
the national archives

(c) crown copyright



AR
i

SIE scorns
MOD Form 329D°

(Revised 2/99)

PPQ=100 :

__UNG

‘MINISTRY OF DEFENCE—

1... Attention is drawn

to the riotes on

- the.inside-flap.

DIVISION/ESTABLISHMENT/UNIT/BRANCH ~

_Yelated files on. fy ees: : a ,
‘page 2 ofthis ; ; — pasgaGec)

oN ah

supsect__\ WfOS_=

| Pobre. Cather forsoersce & Reaves yt
Ao anifoeaiion?

ai 7 Referred to Date Min’ | Referred to Date Min! Referred to Date Mint Referred to Date | Mint
i ~ 7 7 -

! |

i
c

'

=

if

se | | pons Getrag? 4418TT

B
i
p

FOR DRO USE ONLY

Le
* natal . i. 4 it "

File Ref DAG/64/3

Part: v2 hamew an mncvon | UL
(MOD Form 262F . se ee

must-be completed) © -- | RCU0001.

Produced by Ministry of Defance, CS (Pr) 2. Tel. 0117 9976255 DRCERSSPED



17

MOD Form 262F

Registered File Disposal Form (Revised 10/97)
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@ PART 1. DISPOSAL SCHEDULE RECOMMENDATION FOR CS(RM) USE ONLY
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Destroy atter years | | | | | | |
Oate of 1st review Date of 2nd review Forward Destruction Date

Forward to CS(RM) after yearsGt. Pelee RETEINT lee Reviewers Reviewer's
No recommendatio i
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PART 2, BRANCH REVIEW

{To be completed not later than 4 years after the date of the last enclosure)

{Delete as appropriate) v
a. Of no further administrative value and not worthy of permanent preservation. DESTROY IMMEDIATELY (Remember that TOP SECRET |

@ and Codeword material cannot be destroyed locaily and must be forwarded to CS(RM)}

b. (i) ~~ To be retained for, years (from date of last enclosure) for the following reason(s): for feeparen sp” ekechi,
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DIRECTORATE POLICY WA OTHER (Specify) C]

PPQ = 100 (Continued overleaf)



(i) Key enclosures which support the recommendation are:

(i) At the end of the specitied retantion period the file 1s to be:

v

Destroyed C]

Considered by CS(RM} for

permanent preservation |

[
O
s

Tel No:

Branch Title and Full Address:

¢. Of no further adminstrative value but worthy of consideration by CS(RM) for permanent preservation.

PART 4 DESTRUCTION CERTIFICATE

{tis centfied that the specified file has been destroyed.

Name:

Grade/Rank: c 4 (Block Capitals)
(Not below HEO/equivalent) Grade/Rank: Date:

Witnessed by (TOP SECRET’ and SECRET only}

Name;

(Block Capitals)

Grade/Rank: Date:

*(FOR CS(RM) USE ONLY)

Produced by Ministry of Defence, CS (Pr) 2. Tel. 0117 9376256
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Fromig Bite ctorate of Air Staff 4a, Room 8245
MINI OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial)

(Fax)

i,
0207 218 2140

; “
London

Your Reference

Our Ref
DIDAS/64/3&—
Date
) 8 July 2001

I
Thank you for your fax dated 9 July 2001. As requested, please find enclosed a number of papers

on the Rendlesham Forest incident that have recently been released to Lord Hill-Norton and a

member of the public under the Code of Practice on Access of Government Information. Some

have been sanitised to protect the privacy of those who have corresponded with the Ministry of

Defence.



29/07/2881 15:59 Section 40 _| PAGE @1

}

®

Chelsea

London

ection 9 Aur Staff 4a
Fax no.

9% July 2001

I am writing to you under the terms of the Code of Practice on Access to

Government Information to request that you send me copies of all papers

that the MOD holds on the Rendlesham Forest UFO sighting.

I understand that Baroness Symons recently sent copies of this material to

Lord Hill-Norton, and that the MOD has also released it to a member of

the public.

1 look forward to hearing from you at your earliest convenience.

Yours sincerel



From: NS
Directorate of Air Staff 4a1 Kot
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 0207218 9000

(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Knottingley Our Reference
West Yorkshi D/DAS/64/3

DateSacto 4G 18 uty 2001

os EI40
Thank you for your letter of 15 June, addressed to the Secretary of State for Defence, concerning

‘unidentified flying object’. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for

correspondence relating to ‘UFOs’ and I have been asked to reply.

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of

‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some

defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace

might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of

a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military source, and to date no 'UFO'

report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each

reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or

natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this

kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on

investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

In your letter you asked whether the Secretary of State for Defence would “concede that UK

airspace has been penetrated by craft whose design and performance far exceed current state of

the art aircraft design”, a statement you are making in light of various alleged ‘UFO’ sightings.

I can assure you that the integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is maintained through

continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved by

using a combination of civil and military radar installations, which provide a continuous real-time

“picture” of the UK airspace. Any threat to the UK Air Policing Area would be handled in the

light of the particular circumstances at the time (it might if deemed appropriate, involve the

scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft). The MOD is not aware of any incursions in to

UK airspace by such craft as you describe.

You mention a number of incidents where you believe there is evidence of UK airspace being

penetrated by unknown craft. Those reports listed at (iv) to (vi) in your letter are contained in

files which are open for public viewing at the Public Record Office at Kew, Richmond. If you

wish to view them the address is as follows. We do not hold any other information on these

incidents.



Public Records Office

Ruskin Avenue

Kew

Richmond

Surrey

TW9 4DU

Tel: 020 8876 3444

Fax: 020 8878 8905

With regard to those reports mentioned at (i) to (iii), these are not yet open for public viewing so I

will address these individually.

(i) When the Ministry of Defence received Lieutenant Colonal Halt’s memorandum concerning

the events which are alleged to have occurred at Rendlesham Forest/RAF Woodbridge in

December 1980, all available substantiated evidence was looked at in the usual manner by those

within the Ministry of Defence and the RAF with responsibility for air defence matters. The

judgement was that there was no indication that a breach of the United Kingdom's air defences

had occurred on the nights in question. As there was no evidence to substantiate an event of

defence concern no further investigation into the matter was necessary. Although a number of

allegations have subsequently been made about these reported events, nothing has emerged over

the last 20 years which has given us reason to believe that the original assessment made by this

Department was incorrect.

(ii) The MOD received several reports about lights seen in various locations and at various times

during the early hours of the 31* March 1993. Enquiries were made at the time, but these proved

to be inconclusive.

(iii) An airmiss was reported by two British Airways pilots on an aircraft travelling to Manchester

Airport on 6 January 1995. As a matter of routine the Ministry of Defence was notified by the

Civil Aviation Authority about the pilots' report shortly after the incident occurred. At the time

the matter was discussed with Departmental air defence experts who confirmed that they were not

aware of anything which would indicate a matter of defence relevance associated with the

sighting. Furthermore there was no evidence to suggest that the UK's air defence had been

compromised. As is usual with airmiss incidents involving civil aircraft, the CAA Joint Airmiss

Working Party (which is a joint Civil/Military body which has complete access to all sources of

civil and military information available) investigated the pilots' report. Airmiss Report 2/95 was a

result of their findings. The Group were not able to determine precisely what the pilots saw, but

ruled out any military aircraft activity. However there is no suggestion in the report that what the

pilots observed was extraterrestrial in origin. Without any evidence to suggest that the incident

was of defence relevance MOD interest in this sighting has long since concluded.

Finally, I must say that MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying

saucer’ matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about

which it remains totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no evidence

which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

a
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The Secretary of State / has received the

attached letter from a member of the public. This office has not

acknowledged it.

Please send a reply on behalf of the Minister. All Ministers attach

importance to such letters being answered promptly; your reply should

therefore be sent within 20 working days of receipt in this branch. If,

exceptionally, this should prove impossible an interim reply should be

sent within the same timescale.

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to

Government Information came into force in January 1997. All replies to

members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set out

in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in

DCI(Gen 1 information is available from DG Info on

extensio

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to keep

records of their performance. All branches and Agencies are required to

keep information on the number of requests for information which

refer to the Code of Practice including details of the correspondent and

the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Department is required

to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the

public and provide statistics (which may be used on a valid sample) of

its performance in providing replies within their published targets.

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on

the accuracy of your branch records on correspondence will be

performed throughout the year.

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT
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Delete, | View headers |
Message: .

Originally from: Originally to: public
Date:

Subject: F.A.O Geoff Hoon

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

rates =_NextPart_000_0012_01COF53C.1C3126c0

Content-Type: text/plain;

charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

i have a question and i hope you can give me an answer to it.

i think it is quite a specific question as you wili see, i look forward =

to hearing your reply.

To ask The Secretary of State for Defence will he concede that the UK =

Airspace has been penetrated by craft whose design and performance far =

exceed current state of the art aircraft design when taken in the =

context of such reports as (i) submitted by Lieutenant Colonel Charles =

Halt relating to events in Rendlesham forest in December 1980 (ii) =

correspondence from Air Secretariat 2al relating to the incidents of =

30/31 March 1993 (iii)Joint Airmiss (P) 2/95 relating to The Manchester =

Ringways Incident of January 1995 (iv) AIR 20/9321, DDI (Tech) /c.290/3/ =

referring to an object at 50000ft that gave a radar return consistent =

with a ship’s echo (V)AIR 20/9320, DDI (Tech) /S290 referring to an =

anomalous radar return with hovering and unusual acceleration capability =

and qvi) AIR 16/1199 relating to the testimony of Flight Lieutenant =

Kilburn of No 269 Squadron, RAF in September 1952; and if he will make a =

statement”

Knottingley

West Yorkshi

i aiso appreciate that there is obviously national security issues =

involved

Zt am not involved with any "group" of any sort, i would just like to =

know for my "myself" that is all

i do not discuss the subject matter with anybody(not even my wife)=20

thankyou-20

=as=55 = NextPart_000_0012_01COF53C.103126c0

Content-Type: text/html;

charset="iso-8859-1"

Content~Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

<!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD HTML 4.0 Transitional//EN">

<HTML><HEAD>

<META http-egquiv=3DContent-Type content=3D"text/html; =

charset=3Diso-8859-1">

<META content=3D"MSHTML 5.50.4522.1800" name=3DGENERATOR>

<STYLE></STYLE>

https://web.mail.demon.net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi 15/06/01



From: PRRSRIAN tora of Air Staff 4a, Room 8245 3ST
MINI ENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207 218 2140

(Fax)

Your Reference

Our Refe
DIDAS/64/3
Date
17] July 2001

Birkenhead
is

Dear

Thank you for your recent letter concernin
the Wirral area of Merseyside. This office is the
correspondence relating to "UFOs".

g sightings of ‘unidentified flying objects’ from
focal point within the Ministry of Defence for

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a
potential-threat, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, MOD does not attempt
to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational
explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the
function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify
expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

Finally, the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer’
matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it
Temains totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no evidence which
substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

T hope this is helpful and explains our position.

\ ,
ows Sinar
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Directorate of Air Staff 4a1 St
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

aX)

ichmon Your Reference

North Yorkshire

Section 4 Brass”Dat
17 July 2001

Thank you for your letter of 18 June addressed to the Prime Minister regarding ‘unidentified

flying objects’. Your letter has been passed to the Ministry of Defence and this office is the focal

point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence of this nature. I have been asked to reply.

First, it may be helpful if 1 explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of

‘unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some

defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace

might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. I should add that the

integrity of the UK’s airspace in peacetime is maintained through continuous surveillance of the

UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force and the Ministry of Defence remains vigilant for

any potential threat. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an

external military source, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not

attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported to us. We believe that rational

explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources

were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial

identification service.

With regard to the four points which you asked the Prime Minister to support, I will address these

in the same order as your letter.

1. To hold open, comprehensive, secrecy-free hearings to take military/ agency

witness testimony on events and evidence relating to an Extraterrestrial presence on and around

Earth.

Anyone, whether they are a member of the public or in the Armed Forces is able to report a

sighting to the Ministry of Defence and their report will be examined in light of our defence

interest as detailed above. There is therefore no need to hold ‘hearings to take witness testimony’

on these events.



2. To hold open hearings on advanced energy and propulsion systems, relating to

extraterrestrial phenomena that, when publicly released, will provide solutions to global

environmental challenges. These technologies which may now be sequestered behind the

National Security Act.

To date the Ministry of Defence knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence or

otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms. We are therefore unable to comment on ‘advanced energy

and propulsion systems’ which we do not know exist.

3. To enact legislation which will ban all spaced-based weapons, and to enact and

implement international treaty and legal standards prohibiting the weaponisation of space.

The United Kingdom’s position on the military use of space is clear. The Outer Space Treaty

places some important limitations on military activity in space, prohibiting the deployment of

weapons of mass destruction and military activity on the moon and other celestial bodies. But we

do not wish to see a general prohibition on the military use of space. For example, the 1998

Strategic Defence Review confirmed a continuing need for secure satellite communications for

the armed forces. We recognise, however, there are issues that countries wish to discuss on space

and we support the further consideration of Outer Space by the Conference on Disarmament in

Geneva to identify whether there are substantive issues on which further work could be done.

4. To enact comprehensive legislation to research, develop and explore space

peacefully and co-operatively with all cultures on Earth and in space.

I have explained above our position on the military use of space. While we remain open minded,

we know of no evidence to substantiate the existence of extraterrestrial lifeforms and therefore are

unable to comment on our future co-operation with these alleged beings.

Finally, I must say that the Ministry of Defence has no expertise or role in respect of the existence

or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms. We are aware that many people have claimed to have

experienced various phenomena and we remain open-minded.
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To DAs ie RefNo GSZ4O poo
| Date udalor ‘

The attached letter, which the Prime Minister has received, has been forwarded to

this Department for official action. All correspondence is to be answered within 20

working days on receipt in this Branch. No 10's letter codes are as follows:

() - The letter has been acknowledged by No 10.

B - The letter has been acknowledged by No 10. Please consider whether

there is anything which can usefully be said to the correspondence and

action accordingly.

C - No acknowledgement has been sent. In this case, however, it is

obviously important that both an acknowledgement and a full reply are

sent.

Unless specifically asked to do so, there is no need for you to copy your replies to

this office.

A new Open Government Code of Practice came into force on January 1997. All
replies to members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set out in the

Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in DCI(Gen) 223/99 further

information ts available from DG Info on extension Saaatameal)

Under the Citizens’ Charter, Departments are now required to keep record of their

performance. All branches and Agencies are required to keep information on the number of |

requests for information which refer to the Code of Practice including details of the |
correspondence and the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Department is |

required to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the public and |

provide statistics (which may be based on a valid sample) of its performancein providing

replies within their published targets.

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of

your branch records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year.

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT
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THE DISCLOSURE PROJECT

OPEN HEARINGS & U.S. CONGRESSIONAL ACTION

As you know, the recorded testimony of scores of military, government and other

witnesses to Unidentified Flying Objects and Extraterrestrial events and projects from

around the world establishes the existence of a UFO/Extraterrestrial presence on and

around Earth. This recorded testimony consists of dozens of first-hand, often top-secret

witnesses to UFO and Extraterrestrial events, internal UFO-related government projects

and covert activities, space-based weapons programs, and covert, reverse-engineered

energy and propulsion system projects. The technologies that are of an Extraterrestrial

origin, when publicly released within a planned transition period, will provide solutions

to global environmental and security challenges.

These numerous recorded witnesses constitute only a small portion of a vast pool of

identified present or former military, intelligence, corporate, aviator, flight control, law

enforcement officers, scientists and other witnesses, who will come forward when

subpoenaed to testify at Congressional hearings. Without a grant of immunity releasing

them from their security oaths, many such unimpeachable witnesses fear to speak out.

The legislation to ban space-based weapons will prohibit acts of war against

Extraterrestrial civilizations, which have proven to be concerned about our nuclear and

weapons industry, but also have proven they are not to be hostile. The comprehensive

legislation will transform the terrestrial war industry into a world cooperative military

(without space weapons), civil, and commercial space industry. This will provide

unprecedented benefits and opportunities to all on Earth and in space.

Our generation of voters and leaders are responsible for this once in a lifetime decision -

to ban space-based weapons so that we will be permitted to join the peaceful travelers in

the universe.

Therefore, the undersigned are asking that you sponsor, enact and actively support each of

the following:

e To hold open, comprehensive, secrecy-free hearings to take

military/agency witness testimony on events and evidence relating to an

Extraterrestrial presence on and around Earth.

e To hold open hearings on advanced energy and propulsion systems,

relating to extraterrestrial phenomena that, when publicly released, will

provide solutions to global environmental challenges. These technologies

which may now be sequestered behind the National Security Act.



e To enact legislation which will ban all space-based weapons, and to enact

and implement international treaty and legal standards prohibiting the

weaponization of space.

¢ To enact comprehensive legislation to research, develop and explore space

peacefully and cooperatively with all cultures on Earth and in space.

Thank you for your prompt attention to my concerns.

Sincerely yours,

NAME & SIGNATURE

ADDRESS



Direct 4a1 ‘

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 3$
Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

(GTN)

Section 49] Your Reference
ellingborough Ref

Northants BIbAsied/s*
ate

11 July 2001

Thank you for your letter of 6 July.

I can confirm that there is no evidence of any connection between the alleged sightings of black

panthers in Rutland or in the grounds of Sandringham House, and incursions into UK airspace by

unauthorised or hostile air activity. Nevertheless, your letter has been placed on our files.

Yours sincerely,
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From

Directorate of Air Staff 4a1 3

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 2
Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Our Refere
DIDAS/6433
ate

11 July 2001

Thank you for your letter of 23 June concerning your interest in joining this Department.

First, it might help if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of ‘unidentified

flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some defence

significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might

have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. I should add that the integrity of

the UK’s airspace, in peacetime, is maintained through continuous surveillance of the UK Air

Policing Area by the RAF. This is achieved by using a combination of civil and military radar

installations, which provide a continuous real-time “picture” of the UK airspace. Any threat to the

UK Air Policing Area would be handled in the light of the particular circumstances at the time (it

might if deemed appropriate, involve the scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft).

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military

source, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the

precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such

as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the

MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of

public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to working in this Department, staff are not recruited specifically to work here.

MOD civil servants generally move around the Department and undertake duties in a wide variety

of areas. Staff with the appropriate experience to carry out the broad range of tasks associated

with general RAF matters may be posted to serve in Directorate of Air Staff (DAS). Should you

wish to become a MOD civil servant you may wish to look for job vacancies at your local

employment office. However, I should emphasise that joining the Civil Service as a MOD

employee would be no guarantee of a posting to DAS.

Finally, you may wish to be aware that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of

'UFO/flying saucer’ matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial

lifeforms, about which it remains totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows

of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

Yours sincerely,



Secretariat Air Staff (Room: 8249)

MoD Main Building, Whitehall

London, SW1A 2HB

23 June 2001 CV enclosed

Dear Sir/Madam,

| am a graduate of The University of|

working, | seek a career in a field that interes!

MoD office that investigates unidentified flying objects.

irst Class Masters Degree. Motivated and hard

Fite to inquire about the possibility of working for the

One of my interests is Twentieth Century history with an emphasis on technology, particularly advances in

aviation, rocketry and astronautics. A few years ago, while searching in the Public Records Office for first-

hand recollections of Meteor Jet exercises, | was inadvertently directed to the Air Ministry and MoD’s UFO-

related files dating from the 1950’s and 60’s (more recent files are not yet accessible). | found these

documents to be a fascinating and enjoyable read. | was very impressed by the professional and courteous

approach taken by staff when dealing with the public, and how those investigating a report could call upon

the services and expertise of diverse civilian and military resources and institutions. Of course,

communications and data management has changed beyond all recognition since then, and today you must

be processing more enquiries in less time and with greater accuracy.

Even though there was far less air traffic and fewer satellites at that time, | would imagine that there are

many similarities between recent UFO reports and the observations described to S6 S4air and DS8 during

the Sixties. | am intrigued to know in what ways the MoD’s methods of investigation have been required to

evolve in lieu of technological developments. An array of devices and aircraft of varying size, shape and

manoeuvrability are operational in the sky today; balloons (scientific, meteorological), airships (often

internally illuminated), helicopters, flying wings/deltas, UAV and VTOL vehicles are among the contraptions

that past and present have been misreported as unidentified or somehow anomalous by people of all

backgrounds. Celestial phenomena (meteors, Venus, Jupiter), satellites, flare drops, and things as innocent

as kites and birds also account for many of the UFO reports, a tiny fraction of which will remain unidentified

mainly due to insufficient information provided by witnesses.

| have read a few of what are apparently key books on the subject of unidentified flying objects and have

seen some of the sensationalist documentaries that occasionally appear on television. Both rarely offer

anything of academic substance and predictably avoid emphasising the consistently identifiable nature of

UFO's. | realise that folklore flourishes around this topic, and that a so-called ‘Ufology’ while essentially

harmiess, is fraught with anecdote, speculation and lunatic elements (all now fully catered for on the

Internet). | can also see, while not a fan of the genre myself, that science fiction has played a large part in

the dissemination of the flying saucer mythology, no doubt with some relative effect upon the volume and

types of UFO report that have reached the authorities. Presumably your office is wary of hoaxers, cranks and

repeat-correspondents; a stigma surrounds unidentified flying objects, the phrase itself having come to mean

different things to different people. It is just for this reason that | would like to become involved with the

subject at the MoD, where informed staff investigate prosaic, if unusual, aerial phenomena in a systematic

and rational manner.

I must stress that | am in no way affiliated with any flying saucer ‘organisations’ or members thereof, nor do |

subscribe to periodicals in this vein. | certainly do not believe that any evidence exists or has ever existed to

support a hypothesis that Earth is visited by extraterrestrials. | have a sensible overview of the subject and

know something of how it has been administered by the MoD in the past. | feel that 1 have the genuine

interest, willingness to learn and intelligence required to contribute to your department, which | would be

delighted to work for in any capacity, for example as a graduate trainee, intern or general assistant.

Yours faithfully,

. ‘
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Section 40] Curriculum Vitae

Section 40 Resection AmraES action J
Richmond,Surrey Nationality: British Mobile: Fae ee
action AN | Clean Driving Licence E-Mail: a

Master of Arts with Honours inf an AN

AC action 40. __ aor studied. Cities specifically focussed on include

Skills derived from University studies: Balancing creative and analytical thinking with academic rigour.

Research (often archival), assimilating source material for written or verbal discussion. Conducting

illustrated presentations to large groups. Working to deadlines, independently or as part of a team.

Dissertation: t considered the artistic and socio-cultural significance of London Underground's Inter-

War design approach as it expanded into the suburbs, relating this to contemporaneous continental

developments. A radical and thoughtfully orchestrated campaign of design standardisation: new

buildings and equipment, a new typeface, innovative advertising posters and slogans, all came

together to create a stylistically unified, self-publicising corporate identity.

A Levels: S/S = 1a

Section 40

ese ContinnAQ
= O0_ AL)

Work Experience (examples of temporary and full-time positions)

Section 40

Working knowledge of Windows word processing, E-Mail and Internet

Personal Interests:

S O10 AL)
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

{GTN) 4

Your Reference

BIAS EAA
Date
10 July 2001

Thank you for your letter of 6 June, addressed to the Prime Minister, regarding ‘unidentified

flying objects’. Your letter has been passed to the Ministry of Defence and this office is the focal

point within the MOD for correspondence of this nature. I have been asked to reply.

As you will know from our previous correspondence, the Ministry of Defence examines any

reports passed on from members of the public of sightings that they cannot themselves identify

solely to establish whether what was seen might have some defence significance. Our only

concern is whether there is any evidence that UK airspace has been compromised by hostile or

unauthorised air activity. I should add that the integrity of the UK’s airspace in peacetime is

maintained through continuous policing of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force and

any threat to the UK Air Policing Area would be handled in the light of the particular

circumstances at the time.

You say in your letter that the MOD can offer no explanation for your particular sightings. We are

aware that many people see various phenomena in the sky which they cannot identify. However,

if there is no evidence of a potential threat to the UK from an external military source, we do not

attempt to identify what might have been seen. We believe that rational explanations such as

aircraft lights or natural phenomena could be found for these sightings if resources were diverted

for this purpose, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this service.

As Dr Moonie explained in his letter to your MP, Mr Alan Williams MP, in March, the MOD has

no expertise or role in respect of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms. We

remain open-minded but to date we know of no evidence to substantiate the existence of these

alleged phenomena.

Yours sincerely,



~ TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

to Das A See RefNo A463 2001

Date (S(g/ |

The Secretary of State / has received the

attached letter from a member of the public. This office has not

acknowledged it.

Please send a reply on behalf of the Minister. All Ministers attach

importance to such letters being answered promptly; your reply should

therefore be sent within 20 working days of receipt in this branch. If,

exceptionally, this should prove impossible an interim reply should be

sent within the same timescale.

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to

Government Information came into force in January 1997. All replies to

members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set out

in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in

DCI(Gen) 223/99, further information is available from DG Info on-

extension :
Under the Citizens’ Charter, Departments are now required to keep: : ; Py

records of their performance. All branches and Agencies are required to”

keep information on.the number of requests for information which.
refer to the Code of Practice including details of the correspondent and
the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Departmentis required

to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the

public and provide statistics (which may be used ona valid sample) of

its performance in providing replies within their published targets. _

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on

the accuracy of your branch records on correspondence will be

performed throughout the year.

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT



From: RR Pectorate of Air Staff 4a, Room 8245
MINI NCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 248 2140

(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000

(Fax)

Your Reference

Our Reference
P/DAS(SecVo4/3
ate

4 June 2001

Thank you for your letters dated 19 and 30 April, the latter addressed to Dr Moonie and

passed to this office for reply as we are the focal point for correspondence of this nature.

Firstly, you say that you have checked with various Universities etc... in the area and your

enquiries have confirmed that the objects you saw, but could not identify, in the sky over Swansea

in February were not weather balloons. As Dr Moonie explained in his letter to Mr Alan Williams

MP in March, the Ministry of Defence's interest in UFO sightings is limited to whether there is any

evidence that UK airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of'a potential threat.to the UK from an external military source, we do not

positively identify what was seen. The mention of weather balloons in Dr Moonie's previous letter

was therefore only a suggestion of what might have been seen, not confirmation of what was

actually seen.

In view of your concern you may wish to be aware that the integrity of the UK's airspace in

peacetime is maintained through continuous surveillance of Air Policing Area by the Royal Air

Force. This is achieved by using a combination of civil and military radar installations, which

provide a continyous real-time "picture" of UK airspace. Any threat to the Air Policing Area

would be handled in the light of the particular circumstances at the time (it might if deemed

appropriate, involve the scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft).

In your letter of 19 April, you asked why the MOD does not keep a database of video,

photographic and radar evidence. Members of the public do occasionally send us photographs or

videos of objects in the sky which they have been unable to identify. These are usually of lights at

night for which there could be rational explanations, such as aircraft lights. It is not the function of

the MOD to provide an aerial identification service and therefore, there is no reason for us to keep

a database of this material. Once examined, these videos/photographs are either placed on our files

with the relevant correspondence, or returned to the sender if requested.

You also mentioned a book that you recently borrowed from your local library by Mr Nick

Pope. Mr Pope left this office (previously entitled Sec(AS) 2) several years ago. The views

expressed by Mr Pope on the subject of "UFOs" are entirely his own personal opinions and do not

represent nor reflect those of the MOD.

f
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. Finally, in your letter of 30 April, you report a further sighting of these objects on 29 April.
I can confirm that we have received no other reports from anywhere in the United Kingdoni for—iyg |

that date. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that on 29 April ihe f _
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Directorateof Air Staff 4a1 2 WA
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 0207218 9000
(Fax)

(GTN)

Milwaukie OR 97222-2435

USA Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3
Date
2 July 2001

I wrote to you on 25 June, in reply to your letter of 23 April, concerning an alleged sighting of an

‘unidentified flying object’ near RAF Bentwaters, Suffolk in January 1995.

I have now had an opportunity to examine our files of ‘UFO’ sightings and correspondence with

the public, and I can confirm that the Ministry of Defence did not receive any sighting reports in

Suffolk in January 1995. I am therefore unable to assist further with your enquiries.

Yours sincerely,



Direct 4a1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

{Switchboard} 020

(Fax)

(GTN)

Newport Pagnell

Buckinghamshire BIAS EAA
Date
28 June 2001

pe s=cionBe
Thank you for your letter of 22 May addressed to the Prime Minister regarding ‘unidentified

flying objects’. Your letter has been passed to the Ministry of Defence and this office is the focal

point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence of this nature. I have been asked to reply.

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of

‘unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some

defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace

might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. I should add that the

integrity of the UK’s airspace in peacetime is maintained through continuous surveillance of the

UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force and the Ministry of Defence remains vigilant for

any potential threat. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an

external military source, and to date no ‘UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not

attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported to us. We believe that rational

explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources

were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial

identification service.

With regard to the four points which you asked the Prime Minister to support, I will address these

in the same order as your letter,

1. To hold open, comprehensive, secrecy-free hearings to take military/ agency

witness testimony on events and evidence relating to an Extraterrestrial presence on and around

Earth.

Anyone, whether they are a member of the public or in the Armed Forces is able to report a

sighting to the Ministry of Defence and their report will be examined in light of our defence

interest as detailed above. There is therefore no need to hold ‘hearings to take witness testimony’

on these events.



.

2. To hold open hearings on advanced energy and propulsion systems, relating to

extraterrestrial phenomena that, when publicly released, will provide solutions to global

environmental challenges. These technologies which may now be sequestered behind the

National Security Act.

To date the Ministry of Defence knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence or

otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms. We are therefore unable to comment on ‘advanced energy

and propulsion systems’ which we do not know exist.

3. To enact legislation which will ban all spaced-based weapons, and to enact and

implement international treaty and legal standards prohibiting the weaponisation of space,

The United Kingdom’s position on the military use of space is clear. The Outer Space Treaty

places some important limitations on military activity in space, prohibiting the deployment of

weapons of mass destruction and military activity on the moon and other celestial bodies. But we

do not wish to see a general prohibition on the military use of space. For example, the 1998

Strategic Defence Review confirmed a continuing need for secure satellite communications for

the armed forces. We recognise, however, there are issues that countries wish to discuss on space

and we support the further consideration of Outer Space by the Conference on Disarmament in

Geneva to identify whether there are substantive issues on which further work could be done.

4. To enact comprehensive legislation to research, develop and explore space

peacefully and co-operatively with all cultures on Earth and in space.

Ihave explained above our position on the military use of space. While we remain open minded,

we know of no evidence to substantiate the existence of extraterrestrial lifeforms and therefore are

unable to comment on our future co-operation with these alleged beings.

Finally, I must say that the Ministry of Defence has no expertise or role in respect of the existence

or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms. We are aware that many people have claimed to have

experienced various phenomena and we remain open-minded.

Yours sincerely,



TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DAS Lp Ref No G63 /2001

Date élOl,
The attached letter, which the Prime Minister has received, has been forwarded to

this Department for official action. All correspondence is to be answered within 20

working days on receipt in this Branch. No 10's letter codes are as follows:

(A) - The letter has been acknowledged by No 10.

B - The letter has been acknowledged by No 10. Please consider whether

there is anything which can usefully be said to the correspondence and

action accordingly.

Cc - No acknowledgement has been sent. In this case, however, it is
obviously important that both an acknowledgement and a full reply are

sent.

Unless specifically asked to do so, there is no need for you to copy your replies to

this office.

A new Open Government Code of Practice came into force on January 1997. All

replies to members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set out in the

Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is 3ectior in DCI(Gen) 223/99 further

information is available from DG Info on extensior

. Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to keep record of their

performance. All branches and Agencies are required to keep information on the number of

requests for information which refer to the Code of Practice including details of the

correspondence and the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Department is

required to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the public and

provide statistics (which may be based on a valid sample) of its performance in providing

replies within their published targets.

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of

your branch records on correspondence will be performed throughg :
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6. Blair Prime Minister
10 Downing Street & D2fearce
London mo
SW1A 2AA 7

22"4 May 2001

Dear Tony Blair Prime Minister

As you know, the recorded testimony of scores of military, government and other witnesses to

Unidentified Flying Objects and Extraterrestrial events and projects from around the world establishes

the existence of a UFO/Extraterrestrial presence on and around Earth. This recorded testimony

consists of dozens of first-hand,oftentop-sécretwitnesses to UFO and Extraterrestrial events,
internal UFO-related government projects and covert activities, space-based weapons programs, and

covert, reverse-engineered energy and propulsion system projects. The technologies that are of an

Extraterrestrial origin, when publicly released within a planned transition period, will provide solutions

to global environmental and security challenges.

These numerous recorded witnesses constitute only a small portion of a vast pool of identified

present or former military, intelligence, corporate, aviator, flight control, law enforcement officers,

scientists and other witnesses, who will come forward when subpoenaed to testify at Congressional

hearings. Without a grant of immunity releasing them from their security oaths, many such

unimpeachable witnesses fear to speak out.

The legislation to ban space-based weapons will prohibit acts of war against Extraterrestrial

civilizations, which have proven to be concerned about our nuclear and weapons industry, but also

have proven they are not to be hostile. The comprehensive legislation will transform the terrestrial

war industry into a world cooperative military (without space weapons), civil, and commercial space

industry. This will provide unprecedented benefits and opportunities to all on Earth and in space.

Our generation of voters and leaders are responsible for this once in a lifetime decision - to ban

space-based weapons so that we will be permitted to join the peaceful travelers in the universe.

Therefore, the undersigned are asking that you sponsor, enact and actively support each of the

following:

« To hold open, comprehensive, secrecy-free hearings to take military/agency witness

testimony on events and evidence relating to an Extraterrestrial presence on and

around Earth.

« To hold open hearings on advanced energy and propulsion systems, relating to

extraterrestrial phenomena that, when publicly released, will provide solutions to global

environmental challenges. These technologies which may now be sequestered behind

the National Security Act.

e To enact legislation which will ban all space-based weapons, and to enact and

implement international treaty and legal standards prohibiting the weaponisation of

space.



e To enact comprehensive legislation to research, develop and explore space peacefully

and cooperatively with all cultures on Earth and in space.

International Action - The Disclosure Project continues from residents of countries other than the

United States as to actions they can take in their own countries to achieve the Disclosure goals.

http:/www.disclosureproject.org/

Thank you for your prompt attention to my concerns.

Newport Pagnell,

section 40.



From See | blesctorate of Air Staff da, Room 8245 ; ZG
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE -_
Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020
(Fax)

=

Your Reference

Farnley BAS ee
Leeds

Date
DEL June 2001

Thank you for your letter dated 4 June 2001 concerning “unidentified flying objects. As
you will be aware from previous correspondence, the Ministry of Defence has only a very limited
interest in matters concerning ‘unidentified flying objects’ and I am therefore afraid that I have
nothing to add to our earlier statements. Your letter has been placed on our files.

Yours Si ncitohy
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Direct 4a1 : :

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehali, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct diat} 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax)

(GTN)

Milwaukie OR 97222-2435 Our Refé
USA Dibasyea/s”

ate

25 June 2001

Thank you for your letter of 23 April addressed to the Third Air Force regarding an ‘unidentified

flying object’ near RAF Bentwaters in January 1995. Your letter has been passed to the Ministry

of Defence and this office is the focal point within the MOD for correspondence of this nature.

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of

‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some

defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace

might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military

source, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the

precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such

as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the

MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of

public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to your particular enquiry, I can confirm that RAF Bentwaters closed in 1993 and

was sold to Bentwaters Investments Limited on 15 May 1997. In January 1995 there were no

military aircraft accidents in the vicinity of the base. However, disused RAF Stations are

sometimes used to conduct military exercises and this may have been why military vehicles and

helicopters were seen in the vicinity.

You also mention in your letter, that you believe RAF Watton would have monitored unknown air

traffic. You may therefore be interested to know that the integrity of the UK's airspace in

peacetime is maintained through continuous policing of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal

Air Force. This is achieved by using a combination of civil and military radar installations, which

provide a continuous real-time “picture” of the UK airspace. Any threat to the UK Air Policing

Area would be handled in the light of the particular circumstances at the time (it might if deemed

appropriate, involve the scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft).

You seem to be confused about the involvement of the HQ Provost and Security Services((UK)

with regard to ‘UFO’ reports. Until 1992 the Flying Complaints Flight (FCF), part of the HQ

Provost and Security Services(UK) based at RAF Rudloe Manor, was the central co-ordination

point for any "UFO" reports made to RAF stations (from whatever source, i.e. members of the



public or service personnel). Its function was simply to record details and pass the reports directly

to Sec(AS)2a (now DAS4a, this office) in the Ministry of Defence. Sec(AS)2a would then

examine the reports and decide whether what was seen had defence implications. No action was

taken on the reports by staff in the FCF. The FCF (now the Defence Flying Complaints

Investigation Team) no longer have any involvement in the central collection of "UFO" reports

made to air force bases. Any reports received by air force stations are now forwarded directly to

DAS4a for consideration.

Finally, in order to assist with your enquiries I have requested our files for January 1995 from

archives to see if the MOD received any relevant ‘UFO’ sighting reports and I will write to you

again when I have had an opportunity to examine these files.

Yours sincerely,
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With out violation of ypur Official Secrets Act, are there any
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From Stata E i(@ctorate of Air Staff 4a, Room 8245 9D y
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB 4)

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207 218 2140

(Fax)
vw ww,

Your Reference

Our Reference
Batley D/DAS/64/3«
West Yorkshire

Date
22 June 2001

a
Thank you for your letter dated 21 May 2001 concerning research you are undertaking concerning

an alleged incident in Roswell, New Mexico in 1947.

First, it may be helpful if I explain our position on ‘unidentified flying objects'. The Ministry of

Defence examines any reports of 'UFOs' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might

have some defence significance, namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's

airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is

evidence of a potential threat, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, MOD does

not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that

rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it

is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not

justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer’ matters or to the

question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally

open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the

existence of these alleged phenomena.

Finally, any comments relating to the alleged incident in Roswell in 1947 are a matter for the

United States Government and are not for the UK MOD to remark upon. Should you wish to

pursue your query with the US Government, you may wish to write to the US Embassy at 24

Grosvenor Square, London, W1A 1AE.

pus Sr



Dear Sir/Madam,

I wonder could you possibly be of some assistance. A colleague and I are currently

researching what has become known as the ‘alien autopsy film’, The film in question was

originally broadcast on TV around the world in 1995 and is owned by London

businessman Ray Santilli.

The film allegedly shows the dissection of an alien creature recovered from a crash in the

desert outside of Roswell, New Mexico in 1947. It goes without saying that the film is

highly controversial and has been the subject of much debate.

There are four main theories that have been put forward in an attempt to try and explain

what the film may or may not be. They are:

1, Arecovered ET from Rosweil in 1947.

2. A cynical modern day hoax made purely for money.

3. A film of some poor deformed human being.

4, AUS intelligence ‘propaganda’ film of some kind.

My colleague and I would be most grateful if you would care to comment on the film in

question more information of which can be located at the alien autopsy archive on our

web site (www.beyondroswell.com).

Any information or comment on this film would be greatly appreciated.

Yours Sincerely,
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From: ROE Piectorate of Air Staff 4a, Room 8245 24
MINI NCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
(Fax)

Your Reference

Townhill Bienes
fate

4-June 2001
Swansea

Oo
Thank you for your letters dated 19 and 30 April, the latter addressed to Dr Moonie and

passed to this office for reply as we are the focal point for correspondence of this nature.

Firstly, you say that you have checked with various Universities etc... in the area and your

enquiries have confirmed that the objects you saw, but could not identify, in the sky over Swansea

in February were not weather balloons. As Dr Moonie explained in his letter to Mr Alan Williams

MP in March, the Ministry of Defence's interest in UFO sightings is limited to whether there is any

evidence that UK airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the UK from an external military source, we do not

positively identify what was seen. The mention of weather balloons in Dr Moonie's previous letter

was therefore only a suggestion of what might have been seen, not confirmation of what was

actually seen.

In view of your concern you may wish to be aware that the integrity of the UK's airspace in

peacetime is maintained through continuous surveillance of Air Policing Area by the Royal Air

Force. This is achieved by using a combination of civil and military radar installations, which

provide a continuous real-time "picture" of UK airspace. Any threat to the Air Policing Area

would be handled in the light of the particular circumstances at the time (it might if deemed

appropriate, involve the scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft).

In your letter of 19 April, you asked why the MOD does not keep a database of video,

photographic and radar evidence. Members of the public do occasionally send us photographs or

videos of objects in the sky which they have been unable to identify. These are usually of lights at

night for which there could be rational explanations, such as aircraft lights. It is not the function of

the MOD to provide an aerial identification service and therefore, there is no reason for us to keep

a database of this material. Once examined, these videos/photographs are either placed on our files

with the relevant correspondence, or returned to the sender if requested.

You also mentioned a book that you recently borrowed from your local library by Mr Nick

Pope. Mr Pope left this office (previously entitled Sec(AS) 2) several years ago. The views

expressed by Mr Pope on the subject of "UFOs" are entirely his own personal opinions and do not

represent nor reflect those of the MOD,



Finally, in your letter of 30 April, you report a further sighting of these objects on 29 April.
I can confirm that we have received no other reports from anywhere in the United Kingdom for
that date. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that on 29 April the
United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by unauthorised air activity.

I hope this is helpful.

Vow
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The Secretary of State, / has received the
attached letter from a member of the public. It has not been

acknowledged by this office.

Please send a reply on behalf of the Minister concerned. All

Ministers attach importance to such letters being answered promptly,

your reply should therefore be sent within 20 working days of receipt in

_ this branch. If, exceptionally, this should prove impossible an interim

reply should be sent within the same timescale.

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to

Government Information came into force in January 1997. All replies to

members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set out

in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in

DCI(Gen) 223/99, further informationis available from DOMD on

extension

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to keep

records of their performance. All branches and Agencies are required to

keep information on the number of requests for information which

refer to the Code of Practice including details of the correspondent and

the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Department is required

to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the

public and provide statistics (which may be used on a valid sample) of

its performance in providing replies within their published targets.

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on

the accuracy of your branch records on correspondence will be

performed throughout the year.
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Directorateof Air Staff 4a1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 920 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Ref
DIbASSec\ou/3

ate
31 May 2001

Thank you for your letter of 2 May 2001.

I note you have agreed to pay the cost of a search of archived files for the dates mentioned in your

two earlier letters. As I mentioned in my letter of 11 April, I have identified 18 files covering the

period of interest and each file may. contain up to 100 enclosures. To recover these files from

archives, search them to identify any reports relevant to your enquiry, and copy and remove the

personal details (sanitise) on any found, I estimate would take 60 hours to complete. The first 4

hours work would be undertaken free of charge, leaving 56 hours, which would attract a charge of

£15 per hour, a total of £840.

This department does not have the resources to conduct 60 hours additional work and we would

have to regard your full request as voluminous under the Code of Practice on Access to

Government Information. However, we are able to conduct 12 hours work, which with 4 hours

free, would equate to a charge of £120. In order therefore to help you narrow your request, the

following is an estimate of the cost of searching material for each individual date you have

mentioned. I have based these estimates assuming 100 enclosures per file and that each enclosure

would take two minutes to examine, copy and sanitise (where appropriate). Please note where

part of an hour is quoted this is charged as a full hour.

1) 10 November 1971 - Object seen crossing sky over Birmingham at 7.25am

Two archived files identified.

2x 100 enclosures = 200 enclosures

200 x 2 minutes = 400 minutes = 6 hours 40 minutes

Total cost of search = £105

2.) 4" January 1979 — “The Mince Pie Martian Case”

Eight archived files identified.

8x 100 enclosures = 800 enclosures

800 x 2 minutes = 1600 minutes = 26 hours 40 minutes

Total cost of search = £405



3.) 20 August 1980 — Hopton, Norfolk

Six archived files identified.

6 x 100 enclosures = 600 enclosures

600 x 2 minutes = 1200 minutes = 20 hours

Total cost of search = £300

4.) 19" June 1981 — UFO seen over Baldock, Herts at 1L.00pm

Two archived files identified.

2 x 100 enclosures = 200 enclosures

200 x 2 minutes = 400 minutes = 6 hours 40 minutes

Total cost of search = £105

5.) Any sightings for the 6 August 1954, over the Bristol Channel

Any surviving records from the 1950’s are open to the public at the Public Record Office,

Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey TW9 4DU. Telephone: 020 8876 3444,

Fax: 020 8878 8905.

6.) Any sightings reported for the 21% October 1954, in the Staffordshire area.

As above, these would be in the Public Record Office.

7.) Any sightings reported over Wimborne, Hampshire, 6 May 1971.

If any sightings were reported, the details would be contained in the same files that have been

identified at number 1 above. If searched alone this one would attract a charge of £105, but if

both were searched for at the same time, there would be no additional cost for this request.

8.) Any sightings over Great Yarmouth for the 20" August 1980.

If any sightings were reported, the details would be contained in the same files that have been

identified at number 3 above. If searched for alone this one would attract a charge of £300, but if

both were searched for at the same time, there would be no additional cost for this request.

9.) Any UFO reports, or any sightings for the 19/20 June 1981, in the Hertfordshire and
Suffolk areas.

If any reports were received, the details would be contained in the same files that have been

identified at number 4 above. If searched for alone this one would attract a charge of £105, but if

both were searched for at the same time, there would be no additional cost for this request.

If the cost of obtaining the information turned out to be significantly greater than our estimate

suggests we would contact you again before proceeding further.



With regard to your question concerning the release of information concerning UFO reports held

on MOD archived files, you may be interested to know that the MOD is bound by the Code of

Practice on Access to Government Information. This means that we are committed to providing

you with whatever information you require, as long as it is not exempted under the Code. You are

not required to ask for specific dates, locations etc but we do, of course, need to know what

particular material you are interested in before a search can be conducted. Please also bear-in-

mind that UFO reports are filed in the order in which they are received, not in date order of the

sighting. Some people do not report sightings to us until months after the event and a request for

reports for a particular month may stili involve a search of several files and, in some instances,

this can result in the request becoming voluminous under the Code.

1 would be grateful if you could let me know what reports/period you are interested in and

confirmation that you are willing to meet the charges as detailed above.

Yours sincerely,



Directorate of Air Staff, Section 40
4al (Secretariat),

Ministry of Defence,

_ Room 8245,

Main Building,

Whitehall,

LONDON, 2004

SWIA2HB nee a/ wobec tesewenee secu ess

Your Ref. D/DAS(Sec)64/3

> STE
Thank you for your letter of the 1 1" April 2001.

We are more than willing to pay for the cost of the search involved, and
look forward to hearing from you in due course.

Would it be possible for you to explain to us, please, what guidelines are

in force relating to the duplication of UFO reports from archive material

kept by the MOD, taking into consideration that, while this service is

available following a request relating to a specific date, why cannot we,

as members of the public, ask for copies of UFO reports covering a specific

period? For example, knowing that you will be searching through a number

of files covering a specific period, could you not copy, say, the relevant files

covering, for example, a particular month?

We thank you for your assistance in this matter, and look forward to hearing

from you.

Yours sincerely,



Directorateof Air Staff

4a1(Secretariat)

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 3000
{Fax}

(GTN)

Your Reference

BIRMINGHAM

AS(Sec)64/3
BIDASISeae:

ate

18 April 2001

mesecion
Thank you for your letter of 11 April in which you enquired about a reply to your earlier letter of

8 March. A reply was sent to you on the 11 April and this would have crossed in the post with

your second letter of the same date. I apologise for the slight delay in responding.

I hope you have now received my letter and are therefore aware of how the ‘UFO’ sighting

reports and correspondence we receive are stored and the difficulties involved in retrieving the

information you have requested.

With regard to the first two dates mentioned in your latest letter, you may wish to be aware, it was

generally the case that before 1967 ali “UFO” files were destroyed after five years, as there was

insufficient public interest in the subject to merit their permanent retention. However since 1967,

following an increase in public interest in this subject “UFO” report files are now routinely

preserved. Any files from the 1950s and the early 1960s which did survive are already available

for examination by members of the public at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew,

Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU.

You also asked if there were any “UFO” sightings reported to the MOD on three further dates.

Any reports that do exist would be contained within the 18 files identified in my earlier letter.

As I said in my letter of 11 April, if you would like us to estimate the cost of a search of our

archived files, please let me know. Some of the dates and locations given in your letter of

11 April are different to those given in your letter of 8 March, so before we commence any search

we would, of course, need to know which ones you would like us to look for.

I will await further advice from you before sending for any archived files.

Yours sincerely,



Dear Sirs,

We are somewhat disappointed not to have received any reply to our

previous letter, which was sent to you now over six weeks ago, but

presume that it may have been mislaid in the post.

Can you tell us if you have any information regarding the following

UFO incidents, please?

1 Any Sightings for the 6th August, 1954, over the

Bristol Channel?

Any Sightings reported for the 21st October, 1954,

in the Staffordshire area?

Any Sightings reported over Wimborne, Hampshire,

(May 6th, 1971)?

Any Sightings over Great Yarmouth for the 20th August,

1980?

Any UFO reports, or any Sightings, for the 19th/20th June,

1981, in the Hertfordshire & Suffolk areas?

We look forward to hearing from you.

Yours faithfully,

ES





From:

Direct ir Sta’

4a1(Secretariat)

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard)

(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

AS(Sec)64/3

Tt April 2001

Bis Reference

Dat

Thank you for your letter of 8 March in which you enquire about UFO sightings reported to the

Ministry of Defence on four dates between 1971 and 1981.

Firstly, I should inform you that the UFO sighting reports and correspondence we receive are not

computerised, but filed manually in the form they are received on Branch files. Only the files

covering the past few years are retained in this office, with the rest being held in archives until

their release to the Public Record Office on reaching the 30 year point. Therefore, the only way

we can advise you as to whether there were any UFO sightings reported on the dates and at the

locations you have specified, is to recall all the relevant files and conduct a manual search. We

have identified 18 files, currently held in archives, which cover the dates of interest to you.

The Ministry of Defence is bound by the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information.

This means that we are committed to providing you with the information you require, as long as it

is not exempted under the Code. However, to ensure that this does not create an extra burden on

the taxpayer, we have a charging regime for more complicated requests. If a request is likely to

require over four hour’s work, each hour’s work over the four hours (or part thereof) is charged at

£15 per hour.

As we do not currently have sight of the files concerned, we do not know how many enclosures

each one contains (it could be up to 100) and it is therefore difficult to estimate how long a search

may take. To search through 18 files, however, would most likely take more than four hours and I

should inform you that your request is likely to attract a charge. You should also be aware that we

cannot guarantee that a search would find any sighting reports relevant to those that you are

interested in. We would be happy to send you copies of any that are found, which would be

sanitised to protect the privacy of those who corresponded with this Department.

If you would like us to provide an estimate of the cost of this search, please let me know and I

will recall the files from our archives. Alternatively, you may wish to refine your request to a

smaller amount of material that may not incur a charge.

Yours sincerely,



Ministry of Defence, Section 40)
Main Building (Air Staff 2a),

Whitehall,

LONDON,

SWIA 2HB §.3- Zee!

Dear Sirs,

Can you please let us know if you have any reports of UFOs sighted

for the following dates, please:

10th November, 1971 “ Object seen crossing sky over

Birmingham, at 7.25 a.m.

4th January, 1979 . ‘The Mince Pie Martian Case’.

20th August, 1980 . Hopton, Norfolk.

19th June, 1981 . UFO seen over Baldock, Herts.,

at 11.00 p.m.

We look forward to hearing from you.

Yours faithfully,

ANS
WG

ee)
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INCIDENT

10 Nov 1971

4 Jan 1979

20 Aug 1980

19 June 1981

FILE NO.

#AIR 2/18565

#AIR 20/12399

D/DS8/75/2/1 Pt F

D/DS8/75/2/2 Pt G

D/DS8/75/2/2 PtH

D/DS8/75/2/2 Pt J

D/DS8/75/2/2 Pt K

D/DS75/2/4 Pt A

D/DS75/2/4 Pt B

D/DS75/2/4 Pt D

D/DS8/75/2/1 Pt G

D/DS8/75/2/1 Pt H

TITLE

UFO Reports 1970-71

UFO Reports 1971-72

UFO Reports, Correspondence 1979

UFO Reports (Edited copies) 1979

UFO Reports (Edited copies) 1979

UFO Reports (Edited copies)1979

UFO Reports (Edited copies) 1979

UFO Reports 1979

UFO Reports 1979

UFO Reports 1979

UFO Reports, Correspondence 1980

UFO Reports, Correspondence 1980

D/DS8/75/2/2 Pt L UFO Reports, Correspondence 1980

D/DS875/2/2 Pt M UFO Reports, Correspondence 1980

*D/DS8/75/2/5 Pt A UFO Reports 1980

*D/DS8/75/2/5 Pt B UFO Reports 1980

*D/DS8/10/209 Pt A General briefs and reports,

UFO Correspondence

*D/DS8/10/209 Pt B General briefs and reports,

UFO Correspondence

quest files from PRO# Records 1

* Files alrea m Hayes

HELD BY

PRO for release 2002

PRO for release 2003

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2



Page | of |

DAS4A(SEC)

From: DAS4A1(SEC)

Sent: 03 April 2001 16:46

To: DAS4A(SEC)

Subject: UFOs-Request for information

Your may recall that we had a chat about a letter from

UFO correspondents) who were asking about four p ar-s ween

(one being the infamous ‘Mince Pie Martian Case’). To answer “their questions we would need to
recall a number of files from archives and manually go through them to identify any which fit their
description. I suggested we charge them for this work.

T have attacheda list of the files which we would need to recall. The first two are currently with
the PRO for release in the next two years. I asked BR i jg possible to recall files once
they have gone to the PRO. He said they can be req y-departments on a short term loan

and he has ask his registry to recall them for us. He estimates ‘they will take between one and two
weeks to come. Those marked with a * we already have because these were recalled as part of our

search for info on Rendlesham Forrest, All the rest would have to be sent for from Hayes.

Could we have a chat when you are free about what we are going to do as far as charging for this

info. These people are regulars who ask if we have had any reports on certain dates. They have

not asked for copies of any reports and I suspect they think we just type the date in to a computer.

If we ate going to charge them we could offer to send sanitised copies of any we hind. —

Happy to discuss whenever you are ready.

halocers tena ad ale eee Carty Ww

a Chowraa wee (fire pao hers agus fae

be hows)+s Wao thay Lu 6net

thie mag jase & ete.

04/04/01



INCIDENT

10 Nov 1971

4 Jan 1979

20 Aug 1980

19 June 1981

FILE NO.

#AIR 2/18565

#AIR 20/12399

D/DS8/75/2/1 Pt F

D/DS8/75/2/2 Pt G

D/DS8/75/2/2 Pt H

D/DS8/75/2/2 Pt J

D/DS8/75/2/2 Pt K

D/D875/2/4 Pt A

D/DS75/2/4 Pt B

D/DS75/2/4 Pt D

D/D$8/75/2/1 Pt G

D/DS8/75/2/1 Pt H

TITLE

UFO Reports 1970-71

UFO Reports 1971-72

UFO Reports, Correspondence 1979

UFO Reports (Edited copies) 1979

UFO Reports {Edited copies) 1979

UFO Reports (Edited copies)1979

UFO Reports (Edited copies) 1979

UFO Reports 1979

UFO Reports 1979

UFO Reports 1979

UFO Reports, Correspondence 1980

UFO Reports, Correspondence 1980

D/DS8/75/2/2 Pt L UFO Reports, Correspondence 1980

D/DS875/2/2 Pt M UFO Reports, Correspondence 1980

*D/DS8/75/2/5 Pt A UFO Reports 1980

*D/DS8/75/2/5 Pt B UFO Reports 1980

*D/DS8/10/209 Pt A General briefs and reports,

UFO Correspondence

*D/DS8/10/209 Pt B General briefs and reports,

UFO Correspondence

quest files from PRO# Records 1 ere

* Files alrea ‘om Hayes

HELD BY

PRO for release 2002

PRO for release 2003

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

Records 2

_ Records 2



Page 1 of 1

DAS4A1(SEC)

To: DAS4A(SEC)

Subject: UFOs-Request for information

Your may recall that we had a chat about a letter from[g

UFO correspondents) who were asking about four pai gs betv

(one being the infamous ‘Mince Pie Martian Case’). To answer their questions: wewould need to
recall a number of files from archives and manually go through them to identify any which fit their

description. I suggested we charge them for this work.

J have attached a list of the files which we would need to recall. The first two are currently with
the PRO for release in the next two years. I asked possible to recall files once

they have gone to the PRO. He said they can be requistioned-by departments on a short term loan

and he has ask his registry to recall them for us. He estimates2s they will take between one and two
weeks to come. Those marked with a * we already have because these were recalled as part of our

search for info on Rendlesham Forrest. All the rest would have to be sent for from Hayes.

Could we have a chat when you are free about what we are going to do as far as charging for this

info. These people are regulars who ask if we have had any reports on certain dates. They have

not asked for copies of any reports and I suspect they think we just type the date in to a computer.

If we are going to charge them we could offer to send sanitised copies of any we find.

Happy to discuss whenever you are ready.

03/04/01
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DAS4A1(SEC)

From: — Info(Exp)-Records1

Sent: 03 April 2001 12:55

To: DAS4A1(SEC)

Subject: RE: Request for info from closed UFO files

On transfer files can be requisitioned by departments (on short term loan).

On your request | will ask my registry to order them for you - requisitions usually only take

between one - two weeks to obtain.

One thing you need to be aware of for the future - under Freedom of Information the 30-year

rule disappears. Probably from June 2002 (to be agreed) files transferred after that date will be

deemed to be open unless an exemption request has be authorised ie "UFO" files will be

available to researchers on transfer.

-----Original Message-----

From: DAS4A1(SEC)

Sent: 03 April 2001 12:47

To: Info(Exp)-Records1

Subject: Request for info from closed UFO files

We have received a request for information on four alleged UFO sightings spanning a

period of 10 years. In order to answer this query we will need to call files back from

archives. Two of the files we have identified are AIR 2/18565 (UFO Reports 1970-

71) and AIR 20/12399 (UFO Reports 1971-72) both of which are currently with the

PRO awaiting release in 2002 and 2003 respectively. I would be grateful for your

advice on whether it is possible to recall files once they have been sent to the PRO or

will we have to tell the enquirer that they will simply have to wait until they are

opened to the public.

03/04/01
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DAS4A(SEC)

. From: DAS4A(SEC)

Sent: 04 May 2001 08:36

To: DAS4A1 (SEC)

Cc: DASAD4(SEC)

| have had a look through the correspondence.

Here are my suggestions on the subject of 'how much can we hlep them’ - | know you will have plenty of

ideas on how to answer the letter otherwise, they do appear to have got themselvesin a bit of a muddle.

They have asked two sets of questions but the second tranche (11 Apr) are either referring to material

already at the PRO or, it appears, likely to feature among the files identified 0 Cocf civ
Records).

ats =| Gentihe) 8 files-we cannot find out the number of enclosures without recalling all from
ve d-we would rather not do that). | suggest we say 18 files times average 100 enclosures=

1800 documents times average 2 minutes per document to review/sanitise= 3600 minutes divided 60=
60 hours work. 4 of those hours would be free and so the "bill" for that work could reach 56 times £15=

£840.

The DCI on the code states "if dealing with a request would require an unreasonable diversion of

resources it may be refused". | suggest we might view reasonabie diversion of resources in the light of

the number of hours work we indicated we might do fo! oy wht ich is well documented).

Please identify that number of hours from the papers ent for us to deal

with the correspondence in that manner.

int4 ren be told that the likely time and cost of the full task is XXX, we have the

bencausshdwe currently estimate that the cost of that could be ZZZ.. We would have to
regard the request as "voluminous" under the Code. This would indicate that a refinement of the
request must be made - we could perhaps answer 2 or 3 of his questions, dependent to some extent on

how meaty the files tum out to be. (However we do know correspondence from the years quoted is

considerably heavier than at present.)

obec bbl.Eth wars for " hows werate. Ace gertiine Ap goodulhail amby ge hi
Trans, tofion bo comple ~S howd + LO munchies

04/05/01



Summary of uest for information

Letter dated 8 March 2001

Information requested:

1). 10" November 1971 — Object seen crossing sky over Birmingham at 7.25am

Files identified - AIR 2/18565 UFO Reports 1970-71 2 files + 100 eacl. = 200 encf.

AIR 20/12399 UFO Reports 1971-72 XR minds « woOnirenber =bhowet YOwnas

Files due to be released to PRO 2002/2003. Recalled by Records 1 and currently on

loan to us.

2). 4"" January 1979 ~ “The Mince Pie Martian Case”

Files identified - D/DS8/75/2/1 PtFUFO Reports, Correspondence 1979 al

D/DS$8/75/2/2 Pt G UFO Reports (Edited copies)1979 © Ses ¥'80 ~ 800 fae.
D/DS8/75/2/2 Pt H UFO Reports (Edited copies)1979 % tim = (Gov wrinnlas
D/DS8/75/2/2 Pt J UFO Reports (Edited copies)1979 = kb hous LO pacanees
D/DS8/75/2/2 Pt K UFO Reports (Edited copies1979

D/DS75/2/4 Pt A UFO Reports 1979

D/DS75/2/4 PtB UFO Reports 1979

D/D$75/2/4 Pt D UFO Reports 1979

All these files are currently held in archives with Records 2 and would need to be

recalled.

3). 20TM August 1980 —- Hopton, Norfolkg P

Files identified - D/DS8/75/2/1 Pt G UFO Reports, Correspondence 1980 ;

D/DS8/75/2/1 Pt G UFO Reports, Correspondence 1980 6 Ales wtov~ bov ene.
D/DS8/75/2/2 Pt L_ UFO Reports, Correspondence 1980 ¥% “"%* = 1200 aufir
D/DS8/j75/2/2 Pt M UFO Reports, Correspondence 1980 = 20 how-~

*D/DS8/75/2/5 Pt A UFO Reports 1980

*D/DS8/75/25 PtB UFO Reports 1980

These files are held in archives with Records 2, except those marked * which have

been already been requested and are currently held in our office.



4). 19" June 1981 — UFO seen over Baldock, Herts at 11.00pm

Files identified- D/DS8/10/209 Pt A General briefs and reports,

UFO Correspondence 1981

- D/DS8/10/209 PtB General briefs and reports, Dvtin * 260 = WOO watmrtin
UFO Correspondence 1981 <= & heme Lo wanton

A Eilog 4 WUD eae e 26D-eme,

Letter dated 11 April 2001

5). Any Sightings for the 6” August 1954, over the Bristol Channel.

UFO records have only been preserved since 1967, but any files from the 1950s that ?,

did survive would now be open to the public at the Public Record Office. LO

6). Any Sightings reported for the 21 October 1954, in the Staffordshire area.

As above these would be in the PRO.

7). Any Sightings reported over Wimborne, Hampshire, May 6" 1971.

See \)
If any sightings were reported these would be in the same files as 1} above. Those, oe bye qemu he f

wae Come

Leo Toe Fine

8). Any Sightings over Great Yarmouth for the 20" August 1980.

Sector tagnds@lready asked about this date in his previous letter, but for a different
ocation. Any reports would be in the same files as indicated at 3) above. cee 3), f

for oeSee Tm
9) Any UFO reports, or any Sightings, for the 19/20" June 1981, in the ats ag erice Cone
Hertfordshire & Suffolk areas.

Section ag| 4 Datready asked a similar question in his previous letter. Any reports
would be in the same files as indicated at 4) above. See ‘

ub re

ar ak KS eden coyek:



Calculation of work/time/cost to research answers all these questions.

Total number of files to be searched = 18

Number of enclosures (unknown) assumed 100 per file = 1800 documents

Average 2 minutes per document to review/sanitise = 3600 minutes + 60 = 60 hours

4 hours work would be free = 56 hours at £15 per hour = £840 to charge.

Comparison with work carried out mw Section 4 0

It was estimated that in order to answer Section ig 10 hours work was
required, which would cost £150. As a gesture of goodwill he was asked to agree to

pay only half of this ie. £75. When the work was complete he was billed for the

actual time taken, which was 8 hours 40 minutes at a cost of £65.



6 AnnexA

FILES IDENTIFIED RELATING TO THE SUBJECT OF “UFOs” COVERING THE PERIOD 1970 - 1981:

Note,

1. Atthe time of the PQ December 1998 a trawl was made through the most likely MOD Form 262Fs

stored at Hayes for files relating to UFOs (search was in fact limited to Sec(AS) and predecessor

branches only).

2. In addition, files already reviewed, catalogue and transferred to the PRO, but have yet to be released

are identified.

3. Comments column record the location of the file, if known:

a. PRO - Public Record Office ie awaiting release at the designated date.

b. Records 1 = D Info (Exp)R 7, GSY. The files are awaiting cataloguing and eventual transfer to

the PRO.

¢. Records 2 = D Info (Exp)R2, Hayes. Files are held pending transfer ta D info (Exp)RT.

d. Defence Intelligence Staff - DIS, OWO. Records to be transferred to D Info (Exp}R 1/ 2 in due

course.

@, Sec{AS), now DAS(Sec).

(PBction 40

BEction 40 |

File ref. Date Title Comments

AIR 2/18564 1957-71 UFO reports West Freugh PRO for release 2002,

but as the subject o

AIR 2/18565 1970-71 UFO reports PRO for release 2002

| AIR 2/18872 1972-73 UFO reports PRO for release 2004

; ALR 2/1 8873 1973-74 UFO reports PRO for release 2005,
oA butas the subject of|

ein 40

AIR 2/18874 1974-75 UFO reports PRO for release 2006

AIR 2/18920 1975-76 UFO reports PRO for release 2007

AIR 2/18921 1976 UFO reports PRO for release 2007

AIR 20/1 2067 Jan 70 UFO reports. PRO for release 2001

AIR 20/12297 Feb 70 UFO reports PRO for release 2001

AIR 20/12298 Mar 70 UFO reports PRO for release 2001

AIR 20/12299 Apr 70 UFO reports PRO for release 2001

AIR 20/12300 May 70 UFO reports PRO for release 2001

AIR 20/12301 jun 70 UFO reports PRO for release 2001

AIR 20/12302 jul 70 UFO reports PRO for release 2001

AIR 20/1 2303 Aug 70 UFO reports PRO for release 2001

AIR 20/12304 Sep 70 UFO reports PRO for release 2001

AIR 20/12305 Oct 70 UFO reports PRO for release 2001

AIR 20/1 2306 Nov 70 UFO reports PRO for release 2001

AIR 20/12399 1971-72 UFO reports PRO for release 2003

AIR 20/12400 Jan 71 UFO reports PRO for release 2003

AIR 20/1240} Feb 72 UFO reports PRO for release 2003

AIR 20/12402 Mar 72 UFO reports PRO for release 2003

AIR 20/12403 Apr 72 UFO reports PRO for release 2003

AIR 20/12409 May 72 UFO reports PRO for release 2003



AIR 20/12405 Jun 72 UFO reports PRO for release 2003

| AIR 20/12406 jul 72 UFO reports PRO for release 2003

AIR 20/12407° Aug 72 UFO reports PRO for release 2003

| AIR 20/32408 Sep 72 UFO reports PRO for release 2003

AIR 20/12409 Oct 72 UFO reports PRO for refease 2003

AIR 20/12410 Nov 72 UFO reports PRO for release 2003

AMR 20/12477 Dec72 UFO reports PRO for release 2003

AIR 20/32544 jan 73 UFO reports PRO for release 2004

AIR 20/1 2545 Feb 73 UFO reports PRO for release 2004

AIR 20/12546 Mar 73 UFO reports PRO for release 2004

AIR 20/12547 Apr 73. UFO reports PRO for release 2004

AIR 20/42548 May 73 UFO reports PRO for release 2004

AIR 20/12549 jun 73 UFO reports PRO for release 2004

AIR 20/12550 ul 73 UFO reports PRO for release 2004

AIR 20/12551 Aug 73 UFO reports PRO for release 2004 |
AIR 20/3 2552 Sep 73. UFO reports PRO for release 2004

AIR 20/12553 Oct 73 UFO reports. PRO for release 2004

AIR 20/12554 Nov 73 UFO reports PRO for release 2004

AIR 20/1 2555 Dec 73 UFO reports PRO for release 2004

| 5/31) 1968-70 UFO _Met aspects PRO for release 2001 ;

AF/419 Dec 71 BBC 2 Man Alive programme “POLICY FILE” ee Mae Lie,

Records } oo

AF /S4f(a)/422 Dec 72 UFOs Radio Oxford programme "POLICY FILE!” Records1 P= SEFC
AF /447 Pt} Aug 75- Edited Reports _ | Records 1 a 4

Jun 76 | Edited very badly. Some

| | are duplicated in files
i marked thus * (below)

cr AF, S4f(Airy/506 1967-73 Statistical analysis of UFOs (in \ “POLICY FILE Records 3 ~~ Sec
- response to PQs) = a -- “peu ms

AF/S84 Jan 74 Reports Records 1

AF/585 Feb 74 Reports Records 1

AF/586 Mar 74 Reports Records 1

AF/S87 Apr 94 Reports Records t

AE 588 May 74 Reports Records 7

AF/589 un 74 Reports Records }

AF/590 Jul 74 Reports Records 1

AF/S91 Aug 74 Reports Records 1

AF/S92 Sep 74 Reports Records 1

AF/593 Oct 74 Reports Records 1

AF/594 Nov 74 Reports Records 1

AF/S9S Dec 74 Reports Records t

AF/596 an 75 Reports Records 1

AFIS87 Feb 75 Reports Records J

AF/S98 Mar 75S Reports Records 1

AF{599 Apr 75 Reports Records 1}

ross May 75 Reports Records 1

AF/56] jun 75 Reports Records 1

| AF/562 jul 75 Reports Records 1

AF/607 Oec 75 Reports Records 2 *

AF/608 Jan 76 Reports Records 1°

AF/610 Mar 76 Reports Records U*

AF/611 Apr 76 Reports Records 1 *

AF/612 May 76 Reports Records 1 *

AF/613 un 76 Reports Records 1 *



correspondence reports

AF/616 Sep 76 Reports Records |

AF/617 Oct 76 Reports Records I

AF/618 Nov 76 Reports Records 1

AF/619 Dec 76 Reports Records 1}

AF/3459/75 1970 Policy and policy statements “POLICY FILE”

Records 1

—_ 0/D58/25/3 1978 Parliamentary correspondence Records 2 __|
B/DS8/75/2/1 PLA 1977 UFO reports, correspondence Records 2

O/038/75/2/1 PB 1977 UFO reports, correspondence Records 2

D/DS8/75/2/1 Pec 1978 UFO reports, correspondence Records 2

D/DS8/75/2/1 PLE 1979 UFO reports, correspondence Records 2

O/DS8/75/2/1 PLG 1980 UFO reports, correspondence Records 2

D/D$8/75/2/1 PtH 1980 UFO reports, correspondence Records 2

D/DS8/75/2/2 PLA 1977 UFO reports (edited copies) Records 2

0/DS8/75/2/2 PtB 1977 UFO reports (edited copies) Records 2

D/DS8/75/272 Pre 1977 UFO reports (edited copies) Records 2

0/OS8/75/2/2 PtD 1977 UFO reports (edited copies) Records 2

D/O$8/75/2/2 Pre 1978 YEO reports (edited copies) Records 2

D/DS8/75/2/2 PLF 1978 UFO reports (edited copies) Records 2

0/058/75/2/2 Ptc 1979 UFO reports (edited copies) Records 2

0/D$8/75/2/2 PtH 1979 UFO reports (edited copies) Records 2

0/058/75/2/2 Pty 1979 UFO reports (edited copies) Records 2

D/D$8/75/272 PLK 1979 UFO reports (edited copies) Records 2

D/D$8/75/2/2 PtL 1980 UFO reports (edited copies)_ Records 2

0/DS8/75/2/2 Pom 1980 UFO reports (edited coptes) Records 2

O/DS75/2/3 PtO 1978 UFO reports Records 2

D/D$75/2/3 PLE 1978 UFO reports Sec(AS) - 8/00

0/D$75/2/3 PF 1978 UFO reports Sec(AS) - 8/00

0/0575 /2/3 PLG 1978 UFO reports Records 2

D/DS75/2/3 PrH 1978 UFO reports Records 2

D/DS75/2/3 Pty 1978 UFO reports Records 2

0/DS75/2/4 PLA 19793 VEO reports Records 2

O/DS75/2/4 Pt B 1979 UFO reports Records 2

D/OS75/2/4 PtD 1979 UFO reports Records 2

D/DS8/75/2/5 PLA 1980 UFO reports Records 2

D/DS8/75/2/5 PrB 1980 UFO reports Records 2

D/DS8/75/6 PLA 1979 TV discussion Records 2

D/DS8/75/7 PLA 1979 Satellite debris Records 2

O/DS8/10/205 PLA 198) General briefs and reports, UFO Records 2

correspondence

0/DS8/10/209 Pr B 1981 General briefs and reports, Records 2

correspondence

D/DS8/10/209 Ptc 1982 General briefs and reports, Records 2

correspondence

D/DS8/10/209 Pt D 1982 General briefs and reports, N/T Hayes

carrespondence

| /0s8/107203 Pre 1983 General briefs and reports, N/T Hayes
correspondence

D/DS8/10/209 Pr F 1984 General briefs and reports, N/T Hayes

correspondence

D/DS8/10/209 PLG 1984 General briefs and reports, Records 2

correspondence

D/DS8/10/209/t PLA 1983 General briefs and reports, UFO Recards 2

Paurcy

wanes bed.



0/DS8/10/209/1 Pr 1984 General briefs and reports, UFO Records 2

pe correspondence reports

D/DS8/10/209/1 PtC 1985 General briefs and reports, UFO Records 2

correspondence reports

AF/X58/64 1968 UFO policy & policy statements DAS(Sec), LM 24 Aug 00

AF/X58/64 1970 UFO policy& policy statements DAS(Sec), LM_24 Aug 00

D/DS8/75/1 PLA 1979 UFO policy & policy statements DAS(Sec), LM 24 Aug 00

D/DS8/75/1 PLB 1979 UFO poticy & policy statements DAS(Sec), LM 24 Aug 00 | ——

UFO FILES CREATED BY DIS

Note: Infarmation obtained by

exercise.

SectiongagHEIeoR! b, during the early phases of the bn 40

55/40/9/1 Ptt 58-63 UFO policy IN PRO DEFE 31/118

5$/40/9/1 Pt2 63 - 67 UFO policy IN PRO DEFE 31/119

" [55 /40/9/1 Pt3 68-71 UFO policy DESTROYED 8 Aug 84

Bayan oh —-* £55/108/15 Pt4 71-96 UFO policy bis

SQasrok = * | S5/108/15 PLS 96 - 00 UFQ policy DIS.

+ |55/108/15 Pté 2000 -date UFO policy DIS

\ yey 108/15/1 Pt N/K Incident file DIS
1O8/1S/1 Pt 2 N/K Incident file OS

108/15/1 Pt3 N/K Incident file DIS.

108/15/1 Pt3 N/K incident file DIS

108/15/1 Pt4 Nik Incident file DIS

JOR/1S/1 Pt N/K Incident file dIS

1O8/15/1 Pts N/K Incident file bis

1O8/15/1 PL7 NLS Incident file DIS

108/15/1 Pt8 N/K Incident file DIS

108/15/1 PLO NIK Incident file DIS

108/15/1 Pt lo N/K incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K

1O8/15/1 Pe) N/K Incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K.

1OB/TS/1 PL T2 NUK Incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K

108/15/1 Ptl3 N/K Incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K.

108/15/1 Pt14 N/K incident file y DESTROYED DATE N/K

1O8/15/1 Pts NIK Incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K

108/15/1 Pt 16 N/K Incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K

1O8/1S/1 PUI7 NLS Incident DESTROYED DATE N/K

108/15/1 Pts N/K sen =) DESTROYED DATE N/K
308/15/1 Pt19 N/K incident DESTROYED DATE N/K

108/15/1 Pt20 N/K Incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K

108/1S/1 Pt21 1977 Incident file Records 1

108/1S/1 Pt 22 1977 Incident file Records }

108/15/1 Pt 23 1977 incident file Records 1

Foley b%-
4

opprAiy Ve} VeFILES IDENTIFIED er SETS Sr eROATEO 11 AUGUST 2000) THAT APPEAR TO BE OUTSIDE rel peeties bs
7” DESIGNATED PERIOD . wo besbeet ih

D/SecAS 12/1 PLA | 1985 UFO policy DAS(Sec) ? —

D/Sec(AS)/64/1 PLA 1996 UFO policy DAS(Sec) ? Pal rey bur

DiSec(AS)/64/1 Pt B UFO policy DAS(Sec) ? he

D/Sec(ASy/64/1 PLC UFO policy DAS(Sec) 2 oh oh

D/SectAS)/64/1 PLD UFO policy DAS(Sec) ? porneet a
DiSectAS)/64/5 PLA | 1996 Media issues DAS(Sec) ? wares:



Incident file Records 1

Incident file Records 1

incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K

N/K incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K

N/K Incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K

N/K Incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K

1oas15/1 PL3O N/K Incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K

oss1s/1 tat NK incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K

108/15/1 Pt 32 Feb 78 - Jan 83 Incident fite DIS

possi /5 tee 33 NIK Incident file DESTROYED 30 Nov 52

108/15/1 Pt34 Jun 83 - Mar 85 Incident file DIS

108/1S/1 Pc 3s Apr 85 - Dec 86 Incident file DIS

108/15/1 Pt36A Dec 86 - Nov 87 incident file DIS

LOS/i5/4 Pt 368 Nov 87 -jul 88 \ncident file DIS

108/1S/1 Pt 37 Aug 88 ~ Jul 89 Incident file DIS

FOBs1S/1 PL3s8 ju) 89 - Dec 89 Incident file DIS

108/15/1 Pt 39 Jan90 - jun 91 Incident file DIS

108/15/1 Pr4o Jun 9? ~Jan 92 Incident file DIS

108/15/1 Pt 4} Feb 92 - Apr 93 Incident file bis

108/15/1 Pr 42 Apr 93 - Oct 93 Incident fle Ols

108/15 /1 Pt 43 Oct 93 ~ Jan 94 Incident file DIS

108/1S/1 Pt 44 Jan 94 ~ May 94 Incident file DIS

108/15/1 Pr 45 jun 94 - Nov 94 Incident file DIS

108/15/1 Pr46 Nov 94 - May 95 Incident file DIS

TO8/15/1 PL a7 jun 95 - Jan 96 incident file Dis

| 1O8/1S/1 Pe 48 Feb 96 - Jul 96 Incident file DIS

108/15/1 Prag Aug 96 - Oct 96 Incident file ODIs

108/15/1 Pt5so0 Nov 96 - Dec 97 Incident file Ols

3O8/15/1 Pt 5] Jan 97 - to date incident file DIS

108/15/2 Ptl 1993 “Title unknown" DIS



F :

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE ‘ +|
Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB . :

Telaphone (Direct dial) 020 7218 6638

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Defence Science and Technology Laboratory Our Reference
Portsdown West D/DAS(Sec)64/3
Portsdown Hill Road Pate, —_
Hampshire ay
PO17 6AD

Please find enclosed letters from two members of the public which have been sent to this
department.

Section Ia he has invented new propulsion technology which he is keen to share with the
government, and efiquliring as to whether the RAF possesses any atomic powered

aircraft as described

This department has no expertise in this field and the Technical Director at DERA Boscombe
Down has suggested that you may be able to help these people with their enquiries. I would
therefore be grateful if you could reply to them direct.

Thank you for your assistance.

Yours sinceley,



Direct i 4a1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218
(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Reftouth Kensington BREN 3
Date

Thank you for your letter of 13 April addressed to the Secretary of State for Defence regarding
‘atomic powered aircraft’.

Your letter has been passed to the Defence Science and Technology Laboratory who may be able
to answer your questions. Should you need to contact them the address is as follows;

Defence Science and Technology Laboratory

Portsdown West

Portsdown Hill Road

Hampshire

POI7 6AD

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



ow

‘ the accuracy of your branch records on correspondence

-

AILCLAFS

Va

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT

To DAA Cxec) RefNo _223GS_/2001

Date 2NN lo }

The Secretary of State, / has received the

attached letter from a member of the public. It has not been

acknowledged by this office.

Please send a reply on behalf of the Minister concerned. All

Ministers attach importance to such letters being answered promptly,

your reply should therefore be sent within 20 working days of receipt in

this branch. If, exceptionally, this should prove impossible an interim

reply should be sent within the same timescale.

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to

Government Information came into force in January 1997. All replies to

members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set out

in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in

DCI(Gen) 223/99, further information is available from DOMD on

extension

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to keep

records of their performance. All branches and Agencies are required to

keep information on the number of requests for information which

refer to the Code of Practice including details of the correspondent and

the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Department is required

to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the

" public and provide statistics (which may be used on a valid sample) of

its performance in providing replies within their published targets.

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on

performed throughout the year.
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Gceetany OF STATE FoR DEFENCE.
_...MINISTRY. OF. DEFENCE.

MAIN. Builoing

WHITEBALL

.. LonO=on... SWI...

Sou'TH. KENSINGTON

__Boo)-oh-13%

Z_axe Writing Bask. UF. the Royal Aix Force is. Flyingony. Alomic - Powered

_Auretoptt. |. a

I Keeg honing tig. Yecurring BtDream., abvouk 0On.a Atomic. PoweredL spaceship: L
Adowld. like te lek you Know aloouk. it. —

Thig. SPacaghi¢..is bagedon the Leckhead $SR-Th Blackbiwd.tt.b hog a Crew _
oF bine. Té hog Full Stealth capabilib, and. when Fully cloaked it is

Completely invisible and algo wwigible & Radar. The spaceshiphoc a tine

Noapeted. Force Fil Suttourding ib. Foon namadthig. Shidd ig ok AO"

.“The.Spaceship hos. Six.«Laser Cannon Fiving For wawd_FFrom.\_Undernaatts. Ya nese.
Thege ate Capableof deglveying a Small. Maon When ey ore ollFivsd.ab

Otte. The Loser. Cannon Use. Granuliy ones, ond. Dery ote. divecthy Conmeckia. 6

_ tha Alomic. Power Plant. The Light-Bolts ave accelovalid. .owk. From tha Connon...

0K a Nery Fagk Speed by Yevolving Magnelic. Fiddic.. _

hs Stecshag hag fina. Segovale Plopulsion Syslime, aed. sk. Ms.6 capable BF.

_In my Ofeam, De. spaceship. nad the. Name,_AURERA. Two Clavk,1s digg! and.
_on the Port Side, Dusk below the cockpik. In ancthey Dream, tere, veg a.

_ Similan SPacechie called SIGMA BS.

IT wowd be whyeskd. te hear your, Comments ay.this.
Trenege



Directorate of Air Staff 4a1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Lafayette r ReferencIN 47904 RIBAS Beessar
USA MFMay 2001

ow SS40
Further to my letter of 29 March regarding your invention, I have been informed by the Defence

Evaluation and Research Agency at Boscombe Down, that the correct person to deal with your

enquiries is at the Defence Science and Technology Laboratory.

T have passed-y : also sent your second letter which was addressed to

DERA at Boscombe Down—ta e any inconvenience caused.

Should you need to contact FSP men4 6jmth4 Gture, the address is as follows;

Defence Science and Technology Laboratory

Portsdown West

Portsdown Hili Road

Hamphire

PO17 6AD

Yours sincerely,



[a mpy-2001 15:25 FROM UF-778 (GBR)V@.23 1M
an ers wt; Ko, 02.39)0*

© | 14 MAY 2001

i: poecambe Dawns Soar. Spote to agent in
ObAanes.. —toid on Turd foci

Dear Madamels) /Sir(s), Ahoy Contant uD. then. aa,

ofPS About 5 weeks ae I was rinaly jafetmed 4 Becion 40
: ree- the Direcierate of Air Staff at the British Mob, ther my hetrer

~ a bg (dated mid-March’0i) had beea duly forwarded te you. [MeD
ee vi 4

reference D/DAS (See) 64/3 J,

The pew wlsion/ jiation concept that Tm proposing wevits anNee pep ‘ bewi ati P PP ny it. ‘

where Coa land in water, ou water, ia ang type of atmesphe re, in Space

ic would enable a vessel to be a spaccetade, aitcratt, Sibmanine a

Ghec bed) land-ATV simultan cous ly oF pase ¥ eunbize in on om> j “FP : a fad > y

ow Qt ce mbination of these. rohes, ef. as a beat/submaringmairecctt,

li is ner an antigravity concept. le needs power, ty frora an odin

jet cr pistes Cagine, er even from a compact nut Cosy BW. The dxte

Source(s obviaw&y best-suited for space a lications ec. -(anmarnane
*P PP 2 “9

intecsty Lar weyeyEs, Mev made. mere. piccticable beceise this cout

dees not invedve weve or parincée emssicn-thruse ( jet-ed-fect) at az

iv is alse imece cfbicient and rebiag hte than any of iedary’ propabes,

lb & (-cf£) technebegics. Yer, it 3 fe devel simp&e for today’s

acsespace/atcrate industry te mace a pists type etic ter testing.

J would be tealy gratetull dor an eppertunicy to WiS0E you y even

fir only a day, @r @ time and place cf your convenvence, fora few

hour Presentation and discussion , sheudd you be ead enough co cover

the CApese ef that trip (simple wcrernolations) ound sign a simp le ae:

tarzed Statement of nen-cliselesure in ctercace to an atterhed land

ake vctanzed ) “py ef the material I will be presentsag.

Please Lec me enon! what yout carrear iateations or procedurad stat

ca ths matter is. Sincerely aad cotdiall Bsection40 Mais7¢
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

rw

23 May 2001
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UF-?7@ (GBRIVZ.23 1m To Sear P.O1

can

Bs Some of my mail has been misplaced during the Last 3 months
” due te a cecent chan ein mail-persen locally. If v hie have a¢

ready mailed me augthing , PLEASE email it te me (u/any
Yevisiois you may deem appropriate after vecevi "9 this letter,

Then gow So mach . May oj.

TOTAL P.@4



DERA

Aircraft Test and Evaluation

Technical Director

SALISBURY

Wilts S$P4 0

Tel: )
Fax]

Directora Air Staff (Secretariat)4a1

Room 8245

Main building

MOD

Whitehall

LONDON SWi1A 2HB

OurRef. DERA/AT&E/TD/00/1 2
YourRef DIDAS(Sec)64i3. -- bank V- Encl 2 April 2001

We have received your covering note and the information concerning the ideas that had been

submitted to you SS Lereprtunately, we are not the correct department either!
Chief Scientist, DERA Boscombe Down (now known section 40 was not the same
person as Chief Scientist DERA — who was situated at DE arnborough.

| have ma iries on your behalf and_|_am now told that y

directed t of the DSTL organisation vats
Portsdown : =

| am very sorry not to have been able to help you more, but ! hope tha

resolve this issue and that you can find the correct person to hel

Yours sincerely

Tech “A algpe [cereory

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

04 APR 2001

FILE

DERA 1s an Agency of the Ministry of Defence



From Seem 5| ei@ctorate of Air Staff (Sec) 4a, Room 8245 Z|
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 0207 218 2140

(Fax) Te)

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS(Sec)/64/3 @—

Penzance Date
Cornwall 2oApril 2001

Qeay

Thank you for your letter dated 23 March 2001, which was passed to us by the Low Flying

Complaints Cell. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence

relating to ‘unidentified flying objects.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of

‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some

defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace

might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a

potential threat, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, MOD does not attempt

to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational

explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the

function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify

expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

Reports from members of the public of sightings are usually made to Police stations, RAF

stations and air traffic control centres and are then forwarded to this office There is also an

answerphone in this office where sighting reports can be left. The reports, which are usually very

brief and vague, are considered, as necessary, in consultation with air defence advisers within the

MOD, and a decision is taken as to whether what was seen represents a threat to the security of the

UK. Sighting reports are kept on file within this office for future reference.

As is the case with other government files, MOD files are subject to the provisions of the

Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967. This Act of Parliament states that official files generally

remain closed from public viewing for 30 years after the last action has been taken. It was generally

the case that before 1967 all "UFO" files were destroyed after five years, as there was insufficient

public interest in the subject to merit their permanent retention. However since 1967, following an

increase in public interest in this subject "UFO" report files are now routinely preserved. Files from

between 1967-1971, along with any files from the 1950s and early 1960s which did survive, are

already available for examination by members of the public at the Public Record Office, Ruskin

Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. Files from 1972 onwards will be routinely released

to the Public Record Office at the 30 year point.



¢

The Department receives, on average, about 400 sighting reports from members of the public each

year and a similar number of letters, some of which may also contain sighting reports or

photographic material. Therefore, as I hope you will appreciate, it would not be practical for us to

provide you with copies of such a vast amount of material. If, however, there are specific dates or

sightings which you are interested in, we may be able to be of further assistance.

I hope this is helpful.

Noe g SV neatly
p



UK SKYWATCH

Sct nA
ORNWA

Our Ref: LFC/03/01

Date: 23 March 2001

To: Unidentified Arial Phenomena Branch

Low Flying Cell

Main Building

Whitehall

London

swWl

Dear Sir’s

I have been instructed by one of your colleagues to send any reports of strange Ariel

phenomena or UFO’s to your department. UK Skywatch has been collecting

statements from witnesses and photographs, videotapes taken of UFO’s around

Cornwall since 1990.

I would appreciate any reports or photographic material you may have at your

disposal for our interests, and in return UK Skywatch would be pleased to send you

any such information.

Sincerely

DAS 3 (SEC)

28 MAR 2001



From: RESO :
Directorateof Air Sta’ 20
4a1(Secretariat)

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax)

(GTN)

udley Your Reference

West Midlands Our Reference
D D/DAS(Sec)64/3

ate
27 April 2001

Dear

Thank you for your e-mail message of 15 May in which you asked us to forward any documents

held by the Ministry of Defence with regard to ‘Unidentified Flying Objects’. Your letter has

been passed to this office as we are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for

correspondence of this nature.

Firstly, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of

‘unidentified flying objects’ we receive solely to establish whether what was seen might have

some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's

airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is

evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military source, and to date

no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of

each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights

or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide

this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on

investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to MOD files on these matters, they are subject to the provisions of the Public

Records Act of 1958 and 1967. This Act of Parliament states that official files generally remain

closed from public viewing for 30 years after the last action has been taken. It was generally the

case that before 1967 all "UFO" files were destroyed after five years, as there was insufficient

public interest in the subject to merit their permanent retention. However since 1967, following an

increase in public interest, "UFO" report files are now routinely preserved. Any files from the

1950s and early 1960s which did survive are already available for examination by members of the

public at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. Files

from 1967 onwards will be routinely released to the Public Record Office at the 30 year point.

The Ministry of Defence is bound by the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information.

This means that we are committed to providing you with the information you require, as long as it

is not exempted under the Code. If therefore, you could be more specific about what information

you are seeking we may be able to see what material may be available. Please bare in mind that

while a limited search of archived files may be undertaken for free (say for a specific date or

sighting) we have a charging regime for more complicated requests. This is to ensure that this

work does not create an extra burden on the taxpayer.



Finally, you should be aware that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of

"UFO/flying saucer’ matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial

lifeforms, about which it remains totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows

of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

Yours sincerely,



(Or seolunne

CORRESPONDENCE UNIT

To (DAS 4% C4oe RefNo 2OV> _ 2001

Date (Gy fc (© {

The Secretary of State, / has received the

attached letter from a member of the public. It has not been

acknowledged by this office.

Please send a reply on behalf of the Minister concerned. All

Ministers attach importance to such letters being answered promptly,

your reply should therefore be sent within 20 working days of receipt in

this branch. If, exceptionally, this should prove impossible an interim

reply should be sent within the same timescale.

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to

Government Information came into force in January 1997. All replies to

members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set out

in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in

DCI(Gen) 223/99, further information is available from DOMD on

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to keep

records of their performance. All branches and Agencies are required to

keep information on the number of requests for information which

refer to the Code of Practice including details of the correspondent and

the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Department is required

to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the

public and provide statistics (which may be used on a valid sample) of

its performance in providing replies within their published targets.

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on

the accuracy of your branch records on correspondence will be

performed throughout the year.



ese, Demon Internet Webmail -Page+of2—

Secure Connection -

ministers.demon.co.uk

Message:

Originally from: [Originally to: | public
Date: 00 19:29:13 +0100

Subject: UNEXPLAINED

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

~-----=_NextPart_000_0005_01BFBEA3.D9DAB900

Content-Type: text/plain;

charset="is0~-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

PLEASE FORWARD ANY RELEVENT INFORMATION, DOCUMENTS OR ANY CORRESPONDENCE =

RELATING TO OFFICIAL GOVERMENT OR MILITARY INVOLVEMENT OR INVESTIGATION =

INTO THE UNEXPLAINED UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS WHICH ARE SIGNIFICANT =

DEFENCE OR AEROSPACE THREAT,

DUDLEY

WEST MIDLANDS

~----~=_NextPart_000_0005 01BFBEA3.D9DAB900

Content-Type: text/html;

charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer~Encoding: quoted-printable

<!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD HTML 4.0 Transitional//EN">

<HTML><HEAD>

<META content=3D"text/html; charset=3Diso-8859-1" =

http-equiv=3DContent-Type>

<META content=3D"MSHTML 5.00.2314.1000" name=3DGENERATOR>

<STYLE></STYLE>

</HEAD>

<BODY bgColor=3D#ffffff>

<DIV><FONT color=3D#000080 face=3D"Book Antiqua" size=3D2>PLEASE FORWARD =

ANY RELEVENT=20

INFORMATION, DOCUMENTS OR ANY CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO OFFICIAL =

GOVERMENT OR=20

MILITARY INVOLVEMENT OR INVESTIGATION INTO THE UNEXPLAINED UNIDENTIFIED =

FLYING=20

OBJECTS WHICH ARE SIGNIFICANT TO THE UNITED KINGDOMS DEFENCE OR =

AEROSPACE=20

THREAT .</FONT></DIV>

<DIV><FONT color=3D#000080 face=3D"Book Antiqua" size=3D2>MR C =

LOWE</FONT></DIV>

<DIV><FONT color=3D#000080 face=3D"Book Antiqua" size=3D2>114 =

RICHBOROUGH=20

DRIVE</ FONT></DIV>

<DIV><FONT color=3D#000080 face=3D"Book Antiqua" =

size=3D2>DUDLEY</ FONT></DIV>

<DIV><FONT color=3D#000080 face=3D"Book Antiqua” size=3D2>WEST =

MIDLANDS</ FONT></DIV>

<DIV><FONT color=3D#000080 face=3D"Book Antiqua" size=3D2>DY1=20

3P2Z</FONT>&nbsp;</DIV></BODY></HTML>

------=_NextPart_000_0005 01BFBEA3.D9DAB900--

https://web.mail.demon.net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi 04/04/01



Directorateof Air Sta |
4a1(Secretariat)

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) - 0207218 9000

(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

East Acton

London BIBASS eos

Thank you for your letter of 5 Aprilin which you ask for details of a Flight Lieutenant (otal 40
you believe was a Chaplain based at RAF Cosfordin 1963. —

This department does not trace Service personnel, but you may wish to write to the

RAF Personnel Management Agency (Secretariat) who might be able to help you. If they are able
to trace Flight Lieutenant Lis; Zl yot disclose his whereabouts, but they may be able to
forward a letter to him on your} if headdress is as follows;

RAF Personnel Management Agency (Secretariat)1

Building 248a

Room 9

RAF Innsworth

Gloucester

Gloucestershire

GL3 1EZ

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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BackGhouws maTerca FRinTED OFF
she inTORNET- 234/200".

ACH.
DIK (ec)

The Cosford Cover-

by Christopher Holton

Introducti. n

Most people today have heard

of the Ministry of Defence

covering up UFO sightings,

especially (fone occurs near or

in the grounds of an Air Base

How maty people though

would think that it could

happen on your own deorsiep?

During December 19603 at RAF

Cosford, near Wolverhampton

an the Wes: Midlands, an

alleged wiinessed near UFO

landing occurred. Did the

MOD decide to cover up this Sighting
sighting with 4 smoke sereen of

misinformation? [ have been fnvolvement
ivestigatme this incident tor

the past fo years, examining Conflict & Conk Hn

official reports trom past and

present sources to reach my

conchasiors. Explanations

The reasou: why T have chosen Theories

to investigate this case is to

inform the public whether there

is tiuth beaind this sighting, the RAF Chaplain
truth that the MOD have

denied the public for the past Further Sightings
30 years The main objective to

my investigation was nat fo Conclusion

tind out what or wasn't secn on

the night cf the of the sighting

but to try and prove that there

was perhays a cover up of

A Matter of Opin

http://www.sufog.org.uk/cosford. htm 23/04/01
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some kind by the MOD of a

UFO sighting on a UK military

base.

http://www.sufog.org.uk/cosford.htm 23/04/01
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The Cosford

Cover-up
by Christopher

Holton

Sighting

In the first week of December 1963

between 23°30 hours and midnight tv >

young RAF Boy Entrants, stationed a’

RAF Cosford reported to have seen a

bright object descend behind an aiicra*t

hangar on the airfield side of the camr,

near to a British Rail signal box, They

claim that they could see the top of th:

object and could just make out a dom

shape from where, they said, a door

opened and a bear of ight shone out

According to the two boy entrants the

beam swept around the airfield in a

search light fashion. They watched the

object for a couple of minutes before

running off, scared, into a nearby

building to alert the Duty Officer who

immediately reported the occurrence tu

the main camp. Their Commanding

Officer and fellow officers interviewec

the two Boy Entrants, who witnessed

the incident, at length. A routine checs.

was made of the area the next day lor

any scorch marks or indentations in tho

ground near to where the abject had

been seen but none was apparently

found. Nothing could be found to

substantiate the RAF Boy Enrrants

claim of a UFO sighting,

http:/Avww.sufog.org.uk/cosford_sighting.htm

Introduction

involvement

Conflict and Confusion

Explanations

RAF Chavlain

Further Sightings

Conclusion

A Matter of Oninion

23/04/01
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The Cosford

Cover-up
by Christopher

Holton

Involvement

AS well a the two young RAF

Boy Entrant witnesses; an RAF

Chapiain, the station Adjutant and

the Commanding Officer were all

invelved someway or another

with this incident ‘The exact part

that these RAP Personnel tock is

not exactly known The military

are very good at “keeping mum”

over

certain events that occur on their

base's Who's orders, to restrict introductic:
information over this incident were . .

being followed? Was it the Sightings
Commanding Officer or the

Ministry of Defence? Conflict and Co: sion

Along with the two RAF Boy —— :

Entrants a British Signalman, on Explanatio:
duty in a nearby signal box, is also

alleged to have witnessed the Theories

object Subsequent enquiries by

RAF Cosford failed to confirm a RAF C haple

UFO sighting by the signalman

His reply when questioned was

http./Awww sufog.org.uk/cosford_involvement.htm 23/04/01
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that the object that he saw was a

reflection of the canrp light in the

windows of the main camp

clothing store. See appendix |

Express & Star

I tried to contact the British Rail

signalman, who was supposed to

Conclusion

_ gesiad

Further Sighting s

A Matter of Opinion

have seen the object. In reply | received a letter from his daughter. » ho

wrote that her father had unfortunatel, passed away some years _

he had mentioned the incident to her some years after the event

said that he had seen “something strarge" that night, She goes o

that she thought he had played it down in order to avoid having *

pulled by his colleagues.

In my opinion, the British Rail signaln an was a level headed anc

earth person. | base this on the report in the UFO journal Orbit {

investigator from Stafford The invest. gator states that af the un

signalman was not at all sceptical abort flving saucers and life or

planets and goes on to say that all the comments from the BR si:

were entirely unprompted by the UFC investigator. Sometimes 5.

have a tendency to see what you want to believe, so it would ha.

easy for the signalman to say to his daighter that he had seen a!

when he hadn't

According to his daughter he tried ta explain that what what he -

have been reflections in the clothing sture windows The reflect!

clothing store window is a plausible explanation, especially for

Entrants, they could have seen a brigh light reflecting in the wir

causing them to turn around and obse: ved an unfamiliar object ¢

behind the aircraft hangar The BR sigaalman's explanation is av

matter because according to his daughter's lemter, the signal box

away from the clothing stores that it would have becn very anlih

any reflections would have been seen . the windows

http://www.sufog.org.uk/cosford_involvement.htm
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The Cosford

Cover-up
by Christophe.

RAF Chaplain

One more piece of

dismiss this hoax tl <

ose same UFO

ed ina letter to ine

“ppendix 7 and

statement made by

investigator menth

editor of PSR (see

Appendix 8)

The letter outlines .

that the UFO inve:

Chaplain at RAF C

base A chance me:

1964 in Albrightor

between Wilfred D:

investigator, and th-

Lt. Henry, revealed

about the incident

the conversation st

said “thar he reall;

about it atali and

dropped right dove:

The Chaplain's last

were "I believe th:

thet what lutd beet

truth, but? do not

Holton

.vidence that can help

ory can be found ina

Jj alleged conversation

gator had with the

sford, outside the

ing on 9th January

near to Cosford,

viels, a UFO

station Chaplain, Fit

ome interesting facts

iy Daniel's version of

.os that the Chapiain

vughi not to be ietking

cat security had

ont the whole thing."

emarks to Mr Daniels

the twa lads believed

eported to be the

‘nik that you woudd get

http://www. sufog.org.uk/cosford_chaplain.htm

iutroduction
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Envolvement
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Explanations

Theories
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Conclusion

A Matter of Opinion

sage Lov2
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uny change from ti Station Officers..."

@ He states that the . AF Chaplain did :.ot give the impression that he had any
idea the UFO incid. at was being categorised as a distortion of something

mundane ox just a « ly misundersianciny.

it is possible chat ( - RAP Chaplain was one of the designated officers

involved in the inte tewing of the two RAF witnesses The only reason the

services of an RAF Chaplain would be called upon in this case would be a

Spiritual matter anc. o try and calm the apparently shocked and fnghtened

Boy Entrants The + AF Chaplain tole the investigator that the boys got

scared after seeing .¢ trap door in the UFO.

So did the wo Bo, Entrants and the 8R Signalman really see something

strange and unacce atable that night? In my opinion there is no doubt that the

boys and the signa: .an definitely saw an object that aight, but what is in

doubt is what the © cect actually was .

http:/Avww.sufog.org.uk/cosford_chaplain-him 23/04/01
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The Cosford

Cover-up
by Christopher

Holton

Sighting Introduce «oa

to the first week of December 1963

between 23.30 hours and midnight two

young RAF Boy Entrants, stationed ai . ee

RAF Costord reported to have seen a Conflict and Cx. fusion

Involves {

bright objec: descend behind an aircrait

hangar on tLe airfield side of the camp. Explanat' -s

near to a Bi-tish Rail signal box, They a

claim that trey could see the top of the

object and could just make out a dome Theori:
shape front vhere. they said, a door

opened and a beam oflight shone out RAF Cha; un
According 13 the two boy entrants the

beam swept around the airfield in a > re Sig. 4

search light fashion. They watched the Further Sig HES
object for a couple of minutes before .

running off, seared, into a nearby Conclus:
building to «lert the Duty Officer who

nnmediately reported the occurrence to A Matter of (. ,aion

the main camp. Their Commanding

Officer and ‘elluw oflicers interviewed

the two Box Entrants, who witnessed

the imcident. at length. A routine checi.

was made ofthe area the next day for

any scorch caarks or indentations in the

ground near to where the object had

been seen but none was apparently

found Nothing could be found to

substantiate the RAF Boy Entrants

claim of a € FO sighting.

http:/Avwow.sufog.org.uk/cosford _sighting htm
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From EMMI tora of Air Staff (Sec) 4a, Room 8245. g :
MINI ENCE |
Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone ea dial) 0207 218 2140
(Fax)

Your Reference

r Refe
BAS RENeaa «—

Chiswick

London Date .
Zo April 2001

Thank you for your letters dated 17 & 20 March 2001. I do apologise for the delay in

responding.

Firstly, you asked where we receive sighting reports of ‘unidentified flying objects' from.

Reports from members of the public of sightings are usually made to Police stations, RAF stations

and air traffic control centres and are then forwarded to this office. There is also an answerphone

in this office where sighting reports can be left. The reports, which are usually very brief and

vague, are considered, as necessary, in consultation with air defence advisers within the MOD, and

a decision is taken as to whether what was seen represents a threat to the security of the UK.

Sighting reports are kept on file within this office for future reference.

You also asked for information concerning a former Ministry of Defence facility at

Livingston, West Lothian. After making further enquiries, I can confirm that this site was aquired

in the early 1950's and originally used as an Army munitions storage depot. Its final use was as an

Army vehicle repair and storage depot known as 324 Engineer Park. The whole of the site was

sold in January 1995 to Fife & Kinross Investments Limited.

I hope this is helpful.

ar Siucsele



From: DE rcection 40)
Sent: 19 April :

To: DAS4A1A(SEC)

Subject: MOD Facility at Livingston, West Lothian

MOD did own a facility at Livingstone it was originally acquired in the early 1950's,

it extended to 14.273 hectares and was originally used as an Army munitions storage

depot. Its final use was as an Army vehicle repair and storage depot known as 324

Engineer Park.

The whole of the site was sold in January 1995 to Fife & Kinross Investments

Limited, Registered Office at Bridgend, Kinross, Perth & Kinross. The property is

now known 8 ection Aa Industrial Estate, Livingston.

Thanks

Be Section40 |



STRANGE PHENOMENA INVESTIGATIONS, (ENGLAND)

FOUNDED IN 1979.

Saturday, March 17, 2001.

Chiswick,

sectic

Tel: (Work

Mobile

Pager:

E-mail

SPI Internet sites hitp://www_FSReview.net/spi/spihome.htm

May I thank you for sending me your list of all the UFO sightings reported to the Ministry of

Defense for the year 2000. This was very helpful and much appreciated.

I accept fully that the vast majority of UFO reports have mundane explanations, quite Definitely.

Could I further ask you, of those reports which came into you during the year 2000, how were they

made up ? ie, did you get them through the press, through the witnesses, or somewhere else ! Do let

me know.

I look forward to your reply.

Yours Sincerely,

UFORA.



The University of Life

Spring Conference on

“The Unexplained”
Including

UFO’s,

Crop Circles &

Government Conspiracies.
on

Sunday 8" April 2001 09.45am to 7.00pm

at The Corn Exchange, Dorchester, Dorset. (Registration 08.30 to 09.30am)

Lectures by:

Sir Laurence Gardner Author of Bloodline of the Holy Grail & Genesis of the Grail

Kings

Gary Biltcliffe Coauthor, lecturer, and investigator of Sacred Sites & Energy grids.

Matthew Williams — Researcher, Writer & Investigator into truth behind Masonic Orders.

David Kingston Researcher & Investigator into UFO’s, Crop Circles, & the Unexplained.

Steven Gerrard UFO Researcher, Lecturer and Founder of the Southampton UFO group

Surprise Guest Lecturer Demonstrating his own Anti-Gravity device.

ENTRANCE FEE is £15 per ticket, (non-refundable)

Programmes 70p each

(Tickets, if available, purchased on the day will be £20 each)

There are a limited number of tickets & programmes. To reserve yours write to:

(cheques made payable to D Kingston) enclosing an A5 SAE ,

David Kingston, “Conference ” 1, Goldcombe Farm Cottages, Martinstown, Dorchester,

Dorset. DT2 9HY Telephone Enquiries: 01305 889108

Email: davidkingston@cropcircles.screaming.net

Web Site: www.theuniversityoflife.users2.50megs.com/page4him

The organisers reserve the right to alter speakers in the event of illness of an individual lecturer.

Lunches, (vegetarian available), need to be reserved in advance. Please telephone Bob

Stephenson on 01305 268909 Should you require accommodation, please telephone

the Dorchester Tourist Board on 01305 267992 for a brochure.
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STRANGE PHENOMENA

INVESTIGATIONS, ENGLAND. (Founded 1979)

Tuesday, March 20, 2001.

Chiswick, oe
London, ke.

-FSReview.net/spi/spihome.htm

I write this time with another question for you. L NTO OCG

I am looking for information regarding the MoD facility at Livingston West Lothian in
Scotland. There was a facility there back in 1979, is that still active, and if so, what type of
function does it serve. If you can provide me with any details at all about this or point me in
the right direction, I’d be more than grateful.

Look forward to your reply.

Yours Sincerely,

SPI England/BUFORA.
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From: Steal tora of Air Staff (Sec) 4a, Room 8245 <°" (>
MINI ENCE “
Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dat) 0207 218 2140
(Fax)

Your Reference

Our Reference y
D/DAS(Sec)/64/3

Butley Date

Suffolk Jp April 2001

I am writing with reference to your e-mail dated 30 March 2001. Your e-mail has been

passed to this office as we are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence of

his nature.

You asked about the alleged incident at Rendlesham Forest. When the Ministry of Defence

was informed of the events which are alleged to have occurred at Rendlesham Forest/RAF

Woodbridge in December 1980, all available substantiated evidence was looked at in the usual

manner by those within the MOD/RAF with responsibility for air defence matters. The judgement

was that there was no indication that a breach of the United Kingdom's air defences had occurred

on the nights in question. As there was no evidence to substantiate an event of defence concern no

further investigation into the matter was necessary. Although a number of allegations have

subsequently been made about these reported events, nothing has emerged over the last 20 years

which has given us reason to believe that the original assessment made by this Department was

incorrect.

I hope this is helpful.

Youes Sncateliy



DAS Bo)
Asstpcik.2

From: CHO AO
Sent: 40
To: Assipclk.2

Subject: Re: Extraterrastrials!

Thank you for your message, my details are as follows;

{ hope you are not going to send the men in black round?

Thank you,

——- Origin

From: "Asstpclk.2" <Asstpclk.2@modho.gsi.gov.uk>

To

S 27, 2001 4:31 PM

Subject: RE: Extraterrastrials!

> The information contained in this e-mail is private and is solely for the

use of the intended recipient(s).

>

> If you are not the intended recipient, you have no legal right to use the

contents of this e-mail.

>

> The views expressed in this e-mail do not necessarily reflect Government

(Defence) policy.

> For reply, please re-send message together with your full postal address.

> Thanks.

>

>

>

DAS 3 (SEG)

02 APR 2001
Page1

WINISTRY OF DEFENCE]
|

|



Demon Internet Webmail Page 1 of 2

Secure Connection -

ministers.demon.co.uk

Message: =

Originally from: [Originally to: public -
Date: on, ar 2001 21:46:56 +0100

Subject: Extraterrastrials!

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

~~-~--=_NextPart_000_0007_01C0B63E.475D5360

Content-Type: text/plain;

charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi,

My name is Section 4g am Section 40 | for Ufofologynet.com.

Can you tell me what the MOD's conclusions on the incident that happened =

at the RAF Woodbridge air base around Christmas in 1980.

I have researched the incident and wish to write a new article that =

clears this matter up one way or the other, I cannot complete this task

without having any input from the MOD, it would great if you could help

me,

d
o
u

Thank you.

-~--7-=_NextPart_000_0007_01COB63E.475D5360

Content-Type: text/html;

charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

<!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD HTML 4.0 Transitional//EN">

<HTML><HEAD>

<META http-equiv=3DContent-Type content=3D"text/html; =

charset=3Diso-8859-1">

<META content=3D"MSHTML 5.50.4611.1300" name=3DGENERATOR>

<STYLE></STYLE>

</HEAD>

<BODY bgColor=3D#ffffff>

<DIV><FONT face=3DArial size=3D2>Hi, </FONT></DIV>

<DIV><FONT face=3DArial size=3D2></FONT>énbsp;</DIV>

=3DArial size=3D2>My name is|

20

et.com.</FONT></DIV>

<DIV><FONT face=3DArial size=3D2></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>

<DIV><FONT face=3DArial size=3D2>Can you tell me what the MOD's =

conclusions on the=20

incident that happened at the RAF Woodbridge air base around Christmas =

in=20

1980.</FONT></DIV>

<DIV><FONT face=3DArial size=3D2></FONT>é&nbsp;</DIV>

<DIV><FONT face=3DArial size=3D2>I have researched the incident and wish =

to write=20

a&nbsp;new article that clears this matter up one way or the other, I =

cannot=20

complete this task without having any input from the MOD, it would great =

if you=20

https://web.mail.demon.net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi 30/03/01



Demon Internet Webmail Page 2 of 2

x »

r could help me.</FONT></DIV>
<DIV><FONT face=3DArial size=3D2></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>

<DIV><FONT face=3DArial size=3D2>Thank you.</FONT></DIV>

<DIV><FONT face=3DArial size=3D2></FONT>&nbsp;</DIV>

<DIV><FONT face=3DArial size=3D2>David Allen.</FONT></DIV></BODY></HTML>

Demon Internet Home Page

https://web.mail.demon.net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi 30/03/01
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From SMD Directorate of Air Staff 4b(Sec) .
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE a |
Room 8249, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

e-mail lowflying@gtnet.gov.uk Telephone (Direct dial)

(Switchboard)

(Fax) L 0

Your Reference

D/DAS(SECY/01/4/157
20 April 2001

’

Thank you for your letter of 18 April about lights in the sky near Liverpool on the evening of 16
January.

I should first explain that this office has responsibility for dealing with complaints about military
low flying. Military fixed-wing aircraft are deemed to be low flying when operating below 2,000
feet minimum separation distance (msd) and helicopters, when operating below 500 feet above
ground level (agl).

T have made enquiries with the booking authority for the UK Low flying System and established
that no military aircraft were authorised to operate in the general area at the time you gave. In any
case, because of its built up nature and position beneath controlled airspace, Liverpool is within
what is termed an avoidance area, where fixed-wing military aircraft do not operate below 2,000
feet msd without prior permission and through which military helicopters may only transit above
1,000 feet agl.

If you believe the lights were aircraft lights, I can only suggest that you pursue your enquiries with
Air Traffic Control at Liverpool Airport, who are in the best position to answer your questions.

1am sorry that I cannot be more helpful.

hor Simerel



« : ghia e/p
Low Flying Complaints(Military) Section 40, _| ole he?

Ministry of Defence

Secretariat Air Staff 2B
Winsford

Room 8249 ~ sx anal Cheshire

Main Building iy Section 4d

Whitehall 2 ug
London I8th April .200I

SWIA 2HB

REPORT OF LOW FLYING INCIDENT,LIVERPOOL.I6th JANUARY 2001

Dear Sir/Madam

I am writing with regard to an incident which occurred on the evening

of Tuesday I6th January 200I between approximately 22.50 & 23.15 hrs ,

involving the reporting of unidentified air traffic movements in the

skies above Liverpool,Merseyside.My brief has been to investigate this

event on behalf of the many witnesses who have contacted me, following

reports in the press and television.Members of the public were very

concerned to have witnessed this unidentified air traffic manoeuvring

at very low level over a heavily populated area and in close proximity

to a busy commercial air corridor.As a result of interviewing these

witnesses and hearing their concerns,I have decided to treat the inci-

dent as a low flying complaint.

The incident in question was captured on video for a total of four

minutes by a resident from West Derby,a suburb situated a few miles NE

of Liverpool city centre.The footage was shown on the local BBC 'North

West Today' television programme broadcast on the evenings of Wednesday

and Thursday,I7th & I8th January 2001.Following the broadcast I spoke

ta the producer of the programme who confirmed that their newsroom had

received over 300 phone calls from members of the public who were con-

cerned at what they were seeing over a heavily populated area.I subse-

quently interviewed the chief witness in depth and as a result of an

appeal on BBC Radio Merseyside on the 16th February,was able to obtain

detailed testimonies from at least four other witnesses to the incident.

The content of these testimonies form the basis of this report and I



refer you to copies of ‘CASE HISTORIES I-4' included with this letter.

With respect ta witness confidentiality I have omitted personal details

which remain on file.

As part of my initial investigations I contacted Air Traffic Control

operations at both Liverpool and Manchester International Airports to re~

quest details of air traffic movements during the dates & times in question.

Although I corresponded with Liverpool Airport on two occasions(8th Feb-

ruary and 2nd March),at the time of writing I am still awaiting a response.

I have to say that I find this delay and failure to acknowledge my Letters

both unreasonable and discourteous.I did,however,receive a reply from Man-~

chester Airport dated 5th March 2001.Peter Denny(ATC Operations) confirmed

that no unusual occurrences were reported to the airport during the date

and times in question.Unfortunately he completely ignored my request for

specific details regarding air traffic movements over the Liverpool area

which may have explained the incident in question.Given that for a period

of up to fifteen minutes and possibly beyond ,this as yet unidentified air

traffic was present in very close broximity to a busy air corridor,I would

have thought it a priority for staff who after all represent the interests

and concerns of the public with matters of air safety,to at least have ack-

nowledged my request for further information.Since they were unable to sat-

isfactorily identify the air traffic responsible for the incident I am bound

therefore to repeat the following questions and would stress the importance

of the situation.

Would your Air Traffic Control investigators please make enquiries with the

relevant authorities to check the flight logs and list details of all air

traffic movements,whether commercial,private or otherwise,in the Merseyside

area on the evening of Tuesday I6th January 200I,between approximately 22.50

and 23.15 hrs.It would be helpful to ascertain whether such traffic,if any,

was of a passing nature,or in/outbound with regard to Liverpool,Manchester,

Leeds & Bradford or other airports.

To assist you with this enquiry it may be helpful at this point to include

additional information which I have obtained from the following authorities

regarding the incident in question.

REPLY FROM THE MET OFFICE, BRACKNELL, BERKSHIRE( 13th FEBRUARY)

The Met Office provided me with records of weather observations made at met.

stations in the Liverpool area confirming that no unusual meteorological

conditions were present eg. temperature inversion leading to anomalous

propagation on the evening in question.They also ruled out weather balloons

as an explanation,although suggested aircraft landing lights may be res-

ponsible,hence my request for details of air traffic movements.



REPLY FROM MERSEYSIDE POLICE - INCIDENT MANAGEMENT UNIT( 5th MARCE)

Merseyside Police confirmed that they were not aware of the incident in

question and had not received any telephone calis.They did,however,confirm

that the Police Helicdpter was not in the air at the relevant time and date.

REPLY FROM THE MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, ROOM 8245,MAIN BULLDING, WHITEHALL.

DIRECTORATE OF AIR STAFF 4AI - SECRETARTAT(28th MARCH)

The Ministry of Defence confirmed that on the evening in question, there were

no air defence aircraft scrambled to intercept or investigate any unidentified

air traffic movements(UATM)in the Merseyside area.No UATMs were reported by

any RAF stations to the Ministry of Defence.They also confirmed that there

were no major military exercises taking place in the Merseyside area on the

evening of the I6th January 2001.

ENQUIRIES MADE WITH NASA, ARTIFICIAL SATELLITE TRACKING STATIONS & JODRELL

BANK RADIO TELESCOPE

ruled out celestial objects,meteor showers,artificial satellites and the

international space station as possible explanations.

I have decided to submit this report as a low flying incident for the follow-

ing reasons:

I)The replies from the Ministry of Defence and other authorities were unsat-

isfactory because they failed to adequatly explain or identify the air traffic

movements reported to them.

2)Until at such times as a satisfactory explanation is received which accounts

in detail for the air traffic movements observed and reported,it is to be

assumed,unless proven otherwise,that a section of the British Air Defence

region has been compromised.

3)Given that most of the witnesses expressed concern that this unexplained

air traffic was manoeuvring in very close proximity to a busy commercial air

corridor,airport and over a heavily populated area,the matter should be viewed

with some priority and seriousness by the relevant authorities.

4)Having conducted in-depth interviews with several witnesses and closely

scrutinised the videofootage of the incident,the following points should be

noted;

a)the unidentified air traffic(UAT)movements were described as being extremely

low in the sky,thus arguably constituting a low flying incident.

b)the individual light sources observed carried no anti-collision/navigation

strobes,a feature unanimously confirmed by all witnesses,ywhich would seem to

contravene aircraft flying regulations.

c)certain other anomalies were noted by the witnesses which require explan-~

ation -



+

oo ‘

e the UAT displayed pinkish-red non-flashing light sources which differed in
appearance to normal aircraft landing lights.

- no discernable engine or rotor sounds were heard despite the relatively

close proximity to witnesses and low ambient noise levels.

In addition the witnesses were of the opinion that they were observing up to

eight separate light sources(as opposed to eight lights on one object),and

thought it highly unusual that this number of aircraft wouldbe flying in

close proximity to each other,given the normally low frequency of air traffic

movements at that time of the night.

Having reviewed the above details I hope that you can appreciate that this

case deserves to be categorised as a low flying incident requiring further

investigation to at least rule out more mundane hypotheses.

I hope that the information I have provided will be of assistance to you.

A prompt reply regarding these matters would be greatly appreciated.

Yours faithfully



CASE HISTORY(1).THE OBSERVATION AND VIDHO-RECORDING OF UNIDENTIFIED AIR

TRAFFIC(UAT)IN THE MERSEYSIDE AREA. TUESDAY I6th JANUARY 2001

NAME & ADDRESS OF WITNESS(1)

The witness is a residéntof West Derby whose personal details are on file.

DATE OF INCIDENT

Tuesday I6th January 2001 -

TIME OF INCIDENT

22.45 - 23.10 hres

DESCRIPTION OF INCIDENT

On the evening of Tuesday I6th January 200I,the primary witness was alerted

by his daughter who was driving along Queens Drive in the direction of West

Derby.Over the mobile phone she described the appearance of a formation of

lights in the sky to her right(in a westerly direction).Having been alerted,

her father rushed outside of his house,having grabbed his video camcorder.To

his west,in the direction of Liverpool city centre,he immediately noticed a

formation of up to eight lights which seemed to cluster in two closely knit

groups.They were moving very slowly from left to right(south to north),flying

roughly parallel to Queens Drive,a main arterial road which runs in a north-

westerly direction.The lights seemed to be quite low down near the horizon

(approximately 30 - 40 degrees elevation),each of the lights occasionally

altering position within the overall group.They were pinkish-red in colour,

moderately bright(not dazzling),and gave the appearance of large 'fuzzy stars!.

The witness was adamant that the lights were untypical of normal air traffic,

as they definitely carried no flashing anti-collision or navigation lights,

and were completely silent.He was curious that,despite their close proximity

to Liverpool Airport(a few miles to the south),there would be so many aircraft

in the sky simultaneously.Their proximity to a commercial air corridor also

gave him some cause for concern.

He was fortunate to obtain about four minutes of video-footage which clearly

shows the presence of as yet unidentified air traffic.On full zoom,several of

the lights are quite distinct and show no evidence of conventional aircraft

navigation and strobe lights.

After approximately five minutes,the lights moved away to the north-west,

gradually fading from view.Following the incident,several other members of the

public have come forward,providing valuable corroborative evidence in support

of the original witness testimony.Details of three other witness are included

in this report.

LOCATION OF WITNESS(I)

West Derby,Liverpool(please refer to map)



.

® LOCATION OF UNIDENTIFIED AIR TRAFFIC

Liverpool City Centre/Liverpool Bay area(please refer to map)

DESCRIPTION OF UNIDENTIFIED ATR TRAFFIC

SHAPE Fuzzy - tstar shaped

SIZE Difficult to estimate due to distance of air traffic to

the observer

COLOUR Pinkish-red(no colour variation throughout observation)

BRIGHTNESS Moderately bright(not dazzling)similar to ~3rd magnitude

stars

SOUND None

DISTANCE Between I-35 miles approximately

SPERD Very slow

ELEVATION Approximately 30-40 degrees

WEATHER CONDITIONS

(stats recorded at Liverpool Airport at 23.00 hrs GMT on

the I6th January -2001)

WIND DD WIND SP VISBLTY AIRTEMP HUMIDITY PRESSURE

ToQ(easterly) 3(light) 7 -4.0 92 1022.5

(stats courtesy of the Met Office, Bracknell, Berkshire)
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@ CASE HISTORY(2).THE OBSERVATION OF UNIDENTIFIED AIR TRAFFIC(UAT)IN THE

MERSEYSIDE ARFA. TUESDAY I6th JANUARY 2001

NAME & ADDRESS OF WITNESS(2)

The witness is a resident of Childwall whose personal details are on file.

DATE OF INCIDENT

Tuesday 16th January 2001

TIME OF INCIDENT

“22.50 - 23.10 hrs

DESCRIPTION OF INCIDENT

On the evening in question the witness was visiting a neighbour who lived

across the street,when she noticed a formation of unusual lights in the sky

in the direction of the city centre.Initially,they appeared to be stationary

and,having alerted her neighbour,they both observed the lights as they very

slowly began to move in a north-westerly direction.

There were seven lights in total flying in a 'V' or delta-shaped formation

with one light which seemed to trail behind.They were all red-orange in col-

our,quite bright and slightly larger than normal aircraft headlights.The wit-

ness was adamant that she could see no flashing anti-collision/navigation

strobe lights.The formation of lights were completely silent and quite low

in the sky at an elevation of approximately 30-40 degrees from the horizon.

They gradually moved northwards in the Bootle direction,eventually fading in

the distance.Immediately following the sighting,the witness telephoned Liv-

erpool Airport,situated only a few miles away from her home.An official con-

firmed that there were no aircraft in the area at the time which would account

for the formation of lights.The witness is familiar with in/outbound air

traffic as her home is very close to the air corridor of Liverpool Airport

and is positive that the lights she observed boar no resemblance to convent-

ional aircraft.

LOCATION OF WITNSSs(2)

Childwall,Liverpool( please refer to map)

DESCRIPTION OF UNIDENTIFIED AIR TRAFFIC/WEATHER CONDITIONS

As Case History(I).



* ’
‘ .

r ) CASE HISTORY(3).THE OBSERVATION OF UNIDENTIFIED AIR TRAFFIC(UAT)IN THE

MERSEYSIDE AREA. TUESDAY I6th JANUARY 2001

NAME & ADDRESS OF WITNESS(3)

The witness is a resident of Childwall whose personal details are on file.

DATE OF INCIDENT

Wednesday I7th January 2001

TIME OF INCIDENT .

0.15 ~ 0.30 hrs

DESCRIPTION OF INCIDENT

Shortly after midnight,the witness was woken by the sound of a helicopter

flying over her house.Looking through her bedroom window which faces west,

she noticed what she is certain was the police helicopter manoeuvring in the

sky over the Queens Drive area of Liverpool.After several minutes the heli-

copter flew off and shortly afterwards she noticed three very bright lights

in the general direction of the city centre.They were pinkish-red in colour

and similar in appearance to 'red fuzzy stars'.She woke her husband as she

was not not convinced that the lights were typical of conventional aircraft.

Having opened the window to obtain better visibility and rule out any ref-

lection they watched the lights as they very slowly moved at a very low ele-

vation(I5-20 degrees) across the sky to the north-west.She estimated that

they were about I$ ~ 2 miles distant,possibly over the Liverpool Bay area

near to birkenhead.There was absolutely no sound of aircraft engines,without

any flashing anti-collision/navigation strobe lights.Whilst the lights were

still in view,a commercial jet aircraft flew overhead and both witnesses used

it as a comparison with the three lights.They agreed that the visual chara-

cteristics of the lights were totally different in terms of colour,shape,size

and movement.

The following day,an enquiry was made with a local newspaper who refused to

comment regarding the above sighting.It should be noted that a major sighting

involving the observation of up to eight similar lights in approximately the

same area occurred about I% hours earlier(please refer to ‘Case History No.I'.

LOCATION OF WiTNESS(3)

Childwall,Liverpool(please refer to map)

LOCATION OF UNIDENTIFIED AIR TRAFFIC

Liverpool City Centre/Liverpool Bay area(please refer to map)

DESCRIPTION OF UNIDENTIFIED AIR TRAFFIC/WEATHER CONDITIONS

As Case History(I).
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@ CASE HISTORY(4).THE OBSERVATION OF UNIDENTIFIED AIR TRAFFIC(UAT) IN THE

MERSEYSIDE AREA. TUESDAY I6th JANUARY 2001

NAME & ADDRESS OF WITNESS(4)

The witness is a resident of Stoneycroft,near West Derby,whose personal details

are on file.

DATE OF INCIDENT

Tuesday I6th January 2001

TIME OF INCIDENT

22.50 - 23.05 hrs

DESCRIPTION OF INCIDENT

At approximately 22.50 hrs the witness happened by chance to look through her

bedroom window which faces towards the city centre,and to her surprise noticed

a formation of lights which appeared to be hovering at low altitude in the sky.

Convinced that they were unlike any aircraft she had seen before,she immedia-

tely ran downstairs out into the garden to obtain a clearer view.It soon became

apparent that the lights were moving extremely slowly in a north/north-westerly

direction and were grouped in two distinct clusters,although the shape or pat-

tern of the formation continually changed over the next 6~8 minutes.The lights

were pinkish-red in colour,like ‘large stars'.totally silent and without any

flashing anti-collision/navigation.strobe lights.After about eight minutes they

eventually faded from view in the northern sky.The witness estimated that the

lights were about Iz-2 miles distant,over the Liverpool city centre/docks area.

LOCATION OF WITNESS(4)

Stoneycroft near West Derby,Liverpool(please refer to map)

LOCATION OF UNIDENTIFIED AIR TRAFFIC

Liverpool City Centre/Liverpool Bay area(please refer to map)

DESCRIPTION OF UNIDENTIFIED AIR TRAFFIC/WEATHER CONDITIONS

As Case History(I)
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From: SSeS IS
Directorate of Air Staff

4a1(Secretariat)

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

R

Sheffield PU REeEIes,5
: 

DateSouth 7 shire 
23 April 2001

Dear

Thank you for your letter of 29 March concerning video footage of ‘unidentified flying objects’

seen on 13 March 1999. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for

correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

Firstly, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of

‘unidentified flying objects! it receives solely to establish whether what was seen’ might have some

defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace -

might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military

source, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the

precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such

as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the

MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of

public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to your particular observation, we are satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence

to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by unauthorised air activity on

13 March 1999. Military aircraft do sometimes fly at weekends to prepare for operations or to

complete training, so it is possible that this may have been what is seen on your video recording.

However, in order to confirm whether any military aircraft were flying over Mexborough on this

day, a check would need to be made with every Squadron in the RAF, RN and Army Air Corp.

Records of individual sorties are not generally kept for long periods and it is unlikely that any

details would be found even if it were practical to conduct: such investigations. I am, therefore,

unable to assist you with your enquiries on this occasion.

Yours sincerely,



South Yorkshire

29 march 2001

Dear Sir,

I wonder if you can help me. My name ‘AEST pet Ov recently given a piece of camcorder
footage which shows two as-yet unexplaine he sky over Mexborough. _ SEt700

Fhe video was taken between 4:00pm and 4:30 pm on Saturday the 13" March 1999,

I have had the footage investigated by a video analyst named [& of ZLEY. Video productions in

Comwall, but unfortunately the resohstion of the footage is too poorand the objects too small and distant
in the field of view to enable workable enhancement. However, AF officer, and he

feels that these objects are almost inly military aircraft. (See

I understand that normally the RAF does not fly at weekends, and the footage was indeed taken on a

Saturday. However, I have been told that on 26th March the intensive bombing campaign against

Yugoslavia started, and that his could have been part of the "working up" phase to get the RAF into a war-

fighting capability.

Based on the general direction of the objects’ flight path, and the information given by tee 40
hought it was possible. that these aircraft may have been en-route to RAF 1

However, after contacting Leeming, I was informed that there were no aircraft from the base anywhere near

Mexborough on that day. it was suggested by Flight Lieutenant ein!coe fapt you at this address
instead, and that you. may be able to help me further.

T would really like to be able to explain the objects in this footage to my satisfaction, and the only way that

this seems. possible is.to track down these military aircraft, if that is indeed what they are.

Could you tell me if there were any scheduled military operations at that time, in that area?

If it would help, I can send you a copy of the camcorder footage for analysis.

T hope that you can help me close this mystery once and for all!

Yours truly,



Report on sighting by Section 40% 13.March 1999 at Mexborough

Initial Observations

1, The first object is moving on a straight path.

2. The direction, taking otes as correct, is on a course of 045

degrees

3. This course can be described on the video as travelling from 4 o’clock to 10

o’clock, but as the camera pans with the movement of the object the finishing

direction, as viewed from the camera, moves toward 12 o’clock.

4. Asaresult of the movement of the object and the camera, we get the impression
that this object is slowing down. Whereas what is actually happening is the angle

of movement of the object relative to the centre line of the camera slowly changes

from 45 degrees to 0 degrees.

. This is confirmed by the sun shining on the object creating a glow on the rear right

hand side.

The also accounts for the object looking black.

. The cloud is Stratocumulus with a cloud base of around 6 to 7,000ft.

. The puts to object at a flying height of 8 to 10,000ft.

. The distance of the object from the camera I would estimate at a minimum of five

miles when first seen and increasing as the object goes away.

10. This figure is based on one brief long shot in the film and seventeen years

experience in aviation.

11. The speed of the object I would estimate at 150 to 250 knots, again based on my

experience.

12, The second object actually comes in from the bottom of the picture. To see this

one has to go back frame by frame from where it is clearly visible. This can only

be seen digitally on a computer. A video recorder is not good enough to see it.

13, The objects “Disappear” from view gradually.

14, The second object appears to be behind, to the right and below the first object

u
n
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Conclusions

1. I suspect the second object was there all the time and a constant distance from the

first object but not visible on the video because it was off the screen.

2. This is confirmed by the second object appearing from below the picture as it gets

further away from the camera and the field of view becomes greater.

3. The “Disappearance” of the objects is explained by the increase in distance from

the camera and cloud density.

4. The distances are confirmed by the audio wher Seem NALOb=ys he cannot
see the object with the naked eye fairly early in .

What are these objects

The position and action of these two objects is exactly how two small military aircraft

would behave when flying in what is called “Loose Formation”.

I arm not familiar with the area but, are any military bases known of within 150 miles

or so, in the direction the objects were moving.

If these were military aircraft then | would expect them to be landing within half and

hour maximum from the time of this sighting, 4 to 4.30 p.m.



The size of these objects on the video and there distance and speed equates to that of a

small light aircraft.

The fact that there are two of them and the constant distance they are apart would

suggest that they are unlikely to be civilian aircraft.

The balance of probability is that this analysis is correct, but here will always remain

that nagging doubt, that 5% chance that I am wrong.

Section4
1 February 2001

PS.

T must congratulate Geiss: excellent quality of his recording and the use
of a tripod, without ie investigation would have been impossible.
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Direc

4a1(Secretariat)

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

(GTN)

Lafayette Your Reference

IN 47904 Qur Reference
USA D/DAS(Sec)64/3

Date
29 March 2001

Thank you for your letter addressed to Secretariat (Air Staff) 2ala concerning your ideas for new

propulsion technology. For your information, the two departments of the Director of Air Staff

and Secretariat (Air Staff} merged last year and our new title is shown above.

This department has no expertise in this field, so a copy of your letter has been passed to the Chief

Scientist at the Defence Evaluation and Research Agency who may be able to assist you. Should

you need to contact him in the future, the address is as follows;

Chief Scientist .

Defence Evaluation and Research Agency

Boscombe Down

Salisbury

Wiltshire

SP4 OJF

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



a neke fayette, IN, 47904

BAS 4 (SEC)

Deu Madame(s)/Si &), 2u MAR 2001 . : oe,
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Directorate of Air Sta

4a1(Secretariat)

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

(GTN) 40

Your Reference

Dundee

Scotland
AS(Sec)64/3

Our Reference

Date
28 March 2001

os STAY0
The Civil Aviation Authority have forwarded your letter dated 15 January enclosing the

photograph of an aircraft with a dark line across the sky in front of it. They have asked if we can

explain what this may be.

Firstly, it may be helpful if I explain that this department is the focal point within the Ministry of

Defence for correspondence concerning ‘unidentified flying objects’ and we examine any reports

we receive solely to establish whether what was seen might have some defence significance,

namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been

compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat

to the United Kingdom from an external military source, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed

such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting.

With regard to your photograph, you are not suggesting that this is a ‘UFO’ but clearly state that

you saw an aircraft. We do not have any expertise in this field and cannot be sure why the line

appeared in front of the aircraft. It has, however, been suggested that depending on the

meteorological conditions and the position of the sun, it may have been a shadow cast on to the

clouds from the vapour trail from the aircraft. This however, is only a best guess and should not

be taken as confirmation of what was seen.

1 am sorry we cannot be more helpful.

Yours sincerely,



’

SAFETY REGULATION GROUP

Galt House | Telephone 01294 204840 CIVIL AVIATION

Bank Street AUTHORITY

Irvine Fax 01294 312053
Ayrshire

KA12 OLL

Our ref Generall3-2-01

13 February 2001

Head of Sec (AS2)

Room 8245

Ministry of Defence

London

SWI1A 2HB

UNUSUAL PHOTOGRAPH

Dear 40

Enclosed is a letter and photograph received from the Quality and Production Manager of one

of the Approved Companies that this office overseas in the Scottish Region.

As you will see this is a strange phenomenon and I have spoken to several people within the

authority

and nobody can come up with an answer.

After several conversations SESSA om our communications department came up
with your department and that you might be interested.

I have spoken with otaad 464f@l informed him that I have forwarded his letter and
photograph to you.

Yours sincerely

onal Office Scotland

encl. Letter/Photograph

a ~
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INVESTOR IN PEOPLE



Fe: DINU

Facsimile

Civil Aviation Authority

Galt House

Bank St,

Irvine

KAI2 OLL

Attention

Date: 15.01.01 ba ce NIO 4B228

discuss our approval.his time I am looking for some advice from
yourself or from one of your scientific colleagues on the accompanying photograph.
The history. I was walking on Kinshaldy beach ( near Leuchars) and spotted the

aircraft as in the photograph. It was a bright day and I found myself confused by the

dark line in front of the aircraft. The line appeared to have the exact trajectory of the

white jet trail and continued to the horizon or at least the tree line.

I thought my eyes were playing tricks so I took a photograph and, lo and behold, the

line appeared on the photograph.

What is it?

I sent a copy to our local University Physics Dept. but they cannot come up with an

explanation, Can you help?





Direct . ;
4a1(Secretariat)

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Winsford ‘Our Ref

eine BRSrs

I am writing in response to your letters of 12 March addressed to RAF Cosford, RAF Fylingdales

and RAF Shawbury concerning the sighting of ‘unidentified flying objects’ over Merseyside on

16 January. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence

relating to ‘UFOs’ and your letters have been forwarded to us for reply.

Firstly, tt may be helpful if 1 explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of

‘unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some

defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace

might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military

source, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the

precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such

as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the

MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of

public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to your particular sighting, I note that you have asked similar questions to each RAF

Station and I will answer them in the same order as in your letters.

Ql) None of these Stations received any reports of unexplained aerial activity on this date and

no ‘UFO’ sightings were reported to this office.

Q2) RAF Cosford, is predominately a ground engineering training base and the only aircraft

operating from there are Bulldog Trainers of the University of Birmingham Air Squadron and

Vigilant Trainers of 633 Volunteer Gliding School. RAF Shawbury is a helicopter base. Neither

of these Stations, therefore, have any air defence aircraft. On this date there were no air defence

aircraft scrambled to intercept or investigate any activity in this area.

Q3) There were no major military exercises taking place in the Merseyside/Liverpool area on

the evening of 16 January.



Q4) You also asked RAF Fylingdales whether their radar operators recorded or received any
unexplained radar traces. RAF Fylingdales radar is used for tracking ballistic missiles and

satellites and is not optimised to track aircraft. This is a matter for the air defence network.

Finally, you may wish to be aware the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of
"UFO/flying saucer’ matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial
lifeforms, about which it remains totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows
of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

Yours sincerely,



Community Relations Office

RAF CONINGSBY

Lincoin LN4 4SY

y

\ Your Reference

exc Our Reference

CON/2133/3/ORG

Date

27" March 2001

Thank you for your letter regarding an incident that occurred on the

evening of Tuesday 16" January 2001. There were no aircraft flying
from RAF Coningsby after 1700 hours on that evening.

I can confirm that your details have been forwarded to the office of

Secretary Air Staff at the Ministry of Defence, Whitehall who monitor

all complains about military aircraft and records all information

received: MOD Sec (AS)2b

Room 8249, Main Building

Whitehall

LONDON

SW1A 2HB

Yours sincerely

Community Relations Officer

for Officer Commanding
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Section 40 |

Winsford

Cheshire

e
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“ [2th March 2001

Dear Sir/Madam

I am writing with regard to an incident which occurred on the evening

of Tuesday I6th January 2001 involving the sighting of unexplained

lights/objects observed by many witnesses in the skies throughout the
Merseyside area(please refer to accompanying map).

Part of the event was captured on video for a period of four minutes

by a resident from West Derby,a suburb a few miles SE of Liverpool

city centre.The footage was broadcast on the local BBC ‘North West

Today' television programme( Wednesday/Thursday L7th & I8th January).

Having interviewed the above witness in depth ,I was able to compile

a detailed description of what was observed and filmed,a copy of which

I have included with this letter.He has requested anonymity,which I

will respect,although personal details are on file.

Briefly,according to his testimony,up to eight unidentified lights

were observed for a period of approximately 10-15 minutes.They were

pinkish-red in colour,very bright,and. performed manoeuvres at a fairly

low elevation in the sky,uncharacteristic of typical aircraft, flying

in two distinct clusters to the west of Liverpool city centre on a

north-westerly heading.The witness, being familiar with inbound and

outbound flights of commercial aircraft to Liverpool and Manchester

Airports and also the activities of the police helicopter,was adamant

that these lights/objects were definitely not conventional aircraft,

since they carried no obvious flashing anti-collision/navigation lights.

Following the incident I spoke to a BBC reporter who investigated the

incident and was duly informed that the ‘North West Today' newsdesk had

received over 300 telephone calls from concerned members of the public,

many of whom had apparently observed the above event.Qn the I6th Feb-

ruary I broadcast an appeal for further witnesses on BBC Radio Mersey~



Side and was contacted by several people from the Liverpool area who were

able to corroborate the testimony of the chief witness,having observed

what appears to be the same ‘phenomenon! within a similar timeframe.All

expressed a degree of concern at the presence of these unidentified lights

and particularly their close proximity to the city centre and a busy

commercial air corridor.

I have checked with various authorities including local airports, police

and the Met Office,who ruled out unusual weather conditions.However,at

the time of writing,I have been unable to confirm the presence of any in-

bound/outbound flights from either Liverpool or Manchester International

Airports so am unable to explain these as yet unexplained lights/objects/

aircraft.

It would therefore be helpful to my investigations if you could provide

me with the following information.

I}Were personnel at RAF Coningsby notified of any unexplained aerial

activity in the Merseyside/Liverpool area on the evening of Tuesday,I6th

January 200I,between approximately 22.45 and 23.15 hrs.

2)If so,were any aircraft from RAF Coningsby scrambled to intercept/in-

vestigate such activity during the date/times mentioned above.

3)Would personnel at RAF Coningsby confirm whether any military manoeu-

vres or training exercises were undertaken by aircraft /nelicopters either

from Coningsby or other RAF/military airfields during the date/times

mentioned above.

Your co-operation regarding these matters would be greatly appreciated and

should you require further information please do not hesitate to contact

me at the above address.

I await your reply with interest.

Yours faithfully



ASE HISTORY:THE OBSERVATION. AND VIDEO-RECORDING OF UNEXPLAINED AERIAL

PHENOMENA IN THE MERSEYSIDE AREA. TUESDAY [6th JANUARY 2001

NAME & ADDRESS OF WITNESS

The witness is a resident of West Derby whose personal details are on file.

DATE OF SIGHTING

Tuesday 16th January 2001

TIME OF SIGHTING

22.50 - 23.10 hrs

DESCRIPTION OF SIGHTING

On the evening of Tuesday,I6th January,the primary witness was alerted by his

daughter who was driving along Queens Drive in the direction of West Derby.

Over the mobile phone she described the appearance of a formation of unusual

lights in the sky to her right.Having been alerted her father rushed down-

stairs,grabbing his camcorder,onto the street.To his west,in the direction of

Liverpool city centre he saw up to eight unusual lights which clustered in

two distinct groups.They were moving very slowly from Left to right(south to

north), flying roughly parallel to Queens Drive,which runs in a north-westerly

direction.The lights seemed to be quite low down on the horizon(approximately

30-40 degrees elevation),each of the lights occasionally altering position

within the overall group.They were all pinkish-red in colour,very bright,and

gave the appearance of ‘fuzzy stars'.The witness was adamant that the lights

were definitely not conventional aircraft or helicopters as they carried no

flashing anti-collision/navigation lights and were completely silent.He was

sure that,despite their relatively close proximity to Liverpool Airport,it

would be unlikely that so many aircraft could be in the sky simultaneously.

Also,their flight trajectory did not seemto take the objects either to or

from the airport vicinity.

Fortunately,the witness was able to obtain about four minutes of videofootage

which shows clearly the presence of the lights.On full zoom several of the

lights are quite distinct and show no evidence of conventional aircraft nav-

igation lights etc...

After approximately eight minutes,all the objects moved away to the north,

eventually fading from sight.Following the incident,several other members of

the public from the West Derby area came forward to testify that they also ob-

served the same phenomenon,providing valuable corroborative evidence to support

the original witness testimony.

LOCATION OF WITNESS

West Derby,Liverpool(please refer to map)

LOCATION OF OBJECT(S)

Liverpool City Centre/Liverpool Bay area(please refer to map)



wt

.

@sscxiprion OF OBJECT(S)

SHAPE Fuzzy - ‘star shaped’

SIZE Difficult to estimate due to the distance of the objects

from the observer

COLOUR Pinkish-red

BRIGHTNESS Very bright(similar to a +~3 magnitude star)

SOUND None

DISTANCE Several miles(please refer to map)

SPEED Slow

ELEVATION Apprex. 30-40 degrees

WEATHER CONDITIONS. (stats recorded at Liverpool Airport at 23.00 hrs GMT

on the I6th January 2001)

WIND: DD WIND SP VISBLTY AIRTEMP HUMIDITY PRESSURE

LOO{easterly) 3(light) 7 -4.0 92 1022.5

(stats courtesy of the Met Office, Bracknell, Berkshire)
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ROYAL AIR FORCE

Fylingdales Pickering North Yorkshire YO18 7NT

Haier 7 =7ia1d RENCE

MOD SEC (AS) 2 2: Man 2ook e: FYD/1816/1/Ops
Main Building F j

Whitehall ILE —
LONDON “ne ed

SWIA 2HB Date: 16 March 2001

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT REPORT

l. The enclosed letter was received from SESTNS «4:9-ine assistance in the investigation of
several unidentified flying objects sighted near Liverpool on 16 Jan 01.

2. I have also enclosed a copy of the reply to this request, informing him that his letter has been

forwarded on to your office.

Seer
For Officer Commanding

Enclosures:

1. Letter from Cac

2. FYD/1816/l/Ops dated



0: Section 40)

Winsford

Cheshire

T2th March 2001

Dear Sir/Madam

I am writing with regard to an incident which occurred on the evening

of Tuesday [6th January 200I involving the sighting of unexplained

lights/objects observed by many witnesses in the skies throughout the

Merseyside area(please refer to accompanying map).

Part of the event was captured on video for a period of four minutes

by a resident from West Derby,a suburb a few miles SE of Liverpool

city centre.The footage was broadcast on the local BBC 'North West

Today! television programme(Wednesday/Thursday L7th & I8th January).

Having interviewed the above witness in depth ,J was able to compile

a detailed description of what was observed and filmed,a copy of which

I have included with this letter.He has requested anonymity,which I

will respect,although personal details are on file.

Briefly,according to his testimony,up to eight unidentified lights

were observed for a period of approximately I0-I5 minutes. They were

pinkish-red in colour,very bright,and performed manoeuvres at a fairly

low elevation in the sky,uncharacteristic of typical aircraft, flying

in two distinct clusters to the west of Liverpool city centre on a

north-westerly heading.The witness,being familiar with inbound and

outbound flights of commercial aircraft to Liverpool and Manchester

Airports and also the activities of the police helicopter,was adamant

that these lights/objects were definitely not conventional aircraft,

since they carried no obvious flashing anti-collision/navigation lights.

Following the incident I spoke to a BBC reporter who investigated the

incident and was duly informed that the 'North West Today' newsdesk had

received over 300 telephone calls from concerned members of the public,

many of whom had apparently observed the above event.On the I6th Feb-

ruary I broadcast an appeal for further witnesses on BBC Radio Mersey-



s®@ and was contacted by several people from the Liverpool area who were

able to corroborate the testimony of the chief witness,having observed what

appears to be the same ‘phenomenon! within a similar timeframe.All ex-

pressed a degree of concern at the presence of these unidentified lights

and particularly their close proximity to the city centre and a busy comn-

ercial air corridor.

I have checked with various authorities including local airports, police

and the Met Office,who ruled out unusual weather conditions.However,at the

time of writing I have been unable to confirm the presence of any inbound/

outbound flights from either Liverpool or Manchester International Airports

sO am unable to explain these as yet unidentified lights/objects/aircraft.

It would therefore be helpful to my investigation if you could provide me

with the following information.

I)Were personnel at RAF Fylingdales notified of any unexplained aerial act-

ivity in the Merseyside/Liverpool area on the evening of Tuesday,I6th Jan-

uary 2001,between approximately 22.45 and 23.15 hrs.

2)I have enquired with regional RAF stations/airfields regarding intercept-

ions by military aircraft of these unexplained targets or the possibility

that military manoeuvres/training exercises in the Merseyside area may

provide an explanation.

Would staff at RAF Fylingdales confirm whether;

a)any military aircraft were scrambled within the British Air Defence

region in response to reports of unidentified air traffic in the Mersey-

side area during the date/times mentioned above.

b)any military manoeuvres/training exercises involving aircraft/heli-

copters from British RAF bases/airfields occurred during the date/times

mentioned above.

3)In addition to the above enquiries I am particularly interested in con-

firming whether radar operators at RAF Fylingdales recorded and/or received

any unexplained radar traces from the Merseyside/Liverpool area directly

or via other sources eg RAF stations/airfields;local international airports

eg Manchester,Liverpool & Leeds/Bradford;Civil Aviation Authority,during

the date/times in question.

Your co-operation regarding these matters would be greatly appreciated and

should you require further information please do not hesitate to contact me

at the above address.

I await your reply with interest.

Yours faithfully



CASE HISTORY:THE OBSERVATION AND VIDHO-RECORDING OF UNEXPLAINED ABRIAL

P. MENA IN THE MERSEYSIDE ARBA. TUESDAY I6th JANUARY 2001

NAME & ADDRESS OF WITNESS

The witness is a resident of West Derby whose personal details are on file.

DATE OF SIGHTING

Tuesday I6th January 2001

TIME OF SIGHTING

22.50 - 23.10 brs -

DESCRIPTION OF SIGHTING

On the evening of Tuesday,I6th January,the primary witness was alerted by his

daughter who was driving along Queens Drive in the direction of West Derby.

Qver the mobile phone she described the appearance of a formation of unusual

lights in the sky to her right.Having been alerted her father rushed down-

stairs,grabbing his camcorder,onto the street.To his west,in the direction of

Liverpool city centre he saw up to eight unusual lights which clustered in

two distinct groups.They were moving very slowly from left to right(south to

north),flying roughly parallel to Queens Drive,which runs in a north-westerly

direction.The Lights seemed to be quite low down on the horizon(approximately

30-40 degrees elevation),each of the lights occasionally altering position

within the overall group.They were all pinkish-red in colour,very bright,and

gave the appearance of ‘fuzzy stars'.The witness was adamant that the lights

were definitely not conventional aircraft or helicopters as they carried no

flashing anti-collision/navigation lights and were completely silent.He was

sure that,despite their relatively close proximity to Liverpool Airport,it

would be unlikely that so many aircraft could be in the sky simultaneously.

Also,their flight trajectory did not seem to take the objects either to or

from the airport vicinity.

Fortunately,the witness was able to obtain about four minutes of video footage

which shows clearly the presence of the Lights.On full zoom several of the

lights are quite distinct and show no evidence of conventional aircraft nav-

igation lights etc...

After approximately eight minutes,all the objects moved away to the north,

eventually fading from sight.Following the incident,several other members of

the public from the West Derby area came forward to testify that they also ob-

served the same phenomenon,providing valuable corroborative evidence to support

the original witness testimony.

LOCATION OF WITNESS

West Derby,Liverpook(please refer to map)

LOCATION OF OBJECT(S)

Liverpool City Centre/Liverpool Hay area(please refer to map)



‘DESCRIPTION OF OBJECT(S)|

APE Fuzzy - ‘star shaped!

SLZE Difficult to estimate due to the distance of the objects

from the observer

COLOUR Pinkish~red

BRIGHTNESS Very bright(similar to a -3 magnitude star)

SOUND None

DISTANCE Several miles(please refer to map)

SPEED Slow

ELEVATION Approx. 30-40 degrees

WEATHER CONDITIONS (stats recerded at Liverpool. Airport at 23.00 hrs GMT

on the [6th January 2001)

WIND DD WIND SP VISHLTY ALZRTEMP HUMIDITY PRESSURE

loO(easterly) 3{light) 7 ~4.0 92 1022.5

(stats courtesy of the Met Office, Bracknell, Berkshire)
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ROYAL AIR FORCE

Fylingdales Pickering North Yorkshire YO18 7NT

Military Networl
E-Mail: uksiteii Dest s3

Reference: FYD/1816/1/Ops

Winsford

Cheshire

0 Date: 16 March 2001

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT REPORT — 16 JANUARY 2001

Thank you very much for your recent letter reporting the sighting of possible unidentified flying objects.

T am afraid we have no information in our records that could help you with the sightings that you

detailed. However, a copy of your letter and the map you prepared has been sent to an office within the

Ministry of Defence that deals with such sightings and reports. The task of this office is to establish

whether what was seen might have some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence

that the United Kingdom’s airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised foreign

military aircraft.

I can assure you that your report has not been ignored and will be the subject of further investigations by

the Ministry. Once again, thank you for your report and your interest.

For Officer Commanding



ROYAL AIR FORCE
Shawbury Shrewsbury Shropshire SY4 4DZ

Please reply to the Community Relations Officer

Telephone: 01939 250351 (RAFTN 95531) Ext 7572 (+ answerphone)

Fax; RAFTN
é-mail: shawbury.demon.ca.u!

Your reference:

Our reference:

SHAW/2033/7/CRO

Date:

Winsford

Cheshire

MYSTERIOUS SIGHTING ’

Thank you for your letter of 12 March describing a mystefi0us sighting on Tuesday evening on

16 January.

Ican confirm that no aircraft from RAF Shawbury were airborne that evening and no unusual aerial

activity in the reported area was notified to this station.

lam therefore forwarding your letter and observations to the department in the Ministry of Defence,

London, which deals with such matters, the Directorate of Air Staff (4) Secretariat, for their attention

and records.

Yours sincerely

for Officer Commanding

Copy:

MOD Das4b(Sec)

www.rafshawbury.demon.co.uk



Section 40 |
Winsford

Cheshire

I2th March 2001

Dear Sir/Madam

I am writing with regard to an incident which occurred on the evening

of Tuesday I6th January 200I involving the sighting of unexplained

lights/objects observed by many witnesses in the skies throughout the

Merseyside area(please refer to accompanying map).

Part of the event was captured on video for a period of four minutes

by a resident from West Derby,a suburb a few miles SE of Liverpool

city centre.The footage was broadcast on the local BBC 'North West

Today' television programme(Wednesday/Thursday I7th & I8th January).

Having interviewed the above witness in depth ,I was able to compile

a detailed description of what was observed and filmed,a copy of which

I have included with this letter.He has requested anonymity,which I

will respect,although personal details are on file.

Briefly,according to his testimony,up to eight unidentified lights

were observed for a period of approximately I0-15 minutes, They were

pinkish-red in colour,very bright,and performed manoeuvres at a fairly

low elevation in the sky,uncharacteristic of typical aircraft, flying

in two distinct clusters to the west of Liverpool city centre on a

north-westerly heading.The witness,being familiar with inbound and

outbound flights of commercial aircraft to Liverpool and Manchester

Airports and also the activities of the police helicopter,was adamant

that these lights/objects were definitely not conventional aircraft,

since they carried no obvious flashing anti-collision/navigation lights.

Following the incident I spoke to a BBC reporter who investigated the

incident and was duly informed that the 'North West Today' newsdesk had

received over 300 telephone calls from concerned members of the public,

many of whom had apparently observed the above event.On the 16th Feb-

ruary I broadcast an appeal for further witnesses on BBC Radio Mersey-



@ Side and was contacted by several people from the Liverpool area who were
able to corroborate the testimony of the chief witness,having observed

what appears to be the same 'phenomenon' within a similar timeframe.All

expressed a degree of concern at the presence of these unidentified lights

and particularly their close proximity to the city centre and a busy

commercial air corridor.

I have checked with various authorities including local airports, police

and the Met Office,who ruled out unusual weather conditions.However,at

the time of writing I have been unable to confirm the presence of any

inbound/outbound flights from either Liverpool or Manchester International

Airports so am unable to explain these as yet unidentified lights/objects/

aircraft.

It would therefore be helpful to my investigations if you could provide

me with the following information.

I)Were personnel at RAF Shawbury notified of any unexplained aerial act-

ivity in the Merseyside/Liverpool area on the evening of Tuesday, 16th

January 200I,between approximately 22.45 and 23.15 hrs.

2)If so,were any aircraft from RAF Shawbury scrambled to intercept/in-

vestigate such activity during the date/times mentioned above.

3)Would personnel at RAF Shawbury confirm whether any military manoeu-

vres or training exercises were undertaken by aircraft/helicopters either

from Shawbury or other RAF/military airfields during the date/times

mentioned above.

Your co-operation regarding these matters would be greatly appreciated

and should you require further information please do not hesitate to

contact me at the above address.

I await your reply with interest.

Yours faithfully



Cc HISTORY:THE OBSERVATION AND VIDHO-RECORDING OF UNEXPLAINED AERIAL

PHENOMENA IN THE MERSEYSIDE ARBA. TUESDAY Téth JANUARY 2001

NAME & ADDRESS OF WITNESS

The witness is a resident of West Derby whose personal details are on file.

DATE OF SIGHTING

Tuesday I6th January 2001

TIME OF SIGHTING

22.50 - 23.10 hrs

DESCRIPTION OF SIGHTING

On the eveningof Tuesday,I6th January,the primary witness was alerted by his

daughter who was driving along Queens Drive in the direction of West Derby.

Over the mobile phone she described the appearance of a formation of unusual

lights in the sky to her right.Having been alerted her father rushed down-

stairs,grabbing his camcorder,onto’the street.To his west,in the direction of

Liverpool city centre he saw up to eight unusual lights which clustered in

two distinct groups.They were moving very slowly from left to right(south to

north),flying roughly parallel to Queens Drive,which runs in a north-westerly

direction.The lights seemed to be quite low down on the horizon(approximately

30-40 degrees elevation),each of the lights occasionally altering position

within the overall group.They were all pinkish~red in colour,very bright,and

gave the appearance of ‘fuzzy stars'.The witness was adamant that the lights

were definitely not conventional aircraft or helicopters as they carried no

flashing anti-collision/navigation lights and were completely silent.He was

sure that,despite their relatively close proximity to Liverpool Airport,it

would be unlikely that so many aircraft could be in the sky simultaneously.

Also,their flight trajectory did not seem to take the objects either to or

from the airport vicinity.

Fortunately,the witness was able to obtain. about four minutes of videofootage

which shows clearly the presence of the lights.On full zoom several of the

lights are quite distinct and show no evidence of conventional aircraft nav-

igation Lights etc...

After approximately eight minutes,all the objects moved away to the north,

eventually fading from sight.Following the incident,several other members of

the public from the West Derby area came forward to testify that they also ob-

served the same phenomenon,providing valuable corroborative evidence to support

the original witness testimony.

LOCATION OF WITNESS

West Derby,Liverpool{ please refer to map)

LOCATION OF OBJECT(S)

Liverpool City Centre/Liverpool Bay area(please refer to map)



Depron OF OBJECT(S)

SHAPE Fuazy - ‘star shaped'

SIZE Difficult to estimate due to the distance of the objects

from the observer

COLOUR Pinkish-red

BRIGHTNESS Very bright(similar to a -3 magnitude star)

SOUND None

DISTANCE Several miles(please refer to map)

SPEED Siow

ELEVATION Approx. 30-40 degrees

WEATHER CONDITIONS (stats recorded at Liverpool Airport at 23.00 hrs GM1

on the I6th January 2001)

WIND DD WIND SP VISBLTY AIRTEMP HUMIDITY PRESSURE

loO{easterly) 3(light) 7 4.0 92 ra22.5

(stats courtesy of the Met Office, Bracknell, Berkshire)
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®
COS/523/6/Org

5 Mar 01

DAS4 (Sec

REQUEST FOR INFORMATION ON POSSIBLE UFO SIGHTING - 16 JAN 01

1. The attached letter, from a s forwarded to you for action.

Although, we are in a position to two questions we are in not
able to answer the third.

2. For your information, RAF Cosford Duty Staff received no telephone calls or

other messages relating to this incident on the evening of 16 Jan 01. To date,
ef ie is the only communication received. As you are aware, RAF
ely-a ground engineering training base and the only aircraft operated are the

Bulldogs Trainers of University of Birmingham Air Squadron (UBAS) and the Vigilant
Trainers of 633 Volunteer Gliding School. Neither of these units flying at night and

would certainly never be tasked on an interception mission.

Castor

3. We have not acknowledged receipt o: Lteete rt.

le Van BAYS ARISE. NS 344

WOR ce



. Section 40,__|

Winsford

Cheshire ;

SOCTIC i)

T2th March 200I

Dear Sir/Madam

I am writing with regard to an incident which occurred on the evening
of Tuesday [6th January 200I involving. the sighting of unexplained

Lights/objects observed by many witnesses in.the skies throughout the

Merseyside area(please refer to accompanying map).

Part of the event was captured on video for a period of four minutes

by a resident from West Derby,a suburb a few miles SE of Liverpool

city centre.The footage was broadcast on the local BBC 'North West

Today' television programme(Wednesday/Thursday I7th & J&th January).

Having interviewed the above witness in depth ,I was able to compile

a detailed description of what was observed and filmed,a copy of which

I have included with this letter.He has requested anonymity,which I

will respect,although personal details are on file.

Briefly,according to his testimony,up to eight unidentified lights

were observed for a period of approximately I0-I15 minutes.They were

pinkish-red in colour,very bright,and performed manoeuvres at a fairly

low elevation in the sky,uncharacteristic of typical aircraft, flying

in two distinct clusters to the west of Liverpool city centre on a

north-westerly heading.The witness,being familiar with inbound and

outbound flights of commercial aircraft to Liverpool and Manchester

Airports and also the activities of the police helicopter,was adamant

that these lights/objects were definitely not conventional aircraft,

since they carried no obvious flashing anti~collision/navigation lights.

Following the incident I spoke to a BBC reporter who investigated the

incident and was duly informed that the 'North West Today' newsdesk had

received over 300 telephone calls from concerned members of the public,

many of whom had apparently observed the above event.On the I6th Feb-

ruary I broadcast an appeal for further witnesses on BBC Radio Mersey-



side and was contacted by several people from the Liverpool area who were

able to corroborate the testimony of the chief witness,having observed

what appears to be the same ‘phenomenon within a similar timeframe.All

expressed a degree of concern at the presence of these unidentified lights

and particularly their close proximity to the city centre and a busy

commercial air corridor.

I have checked with various authorities including local airports,police

and the Met Office,who ruled out unusual weather conditions.However,at

inbound/outbound flights from either Liverpool or Manchester International

Airports so am unable to explain these as yet unidentified lights/objects/

aircraft.

It would therefore be helpful to my investigations if you could provide

|

the time of writing,I have been unable to confirm the presence of any

me with the following information.

I)Were personnel at RAF Cosford notified of any unexplained aerial activity

in the Merseyside/Liverpool area on the evening of Tuesday,I6th January

2001 between approximately 22.45 and 23.15 hrs.

2)If so,were any aircraft from RAF Cosford scrambled to intercept/invest-

igate such activity during the date/times mentioned above.

3)Would personnel at Cosford confirm whether any military manoeuvres or

training exercises were undertaken by aircraft/helicopters either from

Cosford or other RAF/military airfields during the date/times mentioned

above.

Your co-operation regarding these matters would be greatly appreciated

and should you require further information please do not hesitate to

contact me at the above address.

I await your reply with interest.

Yours faithfully



“se STORY: THE OBSERVATION AND VIDEO-RECORDING OF UNEXPLAINED AERIAL

PHENOMENA IN THE MERSEYSIDE ARBA.TUESDAY I6th JANUARY 2001

NAME & ADDRESS OF WITNESS

The witness is a resident of West Derby whose personal details are on file.

DATE OF SIGHTING

Tuesday I6th January cool

TIME OF SIGHTING

22.50 ~ 23.10 brs

DESCRIPTION OF SIGHTING

On the evening of Tuesday,I6th January,the primary witness was alerted by his

daughter who was driving along Queens Drive in the direction of West Derby.

Over the mobile phone she described the appearance of a formation of unusual

lights in the sky to her right.Having been alerted her father rushed down-

stairs,grabbing his camcorder,onto the street.To his west,in the direction of

Liverpool city centre he saw up to eight unusual lights which clustered in

two distinct groups.They were moving very slowly from left to right(south to

north),flying roughly parallel to Queens Drive,which runs in anorth-westerly

direction.The lights seemed to be quite low down on the horizon(approximately

30-40 degrees elevation),each of the lights occasionally altering position

within the overall group.They were all pinkish-red in colour,very bright,and

@ave the appearance of ‘fuzzy stars'.The witness was adamant that the lights

were definitely not conventional aircraft or helicopters as they carried no

flashing anti-collision/navigation lights and were completely silent.He was

sure that,despite their relatively close proximity to Liverpool Airport,it

would be unlikely that so many aircraft could be in the sky simultaneously.

Also,their flight trajectory did not seem to take the objects either to or

from the airport vicinity.

Fortunately,the witness was able to obtain about four minutes of videofootage

which shows clearly the presence of the Lights.On full zoom several of the

lights are quite distinct and show no evidence of conventional aircraft nav-

igation lights etc...

After approximately eight minutes,all the objects moved away to the north,

eventually fading from sight.Following the incident,several other members of

the public from the West Derby area came forward to testify that they also ob-

served the same phenomenon,providing valuable corroborative evidence to support

the original. witness testimony.

LOCATION OF WITNESS

West Derby,Liverpool(please refer to map)

LOCATION OF OBJECT(S)

Liverpool city Centre/Liverpool Bay area(please refer to map)



D PTION OF OBJECT(S)

SHAPE Fuzzy - ‘star shaped’

SIZE Difficult to estimate due to the distance of the objects

from the observer

COLOUR Pinkish~red

BRIGHTNESS Very bright(similar to a ~3 magnitude star)

SOUND None

DISTANCE Several miles(please refer to map)

SPEED Slow

ELEVATION Approx. 30-40 degrees

WEATHER CONDITIONS (stats recorded at Liverpool Airport at 23.00 hrs GMI

on the 16th January 2001)

WIND DD WIND SP VISBLTY ALRTEMP HUMIDITY PRESSURE

loO(easterly) 3(light) 7 ~4.0 92 1022.5

(stats courtesy of the Met Office, Bracknell, Berkshire)
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From SESS = ctoat of Air Staff (Sec) 4a, Room 8245 | |
MIN ENCE

Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207 218 2140
(Fax)

Your Reference

Qur Refeur Reference B “

Southampton D/DAS(Sec)/64.
Hants Date

2%, March 2001

emg section 40
Thank you for your e-mail of 8 March 2001, which has been passed to us for reply. This

office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘unidentified

flying objects’.

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of

‘unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some

defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace

might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a

potential threat, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, MOD does not attempt

to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational

explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the

function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify

expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

Reports from members of the public of sightings are usually made to Police stations, RAF

stations and air traffic control centres and are then forwarded to this office. We also have an

answerphone in this office where sighting reports can be left. The reports, which are usually very

brief and vague, are considered, if necessary, in consultation with air defence advisers. Sighting

teports are kept on file within this office for future reference.

Finally, the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer'

matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it

remains totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no evidence which

substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena

I hope this is helpful in explaining our position

Yous sincerely
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MINISTERIAL CO SPONDENCE UNIT

, R&ENo_22G7 _/2001

W{8 lor

The Secretary of S has received the

attached letter from a member of the public. It has not been

acknowledged by this office.

Please send a reply on behalf of the Minister concerned. All

Ministers attach importance to such letters being answered promptly,

your reply should therefore be sent within 20 working days of receipt in

this branch. If, exceptionally, this should prove impossible an interim

reply should be sent within the same timescale.

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to

Government Information came into force in January 1997. All replies to

members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set out

in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in :

DCI(Gen) 223/99, further information is available from DOMD on

extension SS
Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to keep

records of their performance. All branches and Agencies are required to

keep information on the number of requests for information which

refer to the Code of Practice including details of the correspondent and

the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Department is required

to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the

public and provide statistics (which may be used on a valid sample) of

its performance in providing replies within their published targets.

As part of our monitoring procedure, rando:

the accuracy of your branch records on correspo enceawi
performed throughout the year.

{ CTE |hr _

15 MAR 2001



Asstpclk.2

From: SC A
Sent: 14

To: Asstpclk.2
Subject: Re: hello :)

hello

my name is Ay] am currently writing a book on the UFO and

alien phen echate it if you could send me any details on

the policies you have regarding alien contact. i relaise that much of your

information is confidential and classified, but i would be very grateful for

any information you could provide me with. thank you for your help

god bless you

southampton

hants

thank you once again :)

Page 1



‘Demon Internet Webmail Page 1 of 2

Secure Connection -

ministers.demon.co.uk

Message:

Originally from: webmaster@dgics.mod.uk [Originally to: [public
Date: Mon, 5 Mar 2001 18:22:23 -0000

Subject: FW: hello :)

aoe = _NextPart_000_01C0A5A1.398E7910

Content- Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

coheheneinned =_NextPart_000_01COA5A1,398E7910

Content-Type: message/rfc822

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

To: " »mod.uk" <webmaster@dgics.mod.uk>

Subject: hello :)

Date: Tue, 27 Feb 2001 21:19:11 -0000

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="---- =_NextPart_001_01C0A5A1.398FFFBO”"

caaieteieed =NextPart_001_01COASA1.398FFFBO

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

hello friend

im not sure if i am emailing the right address but i would be very =

grateful if you could provide me with some assistance, i am a student at =

totton college and i am writing about aliens for my project. i would be =

grateful if you could tell me what the current policies are regarding =

extraterrestrials. i realise that you are not allowed to disclose =

information regarding contacts for security reasons. however all i am =

asking is what would the goverment do if aliens did contact them. would=

they chose to go public or run a form of indoctrination program. i am =

grateful for any assistance you can provide me with.

on a personal note, if you do wish to let me in on the secret you can =

trust me :)

also, i dont know if this is classified, but if you dont answer this =

particular question i guess it is, what is your involvment, and how =

) extensive is it, with goverments around the world involving this matter.

i realise that you must recieve thousands of emails and letters on this =

subject and i would be honoured if i ven had a reply. the main =

information i require is the offical policies that you hold regarding =

extraterrestrials. i assum that these must be public knowledge because =

you guys have laws and policies on everything. i realise that the =

policies will be of an "If aliens contacted...approach.but i realise

that you must have good reasons to keep this stuff secret.

tt

if by any chance this email is read by someone who wishes to let the

public in on the truth, i am also writing a book and i would love to

include any new information on the subject..im sure you know how to =

contact me unofficaly :) thanks

t
a
l

https://web.mail.demon.net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi 09/03/01



Direct

4a1(Secretariat)

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Tavistock

West Devon DAS Sec)64/3
‘ DatSection Ag 3Vrarch 2001

ir Reference

Thank you for your letter dated 31 January, concerning ‘unidentified flying objects’ (UFOs). This

office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs’ and

I have been asked to reply.

Firstly, it may helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of 'UFOs' it

receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some defence significance;

namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been

compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat

to the United Kingdom from an external military source, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed

such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We

believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could

be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial

identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which go

beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to your questions concerning Denis Healey and his involvement with the “Bilderberg

Group” in 1954, we have no direct knowledge of this group or what may have been discussed at

their meetings.

You also asked about a report allegedly written between 1961-1964 at Supreme Headquarters

Allied Powers Europe (SHAPE) concerning UFO sightings. This department does not receive

copies of SHAPE/NATO documents on this subject. If this report had existed, I assume it would

have been held at SHAPE for a period and than either archived or destroyed. Any files

concerning ‘UFO’ sightings held by this department, which cover this period are available for

examination by members of the public at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew,

Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU.

Finally, I can assure you that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of

'UFO/flying saucer’ matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial

lifeforms, about which it remains totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows

of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

Yours sincerely,



@B-MAR-2001 10:41 FROM MOD WHITEHALL LIBRARY TO Bea 40 P.@1784
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«

Enquiries Team, MOD Information & Library Service, 3~ 5 Great

Seotiand Yard, London, SW1A 2HW MGD Information &

Library Service

co _ ESTE. Bescon40 a
Fac fa) Pagea: 4 (inc, cover)

Date: 08/03/01

Ra Bilderberg Group ctr

Here are the relevant pages from Denis Healey’s Autobiography, ‘The Time of My Life’. if you need any
more information regarding the Bilderberg Conferences, please let us know. If | arm not available
myself, please speak SPT We do have a copy of the book for loan if you wish to
read further.

| hope this helps...
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Uniting the West 195

replied, ‘the people of California like the Democratic policies better.’

“Then why don’t you pinch some of the Democrats’ policies? That’s

what the Tories would have done in Britain.’

‘Because if we'd done thet we would not have been Republicans,” was

the reply. How often have I heard a similar response from Labour Party

activists in similar circumstances.

Before long a benign provid developed another ism for

assisting impecunious European socialists to learn something of the

outside world — the international conference. Kénigswinter performed

this function for Germany. The Council of Europe covered Western

Europe as a whole. The NATO Parliamentarians Conference brought

politicians from Europe, the United States, and Canada together once a

year. Before long there was also an annual meeting in Bermuda of British

MPs and members of Congress. Then the great American foundations

* of Ford and Rockefeller took a hand, There was a proliferation of culcural

2 conferences in all parts of the world, including the Congress for Cultural

Freedom, where I could meet people less directly involved in politics

such as the poet Stephen Spender, the philosopher Raymond Aron, and

the novelist Mary McCarthy. I later discovered that the Congress for

Cultural Freedom, like £ ter magazine, was financed by the CIA;

both nevertheless made a useful contribution to the quality of Western

life at that time.

Of all these meetings, the most valuable to me while I was in

opposition were the Bilderberg Conferences — so called after the Bilder-

berg Hotel near Arnhem, where the first was held in 1954. They were

“1! the brain-child of Joseph Retinger, a Pole who had sertled in England

i after the Great War, married the daughter of the socialist intellectual,

|:E.D. Morel, and worked for a time as secretary to Joseph Conrad,

| another Polish expatriate.

rq: +: Retinger was a small wizened man, with a pince-nez on a wrinkled

| brown face. He was crippled by polio. During the war he had been an

ide to General Sikorski, and despite his extreme physical disability was

“parachuted into Poland to make contact with the Home Army. After the

war he organised the Congress of the Hague, which launched the

+7) European Movement. Convinced of the need for a similar forum to

=i | strengthen unity between Europe and North America, he approached

Hugh Gaitskell, General Colin Gubbins, who had commanded SOE

during the war, and several leading politicians and businessmen who

were concerned to strengthen Atlantic cooperation. They asked Prince

Bemhard of the Netherlands to act as Chairman, because they rightly

hy.
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196 The Time of My Life

thought it would be difficult to find a politician whose objectivity would

be above suspicion, and who could call Cabinet ministers from any

country to order without causing offence.

‘ 1 was invited to the first meeting and later acted as convenor of the ==

British who attended; Reggie Maudling and I were the British members j

of the Steering Committee. Retinger and his successor, the Dutch é

Socialist Ernst van Der Beughel, who later became chairman of KLM, °

were extraordinarily ful in persuading busy men to give up a :

weekend for private discussions, though they found it more difficult to %

attract ministers than politicians out of office. 4
The Bilderberg conferences inevitably aroused jealousy, because they 4

were exclusive, and suspicion, because they were private. In America 4
they were attacked as a left-wing plot to subvert the United States, in

Europe as a capitalist plot to undermine socialism. They were neither.

Immense care was taken to invite a fair balance from all political parties,

and to include trade unionists as well as businessmen. Though the

discussions were more carefully prepared than at many such meetings — I

myself wrote a paper for most conferences — cheir real value, as always,

was in the p ] contacts outside the conference hall. Industrialists

like Gianni Agnelli and Otto Wolf von Amerongen had to listen to

socialists and trade unionists — and vice versa. Experience has taught me

that lack of understanding is the main cause of al] evil in public affairs -

as in private life. Nothing is more likely to produce understanding than

the sort of personal contact which involves people not just as officials or

representatives, but also as human beings. That is why the Commonwealth

Scholarships, which take British students to the United States, and the

Rhodes Scholarships, which bring students from America and the Com-

monwealth to Britain, have made a contribution to good relations between

the Anglo-Saxon democracies out of all proportion to their cost.

Lecturing in the United States, and attending conferences on both

sides of the Atlantic, in addition to my work in Parliament and my

consticuency, left me all too little spare time; I preferred to spend what

leisure I had with Edna and the children rather than with my political

colleagues, thus reinforcing my reputation as a Joner. A busy politician

has to choose between his family life and his social life; I never hesitated

to put the former first. And I was not prepared to cut down my work

abroad. It offered me opportunities of learning to understand the people

and problems I hoped to deal with as a minister, which are simply not

available once you are in office.

The men who made the American Revolution represented all that was



TOFROM MOD WHITEHALL LIBRARY P. 84704QS-MAR-2001 18:42. ‘whitemarble,aGreekintheWhitehallEmpire.Hiscynicismaboutall
_howprovedofgreatvalue.DavidRockefeller,whomIhadknown
-field;hisbrotherNelsonwasformanyyearsGovernorofNewYork

44.TheTimeofMyLifeChurchillwhenbewasChancelloroftheExchequer:‘Iwouldwishto
financelessproudandindustrymorecontent’.2

Duringtheyearsofcrisis,mymainTreasuryadviseroninternational
financewasDerekMigchell,whohadbeenHaroldWilson’sPrincipalPrivateSecretarybefore1970.Hewasasmallmanwithafaceofmobile

politicianswasspicedwithanicesenseofhumour:heinsistedon
pronouncingthenameofmyJapanesecolleague,Fukuda,inawaywhich

wouldjustifydescribinghimas‘theWelshvoluptuary’,AttheBankof
EnglandKitMcMahonwastheinternationalspecialist;hewasthesortof

insubordiintellectualIfindmostagreeable.DouglasWassand
GordonRichardsonwere,ofcourse,alwaysathandonthemoreimportan!occasions.TheTreasuryingeneralwassurprisinglyignorantofthebroader|diplomaticcontextinwhichalltheseissueshadtoberesolved.OnoneBS
occasiontheyaskedmetoseetheGermanAmbassadoratshortnotice.I4
agreed,sinceKarl-GiintheryonHasewasaclosefriend,whohad

introducedmeintotheOrderAgainstPoliticalPomposityinAachen
severalyearsearlier.Whenthedoorromysanctumopened,itwastheEastGermanAmbassadorwhowalkedin;mystaffstilldidnotrecognise

thedifference,FortunatelyIknewhimaswell,andtriedtodisguisemy
astonis

hment.VonHasewasimmenselyhelpfult»measChancellorinmyrelations
withtheFederalRepublic.MyproblemswithWashingtonwerecased
bytheUnitedStatesAmbassador,ElliotRichard»withwhomIhad

alsoworkedbefore,particularlyontheMIRYVissue;hisMinister,Phil
Kaiser,hadbeenaclosefriendsinceIsucceededhimandTedHeath

asChairmanoftheBalliolJCRin1939.MyyearsattheBilderberg
meetingsalsobroughtmemanyinthefiialworldwhich

sincetheveryfirstBilderbergmeetingatArnhem,wasnowheadof
theChaseManhattanBank,andparticularlyactiveintheinternationalS

State,andhadrunagainstNixonfortheRepublicannominationin
1968.

.
OnonevisittoNewYorkIstayedwithEdnaatDavidRockefeller's
houseinNewYork.Wewerestupefied,onenteringthefrontdoor,tosee“f

onthestairsfacingusPicasso’sYoungGirlwithFlowers,whichhadbeen3
oneofmyfavouritepaintingssinceIfirstsawitatOxfordinGertrudea

Stein'sbookonPicasso.Aboveourbedwas«goodVuillard,witha@
StabilisingWorldMarkets415

Lautrecfacingit.DavidtoldmethatwhenGertrudeSteindied,heand
JockWhitney,anothermillionairebanker,decidedtoclubcogetherand
buyhercollection.Thentheydrewlotstodecidewhoshouldhavewhich

picture,andDavidgotthePicasso.Ahwell!
IstillgedtogettoatBilderbergmeetingsasChancellor.At

MégéveinApril1974ImetHelmutSchmidt,whowasnowonceagainmycolleague,asGermany’sFiMinister.Onthedrivethroughthe
AlpsfromGenevaheaskedmeanxiouslywhetherIthoughtanycountry
couldsurvivethecusrentGermaninflationrateof7.5percent;since
ourswasalreadytwiceashigh,Iwasabletoreassurehim.Memoriesof
theWeimarinflation,whenpeoplehadtwshopwithpramsfullof

banknotes,werestillverymuchaliveinGermany,astheyareeventoday.Bonnwillalwaysgiveprioritytoreducinginflationratherthanincreasinggrowth.Helmurwasatthattimeinoneofhisdepressedmoods;hehad
offeredhisresignationthreeweeksearliertoWillyBrandt,seeinghimas
weakandlazy,alwaysgivingintothemilitantYoungSocialists,His

relationswithBrandedidnotimprove;intheircaseproseandpoetrycould
notlivetogether.ThoughHelmutlaterbecameChancellorhimselfwhen

Brandthadteresignoveraspyscandal,BrandtstayedonasPartyChairman,Inspiteoftheirdifficultieswithoneanother,Iwaslaterto
feeltherewassomethingtobesaidforsplittingtheroteofPrime

MinisterfromthatofPartyLeader,butweneverseriouslycontemplated
itintheLabourParty.CurrenciesweretheninturmoilandGermany,likeBritainandallthe

otheroil-consumingcountries,hadanenormousbalanceofpayments
deficittobefinanced.TheimmediatepreoccupationofallWestern
financeministerswastheroleofgoldinofficialreserves.Thequestionwaswhethertheworld’scentralbanksshouldfixanewofficialpricefor

goldorleavethepricetothemarkets,orwhetherweshoulddemonetise
goldaltogetherbyrefusingtocountitinthereserves,andtrytoestablish
theIMF.SpecialDrawingRight,orSDR,asthemainreservecurrency.
WeBritishwereallfordemonctisationsincetheBankofEnglandhad

imprudentlysoldoffmostofaurgoldstockseveralyearsearlier;asItold
myFrenchcolleagues,mymottowas‘merdeaFor’.TheUnitedStates

thoughttheirdollarshouldbetheonlyreservecurrencyintheworld,and
sawtheirgoldinFortKnoxasinvaluablesupportforitsreserverole.In
theCommonMarkettheGermansandDutchsupportedusagainstthe

FrenchandItalians,whohadvulnerablecurrenciesbutlargegoldstocks.
Intheendthemostwecouldagreeonwasthatcentralbanksshouldbe

freetobuyandsellgoldamongthemselves,providingtheydidnot

TOTAL P.24



MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT

To _ |DAS ~ (SC) RefNo ‘S65 poo

Date ( (alo \

The Secretary of State, / has received the
attached letter from a member of the public. It has not been
acknowledged by this office.

Please send a reply on behalf of the Minister concerned. All
Ministers attach importance to such letters being answered promptly,

your reply should therefore be sent within 20 working days of receipt in

this branch. If, exceptionally, this should prove impossible an interim
reply should be sent within the same timescale.

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to

Government Information came into forcein January 1997. All replies to

members of the public must bein accordance with the procedures set out

in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practiceis containedin
oxi = further informationis available from DOMD on
extensio

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to keep
records of their performance. All branches and Agencies are required to

keep information on the number of requests for information which

refer to the Code of Practice including details of the correspondent and

the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Departmentis required

to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the

public and provide statistics (which may be used on a valid sample) of

its performance iin providing replies within their published targets.

bs part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on
the accuracy of your branch records on correspondence will be

performed throughout the year.
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Section 4 Phone: S eo

Tavistock email:

West Devon ISectia| en

Wednesday, January 31, 2001

men —,

Minister Of Defence Hiss (Ry OF DECERCE

Hei WBAlbing

WHITER ALL

Lewbon <WIA-ZAR

Dear Sir/

I Would Like To Make Two Enquiries In History Please Concerning The

Government Defence Minister Denis Healey In 1954,Please Could You Confirm

That He Along With Other Western Powers,One Namely France,Knew Of The

Precence Of Of Alien Landings At The Time Of The Document Enclosed.

I Requested Proof Of The Statement In The enclosed Document And Furnish

The Authors Statement By Email,I Would Be Most Grateful If You Could

Enlighten Me as To Whether This Report Is Correct Keeping In Mind As To

Where It Originated.

My Second Enquiry Concerns The Period Of 1961 And Involves An Report Which

Was Commisioned Over 2/Half Years By Nato Then(Shape) By The Interest Of

Sir Thomas Pike Wanting To Know What The Flying Machines Known As Ufo;s

Were The Report Was Put Together By Every Military Representative In The

Nato Countries At The Time And Signed By Hienz Berger Head Of Security(Shoc)

The Person Who Has Mentioned This Report Is Highly Decorated And His Rank

Was Sergeant Major With The Highest Security Clearance That Was Available

Working Under General Nyman Lemnitzer At Nato’s Headquaters Just Outside

Paris “Supreme Allied Powers Europe” And Attached To Headquaters Operations

Centre.

The Report Goes On And On About The Ufo’s The Types Of Aliens Etc,The Reports

Cover Had Cosmic Top Secret And The Pages Were Stamped Highly Classified,

And There Were Fifteen Copies Made One Being In English.

The Title Of This Report Was Assesment:An Evaluation Of A Possible Military

Threat To Allied Forces In Europe It Was Numbered Hash3 Stamped Cosmic

Top Secret Eight Inches Of Appendices And Dozens Of Photos And Signed By

The Head Of Security heinz berger.

The Report Goes On And On About The Types Of Aliens,and The KGB Etc,But

The Part That Interests Me In The Report Me ntions The British Army And,

There Presence At An Ufo Crash In Timmensdorfer Germany Near The Baltic



Coast,Where They Were First On The Scene To Find The Craft And Twelve Smail

Bodies Ali Regretably Dead,The Report Goes On To State That The Bodies Were

Taken Away On Jeeps and Photo’s Were Taken Along With Autopsy Photos

The Craft Was Said To Have Been Cut Up”Like A Pie Into Six Pieces”,And

Shipped Of To Wright Patterson Airforce Base In The U.S.A.

Please Could You Verify This Reports Existence And Whether These Photo’s

“Not The Autopsy”,Are Available For Perusal.

Thank You For Your Kind Attention

Yours Sincerely



Hotmail Folder: Inbox Page 1 of 2 telinf
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Directory | Shopping | MoneyCentral | People & Chatt |

Save Address - Block Sender

Ask Our M.o.d About This Carefully Of Course.

My Kindest Regards To You And Thank You For

Your Attention

> 28 January 14:03

>

>

> Dear e

> Cee Please Forgive Me Adding To Your Workload

> If I Ask

> Politely,I Wonder If You Could Please Tell Me If The

> Statement That

> aliens Have Had A Base Here On Earth Since 1954 And Later

> The

> Secretary Of Defence In The Uk,At The Time Being "Denis

> Healey",

> Could You Please Tell Me How This Was Verified As I Would

> Like To

>

>

>

>

>

>

My information comes from an informant very highly placed -

within the American intelligence community. He has proven

reliable over time. I cannot divulge his identity.

Yours truly,

United States of America. Phone:

WEBSITE:

You are invited to join his UFoTruth internet

reports—and-ET/UFO/Experiencers

communications list;moderated by IRI 5 > <<r2be at:
http://UFoTruth.listbot.com/ };

join a Aig orts {his reports-only!) list at:

http://pvifd.pav1.hotmail.msn.com/cgi-bin/getmsg?curmbox=FO0Q0 28/01/01



Hotmail Folder: Inbox Page 1 of 2

i Banautad, |Shopping| MoneyCentral | People & ChatDirectory

Save Address - Block Sender

1 20:17:22 -0800

‘Fonvard ©

anuary

wees “| Im On The Verge Of Writing To The

Minister Of Defence Here Regarding Denis Healey And

Knowledge Of Alien Landings In The 1954 Era,But Before I Get

This Into the Post Could

You Please Tell Me the Gentleman I Refer To Above An Retired

U.S

Sgt In The Sixty's Had Cosmic Top Secret Clearance You

Probably Know All This But My Point Being,Do You Think That

He Would Have

Read Anything In The Secret Manual That He Had Privy To

About

The alien Landings?

Im Just About To Ask Our Government Their Part in The

Crashed Ufo

In The Story.

I do not know if the details of the extraterrestrial landing

and contact with government officials were contained in "The

Assessment", the NATO ijefing on UFOs, which

Command Sergeant-Major U.S. Army/NATO

Intelligence read

But are of those landings by separate sources.

v|
V
V
V
V
V
 
V
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V
V
 
V
V
 
V
V
 
V
V
 
V
V
 
V
V
 
V
V

22, United States of America. Phone:

WEBSITE:

You are invited to join his UFOTruth internet

reports~and-ET/UFO/Experiencers

.. /getmsg?curmbox=F000000001 &a=e7670f42 1 cce79ae0375780 1 cc264695&msg=MSG98 101/02/01
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From the Library of NewAge On-Line Australia: http://www.newage.com.au

ET Base On Earth

Sanctioned By Officials

Since 1954 Confirmed
by Richard Boylan, Ph.D.

In July of 1952 the world was electrified by large newspaper headlines and

photos of squadrons of UFOs flying repeatedly over the nation's Capital in

Washington, DC. Four months later WW II General Dwight Eisenhower was

elected President.

The same month President Eisenhower took office January, 1953), the CIA's

Office of Scientific Intelligence (OSI) was ordered to determine if UFOs were

interstellar vehicles. OSI convened the Robertson Panel of scientists, which

recommended that the Air Force study of UFOs, Project Blue Book, be

expanded.

A year later, in April, 1954, as documented by Gerald Light, President

Eisenhower made a secret trip to Muroc Field (now Edwards Air Force Base), in

the California desert, accompanied by generals, reporter Franklin Allen of the

Hearst Newspapers Group, Los Angeles Catholic Bishop James McIntyre, and

others. The President had previously arranged to be in nearby Palm Springs,

CA, purportedly for a golfing vacation. He “was spirited over to Muroc one

night," while reporters were fed the cover story that the President had a

toothache and needed to see a dentist.

While at Muroc Air Field, Eisenhower was present while an extraterrestrial disc

landed. Several Star Visitors emerged to converse with the President and the

generals. The extraterrestrials requested that Eisenhower make the public

aware of extraterrestrial contact with Earth forthwith. The President protested

that humans were not ready, and needed time to be prepared for adjusting to

this stupendous reality.

By the end of the following month, May, 1954, President Eisenhower's CIA

Director, Walter Bedell Smith, Prince Bernhard of Netherlands, David

Rockefeller and other top world finat 2 ker Secretary of State Dean Rusk,

rr
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collective management of the world order". (Sklar, H., ed., 1981. Trilateralism.

Boston: South End Press.) One of the early items on the agenda of this world

management policy board was extraterrestrial contact.

The following information was disclosed to me by a confidentiat reliable

informant, who previously worked on contract for the National Security Agency,

and maintains connections within the Intelligence community. This information

has been confirmed by a second source, Dr. Michael Wolf of the National

Security Council's unacknowledged subcommittee, the MJ-12 Special Studies

Group. The report which follows is not "leaks". The release of this information is

part of the Acclimation Program, an official though unacknowledged U.S.

Government policy of "processed release of information", as Dr. Wolf describes

it. (Any information presented in this report which I have developed

independent of these two governmental informants will appear in parentheses.)

Shortly after establishing itself, the Bilderberg Group collaborated with the

Council on Foreign Relations (CFR), another international policy body devoted
to world management, concerning the problem of adjusting humankind to

extraterrestrial presence. Bilderberg and CFR decided jointly in the mid-1950s

to enter into an arrangement with the extraterrestrials: The ETs were given an

island in French Polynesia as a base on Earth. This arrangement afforded them

an opportunity to monitor closely Earth cultures and behavior; and it permitted

Earth governments a way to monitor extraterrestrial culture and behavior. "Tt

became an on-going experiment," as my former-NSA informant put it. He adds

that when official public announcement of the extraterrestrial presence occurs,

"they will be the ones introduced to Earthlings; 'Oh, by the way, we want to

welcome our neighbors from the Pleiades, who by the way have been here since

since [the beginning of Earth] time, but [are] actually living in our place, date,

space and time." The informant adds, "They are the diplomatic corps."

My ex-NSA informant reported that the U.S. particularly held out for many

concessions before agreeing to the arrangement. (He did not specify what those

concessions were, but history subsequent to 1954 suggests that what the U.S.

obtained was the lion's share of extraterrestrial scientist consultants, to assist

American scientists in understanding and adapting exotic ET technologies into

such devices we now know as the computer chip, fibre optics, lasers, gene-

splicing therapy, cloning, night-vision equipment, super-tenacity fibers (such as

Kevlar lightweight armor), aerospace ceramics, Stealth technology, particle-

beam devices, and gravity-control flight.) NSC'’s Dr. Michael Wolf has previously

revealed in his book The Catchers of Heaven that he worked with ETs as part of

his governmental duties. "I met with extraterrestrial individuals every day in my

work, and shared living quarters with them," while doing research at extremely-

classified underground government research laboratories. He added, "Zetas

work in underground facilities, as requested by the U.S. Government. The ETs

are not breaking the U.S. Government- Zeta treaties, but the Government has

broken treaties by mistreating ETs, and trying to fire on UFOs." Dr. Wolf also

described working with very human-appearing races dubbed the Nordics and

Semitics. He said, "The Semitics and Nordics come from Altair 4 and 5 and from

the Pleiades [star systerns]."
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Wolf also disclosed that in 1954 the U.S. had four extraterrestrial corpses in the

"Blue Room", Hanger 18 at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio.

These bodies came from a series of retrievals of downed UFOs. "The first UFO

came down in 1941 into the ocean west of San Diego, and was retrieved by the

Navy." (The Navy has held a leadership position in UFO matters ever since.)

Between that and the first publicly-announced UFO crash in 1947, northwest of

Roswell, New Mexico, Wolf says there was another crash in 1946, as well as two

other crashes in 1947 besides Roswell.

Richard Boylan, Ph.D., LLC 2826 O Street, Suite 2, Sacramento, CA 95816,

USA. (916) 455-0120 E-mail: rich.boylan@24stex.com ; Website:

www.ufonetwork.com/boylan/

Author of: "Close Extraterrestrial Encounters", "Labored Journey To The Stars"

and "Project Epiphany”.
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Fron aad ctorate of Air Staff (Sec) 4a, Room 8245 -
MIN ENCE | 4
Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207 218

Your Reference

Our Reference e
Pontypridd D/DAS(Sec)/64/3
Mid Glamorgan Date

2.©March 2001

Thank you for your letter dated 24 January 2001 requesting all documents concerning "unidentified

flying objects over the United Kingdom” in the years 1979-1989, Your letter has been passed to

this office as we are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence of this

nature.

It may be helpful if 1 first explain that Ministry of Defence files are subject to the provisions of the

Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967 and remain closed from public viewing for 30 years after the

last action has been taken. We have, however, looked carefully to see whether earlier release of

the files containing papers relating to 'UFO' issues might be possible. As well as keeping general

policy files, the Department receives, on average, about 400 sighting reports from members of the

public each year and a similar number of letters, some of which may also contain sighting reports.

The information is filed manually in the form it is received on Branch files and therefore contains

the personal details of all those corresponding with the Department. MOD has a duty to protect

this third party confidentiality and the 30 year period is deemed appropriate for this purpose.

Before access could be given to material, staff would need to be diverted from their essential

defence related tasks to retrieve the material from archives and scrutinise and remove all of the

personal information from thousands of documents. The latter action would be necessary because

the alternative, to contact everyone providing the information to secure their agreement to the

release of their personal details would be be unworkable. I regret, therefore, that your request is

refused under Exemption 9 of the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information

(voluminous or vexatious requests) and Exemption 12 (Privacy of an individual). However, we

would, of course, be happy to look to see what information might be available for a particular, but

shorter period, or for reports of particular sightings that you are interested in.

If you are unhappy with the decision to refuse your request for access to all MOD files containing

documents related to "UFOs" between the years 1979-1989 and wish to appeal, you should write

in the first instance to the Ministry of Defence, DOMD, Room 619, Northumberland House,

Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP requesting that the decision be reviewed. If,

following the internal review you remain dissatisfied, you can ask your MP to take up the case with

the Parliamentary Commisioner for Administration (the Ombudsman) who can investigate on your



behalf. The Ombudsman will not, however, consider an investigation until the internal review
process has been completed.

I am sorry that I am not able to be of further assistance at this point.

Voors Siar



With the

Compliments of

the

Director of Naval Security

and Integrated Contingency Planning

to 2SL/CINCNAVHOME

Victory Building

HM Naval Base Portsmouth

Tel:

MOD Exchange Ext
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24 January, 2001

To the FOIA officer,

Please could you send me All documents concerning

Unidentified Flying Objects over the u.k., in the years 1979-1989,

Thank you in advance for your co-operation, hope to hear from you soon.

Yours Sincerely,
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Directorateof Air Sta’

4a1(Secretariat)

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

Section 40 Your Reference
Se. Ri fe

London BIbAS Besos a
e€

16 March 2001

Dear Ms Bruni

Thank you for your letter of 25 February, in which you requested copies of correspondence

between the Ministry of Defence and the United States Air Force at RAF Mildenhall regarding

publication of your book, You Can’t Tell The People.

When we were made aware of the publication of your book, we did not write to Headquarters

3 Air Force at RAF Mildenhall, but as a courtesy, informed them of its publication by telephone.

There has been no further contact between ourselves and HQ 3AF on this subject since then.

Yours sincerely,
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27 FEB 2001

. FILE ==
25 February 20104

Secon
Room 8245

Ministry of Defence

Main Building

Whitehall

London SW1A 2HB

lam writing under the terms of the Code of Practice on Access to Government

Information, to request that you send me a copy of any letters sent from the MOD

to Headquarters 3” Air Force, USAFE at RAF Mildenhall, briefing them about my

book You Cant Tell The Peaple. The fact that HQ SAF were briefed on this was

confirmed in the House of Lords Hansard dated 30 January 2001 {column WA

50). fam similarly requesting copies of any response from the US authorities.

If the code of practice does not cover US documents, | can of course submit a

Freedom of information requestto the appropriate US authorities, but sending me

copies of such documents now would clearly save everybody's time.

| remiain you
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: ectorate of Air Staff 4a, 8245... 7
SeciooMics orateof Air Staff (Sec) 4a, Room AS

Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct diat) 020 8 2140

(Fax)

Your Reference

Qur Refere
DIDAS(Seoye4/3
Date
\S March 2001

Thank you for your letter dated 22 F ebruary 2001. As requested, please find attached a listof all reports of ‘unidentified flying objects’ reported to the Ministry of Defence during the year
2000. I should however emphasise that these figures relate to reported sightings of unidentifiableaerial activity, the vast majority of which will have mundane explanations such as aircraft lights,
weather balloons etc.... Our lists of such sightings reported to the Ministry of Defence go back asfar as 1995. I hope this is helpful.

V us sinctabe



STRANGE PHENOMENA INVESTIGATIONS, (ENGLAND)

FOUNDED IN 1979.

Thursday, February 22, 2001.

My research society (see title above) and also the British UFO Research Association of which I am
it’s press officer, are doing a survey of UFO reports here in the United Kingdom, and to this end I
wonder if you would be so kind as to furnish me with a list of all UFO reports that came into your
office during the year 2000. I remember that a number of years ago I wrote to this office where
someone kindly gave me a list of UFO reports and we would be most greatful if you could do the
same in this instance.

We agree that the vast majority of UFO reports have natural mundane explanations and it’s only a
few percent to which we as a society are interested in.

could forward these details onto me, perhaps your
I would appreciate it very much Ra itz0y

so; do please let me know)statistics go back further than the year 2000,

T look forward to your reply and thank you for your cooperation.

Yours Sincerely,



SPI England/BUFORA.



REPORTS OF 'UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS 'TO MOD

2000

01/01/00 [Tenbury Wells Shropshire

03/01/00 |Evanton RossShire

04/01/00 |Oxford Oxfordshire

05/01/00 |Swindon Wiltshire

09/01/00 |Crewe Cheshire

09/01/00 |Barnstable Devon

12/01/00 |Bootle Merseyside

43/01/00 {Motherwell Strathclyde

14/01/00 |Guildford Surrey

17/01/00 {Cottesmore Leicestershire

17/01/00 j|Dumfries Dumfries& Galloway

19/04/00 {Birmingham

20/01/00 |Balgonie Fife

21/01/00 !Southampton Hampshire

21/01/00 jBalgonie Fife

23/01/00 {Spalding Lincolnshire

23/01/00 {Birmingham

29/01/00 {Dibden, Nr Southampton

01/02/00 {Colchester

01/02/00 [Dundee

02/02/00 {Melksham

02/02/00 {Hull

06/02/00 |Bidefard North Devon

10/02/00 |Leeds

11/02/00 |Banff

11/02/00 |Aberdeen Scotland

11/02/00 |Bowness-on-Windermere j}Cumbria

13/02/00 |Pontefract West Yorkshire

43/02/00 |Bradford

13/02/00 |Leeds

14/02/00 |Balgonie

19/02/00 jLittle Town West Yorkshire

20/02/00 }Mitcham Surrey

23/02/00 }Edinburgh

25/02/00 |Newport, Wales

26/02/00 |Holloway, London

01/03/00 |Bradford West Yorkshire

03/03/00 |Southampton Hampshire

03/03/00 |Wirral

07/03/00 |Wellingborough

14/03/00 |Wythenshawe Manchester

16/03/00 |Darlington

17/03/00 |Blairgowrie Tayside

18/03/00 |Pickering North Yorkshire

18/03/00 |Falmouth Cornwall

20/03/00 |Leeds Yorkshire

20/03/00 |Wainford Suffolk

25/03/00 |Leeds

25/03/00 |Oxford



REPORTS OF 'UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS 'TO MOD

2000

29/03/00 |Weshpool, Powys

31/03/00 [Birmingham

04/04/00 |Bury

05/04/00 |Barnettsby Lincolnshire

07/04/00 |Betlerby Leyburn

13/04/00 |Cross Keys Newport

16/04/00 |Manchester Lancashire

16/04/00 |Leeds Yorkshire

17/04/00 |Meppershalt Bedfordshire

26/04/00 |Whitby Yorkshire

01/05/00 |Marlow Bottom Bucks

08/05/00 |Glasgow

21/05/00 |Havant Hants

28/05/00 Oxon

28/05/00 |Sittingbourne Kent

29/05/00 )Gravesend Kent

05/06/00 |Oxon

05/06/00 |Great Yarmouth

06/06/00 |Dursley Gloucester

10/06/00 |Lowestoft

11/06/00 jLeeds

13/06/00 |Bolton

17/06/00 |Leven Fife

17/06/00 |North Crawley

18/06/00 |Brighton

21/06/00 |Bradford

22/06/00 |Fife

23/06/00 |Felixstowe

23/06/00 |tIkley West Yorkshire

25/06/00 |London

26/06/00 [Derby

01/07/00 |Putney

02/07/00 |Wirral

03/07/00 |Leeds

08/07/00 |High Harrogate North Yorkshire

09/07/00 |London

09/07/00 |Northwich Cheshire

09/07/00 |Northwich Cheshire

17/07/00 |Leeds

17/07/00 |Stranraer Dumfries& Galloway

18/07/00 |Leegomery

21/07/00 North Devon

22/07/00 |Crewe

22/07/00 |Birkenhead

27/07/00 |Hounslow Middlesex

27/07/00 |Salisbury Wiltshire

31/07/00 |London

01/08/00 [Bradford West Yorkshire

01/08/00 |Cardiff Vale of Glamorgan

05/08/00 |Leeds

06/08/00 |Nr Ware Herts



REPORTS OF 'UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS ' TO MOD

2000

06/08/00 |Rainham Kent

06/08/00 jSouthfield Hampshire

08/08/00 {Carlisle

41/08/00 {Hastings Sussex

16/08/00 {Forest Hill London

18/08/00 {Fishpond Bristol

18/08/00 |Forest Hill London

20/08/00 [Callington Cornwall

20/08/00 [High Wycombe Bucks

21/08/00 |Burgess Hill West Sussex

24/08/00 |Ravenstone Northants

26/08/00 |Gwynedd

27/08/00 [Runcorn Cheshire

29/08/00 |Glasgow

31/08/00 |Norwich Norfolk

02/09/00 |Blackwood Gwent

03/09/00 |Nr Aldershot Hampshire

07/09/00 |Seddiescome Nr Hastings

as/og/00 |E Hunsbury Northampton

10/09/00 |Eggham Surrey

10/09/00 |Basildon

12/09/00 {Ilford Essex

44/09/00 jLeeds

46/09/00 jLeeds

46/09/00 jEliesmere Shropshire

24/09/00 Cheltenham

24/09/00 |Twickenham Middl

24/09/00 |Wembiey Middlesex

25/09/00 |Highbridge Somerset

27/09/00 |Ramsgate Kent

30/09/00 |Wirral Cheshire

04/10/00 {Finchley

16/10/00 [Ramsgate

16/10/00 |Washington Tyne& Wear

17/10/00 |Keswick Cumbria

17/10/00 |Leeds

48/10/00 |Southall London

18/10/00 |lverheath Buckinghamshire

18/10/00 |Langley Slough

19/10/00 |Upminster Essex

20/10/00 West Sussex

20/10/00 ;Partick Glasgow

20/10/00 jHuddersfield

24/10/00 |Barry

24/10/00 |Liverpool

23/10/00 |Perth

23/10/00 |IIford Essex

23/10/00 |Crawley Sussex

26/10/00 |Lowestoft

30/10/00 |Ballynure County Antrim, N Ireland

30/10/00 |London



REPORTS OF ‘UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS 'TOQ MOD

2000

01/11/00 |Dartford Kent

02/11/00 |Rowsley Matlock

03/11/00 |Scunthorpe

03/11/00 |Nr Banbury

05/11/00 |Penmacho

07/11/00 |Stourport-on-Severn West Midlands

10/11/00 |Twickenham Middiesex

11/11/00 |Hook RG27 SNE

14/11/00 |Howden Yorks

14/11/00 |Berrynarbor North Devon

16/11/00 |Crowmand Lincolnshire

15/11/00 |London

17/1100 |Taffs Well Wales

23/11/00 |Trehafod South Wales

23/11/00 |Huntsmead

24/11/00 |Perth

24/11/00 |Rochester Kent

28/11/00 |Skipton North Yorkshire

28/11/00 |Shipston-on-Stour Warwickshire

29/11/00 {Dereham Norfolk

02/12/00 {Wheatley Oxfordshire

02/12/00 |Harralott, Devon

03/12/00 {London

07/12/00 [St Mawgan

08/12/00 |Fradden

10/12/00 |Thorpe Bay Essex

14/12/00 |Leeds

15/12/00 |Bereton

16/12/00 |Dursley Gloucestershire

22/12/00 [Blackpool

29/12/00 Nr Mold, Flintshire North Wales
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Fron SETOMIMM ectorat of Air Staff (Sec) 4a, Room 8245 G
MIN FENCE

Main Building, Whitehali, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial)

' Section 4d) | Your Reference
, Qur Reference

ove D/DAS(Sec)/64/3 @—

Date
g@ March 2001

Thank you for your recent letter in which you describe an ‘unidentified flying object’ you

saw in August 1992. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for

correspondence relating to ‘unidentified flying objects.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of

‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some

defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace

might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a

potential threat, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, MOD does not attempt

to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational

explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the

function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify

expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer’ matters or

to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains

totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates

the existence of these alleged phenomena. I hope this is helpful in explaining our position.

Voor incl
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Section40 |

Thank you for your letter of 6” February 2001. You said and I quote, ‘As my predecessors and I have explained in
previous correspondence, the Ministry of Defence has a limited interest in matters concerning ‘unidentified flying

objects’ and I am afraid that1 have nothing to add to our earlier statements’. End of quote. There is a “limit” and there is

a ‘limit’. Just how limited is the Ministry of Defence in these matters?

Anyway, while the Ministry of Defence continue to play the hypocrite regarding these matters, I was instructed to

conclude this God/Jesus Christ/Satan/Anunnaki/extraterrestrial matter. This conclusion is set out in a letter that I was

writing to the Daily Mail Newspapers, regarding the serialised matter from a book called ‘Time Storms’, by Jenny

Randles.

Since Mr Tony Blair (Prime Minister) has personally failed to deal with this matter and he has put you in charge, I am

sending you a copy of the letter for your attention.

You will not be hearing from me again.

Yours sincerely,



London gm
21" Ja Bee 40

Dear Daily Mail,

I would like te comment on the article “Time Storm’ in the Daily Mail, Saturday January 20, 2001, by Jenny Randles. I

have a number of books by Jenny Randles, two of which are ‘ALIEN CONTACT, The First Fifty Years’ and “THE

UNEXPLAINED,GREAT MYSTERIES OF THE 20th CENTURY’. Judging from the content of these books and the

serialised information in your Newspaper, it appears that while Jenny Randles is prepared to express the connection

between science and the UFO occupants, she is not prepared to express the connection between religion and UFO

occupants. The question I would like to ask here is “Why does Jenny Randles continue to disregard the

connection/relationship between those UFO occupants and religion here on Earth, by failing to contribute to this

science/religion/extraterrestrial being related subject, in her writings? Basically, Einstein’s equation, E = mc? , and

theories of Relativity, state that ‘all things’ are related, indicating that science and religion are related, and that Beings

that reveal their connected to science, must have some comnection to religion as well, even if they have kept it secret.

So, if Jenny Randies is willing and able to make the alien/science connection, she should be willing and able to make
the alien/science/religion connection, as well. What is her problem? She doesn’t want to ‘rock the boat?’ Her failure to

make the connection between the aliens and religion, in her writings, means that she is being hypocritical towards the

readers of her books, including me. She is not giving her readers a full explanation and true insight into the reasons why

the aliens are here. On the inside cover (the back) of her book, THE UNEXPLAINED, it says, and I quote; ‘Jenny

Randiles is an acknowledged expert on all aspects of the paranormal, widely consulted by media sources seeking

accurate information. A popular broadcaster and a best selling author world wide, she has also written for science

journals, briefed politicians at the House of Parliament and lectured at the Jodrell Bank Planetarium’, end of quote.

Could this be the reason why Jenny Randles is refusing to comment on the alien/religion connection? Since Jenny

Randles is ‘in bed’ with the government, and others related to this ‘Aliens’ topic, she is not going ta ‘touch’ this

alien/religion related subject with a ‘barge pole’, and the people for whom she is writing will continue to remain in

darkness and ignorance. Another thing that I would like to say is that, since Jenny Randles is able to make some science

comnection with the aliens, she should be able to focus in that science/energy direction and get to know more about her

‘time storms’ phenomena.

In the INFRODUCTION section of her book, ALIEN CONTACT, Jenny said, and I quote; ‘Sorting out the truth about

this whole phenomenon is a bit like wading through 2 minefield surrounded by treacle ... This book provides a

fascinating detective story just waiting to be solved. So sit back and join.a magical mystery tour through 50 years of

truly extraordinary alien contact and see if you can figure out what is really going on’, end of quote. “A detective story

just waiting to be solved? A magical mystery tour?’. Is this an “Alice through the looking glass’, story/iourney? Does

Jenny Randles already know what is ‘going on’, and she is not telling her readers?

These aliens are behaving towards the human race, by tinkering with its reproductive system, as if they {the aliens) are

creators of living beings, like us, we now know, by the scientific process of genetic engineering. Since they are taking

human ova and sperm, they are trying to tell us something. Aren’t they trying to tell us that they are creators of living
beings, like us?. Not only are they trying to tell us something, but aren’t they trying to get us to make some

comiections? Basically, our knowledge and understanding about who created the human race, and how, are biblical. It

is about an invisible, unknown group of terrestrial Beings called God, being the creators of the human race (‘And God

said, ‘Let us make man in our image, after our likeness.... So God created man in his own image, in the image of God,

created he him; male and female created he them’, Genesis 1:26-27). The bible failed to reveal to the reader how this

God created the human race, apart from saying that God made the human race from clay into which he breathed his

breath, and the woman, he made from Adam’s ribs. As far as the bible is concerned , we'll never know how this God
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created us, but it appears that these UFO occupants have returned to Earth to reveal the ‘HOW’ to us. But humans are

so ‘blind-folded’ by the content/teaching of the bible, that they cannot see what these aliens are trying to reveal to us.

Isn’t the aliens scientific connection with the collecting of various Earth specimens, including ova and sperm for

humans, giving us clues to how the human race was created by this bible God, and hence to a religious connection?

Aren’t they giving us some vital clues here, to get us to make these vital science/religion connections, to get to know

who they are, and what they are doing on Earth? But we keep missing the point, the ‘big picture’, because while

members of the human race are willing to make the alien/science connection, they are unwilling to make the

alien/science/religion connection in order to get some insight into the alien earthbound situation, and we have people

like Jenny Randies putting the readers of her book on some “treasure hunt’ to find out what is going on, while failing to

give some guidelines here. The world leaders and the leaders of the world churches prefer that the people continue to

live a biblical lie about their creator, namely God, rather than for them to know the truth that their ‘God’ is

alien/Anunnaki/extraterrestrial/ science/religion related. In this case Jenny Randles is assisting the world leaders and

the leaders of the world churches to keep the people in darkness and ignorance.

In the INTRODUCTION section of her book, ALIEN CONTACT, page 7, first paragraph, Jenny Randles said, and I

quote; ‘Everyone has an opinion -- but no one yet knows the truth’, end of quote. No one yet knows the truth, not even

the world leaders? Since no one yet knows the truth why the aliens are here, the Earth with its inhabitants could be in

imminent danger, couldn’t it? Isn’t it time that we start getting to know the truth? Since Jenny Randles sent her readers

on a ‘treasure hunt’ to try and figure cut what is really going on, it is plain to see that she knows much more than she is

revealing in her books.

In Jenny Randles book, ALIEN CONTACT; The Last Fifty Years, page 138, 3rd paragraph, she wrote, and I quote;

“Whatever they are doing, however we might struggle to understand their motives, it seems that the open warfare of

Independence Day and Mars Attack will remain fiction’, end of quote. Jenny Randies seemed very sure about her

statement, How does she know this? Is this what they are doing to us?, ‘Causing us to struggle to understand their

motives?’ (‘rat bags’). Ef people like Jenny Randles would ‘wrap the science/religious data around their necks’, they'll

be struggling to understand our motives. If this is a game for them (the aliens), it is a ‘rotten’ one. What is a ‘game’ for

them (the aliens), is death to us. How does Jenny Randles know that some of these aliens would not try to attack Earth?

God and Jesus Christ plarmed to set the Earth on fire and destroy those people who failed to follow him, like they did to

Sodom and Gomorrah (‘As God overthrew Sodom and Gomorrah, saith the Lord, so shall no man abide there neither

shall any son of man dwell therein’, Jeremiah 50:40). Research and study revealed that God, Jesus Christ and their

angels are Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings related. This God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings group

destroyed our ancestors by a flood. This same God/Jesus Christ/Anumaki group nuked Sodom and Gomorrah, set these

two cities on fire and destroyed their inhabitants. God’s juvenile delinquent son Jesus Christ planned to destroy the

present day human race by fire, on their return to Earth at the end of time and this ‘End Time’ falls within our tume

setting, in our generation (‘As it was in the days of Noah, so shall it be also in the days of man... Also as it was in the

days of Lot .. the same day that Lot went out of Sodom, it rained fire and brimstone from heaven and destroyed them all.

Even thus shall it be in the day when the Son of man is revealed’, Luke 17:26-30). So who said that this same

God/Tesus Christ/Anumnaki group wouldn’t do the same thing to us, that they did to Sodom and Gomorrah, if we stand

by and allowed it (this God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group} to do it to us, under the cover of religion? If we stand by and

do nothing and allow this God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki/extraterrestrial group to deceive us under the cover of ‘Religion’,

and return to Earth and kill and cheat us out of our lives, then we would have convinced them just how easily led, how

stupid, how weak (the weakest link), etc, we are, and that we haven’t learnt anything from past history — bible and world

History -- that our ancestor would have been murdered, and died in vain, and that we would have deserved to be treated

this way. Our ancestors whom this murderous group killed by a flood, couldn’t stop them. The people of Sodom and

Gomorrah couldn’t stop them, but we can. We can stop them by starting to break the religious link that they created for

the human race, via which they are controlling a mass group of the humans. This God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group 1s

mind-controlling (at subconscious level) the human race via religion. While this God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group is

using religion as a strong link to control us, this same strong religious link can be broken and deny them the religious

right to dominate and control us. Change the present day religion and its power to control is broken. Change present

day religion — Judaism, Christianity, Islam, etc ~ and replace it with the researched and studied, ancient

Egyptian/Sumerian/Anunnaki data that revealed who and what God, Jesus Christ, and their angels, and Satan and his

angles, really are. When we start doing this, we would, not only be doing the right thing, but we would have set in
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motion the process of breaking the religious link that was made by the God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group to dominate

and control the human race for another 3,600 years cycle. We mustn’t allow this deceptive, cunning, cheating,

murdering, God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group outsmart us, kill off a mass number of the human race, and take control of

Earth again, under the cover of its Religion Order. If we do, we would have been a failure to ourselves and to our

offspring that ~ve would be leaving behind, knowing full well that this God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group’s new world

system would be worse than the present one. We would be as guilty of murdering the human race as that murdering

Ged/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group, and we would have handed over power and control of Earth and its inhabitants to

that murdering lot, for another cyclic period, for another 3,600 years, during which time, the human race (our offspring)

wouldbe subjected all over again, to the ‘cycle of life and death’, by this murdering God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group.

Also, we would have failed in our generation, to gain access to the ‘keys’ of life and death, that Jesus Christ claimed to

have, and have no intention of passing on to the human race, except for the human race to serve and worship him and

his Anunnaki father in order to remain alive. We would have ‘handed’ the ‘heads’ of our offspring to them, like the

head of John the Baptist that was handed on a charger, to Herodias’s daughter, see Matthew 14:1-11. Now that the

present cycle of the human race has come to an end and the new cycle is about to begin, we must not allow it to begin

by allowing the power and control of Earth with its inhabitants to remain m the hands of this God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki

group, under the cover of its present day world religion. Bible and World History have shown what terrible times this

present cycle has been for the present human race. To allow this God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group to maintain power

and control of Earth with its inhabitants, would be permitting bible and world history to be repeated for our offspring.

We would have subjected our offspring to another terrible 3,600 years cycle, under the power and control of that

God/}esus Christ/Anunnaki group -- that ‘King of Terror’—according to Nostradamus. This God/Jesus

Christ/Anunak: group is a bully and rules with fear and intimidation. It mustn’t be allowed to get away with it, this

time around.

The Christians most famous bible verse is, ‘For God so loved the world that he gave his only begotten son that

whosoever believeth in him should not perish, but have everlasting life’, John 3:16. This verse is a real ‘tongue-in-

cheek’. This same ‘begotten’ son who was sent by his so loving father, to stop mankind from perishing, and give the

people eternal life, is the same loving father and begotten son who would be responsible for the people perishing in the

first place. He is the same loving father and begotten son who planned to cause the people to perish, by killing them by

fire. There is no verse in the bible that teaches that Satan, who is regarded by God and Jesus Christ as evil, planned to

destroy the human race by killing them off with fire, water, or any other thing, but the bible teaches that God and his

begotten Jesus Christ planned to do this to the human race (Luke 17:26-30). So what is John 3:16, all about? It is not

that evil Satan planned the destruction for the people and they would be doing something special for the people by

trying to save them from it. Not so at all. They planned the destruction and would be saving the people from the very

destruction that they planed in the first place. They are real Jekyil and Hyde. We mustn’t let then do this to us.

The existence of these aliens/extraterrestrial beings (they are not aliens really) is a reality and not fiction. Their

presence on Earth is a reality and not fiction, although the British Government and its Ministry of Defence keep denying

this fact, to date. I know that their existence and presence on Earth are fact and not fiction, despite what the Ministry of

Defence said in their own defence. I know these to be true regarding the existence and presence of extraterrestrial

beings on Earth, because I have had encounters with some of them that referred to themselves as ‘light beings’, in the

months of February, March, June and October, 1975, after which I was guided onto a science/religion data path, to date.

This science/religion data path took me on a cyclic journey, right back to the beginning, back to the ancient data period

when the Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings existed on earth and created the human race to be their servants and slaves.

After my encounters with the lights, I was told that the lights that 1 saw were similar to the ‘fire’ that Moses saw at the

“burning bush’. For a long time 1 didn’t fully understand how the lights that I saw, were similar to the ‘fire’ that Moses

saw at the ‘burning bush’, although I tried to get some meaning from the Moses story, in connection to God. In time, I

was able to connect the ‘lights’ that I encountered, to those Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings that existed back there in

time and who have returned to Earth in our time, and became aware of the connection between the lights that I

encountered and the ‘fire’ that Moses saw at the ‘burning bush’. I was made aware that, while I was told that the lights I

encountered were similar to the ‘fire’ that Moses saw at the ‘burning bush’, they were not revealed for the same reasons

as the ‘fire’ to Moses, Their (the lights that I encountered) purpose on behalf of the present human race, is opposite to

the task done by Moses, with those people, for God, back there in time. That is, their purpose on behalf of the present

human race is about REVERSING THE BONDING PROCESS, (undo the damage) that Moses brought about between
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those people and that invisible, unknown God. What Moses caused te happen to the human race, was a terrible thing. It

was 2 terrible thing because, research and study revealed that Moses bonded those people to a group of destructive,

murdering, hateful group of Anunnaki/extraterrestrial bemgs, disguised as God, who regrets the human race being in

existence and is bent on getting rid of it completely, if allowed to gain complete domination of Earth. For these

reasons, this BONDING PROCESS that Moses brought about between this invisible, unknown God and the human race,

has to be reversed, on behalf of the present human race before this same hateful, murdering, God/Jesus Christ/

Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings group retums and destroy the people of Earth by fire, like they planned to do, according

to the seriptures. It would be a terrible time for the human race if the Bock of Revelation and Luke 17:26-30, are

allowed to be fulfilled upon the Earth.

The Moses/fire/burning/bush phenomena is explained in the bible as God/Jesus Christ and their angels, related, while

farther research and study revealed that the Moses phenomena is Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings related. What Moses

dealt with back there in time, was a group of Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings (gods) and not one single being (God).

Bible research and study revealed that the God to whom Moses bonded the Hebrews and paved the way for his son

Jesus Christ and his disciples to bind the rest of the human race via religion, is in fact, a terrible, destructive proup of

Anunnakt/extraterrestrial beings who maintains a love-hate relationship for the humans. This God/Jesus

Christ/Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings group is the group of Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings who killed the ancients

humans by a flood, the people of Sodom and Gomorrah by fire, scattered the inhabitants of Shinar, and planned to kill of

the humans by fire when they return to our Solar System and to Earth from their 3,600 years cyclic journey from deep

space. But there is another group of Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings that has the humans safety at heart. To stop this

process that Moses started with the human race, back there in time, for God (this group of Anunnaki/extraterrestrial

beings), a Moses-type group of people must be chesen from among the human race, by a similar, ‘fire/light’ method to

the one used by God to appear to Moses. This Moses-type group is chosen by this other group of

Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings who has the humans safety at heart. These Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings work with

energy/light, and can TRANSFORM. Both groups can TRANSFORM. The lights that I encountered represented this

Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings group that returned to Earth to assist the humans in reversing the process done by

Moses. This was why I was told that the ‘lights’ that I encountered were similar to the ‘fire’ Moses saw at the ‘burning

bush’, and was guided onto a science/religion, data path, which took me on a long ‘journey’, for twenty six years of my

life, in preparation for the REVERSING of the BONDING PRCESS that Moses brought about between the human race

and the invisible, unknown God (a group of Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings). I was made aware that this Moses-type

group of people has to be non-Jews, because present day Jews are the offspring of the original people used by Moses to

start the bonding process with God (that group of Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings) and they are too rooted in this God’s

religious teaching given to them by Moses, and later on, by his prophets, to be in the correct ‘position’ to be chosen to

save themselves, furthermore anyone else. They have to be rescued, themselves, along with the rest of the people,

globally, who got trapped along life’s way, and became bonded to their Moses God (that destructive, hateful of humans,

group of Anunnaki/extraterrestrial bemgs) by their religious teaching -- the content/teaching of the bible. Hoping that

selfishness and greed would not become barriers to them (the present day Jews), stopping their release form the spiritual

prison in which Moses caused them to be placed by God and his angels (that murdermg, hateful, group of

Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings).

The human race mustn’t go on disregarding this God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings, connection, because

some humans are believing in and worshipping God and Jesus Christ. The Jews and Muslims are worshipping God and

the Christians are worshipping God through Jesus Christ. I will repeat, Since the flood, the fire of Sodom and

Gomorrah were realities, the destruction of the people of Earth, by fire, promised by Gad/Jesus Christ, is also a reality

that is pending. So, take note.

After I became aware/realised that God, his son Jesus Christ and their angels are Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings

related, I rebelled against the content/teaching of the bible that said, “The wages of sin is death’, Romans 6:23. I made it

quite clear to my ‘light’ guides that I have no intentions of going through the death process according to the content/

teaching of the bible. I have no intentions of standing by and allowing Jesus Christ and his angels (this destructive,

human-hater group of Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings) to return to Earth to kill me and my family for no reason.

Whose ‘sin’ is it any way? Ours or theirs? There is some explaining to do. Jesus Christ claimed that he has the ‘keys of

death and of hell’, Revelation 1:18. He claimed that he conquered death. ‘Death where is thy sting, O grave
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where is thy victory?’, 1 Corinthians 15.55. That Jesus Christ claimed to have the ‘keys of death and hell’, means that

he has the ‘keys’ to my death process and I intend on getting them back from him. 1 am not going to take my death

process ‘lying down’, now that I know that God and Jesus Christ are Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings related, J want

those ‘keys’ (knowledge) that relates to my death process, from him. I ask the question, “Since God, Jesus Christ and

their angels, are Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings related, what do these Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings, disguised as

God, Jesus Christ and their angels, have to do with the death process of the human race, since it is Jesus Christ who

planned to return to Earth to destroy the people by fire?” There is something very ‘fishy’ going on here in connection

with God, Jesus Christ and the DEATH PROCESS of the human race, and I am involved here, I intend to maintain

focus on this subject of the ‘cycle of life and death’ of the human race, and get some answers.

The biblical explanation for the reason why the people die, is sin. Now that I have become aware/realised of the

connection between God, Jesus Christ, their angels and that rogue group of Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings, I ask the

question, “What was this sin that the humans committed before God that was so awful, that so deserved to be punished

by death, and for which God, Jesus Christ and their angels are returning to Earth to kill off a mass number of humans?”

The human race is being called to wake up and become aware/realised that it is being conned here, by a group of

Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings, disguised as God, Jesus Christ and their angels.

Regarding God’s connection to the ‘cycle of life and death’ of the human race, the Psalmist David said, “Thou hidest thy

face, they are troubled: thou takest away their breath, they die, and return to their dust’, Psalms 104:29. Job said of God,

‘If he set his heart upon man, if he gather unto himself his spirit and his breath. All flesh shall perish together, and man

shall turn again unto dust’, Job 34:14-15; again the Psalmist David said of God, ‘His breath goeth forth, he returneth to

his earth; in that every day his thoughts perish’, Psalms 146:4. ‘... Man goeth to his long home... Then shall the dust

return to the earth as it was: and the spirit shall return unto God who gave it’, Ecclesiastes 12:5,7. These verses are

referring to the ‘Cycle of Life and Death’, of the human race, in relation to God, his son Jesus Christ and their angels,

we know now, are Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings related, the group that want to destroy the human race by fire, like

they did to the inhabitants of Sodom and Gomorrah. ‘The spirit shall return unto God who gave it?’ Our spirits go back

to that Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings related God’? What for? ‘Man gocth to his long home?’ (Ecclesiastes 12 5), In

Anunnaki/cxtraterrestrial beings language, Where is this long home? Lets see if I could solve this little equation. Step

(1) God belongs to the rogue Anunnaki/extraterrestrial being related group that planned to destroy the human race by

fire, (2) This Anunnaki/extraterrestrial group longer lives on the Earth. Where is it living? Research and study revealed

that it inhabits a planet called Nibiru that orbits our Sun, from deep space, every 3,600 years. Is Nibiru, the home of the

Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings, the ‘long home’ to which the ‘spirit’ of the human returns to God, spoken of in

Ecclesiastes 12:57 This is very long way form home, Earth, isn’t it?, (3) How does the human spirit when it is released

from the human body, reach this rogue, God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group that inhabits the planet Nibiru, that orbits our

Sun every 3,600 years (man goeth to his long home?), and what does this God/Jesus Christ Anunnaki/extraterrestrial

group has to do with the release of the spirit from the human body, and taking it to itself? Fundamentally, the human

race is Conscious Energy, existing in its present physical and material form (Conscious Energy is not lost, it is not

destroyed, it changes its form). Since according to the Psalmist David, the physical body of the human returns to dust,

and the ‘spirit’ goes back to God, it means that the ‘spirit’ of the human is Conscious Energy in the form of the Life

Force, and that there is a Conscious Energy Force within the human that gocs back to God. But God is Anunnaki/

extraterrestrial beings related. What does this God/Anunnaki related group has to do with the ‘spirit’ (the Conscious

Energy or Life Force) of the humans going back to it? What do these Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings do with the

‘spirit’ (the Conscious Energy/Life Force) of the humans that goes back to them? (Conscious Energy is not lost, it is not

destroyed, it changes its form). How does it return to God/Anumnaki group? Ecclesiastes 12:5,7, Psalms 104:29,

Psalms 146:4, and Job 34:14-15, are actually revealing to the bible readers that God harnesses the Conscious Energy/

Life Force of the human race for his purpose. Better still, this rogue God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki/extraterrestrial group

harnesses the Conscious Energy/Life Force of the humans for its benefit. The human race harnesses it energy supply

from the sun, water, and the lower life forms — the plants and the animals, the weaker link. The docile animals like the

sheep, and cows harness their energy from the plant life (standard procedure). The wild/robust animals like the lions,

tigers, etc, get their energy supply by preymg on the docile ones (the weaker link). This rogue group of Anunnaki/

extraterrestrial beings existing under the disguise of God and Jesus Christ and their angels, are doing to the humans (the

weaker link) what the humans are doing to the animals (the weaker link), etc, in order to maintain their energy supply,

that is, they are harnessing the Conscious Energy of the humans (the ‘spirit’ goes back to God), resulting in the death

process of the humans (body returns to dust). God and his son Jesus Christ claimed to have the ‘keys’ of death and hell,
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can give life, take it away and restore it again, thus claiming/revealing that they are Conscious Energy manipulators,

having the ability to harness/transfer the Conscious Energy from the bodies of the humans to other Conscious Energy

states (cncrgy is not lost, it is not destroyed, it changes it form).

The human race is being denied its cosmic right to live longer lives like their pre-flood ancestors by the God/Jesus

Christ/Anunnaki group, because this group of Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings doesn’t want the people to live such long

lives, The longer living humans would be a threat to their existence. Jesus Christ said that he has the ‘keys to death and

hell’, Revelation 1 18. He gets the human race to gravitate towards him by his offer of eternal life. What God and his

son Jesus Christ arc saying to the human race, by telling them that he has the ‘keys’ to “death and hell’ is this, “I have

the ‘keys’ (knowledge, understanding) to ‘death’. Follow, obey and worship me, and I can make life a living ‘heaven’

for you. Oppose me and I will make life a living ‘hell’ for you’ —death by water, fire, etc.

Here are a few scriptures that gives some insight into the way in which the unknown, invisible God of Israel, can be

identified, to take into consideration. (1) ‘And mount Sinai was altogether on a smoke, because the Lord descended

upon it in fire: and the smoke thereof ascended as the smoke of a furnace, and the whole mountain quaked greatly’,

Exodus 19:18. “The Lord descended upon it in fire?’ What type of scientific material would have produced that type of

furnace/smoking situation upon a mountain? It sounds more like that of a NASA type space craft when it takes off into

orbit, to me. What kind of Being would travel in a vehicle that produced that kind of furnace/fire/smoking atmosphere

on the top of a mountain? Surely not a spirit, which the bible teaches that God is. And why the top of a mountain? The

top of a mountain represents hidden, secrecy, danger zone. Now, mount Sinai is not an invisible place. It is quite

material and visible. Now, since the Lord came down on this material, visible piece of earth, among all the visible fire,

smoking and furnace, then what kind of Being was this Lord that appeared on that visible piece of mountain earth, and

what type of vehicle was it that produced all the visible fire, smoking, furnace, and quaking on that material, visible top

of the mountain? It could not have been an invisible Lord, descendmg in an invisible vehicle, on the top of mount Sinai

that is a visible and material piece of the Earth.

(2) ‘And Moses went into the midst of the cloud, and got him up into the mount: and Moses was in the mount forty days

and forty nights’, Exodus 24:25. Moses was a physical man. Am I to believe that physical/material Moses was in a

physical/material mount for forty days and forty nights with an mvisible Lord that made it impossible to see his face?

Was this Lord on his own apart from being with physical/matcrial Moses? Surely he didn’t in the presence of an

invisible Being for those forty days and forty nights.

(3) Moses asked God to show him his glory, see Exodus 33:18. The Lord told him, “Thou canst not see my face: for

there shall no man see me and live. And it shall come to pass, while my glory passeth by, that I will put thee in a clift of

the rock, and will cover thee with my hand while I pass by: And I will take away mine hand and thou shalt sce my back

parts: but my face shall not be seen’, Exodus 33:20-23. These verses said that humans were not allowed to see his face,

not even his servant Moses, but he was willing to show Moses his back-parts. Now, Moses who was a physical man,

was allowed to sce the ‘back parts’ of God. Since this Lord showed physical/material Moses his back parts, it means

that this Lord was not an invisible person (spirit). This Lord, by showing physical/material Moses his back-parts,

revealed that he had human-like form. Since he had back-parts, he had front-parts. We know that he had a face, hands

and feet, from the above verses. Now, this Lord had back-parts, front-parts, a face, hands, feet, and since he had a

face, he had to have a head. When I put all of these body parts together, the final result is that of a human to me, not

‘spirit’ at all. If this Lord can become ‘spirit’, as well physical and material, it means that this Lord has the scientific

ability to manipulate energy and TRANSMUTE.

These verses in Exodus 33:20-23, reveal that the Lord who appeared to Moses was physical and human-like, and not

‘spirit’, who travelled about in a type of space vehicle that allowed him to descend upon the top of mount Sinai, in fire,

smoking, quaking and a furnace. This Lord refused to show Moses his face. The questions is this: What was it about

this Lord’s face that he didn’t want human Moses (‘no man see me and live’) to see? This Lord’s face bore such a

grave secret that it had to be kept secret from humans, even if it meant killing the humans to keep his secret from them.

That was some secret, that even the humans were not safe from the Lords vengeance, because of it. So, what might this

secret have been? To try and find the answer, I'll apply the scientific principle, “Conscious Energy is not lost, it is not

destroyed, it changes its form’ to his secret face. With the application of the above principle, I would say that, since

this Lord (an Anunnaki) works with energy/light, like other Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings, he was a Transformer, that

is, having the conscious ability to CHANGE — a Lord of all faces, both human and animal. What we call in today’s

science fiction circles, a ‘shape shifter’ or a ‘changeling’. This is the kind of scientific ability that extraterrestrial beings
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would want to keep secret from humans, to avoid being identified, especially if they want to pose as superior to the

bumans. Its their way of maintaining power and control over us lesser mortals.

Today, is Thursday, February 8, 2001. In the process of writing this letter, I was told today to conclude this

God/Jesus Christ/Satan/Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings related matter. I was made aware that the Conclusion is to be

explained in two parts (1) the physical/material state and (2) the more fundamental or the Conscious Energy state. Part

One will take us back into the ancient past where we would become aware of HOW, WHY and by WHOM the human

race was created according to the scriptures. Part two will take to the energy state where we would become aware of the

more fundamental side to our existence, and to the existence of ‘all things’, including the Anunnaki/extraterrestrial

beings who created us. (1) The physical/material state is about going back into our ancient past, via data and becoming

aware/realised, by WHOM, HOW, and WHY, the human race was created, according to the content/teaching of the

bible that said, ‘And god said, Let us make man in our image, after our likeness ... And God created man in his own

image, in the image of God created he him; male and female created he them’, Genesis 1:26-27. Who and what is this

God that created the human race in his image and likeness? Research and study revealed that the bible has its roots in

ancient Egyptian teaching, which has its roots in ancient Sumerian teaching, which has it roots m the teaching of

Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings who lived on earth in ancient times, who are the creators of the human race. Research

and study connected the Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings to the God/Lord, etc, his son Jesus Christ and their angels to

the Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings who lived on earth in ancient times, and are being worshiped by the humans, via

RELIGION. These Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings no longer live on Earth like in ancient times, but they revisit Earth

every 3,600 years en route from cyclic journey in deep space. Every time they return to Earth, a ‘cycle’ (time period)

ends for the humans and a new ‘cycle’ begins. Religious books, including the Torah, the Bible and the Koran, were

written in support of God, Jesus Christ and their angels, but failed to reveal openly that God, Jesus Christ and their

angels are in fact, Anunmaki/extraterrestrial beings. Basically, the content/teaching of these bibles are about some

‘Controversy/Conflict between God and Satan, good and evil, right and wrong’, Since connections have been made

between the God/Lord, Jesus Christ and their angels and the Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings, it is being made clear that

the content/teaching of the bible is about God and Jesus Christ’s side of the Controversy/Conflict. While books were

written explaining God/Jesus Christ’s side of the conflict story and in support of God, Jesus Christ and their angels, and

presented to the humans, no such books were written explaining Satan's side of the story and in support of Satan and

his angels. Instead, whatever was reported against Satan and his angels, was explained in God/Jesus Christ’s book (the

bibles), This isn’t right. How do we know that what is written against Satan and his angels, in God and his son’s

religious books, is correct? Satan was not allowed to write his side of the story. In our democratic society, a person is

imnocent until proven guilty. To prove that a person is guilty, circumstantial evidence must be provided by the

prosecutor. Where is the circumstantial evidence that was presented in God/Jesus Christ books (the Bibles) against

Satan and his angels to prove their guilt? Apart from the few accusations made by God and his son Jesus Christ,

regarding the ‘apple’ ordeal, and Satan’s desire to become like the most High, the human race was dragged into this

‘conflict’ via the strategy of Religion, by God and his son Jesus Christ, to prove Satan’s guilt ~ to prove what a ‘rotten

apple’ he really is. This was to be an invisible demonstration to be accomplished by Satan and his angels using their

wiles and working on the minds of the human race unknown to the humans. What kind of circumstantial evidence is

this, for the human race, that is dragged into this ‘Conflict’ to prove Satan’s guilt? This is deception on God’s and Jesus

Christ’s part and showed where the injustice that went on in heaven, against Satan and his angles, continued on the

Earth. While Jesus Christ (the Word) was allowed to become ‘Flesh’ and come to Earth pretending to represent the

‘GOOD SIDE’, and was able to write his boaks and present his side of the story to the human race, Satan remained an

INVISIBLE FORCE, representing the ‘BAD SIDE’, and unable to write his books to present his side of the story. How

could this be? This is not right. This is hypocrisy and injustice. Why was Jesus Christ allowed to become FLESH to

represent GOODNESS and work on the minds of the human race via his teaching, and Satan remained an INVISIBLE

FORCE to represent BADNESS, to work on the minds of the human race, we know not how? That Satan is presented

as an invisible force to work on the minds of the humans to cause then to do wrong, amounts to MIND, and since the

MIND controls the body, he has BODY CONTROL as well. This reveals that this invisible Satan works on the

subconscious minds of the human race, but how?. The physical humans were dragged into a ‘Conflict’ by the invisible

God and his son Jesus Christ, that began in heaven, to fight against invisible Satan on their behalf and the humans are

supposed to prove that this invisible Satan exists, that he 1s 2 ‘bad apple’, and that he offended God and his son Jesus

Christ, in heaven, We were not told what and where this heaven is, or what really went on there between them. Yet the

humans have been dragged into their “Conflict” against our will and forced to judge their case. This is not only a wrong
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thing that God and his son Jesus Christ have done to Satan, but to the human race, knowing that it is an impossible task

that they asked the humans to perform for them, knowing full well that the humans are bound to fail, because they don’t

really know anything about Satan who remains an invisible force to them, or what really went on in heaven. God and

his son Jesus Christ are forcing the human race to act dishonestly on their part. Just as God and Jesus Christ have their

written versions of this ‘Conflict’ story (the bible), so must Satan. Since Jesus Christ came to Earth as FLESH, so

Satan must be allowed to do the same, this time around, so that the human can judge this case justly, and end this

“CONFLICT” once and for all. Since the humans were dragged into this ‘Conflict’ to judge this situation, allow them to

do it the right up. Since there was ‘war’ in heaven, it takes two to start a fight. The human race was given the bible that

represents God and Jesus Christ’s side of the story, and denied Satan’s side of the story. Now, we want Satan’s side of

the story (this request now acts as a force blocking God and Jesus Christ’s way), ifjustice and fair-playis to be done.

Since Jesus Christis returning in the flesh, Satan must be allowed to return in the flesh as well, this time around.

Jesus Christis flat out depending his side here on Earth, while Satanis supposed to be flat out behaving as a bad force,

constantly. There is good and bad in Satan and there is good and bad in Jesus Christ (‘I create good and evil. 1 the Lord

do all these things’, Isaiah 45:7). Is there a time when Satan does good? Is there a time when God and his son

Jesus Christ do evil? Of course. The Old Testament is full of examples of the evil that God and Jesus Christ have done

to the human race, and promised to do to our generation at the end of time {the book of Revelation). Would we ever get

to know about the good that Satan has done? Yes, we would, when we get to know who and what Satan really is.

What is this ‘Controversy/Conflict between God and Satan, good and evil, right and wrong’? Research and study of the

bible (the Old and New Testaments) revealed that this ‘Controversy/Conflict between God and Satan, Good and Evil,

right and wrong’, is a ‘political and governmental’ struggle between God and Satan which began in heaven and was

extended to the Earth. ‘And there was war in heaven: Michael and his angels fought against the dragon; and the dragon

fought and his angels. And they prevailed not, neither was there place found anymore in heaven. And the dragon was

cast out, that old serpent called the devil, and Satan, which deceiveth the whole world: he was cast out into the earth,

and his angels were cast out with him’, Revelation 12:7-8). Further back in the bible, in Isaiah 14:12-14, we are told

that Satan committed another crime before God, when the scriptures said, ‘For thou hast said in thine heart, I will ascend

into heaven, I will exalt my throne above the stars of God: I will sit also upon the mount of the congregation, in the

sides of the north. I will ascend above the heights of the clouds; I will be like the most High’. Again in Genesis, Satan,

known as the devil was accused of tempting Adam and Eve in the Garden of Eden and caused them to disobey God, by

eating of the fruit of the Tree of the Knowledge of Good and Evil, and got to know about GOOD AND EVIL (Right and

Wrong), like the Gods. The gods didn’t want the humans to learn about ‘good and evil, ‘right and wrong’ like

themselves, The gods didn’t want the humans to be in same position as themselves, because the humans would become

aware what ‘right and wrong’ was all about, would be aware when the gods did them ‘night or wrong’, and ‘stand

up’(challenge) against them, like children who challenge their parents, and the gods didn’t like bemg challenged by their

human creation, like parents don’t really like being challenged by their children (parents, mcluding the gods, fail to

realise that ‘what goes around, comes around’). The gods must have known that allowmg the humans access to the

‘knowledge of good and evil’ (‘nght and wrong’) like themselves, would be a ‘recipe for disaster’ (confrontation,

retaliation, etc, from the humans) for them, and they didn’t want this to happen to them. Denying the humans access to

the “Tree of the knowledge of good and evil’ (‘right and wrong) was the gods way of keeping the humans under their

power and control, like little children, where they are used and abused according to the WILL of the gods, like little

children who are used and abused by the grown ups. Denying the humans the opportunity to know good and evil/right

and wrong, was a way ofkeeping themin a state of immaturity. As far as some of the gods were concerned, the humans

were to remain forever in that child-like state of immaturity, to and for the gods, but this Satan/serpent Being changed

all that, when he got the opportunity to teach Adam and Eve about GOOD and EVIL (RIGHT and WRONG), and

entered mte-farther conflict with the gods, and became a bigger ‘rotten apple’. In the sight of the gods, he (Satan)

becamethe trouble maker, the liar, the deceiver, and the destroyer of human souls. On the contrary, he rescued the

humar race from the ‘Lion’s Den’ — the evil, dominating, selfish, etc, etc, ‘hands of the gods. The humans, having

gained access to the “Tree of the knowledge of good and evil’, were then barred from having access to the ‘Tree of

Life’. That is, the humans having obtained the knowledge of GOOD and EVIL/RIGHT and WRONG, were then denied

the knowledge of Life that would have allowed them to be immortal like the gods, not only to be mmmortal, but to be

immortal as well as good and evil, like the gods. The gods didn’t want this position for the humans. The gods wanted

the humans to be like children, ‘ to be seen and not heard’, Chucking Adam and Eve out of the Garden of Eden, to deny
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them access to the Tree of Life, and setting in motion the ‘cycle of life and death’, for them and their offspring, was a

way by the gods to maintain power and control of the humans as they went out of the garden and reproduced.

There are verses in God’s own book, the Bible, that reveal that God and his son Jesus Christ are real ‘two-edged

swords’, and a ‘Jekyll and Hyde’. Examples are,(a) Isaiah 45.7, ‘I form the light and create darkness. I make peace and

create evil. I the lord do all these things’, (b) ‘See, I have this day set thee over the nations and over the kingdoms, to

root out and to pull down, and to destroy, and to thrown down, to build, and to plant’, Jeremiah 1:10, (c) ‘If ye will still

abide in this land, then will build you, and not pull you down, and I will plant you and not pluck you up: for I repent of

the evil that I have done unto you’, (d) ‘Now therefore, behold, the Lord hat put a lying spirit in the mouth of these thy

prophets, and the Lord hath spoken evil against thee’, 2 Chronicles 18:22, (e) ‘Thus saith the Lord, Behold, I will raise

up evil against thee out of thine own house, and I will take thy wives before thine eyes and give them unto thy

neighbours, and he shall he with thy wives in the sight of this sun’, 2 Samuel 12:11, and many more where these came

from. Now, since the Lord God does evil to humans as well, how would the humans be able to tell who is doing what to

them? That is, how would the humans be able to tell if it is the Lord God doing evil to them or Satan doing evil to

them? How would the humans be able to recognise between God and his son Jesus Christ and Satan, the evil that is

being done to them?

I stated above that research and study revealed that God, his son Jesus Christ and their angels are Anunnaki/

extraterrestrial beings related. Since research and study revealed that God, Jesus Christ and their angels are

Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings connected, so research and study will reveal Satan’s connections. The bible states that

God, Jesus Christ and their angels, and Satan and his angels were all living in heaven, but Satan and his angels were cast

out of heaven to the Earth after he lost the fight. Since further research and study into the ancient data revealed a

comnection between God, Jesus Christ and their angels, and the Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings who lived on Earth in

ancient times, then research and study into the same data will reveal a connection between Satan and his angels and the

Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings, as well, and revealing that God, Jesus Christ and their angels represent one group of

Anunnaki/extraterrestrial bemgs, and Satan and his angels represent another group of Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings.

Having made these connections between God/Jesus Christ and their angels, and Satan and their angels, and the

Anumnaki/extraterrestrial beings that lived on Earth, in ancient times, then we can go on to connect the content/teaching

bible to them (the Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings), and more precisely, to the God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki related

group. From here onward, we must go back to the ancient data and find out more about these Anunnaki/extraterrestrial

beings whoa re bible related. Research and study into the ancient data about the Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings, their

connection to God, Jesus Christ and the content/teaching of the bible, will lead us to the truth regarding the

“Controversy/Conflict between God and Satan, Good and Evil’. The above verses in Revelation 12:7- 8, revealed that a

war/fight was waged in heaven between Michael and the dragon/Satan the devil. Michael won the fight, and the

dragon/Satan was kicked out ofheaven, meaning that the dragon/Satan lost power and control offis position, in heaven,

to Michael. Revelation 12:7, said that after the dragon/Satan lost the fight, he was kicked out ofheaven and onto the

Earth, with his angels, revealing that this ‘heaven’ and earth are two separate places, and that this ‘heaven’ is their

original home. Revelation 12:13, said that, “When the dragon saw he was cast unto the earth, he persecuted the woman

which brought forth the child’. This verse reveals that this war/fight between Michael and the dragon/Satan, was

extended to Earth, which was the original home of the humans. I we translate these bible verses into

Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings language, we'll discover that these two groups of Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings

(God/Jesus Christ and their angels, and Satan and his angels) brought their war/fight (Controversy/Conflict) to Earth,

and involved the human race, that they created to be their servants and slaves. The God/Jesus Christ Anunnaki group

presented the Satan/Anunnaki group as the evil or bad ones. The bible reveals that Michael who claims ta be the creator

of the humans, wants complete power and control ofthe humans, the earth and heaven as well, to become “KING OF

KINGS AND LORD OF LORDS’, Revelation 19:16, that is, to become, King of ‘Heaven’ and Earth . To translate these

verses of scripture into Anunnaki/extraterrestrial language, it reveals that this God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group wants

to be allowed to gain complete power and control of the Earth, the humans and Heaven, instead of the Satan/Anunnaki

group. The humans cannot prevent the God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group from gaining and maimtaining power and

control of their heaven, but they need the present generation of humans to give permission to gain power and control of

their home, Earth. This must not be allowed.
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‘The content/teaching of the bible revealed that God and his son Jesus Christ are the good ‘guys’ and Satan and his group

are the bad ‘guys’. When translated itito Antitiaki language, it means that the God/Jesus Christ/Aniunnaki related group

is the pood ‘gtiys’ atid it must be allowed to iramitan power and coritroi of the Earth, while the Satan/Anunnala group is

the ‘bad guys’, atid must be got id Of — not allowed power and cotitrel of Earth. The question is this. How cotiid the

God/Jesus Christ/Anuiitaki telated group claiin to be the good ‘guys’ wheii bible History revealed that this group 1s

responsible for creatiig so triuch chaos, death and destruction on thé Earth. For example, (1) fegretting the creation of

the human race and the killing of our ancestors by the flood, (2) going down t6 Shinar and reaping chaos and havoc

upon the inhabitants, by confusing their siigie language and causiig them te be separated and scattered upon the face of

ihe earth (Genesis 11}. This was a form of death and destruction of the hurian race, (3) the nuking of Sodom aid

Goitiorrah, (4) all the biblical wars that they erdated and were created in their names, to date(the conflict in the Middle

East), (4) the chaos, death and destiuction thai they planned for the hutians at the end of time -- the killer catthquakes,

killer famines, wars and ruinours of wars, killer voléanoes, etc, before they set fire to the Earth, killing millions of

huinans like they did to our ancestors by the flood. After causitig so much destruction on earth, how could they still

claim to be the ‘good guys’ to the humans? How stupid do they think that we are? Since bible History is actually

revealing that the God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group is not the “good guys’ like they claimed to be, then they are the “bad

guys’, to the humans. Since the God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group is really the bad ‘guys’, then the Satan/Anunnaki

group must be the good ‘guys’ to the humans just as Genesis revealed about the serpent tempting Eve to eat the fruit of

the Tree of the knowledge of Good and Evil. What happened was that, the God/Jesus Christ/Anumaki group changed

the whole thing around to their benefit, claimed to be good, when in fact, they are evil to the humans, and would

continue to be evil and destructive to the humans, in the future. That this God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group planned the

destruction of the present human race, by fire, shows that this group does not like humans, only to use, abuse and then

kill them. This group must not be allowed to have power and control of Earth.

This God/Jesus Christ/Anunmaki/ wants complete power and control of Earth, the humans and their habitat, ‘heaven’.

Why? Initially, the human race was created to be their servants and slaves, to help dig their gold, said Mr Zecharia

Sitchin, in his set of books, EARTH CHRONICLES. The humans stopped being their servants and slaves and digging

their gold when they (the Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beimgs) abandoned Earth and returned to their ‘heaven’ (‘heaven’ is

their orbiting planet, called Nibiru, according to the ancient teaching in Mr Zecharia Sitchin writings). In our time, they

cannot make us their slaves to dig for their gold, so what do they want with us now that they have returned to Earth in

our time, apart from using us as pawns in their games? The Satan/Anunnaki group would want to pass on more

knowledge to the humans to aid them in their evolutionary process, like it did to Adam and Eve when they were

encouraged to ‘eat the apple’, but the God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group wouldn’t. So what’s really in it for this group?

To get the answer to this question, I’Il apply the motto that was given to me: “To see things through the ‘eyes’ of

Conscious Energy’. [ll use the scriptures to assist me here. Ecclesiastes 12:7, said, ‘Then shall the dust return to the

earth as it was: and the spirit shall return unto God who gave it’. This verse is referring to the death process of the

human race. The spirit of the human is Conscious Energy, which is the Life Force. The spirit can only return to the one

who gave it, when it is released from the physical body, which would be the death of the person. Now that a connection

has been made between God, his son Jesus Christ and their angels, and a group of Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings, who

kept destroying the humans in the past, and who is bent on destroying the human race in the future (our present time),

What does the release of the ‘spirit’ (the Conscious Energy/Life Force) from the physical body of the human, has to do

with going back to God and Jesus Christ, and how does it make its journey back to this Gad/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki

related group? (Conscious Energy is not lost, it 1s not destroyed, it changes its form). Since the ‘spirit’ of the human is

Conscious Energy, and since Conscious Energy is a TRANSFORMER, and since the Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings

group work with energy (all energy is Conscious by nature), and since the Conscious Energy of the human (the “spirit’)

goes back to God, Ecclesiastes 12:7, is revealing that this God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group harnesses the Conscious

Energy of the human race, for the:r use, resulting in the death process of the humans. In this way, the God/Jesus

Christ/Anunnaki group has continued to use the human race as servants and slaves, not for digging their gold, but them

‘digging’ our gold. That is, in the beginning, those Anunnaki/extraterrestrial begs used the humans as a source of

energy for slave labour. After they abandoned Earth and no longer used the humans for their slave labour, they began to

use them for another kind of slave labour; that is, for their source of Conscious Energy (the spirit goes back to

God/Anunnaki), Since this Ged/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group is using the human race as a source for harnessmg

Conscious Energy (the life force), it stands to reason why it wants to gain complete power and control of Earth with its
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inhabitants. This way, it (this God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group) would be able to harness the Conscious Energy of the

humans on a mass scale, with the continuing cycle of ‘Life and Death’ (while holding on to the ‘keys — knowledge -- of

death and refusing to pass them on the humans), without opposition from the other group of Anunnaki/extraterrestrial

beings. In other words, this God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group wants to maintain power and control of the human race

for the same reason that God threw Adam and Eve out of the Garden of Eden after they ate of the fruit of the Tree of the

knowledge of Good and Evil, that is, to deny it access to the “Tree of Life’. Earth with its inhabitants would become its

(the God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group) ‘vineyard’ for ‘reaping’ Conscious Energy, like an ‘animal farm’. But there is a

‘barrier’ that this group wants to get rid of if it is to succeed. This ‘barrier’ is the other Satan/Anunnaki group better

known as the anti-Christ. Since these Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings (the God/Jesus Christ group and the Satan group)

are no longer in direct, physical control of Earth and its mhabitants, like they were in ancient times, they cannot return to

Earth and start a physical fight with each other. This is not the idea. The idea is to get the humans to start the wars on

Earth and fight them for them; not forgetting that the humans are supposed to prove what an evil being the dragon/Satan

really is. For example, the haly wars by the Muslims, the Middle East wars, etc, with devastating effects. Now, the

bible does not reveal that Satan is a killer of humans, but a giver of knowledge (example, the serpent to Adam and Eve),

but it does reveal that God and his son Jesus Christ are killers of humans. Translate this into Anunnaki language and we

will find that the Satan/Anunnaki group is not a killer of humans, but a giver of knowledge, like the serpent to Adam

and Eve in Garden of Eden, while the God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group is — the prophecy in Luke 17:26-30 and those in

the book of Revelation, are to be fulfilled upon the humans by God, Jesus Christ and their angels, and not by Satan and

his angels. Translate this into Anunaki language and we get, the God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group is the killer of

humans and not the Satan/Anumnaki group.

These Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings are energy workers. Conscious Energy to be more precise. As Conscious

Energy workers and manipulators, that they can Transform/Shape-shift (Conscious Energy is not lost, it is not

destroyed, it changes its form). Since they are transformers/shape-shifters, they need a constant supply of Conscious

Energy. Who better to get their constant supply of Conscious Energy from, but from living human beings and animals.

They made life on Earth, their ‘donor card” giving them free access to Conscious Energy supply, with little or no

resistance from the humans and they want to keep it that way.

Since these two opposing groups (the God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group and the Satan/Anunnaki group) are living

extraterrestrial beings, are religion related, are returning to Earth, their ‘coming’ must and will be a literal one, via space

ships. Since their return to Earth is biblical and therefore inevitable, how could the world leaders stop them from

returning to Earth because they are extraterrestrial beings? How could the occupants of the UFOs be accused of the

violation ‘Air Space?’ These world leaders are aware that these extraterrestrial beings are religion related. These world

leaders go to church and give the outward appearance that they are worshipping some supernatural being called God and

his son Jesus Christ when inn fact, they are worshipping Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings, and they know it, but they

don’t want the people to come to the awareness/realisation that they too, are worshipping Anunnaki/extraterrestrial

beings disguised as God, Jesus Christ and their angels, because, then the peaple would come to the awareness/realisation

that God/Jesus Christ and their angels are the murdering Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings that are returning to Earth to

gain world domination with intent on making some of the inhabitants their servants and slaves and murdering the rest,

making RELIGION their biggest problem regarding the appearing the Anumnaki/extraterrestrial beings to the people

globally. They want to keep the people ignorant of this fact. But why do these world leaders, after world leaders,

continue to heap this awful responsibility upon their ‘heads?’ How long can they go on doing this? What if these

Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings decide to make their global appearing in their space ships, without their permission,

what are they (the world leaders) going to say? How are they going to explain it to the people? Recently I read that Mrs

Margaret Thatcher (Ex-Prime Minister) gave instructions to keep the knowledge of the existence and the visitations of

these extraterrestrial beings, to Earth, secret from the people. What/who gave her the right to do this to the people,

especially to those who claimed to have encounters with them? Does she realise what she did to those of us who have

encounters with some of them, by keeping the knowledge of them secret? She dug a ‘hell hole’ for us. Did these

extraterrestrial beings give her and her government permission to do this to the people? By hiding this knowledge from

the people, she dug a ‘hell hole’ for herself. “What goes around, comes around’. The British Government was reminded

that the time had come for this knowledge to be revealed to the people, but the Government and its Ministry of Defence

continue to deny their existence and presence on Earth, and thus the people their right to this TRUTH. Let’s see how

long these world leaders are going to keep up their charade. The world leaders, by refusing to come out into the open
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and tell the people the truth about the extraterrestrial beings, have dug a very big ‘hole’ for themselves, with the

God/Jesus Christ Anunnaki/extraterrestrial group. This God/Jesus Christ/Anunnak: group is blackmailing them, ‘big

time’. Let’s see how they are going to out of this ‘hole’ that they have dug for themselves.

Jesus Christ planned to return with this angels (a group of Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings) to earth take away some of

the people (abduct some of the peopie because the people are unaware that God, his son Jesus Christ and their angels are

in fact, Anumaki/extraterrestrial bemgs) and kill the rest by fire. “As it was in the day of Noah, so shall it be in the days

of the Son of man. They did eat, they drank, they married, they were given in marriage, until the day that Noah entered

into the ark, and the flood came, and destroyed them all. Likewise also as it was in the days of Lot; they did eat, they

drank, they bought, they sold, they planted, they builded; But the same day that Lot went out of Sodom it rained fire and

brimstone from heaven, and destroyed them all. Even thus shall it be in the day when the Son of man is revealed’, Luke

17:26-30. The Son of man is Jesus Christ. This prophecy revealed that not only would the people be destroyed by fire,

but by water as well. What would be the tool most likely to be used by this God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group to fulfil

this calamity on the whole Earth? It would an asteroid like the one on collision course with Earth in 2030, according

NAS<A/astronomers. I was made aware/realised (today, Friday, February 16, 2001), that this asteroidal tool is the one

that this God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group will use to fulfil the prophecy in Luke 17:26-30, upon the Earth. An

enormous asteroid hitting Earth would create the watery and the fiery conditions necessary to fulfil the prophecy in

Luke] 7:26-30, and the book of Revelation, on the earth. Not only would this God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group use this

asteroid to fulfil the prophecy in Luke, but it (the group) would have created it in deep space, and set it on a collision

course with Earth, to arrive at a certain time after their arrival and departure from Earth with thei people that they

would have abducted. “To see things through the ‘eyes’ of Universal, Conscious Energy’, All things are Conscious

Energy related (E=mc?) , or C(E=me*) (Conscious Energy is not lost, it is not destroyed, it changes its form). These

Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings work with Conscious Energy. They are TRANSFORMERS in a way that humans are

not. Since this God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group has it ‘in’ for the human on earth, it could easily use Conscious Energy

to create an Earth shattering/destroying asteroid or shift one out of its place, in deep space and set it on a collision

course with Earth. But, ‘All things are possible’, even controlling such an asteroid. The controlling of such an asteroid

is possible, but only by those who made a return to the Conscious Energy/Gene Pool and be able to ‘See things through

the ‘eyes’ of Conscious Energy’.

(2) The fundamental or the Conscious Energy state:-- Science data teaches that, fundamentally, ‘all things’ are related

having originated from the same Source. Fundamentally, the Source and origin of ‘all things’ is ENERGY, or better

still, CONSCIOUS ENERGY, as expressed by Einstein’s equation, E=mc? , or better still, the improved equation thatI

was given -- C(E=mc? ) (‘C’ stands for Consciousness). Just as we took a ‘journey’ back to our physical origin, in

ancient times, and discovered our ‘roots’, so we can extend our journey further back in time, and ‘return’ to the to place

where ‘all things’ originated. I refer to this place as the UNIVERSAL CONSCIOUSNESS or the Universal, Conscious

Energy/Gene Pool. This is the Source of all things that exist in the Universe, even of the Anunnaki/extraterrestrial

beings who created the human race. When you finally arrive back at this Place/Source/Conscious Energy Pool/Home,

and you begin to take a good ‘look around’, you’ find that the nature of the Pool/Source/Home, inside, is not exactly

the same as that outside the Pool, ‘outside’ meaning, the negative behaviour express by some of the cosmic

extraterrestrial beings, in the physical and material universe. Inside, the ‘Pool’, you’ll experience a dual Oneness,

harmony, eternal existence, stability, balance, etc. “Gods and goddesses’ do not exist within the Pool. The nature of the

Pool is a ‘system’, with the nature more like that of the “Three Musketeers — One for all and all for one’. It is outside of

the Poo! that things become distorted, chaotic, etc, where changes take place. It 1s during this time (outside the Pool)

that the Dual Oneness state is broken down, by conscious beings, and negativity raises its ugly head. Pool Attendants

(beings working with Conscious Energy) like some of the Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings tend to ‘use and abuse’ the

Pool. They do so by playing the superior role over their creations (like the bible God to Moses and the Hebrews) and

maltreating them, even killing them. This type of negative behaviour does not reflect the true nature of the Pool. These

Pool Attendants who use and abuse the Pool and behave negatively, even pass on this negative behaviour to their

creations, for example, the human race. Everything/one in the Universe returns to the Pool. For humans, you can retum

alive, that is, achieve a conscious connection. If you succeed in returning to the Source/Conscious Energy/Gene Pool

via the life process (achieve conscious connection/universal consciousness state), by the time you arrived back at the

Pool, you would have passed through several stages of processing and development, got ‘cut down to size’ (put away

all your ‘airs and graces’) along the way, gone through a ‘spring cleaning’ of the mind and taken in adequate amount of



-13-

the necessary information, making it possible for you to recognise the true nature/state of the Pool. You'll be given tme

to adjust to your new position/state Your subconscious/conscious presence at the Pool (the live state) then allows you to

recognise the presence of ‘all things’, including yourself and the Anunnaki/extraterrestrials beings who ercated us.

From your ‘position’ at the Pool, you are aware/realised that these extraterrestrial beings, even the ones that created the

humans, are not gods or goddesses, are not superior to you, more evolved, yes, but not superior, should assist us in our

process of evolution, and should not use and abuse us like the God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group, in the bible. This Pool

position makes it possible for situations to de dealt with according to the true nature of the Pool. For instance, having

become aware that both the God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group and the Satan/Anunnaki group have their origins in the

Conscious Energy/Gene Pool too, like the humans, the true nature of the Pool (harmony, stability, dual Oneness, eternal

existence, etc) can then be used in evidence against the God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group’s negative behaviour/

approach towards its creation (the humans) and demand of it, the necessary related CHANGE. While the humans

genetic link to the Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings allows them to claim ‘genetic asylum’ from their Anunnaki creators,

so their (the humans and the Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings) Conscious Energy/Gene/Pool/link allows the humans to

claim all of the Pool related Rights from the God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group that planned to destroy them by fire.

This is what I am doing. I now conduct my ‘affairs’ from the safety of the Universal, Conscious Energy/Gene Pool. I

am claiming my genetic, Cosmic, Conscious Energy/Gene Pool, RIGHTS from the Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings,

especially from that God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group. This is one vital reason why the rest of the people must be told

the TRUTH; so that they could claim their RIGHTS from them too, and stop them form using them as their ‘punch

bags’, and ‘pawns’ in their games.

The bible failed to reveal to us how God created the human race Taking that ‘journey’, back to the beginning, via

science/religion and ancient data, we learned that the Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings created the human race by the

scientific process of genetic engineering. This means that the humans are linked to these Anunnaki/extraterrestrial

beings, not only biologically/genetically, but scientifically as well. As I mentioned in the above paragraph, this

genetic/science link can be traced right back to the beginning of the Source of all things — the Universal, Conscious

Energy/Gene Pool. This genetic/Conscious Energy/Gene Pool link with the Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings allows the

human race to claim its cosmic RIGHTS that have been denied them by members of the Anunnaki/extraterrestrial

beings, who claimed in the bible, to be their creators, especially the God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group -- claims like, its

rights to eternal life, (longer life), control of its own ‘LIFE and DEATH CYCLE, etc.

Today is Wednesday, February 20, 2001. This is further information that I received today. The bible said that the

serpent tempted Eve to eat the fruit of the Tree of the knowledge of Good and Evil that was in the midst of the garden of

Eden. God told Adam and Eve that if they ate it, they would die. But the serpent told them it was not exactly true. ‘And

the serpent said unto the woman, Ye shall not surely die. For God doth know that in the day ye at thereof, then your eyes

shall be opened, and ye shall be as gods, knowing good and evil’, Genesis 3:3-5. After Eve took of the fruit of the tree

and ate it and gave some to Adam, who ate his as well, their ‘eyes’ (inner-sight, awareness, realisation) were opened.

They became aware/realised of what was ‘good and evil/right and wrong’, but they did not die physically like they

thought they would. The woman, Eve, did say that the tree was good for food, not ‘evil’, pleasant to the sight, and a tree

to be desired to make one wise (Genesis 3:6). The serpent must have convinced her enough to get her to eat of the

forbidden fruit that she recognised was good for food. After Adam and Eve ate the fruit, all ‘hell broke loose’, God

questioned Adam about the matter, ‘ticked’ him off about his discbedience and sent him and his partner, Eve, out of the

garden of Eden, with the “Cause and Effect’ punishment trailing behind them. The serpent was given a ‘ticking off as

well, and was cursed by God. After all was said and done by the serpent and Adam and Eve, the bible revealed that

Adam and Eve did not die physically like they thought that they would, but went through a CHANGE - an

awareness/realisation of knowing about good and evil/right and wrong like their creators. “And the Lord said, Behold,

the man 1s become as one of us, to know good and evil: and now, lest he put forth his hand, and take also of the tree of

life and eat, and live forever’, see Genesis chapter 3. So who lied here, God or the serpent? Adam and Eve ate the

‘apple’ and found that they didn’t die, but they discovered that they were naked. Should they have eaten the ‘apple’? If

it meant the humans getting to know about good and evil, about what is right and what is wrong, so that they could

become aware of the evil/wrong that the gods did to them, why, ‘yes’. All the cover up by the gods, regarding the

nature of this ‘tree’ and their unwillingness to allow the humans to have access to it, was because they didn’t want the

humans to be like them, having insight into situations, and becoming aware and realised of their own existence and of

their future. When Genesis chapter 3 is translated into Anunnaki/extraterrestrial language, what we have are two groups
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of Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings, one group representing God and Jesus Christ and the other group representing the

serpent/Satan. Further translation reveals that the humans depend on these Anunnaki/ extraterrestrial beings for access

to knowledge to further their evolution. While the God/Jesus Christ/Anumaki group denies the humans this access to

knowledge, the Satan/serpent/Anunnaki group is willing to allow the humans access to knowledge.

“The Satan/serpent/Anunnaki group got into ‘hot water’ with the God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group for giving the

human race via Adam and Eve, the opportunity to become aware/realised of the existence of ‘good and evil/right and

wrong’, like its creators, and to have insight into potential evil/wrong that the gods would most likely do to it. The

present human race, by continuing to support God and Jesus Christ (that group of Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings) and

by embracing their biblical teaching without further investigation, is giving up its ‘Rights’ to the power and control — its

rights to have access to knowledge that would aid it in its evolutionary process -- handed down to it via its ancestors, via

the Satan/serpent/Anumnaki group, in the Garden of Eden. If the present human race gives up its ancient ‘Rights’ given

to it by its ancestors and the Satan/Anunnaki group to this God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group, our ancestors would have

died in vain, and the Satan/serpent/Anunnaki group would have got into trouble with, and accused by the God/Jesus

Christ/Anumnaki/extraterrestrial group as being the ‘rotten apple’, for nothing. And the present human race would have

sold its ‘birthright’ this time around, to that rogue God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group, for ‘pottage’.

For the humans to say that the extraterrestrial beings have no say in human affairs and should not be allowed access to

Earth, is not exactly correct. Research and study into the bible and ancient data revealed that these Anunnaki/

extraterrestrial beings, who are the creators of the human race, do have a say in human affairs and their world

governments, and therefore have the right to the access of Earth, even though they are existing under the covers of God

and Jesus Christ and Satan. After the Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings abandoned the Earth, the humans were allowed

to have dominion over the Earth, but they maintained overall control of the Earth and over the humans subconsciously

and via Religious Orders and beliefs. ‘He changeth the times and the seasons: he removeth kings and setteth up kings:

he giveth wisdom to the wise and knowledge to them that know understanding. He revealeth the deep and secret things:

he knoweth what is in the darkness, and the light dwelleth with him’, Daniel 2:21-22. These verses translated into the

God/Jesus Christ/Satan/Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings language, reveal that the Anumnaki have a political, religious

and scientific say in the affairs of the humans, and the world leaders know this. These bible verses in Daniel 2:21-22,

are God, Jesus Christ/Anunnaki related. The world leaders outwardly support the religions of their countries, which are

God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki related, who are connected to this teaching in Daniel 2:21-22. In Anunnaki language, this

God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group claimed to have overall control of the world governments via their leaders, changing

things, removing kings and setting them up — pulling down and building up, and giving knowledge and wisdom, like

that Solomon. How do these Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings manage to gain control of Earth via their world leaders?

By MIND CONTROL at SUBCONSCIOUS ENERGY LEVEL (the human being’s mind being a conscious energy

source or a type of RECEIVER, not forgetting that they created us to receive their instructions). I was made aware that

one group is trying to stop the other group from revealing itself to the humans, and they are trying to do it via the world

leaders. That is, the God/Jesus Christ/Anunnak: group is trying to prevent the Satan/anti-Christ/Anunnaki group from

revealing itself to the people. You see, while Jesus Christ (the Word) became flesh and live among men, Satan was kept

hidden, and Jesus Christ wants it kept that way. Jesus Christ just wants to get rid of the humans that display a

Satanic/anti-Christ behaviour to him and his father/God. The bible’s teaching of the comung of anti-Christ, referred to

members of the human race who rejected him. To translate this bible teaching into Anunnaki Ianguage, it is saying to us

that the God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group does not want the Satan/Anunnala group to reveal itself {to be the Word that

becomes flesh) to the humans, and 1s blocking its appearance to the humans via the world leaders, according to Daniel

2:21-22. The God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group cannot continue to do this to the Satan/Anunnaki group. We now know

that the anti-Christ is not only members of the human race, but it is also a group of Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings —

the Satan/Anunnaki group that was in conflict with God in heaven and who brought Adam and Eve to the

awareness/realisation of good and evil/right and wrong, i the garden of Eden. Now that we have come to Iearn that

God, Jesus Christ and their angels are Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings, and since the bible teaches that Jesus Christ is

returning in the flesh, this means that Jesus Christ and his angels are returning as a group of Anunnaki/extraterrestrial

beings, in the flesh. Since Jesus Christ is Anunnaki/extraterrestrial related, Satan/serpent/dragon are

Anunnaki/extraterrestrial being related as well. Since the Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group is returning in the flesh, and

since the bible teaches that anti-Christ/Satan must come as well, and since the anti-Christ/Satan are

Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings, the anti-Christ/Satan/Anunnaki group must come in the flesh as well. It all means that
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God, Jesus Christ and his angels and the anti-Christ/Satan and his angels are all returning to Earth as

Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings, in the flesh, to fulfil the scriptures, in our generation. The question is this: How can

the world leaders continue to keep the people in darkness and ignorance about this matter, the way that they are doing?

Jesus Christ taught in the scriptures that his ‘Coming’ back to Earth is surrounded by a lot of secrecy (“But of that day

and hour knoweth no man, no, not the angels of heaven, but my Father only’, Matthew 24:36. “Watch therefore, for ye

know neither the day nor the hour wherein the Son of man cometh’, Matthew 25:13). This teaching fitted snugly into

the time period when the truth regarding the connection between God, Jesus Christ and their angels and the

Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings, was unknown. Now that we know that Jesus Christ and his angels are

Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings related, and are doing a cyclic return to Earth, thus giving the humans an idea when

they are retuning to Earth, this God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group still want to keep it secret for religious reasons. So,

this God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group gets the world leaders to keep its existence and visitations to Earth, secret from

the rest of the people. From where [ am ‘standing’ I cannot see how these two groups of ‘people’ (the world leaders and

the God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group) are going to ‘pull’ this one off (the fulfilling of this secret, biblical return to

Earth). Both the God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group and the anti-Christ/Satan/Anunnaki group are religiously/biblically

related and are to return to Earth, in the FLESH. The world leaders cannot support the coming in the FLESH of the

God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group and deny the coming in the FLESH of the anti-Christ/Satan/Anunnaki group.

I was made aware that a ‘STAND’ must be taken to bring the present ‘cycle’ of the human race to an end and the start of

a new ‘cycle’. 1 was made aware that, if the world leaders continue to refuse the people their right to 2 global appearing

of these Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings, who have returmed to fulfil this work for the present human race (bring the

present ‘cycle’ to an end and start a new one), pressure will be brought to bear down upon them (these world leaders).

This pressure will be placed more upon Great Britain, because tt is now the existing Religious Source for the present

generation of people, from which the present human race, globally, 1s being force fed with the teaching of the God/Jesus

Christ/Anumnaki/teaching, via the bible. God and Jesus Christ know that their adversary (Satan/anti-Christ) must return,

and that they all are Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings together, so the world leaders must stand aside now, and stop

allowing themselves to block the way. I was amazed to learn from Jenny Randles books that UFOs and their occupants

were visiting British Air Space long before I had my encounters with the ‘lights’ in 1975. Yet the Government and its

Ministry of Defence continue to deny to me all knowledge of the existence of extraterrestrial beings and their visitations

to Earth.

A time was set for the global appearance of this Satan/Anunnaki group, which is between February 24 — March 24,

2001, but since I have been made aware that the world leaders are being used by the God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group

to block its appearing, it may not be able to make its appearance at this time. I was made aware that this aerial type

blockade by the God/Jesus Christ/Anunnalkd group, of the appearing of the Satan/Anunnaki group, via the world leaders,

accounted for the failure of Nostradamus’s prophetic dates, relating to the coming of the King of Terror.

The return of the Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings to Earth = the end of the present ‘cycle’, of the human race and vice

versa.

The Bible = God and Jesus Christ’s story regarding the ongoing Conflict/Controversy between God and Satan, good

and evil/right and wrong, for power and control of Earth, its habitants and of heaven.

God, Jesus Christ and their angels and Satan and his angels = Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings and vice versa.

The human race = the ‘pawns’ dragged into this ‘Conflict/Controversy between God and Satan, good and evil/right and

wrong’, by the God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group. The Conflict between these two groups of Anunnaki/extraterrestrial

beings, was about, ‘Doing what is right/good and doing what is wrong/evil’, to others, including the humans..

May I point out here that, according to the book of Revelation, ‘good and evil/right and wrong’ existed in heaven, “And

there was war in heaven: Michael and his angels fought against the dragon; and the dragon fought and his angels’,

Revelation 12:7, This fight between Michael and the dragon had its origin in the ‘good and evil/right and wrong’

system that existed in heaven. The question is, How just was this system exercised by the gods, in heaven? The dragon

and his angels having been kicked out of heaven after they lost the fight to Michael and his angels. was a revelation to

others, of how the Justice System regarding ‘good and evil/right and wrong’ was exercised in heaven. The use and

abuse of the Justice System (‘good and evil/right and wrong) in heaven, against the dragon and his angels. by Michael

and his angels motivated the sernent/dragon/Satan to expose the humans in the garden of Eden, to the existence of this

‘good and evil/right and wrong’ system that was exercised by the gods. Translate this into Anunnaki/extraterrestrial
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being language, you"ll find that this God/Jesus Christ/Anunnaki group did a wrong thing to the humans. This group

used.and.abused the humans, killed them in the process, and wants to do it again to the present humans. And this is

wrong. The present human race has the RIGHT to know the TRUTH about its ancient past, and the world leaders are

wrong to block the human race from getting to know this ancient Truth about its ancient past, by keeping the existence

of the extraterrestrial beings and their visitations to Earth, secret, from the rest of the people.

The oldest Human Rights Bill became established in the garden of Eden, when Adam and Eve were given that rare

opportunity to know Good and Evil/Right and Wrong, like the gods, but much to the gods anger and annoyance with the

serpent. This Human Rights Bill relates to the humans awareness/realisation of Good and Evil/Right and Wrong, and

permits the humans to exercise this RIGHT at all times. This Eden Bill permits the humans to talk about Satan as freely

and as openly, as they are permitted to talk about God and Jesus Christ, without being harassed by the followers of God

and his son Jesus Christ and called evil and satanic, since they don’t really know the truth about him. The present

human race was given the wrong concept of Satan, via the content/teaching of the bible (which has to be put right), and

the Eden Human Rights Bill permits the humans the right to do this.

Today is Tuesday, February 27, 2001. | was made aware that the outbreak of foot-and-mouth, and the burning of the

cattle in England, to rid the place of the killer disease, is symbolic. It symbolises the spiritual, infectious disease

(Evil/Wrong Doing) with which the humans became infected back there in time, and the ‘slaughtering’ and the burning

of these people, like animals, who are classed by God, Jesus Christ and his angels, to be evil in their sight, that is

pending. This foot-and-mouth outbreak has a SOURCE, and it has to found in order to halt the disease. The same thing

goes for the humans who are regarded as evil by God, his son Jesus Christ and their angels, and whose death by God,

Jesus Christ and their angels, by fire, is pending. The Foot-and-Mouth killer disease has a SOURCE and the Infectious

Disease (Evil/Wrong Doing) about which God and his son Jesus Christ are accusing the humans, has a SOURCE. Just

as the world leaders are now flat out trying to find the SOURCE of this foot-and-mouth outbreak upon the animals, to

try and stop it, so they must try to find the SOURCE to this Infectious Disease (Evil/Wrong Doing) with which the

humans became contaminated back there in time. The animals are not at fault here, and neither are the humans.

This letter ends my communication with you (the Daily Mail) and with other people regarding this Anunnaki/

extraterrestrial beg matter. I am bringing it to an end because the people to whom I asked to write behave in a very

callous manner regarding this matter. Having been asked to conclude this Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings/human

beings matter in this letter, I have automatically brought an end to my communicative link with others. I leave this

Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings/human race matter in the hands of the Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings. This means

that I will not be writing to anyone else regarding this Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings/human race matter, The content

of this letter may seema little bulky and repetitive. This is because this is my last letter to you and I have tried to record

as much information as possible that kept coming through to me. If you wish to reply to this letter, feel free to do so. If

not, don’t bother. I am not really looking for a reply. You all can continue to play the hypocritical game. I am out of it.

My final thought is this. Moses (knowingly or unknowingly) sold out the humans to a killer group of

Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings, who claimed to be their God with his son Jesus Christ. For these reasons, the human

race has lived a spiritual/religious lie regarding God and his son Jesus Christ, to date. This process that was brought

about between Moses, God and his son Jesus Christ must be REVERSED.

The humans were dragged into this ‘Conflict between God and Satan, Good and Evil/Right and Wrong’, by God and his

son Jesus Christ, to judge it -- Good or Evil/Right or Wrong. The humans have been denied satisfactory evidence in the

bible, by God and Jesus Christ, against Satan. My verdict:-- God and his son Jesus Christ {this rogue group of

Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings), is Wrong/Evil.

I was chosen to play my part at government level, and I have done that by writing to the necessary people. Now I have

come to the end. What has a Beginning has an End and 1 have reached the end of the part that 1 was chosen to play at

government level.

Please excuse any mistakes in this letter that you may find along the way.
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This letter has been the most difficult one for me to write, so please excuse any mistakes in this letter that you may have

found along the way.

Yours sincerely,

PS

Today is Wednesday, February 28, 2001. I have just received a telepathic message telling me that I have no respect for

God and Jesus Christ. I wish to reply to this accusation straight away, because I know that the readers of this letter will

be thinking likewise. My reply is this: I used to have love and lots of respect for God and his son Jesus Christ,

especially for God, but not any more. If this bible God could talk to you about this, he would tell you that I’m telling

the truth. I used to believe in the content/teaching of the bible, about Jesus Christ’s Second Coming to Earth to kill

members of the human race. I was brainwashed to hate and despise his brother, Satan, believing that he was evil and

bad for the human race and bad for me, and that Jesus Christ was the good person and therefore good for the human race

and good for me, without actually knowing the full truth about their Conflict, even though there was always a ‘question

mark’ in my mind about this ‘Conflict’ with God and Satan. I had that much respect for God that I didn’t want to get

involve in this Conflict between him and his two sons. I mean to say, from a biblical point of view, I always considered

Satan to be God’s son no matter how bad/evil he is, and as far as 1 was concerned, the three of them (God, Jesus Christ

and Satan) should have sorted conflict/matter out between themselves and not dragged us into it. What do we humans

really know about their Conflict? For years I didn’t know the truth regarding God and Jesus Christ’s connection to

extraterrestrial beings, called Anunnaki, who are supposed to be our creators and who are returning to Earth in our

generation, to take power and control of Earth with some of its inhabitants and kill the others, by the process of burning.

Now that I have come te know the truth, I am shocked to my ‘system’, and totally ashamed of the way in which they

maltreated the human race, including myself. So therefore, I am not going to continue to love and have respect for God

and his son Jesus Christ (a killer group of Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings) who planned to return to Earth to kill off

mass numbers of humans by burning them like animals. No way. I will not be a party to this crime against the humans.

So, yes, I no longer have any respect for the God of Moses and his son Jesus Christ who want me to join them to

commit this crime against humanity. So excuse me. To accuse me now of not having respect for God and his son Jesus

Christ, is a diabolical cheek on the part of the telepathic accuser. And this goes for anyone else who thinks the same

way about me.

Even if Satan was the most evil being in the universe, the content/teaching of the bible didn’t give the humans enough

information to condemn Satan in support of God and his son Jesus Christ. The humans were dragged into their

‘Conflict’ to be their ‘Judge and Jury’, about the state of ‘Right and Wrong’. To date, the humans have proved to be a

bad ‘Judge and Jury’ group.

Since God, Jesus Christ and his angels are in fact Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings and since members of the human race

have gravitated towards and have attached themselves to God and his son Jesus Christ and their angels, it means that

they have gravitated towards and attached themselves to a group of Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings, who proclaimed.

themselves to be their God, his son Jesus Christ and their angels, that they don’t know any thing about. In fact, they are

not gods at all. What is a god, any way? They are members of the Universal, Conscious, Energy, Community/Unit, like

everyone else, including the human race that they created. If the human converted them into gods, then the humans can

reverse the process, by refraining from referring to them as Gods. If they proclaimed themselves to be gods to the

humans, back there in time, then that proclamation has to be dealt (reversed, stopped) with at a higher level - at the
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Universal, Conscious Energy/Gene Pool level -- by members of the human race who qualified to attend the Universal,

Conscious Energy/Gene Pool.

The human race is being made to feel responsible by God and Jesus Christ for something (evil) for which it is not really

responsible, and this must not be allowed to continue. The world leaders must now ‘pull their fingers out of this

God/Jesus Christ/Satan/Anunnaki/extraterrestrial beings pie’ and allow these Anunnaki to return to Earth/England and

‘right the wrong’ that was done to the human race that they created.
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Southampt

Thank you for your letter of 31 January in which you asked about sighting reports of

‘unidentified flying objects’ this department received during 2000.

During 2000 we received 214 sighting reports and approximately 100 letters, some of which may

also contain reports.

With regard to your second question concerning reports specifically from civilian and military

pilots and aircrew, we have had a brief look through the files and identified three reports which

broadly fit your criteria. One was received from a civilian helicopter pilot, one from an ex-RAF

Serviceman and one from an ex-RAF Policeman. The sighting reports and correspondence we

receive are not computerised but filed manually on Branch files in the form that they are received.

Therefore, if you require a more detailed search we may have to consider whether a charge may

need to be made.

Yours sincerely,



Southampton,

31. 01. 01.

Dear Sir / Madam,

could you please inform me, of the

number of Unidentified Flying Objects, that were reported

to your department from 01.01.2000 to 31.12.2000.

I would also be deeply grateful if you could inform me of

the number of U.F.O’s, that were reported by civilian and

military pilots and air crew.

Yours sincerely,

INESToY OF DEFENCE
BAS 3 (GEC)

-6 FEB 2001
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Thank you for your recent letter addressed to the Secretary of State for Defence regarding

‘unidentified flying objects'. Your letter has been passed to this office as we are the focal point

within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence of this nature.

In your letter you ask for access to ‘any or all information on UFO reports’. Ministry of Defence

files are subject to the provision of the Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967 and remain closed

for 30 years after the last action on the file has been taken. We have, however, looked carefully to

see whether earlier release of the files containing papers relating to ‘UFO’ issues might be

possible. The Department receives about 400 sighting reports from members of the public, each

year and a similar number of letters, some of which may also contain sighting reports. The

information is filed manually in the form it is received on Branch files and therefore contains the

personal details of all those contacting and corresponding with the Department. MOD has a duty

to protect this third party confidentiality and the 30-year period is deemed appropriate for this

purpose. Before access could be given to the material, staff would need to be diverted from their

essential defence-related tasks to retrieve the material from archives and scrutinise and remove all

of the personal information from many thousands of documents, The latter action would be

necessary because the alternative, to contact everyone providing the information to secure their

agreement to the release of their personal details, would be unworkable. I regret, therefore, that

your request is refused under Exemption 9 of the Code of Practice on Access to Government

Information (voluminous or vexatious requests) and Exemption 12 (Privacy of an individual). We

would, of course, be happy to look to see what information might be made available if you could

be more specific about the period, or reports of particular sightings that you are interested in. This

would then enable us to consider whether a more focussed effort on a limited amount of material

might be possible.

If you are unhappy with the decision to refuse your request for full access to MOD files and wish

to appeal, you should write in the first instance to the Ministry of Defence, DOMD, Room 619,

Northumberland House, Northumberland Avenue, London WC2N 5BP requesting that the

decision be reviewed. If following the internal review you remain dissatisfied, you can ask your



MP to take up the case with the Parliamentary Commissioner for Administration (the

Ombudsman) who can investigate on your behalf. The Ombudsman will not, however, consider
an investigation until the internal review process has been completed.

Yours sincerely,
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te, / has received the

ber of the public. It has not been

acknowledged by this office.

Please send a reply on behalf of the Minister concerned. All

Ministers attach importance to such letters being answered promptly,

your reply should therefore be sent within 20 working days of receipt in

this branch. If, exceptionally, this should prove impossible an interim

reply should be sent within the same timescale.

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to

Government Information came into force in January 1997. All replies to

members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set out

in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in

DCI(Gen) 223/99, further information is available from DOMD on

extension

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to keep

records of their performance. All branches and Agencies are required to

keep information on the number of requests for information which

refer to the Code of Practice including details of the correspondent and

the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Department is required

to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the

public and provide statistics (which may be used on a valid sample) of

its performance in providing replies within their published targets.

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on

the accuracy of your branch records on correspondence will be

performed throughoutthe year.
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Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB nee

Telephone (Direct dial) 017% 218 2140
(Switchboard) _ 0171 218 9000

(Fax)

Your Reference

South Stoke, B ERE
. 

tBerkshire. 
Ol July 1999

Thank you for your letter of 1 July regarding the Freedom of Information Act and access to

information on ‘unidentified flying objects’. Your letter has been passed to this office as we are the

focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence of this nature.

First perhaps it would be usefil if I explained that the Ministry of Defence examines any

reports of ‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might

have some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's

airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorized foreign military activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external

military source, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to

identify the precise nature of each sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations,

such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for

this purpose, but it is not the function’of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification

service. It would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so.

You asked about public access to information on UFO reports since the introduction of the

Freedom of Information Act. In fact, the Act has not yet been implemented, although the

Government is committed to the introduction of the Act as part of its programme of constitutional

reform and in fulfilment of its manifesto pledge. On 24 May a draft Bill was published for public

consultation. This follows proposals set out in a White Paper entitled ‘Your Right To Know’

published in December 1997. The consultation period ends mid-July. The Government is

committed to introducing the Bill to Parliament as soon as possible but the precise timetable is not

yet known. In the meantime, the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information will

remain the principal guide to openness of Government information.

T hope this clarifies the position.

Yous Sinmoly,
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MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT

To Soc is) 2. Ref No 20 48 /1999
Date

The Secretary of State,/ has received the

attached letter from a member of the public. It has not been

acknowledged by this office.

Please send a reply on behalf of the Minister concerned. All

Ministers attach importance to such letters being answered promptly,

your reply should therefore be sent within 20 working days of the date

of this minute. If, exceptionally, this should prove impossible an

interim reply should be sent within the same timescale.

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to

Government Information came into force on in January 1997. All

replies to members of the public must be in accordance with the

procedures set out in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of

Practice is contained in DCI(Gen) 54/98; further information is

available from DOMD on Bremer Section 44

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to

keep records of their performance. All branches and Agencies are
required to keep information on the number of requests for

information which refer to the Code of Practice including details of

the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the

Department is required to provide a record of the total number of letters

from members of the public and provide statistics (which may be used

on a valid sample) of its performance in providing replies within their

published targets.

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on

the accuracy of your branch records on correspondence will be

performed throughout the year.



Ministry of Defense,

Ist July 1999

ar Sir/Madam,

I request any or all information regarding incidents concerning

Unidentified Flying Objects, which includes reports. This information should be available

under the freedom of information act. If this information is only available to certain people, I

would like to be notified. I would prefer a prompt reply if that is possible. Thank you.

a Section 40)



From: Secretariat(Air Staff)2a, Room 8245. O55 .Fn secr renee
Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB w bk

Telephone (Direct dial) 7HP18 2140 on
(Switchboard) ot7’ é
(Fax)

Section 40) Your Reference
Our Referenceouth Stoke, D/SectAS)(04/3

Berkshire. Date
22 September 1999

hy FE
Thank you for your letter of 7 August regarding access to reports of ‘unidentified flying

objects’,

As stated in my previous letter, the Government is committed to the introduction of a
Freedom of Information Act as part of its programme of constitutional reform but, as yet, the Act
has yet to be initiated. Currently the Ministry of Defence operates in accordance with the Code of
Practice on Access to Government Information.

If you wish to have access to MOD files containing ‘UFO’ reports, you may wish to visit
the Public Record Office in Surrey to view closed files. As is the case with other government files,
MOD files are subject to the provisions of the Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967. This Act of
Parliament states that official files generally remain closed from public viewing for 30 years after
the last action has been taken. It was generally the case that before 1967 all ‘UFO’ files were
destroyed after five years, as there was insufficient public interest in the subject to merit their
permanent retention. However since 1967, following an increase in public interest in this subject
‘UFO’ report files are now routinely preserved. Any files from the 1950s and early 1960s which
did survive are already available for examination by members of the public at the Public Record
Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. Files from 1967 onwards will be
routinely released to the Public Record Office at the 30 year point.

‘os Simayoly,
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Room 8245,

Main Building,

Whitehall,

London. 7th August 1999

Dear |

Thank you for prompt response regarding my request for any or all

information pertaining to ‘unidentified flying objects’. I must say, the letter was quite insightful

but on the whole, you are denying me simple and petite information about a simple subject.

You first mentioned that UFOQ’s that enter British air space are usually mislaid aircraft or

natural phenomena, if they are, why are reports on it classified. Do aircraft lights and natural

phenomena compromise the security of the nation. If it doesn’t, then I don’t understand why

your not granting me information such as this. I know that the Freedom of Information Act is

not officially legal but it soon will be so I would once again ask, if possible, any or all

information regarding the subject of UFOs.

Yours Faithfully,



Fron: SER 01>| Dii@ctorate of Air Staff (Sec) 4a, Room 8245 3
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207 218 2140

(Fax)

Your Reference

Wednesfield DIR eT aig @-
Wolverhampton :

Date

DO Gur

Thank you for your letter dated 28 December 2000.

Firstly you asked what constitutes a breach of air defences and it may help if 1 explain how the UK

air defence region is policed. The integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is maintained through

continuous surveillance of the UK Air Defence Region by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved by

using a combination of civil and military radar installations, which provide a continuous real-time

“picture” of the UK's airspace. Any threat to the UK Air Defence Region would be handled in the

light of the particular circumstances at the time (it might if deemed appropriate, involve scrambling

or diversion of air defence aircraft). From that perspective, reports provided to us of 'UFO'

sightings are examined, but consultation with air defence staff and others as necessary is considered

only where there is sufficient evidence to suggest a breach of UK air space. The vast majority of

reports we receive are very sketchy and vague. Only a handful of reports have been received in

recent years that warranted further investigation and none revealed any evidence of a threat. This

has been the situation for many years and has not changed between 1980 and today.

You also enquired about a report of a “near miss” made by a British Airways pilot travelling from

Milan to Manchester on 6 January 1995. On examination of our files we have found an Occurrence

Report that was sent to the Ministry of Defence by the Civil Aviation Authority (CAA), which is

not the same as an air miss report, but may refer to the same incident. The report was forwarded to

air defence staff at the time and they concluded that they were satisfied that there was nothing in

the report of defence concern. For your information I enclose a copy of the report. The details of

the person who made the report have been removed to protect their confidentiality.

It is possible that in addition to the above, the pilot of the aircraft may also have made an airmiss

report as you describe. If so, this would have been investigated by the CAA and if you wish to

pursue your enquiries you should contact them at the following address,



e@ Civil Aviation Authority
45-49 Kingsway

London

WC2b 6TE

lL hope this is helpful

Noose Sivas
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December 23, 2000

Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a

Room 8245

Ministry of Defence

Main Building

Whitehall

LONDON

SW1A 2HB

Dear Sir or Madam:

I have written to you on a number of occasions in the past to request information regarding

Unidentified Flying Objects. It is with this in mind that I am once again calling upon your services.

T have two requests, my first is that in your letter dated June 23, 1999 it was stated that, “...there was no

indication that a breach of the United Kingdom’s air defences had occurred.” My request is that could

you please let me know as to what constituted as a breach of air defences in 1980 and what the criteria

is now.

My second request is, for a report filed by Captain Roger Willis regarding a near miss with an

Unidentified Flying Object on January 6", 1995. The flight in question was BA5061 flying from Milan

to Manchester.

Once again I thank you most kindly for your co-operation and I wait in anticipation for your reply.

Yours Faithfull

f,



LOOSE MINUTE

D/Sec(AS)64/3

8 February 2001

D News AF-A10

THE LINCOLNSHIRE ECHO REQUEST FOR INFORMATION ON UFOs

I understand The Lincolnshire Echo were making enquiries as to whether there was/is

a “UFO Unit” at RAF Bimbrook. Please see the attached press brief.

Section 44al(Sec



NEWS BRIEF

DATE: 8 February 2001

SUBJECT: Alleged UFO Unit at RAF Bimbrook

SOURCE: DAS4A1(Sec) DESK OaemSection40

PRESS OFFICER: SERSMSMMeLOM D News AF-A1o

BACKGROUND

As you will be aware, a Journalist from The Lincolnshire Echo has been contacted by

an Ex-RAF serviceman who claims that there was/is a unit at RAF Bimbrook that

deals with ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ sightings. The Lincolnshire Echo would like

to know if this is true.

KEY MESSAGES

e@ RAF Bimbrook closed in July 1992. MOD has no knowledge of any ‘UFO

Unit’ established at RAF Bimbrook before its closure.

@ Reports of alleged UFO sightings received by RAF Stations are forwarded to the

Ministry of Defence in London where they are examined to see if there is any

evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace might have been compromised by

hostile or unauthorised air activity. This has been the case for at least the last thirty

years.

SUPPORTING MESSAGES

e Within MOD Directorate of Air Staff 4a (Secretariat), (formerly Secretariat (Air

Staff) 2a), is the focal point for reports of ‘unexplained’ aerial sightings.

e Until 1992 the Flying Complaints Flight (FCF), part of the HQ Provost and

Security Services(UK) based at RAF Rudioe Manor, Wiltshire, was the central co-

ordination point for any "UFO" reports made to RAF stations (from whatever source,

i.e. members of the public or service personnel). No action was taken on the reports

by staff in the FCF. Its function was simply to record details and pass the reports

directly to Sec(AS)2a (this office) in the Ministry of Defence. Sec(AS)2a would then

examine the reports and decide whether what was seen had defence implications. The

FCF no longer have any involvement in the central collection of "UFO" reports made

to air force bases. Any reports received by air force stations are now forwarded

directly to DAS 4a(Sec) for consideration



e The Ministry of Defence examines any reports of ‘unidentified flying objects’ it

receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some defence

significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s

airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

© Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an

external military source, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we

do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is

possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could

be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial

identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on

investigations that go beyond our specific defence remit.

@ The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’

matters, or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms

about which it remains totally open-minded.
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NEWS BRIEF

DATE: 8 February 2001

SUBJECT: Alleged UFO Unit at RAF Bimbrook

SOURCE: DAS 4A1(Sec) DESK OFFICER: RSI.)

press OFFICER AA D News AFA SSS

BACKGROUND

As you will be aware, a Journalist from The Lincolnshire Echo has been contacted by

an Ex-RAF serviceman who claims that there was/is a unit at RAF Bimbrook that

deals with ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ sightings. The Lincolnshire Echo would like

to know if this is true.

KEY MESSAGES

e RAF Bimbrook closed in July 1992. MOD has no knowledge of any ‘UFO

Unit’ established at RAF Bimbrook before its closure.

e Reports of alleged UFO sightings received by RAF Stations are forwarded to the

Ministry of Defence in London This has been the case for at least the last thirty years.

SUPPORTING MESSAGES

e Within MOD Directorate of Air Staff 4a (Secretariat), (formerly Secretariat (Air

Staff) 2a), is the focal point for reports of ‘unexplained’ aerial sightings.

e Until 1992 the Flying Complaints Flight (FCF), part of the HQ Provost and

Security Services(UK) based at RAF Rudloe Manor, Wiltshire, was the central co-

ordination point for any "UFO" reports made to RAF stations (from whatever source,

i.e. members of the public or service personnel)Its function was Simply toy to record,
details and pass the reports directly to Sec(AS)2a (this office)in the Ministry of \

Defence. Sec(AS)2a would then examine-the.reports and decide whether what wes /

eae defence implications.;(No action was taken on the reports by staffin the >

Teports made to air force bases. Any reports received by air force stations are now
forwarded directly to DAS 4a(Sec) for consideration



® = The Ministry of Defence examines any reports of ‘unidentified flying objects’ it

receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some defence

significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s

airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

@ Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an

external military source, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we

do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is

possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could

be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial

identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on

investigations that go beyond our specific defence remit.

e@ The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’

matters, or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms

about which it remains totally open-minded.
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" RAF Bimbrook closed in July 1992. MOD has no knowledge of any 'UFO Unit'established at RAF Bimbrook before its closure.

* Reports of alleged UFO sightings received by RAF Stations are forwarded to theMinistry of Defence in London. This has been the case for at least the last thirty“> years.

Wrethin Mes
. { Directorate of Air Staff 4a (Secretariat), (formerl y Secretariat(Air Staff)2a), is thefocal point for reports of "unexplained" aerial sightings.

The Ministry of Defence examines any reports of ‘unidentified flying objects’ itreceives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some defencesignificance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom'sairspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity,

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from anexternal military source, and to date no ‘UFO’ report has revealed such evidence,we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. Webelieve it is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or naturalphenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD toprovide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditureof public funds on investigations that go beyond our specific defence remit.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of “‘UFO/flying saucer’matters, or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestriallifeforms about which it remains totally open-minded.



RAF Bimbrook closed in July 1992. MOD has no knowledge of any 'UFO Unit'

established at RAF Bimbrook before its closure.

Reports of alleged UFO sightings received by RAF Stations are forwarded to the

Ministry of Defence in London. This has been the case for at least the last thirty

years.

Directorate of Air Staff 4a (Secretariat), (formerly Secretariat(Air Staff)2a), is the

focal point for reports of "unexplained" aerial sightings.

The Ministry of Defence examines any reports of ‘unidentified flying objects' it

receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some defence

significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's

airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an

external military source, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence,

we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We

believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural

phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to

provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure

of public funds on investigations that go beyond our specific defence remit.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’

matters, or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial

lifeforms about which it remains totally open-minded.



NEWS BRIEF

DATE: 19 October 2000

SUBJECT: Low flying in Northumberland

SOURCE: DAS 4A(Sec) DESK MalScction 40

PRESS OFFICER: Sqn dr Selene?{DNews (RAF) teen 40

BACKGROUND

In October 1999, Rt Hon Alan Beith (accompanied by fellow Lib Dem MPs, Atchie Kirkwood and Michael

Moore) paid a visit to the Electronic Warfare Tactics Range at RAF Spadeadam. That visit was followed, on 16

December, by a meeting with USofS, Peter Kilfoyle to review concerns about military low flying. Points

discussed at that meeting included the intensity of low flying seen in LFA 12, which covers Northumberland,

Durham and northeast North Yorkshire.

Following the crash of a RAF Hawk ‘I'l XX282 on 18 October in a field 5m west of Holy Island there have been

reports in the local press and on Border TV concerning low flying in Northumberland. In an interview on

Border TV, Rt Hon Alan Beith, MP for Berwick-upon-Tweed, asked why so much low flying took place in his

constituency.

KEY MESSAGES

® We ate grateful for the support we recetve from the public in respect of the need for low flying training in

the UK, particularly in this part of the country.

«There are compelling reasons why Northumberland sees more than the UK average for low flying. We are

sympathetic to the problems suffered by those in the area; we recognise the burden they carry and are not

complacent.

® LFA 12 is ideal for military low flying training. The undulating terrain offers valuable training and there is

more unrestricted airspace above 2,000 ft than many other areas of the country.

= Because of the built-up areas and controlled airspace in the Midlands, Yorkshire and the north-ease, over

which military aircraft must not fly, aircraft from the many airbases on the eastern side of the country, and

from RAF Brugggen in Germany, fly through LFA 12 to the Electronic Warfare Tactics Range at RAF

Spadeadam or low flying areas in Scotland.

= We look carefully at the distribution of activity each year. We try to do all we can to ensure that no more

flying training than is absolutely necessary takes place.

PPORTING MESSAGES

*® The UK Military Low Flying System (UKLFS) covers the open airspace of the whole of the UK and

surrounding oversea areas from the surface to 2,000 feet above ground, ot mean sea level.

¢ = It 1s our policy that, in principle, the whole of the UK is open to low flying by military aircraft in order to

spread disturbance as thinly as possible.



Although MOD aims to spread low flymg training as widely and equitably as it can, it is not possible, for a

number of operational and geographical reasons, to achieve a totally even spread.

A statement on the pattern of military low flying across the UK has been published since 1995. In 1999 the

total number of hours flying within LFA 12 had dropped by some 45% compared to the numbers of hours

flown in 1995

The number of hours flown in LI'A 12 by fixed wing aircraft had dropped by some 43% over the same

period.



RECORD OF MESSAGE LEFT ON DAS(SEC) ANSWERPHONE MONDAY 5

FEBRUARY 2001 - 00:22

Caller

Sutton Coldfield

We wrote to SFEMSL +0 revorted a sighting to us (23/01/01). He queried our
policy and said asked ‘we knew that there was no evidence of something of an

extraterrestrial nature being a threat.

NK -Fe
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: CHAPTER 5

EXTRATERRESTRIAL BIOLOGICAL ENTITIES

Section |. LIVING ORGANISMS

21. Scope

a. This section deals with encounters with living Extraterrestrial Biological

Entities (EBEs). Such encounters fall under the jurisdiction of MJ-12 OPNAC BBS—
0] and will be dealt with by this special unit only. This section details the responaihili-

ties of persons or units making the initial contact.

22. General

Any encounter with entities known to be of extraterrestrial origin is to be consid-

esed to be a matter of national security and thercfore classified TOP SECRET. Under no
circumstance is the general public or the public press to learn of the existence of these

entities. The official government policy is that such creatures do not exist, and that no

agency of the federal government is now engaged in any study of extraterrestrials or

their artifacts. Any deviation from this stated policy is absolutely forbidden.

23. Encounters

Encounters with EBEs may be classified according to one of the following cate-
gories:

a. Encounters initiated by EBEs. Possible contact may take place as a result of

overtures by the entities themselves. In these instances it is anticipated that encounters
will take place at military installations or other obscure locations selected by mutual

agreement. Such meeting would have the advantage of being limited to personne! with

appropriate clearance, away from public scrutiny. Although it is not considered very
probable, there also exists the possibility that EBEs may land in public places without
prior notice. In this case the OPNAC Team will formulate cover stories for the press and

prepare briefings for the President and the Chiefs of Staff.

b. Encounters as the result of downed craft. Contact with survivors of accidents or

craft downed by natural events or military action may occur with little or no warning. In
these cases, it is important that the initial contact be limited to military personne} to

preserve secority, Civilian witnesses to the area will be detained and debriefed by MJ-

12. Contact with EBEs by military personne] not having MJ-12 or OPNAC clearance
is to be strictly limited to action necessary to ensure the availability of the EBEs for

study by the OPNAC Team.

- 24. Isolation and Custody

a. EBEs wil) be detained by whatever means are necessary and removed to a 6e-

cure Jocation as soon as possible, Precautions will be taken by personnel coming in con-

tact with EBEs to minimize the risk of disease as a result of contamination by unknowa

organisms. If the entities are wearing space suits os breathing apparatus of some kind,
care should be exercised to prevent damage to these devices. While al] efforts should

be taken to assure the well-being of the EBEs, they must be isolated from any contact

with unauthorized personnel. While it is not clear what provisions or amenities might be

MJj—12 4833B 13
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required by non-human entities, they should be provided if possible. The officer in
charge of the operation will make these determinations, since no guidelines now exist to

cover this ares.

b. Injured or woundes entities will be treated by medical personnel assigned to the

OPNAC Team. If the team medical personne) are not immediately available, First Aid
will be adminiatered by Medical Corps personnel at the initial site. Since little is known.
about EBE biological functions, aid will be confined to the stopping of bleeding, ban-

ot daging of wounds and splinting of broken limbs. No medications of any kind are to be

a administered as the effect of terrestrial medications on non-human biological systems
; are impossible to predict. As soon as the injuries are considered stabilized, ihe EBEs will
$e be moved by closed ambulance or other suitable conveyance to a secure location.

| c. In dealing with any living Extraterrestrial Biological Entity, security is of para-
: mount importance. All other considerations are secondary. Although it is preferable to

maintain the physical well-being of any entity, the loss of EBE life is considered ac-
ceptable if conditions or delays to preserve that life in any way compromises the secu-
rity of the operations. '

| d. Once the OPNAC Team has taken custody of the EBEs, their care and trans-
: portation ta designated facilities become the reaponsibility of OPNAC personnel. Every

nO cooperation will be extended to the team in carrying out duties. OPNAC Team person-

nel will be given TOP PRIORITY at all times regardless of their apparent rank or status,

No person has the authority to interfere with the OPNAC Team in the performance of its

duties by special direction of the President of the United States.

Section Il. NON-LIVING ORGANISMS

25. Scope

Ideally, retrieval for acientific study of cadavers and other biological remains will

be carried out by medical personnel familiar with this type of procedure, Because of

security considerations, such collection may need to be done by non-medical personnel.

This section will provide guidance for retrieval, preservation, and removal of cadavers

and remains in the field.

26. Retrieval and Preservation

a. The degree of decomposition of organic remains will vary depending on the

length of time the remains have been lying in the open unprotected and may be accel-

erated by both local weather conditions and action by predators. Therefore, biological

specimens will be removed from the crash site as quickly as possible to preserve the

remains in as good a condition as possible. A photographic record will be made of all re-

mains before they are removed from the site.

b. Personnel involved in this type of operation will take all reasonable precautions

to minimize physical contact with the cadavers or remains being retrieved. Surgical

gloves should be worn or, if they are not available, woo! or leather gloves may be worm

provided they ere collected for decontamination immediately after use. Shovels and

entrenching tools may be employed to handle remains provided caution is exercised to

. be certain no damage is done to the remains. Remains wil) be touched with bare hands

only if no other means of moving them can be found. All personne] and equipment in-

volved in recovery operations will undergo decontamination procedures immediately

after those operations are [sic] have been completed.

Mj—12 4838B 14
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c. Remains wil! be preserved against further decomposition 8 equipment and con-

ditions permit. Cadavers and remains will be bagged or securely wrapped in waterproof

coverings. Tarpaulins or foul weather gear may be used for this purpose if necessary,
Remains will be refrigerated or packed with ice if available. All remaina will be tagged
or Jabeled and the time and date recorded. Wrapped remains will be placed on stretchers

or in sealed containers for immediate removal to a secure facility.

d. Small detached pieces and material scraped from solid surfaces will be put in

jara or other smal capped containers if available. Containers wil] be clearly marked as

to theiy contents and the time and date recorded. Containers will be refrigerated or

packed with ice as soon a8 possible and removed to a secure facility.

Ln place here is Figure ¢—diagrams of the various types of extraterrestrial craft dis-

cussed in the text.]
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. CHAPTER 6

GUIDE TO UFO IDENTIFICATION

Section |. UFOB GUIDE

27. Follow-up investigations

A UFOB report is worthy of follow-up investigation when it contains informa-

tion to suggest that positive identification with a well-known phenomenon may be made

or when it characterizes an unusual phenomenon. The report should suggest almost im-

mediately, largely by the coherency and clarity of the data, that there is something of

identification and/or scientific value, In general, reports which should be given con-

sideration are those which involve several reliable observera, together or separately, and

which concem sighting of greater duration than one quarter minute. Exceptions should

be made to this when circumstances attending the report are considered to be extraor-

dinary. Special attention should be given to reports which give promise to a “fix” on

the position and those reports involving unusual trajectories.

28. Rules of Thumb

Bach UFOB case should be judged individually but there are a number of “rules of

thumb,” under each of the following headings, which should prove helpful for deter-
mining the necessity for follow-up investigation.

a. Duration of Sighting. When the duration of a sighting is Jess than 15 seconds,

the probabilities are great that it is not worthy of follow-up. As a word of caution, how-

erver, should a large number of individual observers report an unusual sighting of a

few seconds duration, it should not be dismissed.

b. Number of Persons Reporting the Sighting. Short duration sightings by single

individuals are seldom worthy of follow-up. Two or three competent independent ob-

servations carry the weight of 10 or more simultaneous individual observations. As an

example, 25 people at one spot may observe a strange light in the sky. This, however,

has less weight than two reliable people observing the same light from different loca-

tions. In the latter case a position-fix is indicated.

c. Distance from Location ofSightings to Nearest Field Unit. Reports which meet

the preliminary criterion stated above should all be investigated if their occurrence is

in the immediate operating vicinity of the squadron concerned. For reports involving
greater distances, follow-up necessity might be judged as being inversely proportional)

to the square of the distances concerned. For example, an occurrence 150 miles away

might be con-

MJ-—12 4838B 16.
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OPERATION MAJESTIC—12

Section |. PROJECT PURPOSE AND GOALS

1. Scope

This manual has heen prepared especially for Majestic——12 units. Its purpose ix to
present al] aspects of Majestic—12 so authorized personne] will have a better under-

standing of the goals of the Group, be able to more expertly deal with Unidentified

Flying Objects, Extraterrestrial Technology and Entitics, and increase the efficiency of

future operations.

2. General

MJ——12 takes the subject of the UFOBs, Extraterrestrial Technology and Extra-

terrestrial Biological Entities very seriously and considers the entire subject to be a mat-
ter of the very highest national security. For that reason everything relating to the subject

has been assigned the very highest security classification. Three main paints will be cov-
ered in this section.

a. The general aspectsof MJ—12 to clear up any misconceptions that anyonemay have.

b. The importance of the operation.

c. The need for absolute secrecy in all phases of operation.

3. Security Classification .

All information relating to MJ—12 has been classified MAJIC EYES ONLY and

carries a security level 2 points above that of Top Secret. The reason for this has to do

with the consequences that may arise not only from the impact upon the public should

the existence of such matters become general knowledge, but also the danger of hav-

ing such advanced technology as has been recovered by the Air Force fall into the hands

of unfriendly foreign powers. No information is released to the public press and the of-

ficial government position is that no special group such as MJ—12 exiats.

4. History of the Group

Operation Majestic-12 was established by special classified presidential order on

24 September 1947 at the recommendation of Secretary of Defense James V. Forrestal

and Dr. Vannevar Bush, Chairman of the Joint Research and Development Board.

Operations are carried out under a Top Secret Research and Development—Intelligence

Group directly responsible only to the President of the United States. The goals of the

MJ-12 Group are as follows:

a. The recovery for scientific study of all materials and devices of a foreign or

extraterrestrial manufacture that may berome available. Such material and devices will

he recovered by any and al) means deemed necessary by the Group.

b. The recovery for scientific study of all entities and remains of entities not of ter-

restrial origin which may become available though independent action by those enti-

ties or by misfortune or military action. ,

c. The establishment and administration of Special Teams to accomplish the above

MJ—12 48388 2
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CHAPTER 2

INTRODUCTION

Section |. GENERAL

6. Scope

nt. This operations manual is published for the information and guidance of al}

concesned. It contains information on determination, documentation, collection, and

disposition of debris, devices, craft, and occupants of such craft as defined as

Extraterrestrial Technology or Exwaterrestrial Biological Entities (EBEs) in Section II
of this chapter.

b. Appendix [ contains a Hat of current references, including technical manuals
and other available publications applicable to these operations. .

c. Appendix II contains a list of personnel who comprise the Majestic-!2 Group.

7. Forms and Records.

Forms used for reporting operation are listed in Appendix Ia.

Section il. DEFINITION AND DATA

8. General

Extraterrestrial Technology 1s defined as follows:

a. Aircraft identified as not manufactured in the United States or any terrestrial

foreign powers, including experimental military or civilian aircraft. Aircraft in this cat-

egory are generally known as Unidentified Flying Objects, or UFOBs. Such aircraft
may appear as one of several shapes and configurations and exhibit extraordinary flight

characteristics.

b. Objects and devices of unknown origin or function, manufactured by processes

or of materials not consistent with current technology or scientific knowledge.

c. Wreckage of any aircraft thought to be of extraterrestrial manufacture or ori-

gin. Such wreckage may be the results of accidents or military action.

d. Materials that exhibit unusual or extraordinary characteristics not consistent

with current technology or scientific knowledge.

Extraterrestrial Biological Entities (EBEs) are described as:

a. Creatures, humunoid or otherwise, whose evolutionary processes responsible

for their development are demonstrably different from those postulated or observed in

homo sapiens.

9. Description of Craft

Documented extraterrestrial craft (UFOBs) are classified in one of four categories

based on general shape, as follows:

@. Elliptical, or disc shape. This type of craft is of a metallic construction and dull

aluminum in color, They have the appearance of two pie-pans or shallow dishes pressed

together and may have a raised dome on the top or boitom. No seams or joints are vis-

ible on the surface, giving the impression of one-piece construction. Discs are estimated

MJ—12 48388 4
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ae from 50-300 feet in diameter and the thickness ix approximately 15 per cent of the di-
) : ; ameter, not including the dome, which is 30 per cent of the disc diameter and extends

another 4-6 feet above the main body of the disc. The dome may or may not include

windows of ports, and ports are present around the lower rim of the disc in some in-
stances. Most disc-shaped craft are equipped with lights on the top and bottom, and algo

around the rim. These lights are not visible when the craft is at rest or not functioning,
There are generally no visible antenna or projections. Landing ger consists of three

extendible legs ending in circular landing pads. When fully extended this landing gear
supports the main body 2-3 feet above the surface at the lowest point. A rectungular

hatch is located along the equator or on the lower surface of the disk.

b, Fuselage or cigar shape. Documented repons of this type of craft are extremely
rare, Air Force radar reports indicate they are approximately 2 thousand feet jong and 95
feet thick, and apparently they do not operate in the lower atrnosphere. Very litde in-

formation is available on the performance of these craft, but rader reports have indicated

speeds in excess of 7,000 miles per hour. They do not appear fo engage in the violent
and erratic maneuvers associated with the smaller types.

¢. Oveid or circular shape. This type of craft is described an being shaped like

an ice cream cone, being rounded at the large end and tapering to a near-point ut the

other end, They are approximately 30-40 feet long and the thick end diameter js ap-

proximately 20 per cent of the length. These is an extremely bright light at the pointed
end, and this craft usually travels point down. They can appear to be any shape from
round to cylindrical, depending upon the angle of observation. Often sightings of this

type of craft are elliptical craft seen at an inclined angle or edge-on.

d. Airfoil or triangular shape. This craft is believed to be new technology due to

the rarity and recency of the observations. Radar indicated an isosceles triangle pro-

file, the longest side being nearly 300 feet in length. Little is known about the perfor-

mance of these craft due to the rarity of good sightings, but they are believed capable

of high speeds and abrupt maneuvers similar to or exceeding the performance attributed

to types “a” and “c”. ’

10. Description of Extraterrestrial Biological Entities (EBEs)

Examination of remains recovered from wreckage of UFOBs indicates that Extra-

terrestrial Biological Entities may be classified into two distinct categorics as follows:

a. EBE Type 4. These entities are humanoid and might be mistaken for human be-

ings of the Oriental race if seen from a distance. They are bi-pedal, 5-5 feet 4 inches in

height and weigh 80-100 pounds. Proportionally they ure similar io humans, although

the cranium is somewhat larger and more rounded. The skin is a pale, chalky-yeJlow in

color, thick, and slightly pebbled in appearance. The eyes are small, wide-set, almond-

shaped, with brownish-black irises with very large pupils. The whites of the eyes are

not like that of humans, but have a pale gray cast. The ears are small and not Jow on the

skull. The nose is thin and long, and the mouth is wider than in humane, and nearly lip-

Jeys. These is no apparent facial hair and very little body hair, that being very fine and

confined to the underarm and the groin area. The body is thin and without apparent body
fat, but the muscles are well-developed. The hands are small, with four long digits but no

opposabie thumb. The outside digit is jointed in a manner as to be nearly opposable,

and there is no webbing between the finger as in humans. The legs are slightly but no-

ticeably bowed, and the feet are somewhat splayed and proportionally large.

MJ—32 4838B §
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b. Type I. These entities are humanoid but differ from Type I in many respects.

They are bi-pedal, 3 feet 5 inches-4 feet 2 inches in height and weigh 25-50 pounds.

Propurtionally, the head is much larger than humans or Type I EBEs, the cranium being

much larger and elongated. The eyes are very large, slanted, and nearly wrap around

the side of the skull. They are black with no whites showing. There is no noticeable brow

ridge, and the skull has a slight peak that rune over the crown. The nose consists of two
small slits which sit high above the slit-tike mouth, There are no external ears. The skin

is a pale bluish-gray color, being somewhat darker on the back of the creature, and is

very smooth and fine-celled. There is no hair on either the face or the body, and these

creatures do not appear to be mammalian. The arms are long in proportion to the legs,
and the hands have three long, tapering fingers and a thumb which is nearly as long as

the fingers. The second finger is thicker than the others, but not as long as the index fin-

ger, The feet are small and narrow, and four toes are joined together with a membrane.

Iris not definitely known where either type of creature originated, but it seems

certain that they did not evolve on earth. It is further evident, although not certain, that

they may have originated on two different planets.

11. Description of Extraterrestrial Technology

The following information is from preliminary analysis reports of wreckage col-

lected from crash sites of extraterrestrial craft |947-1953, excerpts from which are

quoted verbatim to provide guidance as to the type of characteristics of material that

might be encountered in future recovery operations,

a. Initial analysis of the debris from the crash site seems to indicate that the de-

bris is that of an extraterrestrial craft which exploded from within and came into contact

with the ground with great force, completely destroying the craft. The volume of mat-

ter indicates that the craft was approximately the size of a medium aircraft, although
the weight of the debris indicates that the craft was extremely light for ita size.

>, Metallurgical analysis of the bulk of the debris recovered indicates that the sam-

ples are not composed of any materials currently known to Terrestrial science.

¢. The material tested possesses great strength and resistance to heat in propor-
tion to its weight and size, being stronger by far than any materials used in military or

civilian aircraft at present.

d. Much of the material, having the appearance of aluminum foil or aluminum-

magnesium sheeting, displays none of the characteristics of either metal, resembling
instead some kind of unknown plastic-like material.

g. Solid structures and substantial beams having a distinct similarity in appearance

lo very dense grain-free wood, was very light in weight and possesses tensile and com-
pression strength not obtainable by any means known to modem industry.

£. None of the material tested displayed measurable magnetic characteristics or

residual radiation.

g. Several samples were engraved or embossed with marks and patterns, These

patterns were not readily identifiable and attempts to decipher their meaning has been

largely unsuccessful.

fh. Examination of several apparent mechanical devices, gears, etc. revealed little

or nothing of their functions or methods of manufacture.

MJ—12 4838B ;
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CHAPTER 3

RECOVERY OPERATIONS

Section |. SECURITY

12. Press Blackout

Great care must be taken to preserve the security of any location where

Extraterrestrial Technology might be retrievable for scientific study. Extreme measures
must be taken to protect and preserve any material or craft from discovery, examination,

or removal by civilian agencies or individuals of the general public, It is therefore rec-

ommended that a total press blackout be initiated whenever possible. If this course of
action should not prove feasible, the following cover stories are suggested for release
to the press. The officer in charge will act quickly to select the cover story that best fits
the situation. It should be remembered when selecting a cover story that official policy
regarding UFOBs is that they do not exist.

a. Official Denial, The most desirable response would be that nothing unusual has
occurred. By stating that the government has no knowfedge of the event, further inves-

tigation by the public press may be forestalled.

b. Discredit Witnesses. If at all possible, witnesses wil] be held incommunicado

until the extent of their knowledge and involvement can be determined, Witnesses will
be discouraged from talking about what they have seen, and intimidation may be nec-
essary to ensure their cooperation. If witnesses have already contacted the press, it will
be necessary to discredit their storics. This can best be done by the assertion that they
have either misinterpreted natural events, are the victims of hysteria or hallucinations, or
are the perpetrators of hoaxes.

c. Deceptive Stutemenis. 1t may become necessary to issue false statements to pre-

serve the security of the site. Meteors, downed satellites, weather balloons, and mili-

tary aircraft are all acceptable alternatives, although in the case of the downed military

aircraft statement care should be exercised not to suggest that the aircraft might be ex-

perimental or secret, as this might arouse more curiosity of both the American and the

foreign press. Statement issues concerning contamination of the area due to toxic spills

from trucks or railroad tankers can also serve to keep unauthorized or undesirable per-

sonne] awny from the ares.

13. Secure the Area

The area must be secured as rapidly as possible to keep unauthorized personnel

from infiltrating the site. The officer in charge will set up a perimeter and establish a

command post inside the perimeter. Personnel allowed on the site will be kept to the

absolute minimum necessary to prepare the craft or debria for transport, and will consist

of Military Security Teams, .

Local authorities may be pressed into service as traffic and crowd control. Under

no circumstances will local official or law enforcement personnel be allowed inside

the perimeter and all necessary precautions should be taken to ensure that they do not in-

terfere with the operation. .

a. Perimeter, {tis desirable that sufficient military personne! be utilized to set up

a perimeter around the site large enough to keep both unauthorized personnel and the

MJ—12 48388 7
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perimeter personnel from seeing the site. Once the site is contained, regular patrols will

be set up along the perimeter to ensure complete security, and electronic surveillance will

be utilized to augment the patrols. Perimeter personne! wi}i be equipped with hand com-
munication and automatic weapons with live ammunition. Personne! working at the site

will carry sidearms. No unauthorized perseanel wil} be allowed into the secured area.

6. Command Post. ideally, the command post should be aa close to the site as is

practical to efficiently coordinate operations. As soon as the command post is opera-
tional, contact with the Majestic—12 Group will be established vis secure communi-

cations.

c. Area Sweep. The site and the surrounding area will be cleared of all unautho-

rized personnel. Witnesses will be debriefed and detained for further cvaluation by

MJ—-12. Under no circumstances will witnesses be released from custody until their

storics have been evaluated by MJ-- 12 and they have been thoroughly debriefed.

d. Situation Evaluation. A preliminary evaluation of the situation will be com-

pleted and a preliminary report prepared. The MJ—}2 Group will then be briefed on the

situation at the earliest possible opportunity. The MJ—12 Group wil] then make a de-

termination ss to whether or not a MJ—12 RED TEAM or OPNAC Team will be dis-

patched to the area.

Section ILTECHNOLOGY RECOVERY

14, Removal and Transport

As soon as communication is established, removal and transport of al) material

will commence under order of MJ—12.

a. Documentation. If the situation penmits, care should be taken to document the

area with photographs before anything is moved. The area will be checked for radia-

tion and other toxic agents. If the area cannot be kept secure for an extended period of

time, at] materia] must be packed and transported as quickly as possible to the nearest
secure military facility. This will be accomplished by covered transport using little-trav-

eled roads wherever possible.

b. Complete or Functional Craft. Craft are to be approached with extreme cau-

tion if they appear functional, as serious injury may result from exposuro to radiation

and electrical discharges. If the craft is functioning, but appears to be abandoned, it may

be approached only by specially trained MJ—!2 RED TEAM personnel wearing pro-

tective clothing. Any craft that appears to he functioning should also be left to MI—

12 RED TEAM disposal. Complete creft and parts of crafts too large to be transported

by covered transport will be disassembled, if this can be accomplished casily and

quickly. If they must be transported whole, ar on open flatbed trailers, they will be cov-

ered in such a manner as to camouflage their shape, ‘

c. Extraterrestrial Biological Entities. EBEs must be removed to a top security fa-

cility as quickly as possible. Great care should be taken to prevent possible contami-

nation by alien biological agents. Dead EBEs should be packed in ice at the earliest

opportunity to preserve tissues. Should live EBEs be encountered, they should he taken

into custody and removed to 4 top security facility by ambulance. Every effort should be

taken to ensure the EBEs survival. Personnel involvement with EBEs alive or dead must

be kept to an absolute minimum. (See Chapter 5 for more detailed instruction on deal-

ing with EBEs.}

MJ—12 48388 8
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18. Cleansing the Area

Once all material has been removed from the central area, the surrounding ares

will be thoroughly inspected to make sure that all traces of Extraterrestrial Technology

have been removed. In the case of a crash, the surrounding area will be thoroughly gone

over several times to ensure that nothing has been overlooked. The search area involved

may vary depending on local conditions, at the discretion of the officer in charge. When

the officer in charge is satisfied that no further evidence of the event remains at the site,

it may be evacuated,

16. Special or Unusual Circumstances

The possibility exists that extraterrestriat craft may land or crash in heavily pop-

ulated areas, where security cannot be maintained effectively. Large segments of the

population and the public press may witness these craft. Contingency Plan MJ-1949-

04P/78 (TOP SECRET * EYES ONLY) should be held in readiness should the need to

make a public disclosure become necessary.

17. Extraterrestrial Technology (See Table on next page)
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Figure 2, MJ Form ]—007
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) _ 18. Packaging and Packing Data

a. Domestic Shipment. Individual items are tagged and wrapped in a moisture-

vaporproof barvier and heat sealed. They are then placed in a corrugated fiberboard box,

The voids within the box are packed thoroughly with a neutral cellulose wadding to pre-

vent movement of the items. The box closure is sealed with gummed Kraft tape. MJ

Form 1-007 is placed in a sealed manila envelope marked “MAJIC~12 ACCESS
ONLY” and is firmly taped to the top of the box. The box is then cushioned at each cor-

ner and at the top and bottom with fiberboard inserts and is placed within a large cor-

rugated fiberboard box. The entire outer box closure is sealed with gummed Kraft tape.

A label is affixed to the outer box bearing the following information: destination, ship-

ping code number, and the warning, “MAJIC-—12 ACCESS ONLY.”

b. Overseas Shipment. Items are packaged as described above except that a dessi-

cant and humidity indicator are included within the inner corrugated fiberboard box,
Nest, the box is wrapped in a moisture-vaposproof barrier and heat sealed. Then, pack-
aged items are placed within a second waterproof carton sealed with waterproof tape.

This second carton is marked “MAJIC—12 ACCESS ONLY” on all sides and is placed

within a water-grease-proof lined wooden shipping container. The lining is sealed with
waterproof tape and the wooden shipping container is screwed shut. The shipping con-

tainer is reinforced further by nailing two [3/4]-inch meta] caps about 8 inches from
each end. Shipping information is then stenciled on the surface of the wooden shipping

container.

Note. The packaging and packing procedure detailed above applies to non-organic

items only. Data for handling, packaging, packing, and shipping of organic matter and

non-living entities is provided in Chapter 5, Section Ii of this manual.

_ Mi--12 48388 11
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operations.

d. The establishment and administration of special secure facilities located at se-
cret Jocations within the continental borders of the United States for the receiving, pro-

ceasing, analysis, and scientific study of any and all material and entities classified as
being of extraterrestrial origin by the Group of the Special Teams.

e. Establishment and administration of covert operation to be carried out in con-

cert with Central Intelligence to effect the recovery for the United States of extrater-

restrial technology and entities which may come down inside the territory of or fall into
the possession of foreign powers.

ff, The establishment and maintenance of absolute top secrecy concerning all the

above operations.

5. Current Situation

It is considered as far as the current situation is concerned, thet there are few in-

flications that these objects and their builders pose a direct threat 10 the security of the
United States, despite the uncertainty as to their ultimate motives in coming here.
Certainly the technology possessed by these beings far surpasses anything known to

modem science, yet their presence here seems 1o be benign, and they secm to be avoid-
ing contact with our species, at least for the present. Several dead entities have been
recovered along with a substantia) amount of wreckage and devices from downed craft,

all of which are now under study at various locations. No attempt has been made by

extaterrestrial entities either 10 contact authorities or to recover their dead counterparts
of the downed craft, even though one of the crashes was the result of direct military

action. The greatest threat at this time arises from the ucquisition and study of such ad-
vanced technology by foreign powers unfriendly to the United States. It is for this rea-
gon that the recovery and study of this type of material by the United States has been

given such a high priority.
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Public Records Office

Ruskin Avenue

Kew

Richmond

Surrey

TW9 4DU

Tel: 020 8876 3444

Fax: 020 8878 8905

With regard to those reports mentioned at (i) to (iii), these are not yet open for public viewing so I

will address these individually.

(i) When the Ministry of Defence received Lieutenant Colonal Halt’s memorandum concerning

the events which are alleged to have occurred at Rendlesham Forest/RAF Woodbridge in

December 1980, all available substantiated evidence was looked at in the usual manner by those

within the Ministry of Defence and the RAF with responsibility for air defence matters. The

judgement was that there was no indication that a breach of the United Kingdom's air defences

had occurred on the nights in question. As there was no evidence to substantiate an event of

defence concern no further investigation into the matter was necessary. Although a number of

allegations have subsequently been made about these reported events, nothing has emerged over

the last 20 years which has given us reason to believe that the original assessment made by this

Department was incorrect.

(ii) The MOD received several reports about lights seen in various locations and at various times

during the early hours of the 31* March 1993. Enquiries were made at the time, but these proved

to be inconclusive.

(iii) An airmiss was reported by two British Airways pilots on an aircraft travelling to Manchester

Airport on 6 January 1995. As a matter of routine the Ministry of Defence was notified by the

Civil Aviation Authority about the pilots' report shortly after the incident occurred. At the time

the matter was discussed with Departmental air defence experts who confirmed that they were not

aware of anything which would indicate a matter of defence relevance associated with the

sighting. Furthermore there was no evidence to suggest that the UK's air defence had been

compromised. As is usual with airmiss incidents involving civil aircraft, the CAA Joint Airmiss

Working Party (which is a joint Civil/Military body which has complete access to all sources of

civil and military information available) investigated the pilots' report. Airmiss Report 2/95 was a

result of their findings. The Group were not able to determine precisely what the pilots saw, but

ruled out any military aircraft activity. However there is no suggestion in the report that what the

pilots observed was extraterrestrial in origin. Without any evidence to suggest that the incident

was of defence relevance MOD interest in this sighting has long since concluded.

Finally, I must say that MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying

saucer' matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about

which it remains totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no evidence

which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

,



TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DAS(e aul es RefNo AAC| poor

Date \g ( 6 (os J

The Secretary ofState / has received the

attached letter from a member of the public. This office has not

acknowledged it.

Please send a reply on behalf of the Minister. All Ministers attach

importance to such letters being answered promptly; your reply should

therefore be sent within 20 working days of receipt in this branch. If,

exceptionally, this should prove impossible an interim reply should be

sent within the same timescale.

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to

Government Information came into force in January 1997. Ali replies to

members of the public must be in accordance with the procedures set out

in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is contained in

DCI(Gen) 223/99, further information is available from DG Info on

extension

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to keep

records of their performance. All branches and Agencies are required to

keep information on the number of requests for information which

refer to the Code of Practice including details of the correspondent and

the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Department is required

to provide a record of the total number of letters from members of the

public and provide statistics (which may be used on a valid sample) of

its performance in providing replies within their published targets.

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on

the accuracy of your branch records on correspondence will be

performed throughout the year.

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT
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