receive do not present a

threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom.

b. Question 2: Because of our limited involvement with

this particular subject we do not, nor do we have any need to,

interview individuals who might have witnessed an unusual

incident. Indeed, unless we judge that a sighting poses a

threat, and this has not been the case so far, the Ministry of

Defence does not attempt to investigate or identify whatever

might have been seen.

c. Question 3: We maintain a policy of keeping all

sighting reports that we receive. Regrettably, because of a lack

of resources we are unable to initiate general surveys or

searches through our files. ( For DPO: Although it is possible to

look through our reports going back to the early 70s, this is

invariably time consuming and we therefore do not wish to

encourage public requests for information on older sightings.)



d. Question 4: Although it is not possible for us to

release material "en bloc" due to the provisions of the Public

Records Act, which affects all governmental files, we are able to

answer any specific queries individuals might have about

particular incidents which have occurred recently and can let the

person know whether we have a report on the incident and if so

what it contains.

e. Question 5: As Question 1.

2. I aiso attach a fairly recent copy of our standard

paragraphs.

S5ec( AS) da



FREELANCE WRITER

Dear Sir

Following a recent telephone conversation with your

good selves, could you please clarify one or two points for me. I

am currently engaged on research for a book about U.F.0's in Hampshire

and the publisher is guite keen to include the feelings of the

Government on such a controversial subject. Although you advised me

verbally about the defence implications only interest, could you

provide written confirmation on the following points.

1. Are you only interested in U.F.0O reports as a possible guide

to unauthorised military aircraft movement?

h
m How often do you send government investigators to interview

witnesses and does this indicate a more than passing interest

in the sighting involved.

3. I understand that every recorded sighting over five years old

is filed away in your archives and practically inaccessible.

Ts this correct?

4. Can you confirm that you are quite willing to release details

of sightings on request and if so could you please forward

any one, chosen at random, to show what form the report takes?

5. T6 many of us, U.F.0's are a reality marred by the rantings

of the lunatic fringe who ensure the whole subject is treated

with amused tolerance. For those of us who believe that solid

"nute and bolts! machines of an extra-terrestrial nature are

flying in our airspace, could you please confirm that no

sovernment department is even remotely interested in the fact

vas



that, should such a craft be forced down and its secrets unlocked, the

country holding these secrets would probably gain a massive lead in the

arms race!

Thank you for taking the time to read this far and I do appreciate

the problems you face. It must be difficult at times, dealing with

letters of this nature. Looking forward to your reply.
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28 London.

Lvth. May 1962.

onder if you could help me regarding a sighting that tock place on
5 =~ a

An¢ 4th,of April this year at approximately 21. 15hre.in the vicinity

of the A625 between Hathersage and Ringinglow in Derbyshire.

Have you had any reportsofanything that may account for this sighting

for instance Air activity,Military Helicopters training in the area or

any UFO activity reported around that time in the said area.

Your help will be greatly appreciated.

Youre talthtfully.
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peeeesection 40) | Secretariat (Air Staff)2a Room
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building, Whitehall

London, SWI1A 2HB

D/Sec(AS)12/3

‘1-May 1989

Thank you for your letter of 4 May which asked about our

policy on the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs).

I think it would be helpful to say that we do not have a

"policy statement" as such, indeed, our involvement with the

subject is minimal. Nevertheless, we do receive and co-ordinate

reports of UFO sightings that have been sent in to us by members

of the public, although our sole concern is to determine whether

or not the sightings present a threat to the security and defence

of the United Kingdom. Unless we judge that they do, and this has

not been the case so far, the Ministry of Defence does not

attempt to investigate or identify whatever might have been

witnessed.

Because of our limited involvement with the phenomenon,

the Ministry of Defence has no department which is appointed
solely for the purpose of studying reports of UFOs and we have no
staff who are employed on the subject full time. The sighting
reports we receive, which usually are limited to the brief

details of the incident passed onto us by those who witnessed
them, are referred to our staff in the departments which are
responsible for the air defence of the United Kingdom, and they
examine the reports as part of their normal duties. Additionally,
we do not carry out full time studies into the phenomenon nor do
we have the resources to undertake any indepth investigations or
general surveys. I hope that you will appreciate that defence
funds are already fully committed to the continuing security of
the UK against, primarily, the threat from the Warsaw Pact

countries. This being so we could not justify the use of defence
funds on scientific investigations, unless a clear threat to the

security of the UK had been identified.



Nevertheless it is clear from the reports that we

receive that many strange things have been observed in the sky,

although we believe that rational explanations could probably be

found for most of them. Possibilities that spring to mind include

satellite debris re-entering the earth’s atmosphere, ball

lighting, unusual cloud formations, meteorological balloons,

aircraft lights, aircraft at unusual angles or a host of other

things. Certainly, we have yet to receive any conclusive evidence

to suggest that alien spacecraft or beings have landed on the

planet.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

Uy ow onct Rete“yj
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My

aeree section 40 Secretariat (Air Staff)2a room Smeal
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building, Whitehall

London, SWIA 2HB

D/Sec(AS)12/3

i} May 1989

+
Thank you for your letter of 7 May to the Chief of the

Defence Staff, Marshal of Royal Air Force Sir David Craig. I have

been asked to reply.

I understand that Section 40, [Ramer the Royal Aerospace
Establishment Farnborough will be writing to you in the near

future and I hope that you will take this as an acknowledgement

that your letter has. been received.

4

Anns Ercarer,



\ > fut}
Mission Management Department, R177 Building "neemaeTM

Dear Section 40) |

Thank you for your letter of 7 May. In reply [I cade only reiterate that
we are unable to provide the assistance that vou request.

i

* J 4

Yours sincerely

and x ay he +. WERTA TNS 4 tonSliipérintendent MM4 Division

Hidden copies:

Hd MM

Hd RAE Security Branch

&Mr C Neville, Sec (AS) Room Section 40]



wan y

arem section 40 | Secretariat (Air Staff)2a, Berry Section Ha) all
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE i
Main Building, Whitehall we coy)

London, SWIA 2HB

D/Sec(AS)12/3

® May 1989

Thank you for your letter of 3 May regarding any

breakdown of statistics we may have on Unidentified Flying Object

(UFO) sightings that we have received. I reqret to say that the

only statistical information we have is in the form of yearly

totals which I included in my letter of 28 March. However, I

think it would be fair to say that, at a rough quess, over 95% of

reports we receive are from members of the general public.

You al k i nusual incident witnessed by the

crew of a TriStar over Sardinia on 22

March 1989. Although we were interested to read about the

incident I regret we can not offer much advice on it as we are

only interested in reported sightings which occur in the airspace

of the United Kingdom, and as you know this sighting occurred

over Sardinia whilst the aircraft was flying from Malta to

Gatwick. We did not see any reports on the incident other than

some articles seen in the media. As far as a video film is

concerned, we have no knowledge of one being produced, and have

certainly not seen one, and would suggest that if you wish

further advice you speak to the airline concerned.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

fon Cneanty



- Section40)
Telephone Solicitor

Fax.

OUR REF:

YOUR REF: ; _

HE. SH RECORDED DELIVERY CLOSED FOR LUNCH — 1 00pm to 2 00 pm

Section 40) 10 May 1909
Hinistry of Defence

Hain Bullding

Whitehall

Lendon

SYLA 2HE

Thank vou for vour letter af the 1fth ultimo with the information

therein contained.

i have passed a copy of your letter on to both the pliots for their

response and am alsa writing to the addresses that you supplied.

What puggies me is that an order to fire was apparentiv given in peace

time in UK airspace and yet you have no record of it - on the assumption

that both pilots are telling the truth. have you any explanation for

this?

Referring to cur various telephone conversations, I again repeat my

request for you to let me have your father's addrese and/or telephone

number as if even if he were not directly involved in the event be may

be able to put me in touch with someone who was. or at least he might be

able to supply me with a list of names, addresses and telephone numbers

of possible witnesses.

4d

~WitK ‘revard to an entirely different event. vlease note that a colleague

and myself have besn in touch with a former RAF member of Air Crewe who

informs me that he and his colleagues had a visual/radar sighting whilst

in flight and were apparently subsequentiy de-briefed and told that they

pust not breathe a word of the event to anyone on penalty of some sort

of disciplinary action ~ can I have your commenta since I feel certain-

that if I could produce to the former RAP Air Grew concerned a letter on

your notepaper confirming that no disciplinary action will be taken

against the men concerned they would speak fresiy about their

experience.

information that my colleagues have gathered concerning this sishting

would tend to suggest that in view of the design, appearance and speed

and mangeuvres of the obiect that it was certainly not a Warsaw pact

aircraft!



As@in, on another note. [ am receiving anecdotal hearsay reports af the

photographing of a number of UFO's by the Brazillian Government. of

obiects which have apparently fired beame of light at Brazillian Indians

causing burn marks on the victims skin and also causing one individual

to die from a heart attack caused by the stress of the experiance - do

you have any information concerning this?

i am also hearing anecdotal rumours and gossip concerning an actual

‘Alien Hase' which is located somewhere in the southern part of the

United States or South America - have you heard any of these rumours and

if so. what is your opinian of them?

1 would not have mentioned these rumours to you but for the fact that I

keep hearing them from different quarters.

Thanking vou in anticipation.

Kind regards,

Yours sincerely.



From: Secretariat (Air Staff)2a, Beye section 40]
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building,Whitehall ¢

London, SW1A 2HB 
it
rhe <-c|
. “J

BUFORA (Midlands)

D/Sec{AS)12/3

Sf May 1989

—
Thank you for your letter of 21 April, with the enclosed

report on the unusual incident witnessed on 4 August 1988 at

Little Haywood, Staffordshire. As with other sighting reports we

receive, copies have been passed to our staffs who are

responsible for the air defence of the United Kingdom, although

we note that on this occasion, you conclude that the incident

appears to have been caused by natural phenomena.

Lastly, I think it would be helpful if I remind you that

the MoD does not have any department which is appointed solely

for the purpose of investigating the UFO sighting reports that we

receive.

I hope that you will find this helpful.



From:

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building, Whitehall

London, SWIA 2HB

CANADA

doa vir’,

Secretariat (Air Staff)2a, Room Section 40]
Mae ar
"Eee

[A Coc

a

D/Sec(AS)12/3

of May 1989

Thank you for your letter of 16 April. Although we

appreciate your concerns about the subject of Unidentified Flying
Objects (UFOs) and your comments about JANAP, I regret that I
have little further to add to my letter of 4 November.

As you know, our involvement with the UFO phenomenon is

minimal in that our sole concern is to determine whether or not
reported sightings of UFOs present a threat to the security and
defence of the United Kingdom. We do not carry out scientific
investigations into the phenomenon and,

interest in the subject, we do not, nor

to liaise with the United States or any

of course, not be appropriate for me to

involvement of other countries with the

given our limited

do we feel it necessary

other nation. It would,

comment on the

subject.

Nevertheless, we thank you for your views but must

reiterate that we have yet to receive any conclusive evidence

that unidentified objects present a threat to the security and

defence of the United Kingdom or that alien spacecraft or beings

have landed on the planet.

I am sorry I can not be more helpful.
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Royal Aerospace Establishment

Procurement Executive, Ministry of Defence
Mission Management Department, R177 Building

Farnborough Hants GU14 6TD

Telex Telephone Meeasection40

Section40

Your reference

Our reference

Date 3 May 1989

Thank you for your letter of 26 April. I was pleased to learn that you found

the Royal Aeronautical Society Symposium on 13 April interesting. As you wiil

have gathered from my paper, the field in which we are working is extremely

demanding and consumes all our available time and resources. I therefore

regret that I am unable to provide you with the assistance you request.

Yours sinc ely
)
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STATION MEDICAL CENTRE a“ oe "\

ROYAL AIR FORCE 
CA)

Cottesmore Oakham Leicestershire LE15 7BL 
ue

Telephone Oakham Section 40]

Your reference

Our reference

COT/1501/8/Med

Date

‘31 March 1989

Thank you for your letter dated 12 March 1989 addressed to Wing Commander

which he re-directed back to Cottesmore (he has recently been posted and all

mail is obviously being re-directed).

Regretfully I must advise you that your request for a visit to Royal Air Force

Cottesmore is outside our sphere of jurisdiction to accept without Ministry

of Defence approval. I can, therefore, only recommend that you submit your

application, and reasons for a visit to Royal Air Force Cottesmore, to the

Ministry of Defence (RAF), Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB for

attention, possibly in the first instance, to Public Relations Branch for

their assistance with your request.

Please accept apologies for the delay in replying to your letter andI wish

you success with your application.

Warrant Officer

for Senior Medical Officer



OPERATIONAL ASPECTS

WEDNESDAY 21st OCTOBER 1987

The Aviation Medicine and Test Pilots Group of the Royal Aeronautical Society will hold a one day Symposium on
High G and High G Protection - Aeromedical and Operational Aspects.

The agility of air combat aircraft has increased to the extent that the limited G tolerance of their crews is now
restricting the overall system performance. Of particular relevance are the sustained turn rates achievable - 9G or
more - and the rate at which this acceleration level can be applied — within 1 sec or less. This latter factor can

lead to a potentially disastrous G-induced loss of consciousness (G-LOC).

The opening papers will address current operational aspects, the physiological mechanisms which determine G
tolerance and the reported incidence of G-LOC in the Royal Air Force. Papers in session two will describe equipment
for G protection, both current and developmental, including anti-G suits and valves, regulators to give positive
ressure breathing related to G and their in-flight evaluation, and the potential for detecting early G-LOC so as to

initiate autorecovery. Papers in the final session will be concerned with possible methods for enhancing G tolerance
and their influence on future aircraft designs.

PROGRAMME

Registration and coffee 12.00 G Valves and G Sensitive Breathing Regulators -
; ; FR Cassidy and B M Brewer, Normaiair Garrett Ltd

intreduction: Air Cdre J Ernsting, RAF Institute of ;
Aviation Medicine 12.15 G-LOC Detection and Autorecovery -

Gp Capt D H Glaister, RAF

SESSION 1: Current Status
12.40 Discussion of Session 2 papers

CHAIRMAN: Air Cdre J Ernsting, RAF
12.50 LUNCH

Operational Scenario - Wg Cdr C J Cruickshanks,
RAF, A&AEE SESSION 3: The Road Ahead

Physiology of +G, Acceleration and Tolerance CHAIRMAN: Gp Capt D Scouller, RAF, D Flying PE
Limits Gp Capt D A Glaister, RAF Institute of
Aviation Medicine Methods for Enhancing G Tolerance ~

Sqn Ldr A R J Prior, RAF

RAF Experience of G-LOC ~ Sqn Ldr A R J Prior,
RAF Institute of Aviation Medicine Flight Trials of Positive Pressure Breathing ~

: Sqn Ldr R M Harding and Sqn Ldr G Cressweil,
Discussion of Session 1 papers RAF Institute of Aviation Medicine

COFFEE Centrifuge Training and Selection of Aircrew for

SESSION 2: Equipment for G Protection High-G Tolerance Gp Capt D H Glaister, RAF
: , Design Consideration for the Avoidance of G-LOC

CHAIRMAN: Dr AJ F Macmillan, RAF Institute of vt
Aviation Medicine C Hansford, British Aerospace pic

G Protective Garments: Design and General discussion
Manufacture ~ J Hawkins, Beaufort Air-Sea TEA

Equipment Ltd

Arti-G Valves for Future Combat Aircraft: S Lamb,
The Hymatic Engineering Co Ltd



Organising Committee

The Programme has been devised and the conference organised by:

We Cdr S D Milnes, SMO TTTE RAF Cottesmore, Oakham, Rutland

Dr F § Preston, Consultant

Miss C Parr, Conference Officer, Royal Aeronautical Society

The Secretariat for the conference can be contacted at:

The Royal Aeronautical Society

4 Hamilton Place, London WIV OBQ

Tel: 01 499 3515

Telex: 262826 (RAESOC)

Telefax: 01 499 6230

A selection of the following Proceedings which are available from The Royal

Aeronautical Society:

“Passenger Cabin Safety’. ;

One day Symposium held on 29 October 1986

‘Aircrew Helmets and Helmet Mounted Devices’’

One day Symposium held on 10 February 1987

“The Airports Act - Its Effect on the Air Transport Industry and Users’

One day Symposium held on 2 December 1986

“Changes in Aircraft Safety Legislation”

One day Symposium held on 7 May 1987

For further details please contact The Conference Office, 4 Hamilton Place, London

WiV PBQ. Tel: 01 499 3515, Fax: 01 499 6230

fos,
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; AVIATION EMERGENCY PLANNING AND TS MANAGEMENT 2 and 3 March 1989 .

for specialised and co-ordinated response at all levels, not only during

the immediate post-accident phase, but also for support in many

directions over a protracted period which in some instances may cover several years.

The purpose of this two day convention is to draw together experts in

many fields who have experience in disaster management. The breadth of

experience encompasses many skills and disciplines, not only in the aeronauti-

cal environment but also in allied areas.

PR ecent National and International disasters have clearly shown the need

4

The first day will cover subjects on the Ramstein Disaster and air “-vlays..

and their hazards. In the afternoon papers will be presented o, rlinte *

management and emergency operations. The second day will start with

lessons learned from recent major disasters and their investigation. The final

session will cover interservice co-operation. The event will be held at the

headquarters of The Society at 4 Hamilton Place, London W1.

Programme

Thursday 2 March 1989

09.30 Registration and coffee .

10.00 SESSION ONE: AIR DISPLAYS

Chairman: We Cdr 8 D Milnes, RAF

Ramstein Air Disaster ~ August 1988

Col W Pittman, USAFE

11.00 Discussion *

41.15 International Air Tattaa (IAT)

IAT Management Team

12.00 Discussion

12.15 Role of BASICS

Mr R Bailey, Administrator of BASICS

12.45 Lunch

14.00 SESSION TWO: AIRLINE MANAGEMENT AND
EMERGENCY OPERATIONS

Chairman: We Cdr § D Milnes, RAF

Role of the Airline Safety Branch

Capt P Hunt, British Airways

14.30 Setting up an Emergency Command Centre

Mr B McDonald, British Airways

. 15.00 Discussion

15,15 Tea

15,45 The Role of the Police

Chief Superintendant M G Theobald, Metropolitan Police, Heathrow

16.15 The Beirut TWA Hi-Jack

Dr F Zebouni, Middle Fast Airlines

16.45 Discussion

17.15 Chairman's Closing Remarks

17,30 Cocktail Reception at the Royal Aeronautical Society

Friday 3 March 1989

Chairman: Dr FS Preston

Manchester and Zeebrugge i
Weg Cdr I Hill, Aviation Pathologist RAF IPTM. ”

09.45 - Piper Alpha .

Grampian Emergency §Services

10,30 Discussion

11.06 Coffee

11.30 Recovery and Transit of the Dead

J A Kenyon Lid Funeral Directors,

£2.00 Forensic Aspects

Gp Capt T Balfour, Aviation Pathologist RAF PTM
12.30 Discussion

12,45 Lunch

14.00 SESSION FOUR: INTERSERVICE CO-OPERAT iON
Chairman; Dr FS Preston :

09,00 SESSION THREE; LESSONS FROM MAJOR AGCIDEN TS

Interservice Liaison v me .

Mr J Wilby, Director of the Scottish Ambulance Service =
14.36 Hospital Planning

Mr K Little, Consultantin the A & E Dept, Edinburgh Royal ffirmary_ .
15.00 Discussion

15.15 Tea

15.45 Helleoptars

Sqn Ldr P Nicholson - SMO RAF Sealand

16.15 First Air Ambulance ~ Cornwall

Mr D Green, Mr N Selwoad & Mr M Sheen, Cornish Ambulance Service

16.45 Discussion

17.00 Chairman’s Closing Remarks

NB: This Programme may he subject to alteration



ONE DAY CONFERENCE-THURSDAY 13 APRIL 1989

FLIGHT CREW INTERFACE WITH AIRCRAFT
ttis widelyy recognised that advances in technology particularly over the last decade have had a significant effect upon the operational and economic
efficiency of both civil and military aircraft. Today's cockpits are equipped with electronic flight instrumentation, flight crew implement ther commands
by electrical or electronic signalling and integrated management and flight contro! systems provide safe, care-free, handling and optimize the con-
figurations to the prevailing flight regime.

Flight crew have responded to these changesin a flexible and responsive manner, seeking to influence requirements and implementation of such
systems to meet their professional needs.

This conference has been arranged to consider the impact of technology on the human operator and vice versa at a time when questions are being

raised about the role of flight crew, their skill and training requirements as well as the threshold ai which avionic systems may have full control authority.

Awide range of views will be represented by leading pilots with interests in training. flight testing and operations The technical view will be presented

by senior scientists and engineers from industry and government establishments. it is planned to explore the relationship between the two groups

starting from the existing situation through to perceptions of the future including a review of current research activities addressing this complex man-

io-system interface.

This conference has been organised by the Society's Avionics Systems Group and wil take place at 4 Hamilion Place. London, W1.

PROGRAMME

08.30 aerated nan OENING REMARKS SESSION Ill — FUTURE SYSTEM DESIGN
A ‘

P H Morgan. Theta Analysis & Sysiems Limited 13.50 Bee ENDO he Deen ber eoe SITUATION
KEYNOTE SPEAKER Capt G Lizza. Wnght-Patterson Air Force Base, USA

Rt Hon Norman Tebbit CH MP 14.15 7, FUTURE FLIGHT MANAGEMENT
SESSION | — TODAY'S SCENE K Dougan. Operations Adviser Flight Management Systems.

09.35 1. HUMAN FACTORS Smiths Industries Aerospace & Defence Systems Ltd

AE Hay. Royal Aerospace Establishment, Farnborough 14.40 8. INFORMATION PROCESSING

10.00 2. CIVIL EXPERIENCE Dr B Eflis, Royal Aerospace Establishment. Farnborough
Capt G Hallatt, FTO A320 Operations, British Airways pic 15.05 DISCUSSION PERIOD

10.25 COFFEE 15.25 TEA

10.55 3. COCKPIT REQUIREMENTS SESSION IV ~— THE WAY FORWARD

L. Skorczewski. British Aerospace Military Aircraft Ltd 15.55 9, US PILOT ASSOCIATE PROGRAMME

11.20 DISCUSSION PERIOD Major C Lizza, Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. USA

SESSION I] — FLIGHT CREW PERCEPTIONS OF THE 16.20 10. ADVANCED COCKPIT SIMULATION
FUTURE Dr DN Jarrett, Royal Aerospace Establishment. Farnborough

11.40 4. ROLE OF THE SINGLE SEAT PILOT 16.45 DISCUSSION PERIOD

K P Orme, EAP Project Pilot, British Aerospace Military 17.10 CONFERENCE SUMMARY

Aircraft Lid BW J Childes. Scientific Adviser (Air). Ministry of Defence

12.05 5, THE CIVIL AIRCREW VIEW 17.25 CLOSING REMARKS

Capt B S Grieve, Operations Director. Britannia Airways 17.30 RECEPTION

12.30 DISCUSSION PERIOD : Sponsored by EASAMS Limited

12,50 LUNCH This programme may be subject to alteration
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4 May 1989

Air Staff 2

Ministry of Defence

Whitehall

LONDON

Dear Sirs

Following our enquiries to help clients study “Ufology" it has been

suggested I asked you if it was possible for you to let me have a

copy of your “POLICY STATEMENT" on the subject of U.F.O's.

I would be most grateful to see this information and thankyou in

anticipation for your help and co-operation.

Yours faithfully

Administrator
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From: Section 40, | Secretariat(Air
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building, Whitehall

London, SW1A 2HB

D/Sec(AS)12/3

S May 1989

-
Thank you for your letter of 2 March 1989 which asked for

the Ministry of Defence’s comments on the subject of Unidentified
Flying Objects (UFOs). As the MoD’s point of contact with those

who wish to correspond on this particular topic, your letter has

been passed to me for a reply.

Before I attempt to answer your questions I feel it would

be helpful if I explain that, contrary to the advice given in

Secion 40 book, the MoD has a very limited interest in the
phenomenon. Indeed, our sole concern is to determine whether

or not reported sightings of UFOs present a threat to the

security and defence of the United Kingdom and uniess we judge

that they do, and this is not normally the case, no attempt is

made by the MoD to investigate or identify whatever might have

been seen. The vast majority of information that we have on the

subject are sighting reports, usually limited to the brief

details of the incident, passed on to us by those who witnessed
them. These are referred to our air defence staffs who examine

them as part of their normal duties.

Since our interest in UFOs is limited to possible defence

implications we do not carry out studies into the UFO phenomenon

nor do we have the resources to undertake any indepth

investigations or surveys. Moreover, we have no department which

is appointed solely for the purpose of studying reports of UFOs

and we have no staff who are employed on the subject full time.

Moving now to your particular questions, you will

understand that because of our limited involvement with the

subject we have little information on it. However, I can

categorically confirm that the MoD does not possess any

conclusive evidence which suggests that alien spacecraft or

beings have either landed in or have communicated with this

planet. As far as sightings within this country are concerned, I

think it would be usefulto say that from the reports that we

have received there appears to be no evidence to suggest any

connection between military installations and the location of

sightings; I would suggest further that we have received more



From areas which are not connected with the military.

On a more general note, we would not disagree that

strange things have been (and are being) observed in the sky,

certainly the reports we receive bear this out. Nevertheless, we

believe that rational explanations can probably be found for

many sightings. Possibilities that spring to mind include

aircraft lights, Meteorological balloons, satellite and meteorite

debris and ball lighting to mention but a few.

I hope that you will find this helpful.



Secretariat(Air Staff)2a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE Bere Section 40 |

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Hay section 40] ext
(Switchboard)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3

Date

9+ April 1989

Thank you for your letter of 5 April which explained that you would like some

information on Unidentified flying Object (UFO) sightings for your school project

on "UFOs, Mysteries, Myths and Legends". Although I will do what I can, you will

see that our involvement with this fascinating subject is actually quite minimal.

The Ministryof Defence's main concern with UFOs is to determine whether or not they

present a threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom, for instance

unwanted intruders such as Russian "BEAR" reconnaissance aircraft coming into UK

air space. Unless we judge that they do, and this rarely is the case, [ regret

that we do not attempt to investigate or identify whatever might have been seen.

The vast majority of information that we have on the subject are sighting reports,

usually limited to brief details of the incident, passed onto us by those individuals

who witnessed them, and who felt strongly enought about it to report it. Once

received they are referred to our staff in the sectionsresponsible for the air

defence of the United Kingdom and they examine the reports in the course of their day

to day duties.

Although we are generally not able to release sighting reports that we might have

received, I am pleased to attach a copy of the sighting report Lieutenant Colonel

Charles Halt of the United States Air Force submitted following the incident

witnessed at Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk on 27 December 1980. This is quite a famous

sighting on an alleged UFO and was widely reported in the newspapers. However, I

regret that this is all we have on the incident and because we did not consider the

events to be of any defence significance we did not investigate it further.

Despite our limited interest in the subject, we do not recognise that many strange

things have been (and are being) observed in the sky; certainly the reports we

receive bear this out. However, we believe that rational explanations could probably

be found for many sightings. Possibilities that spring to mind include aircraft lights,

Meterological balloons, satellite and meteorite debris and ball lighting to mention

but a few. Indeed I have witnessed many an aircraft over London which have looked

mysterious during the dark hours of night.

I am sorry that I have not been able to shed a light on the mysteries of the UFO

phenomenon, I'm sure we would all like to know, but I hope that you will find this

helpful nonetheless.

}
4
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Sectien 40
From: Section 40) | Secretariat (Air Staff)2a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 200nGRI)

Main Building Whitehall London SWI1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling ext

(Switchboard)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3

Date

24 April 1989

Thank you for your letters of 23 March to RAF Cottesmore and Headquarters Strike

Command on the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs). These have been

passed to me for reply.

As a member of BUFORA you may already know the Ministry of Defence's involvement

with this particular subject, if not I will take the opportunity to briefly explain.

Essentially, the MOD's sole concern is to determine whether or not reported

sightings of UFOs present a threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom

and unless we judge they do, and this is not normally the case, no attempt is made

by the MOD to investigate or identify whatever might have been seen. Nevertheless

the sighting passed on to us by those who witnessed them are referred to our air

defence staffs who examine them as part of their normal duties.

Turning to your letters, you requested any assistance that we may be able to offer

in helping you identify three sightings recently witnessed in the Tamworth area.

First of all I would like to confirm that we received two reports which appear to

coincide with the October 1988 sightings, but not, I'm afraid, the other two. [I

attach copies of the reports for your information, but in line with our policy to

maintain the privacy of the reports originators, their identifying details have

been obscured.

Although it is clear your witnesses saw something unusual, I regret that, because

we have not investigated the incidents I cannot give you a definitive answer

as to their cause. However, although I am unable to give you a conclusive steer

with the 10 March 1989 sighting, you may be interested to know that red and green

flashing lights are obligatory navigational fitments on all aircrafts. As such

it is likely that the sighting was one of an aircraft.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

Lv “
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within the Midlands region and your Department's activities concerning some of

these,

First of all, I would like to say how fully aware I am of your Departments's

work-Load, particularly with regards to various RAF enquiries as well as to

Parliamentary Questions and Ministerial matters. On top of that I know that you

have to cope with the numerous enquiries from civilian UFO groups, some of them

{this one which I hope is not included) which must be cranky and a complete

waste of Departmental time.

I also realise that AS~2 is merely a clearing-~house for the bulk of low-level

UFO reports and that your principle work involved low-flying aircraft matters.

It would seem that the bulk of higheievel reports, perhaps inwlving alleged

landings, close encounters, physical traces,and reports by military personnel

or over sensitive areas, would no doubtbe handled by other agencies that even you

may not be aware of ( past Under-Secreataries of the Departent have found this

fo be so), involving RAF Rudloe Manor and DI 5D, for example. ,

I thus understand your difficulties when it comes to effectively responding to

the various enquiries that may come your way, and it may prove productive if

these bodies could respond to such requests,

fe HSS BSSh AGESdthat the MoD has been increasingly active on the "public relations"

front over the last few numbers, notably with regards to the opening up of certain

sighting reports (copies of certainreports were gratefully received from you recent

ly)}-
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This activity is also evident in other areas of the world where governmental

departments that deal with the UFO phenomenon are allowing access to data to

either the public or to serious parties. Hemples can include the Royal Australian

Air Force that some years back allowed Australia's leading ufologist , EPI

to access to many of their files.

This policy can only be welcomed in open arms and such actions will be greatly

respected by serious students of the phenomenon ( although allowances will have

to be made with respect to very senstive data, the protection of witnesses's

privacy, and assurances that enquirers are serious and are backed by a reputabEe

organisation).

To this end I am enclosing a copy of a recently completed case report on one of the

cases that I originally brought up with you - the Little Hayward, Staffordshire .

landing with physical traces case of August 4 1988. Some material is missing from the

report due to the cost of copying (such as typed interview transcripts and various

documents) but I hope this will suffice. I would appreciate it if you could ensure

that a copy of this goes to the other agencies involved in the investigation of

UFO reports, such as RAF Rudloe Manor. Hopefully, this will illustrate firstly our

degree of seridsnefss in co-operation with other official bodies ( either open

or covert), and secondly our high standards of investigation and scientific

approach to UFO reports.

It is obvious that the MoD are simply missing some of the most evidential cases

that have been occurring and which are being followed up, or at least reported to,

civilian bodies ( some of them I admit are very amateurish and a discredit to

serious ufology). Also, where such reports have been notified to MoD agencies or

are known to them, much valuable data is being missed through poor investigation

and lack of resources and/or commitment. Considering that the MoD have a far

greater number of UFO reports than those reported to BUFORA, and the percentage of

BUFORA cases involving landings, abductions, physical traces, etc, this surely is

an indictment of the amount of data on the UFO phenomenon that the MoD must

possess and , also, the amount of valuable data that is bein@ ignored or poorly

recorded,

I do hope that the above will be taken into consideration when official policy

is being reassessed and that my proposals will be accepted. I would be grateful if

these could perhaps be brought to the attentionof other official agencies involved

for due consideration

Yours sincerely,



LUMINOUS CLOUD WITH PHYSICAL DAMAGE TO HEDGE AT LITTLE HAYWARD

UFO MATRIX REFERENCE: VL4

BUFORA SHAPE CLASSIFICATION: 13/M1/B3(H2)

DEFINITION: CE 11 (L) TR

CATEGORY: C1b

S-P RATING: 9-7 -

LEVEL: A

auruor/InvesticaToR: EROMRAOMMN (LUFOLC-NUFON; SKYSCAN; BUFORA; ASSAP)

PARTICIPATING INVESTIGATORS: Becton dol (SKYSCAN)

LIST OF CIRCULATION: LUFOIC; NUFON; IUN: BUFORA, ASSAP; SKYSCAN; BASE

DATE OF COMPLETION: PEBRUARY 1989 -

DATE OF SIGHTING: ¥ AUGUST 1988

TIME OF SIGHTING: BETWEEN 00.00 AND 00.30 HRS

LOCATION: AT CROSSROAD ON A513 ROAD AND MINOR ROAD TO LITTLE HAYWARD, STAFFORDSHIRE.

(GRID REFERENCE: 003207)
pes ae

WITNESSES:4

emer (CTRLERTEND REDACTED ON ORIGINAL|
&

ABSTRACT

THe case invelves the sighting by twe witmwesses in a car ef a large lumixeus cleud

with a pulsating red light that disappeared ixte the distance frem its initial sigktisg

peint beside a read.

The fellewing day the witnesses meticed that at the same spet where the cleud had been °

seem a sectien ef the readside hedge had beem partly upreeted azd pushed back. The physica’

~l damage was still apparent whem the sighting was investigated by a jeizt juvestigatier

team ef LUFOIC,BUFORA and SKYSCAN. after mearly 2 meuths,



yo MAJORITY OF REDACTIONS ON THIS PAGE ARE ON THE ORIGINALDOCUMENT.-

F ILE NUMBER: - LUFOIC

LUMINOUS CLOUD WITH PHYSICAL DEAMAGE TO HEDGE AT LITTLE HAYWARD

42 AUGUST 1988

BRIEF FACTS

and his ? girl-4.1 Im the early heurs ef the morning ef 4 August 1983 Mr eae

friend, Me @ G@ were returnig frem a Gimgerbread meeting at Cammeck when

they encountered a large lumineus cleud by the side ef the read.

1.2 wie was able te see the ebject depart acress the read and disappear as he

stepped the car em the hard verge by the bridge which carries a miner read te

their heme im nearby Little Hayward.

1.3 The fellewiag day beth witnesses:‘ebserved that a stretch ef hedge had beer damaged

phag seen the cloud atthe side ef the read.where §

1.4 Altheugh the pelice were notified nothing was actiened by them, altheugh Section 40) |
ceutacted the lecal newspaper, the Stafferdshire Newsletter, and its editer, Mr

Section 40, teek the stery and phetegraphed the scene fer an article.

DISCOVERY

201 The RIC ef the. Niglanes, Section 40) | was informed by telephone ef the case “%
BeSection 40] after the stery was circulated threugh BUFORA« |

2. 2° “The case was passed . Se -ef SKYSCAN as the nearest cempetent
iavestigater but due te mechanical difficulties with Section 40. car he

prevented frem investigating the case. —

205 Eventually, due te the ebvieus physical traces at the site the auther. ‘

investigate persenally altheugh by erection 40 had managed te "ec

readwerthy and se a jeint investigation was uadertaken en 1 Octeber. :

THE WITNESSES

is an engineer at the

with his twe children in Little Hayward. His wife died recez
has ebvieusly had a depressing effect en him.
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ste misperceive the ebject that heclaims te have seen, er maybe the ebent

has created sufficient emetienal energy fer such an ebject te naterialise in

@ was alse witnessreal space-time, er in his imagination. Howver, Ms & ee ee

and it was her whe first saw the ebject and had a clese leok at it.

girlfriend er certainly friené whe‘ Hi weuld appear te be Mr 9s

assists Mr QM in bringing up his children.They were beth attending a Ginger-

Bread meeting in Canneck at the time ef the event.

WM appears te be quite ferthright and fairly self-epinienated, but his

general intelligence and awareness, level ef cenversatien and reasening suggests

that hr Mis a geod witness subjectively speaking. He did net appear te

elaberate the sighting er claim aspects ef the sighting that we ascertained that

he ceuld net have seen.

3.5 Ms& Bis a quietly-speken weman whe appears henest and cenveys an air

ef almest naivety. Her level ef education and intelligence suggests phat she has

fairly rudimentary knowlwdge ef UFOs and a pretty basic level o€ cemmunication.

Altheugh she saw the ebject quite clese-up her levels of ebsérvation and communicat:

jen are such as te reduce the value ef her repert. It weuld seem pessible that seme

ef her testimeny is influenced by Mr @ ewn persenality as this facter die

come acress at the interview, Mr @@igmmteing quite definite and interruptive

Howeverg the investigaters were able te reasonablywith his children and Msg

cerclude that Ms

and that Mr@ aw the ebject as it was in the air.

3.6 It is the auther' s epinien that, subject te certain weaknesses in the witnesses,

‘beth are honest in their reperting and beth back each's stery up, but with variation

as ene weuld expect with the fact that beth saw it at slightly different times. :

THE EVENT ~ SIGHTING

back frem a Gingerbread meetingat nas driving Ms :

neticed a luminois — ;Canneck at about 00.05 hrs on We Pugust 1988 when Ms 3
cleud by the side ef the A 513 read, just befere they reached a miner cressreads—

and before Wheatman's Bridge that takes a miner read te Little Hayward abeut a

mile te the nerth(the Staffs Newsletter are incerrect ag it states that they saw

the ebject just after they cressed Wheatman's Bridge).
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ihad the clesest view ef the ebject and she was shecked by its sudden

appearance by the side ef the read, en the left-hand side (seuth ef the read).

She thought that Mr Gee was going te crash inte it and her silence at its

appearance made Mr Hig Brealise that something was edd. It weuld appear that

deer are cemmen in that area (sighting eccurred on nerthern limits ef Canneck

Chase), and Me @RR was watching fer deer, She was thus leoking eut at that side

and therefore spetted the ebject.

She described the object as a big clevd...all red”. That it was “like a ring”,

and en the fleer at the time that she saw it. She alse said that it leoked

hazy underneath and mere selid.en tep.

44?

4.8

£49

4.10

414

4.12

413

oo @VORE

Be neticed the quiteness and leoked up and at 45.50 degrees angle threugh t

the windscreen as he was preparing te turn right, and saw a gaseeus cleud , |

with a red pulsating semi-saucer shaped light enveleped by a mist. It was then

estimated as 30 feet in the air and it sped away , re-appearedand then disappeared

nerthwards.

It was estimated as 40 feet in diameter and appeared te caintain a circular ebject

within a diffused mist. The edges ef the cleud touched the greund and the nearby

hedge also. Mr @

an apparent selid structure within it.

B described the cleud as "fluerescent and that it contained a

The experience was ef shert duration, and reughly estimated as ne more than a

minute, although it is the censidered opinien ef the investigater that a duratior

ef between 15-30 secends is perhaps mere accurate.

The light within the cleud was described as very bright had net it been encased

within the cleud.

The gas cleud was described as being “centained" and net spread out like mist.

The rea light was pulsating slewly ang dié net really change appreciably, perhap!
mere ef am eclipsing movement ef the light by the surreunding gas cleud.

Ne edours were reperted.

Altheugh the witnesses reperted a strange sense ef quietness, ne elements ef

“missing time" were apparent, and the sensation ef quietness can perhaps be

explained as there being no traffic at that time ef night and the “shock ef

seeing the abject ond. one's cencentration of attention and senses on the exe



4,14 Ne seund was heard emanating frem the object at any time during the experience.

‘5 There were ne other witnesses er petential witnesses te the event.

4.16 Neither witness reperted any sere eyes, sickness, headaches, dizziness, sunburn,

water preblems er any stress-related diserder.

4,17 The gas cleud was sufficiently ef substance te ebscure net only the hedge but

a sign warning moterists ef deer.

ui 88-The car appeared te function perfectly during and after the event and nothing

wreng Was reported te the car lights, radie er engine.

THE EVENT DAMAGE TO HEDGE

Sei The day after the sightizg beth witmesses neticed that the hedke at the spet

where the ebject had been seen was damaged. es ge

5e2 Beth witnesses reperted that the leaves of the hedge were dying but net scorched.

and then parts had been pushed backs

5.3 About 5 metres from the miner cressreads (Seven “prings/Little Haywarée/A513), south-

west, and eon the side ef a gate was a stretch ef damaged hedge,

5.4 The hedgerew had heen damaged fer a distance of 3.5 metres ag. measured by the

investigation team (and leter cenfirmed by a visit by Section 40] meteorelegist,

whe studied the site in Octeber 1988. |

5.5 “The hedge" was quite dense and reached-a height-ef:semé-1,5.m and-an estimated

height ef 0.5 m ef mere recent grewth, characterised by recent twig grewth.

- 5.6 The damaged section was characterised by upreoted sections and with breken and se

ed branches, some areas ef which had baen deveid ef bark.

5e7 It was evident that the sectien of the damaged hedge was dead, and the leaves |

en that sectien had died. Parts ef this section had been pushed. inte the field,

away frem the read (Pasture field).

58. Apart frem sections strip,ed by the investigatien team fer analysis, parts ef»

, the branches had received mutilation in the form ef stripped bark, which was

apparent on. the readside ef the hedge C ‘soutt marks’ J, and seme eccu .
L Sennection with a wire fence



(presumably as the weight/ferce if the ebject pushed the hedge against the wire),

Seme ef the scuff marks were up te 25 cm long.

5.9 Twe branches were uprected, and one was shattered vertically frem the reot upwards.

There were me skid marks on the read, and ne tyre marks er any ether sign efi
i
l
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disturbance en the grase verge adjeining the hedge. Choweery a section of a

car's mumber plate was visible at the site (we declined the suggestien that this

belonged te the UFO ).

11 The scuff marks appeared cencentrated in the centre of the damaged section, semeA
)

*

4m from the very extreme edge , and some 3 m toe the upreocted branch.

5,12 Om the scuff marks ef ene branch the bark appeared te be pulled back, suggesting

that the ebject had, reversed.

5.13 The departire of the ebject as measured by the angke ef the collapsed pertion

ef the hedge and a prismatic compass was feund to be 243 degree. ASWW) «

5.14 Ne damage was ebserved en theSW side ef the hedge (field side). Howver, Section 4d :

Section 40| | neticed thata tree between the main read (A513) and the miner read :

(te Seven Springs) was gurreunded by substantial branches which had breken eff.
He adds that ene of the branches had been twisted areund and pointed in the epp

site direction from theread. -

5.15 Ne evéBence ef scerching er charring were found, and it was found that the leaves

had died due te their parent branches being uprected and shattered.
z

THE INVESTIGATION

6.1 Section 40, Section 40) BREESE the auther te interkiew the
witnesses, which was taped.

6.2 The site was visited and phetegraphs, seil and bark samples, taken, and wieasurnents

taken.

6.3 Correspendence was undertaker vith SE in anether example ef ce-
operatien between BUFORA and TORRG, as the pessibility was meoted that a descending

vertex may have been responsible. Cerrespendence was also undertaken with Section 40]

Section 40, Ghagessrewainp) fer getails en the geelogy of the regien, and with+h

Section 40ata analysed. tthe amples. Poe a

64
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6.4 One of Section 40, PRBRerewoom Section 40) (J Met ebserver/TORRO investigat-
er), Basection 40) alse visited the site and supplied weather

datae

SAMPLING

9.1 8 samples were taken, including 3 contrel samples.: leaves, bark and seil were

taken fromthe damaged hedge, and 3 lets of contrel samples frem eutside the affected

areas

9,2 These were sent Section 40) ef Sheffield University whe anaysed then.

9,3 However, there was imsuffient matergal for a preper and rigeureus teating and

the length of time and lack of hard data of the object causing the damage made

any results limited in value.

RESULTS OF SAMPLES. . Sap cage

8.1 SERIE examined the samples for evidence ef heat damage, metallic traces (at

was suggested that scraping of the hed ge may have left micre-traces ef the ebject

as it passed through/ever the hedge ~ see Secerroce landing and metallic traces).

physical damage and any unusual features.

8.2 Sample 1 consisted ef 2 twigs and leaves (nawthern’ . There was no evidence ef any

heat damage. It jwas found thatin comparisen with the control sample the affected .
leaves had been severely dehydtated , probably as a result of being deprived ef

sustenance when ‘the branch had been upreoted.

6.3 The bark samples aid not reveal any unusual marks when examined micrescepically.

No metaklic traces were noted and no sign of charring. Section 40f found that the

presence of fungal hyphae and algae ruled out any expesure to heat as it would

have destroyed these erganisms. '

€

8.4 The seil samples contained plant roots that showed ne signs of heating.

8.5 In summary, therefere FERMI found nothing unusual in any ef the samples,

and it was therefore pessihle that a natural eccur;ence may hace caused the

damage (farm machinery/vehicle). Both Section 4a the auther agree that witheut

a definite lead er mere evidence further examination weuld be unlikeley te preduce

any further evidence ef unusual activity at the site.

are wnegntee? Y DETAILS
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Frem information kindly supplied by EAI) onc vy UMs+ was round
tht the evening of 3/4 August 1988 was quiet.

9.2 The weather details are summarised below:-

Cleud cever- sky half-cevered, becoming clearer.
Cloud type- Strato-cumulus, becoming clear te bring cirrus.

humidity - mayt

wind - westerly to seuth-westerly

speed - 4knots to 1 knet.

weather - slight mist, thinning; drizzle; cloudy becoming sunny tn afterneon;

cloudy evening; mist/dew developing in course of night and sunny fallew-

ing day.

9,% In essence, the weather that evening was clearing te bring mist and dew, impbying

( as well as supperted by wet/dry pub thermemeters) that there.was suffieicent

moisture in the air, and the temperature was decreasing, and the wind was light ;

and westerly te seuth-westerly. rae

9.4 It could be deduced that mist was respomsible for the sighting, but it can be equally

argued that the ebject was well-defined and glowing, and made off rapidly. The

witnesses had ebserved mist on that stretch ef read before and it can be certain

that they would net have mistaken mist fer the object described, and whichwas seen

at close range and did net appear in the beam of the car headlights.

9.5 Ifa descending vortex was responsible then the object was mowing in direct

epr-osition te that of the wind direction, namely NNE te SSW. It ceuld be feasi le.

however, that upper air turbulence , perhaps aided by the presence of hig . gre
te the SW (150 me within + km, and 200m within 23 km, the Canneck Chase plateau

may have created a descending vertex that gathered its ewn momentum and acted

as an independent entity. Certainly, the tepegraphy and wind directions are

conduicive for the creation of a vertex, sccurring as it may have dene se , in.

the “mystery circle’ period ef late summer, with a clear and meist night. ©
&

GEOLOGY

Memysection 40 BUFORA and the IUN kindly supplied geelegical details ef the area.

10.2 The site is situated on the nerthern extremity ef the Camneck Chase plateau,

/ ef Rugeley, Staffs.

10.3 The actual sighting lecation is itself locatedon the boundary..betweer



atone escarpment of Cannock Chase and the shales te the morth.

wet Apart from heing on a geological boundary there are numereus faults nearby ,gne

running parallel te the River Treat (which also runs parallel te the site and the
A513). It is enly 1 km from the nearest fault which intersects a larger ene that

runs SSE through Rugeley.

10.5 Tee further faults run at right -angles te the A513 appreximately @ kun from the

site te the ®.

¥. 4 Se
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10.6 Accerding to current reséarch and thinking withie the Earthlights hypotheses,

such a geelegically faulted zené~is ideal fer the pessible preduction ef tectenica

created electrical discharges: filcre-earthquake activity may result im the puilé-
up and possible discharge ef such charges when pressure upénuthe recks reaches—

a critical level, Such discharges, se the kypetheses gous, may be seen in the form

ef glews and balis ~ef~light.

10.7 It mist alse be pointed eut that not 4 kn away, ina S direction, is a place name -

ef "Hell Hele". Such a fertean place name that is associated with strange events

(well-documented threughout the world) lends credence te the possibility thas the

immédiate area is prene te "supernatural" manifestations, interprted as either

ghests, goblins, or indeed, UFOs...

10.8 Simce the ebject ebserved. by the witnesses appeared te all intents and Purposes;

only semi-selid (despite the-. fact that the witnesses theught that the centre ¢

the cleud was solid) it can be suggested that the object was a ball-ef-light|
surrpunded by gas, and its,sighting at that epet being theresult ef its natural

creation by tectonic. ferces, and manifesting itself as a discharge, disappearing

inte the distarice _tewards th oHaate.' the NNW about 1 km away.

10.9 The damage te the hedge(ar it cam be definitely be tied in with the timing ef
sighting ef the object) is: mere adifficut to explain. It could be meoted tha

earthlight, threugh spme physical precess unkinewn te us at present, created

vertex ef turbulent air currerts er eddies, and thus damaged the hedge-by up

parts ef it. Hew. this precess ‘would eccur, if at all pessible, is uncertain.

10.10 Whatever, it is the investigaterSs opinien that the geelegy is ef impertant

ceusideration in the debate .ever the nature and erigin of the object ebserv

IREDACTED ON ORIGINAL] -

A POSSIBLE VORTEX ORIGIN?

14,1 The earthlights hypethesesin this case, although valid, may net be able.



satisfacterily explain this particular sighting.

2 A vertex in the region is a distinct pessibilty, and weld explain the damage te

the hedge ina more than adequate manner. Such descending vertices (new being

studied and recerded by Section 40] the Journal of Meteerslogy, and
which have been adequately associated with the ‘mystery circles! ef the summer

in seuthern England which appear in ceru-fields) would have the necessary energy, if

actually teuched the greund, te”create the damage inflicted upon the hedge. Indded,

it is within the bounds of informed speculation that -such a descending vertex

ceuld have descended right on tep ef the hedge.

11.5 It is known that the ratesef spin within the contra-retatating sets of vertices
that make up the so-called "fair-weather stationary whirlwine- ; can preduce

static build-up. Such vertices have been known to cause burns te humans and te

vegebation uper contact,-

11.4 It is alse concectivable.that. the,rages ef spin may be mere than sufficient te
cause a charge separation to occur, 58 that such a descending vertex can literally
giew in the dark. This: wouldbe mere than adequate to account "tor ‘the glowing

red light that appeared te.© puleste Seen by the witnesses.

a

11.5 Thus, te the witnesses at night, “the weakening and eventual extinction of the
vertex may be interpreted aS. the recession and disaprearence tite the distance

ef the object. Again, this what may have happened at Little Haywaré; the object

was seen to lift inte the and recede, disappear and then te re-appear and then

disappear again. 7 a 4

17.6

ive te the creation ce as it meved ever the Canneck Chase plateau.
Certainly, from at least Aon. te:the SW are suitable tepegrapkical barriers that

weuld potentially create

Hill, Satmall Hills, and

diesin the prevailing wind frem the si ana W: Haywood _

11.7 Eye-witness acceunts of t ermation of vapeur vertices exist in the meteerelegic:

literature (eg Avebury} Carre Ferest, Scotland). These indicate that where

conditions are suitable verti es can ferm: and be partly visivle when sufficient
water vapour exist in the atmosphere. These have , on at least the Avebury exampl :

to have been noted in conjun Len with the appeareance ef “mystery circles. in th

adjoining fields.

11.8 Thus it weuld imply that give sufficient moisture |in the atmosphere, euch vertices
can be made visible. The Lit 8



that could represent vapeur dreplets, “similar te a CO2 extinguisher cloud".

29 It would seem that saturation levels have te be reached before this phenemenen

eccurs, and the fermation of feg weuld imply that, as is evident by the might ef

4 Augesut, being misty, dewy and clear.

11,10 It cam be concluded, therefore, that what the witnesses ebserved were the lewer

ends ef a spinning vortex made wisible by the condenzatien ef water dreplets

in the core as a result ef the reduced air pressure. The actual height ef the

ebject would depend upon the depth of the suturated air. Its consequent recession

and disappesrance weuld therefore be attributable te the vertex disaprearing

above the layer of near-saturated air and thks extinguishing the presence of

visible water dreplets.

11,11 The red glew could be agseciated with this by the very fact that should high rates

ef spinning within the column have been achieved (as evident by the damage te

the hedge), then charge separation ef the static within the célum ceula make the

air within it glow. Its pulsating nature could thus be explained as either d@iffere

tial glow within the cere(similar te a lightheuse beam), er te the eclipsing affect

of the enveloping water dreplet cleué.

11.72 As sugjested by the work of Section 40) and Section 40 Fagg damage te nearby

crops suggests that a stage must be reached where the vertex breakdown leads:

te the plunging of such damaging winds. The damage to the hedge would thus be

attributable to this damaging phase and its consequent disappearance from astride

the read and hedge te extinction weuld imply that the energy ef the vertex had

been dissipated. | .

11.13 It is alse relevent te nete that the River Trent lies enly several tens ef

metres from the sighting lecation, and weulé thus qualify as beinga seurce of

the satuarted air at that particular spet.

11,14 If the path ef the vortex moved SW then it may have also been responsible fer the

damage te the tree beside the minor road en the epresite end ef the field.

SUMMARY

12.7 A. luminens cleud with a central red light wae ebserved by twe witneases one night

that was leter found te have been asseciated with a damaged”hedge. The ebject w as
surrounded by a gaseous‘cloud and was observed for seconds enly.-:

12.2 It is strongly indicated that the hedge was associated with the light event and that

the hedye had been pushed away.frem the field.



12.3 The conditions under which this eccurred were misty with dew forming, and since

the circumstances were right fer a vertex te ferm with the Sy/w winds that eveining

it has been strongly suggested that a descending vertex was ebserved.

12,4 The saturation ef the air would have made the vertex visible, being seen as a

gaseous cloud, and if the rates ef retation were powerful enough, then a glow may

have heen Visible. Its recession and disappearance could be acceunted fer by the

dissipation of the vertex, which would rise up inte the air.

12,5 Vortex breakdown would result in damaging winds to form which weuld damage either

creps("myskey circles’ in corn-fields, eg the Oadby Bing, Leics), destruction te

fences (eg the Kidderminster Event), or, as in this case, damage to hedging.

12.6 The vortex hypotheses weuld account also for the lack of odours (although car was

mowing and windows up), the lack of sound, and the lack of physielegical effects

upon the witnesses. It weuld alse account fer the gheatiy appearance ef the ebject,

and the effects upon the hedge which would require some energyte carry eut.

12.7 Ne scorching er charring were found either by visual examination |er by analysis
carried out in the laberatery. Nether were medaklic fragments feund within the bark

fragments obtained from the "scuff marks" on some of the branches. It was assumed

that a selid ebject would have completely uprected the hedge and breken branches an

and twigs around the site, although the scuf{ marks would ceratinly indicate

the passage of a solid object. if the vertex hypetheses is taken inte account

the damaging winds would acceunt fe r the damage seen at the site.

i

RECCOMENDATIONS

153.1 It is the investigater's opinion, based upon examination ef the site, interviews

with the witnesses, laberatery analyis, tepegrahical survey, and weather data,

that a descending vertex was responsible for the ebject seen and fer-the damage to

the hedge.

1362 Howver, it is the investigater's cenclusions that seme consideratien shoud@ alse Be

given te the relationship. between lecal geolegy and topegraphy and meteorelegy. “

Are the presences of faults and the geological boundary and the occurrence ef the

fertean place name of ‘Heal Hole” coincidental? Can tectonhe disturbances create

micre-envirenments that are cenduicive te the lecalsied formation ef vertice

development? Can ienisatien frem certain anomalies within the earth give rise—

te atmespheric disturbance.? Further research within the centext of earthlignts

and earth energies in general is required befare we are cleser te understanding

the mechanics ef electreal effects upen the weather.



*

43.3 Perhaps the relationship is as fellows: areas (such as faults and charged sites

perhaps with fortean place mwames) with a strong lenising potential may become

highly charged negatively with the passage of a positively-charged cloud, and the

immediate area pesitively charged. Due te the high density ef charge in such

highly lecalised areaa stream of charge may be sprayed upwards. Such an electric

wind may create a vertical wind and it is possible that throughtthis mechanism

that a dexcending vertex may take place.

- 4%.4 There is a strong Link between UFOs, sacred sites, geolegy and felklore and
abnormal weather (. see $Section 40 |

13.5 It is the investigater's epinion that a certain portion of unknowns in past UFO

data can be adequately explained within the parameters of the descending vortex

hypotheses, but te seund a note Of caution , onlg a limited number which fit

the general charactersistics, ef the phanomencn ebserved and the lecal tepegrapkical

and meteorologi¢al conditions ‘prevailing at the time of the eccuurence. Certainly,

glewing/pulsating lights - er ebjects (with humming/screaming sound er not) which

recede and disapperr quickly, - and which may create: damage should -be scrutinised

with careful consideration: of the vertex hypetheses. Even daylight sightings may
alse be subject te this theery as saturation peint withia the atmosphere. may

craeate a water droplet cloud and, particularly, if the vertex teuches the greuna,
may pick up dust and ether debris te ferm a variety of Bhepas in the air, Similarly

the pessibility must be mootedas te whether the static build-up within a vertex

could discharge te a human, possibly resulting in sheck/trauma/uncemscious and

the potential emergence of uncenscious abduction scenaries Section 40 BE
The static bujid-up may also affect vehicke electrics and electrical appliances,

and certainly result in physical effects and even physiological effects.

POSTSRIPT

After thereport apreared in the lecal newspaper beth witnesses noticed, when driving

past the site, a white landrever,.ummarked, with two wen in everalle examining the site.

- Ne further detail Was forthcoming due to the ,wrief ebservation but the pessibility
is must exist that some scientific ‘establishment er the MeD were interested in the damage|

by aa UFO. The investigator: did attempt to céhtact the Universities ef ‘Leicester and.

Birmingham but Ro respense was forthcoming from the Physics Departments. This clearly

shows the. arregant. attitude:of the "Ivery Tewer" men whe occupy. academic institutions

and which this vacuum.is being fillea by innovvative specialilsts as [Section 40. Fa
can ce-eperate with objective and‘scientifically-orientated organisations as BUFORA.
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ee AE POM: ee OEDtariat(Air Staff)2a
See ee j RY OF DEFENCE room GUNgiil 40,

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling ext
(Switchboard)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3

Date

/9 april 1989

Thank you for your letter of 10 April concerning the subject of Unidentified Flying

Objects (UFOs), which. asked for information on an unusual sighting witnessed in the

Macclesfield area on 28 October last year.

As a member of MUFORA you probably know that the Ministry of Defence's sole concern

with the phenomenon is to determine whether or not UFOs present a threat to the

security and defence of the United Kingdom. Unless we judge that they do, and this

is not normally the case, we do not attempt to investigate or identify whatever

might have been seen. In addition, the vast majority of information that we have

on the subject is limited to the sighting reports that we receive from those who

witnessed them.

Moving now to the sighting that you are particularly interested in, I regret that a

search through our file did not reveal any reports which correspond to the details

given in your letter, and because we did not investigate the incident I can not give

you a definitive explanation as what may have been seen. Nevertheless, I can confirm

that it is highly unlikely that RAF helicopters, or other RAF aircraft for that

matter, would have been operating in the area at the time in question. I regret

that we do not possess details of British Aerospace flying activity and would suggest,

therefore, that you contact them direct. Lastly, as you know the location of the

sighting falls within the flight path of aircraft using Manchester airport and I

hazard a guess that your witnesses observed an aircraft, or aircraft, associated

with this.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

/ nar LN CPE iad ise A Aye me, Heady



, _ From? Section 40) J Secretariat(Air Staff)2a
% MINISTRY OF DEFENCE foo GEMM40

Main 8uilding Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling axt

(Switchboard)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3

Date

/§ April 1989

Thank you for your letters of 3 and 4 March to the Ministry of Defence on the subject

of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs). As the MODs point of contact for those who

wish to enquire about this particular topic I have been asked to reply.

I think it would be helpful if I first of all explain that the sole concern of the

MOD with this subject is to determine whether or not UFOs present a threat to the

security and defence of the United Kingdom and, unless we judge that they do, and

this is not usually the case, we do not attempt to investigate or identify whatever

might have been seen.

Given our limicted involvement with the subject, the MOD does not have any department

which is solely appointed/studying or collecting data on UFO reports nor do we

have any staff employed on the subject fulltime. The vast majority of information

that we have are sighting reports, usually limited to the brief details of the

incident passed on to us by those who witnessed them, which are referred to staff

in the departments responsible for the air defence of the United Kingdom and they

examine them during the course of their day to day routine.

Nevertheless it is quite clear from the reports that we receive that many strange

things have been and are being observed in the sky, although we believe that

rational explanations could probably be found for most of them. Possibilities that

spring to mind include satellite debris re-entering the earth's atmosphere, ball

lighting, unusual cloud formations, meteorological balloons, aircraft lights, aircraft

at unusual angles to mention just a few.

You also asked about viewing any information on UFO sightings that we might have

received. Although I regret that the release of any material on the subject

"en bloc" is not possible because of the provisions of the Public Records Act, which

states that official files should generally remain closed from public viewing for

30 years after the last action has been taken, we are able to answer specific

queries about ovarticular incidents which have occurredrecently and can let you

know whether we have a report on the incident and if so what it contains, However,

due to our limited resources, I regret that I can not instigate general searches

through our files.



Lastly, you may be interested toknow that archived Governmental material is held

by the Public Records Office ac Kew, London and they may be able to help you

further.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

Ly . .



§ From: Section 40] |

WINESTAVOF DEFENCE... BIMBO

am

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling ext 2140 ~ sl
(Switchboard) ia

pore Sp bea

Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec(AS) 12/3

Date

/? April 1989

-
Thank you for your letters concerning the unusual incident witnessed over East

Anglia during May 1957. I am sorry that I have not been able to reply before now.

As you know, we discussed this particular sighting at some length over the telephone

a few months ago amalthough I have nothing further to add, I feel it would be useful

to briefly recap the main pointawe covered.

You asked for any information that we might have on a reported sighting of a UFO seen

from a USAF F~860 Sabre aircraft on 20 May 1957 whilst it was flying over East

Anglia. Regretably, enquiries with our Air Historical Branch, who archive Air Force

Department ma.terial, did not reveal any information which supports the accounts of

your two witnesses. Nevertheless, we were able to establish that RAF Manston was

used by the USAF at the timeand that Sabres were, indeed, operating from there.

However, because RAF aircraft were not involved with the incident the MOD does not

possess any record of the sorties that were alleged to have taken place, although it

is possible that given USAF aircraft were involved, the USAF may hold records

relating to their operations in the United Kingdom. As such I would suggest that if

you wish to pursue this matter further, you contact the USAF direct. I hope you will

find the two addresses useful.

Although not related to this particular incident, you may find it helpful to know

that the Public Records Office at Kew holds Government Records which are over thirty
years old and that they may be able to help you with other enquiries you may have on

incidents which occurred during the 1950s.

I am sorry that I can be of no further assistance with this particular case, but

nevertheless wish you luck with your endeavours.

Section40)
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LvosaF Contacts:

lL. Office of Air Force History

Dept of Air Force

HQ USAF

Bolling AFB

Washington DC

20332-6098

USAF Historical Research Center

Maxwell AFB

Alabama

36112
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atas Se 7 A WIL Section 40 ; ;

* ecretariat (Air Staff)2a

fy MINISTRY OF DEFENCE — kcon SEED

| Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Your reference

Telephone (Direct Dialling

(Switchboard)

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3

Data

4. November 1988

.- ON
Thank you for the copy of the letter.to you from the Canadian

Department of National Defense dated 24 October 1972 which outlined

their policy on the phenomenon of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs).

With regard to the American orders’ that you mention, I regret that

as they appear to be instructions for American and Canadian military
personnel rather than for those serving in the Royal Air Force we do

not seem to have Comé into contact with them before. Certainly, my

colleagues in the Air Force Department have not heard of the orders that

you are interestéd in and I regret that due to the long gap since they

were issued, and because of limited resources,I cannot authorise what

may well be a futile search through Ministry of Defence archives to

see if we had received copies of them in the past.

As such I regret that we are unable togivea view except to reiterate

that there are no restrictions on UK military discussing details of

what they might Nave séén, unléss 6F course it was thought to be a

oviet military aircraft or similar. I am sorry I cannot be more

helpful.
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Offer Coumanding
HEADQUARTERS PROVOST AND SECURITY SERVICES

Royal Air Force {United Kingdom)

Rudice Manor FLYING COMPLAINTS & CUSTOMS LIAISON FLIGHT

Hawthorn

Wiltshire
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23 MARCH 1989

Dear Sir/iladan,

I write this letter in the hope that you may be able to, help me
a

in putting some light on a number of unidentified objects that

have been sighted over the past year,

I am at present investigating a number cf UFO sightings over tn

Pt
y

Tamworth area on behalf of BURCRA and was toid tnat you may be o

some assistance in helping me identify tnem. 1 will there fore

describe what was seen.

The first sighting was on saturday tiay Bi 1960 between tne hours

9. 1 the alight say overj
e

h
yof 8.40 and 30 pm. Two objects were seen

the Gungate area of Tamworth ahd were described as a bright

whitte/yellow lignt similar to a4 star with smaller red and orange

lights surounding it, giving the appearence of a horse-shoe shape.

x ry

The way in which the smaller lignts flashed made 1t look as ta p
e

they were rotating around tne larger lignt. (There seemed to be

9 eight smalier Lights in all). The two objects were some distaats

Bpart one appearing north easterly in the sky and the other in

& goutn easterly position. They remained still for about twenty

minutes when they both suddenly started to move rapidly. The obji-

ects made uo noise what so ever aud finally disappeared after

moving off in a north easterly directi Tne ebjects were described

as bieug nigh in tne sky.

The second sightiag was on thursday 27 October 1988 and were seen

over tne selgrave area of Tamworth betweeu the hours of 8,30 and

9.00 pm. The2objects were described as a white light whicn seened

to Spin around with two main red lights in the centre. Around

these lignis were smaller blue and orauge/yellow lights. It wasa2
t

rounded off at tae bottom but seemed to taper inte two points

towards the top. the objects seeuwed to be 45-50 degrees in tne sky

aud were close together. they made uo noise and moved sloaly

untill disappearing over some Mouses.

fhe third signting occured on friday 10 March 1989 between the



nours of 8,50 and 9.05 pm. One object was sighted over the the

Amington area of Tamwortn. It was deseribed as three brignt

white lights in a triangle formation witha dim red light in tne

centre, On one side of the telangle was a small green flashing

b
glight and on tne other side 4 small red fiasning light. The

object appeared to be approx 45 f
o
n

fa
v]

a
g 8 te m i in the nigut s«y and

o
rmoved very slowly wita uo sound owards Tamworth tow. centre

where it finalily disappeared.

I would be most gratefull for any luformaticn that you may be

c i a
o

able to give me Pe @oncerming these cases such as RAF tra@ising

8exercises or wnetner tne descriptions that 2 have given you

*mateh up to any of your RAP air craft.

I isok forward to hearing from you and nope that the above req-

uested will not taxe up to much of your time.

YOURS



» 23 MARCH 1989

Dear Sir/mdadam,

I write this letter in tne hope that you may be able to, help me

in putting some light on a number of unidentified obje2cts that

have been sighted over the past year,

I am at preseat investigating a number of UFO sightings over th

faawe rth area on tenalf of BUFORA aud was told that you may be

some assistance in helping me identify them. i will there fore

describe what was seen,

The first sigati

of 6.40 and 9.30 pm. Two objects were seen in the aight sxy over

the Gungate area of Tamworth and were described as a bright

ing was on saturday tlay 21 1980 between the hours

white/yeliow lignt similar to 4 star with smaller red and orange
&

Poae]

The way in which the smsller lignts flashed made it look as if

they were rotating arowid tne larger Lignt. a seemed to oe
eight smalier lights in all). The two objects were some distauits

apart one appeariag north easterly in the sky aud the other in

&@ souto easterly position, They re ned stiil for about twenty

minutes when they both suddenly started to move rapidlt. The o

ects made no noise what so ever inally disappeared after

moving off in a north easterly direction. The objects were describe

bieug high in tne sky. .a

The second sighting was on thursday 27 October 1968 and were s

over the belgrave area of Tamworth between the hours of 5.30 anc

9.00 pa. TheZobjects were descrived as a white light whien seeme

to spin around with two main red lights in the ceutre. Arouud

these lignis were smaller blue and orange/yellow lights. It was
’

rounded off at tne bottom but seemed to taper into two points

towards tne top. the objects seemed to be 45-50 degrees in the

and were close together. they made uO Oise aid moved sloely

uatiil disappearing over some houses.

The third sighting occured on Friday 10 March 1989 between the



hours of 8.50 and 9.05 pm. One object was sighted over the the

Amingion area of Tamworth. It was described as three brignt

white lights in a triangle formation witha dim red light in tne

centre. On one side of the triangle was 4a small green flashing

3

light and on tne other side a small red fiashing lignt. The

object appeared to be approx 45 degrees in the nigut s«y and

moved very siowly wito uo gsouud towards Tamworth towa centre

where it finally disap eared.

tT would be mest gratefull for any iuformation that you may be
i

Nodable to give me concerning tnese cases such as RAP trainin:

eexercises or whether the descriptions that 1 have given you

mateh up to auy of your RAF air craft, ‘

I look forward to hearing from you and nope that tne above req-

uested wili not taxe up to much of your time.

YOURS

SONOS 9 LI ee
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Thank you for your letter of 23 March on the subject of “unidentified

flying objects" in the Tamworth area,

I have forwarded your letter to the Air Staff Secretari

of Defence, which is the branch r nsible for inquiries fr

this topic. ;

t in the Ministry

m

a

om the public on

No doubt they will write to you in due course.

A/CPRO/UFO.1
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From: Squadron Leader pecion 0 El
_, Community Relations Officer

ROYAL AIR FORCE
Cottesmore Oakham Leicestershire LE15 7BL

Your reference

Ministry of Defence

Main Building - Our reference Cot/621/3/Org
Whitehall

London Date Os Apr 8S

ae

Pie ect fe oud

JB Gy

‘ ion 40
O -

4

¥

Please see the enclosed letter from Tamworth regarding UFO
sightings in that area.

Section 40, wen the PR staff at Strike Command gave me your
address and I hope therefore that I am in contact with the
correct office. If this is not so please forward to whoever
is coordinating such reports.

From the sighting dates it would appear that we can't blame
Richard Branson.



ROYAL AIR FORCE
Cottesmore Oakham Leicestershire LE15 7BL

Your reference

Our reference Cot /621/3/O0rg

Date oe Apr 89

UFO SIGHTINGS IN THE TAMWORTH AREA

1. Your letter of 23 Mar 89 came to my attention this

morning and was the first I have seen regarding sightings

aon the occasions mentioned.

2. I can offer no explanation and have forwarded your

Letter to the Ministry of Defence for their comments.

Sqn Ldr

CRO
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gg From: SER sooo (Air Staff)2a
“ae OF DEFENCE oon SEINEO|

: i Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB
ep DRSee Telephone (Direct Dialling ext

(Switchboard)

BUFORA (Midlands)

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3

Date

yz April 1989

deg

Thank you for your letter of 23 March and indeed your previous of the Autumn

of last year. I am sorry for the delay in replying.

Before looking at your latest letter in detail I think it would be helpful if I

explain our involvement with the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs), as

it appears that there might be some misunderstanding. Whilst I regret that there

is some delay in replying to individuals corresponding on the subject, I should say

that this is caused, primarily, by our Ministerial and Parliamentary work which we

carry out on behalf of the Air Force Department. I hope you will understand,

therefore, that this work, which is not insubstantial, must take priority over

requests for information such as yours, however regrettable that may be. Additionally

because of our heavy workload on RAF operational matters we do not have the resources

to spend a large amount of time on each UFO enquiry that we receive.

As you may already know, the only information that we have on UFOs are the sighting

reports passed on to us by those who witnessed them. These are usually limited to

the brief details of the incident and are referred to our staff in the departments

responsible for the air defence of the United kingdom who examine them during the

course of their normal duties. But unless we judge that a sighting report presents

a threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom, and let me assure you

that this is not normally the case, we do not attempt to investigate or identify

whatever might have been seen. From this background I hope you will understand that

for the most part we do not possess any information, other than any reports that

we might have received, on incidents which involve unusual aerial activity. Moreover,

I would expect that more often than not, because of your specific interest in the

subject, UFO societies would have more information than we do.

Moving to the detail in your letters I would, first of all, like to say that for

the reasons above it is extremely unlikely that MOD personnel would have been

investigating the incident witnessed at Little Hayward, Staffordshire, and would

therefore like to rule out this possibility. Nevertheless, we did receive a report

which is similar to the one that you describe and I attach a copy of the report

for your information but in line with our policy to maintain the privacy of the

originator, the identifying details have been obscured.



I can also confirm that we did receive a number of reports from members of the

public which relate to sightings seen in the West Midlands on 16 May 1988 and

again I enclose copies of these. Although we did not investigate these sightings joey

we believe that they could have been connected with civil air traffic/into 4 ”
Birmingham Airport, which was exceptionally busy at the time. Certainly the times

and descriptions could be of modern jet aircraft following a holding pattern

around the airport.

You also mentioned a variety of other sightings but regret that we did not receive

any reports which correspond to the details that you gave. Similarly, although

we were sorry to read about the effect that the May 1988 sighting in East Anglia

had on the girl who witnessed it, we do not have any reports on this particular

incident and because we have not investigated it we cannot offer a definitive

explanation of what might have been seen. However, I can confirm that we do not

possess any unpiloted vehicles which match the description of the object, nor is

it likely that the USAF would have/an experimental RPV in the United Kingdom, bess fens)

Lastly, whilst we appreciate your kind offer of indepth information on UFOs, I
do not feel that, because of the reasons outlined earlier, we would be able to

give them our full attention and would certainly not be able to comment on all of

them. Similarly, because of our lack of resources, I regret that we cannot provide

a general answering service on the subject.

I hope that you will find this helpful.



: BESO secretariat (Air staff)2a “7 f
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE Room BERMMO)
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB ,

Telephone {Direct Dialling)

(Switchboard)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3
Date

/e April 1989

i
Thank you for your letter of 26 February to the Prime

Minister's Private Secretary on the subject of

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs). I have been asked

to reply.

I hope you will have received by now my letter of

28 March in response to your similar letter to the

Secretary of State for Defence. I regret that there

is nothing more I can add to my earlier letter and hope

you will accept this as an acknowledgement that your

letter to the Prime Minister's Office has been received.

Ye Sa Gene
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ier MINISTRY OF DEFENCE = Room Section 4]

rom: Sa

retariat(Air Staff)2a

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling

(Switchboard)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3
Date

S April 1989

sec FE
Thank you for your letter of 20 March which asked for any information

we could provide on sightings witnessed in the North of England

on 12 September 1988 and 10 February 1989.

You may recall that the sole concern of the Ministry of Defence

is to determine whether or not Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs)

present a threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom

and, unless we judge that they do and this is not usually the

case, we do not attempt to investigate or identify whatever might

have been seen. Any information we may have is therefore limited

to brief details of the incident passed on to us by those individuals

who witnessed them.

Moving now to your specific requests, I would like to confirm that

we received one report which corresponded to the details that you

gave for the incident witnessed on 12 September in Knaresborough

but regret that we found no others to match the other sighting.

Nevertheless, I attach a copy of the 12 September report but in

line with our policy to maintain the privacy of the originator, the

identifying details have been obscured.

I hope that you will find this helpful. However because we have not

investigated the incident I hope you will understand that we cannot

offer you an explanation as to what the object might have been.

tout Sacoril,

aa



meeesection 40) | Secretariat (Air Staff)2a
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE oon SERED

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling ext

(Switchboard)

Your reference

BUFORA Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3

Date

+¢- April 1989

aa Section 40]
Thank you for your letter of 25 March concerning the unusual incident witnessed Kleu-o

by the captain and passenger on board a Section 40) Tristar on 21 March 1989. A

Although we were interested to read about the incident I don't think we can offer

much advice on it for the simple reason that we are only interested in reported

sightings which occur in the airspace of the United Kingdom and as you know this

particular sighting occurred over Sardinia whilst the aircraft was flying from

Malta to Gatwick. You will recall that the MOD's sole concern is to ensure that

sightings, as reported to us, do not constitute a threat to the continuing security

and defence of the United Kingdom. Moreover, as you might expect, the MOD did not

receive a report (other than yours) which related to the event.

Moving now to your request for information on the Tristar itself, I hope you will

understand we do not possess information on the movements of aircraft belonging

to civil operators and if you wish further advice I would suggest you speak to the

airline concerned.

I hope that you will find this helpful.



Secretariat (Air Staff)2a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE %oon

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Diallin ext

(Switchboard)

Your reference

ASSAP/BUFORA
Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3

Date

3 April 1989

- Bia
I have recently received a copy of your letter of 8 March to the National Air Traffic

Service (NATS) on the reported sighting of an Unidentified Flying Object (UFO) on

4 March 1988. I have been asked if the Ministry of Defence can provide any further

information.

In corresponding with us, NATS in their covering letter have said that the area

covered by your report is regrettably too extensive for them to detail every aircraft

movement, and that Heathrow, in any case, would only be in contact with a limited

number of aircraft in the area concerned.

Nevertheless, on looking through our files, I am pleased to say that we received two

further reports which correspond to the details given in your letter. I attach copies

of these for your information but in line with our policy to maintain the privacy

of the originators, their identifying details have been obscured.

I hope that you will find this helpful.
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fhe attached letter which the Prime

Minister has received has been acknowledged by

10 Downing Street and has been forwarded to

this Department for official action.

a. No 10 have passed it to us for

action as we see fit and you are asked

to consider whether there is anything which

can usefully be said to the correspondent

and to action accordingly.

© 10 havé asked Ahat a (ll reply
t and ygu shou know that t

Or

Minist¢r attaches importance/to

replies’ being sent expeditiously.

Unless specifically asked to do so, there

is no need for you to copy your replies to

this office.
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10 DOWNING STREET

WHITEHALL

PRIVATE ON

PreOTOeCeTerrirrct ret rrrci tre sei cererer ee rrrererrerrsy 3s

We attach a letter which the Prime Minister has

received.

It refers to correspondence sent 10 YOU ON oo...

Please arrange for your Department to acknowledge

and deal with as they think fit.

Please arrange for your Department to send a full

reply as soon as possible. If you are not responsible

for this matter, please transfer the letter to the

appropriate Department and let, ow. Not

writer.

Please co-ordifiate any reply with the following

Departments, to whom copies have been sent.

A We have not sent an acknowledgement.
{ } We have senta plain acknowledgement.

{ } We have sent an acknowledgement, saying

that the letter is receiving attention.

‘( ) A copy of the acknowledgement which we

have sent is attached.

Correspondence Section

Date:

Bas 270473 ) GD 4
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Section 40 ore (Air Staff) 2a
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE Room

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling

(Switchboard)

Air Attache

British Embassy Our reference

Rome D/Sec(AS)12/3
Italy 

Date
BFPO 8

Zo March 1989

Dene Croup Cojlacn iy

1. As requested in our phone conversation of 22 March please find below the names

and addresses of the main unidentified flying object societies with which we, in

the Ministry of Defence, are aware of and have correspondance from.

Skyscan

British UFO Research Association

Redhill & Reigate Phenomena Research Group

Contact International (UK)

2. I hope that these will be of some help to the Italian lady enquiring about the
subject.



Secretariat (Air Staff)2a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE *oo"GERiR)

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Diailin ext

(Switchboard)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3

Date

23 March 1989

ve
Thank you for your letter of 25 February enquiring about information on unusual

sightings in December 1976 and February 1989.

I think it would be fair to say that the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs)

takes up only a very small percentage of my total workload and as such I am unable to

devote a lot of my time on it. This, of course, means that we cannot offer a general

enquiry service or carry out general searches through our files for reports that we

might have received way back in the past. Nevertheless we are prepared to assist with

one off queries so long as we are given fulldetails of when and where the sighting

may have been and, in order that we can easily retrieve a report (if we have one),

we try to keep enquiries to within 2/3 years of the present date.

With this mind, I am afraid that I can not help with the sighting in 1976 but looking

through our recently received reports I can confirm that we did receive a report from

Secon 30 a attach a copy for your information. No other similar report was
received.

T hope that you will find this helpful.
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Room 407 Ne pewtinter Aobie~ NELOMl Anny,

National Air Traffic Services lan Varceram

Control Tower Building f,f a if id

Heathrow Airport — London EA hel Londond OL.
Hounslow

Middlesex TW6 1JJ

MOD (ABO) 8HRA 8/11

RAF Main Building

Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB 28 March 1989

Dear Sir

Atta i quiry famegoection 40. regarding a reported UFO sighting by
a Airways aircraft whilst flying over Sardinia.

unable to assist and am forwarding his letter to yourselves for

reply.

As the ‘incident’ took mal outside the Heathrow area of operations, I am

Yours faithfully

ATC OPS 1

enc:

A joint Civil Aviation Authority — Ministry of Defence Service





up as lorry

catches fire
said Mr John Nottingham, 47, a plarit fitter
for Vibroplant. “It just ripped open my over-
alls and knocked me backwards, We were all

knocked backwards,”. — .

When the smoke cleared the lorry had dis. .

" appeared, he sald. “There was just a big cra-
ter in the yard about 2 tt deep with acouple |

., of cogs in it.

“The whole side of our main building had
’’ gaved in. The force moved one of our 14 ton
a road rollers several yards. and. there was
,“nothing left of afork truck. —

</“All our cars—at least 15-—went up at the’
game time.”

’ Amother plant fitter. Mr Merwn Woite At

ast firemen complete the wor’ : of their dead and Injured colleagues, putting out the blaze

over to him and said they had to call the fire
brigade. :

“I said there were some extinguishers in
the workshop to be going on with and the-:
driver told me: ‘We've got some explosives
on board,’

“I alerted my colleagues working in the.
yard with me and our secretary, Mandy
Garth, went running round to evacuate, the,
grea,”

A Cambridgeshire fire brigade officer said:
“As our vehicle arrived it was beginning to
denonate. Then there was a major explo-
sion.”

-No details were immediately available -
about the second person who was Killed.»

' Five factories were badly damaged by the:
explosion and one had its roof ripped off.;
Fires broke out in others and severe damage”:
‘was reported in a 200 square yard radius-
after the blast, which was heard eight miles :
away... |

Police, ambulancemen and other firemen :
already at the scene radioed for help and~
flenis of ambilanaac trate tha tetannd tn

Tri Star
~ by Peter Woolrich
PASSENGERS’ ‘on the
« inaugural flight of «
. British TriStar were

’ expecting the airline to
. lay on something sps-
_clal—~but never a UFC.

As the multi-coloured brigh{
* Nights: flashed' past the
windows, pilot Bob Tay-
lor exeitedly-told ther:
. that they were watching
avepnidentified fying ok

At first, the captain though!
«; dt was another plane and

. had fears of a near-miss,
‘put he discounted the
c theory as the object vat-
* ished-' and- then reap:
., peared 3in & blaze of col-

; e aircraft
“swag plunged into panica6
‘, at suddenly - dropped—
“some “passengers said

~ thousands of feot—out of
“the skye Os
Passenger‘ Susie Walton,

said: “It was terrifying.
*- People were hitting their
‘heads. on the-ceiling as

. plene.- dropped
in: two sudden

ights “were really
“pretty, though. It was lik
a bright, glistening cloud

~ with lots ont colours and
; left. behind va frail of

“The pilot ‘said: there was
nothing in the manual

about how to deal with a
UFO sighting,”- 7

The British: Island Airways

> jet wasover Sardinia on
. its‘way back to Gatwick
from Malta when the ex-

. | traordinary incident hap-

pened. at - Fo'clook last
“night. «oc

a number of theories were
being discussed today, in-
eluding the. possibility
‘that it was a missile or a

' satellite being launched.
But Captain Taylor says the
_, plane was nowhere near &

aunch site and ‘argues
. that he wauld, in any
_ tase, have been informed
neOE& launch because of the

- safety implications, —

| speaking on IRN,he said:
“T’ve never seen anything
like it-before, there was

oO danger but it was very
.“interestin.e.

f AWe: wilt: probably “never
Know what jit.was. Who
‘knows, -we' might have

“ geen a UFO, _

Several other aircraft in the ,



From: Section 40] | Seeretariat (Air Staff)2a
edes MINISTRY OF DEFENCE ~°TM"

gh |
ay Main Building Whitehall SW1A 2HB ‘ [ ok

Telephone: (Direct Dialling) [che as ee
(Switchboard) ' +

Your Reference:

Qur Reference:

D/Sec(AS) 12/3

Date:

28 March 1989

Thank you for your letter of 26 February to the Secretary of State for

Defence on the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs). I have
been asked to reply.

L think it would be helpful if I first of all explain that whilst we do

receive and co-ordinate some information about UFO sightings, the sole

concern of the Ministry of Defence is to determine whether or not UFOs

present a threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom.

Unless we judge that they do, and this is not normally the case, we do

not attempt to investigate or identify whatever might have been seen.

Given our limited involvement with the subject, the MOD does not have

any department which is appointed solely for the purpose of studying UFO

reports nor do we have any staff employed on the subject full time. As

you will expect, therefore, we do not carry out studies,in-depth

investigations or surveys into the UFO phenomenon, nor do we possess the

resources to do so. Nevertheless, we do, of course, recognise that many

strange things are to be seen in the sky, although we believe that

rational explanations could probably be found for most of them.

Possibilities that spring to mind include satellite debris re~entering

the earth's atmosphere, ball lightning, unusual cloud formations,

aircraft lights to mention just a few.

Moving to your specific request, I regret that given our very limited

involvement with this particular subject, we in the MOD do not possess

the necessary information to give you the advice that you require.

However, on a more positive note, I believe that one of the many

organisations set up by enthusiasts specifically to study the UFO

phenomenon are more likely to be in a position to give you the



assistance you seek. One su isati i i Reigate

Phenomenon Research Group, and I

would suggest that if you still wish to diseuss your experiences they

may prove to be a good start. °

I am sorry that we have not been able to help in this matter.
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ej = Main Building Whitehall SW1A 2HB
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Your Reference:

Our Reference:

D/Sec(AS) 12/3

Date:

2F March 1989

Thank you for your letter of 7 March on the subject of Unidentified

Flying Objects (UFOs).

You asked for details of the numbers of sighting reports which we

received over the period 1968 to the present. Although details are not

readily available for the years prior to 1978 I am pleased to be able to

provide figures for the remaining years, which are as below:

1978 ~ 750

1979 - 550

1980 - 350

1981 - 600

1982 - 250

1983 = 390
1984 — 215

1985 ~ 180

1986 = 120

1987 - 150

1988 -~ 400

As far as general release of the sighting reports is concerned, all MOD

files are subject to the Public Records Act, which states that official

files should generally remain closed from public viewing for thirty

years after the last action has been taken. Nevertheless, we are able

to answer any specific queriesyou may have about particular incidents

which have occurred recently and can let you know whether we have a

report on the incident and if so what it contains.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

= b
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Tel: Section 40) | (24.ky hotline service) British UFO Research Assseiatien (Midlands)

23 Marek 1989

AS«24

Ministry of Deefence,:%

Main Building,

Weitekail,

Lezdexn St.

Dear Sir,g . :

i refer te my previes letters dated 26 August and 10 Nevember 1986 regarding lecal

‘eivillan UFO. ifvestigatiene withim the Midlands. Aeknewledgement was received frem yeu

in December, prewising further detalla.
a

Inds realéte the werk-lead ef the Department and , im particular, that ef dealing with

mumereus enquiries frew UFO imvestigaters threughelit the UK but I am curnently writing

up several repertsef UFO imcidentsand would Jike very muck yeur epimiem ané comments

ew the several lesues raised. as e.g Eri

Ie particular the sighting at Little Hayward , Stafferdshire (4 ang 1985) whem a eeuple
2

ebserved a lumineus cleud by the side ef the read at aidmight and which was later feund a
s

a

arently, twa effieial -lecking davestigeters im a whitehave datiagedthe hedge. Ap

ieadrever were at the athe severalweeks later and I am wenderingif they were HeD men.

afs

Toheve written this case and-will send yeu-a cepyef the case repert if yeu se request

Secondly, there are thesightings ef the triangular-shaped ebjects displaying unusual

-ijigsting ceafigeratiens, very elew and ailent(tke se-called "Silent Valean") , which had

been s@en avid descibed on several ecagsiens, the secasiens tha tigapecifisalliy identified

weimge t= Overseas Askby~de~-la-ZSediek,Leies (Nevesber 1986);Leng Clawsen, Meiten

Meweray, Lees. (27 Sep 1985); :Abbets Broml@y , Staffs (22 Sep 108). (please refer te
letter dated 26 Aug 1988).

‘yh ave alee investigatingthe spate ef reperts.frem Stafferd ef 16822 May 1988 in wick

many witmesses ebserved brightly lit ehjeets. The lecal MP, Wid. jlas Cask, Bas been

aquestiening the Department cencerming these sightings. I shall be Bappy, emce again, te
q & as es 2 A & 4

supply yeu with cepies ef eur ewa enquiries imte these sightingsbut weuld abvieusig

appaciate yeur infermations and cements regurding the reperts. Were they Stealth



Sete? ~Salrefeelling eXbeciseor what??. peoives sifded daisy : are...

Frem numerous reports madexever:the last few years (and ‘see above cases) frem th

- Midlands and Yerkshire /Lancashire we have geod reaSen te believe that a secret airship’

is being tested. We had “Previeusly:theught that Stealth had been operating but iss slew

speed and manoeuvrability preclude this hypetheses. I wender if perhaps the Department

coulé perhaps effer seme insight inte thispessibility? ee
<aars

NON Finally, We are currently investigating a case from East Anghiaiwhexé ‘ar youngigirl was

. literally: terrified by the _dow-flying passage ef a square-shaped UFOu.en' 2:March: 1988

at Geduanchestér, |Cabs. The ebject, shaped like a teabag, was _apprex Adumétres! leng an
Ngheonly inillimetres thick. The object possessed aerial devices at each cortiér aaneywas only

just abevetthe®“chimney tops. The ebject left behing a very narrewly defined loud Tumblin

sound and again’ a wery narrowly defined stench, prebably hydregen sulphide. The radio.

was alse affected fer several minutes and pets were aff etcted. Due te inadver$ent

publicity the young girl was abused at schecl sa much that she had te leave but fertunat

aeuy Fete foe’ eatiGatisian Wel fre huthoritied: managedite iget cher’ tej avtlocalvanimal welfar

IBNCand tiay” Whe¥s! she TS uel Happier! However thelabuder<at! school icoul! welll have had a

severe detrimental effect en her, apart’ frei eetterriitica .enceunter withnthe' ebject

itself. *
pidw tifeek te Jed) ,isiuoctod mt ievine Frome sce ft to olestyaw odo oltiess ob fH 2 oat te aus Tov Ode tities onsf

epee pt pepe

BLT EG ginaea tists £ regarding Sti itave'psT-sielivevel, (péenvaddressedirto you-~frem the
MS NO n TS He yes tigater Ei »: bUt! Hething :appearsivte, have been

forthcoming. Enquiries te lecal pelice and airfields tat. ithe ctime ief the incident:

revealed that neo flying was appearently taking plage at the time in question.
ee

eo ee CMRP gua dd) ong btewyelH altiit te satfvenmie ead ust roktrag al

* Revo “Hewdvery my ‘cnqiiridd Have Léa we cto bslievebthat ‘thevabject mayrhave been ra-secret

“Sédveriséntal“ppv-\(Rewetely ‘Pileted- Vehicle): fren ractlecal USAFrer RAB air. base... In fact
ne Cs‘airéétion (fred Bast te West) wad<directfromslecal: RAF -Bramptehs -runway.,, Other.

“Pe ferté ‘ofa ‘Binilaf*ebjéect wéré recerdéd elswherefrom East Angliacin tthe <menths

prier te the Gedmanchester encounter.

ox ae tHank“tnék this particular répért dheula be treated with .thesgieatestief urgency ac

“het éni’y” Wasa young ‘péFSeii' s "Like: nearly whécked by*thevenceunter withuit, it nearly

att:“Vecdl reef téps and: ‘Lett behind.ae téprifiea«‘shedlgtrl<j;4accémpnained-as it-were
toaedig BQ Pes* by? a “ebfedming ‘Pimbiihg®i

db B te. tatgaLstench. . . 2 LURKS

I shall be liapgy $6 préviaé further infaymation-if necessary,.In thé meantime I leek

' gérviare! te°yeliréreplys “+ ad?

“¥ntits sincerely, * WR Ee aie

“Ea — Midlods Ric fer BURA,



20/3/89

i
]

ear Sir,

i wonder of you could give me any further information on some recent UFO

sightings in the north of England.

1. Two witness in Knaresborough §. Yee 12/9/88 at 1515 hrs. Report passed to
police and then to you via LATCC (M11) at RAF West Drayton.

2. 10/2/89 Rawtenstali, Lancashire. Taxi driver saw a ‘domed disc‘ flying low
over valley.

I would be very grateful for any further information you can give me on either
of these two sightings. For instance, are you aware of what the stimulus was for

these sightings, and were there any other reports of the. same or other ‘UFOs'
for the same day in question in the same or adjacent areas? Thankyou very much
for your time and consideration..

Yours sincerely
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ee OFFICE OF CHRIST
12/4/1989

DEAR PRIENDS

The enclosed photo copy explains the mystery

thet is no myetery if you read the Bible. Now to tell you
what OnaAte rneanhete herrea endA weeta hansen tay Petactine «nd

Terael, for this you have to read Isaiah L4eve2}s and put it
with Zevheniah level?: and thie my friends was written over

2599 veare aro. Nhet is to hapren in the Middle Hast can be

reed in Iesish 13 (it is to be made like Sodom end Conorrzh}
and Isaiah 24, the land is to be turned into snitch, very easy:

to do with a maesive earthouake as erude oil which is like

Jinvid witch lies beneath the surface. Wheat will hepnen to

the price of petrol after thet earthnuake ? Tt looks like

solving the traffic jam problems in cities and towns. This

enn be regeerdadas a tip not to invest in a new car, weit

to see how things turn out as you may want to buy an electric|

ear or a bieyele instead. In Revelations it mentions that’

merohants will ween ana wail as they will no lonrer be eble

to trade with Rebvlon after thet disaster. It is foinr to he

Goste rettlement over the controverey of hie peonle the JOWE.
Al] pneorle are to 'mow that the Jews are special to God, see

Zecherieh E.v.?21 T rineed round the small circles in case

you find it hard to spot them, if you have a vhoto copier

you should te eble to vroduce your own, perheps if darkened

e little the circles may show up better. I should mention

thet Baekiel says that the large one is shaped like @ how,

§ xen peonle call them FLYING SAUCERS, they ere not fer

nthe troth. Tt takes rolid objects to fletten corn like
af and ae T have caid before, they come from another planet

neross the universe, Traiah 33 eave that it is a very far off

ten A recerved for the risehteous when earth comer to an end.
cecus Chriet said that vou are raised on the last day. I give

you the truth thet vour churchmen heve been blind to. Angels

e=me to Abraham before ecoing on to Sodom, they were dressed

ac ordinary men (no wines},they ate and drank with Aprehem
When Jesne Christ came ss to earth he came witha body ane
ke too rte and Crank, are pointers to the feet thet if

: too will eet another bedyans

will est end drink as you did on earth. I can onnivy liken your
enirit to heine your cenees, you Will want them if vou are

to enjov life for ever in that far off land m

it. "he alternstive is aleo in Tesieh 33,

choice, make the risht one for vour ovn sake,
reet with voue ; .

a

you gra to thet ovbher he

XM

n
e

A wheel within a wheel and there are 4 rme])] ones, ax you can cee

rlenty of room in the lerree one to cantrin ell A smell ones. Hach wheel hes

ant Revelstionr mentions that thece sre the 4 Serantin thet are alwevs

Tt means onite cimply thet fehoveh hee TM tr

ece 19/2/1089 cave that there ere 7 con rve ob c

es of perfect stokes goinre out from the ‘centre. Resa Teaieh 69.v.8:
NEace s the next verce memtions these icles. Reed Ieaiah

fom
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Date: Fri 29 tober igen
Time: Initial ~:ghting - 11.00pm (+ 2 mins)

Duration of Sighting - 20/25 wins

Weather Conditions: Sky - Crystal clear, Cloud cover ~ None

Temperature ~ Low (heavy overnight ground frost)

Wind ~ Still

Moon - High and almost full

On returning from an evening visit to Buxton, my wife and [ decided to

stop off and enjoy what was a beautiful starlit night. We parked u},

at Tegg’sS Nose car park, (O05 Ref S. 349 732) turned out the lights and

startet talkins After 10/15 wins a solitas very broth? Light

suddenly appeared in the sky, due west over Macclestieid Forest (05

Ref SK S6/97 77°73) at a guesstimated height of 0.5 mile. The

intensity of the light was like that of a single spotiight Csimilar

perhaps to one of a bank at a football ground), Jt did not seem to

have a direct beam aimed at any particular object and it shimmered

With a Starlight quality. The light literally appeared out of nowhere

/nothing and there had been no gradual bnild up of intensity, it just

suddenly "switched on".

I was not unduly worried but my wife was very curious ana sad where

it had come from, and then asked if the light was moving, | said yes,

she said no. I lined the light up wath 2 car park window stickers ana

confirmed that it was moving very slightly left to right, as if

Stationary but hovering. After a few Minutes the intensity bigasr

“diminish but the distance from us seemed to remain Constant. Fhe

“light seemed to revolve around a vertical axis and it 806n regarne

its full intensity .5 10/15 secs. This was repeated a number oe tithes
before returning to itS Griginal position and intensity. T commented

that its lack of movement suggested some form of helicopter/aircratt

in hover mode. Having lived in Aberdeen I am very femiliar with Poth

helicopter and aircraft sounds so I wound the window down but these

was absolutely no Bound except ‘rp the clucking of some Chickens in
ios

the valley below. | got out of tne car for a better look but coulis

not determine any physical shape beyond the light. After 10 mins it

slowly woved to our jieft until it was directly in front of .5 bofore

resuming hover mode, again ‘heré was ro noise Of visual Con act

(except the solitary lights. after sut oa further 5 wins at slowly
iwoved away to our left at & ConStant ,ititude and speed, again Rot

out of the car to listen - it the oniy sound was a very faint recedin.

Steady hum, similar to that of » strain in the far distahoe Gm a qiirt

night. However AS it moo4 AWAY » BOL B&B NEW VIGW, A@gaih ui dic... 8s

shape, but a series of .:eht thus:- MEDIOM LAPSE
LARGE OOO won” WNHATE

4yre oo Lica aTWHEY * 2,0 C4 O .. )
AML. wees Lovee)

~ AP Ee LENG TH A- 12 TIMES LENGTH
- or A Boe Tay GuMeed?

. These lights did not fiscker like a Star but ue.

stant Nature and there were no flashing lights vis .ti6.

in
dy

Pp More



n the car and we fo at speed 50/60 mph back to, and

ong, the Macc-Buxton 37}, driving wildly to get home|

; get the binoculars, my wife keeping visual contact all the time

48 We slowly gained on it. At one time she exclaimed in one breath

““igak at that watch where you’re going". T was concentrating hard on
driving as the road outside Macc i8 a series of hairpin bends and so

missed what she described seeing as a stairway of red lights flash

down from craft to earth (approx over Kerridge Hill OS ref SK garad

76/77), The craft continued over Macc where we lost it, I gat our

binoculars and raced over to “The Edge” at Alderley Edge but to no

avail.. Also the arange hazy glow of suburbia had now replaced the

erisp black back drop of the night sky over the hills making viewing ~

more difficult.

I phoned the police, about 11.50pm but they had received no other

reports, Manchester centre (Radar) at Manchester Airport again na

reports, and the M.E.N. on Saturday morning and again no reports.

Despite the lack of independent confirmation from other sources I know

what I saw that night and believe this to be an objective and accurate

‘report of the night’s events.

Both ay wife and self are completely teetotal and da not take any form

prescribed or otherwise, an -

“In-futire any visit to the hills at night will not be without

binoculars and/or camera . Hy wife has also promised to buy mo a

ehescops for Christmas (after“much disbelief when I first Suggested

some months aga). a

_ This report of our unforgetable night was drafted independantly from

my wife’s report which is also enclosed. .



Secretariat (Air Staff)2a

“MINISTRY OF DEFENCE °c" aaa

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling ext

(Switchboard)

Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3

Date

3 March 1989

Thank you for your letter of 9 February which gave details of an unusual sighting

that you witnessed on Tuesday 31 January 1989.

Before looking at this sighting in particular, I think it would be helpful if I

explain our involvement with the subjectof Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs)

generally. Whilst we do receive and co-ordinate some information about UFO sightings.
the sole concern of the Ministry of Defence is to determine whether or not they

present a threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom. Unless we

judge that they do, and this is not normally the case, no attempt is made by MOD

to investigate or identify whatever might have been seen.

The vast majority of information that we have on the subject are sighting reports,

usually limited to the brief details of the incident passed on to us by those who

witnessed them, such as yourself, and these are referred to our staff in the departments

which are responsible for the air defence of the United Kingdom and they examine

them during the course of their day to day routine.

We have no department or agency which is appointed solely for the purpose of

studying UFO reports and we have no staff who are employed on the subject full time.

This being the case we do not have the resources to undertake any further investigations,

general surveys or studies into the UFO phenomenon.

Furthermore, I'm sure that you will appreciate that defence funds are already fully

committed to the continuing security of the UK against, primarily, the threat of

aggression from the Warsaw Pact countries. As such we could not justify the use of

defence funds on scientific investigations, unless a clear threat to the security of

th UK had been identified.

Having said all that it is clear from the reports that we receive that many strange

things have been and are being observed in the sky, although we believe that

rational explanations could probably be found for most of them. Possibilities that

spring to mind include satellite debris re-entering the earth's atomsphere, ball

lighting, unusual cloud formations, meteorological ballons, aircraft lights, aircraft

at unusual angles to mention but a few.

Turning to your particular sighting, I would like to confirm that we received two

other reports which corresponded to the details that you gave, but regrettaoly

these are not as informative as yours. Nevertheless, I attach copies of the reports

but in line with our policy to maintain the privacy of the originators, their

identifying details have been observed.



I hope you will find this helpful. However, because we have Ee ee a ee ee
incident I regret that I can not offer you a definitive explanation as to wre ball

object might have been, although it seems to me that it could have been a fireba

of some sort.

”



Dear Sixrs, :

Several months ago T weate te you regarding my interest in the
subject ef UFO'S. In your letter of 7 Octoberi1988 it wae stated that
reports on wecord date backto 1968 and reporte from the previous yearbad been destroyed, My reason for writiing is to enquire if yeu can tell
me how wany reports are on file fer each year from 1968 to the present.
&lege,.can you tell me if you have ever coneidering releasing these sight.
~ing reports. TI wuiderstand that if thie were done the MOD would prota bly
be swamped with requects for the information but T would be interested te
hear from you if you bewe sonsidered seleasing eoples to persens with a
genuine interest. Thankyou for vour time.
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Secretariat (Air Staff)2

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE soon

.Main Buiiding Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Diailin

(Switchboard)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3

Date

& March 1989

Thank you for your letter of 22 January to the Prime Minister which
asked about the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs). Your
letter has been passed to the Ministry of Defence and I have been

asked to reply. Before explaining our limited involvement with this
subject, I would like to assure you that the Ministry of Defence does
not try in any way whatsoever to obscure the truth about UFOs, nor do

we attempt to cover up any incident which might have occurred.

Whilst we do receive and co-ordinate some information about UFO
sightings, our sole concern is to determine whether or not they present

a threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom. Unless we
judge that they do, and this is not normally the case, we do not attempt

to investigate or identify whatever might have been seen. The sighting
reports we receive, which usually are limited to the brief details of

the incident passed on to us by those who witnessed them, are referred
to our staff in the departments which are responsible for the air
defence of the United Kingdom and they examine the reports in the
course of their normal duties. Given our limited interest in UFOs we
do not have any department which is appointed solely for the purpose
of studying reports of UFOs nor do we have any staff who are employed
on the subject full time. Similarly we do not carry out any studies
into the UFO phenomenon nor do we have the resources to undertake any

in depth investigations or general surveys. I am sure that you will
appreciate that defence funds are already fully committed to the

continuing security of the UK against, primarily the threat of

aggression from the Warsaw Pact countries. This being so, we could

not justify the use of defence funds on scientific investigations,

unless a clear threat to the security of the UK had been indentified.

Nonetheless, it is clear from the reports that we receive that many

strange things have been observed in the sky, although we believe

that rational explanations could probably be found for most of them.

Possibilities that spring to mind include satellite debris re-entering

the earth's atmosphere, ball lightning, unusual cloud formations,

meteorological balloons, aircraft lights, aircraft at unusual angles

amongst many others.



Lastly, I would like to say that we do appreciatethe public's concern

over this very emotive subject and in this light would again wish to

assure you that the Government is not trying to obscure the truth

about UFOs. Certainly, we do not possess any positive evidence to

suggest that "alien spacecraft" have visited the planet.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

yo “ 7

(AAR DACeaEh,



D/MIN(AF)/16/8

The attached letter from.

~

? :

a)

t !ne Oa

is forwarded for official reply please.

This letter has not been acknowledged.

Could you please send a copy of your reply to this office.

PA/Minister (AF)

(Oy ( cy
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Head of SeccCas )

I attach a letter which the Secretary of
State has received from a member of the public,

and which has,been acknowledged by this office.

2. I should be grateful if you would arrange

for the appropriate action to be taken, includine

a reply as necessary. Since the Secretary of

State attaches importance to such letters

addressed to him being answered promptly, any

reply should be sent within two weeks of

the date of this minute. If, exceptionally,

this should prove impossible an interim reply

should be sent within the same timescale.

for APS/Secretary of
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25th February 1989.

ATR STAPF 2a,

Main Building.

Whitehall.

London SWiA 2x8..

December 1976. Which
I am enguiving about a case that happened on Monday 6th

_was passed to your department.
Basildon, Essex,

COntae the Ministry of befence, re an Unidentified Plying Object,

he -had seen.on the 6th Becember 1976. . .

Would you please send me any information you méy have on this case, also

your comments. :

. to hear from you , with regard to » SeT am giso interested

a

or
%

tho reported to your department that he had seen @ Unidentified Flying

Object, over Southend on Sea, airport, on the 6th February 1969,

Your comments and any informetion you can give me will help me in my

investigations,

iL await your reply.

Youre o



: § ah apn

Head of

The attached letter which the Prime

Minister has received has been acknowledged by

10 Downing Street and has been forwarded to

this Department for official action.

a. No 10 have passed it tous for,

action,as we see fit and you are asked
to consider whether there is anything which
can ugefully jbe said to the gorrespondent

and t6 action accordingly. —

or

bh. No 10 have asked that a full reply

be sent and you should know that the

Prime Minister attaches importance to.

such replies being sent expeditiously.

2. Unless specifically asked to do so, there

is no need for you to copy your replies to

this office. |, = : "
es

fo for APS/Secretary o



10 DOWNING STREET,

WHITEHALL

PRIVATE SECRETARY

We attach a letter which the Prime Minister has

received.

terefersta-correspondencesentty you 0ree®. ........

Please arrange foryour-Departntetit't6deal with

itas-they think fit.

Please arrange for your Department to send a full

reply as soon as possible. If you are not responsible

for this matter, please transfer the letter to the

appropriate Department and let us know. Not

sensepeacoat “

Please co-ordinate_any-reply with the following
Departmeiits, to whom copies have been sent

( ) We have not sent an acknowledgement.

( ) Wehave sent a plain acknowledgement.

("We have sent an acknowledgement, saying
that the letter is receiving attention.

( ) A copy of the acknowledgement which we
have sent is attached.

Correspondence Section

Date: te de bee

aig, OS,
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Ty
iA FIREBALL flared - in the night sky over: ‘the Weald on
Tuesday and then disappeared, leaving a UFOmystery.

‘The’ first’ ‘sighting was reported at 6pm by .a.Charing man who
| phoned Headcorn aerodrome to see whether one of its aircraft might

j-have come to grief, but none was airborne.

> Fifteen minutes later two more separate sightings were reported by a man from
“Amhurst Bank Lane, Pembury, and by Mrs Penny Cazzola, of Bainden Cottages,
Brenchley. cn .

* The Pembury resident told
police that the fireball flared:
with ight turquoise light,
then.“ exploded «= and

i disappeared, :
“Mrs Cazzola, who was driving

‘from Horsmonden to Goudburst, | |
“saidshe suddenly saw a bright
Jight straight ahead of her.
“'"“) wondered if it was a plane

but it was just too big and it was
valso «quite rounded. It then
‘dropped quite quickly and
disappeared behind the horizon.

“When it fell it left a trail of
“very light bits, rather like a rock-
et docs when it had just been
lanuched” she said.
Asked whether she believed in

UFOs —~ unidentified fying ob-
jects —- she replied “I have a

distinctly open mind. Something

' definitely fell out of the sky, so
‘where is it now?”

Television South, based in

Maidstone, said they had

received a number of calls on the
' subject and telephoned the police
at 7,.35pin notifying them of the

report...

A spokesman at Biggin Hill air
traffic control said he had also
heard of the report. He said that

all local flying clubs had been

contacted ‘but there was no
suggestion of any aircraftin dis-

"tress.

ENGINE FAULT
He said: “There was a lot of

fog up in this area and so there

was not much flying at all. We

| just can’t place where this ball of

light came from.”

Mr Chris Freeman, owner of

Headcorn aerodrome, was also at

a loss as to what the fireball,

heading in a westerly direction,
could have been. :

4 “We had nothing airborne at

| all. The only thing [I can suggest

is that il was a light aeroplane
which was having trouble with its

exhaust system. Quite often when
planes have that problem, they

emit, bright sparks, but if that
was the case I don’t know: where

it could have come from,” he
said.

@ Last October two Tenterden
| policemen encountered*! wierd

| lights and “flying saucers” while |.
jon duty one October evening.

They said the lights, which lasted

for about four seconds, lit up the
whole sky as ifiit was daytime, 4

|
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9 February 1989

Ministry of Defence

SEC

Room

Main Building

Whitehall

LONDON

SWLA 2HB

Dear Sir

U.F.O. SIGHTING

As can be seen from the enclosed cutting from the “Courier"

Newspaper for Kent and East Sussex, dated 3 February 1989, a

U.F.O. was sighted over Kent on Tuesday, 31 January 1989.

I too saw this object but not until speaking about my experience

did I know that your Department had a Section interested in such

sightings.

The details of my sighting are as follows:-

Date: Tuesday - 31 January 1989

Time: 1820 hours

Place: Staplehurst, Kent.

Angle of Sight: From ground to object - 25° - 30°

Visibility : Ground Level - Good

Ground to Air- Good

Duration of Sight : 3 to 4 seconds

Before object disappeared.

Directionof Travel : Horizontal from North to South.

Altitude : Not able to establish.

Speed : No accurate measure but appeared to be

travelling at substantial speed.

DESCRIPTION OF OBJECT:

Large forward body like section, coloured brilliant white with

turquoise colouration around edges. The nose was rounded whilst

the tail section ended abruptly and square cut. The body area

did not have clear sharply defined edges, but was a soft looking

outline as if the airflow around the object could be seen. The

body section to me related in size to a large aircraft at low

altitude. grime as re

l/contd...



Contd../

The section at the rear of the body was made up of what appeared

to be the exhaust of the object. Immediately aft of the body

section it was bright red in colour changing to a more familiar

orange/yellow flame. Small pieces of red material fell from the

object. These were of the same colour red and appeared to fall

from the area described as the exhaust. This exhaust flame was

approximately two thirds of the body length and ended in a

tapered point.

I am very interested in what this object may have been and would
appreciate any information you may be able to provide.

If I have missed any information which you consider of interes

I may be contacted at work Beco or home number

Yours sincerely

“y

Enc
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Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

“ Telephone {Direct Diaifin ext 4 fom (9 f

(Switchboard} _ ra
eraa

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3

Date

@ February 1989

Thank you for your letter of 20 December 1988 to the Ministry of Defence|

about the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs). As the MODs

point of contact for those who wish to enquire about this particular

_ topic I have been asked to reply.

I think it would be helpful if I first explain thatwhilstwe do receive

and co-ordinate some information about UFO sightings, the sole concern

of the MOD is to determine whether or not they present a threat to the

security and defence of the United Kingdom. Unless we judge that they

do, and this is not normally the case, we do not make any attempt to

investigate or identify whatever might have been seen.

The vast majority of information that we have on the subject are

sighting reports, usually limited to the brief details of the incident

passed onto us by those who witnessed them and these are referred to

our staff in the departments responsible for air defence of the UK and

they examine them during the course of their day to day routine.

The MOD has no department or agency which is appointed solely for the

purpose of studying UFO reports and we have no staff who are employed

on the subject full time. This being the case we do not have the

resources to undertake any further investigations, general surveys or

studies into the UFO phenomenon. Furthermore I'm sure that you will

appreciate that defence funds are already committed to the continuing
security of the UK against, primarily, aggression from the Warsaw Pact

countries. As such we could not justify the use of defence funds on

scientific investigations, unless a clear threat to the security of

the UK had been. identified.

Nevertheless it is quite clear from the reports that we rece
ive that

many strange things have been and are being, observed in th
e sky,

although we believe that rational explanations could probabl
y be found

for most cf them. Possibilities, that spring to mind include satellite.
debris re-entering the earth's atmosphere, ball lightning, 

unusual
cloud formations, meteorological balloons, aircraft lights, air

craft
at unusual angles to mention just 4 few.



To answer your question about the MOD withholding information on the

UFO subject, I would like to assure you that we do not hold material

back nor do we attempt to cover up incidents or obscure the truth

about UFOs from the public. However, because of the provisions of the

Public Records Act, which applies to all Government Departments and

states that official files should remain closed from public viewing

for 30 years after the last action has been taken, we regret that the

release of materials "en bloc" is not possible. However, we are able

to answer any specific queries you may have about particular incidents

which have occurred recently and can let you know whether we have a
report on the incident and if so what it contains. But, because of

limited resources I am sorry that we are not able to provide a general

answering service.

Lastly I must assure you that we do not try to "silence" people who

have reported sightings of UFOs. Indeed I should add that despite

the very limited interest which the MOD has in this subject, we are

always very happy to receive reports from eye witnesses and to try

to answer any questions they may have.

I hope that you will find this helpful.
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Our reference
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Date

~S February 1989

doa ON
Thank you for your letter of 3 January to the Duty Officer at RAF Brize Norton.

As the Ministry of Defence's point of contact for those who whsh to enquire

about Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs) your letter has been passed to me and

I have been asked if I can provide you with any further information.

Before doing so, however, I would like to stress that the subject of UFOs takes

up only a small part of my total workload and as such I am not able to spend a

great deal of time on it. This, of course, means that the Department cannot

offer a general enquiry service nor can we begin to investigate sightings or

carry out general surveys into the phenomenon on behalf of the public. Indeed,

because our interest in UFOs is limited to possible defence implications we do

not carry out any studies into the phenomenon nor do we have the resources to

undertake any indepth investigations. Obviously, we could not justify the use

of defence funds which are already fully committed to the continuing security of
the UK against, primarily, aggression from the Warsaw’ Pact countries on scientific

investigations, unless a clear threat to the security of the UK had been identified.

You may also find it helpful if I explain that the information that we have on the

subject is limited to the sighting reports that we receive, which usually are

limited to the brief details of the incident passed on to us by those who witnessed

them. Following receipt they are referred to our staff in the departments which

are responsible for the air defence of the United Kingdom, and they examine the.

reports as part of their normal duties.

Moving now to your specific questions, I would like to confirm that we received

one report which corresponded to the details that you gave for the incident

witnessed on 14 November at 6.00pm. I regret that we found no others to match the

other sightings. Nevertheless, I attach a copy of the report but in line with our

policy to maintain the privacy of the originator, the identifying details have been

obscured.

I hope that you will find this helpful. However because we have not investigated

the incident I cannot offer you a definitive explanation as to what the object

might have been , although it seems to me that it could have been a fireball of

some sort.

pett-som,
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ROYAL AIR FORCE

Upper Heyford Oxford OX5 3LN

Bicester

Telephone: Upper Heyfo

Please reply to

Royal Air Force Commander

Your reference

Our reference UH/351/PR

pate ZI January 1989
iy

Dear Sir

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS

Your letter on behalf of Contact. International (UK)

has been forwarded to the Ministty of Defence for
action. They will no doubt forftact you in due
course. ‘di

?

a?

Squadron Leader

RAR Co mander
Copy to: _

~—¥y MOD (Sec AS2)
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REQUEST FOR INFORMATION
pete

My

1. Attached is a letter ffom Contact International
(UK) concerning 'objects' geenfin the sky.

2. Unfortunately, I have/ ¢ /instructions on dealing
with such enquiries and thbught you may be able to

assist or at least forwa £ to the correct department.

3. I have sent a holdingiteply as attached.
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Cl Vice President:

CC) Hon. Membershi

fC] Chairman (U,K.)
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A Worldwide Association of Objective UFO Researchers
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Secretariat(Air Staff)2a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE Room

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct ema Section 40] ext
(Switchboard)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3

Date .

3) January 1989

Your father came to see me the other day and explained that you are

currently studying Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs) for a school
project. As the Ministry of Defence's point of contact for those

who wish to correspond about the subject, he asked if I could provide

you with any assistance, and although I will do what T can, you will

see that our involvement with this fascinating subject is actually

quite minimal, let me explain.

Our main concern is to determine whether or not UFOs present a threat

to the security and defence of the United Kingdom, for instance

unwanted intruders such as Russian "BEAR" reconnaissance aircraft

coming into UK air space. Unless we judge that they do, and you will

understand that this rarely is the case, we do not attempt to investi-

gate or identify whatever might have been seen.

The vast majority of information that we have on the subject are

sighting reports, usually limited to brief details of the incident,

passed onto us by those individuals who witnessed them, and who felt

strongiy enough about it to report it. Once received they are referred

to our staff in the sections responsible for the air defence of the

United Kingdom and they examine the reports in the course of their

day to day duties.

Although, as I have mentioned, I am responsible for answering public

queries about UFOs, this is only a small part of my overall duties,

which extend to providing political guidance to our Ministers and

the Chief of the Air Staff. Indeed, the MOD has no staff who are

employed on the UFO subject full time. You will understand, there-

fore, that due:to our lack of resources and because our interest in

UFOs is limited to possible defence implications, we do not carry

out studies or investigations into the phenomenon. Im sure you will

also appreciate that defence funds are already fully committed to the

continuing securityof the UK against, primarily agression from the

Warsaw Pact countries. Obviously we could not justify the use of

defence funds on scientific investigations unless a clear threat

. to the UK had been identified.

f
e
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Having said all that, we do recognise that many strange things

have been (and are being) observed in the sky; certainly the

reports we receive bear this out. However, we believe that

rational explanations could probably be found for many sightings.

Possibilities that spring to mind include aircraft light,|

meteorological balloons, satellite and meteorite debris and

ball lightning to mention but a few. Indeed I have witnessed

many an aircraft over London which have looked mysterious during

the dark hours of night.

I am sorry that I have not been able to shed a light on the

mysteries of the UFO phenomena, I'm sure we would all like to

know, but I hope that you will find this helpful nonetheless.

Good back. with por Pryact.

te Rvconety
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3; January 1989

Thank you for your letter of 21 January to the Chief of the Air Staff

and to concerning your study into the subject of Unidentified

Fiying jects (UFOs)as part of a course at RAF Rotherham College
of Arts and Technology. As the MOD's point of contact for those who

wish to enquire about this subject I have been asked to reply on their

behalf.

I thirkyou will find it helpful if I first explain that whilst we

do receive and coordinate some information about UFO sightings, the

sole concern of the Ministry of Defence is to determine whether or

not they present a threat to the security and defence of the United

Kingdom. Unless we judge that they do, and this is not normally the

case, we do not attempt to investigate or identify whatever might have

been seen.

The vast majority of information that we have on the subject are

Sighting reports, usually limited to brief details of the incident,

passed on to us by those who witnessed them. Once received they are

referred to our staff in the departments which are responsible for

the air defence of the United Kingdom, and they examine the reports

as part of their normal duties.

Since our interest in UFOs is limited to possible defence implications

we do not carry out studies into the UFO phenomenon nor do we have the

resources to undertake any indepth investigations, or surveys. I'm

sure that you will appreciate that defence funds are already fully

committed to the continuing security of the UK against, primarily,

aggression from the Warsaw Pact coutries. This being so we could not

justify the use of defence funds on scientific investigations, unless a

clear threat to the security of the UK had been identified.



Nonetheless it is clear from the reports that we receive that

many strange things have been observed in the sky, although

we believe that rational explanations could probably be found

for most of them. Possibilities that instantly spring to mind

include satellite debris re-entering the earth's atmosphere,
ball lightning, unusual cloud formations, meterological balloons,

aircraft lights, to mention but a few.

I am sorry that I have not been able to shed a light on the

mysteries of the UFO phenomenon, if there is one, but I hope

that you will find this helpful nonetheless.

is

Hidden copy to:

ACSA(C)

PSO/CAS
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/ LAITY
THE IMPOSITION IN THE UNITED STATES OF SUBVERSIVE IRREBPONSIBLE SEX/RACE/EQUALITY

‘EQUAL? OPPORTUNITY LAW HAS ELEVATED THE ALIEN URBAN BIOLOGICAL ANARCHIST TO

A LEVEL HE CAN NEITHER MERIT, JUSTIFY, NOR SELF-ATTAIN

IN BRITAIN THE UNBALANCED EVIL PURSUIT OF SEX EQUALITY HAS PUT THE UNSKILLED,

UNEQUAL, INADEQUATE, AMORAL, VENAL FEMALE LONDON POLICE OFFICER ON A SALARY

APPROXIMATELY DOUBLE THAT OF THE SKILLED, ADULT, MATURE, RESPONSIBLE MALE IN WHAT

IS LEFY OF PRIVATE MANUFACTURING INDUSTRY, CONFIRMING THAT SEX RACE EQUALITY CAN
ONLY BE SUSTAINED BY LEGISLATION AND LIBRIUM
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EQUALITY? OR PARITY- PLUS?
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6th January 1989

Will the successor to God, the Creator, miscellaneous saints, please protect us

in this pagan, amoral, corrupt, multi-ethnic pornographic society from yet another

myopic, vocal Chief Constable?

Long, long before the incoming Chief Constable for Devon and Cornwall can eliminate
wean and gural violence he and his peers’ must attempt ‘to analyse the cause of present

day violence..

n throughout the centuries past always been orone and subject to viclence forBritair

a variety of reasons; some social, class<corientated, others the consequence of poverty

coupled with the congenital flawed nature:of ‘the ‘British character.

The British Grown and State have for generations harnessed, exploited, and abused

that inherently cowardly, violent, and brutai nature in a multitude of conflicts and

conquests. Socisty is governed by fear and intimidation, not by consent, least

of allwith respect and compassion for the citizenry. , -
What makes contemporary civil violence so different to the past are the additional

slements of sex and race. - it should be self-evident to all. non-productive, fer~

quently counter-productive, index-linked inflation-proofed wealth-denying capital-

consuming enforcers,versonified in this instance byyet another quasi~articulate

Chief Constable that Sex Biased/Unequal Opportunity lecislation has seriously damaged
the psyche of the indigenous male, whilst the introduction of the exotic alien (advo-
cated sy some to improve the aforementioned inadequate native stock) has compromised
the chaste, monogamous Christian male libido, qv. WFO The remorseless rise

and rise of the promiscuousy: liberated, subversive feminist has undermined the sheet-

anchor role of the father-figure patriarch. The police will be obliged to deploy

multi-culture forcers to contain violence whichis indisputedly multi-culture in

of Britain's most prominent, most vocal, least intelligent cactains

1ational newspaper, 21st December,said‘ that the: cartol-monopoly’social

gerang Le: rity be formerly headed had mede thousands upon thousands

males redundant in their industrial prime whilst he had been advocating their

placement with single-parent co-habiting femmales with a taste for miscegenation.

2 orginal concept of Empire Britain exported its problems, now it Imports

them with the pollution of travel and tourism.

The foe cease bis emeire-oullding in the moral, solitical, and

vacuum prevailing “ander Thatcherism. | Thatcherism is not freeemarket
monetarism and responsible capitalism but the poisoned chalice of Judaean economics

of materialsim and cansumerism, coupled with State endorsed sexualpromiscuity to pre-

cecupy the. population., Licence substituting, replacing real, true Freedom.
The Chie f Gonstable should not be appealing:to the married woman with police

experience to return to the Torce. The unequal, unskilled, inadecuate married

ex-pelicewoman should Seay where she is - in the Kirche, Kuche, with the Kinder, wit

‘aA responsible permanent : e in attendance. . Every job, position, opportunity
at
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Secretariat(Air Staff}2a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE noon SBI

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Diallin 6 ‘

(Switchboard) maIbe

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3
United States of America Date

#o January 1989

Thank you for your letter of 7 September 1988 to RAF Bawdsey which

concerned the unusual sighting witnessed near RAF Woodbridge on

27 December 1980. As the Ministry of Defence's focal point for

those individuals who wish to enquire about Unidentified Flying

Objects (UFOs) I have been asked if I can provide you with any

further information. I am sorry that I have not been able to respond

before now.

The only information that we possess on this incident is the report

by the Deputy Base Commander of RAF Woodbridge, Lieutenant Colonel

Charles Halt USAF, which I see you already have. As far as I am aware

we do not hold any radar videotapes or other documentation on the

"event".

To explain further, I think it would be helpful to say that whilst we

do receive and co-ordinate some information about UFO sightings, the

sole concern of the Ministry of Defence is to determine whether or not

UFOs present a threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom.

Unless we judge that they do and this is not normally the case we do not

attempt to investigate or identify whatever might have been seen. The

Sighting reports we receive, which usually are limited to the brief

details of the incident passed on to us by those who witnessed them, are

referred to our staff in the departments which, are responsible for the

air defence of the United Kingdom and they examine the reports in

the course of their normal duties.

Since our interest in UFOs is limited to possible defence implications,

we do not carry out studies into the UFO phenomenon nor do we have

the resources to undertakeany indepth investigations or general

surveys. I am sure that you will appreciate that as a member of NATO

defence funds are already fully committed to the continuing security

of the UK and its approaches against, primarily, aggression from the

Warsaw Pact countries. This being so, we could not justify the use

of defence funds on scientific investigations, unless a clear threat

to the security of the UK had been identified.

Moving back to the Rendlesham Forest sighting, we believe that the fact
that Colonel Halt did not report the incident to MOD for almost 2 weeks



bat

after the event, together with the low key manner in which he handled the

matter are indicative of the deqree of importance in defence terms which

should be attached to the incident. Because of this we did not feel that

there was a threat to the security of the UK and the sighting was not

investigated further. However, as you will see from Colonel Halt's

narrative the witnesses described the cbject as being approximately 3

metres long and 2 metres high. In view of this small size it was and

still is, considered highly unlikely to have been a crashed piloted

vehicle.

Lastly you asked about our procedures for the release of information

that we might have on UFO sightings. I can confirm that although the

release of any material on the subject "en bloc" is not possible because

of the provision of the Public Records Act, which states that official

files generally remain closed from public viewing for 30 years after the

last action has been taken, we are able to answer specific queries about

particular incidents which have occurred recently and can let the corres~

-pondent know whether we have a report on the incident and if so what

it contains.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

HipoeNE copy
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Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)12/3

Date

‘9 January 1989

y

Thank you for your letter of 14 November 1988.

I was sorry to read that you find my explanations

about the Ministry of Defence's involvement with

the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects

(UFOs) less than satisfactory and that you still

feel that the Department is trying to "cover-up" the

truth about UFOs.

As I am sure you will understand, regrettably

there is little more that I can add to the content

of my last letter and would suggest, therefore,

‘that we can't take the matter farther.

tam sorry that I cannot be more helpful.
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE \ | /

Secretariat(Air Staff)2a oon Nae

i Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB | ‘ie
Telephone No: | ie

Your Reference

Our Reference

D/Sec(AS) 12/3

Date

72 January 1989

I have recently received from RAF Finningley a copy of the report of the unusual

sighting you and your wife witnessed on 26 November 1988. As the MOD's focal

point for members of the public who wish to enquire about Unidentified Flying

Objects (UFOs), I have been asked to reply.

I think that it would be helpful if I first explain that whilst we do receive

and co-ordinate some information about UFO sightings, the sole concern of the

Ministry of Defence is to determine whether or not UFOs present a threat to

the security and defence of the United Kingdom. Unless we judge that they do,

and this is not normally the case, we do not attempt to investigate or identify

whatever might have been seen.

The vast majority of information that we have on the subject is limited to brief

details of sightings that have been passed on to us by those who witnessed them,

such as yourself, and these are referred to our staff in the department which

are responsible for the air defence of the United Kingdom and they examine the

reports during the course of their normal duties.

Since our interest in UFOs is limited to possible defence implications we do

not carry out studies into the UFO phenomenon nor do we have the resources to

undertake any indepth investigations or general surveys. I am sure you will

appreciate that defence funds are already fully committed to the continuing

security of the UK against, primarily, aggression from the Warsaw Pact countries.

This being so, we could not justify the use of defence funds on scientific investi-

gation, unless a clear threat to the security of the UK had been identified.

Nonetheless, it is clear from the reports that we receive that many strange

things have been observed in the sky, although we believe that rational explanations

could probably be found for most of them. Possibilities that spring to mind

include satellite debris re-entering the earth's atmosphere, ball lightning,

unusual cloud formations, meteorological balloons, aircraft lights, aircraft

at unusual angles, amongst others.

As far as your sighting is concerned, I regret that a search through our file

did not reveal any other report which corresponded with the details of your



own report, _ Additionally, because we have not investigated this particular

incident, IT am.sorry that I cannot offer you a definitive explanation as to

what you might have seen, although from your description it is possible that

you saw three aircraft in formation. We have found that aircraft (of worldly

origin}i are usually responsible for sightings of this nature.

I hope that you will find this helpful.
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

. Secretariat(Air Staff)2a Ree Section 4g]

Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB
Telephone No ‘Section 40}

~ Your Reference

Our Reference

b/Sec(AS)12/3

Date

/@ January 1989

Thank you for your letter of 5 September 1988, which asked if we could provide

any advice on a variety of unusual sightings seen in the Oxfordshire/Warwickshire

area since 1966. I am sorry that I have not been able to reply before now.

Taking the matter generally, I think it would be fair to say that the subject

of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs) takes up only a very small percentage

of my total workload and as such I am not able to spend a lot of time on it.

This, coupled with the fact that the sighting reports we receive are not put

on a computer database, means that it would not be a simple matter to establish

whether or not we had received a specific report for over 20 years ago. As

a result, although we are prepared to assist with one off queries, we do not

undertake general searches through our files. In addition, we require full

details of when and where the sighting may have been and in order that we can

easily retrieve a report (if we have one) we try to keep enquiries to within

2/3 years of the present date. ~

I am sure you will appreciate, that because of these limitations your request

cannot be met in full and I have therefore concentrated only on those sightings

which occurred in 1987. My Findings are as follows:

Wantage: 4 April 1987 - No report received

Oxford: 29 May 1987 - No report received

North Oxford: 20 June 1987 - No report received

Uffington: 24 June 1987 - No report received

Stanton Harcourt: 29 July 1987 - No report received

You also asked for the full address of the numerous RAF stations in your area,

in order that you can write to them about the same subject. I think it would

be helpful to say that I act as the Ministry of Defence's focal point for members

of the public who want to enquire about UFOs and as such any letters that you

write to these (and other) stations will invariably be sent to me for a reply.

I hope that you will find this helpful.

Us Recon dy

a r . Po ome
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I have recently received From the Air Traffic Control Centre, Manchester Airport,

a copy of your letter dated 2 October 1988, which describes an unusual sighting

witnessed on 12 September 1988 in the Halifax area. As the Ministry of Defence's

focal point for members of the public who wish to enquire about Unidentified

Flying Objects (UFOs) I have been asked to reply.

I think that it would be helpful ifI first explain that whilst we do receive

and co-ordinate some information about UFO sightings, the sole concern of the

Ministry of Defence is to determine whether or not UFOs present a threat to

the security and defence of the United Kingdom. Unless we judge that they do,

and this is not normally the case, we do not attempt to investigate or identify

whatever might have been seen.

The vast majority of information that we have on the subject is limited to brief

details of sightings that have been passed on to us by those who witnessed them,

such as yourself, and these are referred to our staff in the department which

are responsible for the air defence of the United Kingdom and they examine the

reports during the course of their normal duties.

Since our interest in UFOs is limited to possible defence implications we do

not carry out studies into the UFO phenomenon nor do we have the resources to

undertake any indepth investigations or general surveys. I am sure you will

appreciate that defence funds are already fully committed to the continuing

security of the UK against, primarily, aggression from the Warsaw Pact countries.

This being so, we could not justify the use of defence funds on scientific investi-

gation, unless a clear threat to the security of the UK had been identified.

Nonetheless, it is clear from the reports that we receive that many strange

things have been observed in the sky, although we believe that rational explanations

could probably be found for most of them. Possibilities that spring to mind

include satellite debris re-entering the earth's atmosphere, ball lightning,

unusual cloud formations, meteorological balloons, aircraft lights, aircraft

at unusual angles, amongst others.

As far as your particular sighting is concerned, I can confirm that we did receive

a couple of reports which share similar descriptions to yours. I attach copies



of these for your information, although in line with our policy to maintain

the privacy of the originator their identifying details have been obstured.

However, I regret that because we did not consider the sightings to be a threat

to our continuing defence and security, the MOD did not attempt to identify

what might have been seen.

I hope that you will find this helpful.
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asked for an opinion |

in’ The People’ of
or Defence and T

“on the articl

23 October 1988, Your letter
have been asked to reply on the Prim

Tnitially, I must assure you that the Ministry of Defence is net trying in any

way whatsoever to obscure the truth about UFOs, nor are we attempting to cover

up any incident which might have occurred. Moreover, the MOD'a involvement

with. and interest in,-this subject is minimal. As such, we do not have any

department which is appointed solely for the purpose of studying reports of

UFOs, nor do we have any staff who are employed on the subject full time.

Io think you may also find it helpful if IT explain that whilst we do receive and

co-ordinate some information about UFO sightings, our sole concern is to deter-

mine whether or not UFOs present a threat to the security and defence of the

United Kingdom. Uniess we judge that they do, and this is not normally the

case, we do not attempt to investigate or identify whatever might have been

seen. The sighting reports we receive, which usually are limited to the brief

details of the incident passed on to us by those who witnessed them, are referred

to our staff in the departments which are responsible for tne air defence of the

UnitedKingdom and they examine the reports in the course of their normal duties.

Since our interest in UFOs is limited to possible defence implications, we do not

carry out studies into theUFO phenomenon nor do we have the resources to under-

take any indepth investigations or general surveys. Io am sure that you will

appreciate that defence funds are already fully committed to the continuing

security of the UK against, primarily, aggression from the Warsaw Pact countries.

This being so, we could not justify the use of defence funds on scientific investi-

gations, unless a clear threat to the security of the UK had been identified.

Nonetheless, it is clear from the reports that we receive that many strange things

have been observed in the sky, although we believe that rational explanations could



probably be found for most of them. Possibilities that spring to mind include

satellite debris re-entering the earth's atmosphere, ball lightning, unusual

cloud formations, meteorological balloons, aircraft lights, aircraft at unusual

angles amongst many others.

Finally, I would like to say that we do appreciate the public's concern over

this very emotive subject and in this light would again like to assure you that

the Government is not trying to obscure the truth about UFOs. Certainly, we

do not possess any positive evidence to suggest that "alien spacecraft" have
visited the planet.

T hope that you will find this helpful. Sovity fr BE Mery av Bhs Sf.
Se
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Date

‘6 January 1989

Thank you for your letter of 19 December 1988 concerning the unusual sightings

you and your fellow observers have noticed in the sky during recent months. You

asked if the Ministry of Defence could provide any information to help vou with

your enquiries.

As I am sure you already know, whilst we do receive and co-ordinate some informa-

tion about Unidentified Flying Object (UFO} sightings, the sole concern of the

Ministry of Defence is to determine whether or not UFOs present a threat to the

security and defence of the United Kingdom. Unless we judge that they do, and

this is not normally the case, we do not attempt to investigate or identify what-~-

ever might have been seen.

The vast majority of information that we have on the subject is limited to brief

details of sightings that have been passed on to us by those who witnessed them

and these are referred to our staff in the department which are responsible for

the air defence of the United Kingdom and they examine the reports during the

course of their normal duties.

Although, because we have not investigated the sightines that you witnessed, I

am not able to give you a definitive explanation as to what you might have seen,

Iocan confirm that it is highly unlikely that the objects were military aircraft

on exercise.

T hope that this proves helpful.

Pha bel ORK j
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I have recently received from National Air Traffic Services (NATS)

a copy of your letter of 8 December which asks for information on

aerial traffic activity in the West Midlands area on 17.October 1987

and 13 February 1988. As the MOD's focal point for those members of

the public who wish to enquire about Unidentified Flying Objects

(UFOs) I have been asked if I can provide any further information.

However, before going further I think that it would be helpful if I

explain that whilst we do receive and coordinate some information

about UFO sightings, the sole concern of the Ministry of Defence is

to determine whether or not UFOs present a threat to the security

and defence of the United Kingdom. Unless we judge that they do,

and this is not normally the case, we do not attempt to investigate

or identify whatever might have been seen.

The vast majority of information that we have on the subject is

limited to brief details of sightings that have been passed onto

us by those who witnessed them and these are referred to our staff

in the department which are responsible for the air defence of the

United Kingdom and they examine the reports during the course of

their normai duties.

Since our interest in UFOs is limited to possible defence implications

we do not carry out studies into the UFO phenomenon nor do we have

the resources to undertake any indepth investigations, or general

surveys. I am sure that you will appreciate that defence funds are

already fully committed to the continuing security of the UK against,

primarily, aggression from the Warsaw Pact countries. This being

so we could not justify the use of defence funds on scientific investi-

gation, unless a clear threat to the security of the UK had been

identified.

Nonetheless, it is clear from the reports that we receive that many
strange things have been observed in the sky, althoughwe believe

that rational explanations could probably be found for. most of them.

7
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Possibilities that spring to mind include satellite debris
re-entering the earth's atmosphere, ball lightning, unusual
cloud formation, meteorological ballons, aircraft lights, air~
craft at unusual angles, amongst others.

As far as your particular sightings are concerned, I regret
that a search through our file has not revealed any reports
which correspond to the details that you gave.

I am sorry that I cannot be of more assistance.

“a *
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I have recently received from RAF Finningley a copy of the report of the unusual

sighting that you witnessed on 5 December 1988. As the MOD's focal point for

members of the public who wish to enquire about Unidentified Plying Objects(UFOs)

I have been asked to reply.

I think that it would be helpful if I first explain that whilst we do receive

and co-ordinate some information about UFO sightings, the sole concern of the

Ministry of Defence is to determine whether or not UFOs present a threat to

the security and defence of the United Kingdom. Unless we judge that they do,

and this is not normally the case, we do not attempt to investigate or identify

whatever might have been seen.

The vast majority of information that we have on the subject is limited to brief

details of sightings that have been passed on to us by those who witnessed them,

such as yourself, and these are referred to our staff in the department which

are responsible for the air defence of the United Kingdom and they examine the

reports during the course of their normal duties.

Since our interest in UFOs is limited to possible defence implications we do

not carry out studies into ghe UFO phenomenon nor do we have the resources to

undertake any indepth investigations or general surveys. I am sure you will

appreciate that defence funds are already fully committed to the continuing

security of the UK against, primarily, aggression from the Warsaw Pact countries.

This being so, we could not justify the use of defence funds on scientific investi-

gation, unless a clear threat to the security of the UK had been identified.

Nonetheless, it is clear from the reports that we receive that many strange
things have been observed in the sky, although we believe that rational explanations

could probably be found for most of them. Possibilities that spring to mind

include satellite debris re-entering the earth's atmosphere, ball lightning,

unusual cloud formations, meteorological balloons, aircraft lights, aircraft

at unusual angles, amongst Others.

As far as your sighting is concerned, I would like to confirm that we did receive

anether report which corresponded with that of your own. However, because we



did not feel that the sightings posed a threat to

have not investigated the incidents and as such I

you a definitive explanation as to what you might

I hope that you will find this helpful.

the security of the UK, we

am sorry that I cannot offer

have seen.
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& January 1989

tI have recently received from RAF Kinloss a copy of the report concerning the

unusual sighting you and your husband witnessed on 7 November 1988. As the

“MOD's focal point for those members of the public who wish to enquire about

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs) I have been asked if I can provide an explanation.

I think that it would be helpful if T first explain that whilst we do receive

and co-ordinate some information about UFO sightings, the sole concern of the

Ministry of Defence is to determine whether or not UFOs present a threat to

the security and defence of the United Kingdom. Unless we judge that they do,

and this is not normally the case, we do not attempt to investigate or identify

whatever might have been seen.

The vast majority of information that we have on the subject is limited to brief

details of sightings that have been passed on to us by those who witnessed them,

such as yourself, and these are referred to our staff in the department which

are responsible for the air defence of the United Kingdom and they examine the

reports during the course of their normal duties.

Since our interest in UFOs is limited to possible defence implications we do

not carry out studies into the UFO phenomenon nor do we have the resources to

undertake any indepth investigations or general surveys. I am sure you will

appreciate that defence funds are already fully committed to the continuing

security of the UK against, primarily, aggression from the Warsaw Pact countries.

This being so, we could not justify the use of defence funds on scientific investi-

gation, unless a clear threat to the security of the UK had been identified.

Nonetheless, it is clear from the reports that we receive that many strange

things have been observed in the sky, although we believe that rational explanations
could probably be found for most of them. Possibilities that spring to mind

include satellite debris re-entering the earth's atmosphere, ball lightning,

unusual cloud formations, meteorological balloons, aircraft lights, aircraft

at unusual angles, amongst others.

As far as your own sighting is concerned, I regret that because we have not



investigated this particular incident, I cannot offer you a definitive explanation

as to what you might have seen, although from your description it could well

have been 3 aircraft flying in formation.

I hope that you will find this helpful.
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Date

é& January 1989

Thank you for your letters of 5 and 13 November 1988 which described unusual

Sightings witnessed in the Rossendale and Clayton Le Moors areas on 30 September

and Hurnecoat on 27 October last year.

is I am sure you wil

Lightings to see if

t a

recall, the Ministry of Defence only investigates reported

r r@at to the defence and security of the

nited Kingdom. Having had the opportunity to check through our file I regret

n these particular cases we did not receive any reports which corresponded to the

details given in either of your letters, and therefore no attempt was made to

investigate the sightings from here. Nevertheless, I would like to assure you

that the Ministry of Defence constantly monitors UK airspace to ensure the con-
tinuing defence and security of the Nation.
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i am sorry that I have no further information to give you. I hope that you will

Pind this helpful.
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Our Reference
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Date

i‘@ January 1989

. a a Section 40) |
Thank you for taking the time to write about the unusual sighting that you witnessed

outside your home on 12 September 1988. I am sorry that it has taken me so

long to reply.

1 think that it would be helpful if I explain that whilst we do receive and

co-ordinate some information about Unidentified Flying Object (UFO) sightings,

the sole concern of the Ministry of Defence is to determine whether or not UFOs

present a threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom. Unless

we judge that they do, and this is not normally the case, we do not attempt

to investigate or identify whatever might have been seen. The vast majority

of information that we have on the subject is limited to brief details of sightings

that have been passed on to us by those who witnessed them, such as yourself,

and these are referred to our staff in the department which are responsible

for the air defence of the United Kingdom and they examine the reports during

the course of their normal duties.

Since our interest in UFOs is limited to possible defence implications we do

not carry out full time studies into the UFO phenomenon nor do we have the resources

to undertake any indepth investigations. JI am sure that you will appreciate

that defence funds are already fully committed to the continuing security of

the UK against, primarily, aggression from the Warsaw Pact countries. This

being so we could not juStify the use of defence funds on scientific investi-

gations, unless a clear threat to the security of the UK had been identified.

As far as your sighting is concerned, I am sorry to say that a search through

our file did not reveal any other report which corresponded with the details

that you gave. Additionally, because we have not investigated this particular

incident, t regret that I cannot offer you a definitive explanation as to the -

origin of the object.

Nevertheless it is clear: that you witnessed something quite unusual although

we believe that a rational explanation could probably be found to account for

it. Possibilities that spring to mind include satellite debris re-entering

the earth's atmosphere, ball lightning, unusual cloud formations, meteorological

balloons, aircraft lights, aircraft at unusual angles, amongst others.

I hope that you will find this helpful.
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at Middilethorn, Yorkshire in the early

+c F fylingdales nave informed me that they

unusual on their radar during the period in question, i can

receive several other reports from members of the public which’ ae

conform to the details given in your letter. TI attach copies of these reports for
your information, although in line with our policy to maintain the privacy oF the

originators of the resorts I have obscured theiridentifying details.

ir

faking the subject more generall io think it would be helpful if 2 explain thatof i

hilst we do receive and co-ordinate some information about UFO sightings, the

sole concern of the Ministry of Defence is to determine whether or not UFOs
present a threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom. Unless we

Go and this is not normally the case we do not attempt to investigate

have been seen. The sighting reports we receive, which usually are

r etal f the incident passed on to us by those who witnessed

whatever mignt
limited to the i ra
them, are referred to our staff in the departments which are responsible for the air

4 a
Nedefence of the United dingdom and they examine the reports during the course oftheir

td

normal «a

Since our interest in UFOs is Limitec. to possible defence implications, we do not

carryout studies into the UFO phenomenon or do we have the resources to undertake

any indepth investigations or general surveys. I am sure that you will appreciate

that defence Funds are already fully committed to the continuing security of the UK

against, primarily, :aggression from the Warsaw Pact countries. This being so, we

could not justify the use of defence funds on nen investigations, unless a
clear threat to the security of the UK had bee dentified.

Nonetheless, it is clear from the reports that we receive that many strange things

have been observed in the sky, although we believe that rational explanations

could probably be found for most of them. Possibilities that spring to mind include

satellite or meteorite debris entering the earth's atmosphere (which could conceivably

account for the 14 November sighting), ball lightning, unusual cloud formations,

meteorological balloons, aircraft lights, aircraft at unusual angles amongst many

others.

I hope that you will find this and the reports helpful.
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; ROYAL AIR FORCE
: Brize Norton Oxford OX8 3LX

Yelephone Carterton Section 40, |
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Date
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if

UFO SIGHTINGS

ease, findenclesed a copy of a Letter requestin

information regarding 5 UFO sightings from

of Bicester, Oxon. He has been sent a holding reply.

| 

for OC

Enclosure:

1. Copy of letter requesting information on

UFO sightings.
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Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS) 12/3

Date

“ January 1989

Thank you for your letter of 2 January to the Ministry of Defence about

the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs).

You asked for details of the numbers of sighting reports which we

received over the period 1970-1988. Although details are not readily

to hand for the years prior to 1978 I am able to provide figures for

the remaining years, which are as below.

1978 - 750

1979 ~- 550

1980 - 350

1981 - 600

1982 - 250

1983 - 390

1984 - 215

1985 ~ 180

1986 - 120

1987 - 150

1988 - 380

As far as reports for Greater Manchester for the period 1980-1988 are

concerned, again I .regret that I am unable to provide numbers of the

sighting reports that we received for the whole period but I hope that

the following data is helpful.

Jan 1987 ~ Jan 1989 -+ 4 from Manchester

~ 16 from Greater Manchester

On a more general note, I think it would be helpful if I explain that

whilst we do receive and co-ordinate some information about UFO

sightings, the sole concern of the Ministry of Defence is to determine

whether or not UFOs present a threat to the security and defence of the

United Kingdom. Unless we judge that they do and this is not normally

the case we do not attempt to investigate or identify the objects. The

sighting reports we receive, which usually are limited to the brief

details of the incident passed on to us by those who witnessed them,

are referred to our staff in the departments which, are responsible for

the air defence of the United Kingdom and they examine the reports in

the course of their normal duties.



Since our interest in UFOs is limited to possible defence implications,
we do not carry out studies into the UFO phenomenon nor do we have the

resources to undertake any indepth investigations or general surveys.

I am sure that you will appreciate that defence funds are already fully

committed to the continuing security of the UK against, primarily

aggression from the Warsaw Pact countries. This being, so, we could not

justify the use of the defence funds on scientific investigations,

Unless a clear threat to the security of the UK had been identified.

Nonetheless, it is clear from the reports that we receive that many

strange things have been observed in the sky, although we believe that

rational explanations could probably be found for most of them.

Possibilities that spring to mind include satellite debris re-entering

the earth's atmosphere, ball lightning, unusual cloud formations,

meteorological balloons, aircraft lights, aircraft at unusual angle

amongst many others.

I hope that you will find this heipful.
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D/Sec(AS)12/3
Date

fo January 1988

Thank you for your letters of 9 December 1988 to the Air Force

Operations Room, Ministry of Defence and RAF Rudloe Manor. As the

MOD's focal point for those members of the public who wish to enquire

about Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs), your letters have been

passed to me for a reply.

I think that it would be helpful if I explain that whilst we do

receive and co-ordinate some information about UFO sightings, the

sole concern of the Ministry of Defence is to determine whether or

not UFOs present a threat to the security and defence of the United

Kingdom. Unless we judge that they do, and this is not normally the

case, we do not attempt to investigate or identify whatever might

have been seen. In addition becauss of our limited involvement with

the subject, I would like to confirm that we do not, nor have the

need to collaborate with other World Government with the

investigation and research of UFOs.

The vast majority of information that we have on the subject is

limited to brief details of sightings that have been passed onto us

by those who witnessed them and these are referred to our staff in

the department which are responsible for the air defence of the

United Kingdom and they examine the reports during the course of

their normal duties.

Since our interest in UFOs is limited to possible defence

implications we do not carry out studies into the UFO phenomenon nor

do we have the resources to undertake any indepth investigations, or

general surveys. I am sure that you will appreciate that defence

funds are already fully committed to the continuing security of the

UK against, primarily, aggression from the Warsaw Pact countries.

This being so we could not justify the use of defence funds on

scientific investigations, unless a clear and specific threat to the

security of the UK had been identified.

Nonetheless, it is clear from the reports that we receive that

many strange things have been observed in the sky, although we

believe that rational explanations could probably be found for most

of them. Possibilities that spring to mind include satellite debris

re-entering the earth's atmosphere, ball lightning, unusual cloud

formations, meteorological balloons, aircraft lights, aircraft at

unusual angles, amongst others.



In your letter to RAF Rudloe Manor you asked for details of

sightings reported to the MOD during 1988. Although we are still

receiving a few reports from the tail end of last year, it appears

that we received very nearly 400 sighting reports, which is slightly

more than in recent years. The vast majority of these remain

unexplained, because as I mentioned earlier, we do not investigate

sightings unless a specific threat to the UK has been identified.

Lastly, in response to your request for further information, f

regret that the release of any material on the subject "en bloc" is

not possible as, like other government departments, all MOD files are

subject to the Public Records Act. As you may be aware, this Act

States that official files should generally remain closed from public

viewing for 30 years after the last action has been taken. However,

we are able to answer any specific queries you may have about

particular incidents which have occurred recently and can let you

know whether we have a report on the incident and if so, what it

contains; but due to limited resources, I regret that I can not

instigate general searches through our files.

IT hope that you will find this helpful.

'
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jo January 1989

I have recently received copies of your letters dated 18 October

and 4 December 1988 to Royal Air Force West Drayton and Royal Air

Force Rudloe Manor respectively and have been asked to reply on their

behalf. As you no doubt know by now, the Air Staff Secretariat acts

as the Ministry of Defence's focal point for those members of the

public who wish to enquire about Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs);
certainly I seem to attract a Jot of letters originally addressed to

RAF stations on this subject!

Taking your letter to RAF West Drayton first you asked about the

‘unusual sighting witnessed in the vicinity of Rendlesham Forest, near

Woodbridge, Suffolk in December 1980; specifically the involvement of

RAF Watton, if any. I regret that RAF West Drayton have been unable

to find any records which correspond to this; indeed day to day

records are rarely kept for such a length of time, and therefore

there is little I can add to my letter of Y October.

Lastly, in your letter to RAF Rudloe Manor, you asked if the

station had any involvement with the UFO subject. I think it would

be helpful to say that RAF Rudloe Manor ia the location of the

Headquarters of the RAF Provost and Security Services and although,

like other stations, it receives unsolicited sighting reports from

members of the public, RAF Rudloe Manor does not undertake research

into the subject.

IT hope that you will find this helpful.

'
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bax,
Thank you for taking the time to telephone in the report of an

unusual sighting that you witnessed on 14 October last year. I am

sorry that it has taken so long to reply.

I think that it would be helpful if I first explain that whilst

we do receive and co-ordinate some information about Unidentified

Flying Object (UFO) sightings, the sole concern of the Ministry of
Defence is to determine whether or not UFOs present a threat to the

security and defence of the United Kingdom. Unless we judge that

they do, and this is not normally the case, we do not attempt to

investigate or identify whatever might have been seen. The vast

majority of information that we have on the subject is limited to

prief details of sightings that have been passed onto us by those who

witnessed them, such as yourself, and these are referred to our staff

in the department which are responsible for the air defence of the

United Kingdom and they examine the reports during the course of

their normal duties.

Since our interest in UFOs is limited to possible defence

implications we do not carry out full time studies into the UFO

phenomenon nor do we have the resources to undertake any indepth

investigations. I'm sure that you will appreciate that defence funds

are already fully committed to the continuing security of the UK

against, primarily, aggression from the Warsaw Pact countries. This

being so we could not justify the use of defence funds on scientific

investigations, unless a clear threat to the security of the UK had

been identified.

Nonetheless, it is clear from the reports that we receive that

many strange things have been observed in the sky, although we

pelieve that rational explanations could probably be found for most

of them. Possibilities that spring to mind include satellite debris

re-entering the earth's atmosphere, ball lightning, unusual cloud

formations, meteorological balloons, aircraft lights, aircraft at

unusual angles, amongst others.

As far as your sighting is concerned, I regret that a search

through our file did not reveal any other report which corresponded

with the details that you gave. Additionally, because we have not

investigated this particular incident, I am sorry that I cannot offer

you a definitive explanation as to the origin of the object.

T hope that you will find this helpful.

wo §. Celt,
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leests E300
By MICHAEL HELLICAR

HE world’s most sinister aircraft flies

10 miles high, cannot be detected by

radar, is invisible to heat-seeking

missiles—-AND could be responsible for

hundreds of UFO sightings all over the

world.

The top seeret American B2 “Stealth

Bomber" will not make its official maiden flight

. until March.

But it hgs already flown
thousands of miles in lest |

flights.

The Yanks wlll only say,
coyly, Uhatit has flown over

its base at Paimdale,
California.

But even then, the U.S.
Aw Force were Mooded

wilh reports from people
convinced they had seen a
UFO,

? ss

THOUSANDS of UFOs Twe UFO vsightin .* ing above Eccleafleld, q
have been spotted In one in January, the other near Sheffield.
Britein since official fast month, were both @ February 18, 1998.
records began 40 years Hnked to the new super- Two policemen in

And by the end of this science-fiction dream President Neagen's

year, the B2 will be “offici- transformed inte awesome Defence Secretary, Frank

" | &,
R
S

ago. plane by the British UFO Witlenhall, West ally’ zooming over Britain. reality. Carlucci, describes the B2
But 1988 saw a galaxy of Association. Midlands, ceported a The £300 mitiion plane will i ig made of still-secret as “the most dramatic and

reports that shatlered ali Other recent British “mystery object with be Stavones at United paterials that absorb effective weapon since the

previous records, reports include ... fon aot ahs. ioea Slates Air Borce bases in radar beams. Even the atomic bomb was
A spokesman for . 1988 A p rai 135 ' paint ig anti-endar, andthe invented.” .BUFORA, the British January in Ken- S Residents of Beeston. And a feet oflazhasbeen fop- engines are hidden .

4 Nolts were terrified by aUnidentified Fiyin sington, est London 4; y
Objects Research trac edn UFO throw ha ore’ glowing
ssociation said: ‘There ome telescape. é

have been hundreds of calied police P @ Fetober au 1988.
sightings. I'm certain K un i is ott brople
Stealth, or some remote & February §, 1988. A im Kent called police after

Oe Me ee tnlinawnamen enatiadt ms rinwine nhkiset Ht oa fhe

. . beneath a serrated trailing He adds: “It is at least 20
The futuristic craft is a edge, years ahead of anything 6g
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FRussia has developed,

That's good news because it
namakes war a lot less likely,
rrather than more.”

British defence experts

boeheve that, in the event of
ann East-West war, the BZ
wvould be sent to penetrate

Riussian air space at a

haeight of 10 miles.

Its 16 nuclear-tipped
nvissiles would be aimed at

mmportant Soviet military
uargets, which a conven-

peonal plane could never

hope to reach without being
shot down. .

Says one expert: “The
only way that the Russians

could hope to strike back
at the B2 would’be for |
them to order their pilots -
to search the skies until
they found it.”

“it would be like looking
for a_ single seagull in

space."

Whenever the revolution-

ary plane has made test

fights over its base in

a

California, the air force has
been flooded with reports
from epple who are oT
vin ey have sigh 2

UFO. e
_Stealth's tail-less design

‘ahd apparent lack of stabil-

ity makes it look all the
more menacing as it

swoops through the skies.

Officially, the U.S
government is trying to
eep its revolutionary looks

and performance a secret.

They list the B2 simply as
“a low observability shin.”

Friday January 6 1989
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