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FILE TITLE: (Main Heading - Secondary Heading - Teriary Heading etc)

“UFOJ‘“
puBLiC (a0 2ES Porwoace & € wsTS

ol (PRI T

Reference:
(Prefix and Number):

| PROTECTIVE MARKING (including caveats & descriptors): Qé,r— / U :

I Date of last enclosure: i [N 2oo ' I | Date closed: l ‘é Nev Do ‘

. PART 1. DISPOSAL SCHEDULE RECOMMENDATION FOR CS(RM) USE ONLY

(To be completed when the file is closed) v

Destroy after years D [ | I |

Date of 1st review Date of 2nd review Forward Destruction Date

Forward to CS(RM) after years D

f?o& PELMAET ReTern/ Reviewer's Reviewer's

No recommen i g

L eene) o
PART 2. BRANCH REVIEW

(To ba complated not later than 4 years after the date of the last enclosure)

{Delote as appropriate) v

a.  Of no further administrative value and not worthy of permanent preservation. DESTROY IMMEDIATELY (Remember that TOP SECRET D
. and Codeword material cannot be destroyed locally and must be forwarded to CS(RM)).

b () Tobe retaned for years (from date of last enclosure) for the following reason(s): fo & PM L d{/d‘h

v vV o (O

LEGAL D DEFENCE POLICY + OPERATIONS D
. CONTRACTUAL D ORIGINAL COMMITTEE PAPERS D

FINANCE/AUDIT ] MAJOR EQUIPMENT PROJECT ]t ]

DIRECTORATE POLICY M OTHER (Specify) D

PPQ = 100

{Continued overleaf)



(i) Key enclosures which support the recommendation are:

(iii) At the end of the specified ratention period the file 1S to be:

v
Destroyed D .

Considered by CS(RM) for
permanent preservation D

i<

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

P, PART 4 DESTRUCTION CERTIFICATE
s itis certified that the specified file has been destroyed.
N
jock Capitals) Name:

Grade/Rank: ct Date: g"/Z/ oj (Block Capitats) .
(Not below HEG/equivalent) Grade/Rank: Date:
Branch Title and Full Address: Witnessed by (TOP SECRET* and SECRET only)

Name;_

(Block Capitals)
Grade/Rank: Date:
Tel No: “(FOR CS(RM) USE ONLY)




DATE

REPLIED

ANSWERED
WITHIN

20 WORKING
DAYS?

OA
LETTER?

"-?/O‘i/ol "2-3/[0[01 Yes Ye Xg
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From:q
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, Lo,
WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial} 02072182,
(Switchboard) 020 7218 90L
(Fax)
(GTN) |

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3
Brighouse

ate
West Yorkshire 16 November 2001

oo [SETRNE O

Please find enclosed copies of the F540 Operations Record Book extracts for RAF Coltishall and
Saxa Vord for September 1970 which I inform you of in my previous letters. I have also obtained
a copy of the F540 extract for the same period for Eastern Radar, RAF Watton, as it was possible
that this may also have contained some relevant information. These documents although marked
Secret have now been declassified and the originals will shortly be open for inspection at the
Public Record Office.

As you will see none of these papers make specific mention of the events described in the book
extract enclosed with your letter of 9 September 2001, Nevertheless, they do give an indication of
the type of information recorded on F540 forms which I hope you will find of interest.

Yours sincerely,



% » : -
. M771954/62486/60,000/ WBW 666/ C ! A  of ol tl E D RAF FORM 540
’ 3 dn A AN

Sy {Revised May, 1965}

PAGE NO...ONE
or.B1X.. PAGES

Pﬂo &l; A{f‘ Qq/ 388(’"' Instructions for use of this Form are contained in

QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040.

PLACE DATE [(LOCALTIME|  SUMMARY OF EVENTS COMPILING OFFICER.... & M. HALLORAN . e REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

RAP SAXa VORD SEPT \Bﬁﬁl 1979

L0, 2vAilability of the Re r96..80 was S7»8h. .4 Sokal of 11 Daily..

Rerformange Gheck. Xlights were. carried oub.during.Septenher, the.resnlis.being. a8....

e EOLIOWS S oo s i e e e s e i e s e e e s e e i e i i e e | s e
. e ) ORI A EUR Radar Lype 8Qt=.. Hatisfankory . S
S J— s e o e s e e s vl bAAL Y LT Bhr s FOOG i i e . - . .
B Good . § . e | e e
] - | Bxercise Scorer 70/10 Togk vlace. 3re
- e Exereise Scorer 70/11.Tock olace 22nd Septembers 1970: e — oo e o oo — - s i
. e o N S— - - | BXerRise Noxthern Wedding took place on 2ist to.24th Sentenbers 1970 .. . e R e

CAlebal of S d-raids were plotted. and lntercesied. by Lighksrs controlled. from. . - | —

- fhis. Moid (‘lnrirm..ﬁapmmb.exz.,....ML}S.:mj,dJa...QS&,‘,..J@ZA, A28 2 b dD e fon. Sovieh. alnorals

| were inkereepted. all. apparently. surveying Fxercise Horthern Nedding.and. o parkionlar [ - o e

.

Visitors

2304 Beptembe:
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SECURITY CLASSIFICATION .S . (Revised May, 1965)

R
M783913/525747158,0w\2ﬁ&%6663’s~ -

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation) EASTERN RADAR ]
PAGE NO. .\ . ..

i ions f f this F ined i , ’
FRO &‘;; for 29 /3q 73 QR 2837 and 2138 and AP 3040 e FOR PERIOD...Septembex. 1970 oF. 9. paGES

PLACE DATE LOCAL TIME SUMMARY OF EVENTS REF TO AMNNEXES AND FILES

e - EADTON ... o | A d AL OERLcer Commandings

I DU o2 | bR 1335% the Tdentifica

Y AU A ._unservicezble necessitabing shop

Aone..at. 12057 and . fhe_gear. hecan

© s s e e e o s — . and was.eventnall ym,,sglyed, at_181

+he aireonditioning system which|had a malfumchion of the refrigerator unit.

e | e e o )| owmS. Qecided $O lesve . this mntil fhe MPBW expert comld be available on 2nd 8

e s | e -BEG@T he had . finished. his.Bank

| - -of.the.daFs . .

Y SO A-moweo| © -{285),.%he former undergoing.the annual.maintenance.of the Imrning gear (A0 | o

- 4341165 -Howthern Badar. becane mnserviceable.{ufs). and astern Radar.accepbed. ..o o -

SO AN W —| -~ the contingency.plan. for. fhe. 10 minute peried.. .During.the afferncon.the. MRITAINE. . | o oo o s

P 0F heavy. wealher. xeturns. regtricted.the CAL service fo ¥attishem ajversfbe . . . . -

Bawdsey accepted this task but were wnable themselves, to gusranitee separation to

............................... vt e oo | < | | COmORAinetion. A% 19467 there wa

.................. e e | ddwas, decided nok bo.remedy. this
This was done.




D788973/526747/58,000 WBW/GE6/S

{nstructions for use of this Form are contained in 8
astrucuon: i FOR PERIOD .

QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040.

s e i
SECURITY CLASSIFICATION .. M

LASSIFIED ot

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation) .....Bastern Radar

540
1965)

PAGE NO...Q. ..
OF..._.9._. PAGES

PLACE DATE  JLOCALTiME|  SUMMARY OF EVENTS COMPILING OFFICERELE. Tt B.F. Hughes REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

COWATEOW .. |Ath | _4 | A;msherdam Control advised ab 08503 that. 2ll.General. Alr Fraffie.(GAT). entering. . ... R

sub,jeét to Flow Conirol. This wgs subsequently withdrawn at 1200Z. ’

SO -1 B o BoShern Radar took over the necesqm.,.pg_xti;,s_..Q.i‘_..,S.Qg.them Badars. tasks nnder
| — | contingency plan when that unit became u/s at 09052 mabil 0938Z. . Two LLARE CIVIL | coo e oo e e
..................... Lo | BEZETALE in distress were assisked. by fhe mnii. today.. .. In the fivet incident. at. 4720% . . . .o
| B Adlght alveraft enronfe to Soubthend. with one engine failed.was.contached on 127 BUMREZ.| w. o o o s oo oo

e e e o o oo |+ s e o ] apnd.directed To. foodbridge where.it.landed safely....In.-the. second. incid.ent..art..xifzzézw e e s s e e

1

.an aircreft from Bentmwaters had been heard calling for s fix. on 121.58hz This was a..

week eall, noheard by Draybon Centre, bub the aircralb. mas eventually idemtified and | . . .

e e e ] A Tected, fo Wattishanm where It landed. at . d73%%s . oo o o e ] - e

Bt . 6.....| The contingency plan was puk in foree for Seuthern Radar at. Q7507 mabil. 1004% Af . o o ee—_——

.A130% . the T8BS became mmserviceable . for fwo hoBrS. - . e e e et —

.7k 4 Theve. was a.minor mnserviceability . in.the remote. radar.zelay . link.at.Meatishead which|. s

U [P resalied in-the.loss .of the EB5 .£iom.10502.10.11572, ctheruise TS WES - GUEEE. AAF | commmmmmms o o -

ST F—. .again. The T85 mas withdramn. by.Nealishead ak 14067 for checking....Belurned 8t 15102 | o o o o e

it.became.n/s. at 16104 for a. further 30 MinubeSe . o o o o S

.9tk 2

3 01 shead at 06102 returning at 0845Z
and again at 11 567 returning abt 1223Z. At 13003 the TE5 was again withdrawn by

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION — — —coomee SECRET

DECLASSIFED
O O O O




M788973/526747/58,000/ WBW /6665

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in
QR 2137 and 2138 : and AP 3040,

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION. .SECRET

DECLASSIFED

RAF FORM 540
(Revised May, 1965)

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation) .Eastesn Badax. .
FOR PERIOD_Septambexr 1970.

PAGE NO. 3. ...
OF....9.. .. PAGES

PLACE DATE

LOCAL TIME

SUMMARY OF EVENTS

REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

WATTON

-l mas withdrawn to xnestore the T84,

Jwithdrawn. for.its.monthly. sergieci)

fallure, i ..24..1502%. lasted .

Fhat there nighl be. .sabg:b_age_._aj;:tewpt_s_.‘a.t_.‘ﬁezmiée anits.

restrictions were immedisntely imposed

0725% .which resulied. in the loss ¢

.gervicer - AL 10272 the T82 was withdrawm for.a.magnetron change to improve

pieture. and the. oo utingency. plan was_puk into force untid.10507.when.the. 782 1esumed. | o,

operations.. . The contingency. plan
to.cuwe a pevsistent.atiack. of pi

- a-new nagnebron cured the- famlt.

reinstated.The same thing happened between 09007 and 0935Z and the TB4 was eventuall

tuxe slip. -

.| The T85.failed at0520% but. was resfored. to. service at 0630%.. At 0715% the T85. link

a.changeover. to..standby power-was.also made ah... -

a.policeman. and. dog.patrol during.the hours.of darkness...

-illvminsted at night by sodium lshps,.as.a deberrent. ba.sabokenrs_(and Airwork

FIEBOBE DY e 1 v v+ e o s+ | oo oo o s

ng.. AL.07107 the plan.wes.wiithdram.as.the T84

- Serviceability. wes .restored. at.. 18254,

Additional security. .

£.-add -wadar wntil 0731Z when the. TB2. retu.:mad.to O

was.put in.again at 17027 to epable Alrwork Idd.

Secwrity -pre~cautions.have-besn -supplemented-by. .| D

_At_wsoz,a,mesaagemﬁx:es;e;vecl e e o

o Zhe 282 Beal d8 BOW. o ] ot i e e

J Althongh the T84 was. reported. sexviceable by Neatishead it 4id not appear so ab the .

.plan.mag. puk doio force o aldow.the 182 1o be

appeared- to..be.Lit. fox.use buk i failed ab. thelinlk at 07307.and fthe. plan. was. .. .. e e e o s e o

for17 minutes.

At 16462 the P82 returned to service

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION -

DECLEY:




M788973/526747/58,000/ WBW/G66/5

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in

QR 2137 and 2138 : and AP 3040,

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION .SEGEET.. .. ..

~CLASSIFIED

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation). o o, Fadaz

FOR PERIOD September. .1970.

RAF FORM 540
{Revised May, 1965)

PAGE NO..&..

PLACE

LOCAL TiME|

SUMMARY OF EVENTS

COMPILING OFFICER o .. b bk D.F Boghes.

REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

-0

| ..DB55%.. With the restoration.of. Y

| .-A%.1320% & Ceuberrs.aivevafi-was.

| .-put $o.Bastewn Radaz. (ERD). .contnq

o~ -mimates to call Bamdsey-and-did. A

) depan -Aix Lines pilot was. filing

. _and_ihe T84 failed again.at. 16457

..... servicing which took mntil. 1608% - . — .

Jamming-the Shoeburyness. range-radar under.she... ..

i.unik... The aircrafi was.released for fwo. . . B

ot.-zeturn.to.Bastern.-Radsx frequency.. It was.

o T vetumed for. 20 minutes.at 17107 .a0d was Linaldy .. o oo o = e

e.T84, the T82 was released for.its thimd.dime . | o o ot e

.| ..control of Bawdsey at FL.250.. .Phis. was . considered dangerous.do . fhe aircrafi mas.... e e e e o

1..and .asked to . stop.Jjamming. as-it was.interfering. | o e e

..that.he hed passed within 500 £t

_|._found that the aircraft was assin working Bawdsey and was very close Bo controlled .

.| ..airspace. .. A Jepan Air Lipes aircxafi reporied So London Alr Txaffic Contrel Centre

visiting $his wnit to -Aiscuss. s

— Opexations Officexr- { -Sqn.-Ldx-D.4
........ Eastern Badare .o - o o

_.A quiet day apert.from a 10% uns

_ disenss.the. .submission.of a .report..on infer.station.corordination

an airmiss

vhilst.a.eontzoller » Flt I&.J Barkell of.ihe co-ordination cell.at.Bawdsey.was. .|
- problems.. - ....SEh(? -makier was.reporked fhrough -
| chammels...San Ldp B B Neville and Fli.1t.J Barkell, Senior.Qperabions Qfficer and...

ife. co=ord cell. respectively, visited.the unit from Royal Ain Force Bawdsey to. .. __

This.was

of. the. fanberra . buk_ ii was nob Xnown. WREEHER EBE . | r i o st

It was .irzonic. that_ fhis. event happened|.

Emery)s and-the-Senicr.Supervisor.{Sgn-Lix.G.H.Spete

....conducted with. the Officer Commanding-{Wing Commandex.J.¥.¥ood ), the-Senion — . | U ——

goused v o phanseover ho shandhn

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION - .

#

DECLASSIFED




M783973/526747/58,000{ WBW566/5

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in

QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040.

SE

CURITY CLASSIFICATION... SECRET

RECLASSFiED

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation). Eastern Radax

FOR PERIOD...

RAF FORM 540
{Revised May, 1965)

PAGE NO. 2 .. ..
OF _.9._ _PAGES

PLACE

LOCAL TIME|

SUMMARY OF EVENTS

compinG orpcer FLt Lt £ F Hughes

REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

.| At 1045% ¥idland. Badax failed and

.| initially refused due o meabher.o
.| at. 1008..5he T84 wos.withdramm. to

-| 20012 the Fmergency..Controller. ak

.| F1k Lts B Chembers, and ¥ Jones mg

~{ -work.due.to. atomach npsets,. . appare

Cottes

Hoxthern Badur's requeste ...

and $he-T84 westoned at 21152, . -
A%.0945Z Neatishead requesied to b

great.ball of .Lfire.seen- by pilols

The 182 wag.withirawm at 09462 to

A002Z. A severe houb_of. sickness

alreonditioning uniis is.fo.be. rei

-Officer Commanding. {¥g Cdr.J W.-Fod
ted BAF Wattishem fo attend a

and the rodar picture degraded w

e/Fittering C

ith clutter.

the. contingency. plan_was put in.force ambil 11152,

revent. dawage.It remained off until 1202%4. . . At

Intier obseuring pert .of the. T83.picture.however. . .|

efing.,

.| when.they were shle fo gef. a.picture from their remobe radarv....1710Z. 82w Fhe. HIEm ] o oo o oo e o

West.Brayton. was. informed.of .two. reporis.of.a

flying. over. the Noxtr Ses.but.the cause was. unknowm.

SECRET

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION

DECLASSIFIED



M788973/526747/58,000/ WBW[666/S

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in

QR 2137 and 2133 ; and AP 3040,

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION ... .SEGREE _ DECLASS:FJED o, 29

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation)Eastern.Radar

FOR PERIOD...September. 1970

6
PAGE NOuon
OF....3.... PAGES

PLACE

DATE

LOCAL TiME] SUMMARY OF EVENTS

compiunG officer..F1y LE T F Hughes . REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

ATRON L

| 2%tk ]

Q...

...... .| ..accephable to do sway mith. the T

o] i e Sl ATROPACE .

o) BBS_gventually rectified at 2355%.. ..

| problem.was.cured 2t 1512%....4%.1915% an Bxtra High Tension.(EHT). failure rendered....

.| --BRD .cempletely unserviceable but |service was restared. st 1$53%.only to heve.another. | ... .. ..

|~ Zxovble with the IFF on the T82 was traced to the T84 picture ut as it was nob. . .| o
;4..1;.‘%. Jack of IFE mosk he put np withe . TRis. e o o

oceurred. ...

B : OO

5554

—failure. 84..20032.. This time service. was.reswned ot 20502 and.no. further. trouble. . . | .

..lhe.varions emergencies.bandled during the.month meres.. .. .

1604

o] oo MAYDAY . L BAR . . EEEBITE - -UEAE FMEREFRCY . _ PRACTICE PAN. .
0

7

o] e 0T, Dimbexr of alreyaft eonlrolled during the month was. 71593 eomprisimg |

...... Bentwaters - ¥Woodbridge ... Methersfield | . o oo

........ e B8R i 380

...... . The.tesal number. of alxways. erossings was. 2

e T TR 339827 366

Lakenheath = Mildenhall | Cotlesmore

..... 26 _.......The_tokal number. of civil aiveraft econtrelled.during the month by Roval 4ir Force

~{RAR) controllers. sms 242.and by Board of Trade [BOT). comtrellers 1132

................. Fhe total-number.of United States.iir Foree alrerafi.controlled wmas. 4,589

The total muber of Boyal Hp Force aircraf controlled was 2322

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION

. DECLASSFIED

SECRET

O




M788973/526747/58,000/ WBW/666:5

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in

QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION. .

Pana s |

D

O/ \wuh:ngf;D

RAF FORM 540
(Revised May, 1965)

Eastern Radax

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation)..... - L. 0700 000

FOR PERIODSeptenher 1970, ..

PAGE NO....T... ..

OF.... 9 ... PAGES

PLACE

DATE

LOCAL TIME

SUMMARY OF EVENTS

COMPILING OFFICER. Eit. L. z

E.-Hughes -

29

| ADEINISTRATION e oo

¥ X T Brown. - Post Qffice - To in

| F.8.Belland = Marham . .

.| Sgn. Lde. R.E Nevitle- Bawdsey.

-1 Bt Lk J.Baxkel
Dear - Hilitary Air Traffic Ope

Visits to the Unit

Bt Lt T Macked. #..40 . Ho..1..61idin

Mr W T Heslingbon -~ HNorthern Radax .

due to weather clufler and jamming....

Fg.Qff. A Genanders..-.BAF Bawdsey..-

Sgt. P Grapes ~ Headmearters Provo

REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

Yon Degti

Sgt . D_Helartaey ~. Mazhan m. - JDE ...

Chf -Tech-I Robobiom.w Marhsm .~ HDT| ..
A Bl 082 1.7 Hume -.RWyton = Lialson - - - . -.

W. B Amoss. ~.dybon.~ Liaison . . ..

,Rnwﬂqn}r

|.G.Richard ~ Modern Telephones. - He

Fe Off B NMardon - Bawdsey - Lialsq

My E W Bixd - Ministry of Defence

Ligiso

idation. Boards

a.Visit.

g Centre - Smanbon Merley - Jldaisom _ . . ___ e e e
AAIROUH VBB s e e s s s s e+ e

DA BLBOT e cmron v o wrmeni o o s s s o e |

t and Security Sexvice {HQ -P&SS)-Acton- - Liaisen —— S —

tall new extension.in 0perations.LOOM e e -

ctive. Teating {NDT) - - N .

o e
naiz. to.Flectrometer .. _

Mr D Rigbv -~ Ministyy of Defence T

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION .-

it:a.ny. Adr. Praffic.Operations. = .Staff Visid o] ...

{Security) - To.see Flt Lt W S0ILRSOR oo e |

le: - C E

SECRER

DECL.

l"\

S ;.rrﬂ “:D




RAF FORM 540

M7B8973/526747/58,000/ WBW/666/5
{Revised May, 1965)

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION.... smmDEc u,t: ; :"m

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation) Bostern Badax
PAGE NO.. "o

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in
oF_.2 . PAGES

QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040, FOR PERIOD.. September 1970

PLACE DATE LOCALTIMEl  SUMMARY OF EVENTS COMPILING OFFICER.....FLE. . JE. 'CE Bughes..._ _. REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES
LLWATSON
........... I O WSQIE‘EL e o e v vt s | e . e
[ U R —-Qfficers/Airien Ajrevew ... . et e < e+ < o et <ot e 2 o e e o et S | e
T I . .Bogtings. In m. Pli- O£ M. Mongat-| — - e -
AsE | e —..Bostings Out.» Sqn Ldx J Butierdss - Brize BoTEOB. o . o o s s ] o e e
15th| L= Flt 1% J White -|Retized .. . e | -
21t - - _Ceased to be Detached (CTBD) - Fit N .
....... 4t
- - 32 .
................. A8E s e o BOSEIRgs T = 1.0PL - Leeming. | .. - - e e o o e e e
.......... -2nd. §. - - = 1. %0 - Hidland .. . - -
e TR =1 500 - Honingbon |« ce cu. e -
. Gk - S — 4. SAC . SERRALEBALL - coen o cim i = e e o et o s e b £ 1 e oo o e
............................................................................ T Ve — 2 SACSE. e 03 RAm ML ALARA- ~ e - o = e et o o e oo o e
2058 e | - .posfines Ouk ~ 1 .0PL = Golf | i o N E
S S - 1 5AC - Widland Bader -
23xd | . 1.SACH - Disehamse .. ... ..o e e . e e e e e e e v
- 3080 |- - - 1.8AC - Digeharmge| . .. . . oo S I A

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION... .




M788973/526747/58,000/ WBW /6665

Instructions for use of this Form are
QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040.

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION. SEGREE - - - - ~

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation) -Eagtern Radar-
FOR PERIOD...

contained in

September 1970

RAF FORM 540
{Revised May, 1965)

PAGE NO...9. .. ..
OF.....5 .. PAGES

PLACE

DATE LOCAL TIME|

SUMMARY OF EVENTS

REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

WATTON

. Dffigers

AVATLABLE

cEe2 .

ZECHNICAL . . .

e wn. . Farvant Officers ~_ _ _  Serpeants Sompozals N
oAlmmen | ... Alzwomen - -
B | 25... N i}

.. Schedule Dawn Time
e 42,00
o R200 L

- . UESCHEDULED DOWN TIME .. .. .. Operstional .. ... ..

e e 71800 L

. 154
75

02,

T

G425

Officer Commandin,

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION S SBECREE romr s i s s e -



SECURITY CLASSIFICATION. S "

o

FOR PERIOD.

fﬁ'“r

PERATIONS RECORDBOOK OF (Unit or Formation)..226.0CU_RAF. COLTTSHALL

RAF FORM 540
(Revised May, 1965)

PAGE NO. . 1.
OF .i Y. .PAGES

DATE

LOCAL TIME

SUMMARY OF EVENTS COMPILING OFFICER

REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

LHORWIGH

Smnm e

P8 _Sep=1|0

1488 o e

19.8ep.....

.| District Court Martial

.J.Battle of Britain Servise _ . ...

| . Battle of Britain Service

_ DIARY OF EVENTS

'

Batble of Britain Week ’Opening Ceremony in Norwich,

. Batile.of. Britain Qpenw e o e s s 0 st

Jaguar Simdator Siting Board . . o

Station Commander attendsd AOC's Conference.

. Dzss/Gena-ra-J..
| Geremonial ..
.| Ove/Bxercise ...

_ | Admin/Station Sexvices

.| Diseipline

Ops General/Admin

' Ceremonial

[

| Ops/Training .. . ... -

Personnel

_carried out an.informaticn/lisison visit. After iunching in the Mese he flew a . .|

LLightning mortice.. e o o . e s o e e

.Visit by Mr Inman,Headquarters.gD.Group.to. lospect the site forthe pew recondexr in

Alr Traffic Control Radio roome
_ | Visit by My Bix and Mr Jenks of Headguarters 90 Group to site the Precision N
_____ ) Approach Radar markers,
23 Sep Vigit by Mobile X~Ray Unit. Medical :

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION @*\:




71954/62486/60,000/ WBW/666/5 . S i
" SECURITY CLASSIFICATlOI‘gM%@%ﬁET

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation) . 276-0CU-RAF COLTISHALL

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in
QR 2137 and 2138 : and AP 3040, ned? FOR PERIOD...... SERPTEMEER-1570

RAF FORM 540
(Revised May, 1965}

2
PAGE NO.. .. ~
oF._14....PAGES

PLACE ! DATE |LOCAL TIME

SUMMARY OF EVENTS

|

REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

_ COLTISHALL . .. _ [24.8ep. ...
|28 Sep | ... ...

- mnu‘hes la,ter._&.L:.ghtnings. of .1 .Sq:kl flew.overs. .

| No. 53.Fighter Confrellers. Conrse,. one lpes) organisation and six Staf

. ..Battle.of .Britain Open Dey.= . was.held at Coltishall anm 19 Sep.70... The weather |

" ‘gmmﬁon__._ﬂ_@-s@eiii& e e e o e e+ e e 2 e e i
N Exeycise Bessemer - -22 Sep 70 The purpose of the exerciss

| Ne 202 'D' F. A fotal of 14 operationsl sorties

. |during. Saptemher». Detaile are ShaWn DELOWL | . o o e o ——— e o i -

hhangarsl. - Unfortunately, the.undoubledly. suc cossful day was marred by sn accident. . .

.. Bxereise /Policg... The.pelicy.of. _226_0CU_remaing nachanged

was. to. test the mobility of No_1 ACC from RAF..W’%E*..@@?%!EL..,_..I?Eﬁf%?limf?ﬁ Goltishall?

participation ave in Ops/Training/ 3Squadron e e e e e o

Me

lAdminfNisits

visited fhe station. during Septembeme. .o e e o [T FUSU

was suited for the occasion and an eetimated 41,000 visitors attended, with.. fhe. ... k-

PERATIQNAL . - o e oo oo s e o o o e L

rone e e o oo e 28 s et 1 e i o o i 4 b i S S 0 o

monetary takings amounting to £6803. (subject to Audit). There was s 33 hours flx;,t.,!.lg ______ e e e e o e e et

..|display, many .out. door. sideshows and. a wide variety of attractions sited in L7 (A ——

o TAgbaing T 990 o o o oo o o i ] AR S B s

in di.stress, ané. on T cases no a.sslstance wa.s requu'ed as the aircraft

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION.- 5@:@@ QT R
O . C) O




M771954/62486{60,000/ WBW/666/5

RAF FORM 540
SECURITY CLAssFicaToNS BB@ R T - (Revised May, 1565)

PAGE NOw.
{nstructions for use of this Form are contained in . .. N

QR 2137 and 2138 5 and AP 3040, FOR PERIOD.... SEPTENEER 1970 - - or.J4 _ _paces

* !
PLACE DATE  |LOCAL TIME SUMMARY OF EVENTS

_"_mplclmd up and returned to Coliishall., ‘I‘he,y were later flown to Ely hospital

uthertgxeseamhpxovadﬁmﬂless_a e < e s

& ..Indand..¥hile.on.a. fraining.sorie, the crew of a Whirlwind moticed |

& large heath-fire._ Tha helicopter remeined in the area to_give airborne

a. No 58 Course - arrived on 7 Sep 70 and completed groundschool on time.

Dus_to g shortace of aireraft, only 3 students had gone solo by the end of the month
SECURITY CLASSIFICATION-A-«»-»-;&E‘@R.E,T




M771954/62486/60,000/ WBW/666/5 " RAF FORM 540
7 % v
SECURITY CLASSIFICATIOND Fsaaeit = 1 (Revised May. 1365),

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation). .226 O8] %&F..GQLTISHALL

PAGE i
Instructions for use of this Form are contained in
QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040. FOR PERIOD......SEETEMEER 2970 or. N __paces

PLACE DATE [LOCALTIME| SUMMARY OF EVENTS compiLing ofrcer FLE Lt W Liddle —. | REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

- SOLTISHALL e e e o o B ST e Moch  weapons.. SQT.._.wa.s ~carried.out.at.£he. beglnning 0L Ahe  MOAERy - o o i o i e

. -with. the middle .of.the month .being.devoied. 1o .rehearsals £0r R BatbloOf « o do o s o o o oo oo
" 1
JR IR—— PR (RO & K % B I 5 e T-Y - -2

A e e G Bptlle of Britain = .1 Syn.provided .. alrcrafi for the formatione. .. DU ..o i s i

ocked munways on recovery. for landing, 4 airoraft were diveried fo . . ... S,

e e s |+ DR EREM SO0 Teharn. to Coltdshall from Watiishem. the crew of XM.990.
— - - N El -

-had de e ﬁct Gue_to a.severe controls problem.. Both ejecisd safelye.....

I D PSR P PSRSURONS 5« .« GU N e e o

v el By - o 3T Oonirge ~ . Due.to.z lack.of seywicesble. alrcraft.and & shortage.of ..

L

el |+ e - tBZgE tSy-57 -cOUTaE. BTG, cunrently- one. week. behind schedulse- - - oo oo

_____________ e e e e = e o] 2w R Battle .e.f.B:eite}in ~...2.5qn provided 5 alrerafi for the flypasts. . . .

~Ce. . Hight le:._:c_gg ......... Hight. Elying.mas. cancelled for the firsk night, due.fo. . . ... B T

. waather, . Five sfhud,en't,ra.dar .sarties only .were flown in.the next 2 nighfs ...

o+ e s e ] QUG 30 & -lack.0f darged. aizcralt. from. 85 Sghe cm e ]

P e ] I S~ 7o O U VU U O

.

R —— av —No 56.Courgs -1 student g
SRS PRV DRRDUPRPY IRPUOON - DR /- . Z.....Course..,.es ..... 2 giudents..)..started on 7. Sep .. SN F U
) N

SNUDUNRN SN NSOV FRRUY- SN . - 35 §§ ,, Course = 2. 88AGHEE o o o e e B N,

.8 _No 18 IVWI Course - Complete on 15 Sep on schedwle, =~~~

e e ] ] e 8o Mo 5 IRE (Renewsl) Course ~ Complete 1-4 Sep 0. . e




M771954/62486/60,000/ WBW/666/5 . o RAF FORM 540

SECURITY CLASSIFICATIORE. [srpRat. (Revised May, 19¢65)

Y

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation)....226 QU BAF COLTISHALL

instructions for use of this Form are contained in
QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040 FOR PERIOD....SRRTEMBER. 1370

" T
PLACE DATE [LOCALTIME|  SUMMARY OF EVENTS COMPILUNG OFfFICER. .. F14. Lh. W Liddle . .. .. REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

corarsHaty oot ke ] o g BEevcise Bessemer (21-22 Sep) - Two aircraft each day took part frem |

e+ eeen | e B 204 . This involved a total of 19 hours sirborme time, . . | ..

e ] e e Highd Flying.  Sixieen sorties were flown in 2 nighte:

............ i e e k). Simmlated. pight. dinghy. 4ril) wes sarzied ouf in the swimming pool | oo

. by.11.pilots on.16. Sep. followed by dry. dinshy drill the pext mommdng . | ... ..

i onFo? students and SBAL e e e o e e

B T A

...£or Battle.of Briiain Day. Three squadrons.previded 12 serviceasble alxeraft | . . . ... . ..

Battle of Britain - From 16-18 Sep flying was vestricted to air tests

B0 ERE ELYPREL er « o o e o s+ = s e 4 s 2 4 e s e+ b

v ] e o Ko 202 . Sap. \D.. FlE, 2D Flight. was. tasked for. 12 hours pexr pilok. plus opsrati

-| - sordies. - Total btraiping hours wore-51..30 .LoUrSe. ...
e BT I BITOS ..o ot s e s st s« st i o+ s s et 5o+ evr oo oo

Y I, IURUNN WU 1,35 o B 3 12 1= 1 SO

_..Operationel . . - 8.0

e BEBARIRE o I A e e o e e e+ oo+ oo+t e e e e o

o TotEl Flying.. = 8005

__Hours Sorties

136.15

&t

3o - [T FEUUTRS FN SRR 7 X, <k <Y 2 ST | o 2% 1o S -2 KR
. ) [ TR MR SO . 7~ % 1o £ 2T~ - SOOI 1.1 7 ¢ 1> SO 1.2 SRR S

[ T A 0 ot 1 T L ISR -7 S 2 WS -7 - S p—

i

' S TG T
SECURITY CLASSIFICATION S@mﬁm S




BM771954/62486{60,000/ WBW{666/5

ET

SECURITY cLAssIFIcATION... & Bl

RAF FORM
(Revised May,

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation) ..226_0CU_BAF COLTISHALL

Instructions for use of this gq,r;\n:nare contained in EOR PERION SPPTEMBER 1970

AR 127 and 712G ¢« and A

540
1965)

PAGE NO._.8.._..
or.._L .pacEs

MOD Form 4A

coMPILING OFFICER... 0.3 Tk W _Liddle

REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

MEMORANDUM

Mop AHRZ {£AF)
To (Rugew Adnzs CHamBers
2 Dzan Fatesn $rteser {Z,Q.E CopvisHanL

From

Ref. fomdan 5131 Date Tel. Ext. o s

Cour|sipGifote FPrk. 3

Qf s heafvesfs ekl o)l I

.

L e b of Collockol £ (for e b

o et 1o e app Bk on B e

(7"%' fi/ga«'x—é)e,/ Ca T g*

'&1%,,,%7 Lot

%«,,J’faui T NTEAT oM A by Brsaw

Complete this form in manuscript unless there are special reasons for typing. N‘

S.p.p. Lid, ‘[

o | ( { l ............. s




1M771954/62486/60,000/ WBW/666/5

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in

QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040,

SE
o

CURITY CLASS!FICATIOI\§Ec R

PERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit of Formation).w2.2§...QQSL..ILAE...QQLTISBAIL

RAF FORM 540
(Revised May, 1965)

PAGE NO..1 .
oF 19 . pAGES

PLACE

DATE

LOCAL TIME]

SUMMARY OF EVENTS

REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

e e AVRILEDLE

- . DR ) 1-1-% )2 K1-Y-1 3 =T
................................................................................................................ (R PR &1+ 5 o~ N & ¥
" - StafEf _BOT e e
~Sbandby. SIOS o
e o] e e e | s . .....S,t@mtéy Lourse . .
. e t20AY OFhOTE.
O RO RO .Fere moderate.soutb-westerlies early in the month, reaching a peak on the 10 Sep
M e ] (the windiest day, with gusts.ab 42 kis). Winds decreased

e s T ST

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION gﬂ_g;&‘



M771954/62486{60,000/ WBW/666/5

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in

QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040.

ol
SECURITY CLASSIFICATIGN.:
OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation).226 OCU. RAF COLTISHALL
FOR PERIOD. SEFTEMBER 1970

RAF FORM 540
{Revised May, 1965)

PAGE NO..8. ...
OF..1q . .PAGES

PLACE

DATE

LOCAL TIME

SUMMARY OF EVENTS

REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

compinG officea FLt Lt W Liddle

... CGOLTISHALL

oo . RAnfall. M .a2.mm (14239 4 L

. .....HBighest. gusts 42 knots on-10- 58P e o v vmemim <o o

oo w . fiTound Froston 2. 8ep .. . — U

[N S J Adzoraft Servieing . ... L. ... . PR e e e s e i i

_______ — as. . No 1 Adroraft Servicing '§§“ad-"’°f‘"" - _ e+ o o s e 1 e

(1) September was..a .poom...mnth_ for .ﬂying..becausg ofl’ the unserviceabllidg |- s s

R e ..a_.nd.mnmavailability-o»f.a.ivrcr.atit.. . There has beep a ée#é-m ---spp-nta,ga.nf --------------------

I Mc 4 aircraft principally -because of. fuel ,lsm,,..making 4. a:j.;craﬁt S

- Cat 3o o e e e . e e e e s ] i 2 e i ane = e—

. R | 2).. ...:The._srtnic.tv..implsmen.tatipp of orders from higher anthoTiiF AR o o oo fim s o s o i
.xrglation to fire integrity. a.fmi‘uel ..... venting, .and .alse preliminary .. .| oo o o e e

= s oo s o s e e s . o WarRings, has resulted in. ..a.m.sg,ve:ce..,hut._.nane.ssar#.:.senvising BT U — e[ s s s

... Particular Lighining experienced fradesmen .j:an,.ef.feqtimlx BT T R ——

--{4). . The.Contractors Working ..P?.rty -{CWE). Fire Integrity .Programme.is

~~Tunning very- successfully~ - To-date-5-Coltishall -alreradt -and -one-Royal e v

Air...ﬁnxcg.ﬂahtishm aireraft have been completede. . woidins oo e e

y

~.{5). Lightning T.Mc 4 XM _S90 crashed on.19th September 1970 zeturning.......

................................. from Roysl Air Force.Wattisham, . ... ..

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION %@ﬁ&i e
C




M771954/62486/60,000/ WBW/666/5 RAF FORM 3540
{Ravised May, 1965)

SECURITY CLASSIHCATlo@. ;wRE‘f
OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation).226.0Cl_RAF. COLTISHALL

FAGENO. 9 ..
Instructions for use of this Form are contalned in -

QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040, FOR PERIOD_SEETRMBER.1970... or_ 9. pacEs

PLACE DATE  [LOCAL TIME[  SUMMARY OF EVENTS COMPILING OFFICER.....F1E. L% W.Liddle .. .. | REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

. SOLTISHALL

No 2 Al £t.8 igg Squadron

B IS R E— L1)..The. £ollewing aircralt movements. took place during the month: .

................... {a) T Mk 5.55.440. completed the C ontractors Working Party.Fire . ... .|..

et e+ e s s o | e e e RGO EEL £y, Mod i1 cation PIOGTAINS.a. v i e e o A e -
............................. - - £{B).F Mx -3-XB.716.entered the Contractors. Working Party Fire . -

Integrity Modification PROGLAMIE o . wmium o oo oo oo o ssessoes st e+ + 1 s o s e
U I RSO NN 0.3 WL 0 ' ' D-X8.420. refurned £rom RAJOX SeTVICInge ...

1 S o ] s e G8) B Mk 5.X8.421.mas. flown away for major servieing.

v e e (o) o K8 4 5. m -placed. provisicnnl.category .3 (fUel TEAKS) . . ool o s oo
R -3 W chsxr 137 was detached.to. Farnborough. piloted by Flight Lientenant) .. ... .

~B.R-Wild $o underdake..aerobatic Aisplayse - - o s

I — e e e e 30 -The. squadron. provided 11 aircraft ont of an.available fotal of 14. . ..

...... - ! (4) Manning.-levels.ave.now.as-specifisd.in the local.lnit. Establishment

(LUE)..with the exception.of. the.armament and radio ixades. However

a Armament Engineering Flight .
(1). -Routine armam

Royal Air Foree Binbrook and Royal Air Force Wattisham to service

SRET




M771954/62436/60,000/ WBW/666/5

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in
QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040.

SECURITY cmsanmnoﬁ.ﬁ@@ﬁ_ﬁ}

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation) 226 00U RAF COLTISHALL
FOR PERIOD..SEETEMBER 1970

RAF FORM 540
(Revised May, 1965)

PAGE No. 19
or. Y . paces

LOCAL TIME|

SUMMARY OF EVENTS

REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

PLACE DATE
..................... COLTISHALL ..

Firestreak test. m;u:.pmanj: ..

-and .as-a result.of .the. a.cc:.dent to Lightning X990 the Ground Equipment...
..Sec‘cmn was called upon. to -devise apec:.al 1ifting equipment. -
-- selution-evolved took the -form of & -lifting net- which wam wused to.-recoved-
paris of the cTashed aircrafi without ineurring. a.ddiiianal Aamage..

wverticalsa.

the. standard -equipment. provided. . - .. ..

-.mounted .at.no.less than 13.different locations.. In all.some.J0.sortiss. _.

Ladrerafh o o Hours FLOW e

..................................... 'Hﬂrricana P

demollshed.. the .fort after.a rmck. attack. by Hu.ntez: G.A Mk S .airerafte. - o | o e o

. -Geperal FEngineexing FLANE. . - oo oo e o e e+ e
YAV General -Bogineering. Flight.provided.zoutine support. during.-the. month. -

I, Y- Y

it was used. by.the ..sal.vage..unit,.after their arrival, in. preference 0. .| -m o« o ———

HNot. only. 4id. tha et prove.admirably.suited to. tha task but. . .. e e+ o s

. Battle of Britain R’li&;_t. B T T T T T R T

.x,(.1) - ..The. month-of -September was-busy fay the ..Rl.ight., .,d.i.gp]_.&s;:g._.bam& _________________________ o] e e e o 12 o et e

R actlv:.nes are listed belows. . e+ ot e o e e s s 1+ et s s e s e o o s st 1 2 e

AR P S SRLtLires . s

SECURITY CLASSI FICATION 55" ¢




M771954/62486/60,000/WBW/666/5

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in

QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040.

SECURITY CLASSlFlCATIO@%ﬁ bl ET

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Umt or Formatlon)- 226 OGU_RAF GOLTISHALL
FOR PERIOD..-SEETEMEER 1970

RAF FORM 540
{Revised May, 1965)

PAGE NO..11.
or. 14..pacEs

PLACE

DATE

LOCAL TIME’

SUMMARY OF EVENTS

COMPILING OFFICER F1t. Lt W.1dddle ... . ..

REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

. COLTISHALL ..

|
.{2).. Locations of the displays were.as.followss.

Ba,yal Air Force Riggin. }1111
Boyal Air Force. .Bentley._..l?.riory -BOFAL . Alv. Porce Leuchars... .. .

~Royal Ain Force Benson..

. Boyal. A1z Bozce ALCORBUTY o v oo v ooe Royal Air Force Loltishall.

[ .x.....Ggpdwqa.d“.......,.. i+ e e

Sution Valence . ...
..Jgrsey..........,.. et i+ e e e e e oo e &
R .Guarnsay,

- Hachanical Transport. Flight .

(1) Dur:.ng +he month of. September 1970. the Mechanical Transport. Flight.

kel Aﬂm‘ S
- Avtﬁg

(e) - AYBAS. s

e 25762, 20% gallons e s s

12602 _gallons

.Electrical Engmering Sguad.ron ]
Bt plgetirical Ened ipe Squadron .. ..

overtime work. In the Air Electrical Engineering Flight 218 hours

.....,,.Roxe.l:Air...EQms: S5 Anhan VR R

..Royal.Air Force Waddington .. ... ..

e COVEYRL 60,255 miles-in- suppox-t of.Coltishall.. a.nd Heat:.shea.i opera.‘hicms.

e kD2 TR0 BBLIONS . . s s 1+ < e i ]

- {A)...Battle of Brifain.preparatiens.dominated the month and gave rise %o L . ol

ove,

SECURITY CLASSI FICATION



M771954/62486/60,000/ WBW/666(5

{nstruceions for use of this Form are contained in
QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040,

FOR PERIOD....SEETEMEER 1970

RAF FORM 540
(Revised May, 1965)

PAGE NO.._12 .
or. 19. . _pAGES

PLACE

DATE  |LOCAL TIME

SUMMA'RY OF EVENTS COMPILING OFFICER...KRE. Lt H.Liddle

REF TO ANMNEXES AND FiLES

COLTISHALL

................ Soma.of the 1atter was.caused.by.the crash of Lighitning sireraft .

- XM _99Q... Quantitieg-of.job. cards.ralsed-for the month were.Rader 10l —

. ..The.Electrical Bay.is.to.be reorganised.dnring October. to.take.advaniaga . ..

..0F. Fhe_grealer space loft by the relocation of the Navigalional loslmment...

Alreraft SEate . o

A Alroraft Bstoblishment

............... on the.l4th.and the Frecision.Appreach Radaz similarly on the 7« U SR ——

be.. Aireraft Lossss and Gains

(1) There was oxne aircrafi loss during the month as a result of a.crash.

The sircraft was Lightaing T Mk 4 XM 590.

SECURITY élji\ss|F|CAT|0N ............ 8 %{E}ﬁg? ......................................... .

O O O
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PAGE NO. 13 .
‘ or. 1§ ...paGEs

PLACE DATE |LOCALTIME|  SUMMARY OF EVENTS ' ' COMPILING OFFICER..... K2t Lt W Liddls | REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

commusmaLL |\ .| | ... (2 Lightuing F Mk 14 X183 and Lightning T Mk 5 XS 421 departed to

and Lightaing sS40 |

_Jo 60 Maintenance g’

ADMINLSTRATIVE SUPPORT . ...

PN IR £ (-5 .Y S e
. . September was.an.exiremely husy.menth.due %o Battle of Britain Open Day and. . | e e o e o e = e
loutside.ceremonial. commitments....Anongst the VIFs wexe ihe Chief of the Ajr Staff | .

land the Air Officer Lommanding .in Chief Sirike {ommand which added an additional .

|burden .on the Catering Staff...This.extra.work was.met without .the.servige of..
.ladditional personnel which.was.not fortheoming this year.due %o other Command. . .. . .|

lezercises at the same time.. The.CMLO. also.rejected. our.bid .for .25 TalGs fo.assist In | e s comm oo

- |preparation -and -c1learing upe- - — -

20th. was.atilised fer.cleaning of the Station. Thers was a shtand-down for all - .. i

..personnel.pot on essenbial. duty on FRidal 238Me . o e L o |2+ e

I — Open.Day.was .2.great.success with.a reeord breaking crowd exceeding 41,000. . . ... O

¢

_|to.a flying display,.lasiing. for just over 3k hours. Coltishall's main participation | .. . ...

nes. in diamond formation.

e {1tk hae. done mach. o officers of secondary duties and should help in » o
- imaintaining.the. gopd. public relations that prevail —
R - s.0f Units P

There were no changes of wnits in or out during the month.
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PAGE NO.

Iceors o g of i Frm e conaned i FOR PERIOD.. SEPTRHEER 1970 or. 14 .eaces

PLACE DATE [LOCALTIME|  SUMMARY OF EVENTS comPILING OFficer... Bht. Lt W Liddle REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

of Satellite Units

[EUETS DO SN WO S There. ware.no. .f:ha.!lgas...in...j;ha,,.}}a.rantingws:ta:tsmemt

. |Hgl

_Boll of OFFICeRS o oo e e s o e -

e BXEOCR AF e et T s oA

L e ] o BRIy ALEOXOW 2 68 L (2)

856....... 793.%% (853)

e et s s+ e e s o s e | ] [ BATOMOI oo e s e e s e i T e e e e~ 8 L R ——

Civilians

A8 £ 190)

e e s e e e s ] . X Iocludes. 9 DY F1t No 202.Sgn,.18.Students. and 4 Supernumsrary. pending. COUTSR e m o w

.................. - S @ IncIudeg. 5. 00 F14. o 20280« -+ o o o v omirm
@@_Includes 76 WRAF Ideal Strength
#% Includes 20 ‘Dt Flt2025qn e

.......................................... Personnel Services Souadron

22nd September.

r——a g
SECURITY CLASSIFICATION . %<5 WARY

O O O O
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s

L )
SECURITY CLASSlFICATION;::z“_\,:....2_}5_@1’»’2&{52[‘~

R R

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation) 226 0CU RAF COLTISHALL

. . L PAGE NO... 15..
GR35 and 2138° nd AR 3o, - e FOR PERIOD..... SEPTEMBER 1970 . : of..19._paces

PLACE DATE |LOCALTIME|  SUMMARY OF EVENTS . . c COMPILING OFFICER. . F14. Lk W.Liddle . REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

CCOLTISEALL oo _Tth September %o £i11 | = -

il | FA3gh% Ldentenant J BV Nicoll was effactively posted in from Uzbridge on
w185 a8 JMQ. and physically arrives_ on Sth Octobere . ... ..
| . . Flight Lieutenant R E Dickans, ex.0C_Accounts Flight retired on his 55th.

....... birthday .on 20%th., .. y e+

.. The Station.Commandex,.Group Captain. John T Jennings, DFC MBIM RAF attended

..... J|an 20C's Station.Commanders Conference. at HQ No. 11 {F).Group on 29/30th.

|. . .The preparstion of the 15000 RAF Day covers, receipt of orders, |

laceounting and advics on queTies from the public proved to be very time comsuming, |

. |however,. the small mucleus of staff who asgisted the Project Officer, Fligh

2. W Woskett AFM. RAF. did well in.gedting all orders dispatched on the actual day 19th,

-iHhey were - Flight lieutenant. B G Hunt, Sgb Burnett, SAC Peart and LAC Foregt.

r
ately 500 unsold by Qth. | o

Discloline, . A District. Court Mariisl was held on 10%h ek shich D2302¥7 . . | ... . ..

.\5gt Burrell B M (Perent Unit RAF Scampton was charged under Section 44 (1)(a) AFA

1955 with stesling Service. Propert y. unknown in October 1967, He was |

found .guiliy.and awarded s severe reprimand and a fine of £75 which was reduced to

-{£50.in. the. confirmation by 40C HQ No 11 (F) Gp on 17th.
_ . he Board.of Inguizy. was.convened by A0C HQ No 11 (F) Gp on 20 Sep to investigatel ==~

wnibhe -accident.involving Lightuing T Mk 4 XM 990 on 19%h Sep. A second Boa

S R — convened.en the 2let %o investigats_an

LGB BOD.a e s i £ £ o i+ e £ 8 s 1 e et e ] ¢ e e e 2ot et —ereesemsss s
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Fran)
SECURITY CLASSIFICATION.. )
OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation)...226 00U RAF COLTISHALL rce o1

fons for use of this Fol ined i
e nd 2156 and AP 3040, - neain FOR PERIOD....SEETEMRRE. 1970 - : or... 1¥...paces

PLACE DATE [LOCALTIME| SUMMARY OF EVENTS compiLING oFficer.. FLt Lt W liddle ... REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

[

) ' ' .
_COLTISHALL Ten.charges.of a.minor. nahure. wars.heard. during.-the.monile.—
N . . IR N -

......... ) e = o MBAR . Thare were.no.events.worihy..of.nobe e -

Welfave,..There -were-no-occurrences. worthy.-of note. during. the- [V Y% 1 YRR p—

SRRSO E—— | S ABEROR. NETVicas .
..................................... i Worlcs Services. .. The. new.GESE/Ops. Wing. Building is now completed.and.will.be

........................................................... | taken_over during.fctober....The. new. AMQ.building.programme. is. up-to-schedule...-4 o e

-

Siting. Board was.held on 25th Jepiember. for ..a....pmpo)sed.....!..Iaguar.' _airerafi Simulator.. .|

....... Pha.forks.Progress. Beport.is.atiached.as -Apnex Be - -

| .. _Geremonial. Baitle of Britain.week. wss.ppened.in. Norwich. on Monday. —
14 Sep.’ The Guard of Honour paraded in the City Hall Car Park and marched to :
|the front of Gity Hall preceded by the RAR Southern.Band..They were inspected by.the |.

s a fly-past of 3 Lightning sircraft led by Squadvon Leader

Lord May:

k]

. 3
[ 9 B Doyle, AFG RAF after which the Lord Mayor took the salute from the steps

N i l
_bf City Hall. Full details aze given in Admin Orde

...................................... ......A parade.and. cathedral service.was.held in Norwich on Sunday 20%h.to R

Annex 3ES

............. Aransferred to RAR Hospital Ely within 1lhour of ejection. :

SECURITY CI:%E;i'EIEATION»-~;Smm R, BT

O O O O
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RAF FORM 540
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PLACE DATE  [LOCAL TIME|

SUMMARY OF EVENTS COMPILING OFFICER... FLE. Lt W Liddle. ..

REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

| e BROZES,, - The. fnter Services Modern Pentathlop Champlonships were held ab . . .l o i o

!
BAF Cosford.on 264h/27th.and Gpl Maiis represented the BAF who obiz

wduring.the..monih.

2,

Ghanlainey. A capacily .congregation celebrated Haxvest Festiv

Cathedral..on.20%h,.full.details _of which.are included in. Anpex 'Gl... A.Sexvice.......]

e Goof B Ohnrch on. Sonday, 13tha... A Batile of Britain Sexvice was.held in Worwdoh . 1o oo o o o

..... was.also.-held-in theStation. Church .2k 0300 . . . P

The.f..of. B Padre,. The. Rev. N Bryan, BA.was.married. on. 265k

...... -Bntertainment...An.official luncheon.was held in the Officers' Mess on

19tk Septenber.and. 2. list.of official gueste.is.included at. Apnex 'C'. Aldate . ... -

sddition.was.Group.Captain D-R.S. Bader, CBE.DSQ DEC and Mrs Bader. . Afier the. .

e Elying displaythe guests.were.entertained at.a.Cockiail Paxhy.in.fbe Officers!. Mess




RAF FORM 540
{Ravised May, 1965)

MT71954/62486/60,000[WEW/GE6/S
SECURITY CLASSIFICATIOI\&.{&@%

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation) ....226 00U RAF COLTTSHALL 8
PAGE NO..1Q ... -

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in v
QR 2137 and 2138 ¢ and AP 3040, FOR PERIOD.. SERTEMEER 1.970 . . of..L 9. pAcES

PLACE DATE |LOCALTIMEl  SUMMARY OF EVENTS COMPILING OFFICER..... P45 Dt W Liddle REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

COLTISHALL

[ F— S %o _Wing Commander and Mrs H Miller, Squadron Leader and Mrs G Talbot and | ...

A Flight Lieutenant and Mrs R E Dickens. The Wing Commander Admin in vefurn beld an | . . o

informa) .party on Monday 28th in the Mess. O S
) -

SO =103« A= Lo T 1 o« SO .

. On 4th the undermentioned officers wisited to discuss logisfic suppert of . . ) o e

........................ A Idghtning Alrerafis. .

e - MRIOX MR Bemixly, .Royal. Saudi-Arablan ALr FONCEa ... . o L Lo o e ] o o o o e e

.. Wg.Gdr J. A Hurrell, Adr Attache Saudi-Srablae . . ... ... e -
“We Cdr R Bradshaw (RAF Rat'd), British SORSOTSLI . o oee o o oo e
__S_'gmwnefence . b e e o R R T T T
_ o . 24, persorne] attended new arxivals courses during Fhe month and 14 8lIMBA ... | et e
e - | ~carried.oub. pre=overseas weapons iraining.. .There were no major 8ZerelsSesSa o Ll v e i o o i
. - . ..On ?Bth, Group Captain J Wilson, MEB AMBIN S0A. HQ 11 (F) Group carried out an | S

I | informal. Staff Visit to the Station and wag entertained.fo luncheon ip the Officers! -
. - _ W MBES . o e et s s e e e ot i e 1+ ot e et e e

STATION COMMANDER'S BEMARKS .

O O O O
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PLACE DATE [LOCALTIME| SUMMARY OF EVENTS coMpiunG OFficer.. T3t Lt W Liddie REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

L GOLTTSHALL. .

.......................................................... . However. despite these satbacks. 722 Scxiies.were flown.and.although BRI MAS. .l me oo oo o
[N PU——— | considerably. less than in July.and Augnst. it was siill the.bighest total. BT o) oo oo

i _recorded . for.the.monih.of. September

Group Captain

Officer Commandl

SECURITY CLASSIFICATIONSSESREL ) -




Direct of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

{Fax)

Your Reference
Qur Referenct
D/lt)AS/sﬁ/z ©
ate
Wrégst %uos:ksmre 7 November 2001

el cction 43

T'am writing further to my letter of 10 October to explain the delay in providing the information
you requested in your letter of 9 September.

As I explained in my earlier letter we have requested the F540 Operations Record Book extracts
for RAF Coltishall and Saxa Vord for September 1970 from the Public Record Office. We have
been advised that while the F540s for 1970 are over 30 years old, they are contained within a
batch that cover the period 1970 to 1976 and the whole batch is currently being reviewed by PRO
staff pending release. This review process can take some time to complete.

Nevertheless, we have hastened the PRO for copies of this material and I hope to be able to
supply you with the information in the near future. In the meantime, please except my apologies
for the delay in sending you a substantive reply. :

Yours sincerely,




o O
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,

WC2N 5BP
Telephone  (Direct dial) w
{Switchboard) B20-7278'9500

(Fax)
(GTN)

Your Reference

DHD Reference

}alr;ghouse 10 October 2001

o RO

Thank you for your letter of 9 September in which you enclosed a copy of an extract from a book
by Michael Jennings entitled ‘RAF Coltishall, Fighter Station’. The extract described the alleged
reaction of the RAF and USAF to a contact of an ‘unidentified aircraft’ sighted on radar at Saxa
Vord on 8 September 1970.

I note that you have already examined this department’s ‘UFO’ sighting report files held at the
Public Record Office and they contained no mention of these events. The only other records,
which we are aware of, that still exist and may contain some relevant information are the

F540 Operations Record Books. All RAF stations, flying squadrons, maintenance and signal
units, etc are required to produce a Form 540 which is a monthly record of the units activities.
These are designed to provide a historical record of the unit, so they do not contain a detailed
record of everything the unit is involved with, only those events which are seen to be worthy of
mention for historical reasons. What is recorded and the level of detail may also vary from unit to
unit. F540s are held by the Ministry of Defence for 30 years and then released to the Public
Record Office.

With regard to the events of 8 September 1970, the F540s for this period are already available for
inspection at the Public Record Office. However, in order to assist you we have made a request to
the Public Record Office for extracts from RAF Coltishall and Saxa Vord’s F540s for the period
covering September 1970 to see if they contain any information relevant to your enquiries. When
we have received a reply I write to you again.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



LOOSE MINUTE

D/AHB(RAF)/5/21
18 September 2001
DAS(LA)Ops + 1
RAF Form 540

Further to your e-mail and our subsequent telecon the answers regarding your
questions on the RAF Form 540 are as follows:

1. All RAF independent units, i.e., stations, flying squadrons, regiment squadrons,
signals units, maintenance units etc, along with RAF elements of joint service units
should produce a 540.

2. The Form 540 Operations Record Book should be submitted to this branch on a
monthly basis, not later than 6 weeks after the month being reported on. Although
in reality it can be more like 6 months pius.

3. The 540 was first introduced in 1936. However many of the early squadrons kept
records going back to their formation during WW1.

4. As stated at 2 the unit should submit its 540 not later than 6 weeks after the month
being reported on. The original document should be sent to AHB with a copy being
kept on the unit. As far how long the copy of the 540 is kept on the unit is
concerned, | am afraid that that this depends on the unit, some destroy them after
a year and some, if they are interested in their history, keep them ad-infinitum.

5. 540’s are held at AHB for approximately 25 years, they are then sent to the
departmental reviewers who clear them for release into the Public Record Office at
the 30-year point.

Moving on to your next query regarding the incident on the 5" of November 1990
supposedly involving Tornadoes from Marham. { am afraid that | have gone through
the 540’s for Marham, Neatishead, 27 and 617 (the 2 squadrons based at Marham at
that time) Sgns to no avail. None of them contain any reference at all to any flying
object. Indeed the deployment to Laarbruch only merits a one line entry in 617’s 540,
and is not mentioned at all in either 27's or the stations.

In your e-mail of 14/9 you requested extracts from Coltishall and Saxa Vord’s 540 for
the period covering Sept 70. | have'ordered these documents back from the PRO and
will forward copies of the necessary pages when they arrive. Please bear with me on
this as currently documents are taking anything up to 10 days to return from the PRO

AHB3(RAF)




DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

From: DAS4A1(SEC)

Sent: 14 September 2001 16:04
To: AHB3(RAF)

Subject: F540

Scot R

Thanks for your advice earlier re the F540s. | would be grateful if you could put down in writing what you told me
earlier, so we have it for future reference.

Also you mentioned a 'famous' air defence exercise mentioned in F540s in 1970 which often gets confused with
UFOs. 1think | have a query on this incident and would be grateful for any assistance you can provide. My
correspondent has sent an extract from a book entitled "RAF Coltishall, Fighter Station" which states that at 2017 on
8 September 1970 the radar station at Saxa Vord picked up a contact of an unidentified aircraft over the North Sea
between the Shetland Islands and Norway. The extract then goes on to describe how it was chased by various RAF
and USAF aircraft. Could this be the incident you mentioned to me? If so | would be grateful for a copy of the
appropriate F540 extract. | can provide further details if you need them.

Thanks for your help.
~

e Bl

(DAS4A1SEC on chots)
MT 6/73




Tighouse

West Yorkshire

9/9/01

o RN

I wonder if you could be of assistance with the following query?

I'am enclosing a photocopy of two pages from a book entitled RAF Coltishall, Fighter
Station, by Michael Jennings. This is a history of that particular station and as you can
see from the event described on pages 86 and 87 on the evening of 8th September
1970 a very unusual event took place in which it appears that several aircraft were
involved in the pursuit of an ‘unidentified target’. Other elements involved were
Lightning F6's from 11 and 23 Squadron (RAF Leuchars) and 5 Squadron (RAF
Binbrook).

As Jennings is a serving RAF officer and has used the incident to illustrate the
capabilities of 226 OCU (RAF Coltishall) to respond to QRA duties there must,
presumably be a record of the incident.

Could you please answer the following questions: g R L 10 PO

ADCE {\ JIC vc{ O (‘
* Does the MOD have a file or files which relate to this mcldem‘? eﬁu 352 + Wm,u welen .

*.__ Ifsolwould like to formally apply for a copy of any such files under the Code

of Practice for Access to Government Information.

* If you reply stating there is no such file on this incident, could you FSU0s owl,
suggest who else I should approach within the MOD for further mformatlon? s reorh m,/f: ol
Mows peervel e,
I have already checked the 'UFO' files in the Public Records Office for
1970 and this case is not among them.

I look forward to your response.

j DASW .
110743 [+ R— reseensrssriaes
13 SEP 2001

FILE




declared as an operational squadron. This happened during evening of 8 September 1970.

[_52\)«1 Vord was one of a chain of UK radar stations who's task was to keep an eye on the skies
around the northern approaches, identifving aircraft that approached or entered the North
Sea or the sensitive “lcelandic Gap’. 1970 was at the height of the Cold War with Russian air-
cratt making regular flights into the Naorth Atlantic to test NATO's reaction.

Al 2017 hours on the 8 Septembes, a radar operator at Saxa Vord picked up a contact of an
unidentified arrcraft over the North Sea between the Shetland Islands and Norway. The con-
tact was momtored at a steady speed ot 630 mph at 37000 feet travelling on a south-weste:

Iy heading, The contact was then seen to turn 30 degrees to head due south with its spee.
mereasing to 900 mph and it altitude chimbing to 44000 teet.

The normal procedure for Saxa Vord was to now order a flash message to the nearest QRA
flighl. This urgent message was duly sent to the QRA flight at RAF Leuchars on the east coast
of Scotland. Within minutes two Lightning's were airborne and heading their way out across
the North Sea. For all concerned, the radar operators, pilots and groundcrew, this was just
another routine scrambie, but theu the radar plotters noticed something on their screens that
left them a little concerned. Up to this pomnt the unidentified aurcraft had been travelling at
speeds and altitudes consistent with known Russian warplanes, however in a spitt second
the bltp on the radar had turned through 180 degrees and disappeared from the screens

Durning the next houy the contact yeappeared several hmes, and each time the Lightnings
were vectored to investigate, but then as quickly as it appeared 1t disappeared again. By this
tume two F4 Phantoms of the USAF from Keflavik in Iceland had been scrambled to assist the
Lightnings in trving to mtercept the intruder. The F4's with their sophisticated radar were
able to track the intruder themselves without the assistance of the ground radar controllers,
however as they attempted to close on the contact they found that they had no more success
than the Lightmings. The incident was now beginning to cause alarm 1o those in high places
with the contact being monitored by vanous organisations withun the NATO chain of com-
mand. !

As more and more orgamsations became involved the Lightnings and Phantoms continued
with their cat and mouse game. They made repeated attempts to close on the contact, but as
they approached 1t disappeared. Eventually the Lightnungs recovered back to Leuchars leav-
ing the Keflavik Phantoms to continue with the patrol.

At 2139 hours, the controllers picked up the contact again. This time the intruder was decel-
erating to 1300 mph whuch was almost the limit of the Lightnings and Phantoms. It was now
tracked off the northern tip of Denmark at an altitude of 18000 feet By this time 1t was decid-
ed to 'scramble’ two Lightnings from Coltishall to form a Combat A PatrofCAP) some 17

mules east of Great Yarmouth, To enable the thusty Lightnings to mamntain their CAP a Victo:
tanker was scrambled to support the two fighters. With a further two Lightnings from
Leuchars mamtairung a CAP on a 50 mile east-west front, 200 miles north east of Aberdeen
the contact was now between the two hnes of fighters. At 2145 hours 1t was decided to
‘scrambie’ a further Lightning from RAF Binbrook to jown in the search for the intruder. This
aircraft, Lightning F6, X894, was flown by an American pilot on exchange with 5 Squadron,
Captain William Schaftaer. By the time he arrved on patrol, in addition to his machine, four
turther Lightnings, two Phantoms and three tankers were airborne on the alert and they wer

EAF CoLTiSHALL
8 FIBHTER STATI OV

joined shortly after by a Shackleton from Kinloss. .
The outcome of this interception, which involved the Lighinings trom Coltishall, is subjectta
much conjecture and differences of opinion. However, one thing is fact; the 5 Squadson
Lightning F6, XS894 crashed on the night of 8 September 1970 with the loss of Captain
William Schaffner, Despite an intensive search by hehcopters and Lifeboats from Bridiington,
Filey and Flamborough, Captain Schaffners body was never found_.J

Flight Lieutenant Brian Carroll was an Instructor and Central Flving School Agent on the
OCU from 1970-73. His recollections of his time at Coltshall graphically {llustrate the impact
that operating a Lightning, in reahstic operational conditions, had on one particular trainee
pilot who was about to start his conversion flving on the OCU.

At this time, late 1971, No 63 Fighter Squadron operated the Lightning T4 trainer along with
an assoriment of F1 and F1As As the Squadron had ben declared 1o SACEUR. they were also
tasked as a front linc Squadron, and as such were subject to alerts and Tactical Evaluation
Exercises(TACEVAL) 1n just the same way as the full hme tront ine Squadrons.

Brian recalls that the OCU had recently received a new intake of pilots just out of Hunter fly-
ing at RAF Chivenor. They had completed their imal ground school programme of lectures
and were reasonably conversant with the Lightning's systems and aperating proceduges,
thev had also started Flight Simulator sorties. All had also been airborne in the Lightnung on
Exercise 1, this was by way of an “Instructors Benefit” sortie during which the full potential
of the aircraft was demonstrated, all manoeuvres needless to sav were within the approved
flight envelope. We were just into the third week of October, the time, 0300 hours when a
TACEVAL was called The weather was cold and wet with steady rain that had been falling
all ot the previous day and was to continue for the next 48 hours. The cloud was extensive,
the Jowest as 1 recall being around 800 to 1,000 teet and going all the way to 30,000 reet with-
out a break, just the weather that fighter pilots dream about, well mayvbe on a bad day!

Within a very short time, the Squadron was a huve of achivity, the ground crews were wark-
ing at a fevensh pitch, pre-flight inspections were being completed as yapidly as possible, air-
cratt were then positioned in their pre-determined slots, ready tor the pilots to mount up.
Weather and exercise briefings for the aircrews were well under way, emergency and other
procedures were all covered and we then awaited the first call from the operating authorty
to start the ball rolling. Meanwhile the new course of students were bewng kept busv with
routine jobs in operations and mn the coffee bar Operating as we did a2 number ot two seaters,
it was decided that we would fly as many of the new course students as possible n the right
hand seats to let them see what operating a Lightming as a weapons systems was all about,
they had of course no knowledge at this tume of the radar, so it was left to each instructor to
atternpt 10 brief on that aspect during the sortie.

Word finally came through to bring a number of crews ta cockpit readmness, I had been alio-
cated a T4 and so had a student with me. I had already carmed out my own pre-flight mspec-
tion s0 we were able to climb straight into the cackpit. Strapping in only took a few moments,
helmets were plugged into the telebrief, ground power was on line, radio trequency select-
ed, flight wnstruments erected, weapons checked, all ready to start engines as soon as the
scramble nstruchons were received We had only been strapped in a few mnutes when

by MICHAEL JENNINGS
(Stedion Hislory booit)
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) %,B

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
{Switchboard)
(Fax)
{(GTN)

Your Reference

AS/64/3

Qur Refer

D}JIS erence
Date

15 November 2001

Lancing

0

I am writing further to our letter of 23 October in which we informed you that we were making
enquires regarding your comments about ‘Project Moon Dust’.

First, you may wish to be aware that Ministry of Defence 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. After this
period they are reviewed and those considered worthy of permanent preservation are transferred
to the Public Record Office. In your letter you stated that ‘Project Moon Dust’ was said to have
been in operation in the 1950s and 1960s and any MOD files that survive from this period are
already open to public inspection at the Public Record Office. Nevertheless, in order to assist you
we have searched file records within the Ministry of Defence to see if any information could be
found on the alleged project. However, 1 can now inform you that our enquiries have revealed no
record of any files relating to ‘Project Moon Dust’.

If you wish to pursue your enquiries at the Public Record Office, the address is as follows;

Public Record Office
Ruskin Avenue

Kew

Richmond @
Surrey

TW9 4DU

Tel: 020 8876 3444
Fax: 020 8878 8905

Yours sincerely,



DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

From: DAS4A1(SEC)

Sent: 13 November 2001 10:57
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll
Subject: FW: Project Moon Dust
importance: Low

From DI ISEC SEC4

Sent: Tuesday, November 13, 2001 10:57:38 AM
To: DAS4A1(SEC)

Subject: Project Moon Dust

Importance: Low

Auto forwarded by a Rule

MOnﬁrm that we have searched our file records and can find no files reating to Project Moon Dust.
As for the other file, we do hold it here. | will be discussing with DI 52 later this week. Thanks

0 -



From: irgctorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Northumberland House, London, WC2N 58P

Telephone (Direct dial)
(Fax)

- e

i QOur Reference
Lancing

0207 218 2140

D/DAS/64/3 &
West Sussex Date
Section 40 238cber 200

P cciono

Thank you for your letter dated 28 September 2001,

1 do apologise for the delay in responding to your enquiry regarding ‘Project Rock Dust (or ‘Moon
Dust’). We are currently consulting other branches within the MOD on this matter, but please be
assured that we will endeavour to send you a substantive reply as soon as is practicable.

\//oufs $ e




domptmg, Lancing, West Sussex ”

Telephone/Fax:

Directorate of Air Staff 4a
Room 8245

Ministry of Defence

Main Building, Whitehall
London SW1A 2HB

28 September 2001

Re: my letter d/d 18th June & your reply d/d 11th July under ref: D/DAS/64/3

I enclose a copy of my letter d/d 18th June and wonder whether you are yet able to reply to
my enquiry regarding ‘Project Rock Dust' (or 'Moon Dust').

Yours sincerely

DAS ;
TOZNG. v
-7 06T 200

FLE
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Head of Department

Secretariat (AU Staff)2a

Room 8233

Ministry of Defeace, Main Building
Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

18 June 2401
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/DAS/64/3

22 October 2001

D1 ISEC SEC3

REQUEST FOR INFORMATION CONCERNING PROJECT MOON DUST

1. This office is the focal point for correspondence from the public about 'unidentified
flying objects' and [ would be grateful for any help you may be able to provide with the
following.

2. We have received a letter in which the correspondent asks (a) whether the UK
Government was involved with the US in a project called Project Moon Dust during the late
1950s / early 1960s: (b) whether the project is still ongoing (if not, when was it concluded and
what were the results), and: (c) the brief given to the UK scientists by the US at that time,
together with a description of what was analysed and the results of that analysis.

3. We know from a report written by the Directorate of Scientific Intelligence and Joint
Technical Intelligence Committee in June 1951 which was recently uncovered on an archived
DIS file, being reviewed, that the UK was involved with the US and other nations in two
projects named Project Sign and Project Grudge, in the late 1940s. These seem to have been
the fore-runner of Project Blue Book which was set up to look at whether UFOs posed a threat
to the security of the US and to determine whether they exhibited any unique scientific
information or advanced technology which could contribute to scientific or technical research.
Project Blue Book also attempted to identify and explain all UFO sightings reported to the US
Air Force. Details of Project Blue Book have been in the public domain for many years and the
1951 document uncovered in DIS files has been downgraded to unclassified and has also been
released to the public.

4. With regard to Project Moon Dust, this appears to have been concerned with the
recovery of objects and debris from space vehicles that had survived re-entry from space to
earth and may have been set up by the US (and possibly others) around 1957. Some of those
interested in “‘UFOs’ believe that Project Moon Dust was concerned with the origins of crashed
spacecraft and their occupants. I do not know whether the UK was involved with this project or
whether any such project is ongoing. However, as projects Sign and Grudge seem to have
involved the UK defence intelligence staff, it is feasible that we may also have been involved
with Moon Dust.

5. Under the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information we are encouraged
to answer questions from the public unless the information is exempted under the Code and I
would therefore welcome your assistance with answering this correspondents questions. If this
project is known to DIS and is ongoing, or information from the late 1950s is still retained in
DIS files not yet in the Public Record Office, we could withhold this information under



under Exemption 1a of the Code (Information whose disclosure would harm national security
or defence) or Exemption 1b (Information whose disclosure would harm the conduct of
international relations) if you feel this is appropriate. Ilook forward to your advice in due
course.

oll

B ©cc o <0



"LEI d Sompting, Lancing, West S’usséx ‘
Telephone/Fax:

Head of Department
Secretariat (Air Staff)2a
Room 8285

Ministry of Defence, Main Building To ép, aww»wc/

Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Ag D 3h.

18 June 2001

Dear sir

Pine Gap - Defence Space Research Facility, Australia

1 still await a reply (or an acknowledgement) to my two letters d/d respectively 9th April and
14th May concerning the above. As Iunderstand the MOD operates a system which strives to
reply to queries within a reasonable timescale, I am concerned that my letters may have
become lost. I therefore enclose copies.

Project 'Rock Dust' (or Moon Dust)

During the late 1950s and through the 1960s both the US and UK governments are said to
have been involved in collecting and examining space debris under the above Project name. A
CIA document which has been in the public domain for some considerable time now and
predominantly concerned with FBI phonetapping of conversations between a fiiend of the late
Marilyn Monroe and an investigative reporter concerning potentially damaging security
breaches by Miss Monroe shortly before her suspicious death, describes how the UK
Government were intimately involved with the US in determining the origins of certain crashed
spacecraft and their occupants.

There is some evidence to suggest that investigations may have sprung from the alleged 1947
Roswell incident, and that a British Government official was involved in-the UK side of the
investigations (although not named in the CIA memo dated 3rd August 1962).

It might be safe to assume that evidence may have been sent to RAE Famborough or some
other location equally well suited to the task ie, where evidence could be flown in
surreptitiously. Perhaps you can firstly confirm that the British Government was jointly
involved in this operation with the US counterparts, whether the project is ongoing (if not,
when was it concluded and what were the results), the brief given to the UK scientists by the
US at that time together with a description of what was analysed and the results of that
analysis.

Yours faithfully
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Dear sir

Augralia
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Yours faithfuily
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Head of Department

Secretariat (Air Staff)2a

Room 8285

Ministry of Defence, Main Building
Whitehall, London SWI1A 2HB




From: [SYEVEITalA DisEctorate of Air Staff 42, Room 8245
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207 218 2140
(Fax)

Section 40 o

Sompting Qur Reference
Lancing D/DAS/6473 a—
West Sussex Date

f) July 2001

Section 40
pedgcccionco

Thank you for your letter dated 18 June 2001, addressed to Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a. Please note
that this section is now called the Directorate of Air Staff 4a, as shown above. We are still the
focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 'unidentified flying
objects’.

I can confirm that the two letters you enclose, dated 9 April and 14 May 2001 respectively, were
not received by this office. As you will appreciate, the Ministry of Defence main building
comprises a large number of different departments and as your letters do not specifically mention
'UFOs' and were not addressed to this office, we cannot be sure where they went.  As such they
raise a number of issues on which we will need to consult other departments, but please be assured
that we will endeavour to send you a substantive reply as soon as is practicable.

yOu( 5 Stvce



[Section 40/Section 4
B qur:1rti)1g, Lancing, West S“-"-Yﬂ-
ele :fmne/Fax:—

Ministry of Defeace
Muin Builéing
Whitehall

London SW1A 2HB

5 April 2001

Dear su

Pine Gap - Defence Space Research Facility, Austratia

[ am researching the interconnectivity of friendly western intelligence systems and wonder
whether you can help me.

1 understand the ceniral Australian Pine Gap facility 1o be a jot sponsored undertaking by the
American NSA (National Security Agency) and the Australian Defence Depattment famled
to believe the facility functions principally as a downliok for geostationary SIGINT (Signals
Tntelligence) satellite systems made by TRW Space Systems and that the US CIA and NRO
(National Reconnaissance Office - SIGINT links with CIA and American USAF and elemeuts
within NASA) maintain a major interest in this station. 1also understand that the station may
be operating other equally secret programmes uot directly related to SIGINT gatbering bu
linked to the continuing US ‘Star Wars' research programme of edvanved defence systems.

The intimate relationship of the UK's GCHQ (at Cheltenharm aud other locations world-wide)
with the American NSA would make it unlikely that SIGINT Intelligence emanating fromn Pme
Gap would not be shared with the UK Intelligence community, and vice versa. Perhaps you
could confirm that this is part of the normal interchange of SIGINT intelligence between the
UK and the US and to what degree the UK views the benefits of the relationship.

It would also be hetoful if you could confirm that DERA (sow re-branded QinetiQ) maintains, |
or has maintsined, any business copnection with BT's tesearch facility at their Martlesham
Laboratories in respect of satellite systews development or SIGINT applications technology
for routine UK SIGINT surveillance programmes. :

I take this opportunity of thauking you in advance for any help you can give me within the
constraints. of course, of national security.

Yours faithiuliy



Fi roMeaorme of Air Staff (Visiting Forces)
MI FENCE

Room 6/10 Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 6BP

Telephone (Direct dial) W
(Switchboard) 0
o O

Your Reference:

Sompting Our Reference: D/DAS/71/22
Lancing
West Sussex Date: ¢ August 2001

PINE GAP - DEFENCE SPACE RESEARCH FACILITY, AUSTRALIA

Thank you for your letter dated 9 April 2001 concerning the Pine Gap facility in Australia and
intelligence relationships. First of all may I apologise for the time taken to reply, but I understand
that your original letter never reached this office.

It may be helpful if T explain that it is our long-standing practice not to respond to speculation on
alleged intelligence systems or activities. Information on the operations of the intelligence and
security agencies is withheld under exemption 1 of the Code of Practice on access to Government
information on the grounds of national security.

Regarding your questions concerning the Pine Gap facility, this is clearly a matter for the
Australian government. However, you may wish to note that in 1988 the Australian Prime
Minister, R J Hawke, made a public statement about this facility:

‘Pine Gap is a satellite ground station, whose function is to collect intelligence data which
supports the national security of both Australia and the US. Intelligence collected at Pine Gap

contributes importantly to the verification of arms control and disarmament agreements.’

You also enquire about the relationship between this facility and various US authorities. This is a
matter for the US government.

I hope this explains the position.



lg ompting, Lancin -Q\
e Telephone/Fax:
!!ectorate of Air Staff (Visiting Forces)

Ministry of Defence

Room 6/10 Metropole Building
Northumberland Avenue
London WC2N 6BP

Your ref D/DAS/71/22
13 August 2001

oes: EIGHTON 40

Pine Gap - Defence Space Research Facility - Australia

Thank you for your letter dated 9th August concerning my enquiry dated 9 April. I realise my
letter may not have reached in a timely fashion you because I had gave no specific destination
address. Apologies.

I am somewhat surprise that the MOD will not admit a logical (and quite reasonable) tie-up
between our US friends and part of our Commonwealth in global UK SIGINT operations. I
am not seeking to discover what kind of intelligence is shared between parties, I am merely
attempting to show that the UK does have this intimate connection, and our potential enemies
would be wise to take heed of that fact.

I am therefore somewhat dismayed that the MOD will not admit this, notwithstanding the
current UK Government has gone on record as being a more 'open administration' wherever
possible with a lessening of our peculiar national obsession regarding secrecy.

I see you have declined to comment on my enquiry re: BT and DERA. I am, of course,
already aware that BT's research & development labs do undertake work for the MOD when
appropriate and will probably have ongoing sensitive assignments. I am not interested in what
the work actually is.

Finally, I did not seek the MOD to comment on the US sphere of operations at Pine Gap. I
am aware of that extent and I illustrated that in the second paragraph of my 9th April letter.
There is no speculation.

The core issue remains only the UK's depth of involvement in this predominantly US led
project. If as you quote Prime Minister Hawke: '... Intelligence collected at Pine Gap
contributes importantly to the verification of arms control and disarmament agreements.' End
quote, it would be unthinkable that the UK would also be interested (at least by treaty if not
unilaterally) in the same ends. Unless you are confirming that we, in the UK, have no interest
in the intelligence that emanates from Pine Gap? Perhaps you can help me further in this.

% DAS - i
1I02NO. e s ot

15 Au. 2001 -
'ANE

SN U

Yours sincerely




g&.ga_c_e_S_h;mlé Discovery mission >15- 2> - 15th September 1991

- section of VT taken from Discevery ar 20.39hws - 20.45hrs whilst over the
west coast of Australia, 1,250 - 1,500 mules north west of Pine Gap, shows what
appears {0 be around a dozen objects moving in the are a of the orbiter.
Suddenly, the objects stop moving and there is a 'flash’ seen and all the objects
then move off on different courses. Some two seconds later two 'streaks' come
up from what seems to be the Earth. Some researchers believe these 'streaks’
emanated from some kind of directed beam energy weapon from the ground,
presumably fired to keep the objects away from Discovery. NASA have rejected
the claim and as a result of Congressional enquiries have said that the ‘objects’
were orbiter generated debris illuminated by the Sun. The hght flicker is a result
of firing the attitude thrusters on the orbiter. According to Harry A Jorden whom
served abcard the aircraft carrier, 'Franklin D Roosevelt, he and his other
investigator, Chester C.Grusinski who also served con the carrier, have possessio..
of real-time shuitle VTs up to STS-80 (flown in March 1997} where these beams
can be clearly seen coming up from Earth through the cloud cover below ™
Space Shuttle. (FSR 46/2).

In ‘Confirmaticr’ -1998, Whitley Stretber confirms that the Top Secret Pine Gap
facility is around 1250 miles from Sydney and is located 12 miles from Alice
Springs in Australia's Northern Territory. Pine Gap is a joint Defence Space
Research facility sponsored by the US (NSA} and the Australian Deience
Department. The centre is said to function principally as a downlink for
geosynchronous SIGINT (Signals Intelligence) satellite systems made - TRW
Space Systems (a 'black’ company within the US Defence Community,.
Established by the CiA in 1966 who retain 2 major interest with NSA and the
NRO (National Reconnaissance Office - a top secret organisation within the { S
[ntelligence Community which is ostensiblv a SIGINT collection organmisation
which has links with the USAF but whom reports to the CiA)

FiGves 2,

According to. . 'Dr Oscar Rafael Padilla Lara, a UFO investigator resident in
Miami, Florida who publishes a small Spanish Janguage bulletin with the title,
COSMOVISION aud his Year 3, No.! Issue (1999) he reports that on the smali
1sland of Vieques, lying off the east coast of Puerto Rico and facing the greai 7S
Naval B 2 of Roosevelt Roads, Cieba, the US Government have established an
mstalla: i to operate the H A A R P scheme for "shooting down unidentified
objects”. The installation is described as “possibly due to commence operating
i August 1999". (See i this connection i FSR 46/1 Dr Richard Boylan's arucle
"The shooting down of UFOs and the 'Special Academy' and, ¢n page 5 of that
issue, the sketch of the alleged "UTO Buster Gun” av originally pohtished in
Jorge Martin's EVIDENCIA OVNI No.i1 1997y . quoted from FSR 46/2




From:m“torate of Air Staff (Visiting Forces)
MIN FENCE

Room 6/10 Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 6BP
Telephone (Direct dial) M
(Switchboard)
T

Your Reference:
Sompting Our Reference: D/DAS/71/22
Lancing
West Sussex Date: 23 August 2001

PINE GAP - DEFENCE SPACE RESEARCH FACILITY, AUSTRALIA

Thank you for your letter dated 13 August 2001 in response to my letter dated 9 August
concerning the Pine Gap facility in Australia and intelligence relationships.

1 am afraid that there is little that I can usefully add to my previous letter. Although the
Government adheres to the spirit and the letter of Open Government, there are some aspects,
which for reasons of national security (as covered by exemption 1 of the Code of Practice on
Access to Government Information) that are just not open for discussion. This includes
speculation about alleged intelligence relationships, systems and activities.

That said, you may be interested to know that as a move towards an more open administration,
both Government Communications Headquarters (GCHQ) and the Security Service (as well as the
Ministry of Defence) have their own websites that are accessible to the public via the Internet.

Turning to your final comments on Pine Gap, we can neither confirm nor deny UK interest in
intelligence that emanates from this station,

I am sorty to send you what I know will be a disappointing reply.
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One civilian organization stood apart from the majority This group could not be casily dismissed
given the credibility of its membershi p o 1050, Navy physicist homas Brown founded NICAP,
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! 4 Anomalies Zone: UFO's, Other Oddities Reported in Pennsylvania during
1996

Vol. IV No. 1 Winter, 1997

The Anomalies Zone

Editor: Stan Gordon
P.0O. Box 936, Greensburg, PA 15601
Phone/FAX 724-838-7768 An Information Exchange Newsletter

The NASA FRAGOLOGY Files Destroyed or Missing?
Did NASA File Contain Information on Kecksburg?

On December 9, 1965 something reportedly fell from the sky into a
wooded area near Kecksburg, Pennsylvania. For years | have been
investigating the case trying to determine just what it was that dropped in
on this quiet community so many years ago. Even today there exists much
speculation as to what the metallic acorn shaped object was, which
witnesses claim that they saw in 1965. After many years of researching the
incident, my position concerning the case is that it is not a hoax. The two
most likely explanations as to the source of the object is (A.) The object
was a man-made space probe that had re-entry control capability. The
structure design of the craft would have made it possible for it to safely
return to the Earth. (B.) An Extraterrestrial spacecraft which originated
from outside of the Earth. Eyewitness accounts from that night in 1965
describe military and government personnel on the scene, who took part in
what apparently was a search and recovery operation of the object
involved. Among the authorities that were reported to have been at the site
were NASA personnel.

Even though informants have told us that they have seen the military
recovery report on the Kecksburg object, no such documents have ever
surfaced. But many other documents that concern Project Moondust have
been released by various agencies. Project Moondust involved the
government functions that dealt with the recovery of space objects that
survived re-entry through the Earth's atmosphere. A 1973 State
Department document released to New Mexico researcher Clifford Stone
states that "The designator MOONDUST is used in cases involving the
examination of non-US space objects or objects of unknown origin."
Various State Department documents show that NASA played a role in the
recovery and examination of space object debris. It was always of interest,
that no NASA documents were ever located concerning the Kecksburg
event, even though it had been reported that a NASA representative was
sent to the site of the crash and interviewed some witnesses about what
they experienced that day. In October of 1994, a FOIA request was made
to NASA Headquarters for information that concerned the operational

| guidelines that NASA personnel followed when involved with cases that

) dealt with the recovery and examination of space material.
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Other documentation showed that NASA was involved with MOONDUST
matters as well. In this request, I asked for a copy of these guidelines from
the project's inception through the current date. I also requested copies of
all reports that would have involved NASA in these types of events from
the time span covering from January of 1960 through January of 1970.
This search was to include any such event that would have occurred within
the United States or at the worldwide level. In April of 1995, I received a
response to this request. While 1 did not receive the particular material that
I had requested, another document was sent that was quite interesting to
say the least. The document, a records transmittal and receipt form,
released by NASA's History office, discusses " NASA Fragology Files
consisting of reports of space objects recovery, analysis of fragments to
determine national ownership and vehicle origin." The single page paper
was marked highest classification confidential, to be released only upon
authorization of NASA. The document indicates that the reports were
made during the years of 1962-1967. Reports contained within the
document are marked such as F33-Venezuela Object. Another report is
identified as Moon Dust -KATOTO Estate. The list of records begins with
F1 and ends with F48. Interestingly, there are gaps in the sequencing of the
reports listed in the document. It appears that a quite a number of reports
that were associated with the NASA Fragology Files are not included for
some reason.

For example F5, F6, F9, and F10 are missing, as well as twenty others. The
Kecksburg case occurred in 1965 and if NASA were involved in this
investigation as stated by various witnesses, then it would be likely that
this report should be listed in the NASA Fragology Files. Upon receipt of
this document, 1 quickly sent a FOIA request to NASA Headquarters for a
copy of each report listed in the document concerning the NASA
Fragology Files. On the copy of the initial document I received, there was a
hand written notation which stated "Still at Fed. Records Center 9/29/94".
In May, 1995, I received a response from NASA Headquarters which
informed me that I had to send an advanced payment to begin fulfilling this
search request from the Federal Records Center. NASA's History office
informed them that the records I had requested may be contained in two
boxes. I submitted the check and when many months went by with no
response, I called NASA Headquarters in January of 1996 to find out the
status of the records search. I left a message, and within a few days I
received a response. A letter dated January 22, 1996 from NASA
Headquarters states "We received your check ... for the retrieval of the two
boxes that may have contained documents you were seeking from the
Federal Records Center. I have been informed by the program office that
the Records Center informed them that those boxes were destroyed prior to
their request.” Also enclosed in the letter was an apology for the mix-up
and the time that this had taken to be completed. 1 was disturbed to learn of
the destruction of this information.

Even if no information on Kecksburg existed in thes files, what may well
have been other important historical records related to the American and
Soviet space program may have also been lost. I requested that an
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. 6 investigation be conducted into the destruction of the NASA Fragology

File records. In an April 15, 1996 letter from NASA Headquarters, it was
explained to me how the FOIA process worked. It explained that once the
NASA FOIA office receives a request, they attempt to locate the
appropriate program office that have control over the requested
documents. It further stated "The FOIA office provides the program office
with a copy of the request and the instructions to obtain a copy of the
requested document and supply it to the FOIA office for direct response to
the requester. If the program office has forwarded the documents to the
Washington National Records Center, the program office then informs the
FOIA office of that fact. The FOIA office then asks the requester for an up
front payment of the cost.

The Washington National Records Center is not contacted prior to receipt
of a requester's check. Upon receipt of a requester's check, the FOIA office
asked the program office to have the documents retrieved from the
Washington National Records Center. It was at this point in the process of
your request that the program office was informed that the records had
been destroyed." According to the letter, after [ had asked for an inquiry
into the reported destruction of the records , the Washington National
Records Center attempted again to locate the records. But after searching
they still were not able to locate the files. The letter stated "They ( the
National Records Center) do not know if the records were destroyed or
have just been misplaced." A letter from the Washington National Records
Center to the NASA Headquarters Records Manager dated March 28, 1996
stated " our records indicate that the boxes were identified as missing in
1987 and have not been located since that date." NASA had no explanation
for the hand written markings on the document which indicated that the
records were still at the Washington National Records Center in 1994,

In other related correspondence, NASA indicated that they could only
"surmise this notation was in error." Since then, searches have been
conducted at numerous NASA installations for records concerning the
NASA Fragology Files. No other references to the files have surfaced so
far. This appears to be a new terminology that myself and other
researchers had not encountered before. How the NASA Fragology Files
relates to Project Moondust and possibly to reported UFO crashes s open
for speculation. It may be only coincidence, but it is interesting to note that
in 1987, both the first Kecksburg eyewitness who reported seeing the
object on the ground surfaced, and that as public interest in the case
escalated , the files reportedly disappeared. The incident had always been a
Pittsburgh area topic of discussion, since so many people remembered the
incident. As the media began to focus on the story, individuals who had
kept quiet about their involvement in the case for many years came
forward. Even today however, many people who have talked to us about
their knowledge of the case refuse to be identified, and there are many
others who apparently have never come forward according to relatives and
friends. Certain information has surfaced in recent years that suggests that
the governmernt does not want the information on the Kecksburg case
released. Is this because we recovered a Soviet space probe to study and
never returned it to that launching state as we had agreed to at the United
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Nations, or could we have recovered something much more unusual? The
question remains, where are the NASA Fragolgy Files? If you have any
information on this matter, 1 would appreciate your contacting me so that
we can exchange notes.

Breaking News!

As I am working on this newsletter, I have just received information on an
alleged UFO incident which occured in Northern Pennsylvania.
Preliminary information indicates that several people observed a large
bright green light hovering in the sky. Two separate objects broke away
from the larger light. After this, one light dropped straight down while a
red light went straight up. They apparently made numerous turns and
moved around the sky for sometime when the larger light just suddenly
vanished. Reportedly, a short time later, much aircraft activity began to
take place in the area, including the appearance of a helicopter. Reportedly,
there is usually little aircraft activity in the area. As more information
becomes available on this sighting It will be released.

Extraterrestrial Exposure Regulation "Reserved"

A NASA Regulation in effect since July 16, 1969 and has been a subject of
controversy, since it could possibly be interpreted that UFO abductees or
witnesses who claim to have been close to a UFO could be subject to a fine
of $5,000 or imprisoned for one year if they have been "Extraterrestrially
exposed” as defined by the NASA administrator in Title 14, Part 1211 of
the CFR (Code of Federal Regulations).

In section 1211.102 Definitions. (b) "Extraterrestrially exposed means the
state or condition of any person, property, animal, or other form of life or
matter whatever, who or which has: (1) Touched directly or come within
the atmospheric envelope of any other celestial body: or (2) Touched
directly or been in close proximity to (or been exposed indirectly to) any
person, property, animal or other form of life or matter who or which has
been extraterrestrially exposed by virtue of paragraph (b) (1) of this
section. Under section 1211.102-Definitions, it also states "Quarantine
means the detention, examination, and decontamination of any persons,
property, animal or other form of life or matter whatever that is
extraterrestrially exposed, and includes apprehension or seizure of such
person, property, animal or other form of life or matter whatever." The
regulation indicates that those who fall under this category can be placed
into a quarantine station that is under the control of armed guards. In a
letter response from NASA Headquarters in 1995, It was learned that as of
April 26, 1991, Title 14 CFR Part 1211, was removed from the Federal
Register. Along with the letter, NASA had provided a copy of the notice of
April 26, 1991 "reserving Part 1211 for future use by NASA." Pittsburgh
researcher Greg McCormick recently looked into the current status of this
regulation. McCormick states "I consulted several US government sources
to determine the current status of Part 1211 of Title 14 of the Code of
Federal Regulations which established procedures governing those who
have contact with extraterrestrial lifeforms. Book 14 of the CFR is updated
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annually as of January 1. The January 1, 1996 CFR still listed Part 1211 as
'Reserved.' The January 1, 1997 update for Title 14 was not available.
However, the LSA (List of CFR Sections Affected), which lists changes to
the CFR for all parts of Title 14 from January 2, 1996 through December
31, 1996, did not show the status of Part 1211 as having been changed in
any way. ] also searched the Federal Register online via GPO access for
the years 1995 through 1997. Included in the Federal register are Proposed
Rules from Federal Agencies and Organizations. My search returned no
hits relating to Title 14 CFR Part 1211, indicating no changes or rules were
proposed affecting this regulation through mid-February, 1997."

A Major UFO encounter

The following article was printed in the BORU Journal, No.2, Fall
1996 published by the Butler Organization for Research of the
Unexplained, 118 Beach Road, Chicora, PA. 16025.

September 10-11, 1995-Butler, PA/ Butler Twp., PA Butler County: One
of the most major UFO related events ever to occur in Western
Pennsylvania, this multiple witness sighting took place in the city of Butler
and around Butler Township. A chronology of this astounding event is as
follows:

8:15 PM- The initial reports received by BORU came from 10 individuals
on Main St. in Butler. The witnesses at this location report seeing a bright
light which was described as a bright star or planet. After a few minutes, a
large triangular-shaped object became visible. The object had five
"window" structures with the largest one in the center. Bright yellow-white
light was emanating from the windows. Witnesses also reported seeing an
additional smaller object with the same configuration. The smaller object
had the same red, blue, green and yeliow flashing lights around the
perimeter. Several of the eyewitnesses viewed the object through
bincoculars. The smaller object disappeared to the East and the larger
object drifted very slowly towards the West for about 30 minutes. Next the
large object abruptly shot out a beam of white light from beneath which
struck the ground. The object slowly moved towards the West for about 45
minutes before disappearing behind a group of trees. The object was
viewed for approximately 2 hours. The eyewitnesses notified the police at
approximately 8:30 P.M.

8:30PM-A Pennsylvania State Constable also viewed the object while in
Lyndora, PA Butler Township. What appeared at first to be a bright star
took shape as a large triangular-shaped object drifting toward Butler City.
The object was described as having bright white lights at each of the
corners and small red and green lights towards the front. The detailed
flight pattern given by the observer denotes that the object slowly moved
from the downtown Butler area to the intersection of PA 8 and McCalmont
Rd. From there the object moved towards East Butler then back across
Butler city towards the West. The entire duration of this sighting lasted
approximately 40 minutes.

9:05 PM-Several eyewitnesses reported that the police had a serious
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* interest in the object. Individuals who monitor public safety radio

transmissions in and around the Butler area report to BORU that police
were dispatched to the tier parking garage in Butler city to get a better look
at the object. While at the garage, officers reported looking at the object
through binoculars and reporting to the dispatcher. The dispatcher by her
own admission over the radio reported receiving numerous phone calls
concerning the object. At approximately 9:10 PM , the object shot a beam
of light at the officers on the roof of the tier parking garage. The frenzied
officers reported the unusual light beam back to the dispatcher.

9:15 PM-Several witnesses report seeing a triangular object shoot beams
of light toward the ground. The event was witnessed from a parking lot at a
shopping center near the near the intersection of PA 356 and PA 68.

12:00 AM-At this time, the police interest is immense. The object
suddenly reappears and is spotted by several individuals including police
officers at the intersection of PA 356 and North Duffy Rd. Witnesses
report that the object moved toward the West and disappeared over the
Moraine State Park area.

3:00 AM-The object reappeared a third time and approximately 25
individuals viewed the object from a restaurant on PA 356, Reports from
several of the witnesses state that the triangular-shaped object had bright
white lights at each corner and periodically moved slowly and hovered as it
moved from a SW to NE direction. The sighting lasted approximately 30
minutes.

Sept 11, 1995-Butler Twp, PA Butler County: An individual reported
seeing an object hover over his neighbor's house for several minutes. The
description of the object was identical to the object seen the previous
night. The sighting occurred at 2:35 A.M. and the witness reported the
sighting to the police shortly afterward.

Fireball with Sound Reported

On the evening of January 31, 1997, there were numerous reports of a
bright fireball seen crossing the sky in the vicinity of Williamsport, PA, in
Lycomming County. The sighting was accompanied by one or more loud
explosive sounds. Observations were reported over a large area. More
information will be forthcoming,

Lights in sky only flares

During the early morning hours of February 2, 1997, a bright green glow
was reported in the sky in Indiana County. A check around the area soon
made it apparent that the observation was localized, and a short time later
it was determined that the source of the odd lights were from flares being
fired during a military exercise being conducted by a local unit.

Looking back
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August 8, 1987-At approximately 9 PM, two people in a car are driving
near Tylersburg in Northern Clarion County. The driver observed a bright
glowing orange object that looked at first like a giant kite. She yelled to her
passenger to look at the strange object, who later stated that the object was
rising up from the ground, about 50 feet in the air, and about 75 yards from
the car. The object when first seen appeared to be made up of a massive
amount of electricity as bright flashes from all over the object similar to
arc welding was present. But as the object rose, it changed into a different
physical form. The object changed from an irregular shape into an
elliptical shaped object, still maintaining its orange color. The object
hovered, then moved forward in a slow manner. At times when the object
appeared to be flying just above the tree tops, the trees never showed any
motion, and there was no sound or wind observed. The object was keeping
pace with the car, and the witnesses followed the object for a couple of
miles. It was as though they were both watching each other. When the car
turned left, the object moved over a field and could be seen above the
trees. Suddenly the object shot straight up into the sky and moved so
quickly that it looked like a big orange dot within seconds. The witnesses
believed that it was likely that the object had landed before they first saw
it, as the craft was rising when they first observed it. Over the next couple
of hours, they heard the sound of jet aircraft flying overhead .

About the Anomalies Zone

The Anomalies Zone newsletter is published on an irregular basis. This
publication serves as an information exchange source for researchers and
investigators of unexplained events and UFO related matters. Information
from this newsletter may be used by other sources if credit is given to the
Anomalies Zone and Stan Gordon. However, in cases where the Anomalies
Zone credits other sources for the information, than that source should be
contacted for permission to use their material,

Keep coming back for periodic updates

Kecksburg: The Untold Story | Report UFQ Sightings | Newsletters |
Stan's Lecture Info
The Unexplained | Recent Sightings | Links | E-mail | About Stan
Gordon | HOME

http://www.westol.com/~paufo/newsletter. html 18/10/01




Pr&‘Moondust - Kevin Randle Page 1 of 5

Project Moon Dust
Chapter 8
The History of Project Moon Dust
by Kevin D. Randle, Captain, U.S.AF.R

When United States Senator Jeff Bingaman asked the Air Force about a classified project
called Moon Dust, Lieutenant Colonel John E. Madison of the Congressional Inquiry
Division, Office of Legislative Liaison, wrote, “There is no agency, nor has there ever been,
at Fort Belvoir, Virginia, which would deal with UFO’s or have any information about the
incident in Roswell. In addition, there is no Project Moon Dust or Operation Blue Fly. Those
missions have never existed.”

What the documentation, now available thanks in part to the Freedom of Information Act,
and the pioneering work of Clifford Stone, tells us is that Madison’s letter to a United States
Senator is, at best, inaccurate. The question can be asked was he merely uninformed, or was
he purposefully lying to a Senator? Stone, a researcher in Roswell, New Mexico, challenged
Madison’s response with a series of documents, which had been obtained through Freedom
of Information Act requests. He pointed out that documents originally classified as secret and
since downgraded, mentioned the code name Moon Dust, and specifically a project for UFO-
related materials. It also established as fact the location of the parent unit being at Fort
Belvoir, Virginia.

The response to this documented information was another letter to Senator Bingaman,
apparently from Madison’s boss in the Congressional Liaison Office. Colonel George M.
Mattingley, Jr., wrote, “This is in reply to your inquiry in behalf of Mr, Clifford E. Stone on
the accuracy of the information we previously provided to your office. Upon further review
of the case (which was aided by the several attachments to Mr. Stone’s letter), we wish to
amend the statements contained in the previous response to your inquiry.”

It is necessary here to suggest that the Air Force had been caught in a lie (or misinformation)
to Senator Bingaman because the documents were available to positively refute them? We
can look at this as a simple mistake, based on the lack of information available to the
Congressional Liaison Office and Lieutenant Colonel Madison. It can be suggested that
nothing nefarious was going on here. Madison simply wasn’t aware of the classified Project
Moon Dust and responded without checking the information, as he should have done.

We could believe that, except for the response written by Mattingley after Madison had been
caught. It would seem that once they had been caught, they would be sure their information
would be as accurate as possible.

Mattingley, in his letter to Bingaman to correct the previous mistakes, wrote, “In 1953,
during the Korean War, the Air Defense Command organized intelligence teams to deploy,
recover, or exploit at the scene downed enemy personnel, equipment, and aircraft. The unit
with responsibility for maintaining these teams was located at Fort Belvoir, Virginia. As the
occasion never arose to use these air defense teams, the mission was assigned to
Headquarters, United States Air Force in 1957 and expanded to include the following peace-
time functions: a) Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs), to investigate reliably reported UFOs
within the United States; b) Project MOON DUST, to recover objects and debris from space
vehicles that had survived re-entry from space to earth; ¢) Operation BLUE FLY, to
expeditiously retrieve Soviet Bloc equipment.”

Having access to the previously classified 4602d records, I know that Mattingley’s
statements are not accurate. By the end of 1953, after the wave of summer sightings in 1952,
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T Blue Book had virtually ceased to exist, the 4602d was involved in UFO sighting
investigations. Mattingley suggested the change came in 1957, but Mattingley is wrong. The
only question is if he was as ill-informed as Madison, or if he was deliberately trying to
suggest something else.

Mattingley also wrote, “These teams were eventually disbanded because of a lack of activity;
Project MOON DUST teams and Operation BLUE FLY missions were similarly
discontinued. The Air Force has no information that any UFOs were ever confirmed downed
in the United States.”

Again, this simply isn’t the truth.; We know from released documents that Moon Dust wasn’t
discontinued. Its code name was changed after it was compromised. Robert G. Todd, in a
letter from the Air Force dated July 1, 1987, learned that the “nickname Project Moon Dust
no longer officially exists.” According to Colonel Phillip E. Thompson, deputy assistant
chief-of-staff, Intelligence, “It, [Project Moon Dust] has been replaced by another name that
is not releasable. FTD’s [Foreign Technology Division, headquartered at Wright-Patterson]
duties are listed in a classified passage in a classified regulation that is being withheld because
it is currently and properly classified.”

And, we know, from documentation, much of it recovered from State Department records,
that Moon Dust teams were notified and dispatched for various cases, some examples of
which will follow here. It should be made clear that most of these cases deal with material
and wreckage that is clearly of terrestrial origin. The point here is not to prove an
extraterrestrial connection, but to confirm the use of Moon Dust teams, which contradicts the
statements made by Colonel Mattingley to Senator Bingaman. The messages also confirm
Moon Dust interest in UFOs and the involvement of the State Department.

On the night of March 25-26, 1968, four objects fell in an area of Nepal. The American
embassy in Kathmandu, in a secret message dated July 23, alerted the 1127th USAF Field
Activities Group, which had once been the 4602d, and the 1006th at Fort Belvoir, that they
expected full cooperation with the government of Nepal. The subject of the message was. ..
MOON DUST.

It is clear from the messages that the debris was readily identifiable to the staff at the embassy
in Nepal. They had seen photographs of three of the items but had not been allowed to
inspect the fourth. They noted that a “technical team should not be sent unless visual
examination of the fourth object is felt essential.”

This is, of course, a backward way of getting to the point. However, the embassy did prove
that technical teams were available and that they were dispatched. The composition of those
teams was described in another document that surfaced in the various Freedom of
Information Act requests made.

Stone provided me with a copy of a document created in November 1961. It seemed to be
directing the creation of the reinforcement of AFCIN Intelligence Team personnel. That
document, however, is now wrapped in controversy because two versions have been
discovered.

First, we must understand what this document is. The problem, according to the opening
statement is, “To provide qualified personnel to AFCIN intelligence teams.” The document
has a section deleted and then, in paragraph 2, subsection C, says, “In addition to their staff’
duty assignments, intelligence team personnel have peacetime duty functions in support of
such Air Force Projects such as Moon Dust, Blue Fly, and UFO, and other AFCIN directed
quick reaction projects which require intelligence team operational capabilities (see
Definitions).”

It should be pointed out that this document ties Moon Dust, Blue Fly, and UFOs together. It
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m out that their assignments already existed, and they were already assigned personnel.

The definitions mentioned appear in paragraph 5. It covers not only those assigned to the
teams, but also the terms used in the document itself. What is important here is the fact that
“Moon Dust,” “Blue Fly,” and “UFO” are all parts of the definitions. Moon Dust is defined
“As a specialized aspect of its overall material exploitation program, Headquarters USAF has
established Project Moon Dust to locate, recover and deliver descended foreign space
vehicles.”

Although Mattingley defines Blue Fly as an operation to “expeditiously retrieve downed
Soviet Bloc equipment,” this document suggests that Blue Fly was “established to facilitate
expeditious delivery to FTD of Moon Dust or other items of great technical intelligence
interest.” Certainly, Soviet Bloc equipment would fit into that definition, but it covers other
items, including UFO-related debris, as well.

And finally, under definitions, it says, “Unidentified Flying Objects (UFQ): Headquarters
USAF has established a program for investigation of reliably reported unidentified flying
objects within the United States. AFR 200-2 delineates 1127th collection responsibilities.”

The second version of this document, one that T have seen, is exactly the same as the first,
but contains a handwritten note that says it was a draft proposal and that it was never
implemented. Robert Todd located this version. It is clearly the same as the first document,
which I have in my possession, the difference being a handwritten note at the top. Barry
Greenwood of Citizens Against UFQ Secrecy suggested to me that the version Stone has, a
copy of which he supplied to me, is the same as the version Todd has, with the exception of
the handwritten note. According to Greenwood, the two versions are the same, and the
source id the same, but someone inside the UFO community removed the handwritten note
before releasing it to other UFO researchers. Greenwood seems to suspect Stone of having
altered the document for the purpose of advancing his belief in Project Moon Dust and the
missions it carried out.

Stone, on the other hand, claimed that he received his version from military sources without
the handwritten note. His sources were not the same as those used by Todd, and he didn’t
receive his copy from Todd. Stone also makes the point that the handwritten note is
irrelevant and refers only to the “Action Recommended” section at the end of the document.
The other material, referring to “Factors Bearing on the Problem” and the “Discussion”
reflects the situation as it already existed. In other words, the discussion about the
composition of the teams and their missions was not a suggestion to develop those teams.
The “not implemented” statement referred to adding, or tasking, additional Air Force
personnel with Moon Dust.

So what we have, then, based on the documentation, inctuding the disputed AFCIN
intelligence team documents, are two letters from the Air Force to a United States senator
that do not reflect accurate information. Even after being caught once, the Air Force came
back with information that was less than perfect. And even if Todd and Greenwood are right
in asserting that the November 1961 document was merely a draft, it provides information
about the various projects and operations that were in existence at the time.

In fact, the information about the composition of the intelligence teams is corroborated by
other documents I recovered through both the Freedom of Information Act and general
research conducted through the Air Force Archives at Maxwell Air Force Base in Alabama.

As mentioned elsewhere, I learned that members of the 4602nd and later the 1127th learned

parachuting, horseback riding and animal packing, skiing, mountain climbing and various

other survival skills. The November document, under “Criteria” notes, “Intelligence

personnel can perform effectively only with an adequate background of training and

experience. Inadequately qualified personnel in such assignment would be a liability rather
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_ ot an asset to successful accomplishment of the mission.”

The question that must be asked is if the Moon Dust personnel were ever used. Clearly,
since the mission began in 1953 and continues today, as far as we can tell from the
information available, we must answer, “Yes.” This, too, is a contradiction to the letters from
Madison and Mattingley.

Stone, in his response to the Madison letter, enclosed two debriefings of Soviet pilots in
which UFQ sightings were mentioned. If there was no interest in UFOs, Stone wondered
what purpose was served by including that information. Mattingley replied, “Enclosures 3
and 4 of Mr. Stone’s letter pertain to debriefings of two Soviet sources who were being
interviewed for possible military information of interest. Their recounts of UFO sightings,
even though they had occurred many times earlier, were included in the report for historical
interest and were incidental to the main purpose of the report.”

It is possible that Mattingley, in this respect, was being candid. But the question that can be
asked is what historical interest can there be in sightings of objects that, according to the Air
Force, do not exist? Why waste valuable time and effort recounting old UFO sightings? Just
what was the historical context to which he referred?

Stone, in his rebuttal, argued, “Inclosures 3 and 4 were once classified Air Force Intelligence
Reports. Inclosure 3 was IIR 1 517 0002 88, dated November 25, 1987, entitled Soviet
Aircrew Sightings of Unexplained Phenomena. This report deals with UFO sightings that
occurred in 1984 and later.”

Stone asks, and rightly so, “What was the main purpose of these reports?? They deal directly
with UFO sightings and make no references to Soviet missiles, or MIGs, or tanks. So what
was the main purpose of these reports to which UFOs were incidental???”

So exactly what was Project Moon Dust? Did the Air Force ever activate it? Did the team
members ever participate in the retrieval of an alien spacecraft?

We have a time frame for the beginning of the project from Mattingley’s letter: 1953. As we
have seen from the project’s history, this was apparently an outgrowth of the situation in the
summer of 1952. If Moon Dust came into existence at that time, to take over the
investigative duties that had formerly rested with Blue Book, we have one set of answers.
Blue Book was too public and the military was afraid of what might be spilled into the public
arena because of that.

We must remember that in that time, at least publicly, the Air Force was telling us that there
was no evidence for the existence of UFOs. If they were convinced of the accuracy of that
statement, then why form teams to recover the material?

Teams were formed. We’ve already seen the documentation about it. And I know they were
deployed. Again, there is documentation, but there is also personal testimony. Brigadier
General Arthur Exon was the base commander at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base in the
mid-1960s. During an interview I conducted with him in May 1990, he said, “Well, the way
this happened to me was that I would get a call and say that the crew or the team was leaving
and they knew... There was such and such a time and they wanted an airplane and pilots to
take X number of people to wherever... They might be gone two or three days or might be
gone a week,

According to Exon, these were officers assigned to the Washington, D.C., area. They would
fly into Wright-Patterson on commercial flights and then deploy on military aircraft. Their
missions, according to Exon, were to investigate UFO sightings. He mentioned a case in
Arizona where the craft had touched down and left a burned area.
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These were, according to Exon, priority missions. He didn’t ask questions, just alerted the
proper facilities and scheduled the flights using their aircraft. It is clear, however, that these
were Moon Dust teams engaging in the collection of UFO-related material Exon retired
about the time that Project Blue Book was closed. His information doesn’t suggest that any
activity survived the end of Blue Book. However, it must be noted that Blue Book was based
at Wright-Patterson, and if the officers coming into Ohio had been part of Blue Book, they
would have already been there. In other words, it suggests an agency outside of Blue Book
was interested in UFOs.

The other documents we’ve seen show that Moon Dust survived the end of Project Blue
Book. There are, of course, the State Department records, and Colonel Thompson’s letter
telling Todd that the name, Moon Dust, had been changed.

Moon Dust became the real investigation of UFOs, the secret study that all of us claimed
existed and that the Air Force denied. It was carried out by specially trained intelligence
personnel. And, its existence was denied by the Air Force despite the facts.

Now we have all the data.

Kevin Randle

Source: Project Moon Dust, Pages 151-161

Full permission granted to produce this web page granted by the author, Kevin Randle
Copyright © 1998 by Kevin D. Randle, ISBN: 0-380-72692-0, Avon Books,
http://www.AvonBooks.com

(This web page was created for the NICAP web site by Francis Ridge and Tim
Edwards)

NICAP Home

http://www.nicap.dabsol.co.uk/moondust. htm 18/10/01
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Updated : may2001

SECRET PROJECTS
PROJECT BLUE TEAM.
THIS WAS THE FIRST PROJECT RESPONSIBLE FOR RECOVERY OF

CRASHED ALIEN CRAFT OR ALIENS. IT WAS A U.5. AIRFORCE
COMMAND PROJECT.

White Sands. New Mexls

OFFICIAL INVESTIGATIONS & TOF SECRET PROJECTS.

1948 - 1948 PROJECT SIGN ( KNOWN AS PROJECT SAUCER TO THE PRESS ).

WAS AN OFFICIAL INVESTIGATION INTO UFO'S BY THE AIR FORCE
INTELLIGENCE ESTABLISHMENT AND THE CiA. IT WAS A TOP SECRET
PROJECT IN THE BEGINNING .IT USED ROCKET EXPERTS , AERONAUTICAL
ENGINEERS AND AND ASTROPHYSICISTS TO WORK ON THE CASES. IT WAS
RESPONSIBLE FOR DETERMINING WHETHER THE ALIEN PRESENGCE WAS A
THREAT TO THE US NATIONAL SECURITY. IT'S CONCLUSIONS THAT UFO'S
WERE REAL & INTERPLANETARY CRAFT. iN AN QFFICIAL REPORT THEY
ADMITTED THAT OUTSIDE OUR SOLAR SYSTEM THEIR COULD BE INTELLIGENT

hitp://etreality.topcities.com/exposure. html 18/10/01
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ITFE. THE PENTAGON REBUKED THEIR CLAIMS SAYING THAT IT WAS SCIENCE
FICTION FANTASY.

1848 EARLY- DEC 1948 PROJECT GRUDGE. SiGN WAS RENAMED PROJECT
GRUDGE - & SECRET INVESTIGATION BY THE ATIC {AIR TECHNICAL
INTELLIGENCE CENTER).ESTABLISHED TO DETERMINE THE REALITY OF THE
UFQ PHENCOMENON. DIRECTED BY AIR FORCE CHIEF OF STAFF HOYT
VANDERBERG. IT EXPLAINED AWAY ALL SIGHTINGS AS NORMAL ANOMALIES.
THIS PROJECT RELIED ONLY ON SCIENTISTS AND EXPERTS THAT WERE
CONTRACTED BY THE AIR FORCE & OFFICERS IN THE SIGHTING AREA TO
PROVIDE A REPORT. THIS PROJECT WAS FUNDED BY THE CIA AND FROM
BLACK BUDGET FUNDS.

PROJECT TWINKLE

BASED IN N. MEXICO - USED CAMERAS & OPTICAL EQUIPMENT WAITING FOR
SIGHTINGS. IT LASTED ONE YEAR.

PROJECT SIGMA

1954- WAS FORMED TO ESTABLISH COMMUNICATION WITH ALIENS.

i

CELYING
L SAUCERS:

20 304535 2

PROJECT BLUE BDOK

PROJECT GRUDGE HAD AN OVERT COUNTERPART CALLED PROJECT BLUE
BOOK- ONLY SAFE REPORTS WERE PABSED ON TO BLUEBOOK . THIS WAS A
DETAILED AIRFARE STUDY AND iT WAS ESTABLISHED AS AN AIR FORCE
PUBLIC INFORMATION OFFICE TO HANDLE UFO INQUIRIES .CAPTAIN
EDJRUPELT WAS ORIGINALLY THE CHIEF INVESTIGATOR, ALSO ON THE TEAM
WERE JALLEN HYNEK & MAJOR DONALD E. KEYHOE.

IT EXPLAINED AWAY UFO SIGHTINGS AS HOAXES,
HALLUCINATIONS ,VENUS ,OR WEATHER BALLOONS . DISCREDITING

http://etreality.topcities.com/exposure.html 18/10/01
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ITNESSES STATEMENTS . THE PROJECTS CONCLUSION “ THAT LITTLE iF
ANYTHING HAS COME FROM THE STUDY OF UF('S AND THAT THE LEAST
LIKELY EXPLANATION IS THE HYPOTHES!S OF VISITATION BY INTELLIGENT
BEINGS “ T WAS TERMINATED IN 1969,

PROJECT MOONDUST

1960°S - A SPACE DEBRIS PROGRARNM SET UP BY US AIRFORCE AT WRIGHT
PATTERSON BASE. FOR THE RECOVERY OF SATELLITE AND MISSILE DEBRIS .
ALSG HAD AN INTEREST N UFQ’S AND COULD HAVE BEEN INVOLVED IN
RECOVERING OTHER GBJECTS.

THERE HAVE BEEN MANY OTHER PROJECTS TO DO WITH THIS
PHENOMENON .AND | AM SURE THEY ARE GOING ON TO THIS DAY.

THE FB! DENIED INVOLVEMENT IN UFD INVESTIGATIONS UNTIL DR BRUCE
MACCABEE FILED A FOIA REPORT.

1950°5 UFO WAVE.

THERE WAS A BIG UFO WAVE DURING 1882 WHERE MANY WITNESSED UFO'S .
IT CAUSED CONCERN IN THE MILITARY. THERE WAS A BIG SIGHTING OVER THE
WHITEHOQUSE IN WASHINGTON DCUIN MID JULY 1952, 1T WAS NAMED THE JULY
CRISIS . UFO'S HOVERED GVER THE CAPITAL FOR 5 HOURS. THE OBJECTS
WERE MOVING AT SPEEDRS FROM 120 MILES PER HOUR TO 7, 200 MILES AN
HOUR (2 MILES PER SECOND). THIS WAS SEEN CLEARLY ON RADAR.

MANY OTHER SIGHTINGS OCCURRED THROUGH THE 50°S.
RAF BENTWATERS- ENGLAND -1958.

A SIGHTING BY RAF & US AIR FORCE TOOK PLACE AUGUST WHERE AT LEAST
ONE UFG WAS TRACKED BY 3 DIFFERENT RADAR.

http://etreality topcities. com/exposure.html 18/10/01
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NASA SHUTTLE TEATHER BREAK-5TS 78 FOOTAGE.

THIS STILL S TAKEN FROM THE SPACE SHUTTLE . THE VIDEO
FOOTAGE OF THE SATELLITE TETHER BREAK SHOWS 100'S OF
OBJECTS,OR LIFE FORMS THAT FLOCK IN ARQUND THE 12 MILE
TETHER AS IT BREAKS .SOME OF THESE DISC SHAPES MAY BE 1
MILE WIDE .THEY MOVE IN FRONT OF AND BEHIND THE TETHER
WATHOUT BUMPING INTO ONE ANOTHER . THESE SAME OBJECTS
ARE ALSO SEEN ON THE PREVICUS §TS FOOTAGE .THANKS TO

MARTIN STUBBS IN CANADA WE ARE ABLE TO SEE THIS EVENT ON
VIDEQ .

ASTRONAUGHTS.

FORMER ASTRONAUGHT GORDON COOPER WAS ONE OF MANY TG
WITNESS VEHICLES WHILE QUT IN DEEP SPACE . IN 1983 WHILE IN
EARTHS ORBIT HE WAS APPROACHED BY A GREENISH GLOWING
DISK WITH A FAINT RED GLOW ON ONE SIDE . IT TRAVELED EAST TO
WEST WHICH IS SOMETHING THAT SATELLITES DON'TDO . 1T WAS
WATCHED BY THE TRACKING STATION . NEAR ALL ASTRONAUGHTS
HAVE SEEN UFO'S . EDWARD MCDIVIT -- GEMINI 4 - PHOTOGRAPHED
AN EGG SHAPED OBJECT WIiTH A TRAIL NASA’S OWN LOG SAY'SIT
WAS SPACE DEBRIS IHE ADMITS TO SEEING THE OBJECT BUTHE
DIDN'T THINK IT WAS ANOMALOUS.

15T MOON MISSION - CONTROL RECORDED STRANGE NOISES OF AN
UNIDENTIFIED SPACE CRAFT .

DISCOVERY MISSION-1989 MARCH A MARYLAND HAM RADIO OPERATOR
http://etreality topeities.com/exposure.html 18/10/01
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KED UP THE VOICE OF DISCOVERY PILGT JOHN BLAHAH ---“HOUSTON THIS
IS DISCOVERY WE HAVE THE ALIEN SPACECRAFT UNDER CBSERVANCE™

SOVIET MISSIONS

HAVE SEEN MANY UFO'S AND HAVE PHOTOGRAPHIC EVIDENCE . PHOBOS 1& 2
-- MARS JULY 1988 RUSSIAN UNMANNED SATELLITE PROBES .

PHOBOS 1 WAS LOST ON THE WAY SUPPOSEDLY DUE TO A RADIO COMMAND
ERROR .THEN PHOBOS 2 ARRIVED AT WARS JAN 1988 AND WHEN IT ALIGNED
iTSELF WITH PHOBOS THE MARTIAN MOON THINGS STARTED TO GO
WRONG MISSION CONTROL STATED THAT THE PROBE FAILED TO
COMMUNICATE WiTH EARTH AFTER COMPLETING ITS MISSION . THE LASY
TRANSMISSION FROM PHOBCS WAS LEAKED OUT OF THE SOVIET BY A
RUSSIAN ASTRONAUGHT COLONEL MARINA POPQOVICH , IT SHOWED A HUGE
CYLINDRICAL SPACESHIP ABQUT 20 KM LONG |, A CIGAR SHAPED SHIP . AFTER
THE LAST TRANSMISSION THE PROBE PHOBGS DISAPPEARED . ACCORDING
TO THE RUSSIANS IT WAS HIT OR DESTROYED . THE CIGAR SHAPED OBJECT
CAST A SHADOW ACROSS MARS SURFACE , THIS SHADOW WAS ALSO
PHOTOGRAPHED BY PHOBOS . OTHER PHOTO TAKEN OF MARS SURFACE
SHOWED PARALLEL LINES WHICH COVERED AN AREA OF ABOUT 150 SQ MILES
THIS AREA WAS A SOURCE CF HEAT RADIATION WHICH DIDN'T APPEAR
NATURAL .

MARS OBSERVER 1992-1993

ANOTHER PROBE THAT APPARENTLY WAS LOST ACCORDING TO NASA . A& 337
DAY VOYAGE TO MARS . ITS MISSION TO MAP THE MARS SURFACE FOR 2
YEARS MID NOV 1993 IT WAS T BEGIN MAPPING THE SURFACE THEN ON

2ZND AUGUST 1993 NASA ANNQUNCED THEY HAD LOST CONTACT WITH THE
CRAFT.

AREA 51/ 584 GROON LAKE NEVADA

AREAS1 SATELLITE VIEW

http://etreality.topcities.com/exposure. html 18/10/01
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MEMORANDUM

MOD Form 4 3 2//

(Revised 5/84)

To: DI Sec
Room 306
Old War Office

Date: 6 November 2001
Your Ref:

From:  DAS-LA-Ops&Pol1
Room 6/73
Metropole Building

Our Ref: D/DAS(Sec)/64/3

" Subject: LETTER FROM )

Our office deals with correspondence from members of the public with
regard to “UFOs”. The attached letter from 141& has not

written to us before,

has been passed to us:

As the letter does not actually mention “UF0S” but refers to the
Anthrax scare and British agents etc.. I thought that perhaps it
might be more appropriate for your area to respond?

Rank/
Appointment: -61

Name In
Block -)‘ Signature:
Letters:
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N e ction 20| 32

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct diaf) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
(GTN)

Your Reference
Qur Refgrence

Cambridge D/DAS/64/3
Date
s ocion /3

Thank you for your letter of 2 October 2001 addressed to Dr Moonie. This office is the focal
point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence concerning ‘unidentified flying objects’
and I have been asked to reply.

You will be aware from Dr Moonie’s previous letter to Anne Campbell MP, that the integrity of
the UK’s airspace is maintained through continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area by
the RAF and any potential threat is responded to at the time. The Ministry of Defence therefore
only examines reports of ‘UFQ’ sightings passed to us, to see if they provide evidence that UK
airspace might have been compromised by potentially hostile or unauthorised military aircraft.
If there is no such evidence we do not attempt to identify precisely what was seen.

With regard to ‘The Disclosure Project’, we are aware that many people have reported seeing
various phenomena and have made testimonies as to their experiences. However, we are satisfied
that the procedures that we have in place are sufficient for our defence role and we have no plans
to review these testimonies.

Yours sincerely,
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To ONS(5e<) ¢ RefNo 72 L no01

Date (. -(¢)—OI

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

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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02 October 2001

Dear Dr Moonie

Ref: MART004/011185/SS
EXTRATERRESTRIAL PRESENCE

Thank you for your letter of 24™ July 2001. | appreciate you taking the time to respond in
some detail to the issues | raised concerning the extraterrestrial presence on Earth. My
reason for writing to you again is that | am concerned by the answers | received from the
MoD.

You stated that. “We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural
phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose...”. You
should be aware that Lord Strabolgi, representing HM Government in the 1979 House of
Lords debate on UFOs acknowledged that there were straightforward explanations. Yet
both Lord Strabolgi and yourself have overlooked the undeniable fact that many thousands
of sightings have been made by highly qualified military and civilian observers — whose
evidence is compelling and whose credentials are beyond question. Documentary evidence
made available in the USA under the Freedom of Information Act proves conclusively that
UFOs have been the subject of intensive covert study by various secret, compartmentalised
groups since 1945,

Your letter stated that there is no need for public hearings as there already exists an MoD
channel for the reporting of sightings. | disagree. On the contrary, there are compelling
reasons beyond the mere recording of anomalous sightings to hold such hearings.

There exists a growing number of credible persons from military, intelligence and private
industry who are now prepared to come forward and provide irrefutable proof of the
existence of extraterrestrial craft on Earth. These honourable and patriotic persons feel that
it is now appropriate to publicly disclose the reality of ET visitation. Such withesses are also
able to provide evidence of the existence of covert, unacknowledged projects whose
purpose has been to study and replicate these craft. The purpose of public, secrecy-free
hearings would therefore be to make the ET presence a matter of public record and the first
vital step in opening debate about the immense ramifications of such visitations. I'm sure
you will appreciate that there is a world of difference between the recording of, say, a few
lights in the sky and the disclosure of ET/UFOQ reality on our world.

| attach three documents which may be of interest to you. Though US-based, The
Disclosure Projects objectives clearly transcend mere national boundaries and have obvious
global ramifications. Please read these documents with an open-mind, you may be
surprised at what you learn.

Project Director, Dr Steven Greer, will be visiting the UK in December 2001 for a series of
public lectures. Dr Greer has briefed sitting CIA and DIA directdrs, the Joint Chiefs of Staff,
White House officials and Congressional members and aides. If you and any MoD officials
would like to receive a confidential briefing, | should be mest pieased to make the necessary
arrangements.

Yours sincerely




For Immediate Release
The Disclosure Project, April 30, 2001,
Contact:

Alfred Webre 604-733-8134
Dr. Steven Greer 540-456-8302

BACKGROUND BRIEFING POINTS FOR
CONGRESSIONAL HEARINGS & LEGISLATION

The Disclosure Project is a non-profit research effort that has, since 1993, been identifying top-secret
military, government and other witnesses to UFO and Extraterrestrial events.

To date, several bundred such witnesses have been identified throughout the world and spanning every
branch of the armed services, the NRO, DIA, CIA, NASA, the former USSR, and other agencies and
countries. Over 100 have been videotaped, thus far; 70 have been transcribed into edited testimony. A
four hour videotape summary of testimony and an over 500 page briefing document is available that
contains excerpts of this historic testimony.

The weight of this testimony, along with supporting government documents and other evidence,
establishes beyond any doubt the reality of extraterrestrial life forms, UFOs, or extraterrestrial vehicles,
and advanced energy and propulsion technologies resulting from the study of these vehicles.

The testimony and evidence proves that these vehicles have been tracked on radar on many occasion,
have landed and/or crashed on terra firma, and have been retrieved and studied by specialized and
compartmentalized projects. Advanced technologies which have been identified from the study of these
vehicles, once disclosed, will replace currently used forms of energy generation and propulsion. These
technologies will enable the earth to attain a sustainable civilization without pollution, energy shortages,
or global warming. These technologies are already fully operational. They have been developed within
super-secret, unacknowledged special access projects. In short, the definitive solution to the world’s
energy, pollution, and poverty problems exists within compartmentalized projects that need planned
disclosure and relevant legislation.

The programs controlling this issue are operating outside of legally required Congressional oversight.
Even Presidents have been left out of the loop, deliberately deceived, and denied access. Therefore,
urgent action is needed on the part of Congress, the White House, and other institutions to obtain the
necessary oversight and control of these operations to ensure that these now-classified technologies are
prepared for disclosure and the eventual near-term application for world cooperative encrgy generation
and propulsion.

A clear and on-going threat to the national security and world peace has arisen because of unauthorized
covert actions that have led to the targeting and downing of these extraterrestrial vehicles and to related
covert plans to weaponize space. Since it can be proven that we are sharing space with other civilizations,
it is critical that a full disclosure of this long suppressed information take place, and that the National
Missile Defense System (NMD/BMD/SDL.) be re-evaluated by policy makers in light of these revelations.

There is no evidence that these extraterrestrial civilizations are hostile to bumanity or the earth. Rather,
the testimony shows that they are very concerned about nuclear and space-based weapons systems, and
human warfare. Therefore, a cooperative world policy and law must be immediately established to
prohibit the targeting and striking of these vehicles.
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Urgent Congressional, White House and UN action is needed to allow any and all witnesses to testify
under oath so that a full, honest and open disclosure may occur this year, 2001, including witnesses with
high level security clearances.

A US Presidential Executive Order is needed to protect these military, government, and other witnesses,
and to declassify secret projects and their related technologies. '

The world community needs to research and develop diplomatic programs and protocols, laws and
treaties to address this issue and to interface with these civilizations in a manner that is peaceful, non-
violent and mutually beneficial.

WE, THE PEOPLE, CALL ON THE U.S. CONGRESS;

*To hold open, secrecy-free hearings on the UFO/Extraterrestrial presence on and around Earth.

*To hold open hearings on advanced energy and propulsion systems related to the subject that, when
publicly released, will provide solutions to global environmental and other challenges.

*To enact legislation which will ban all space-based weapons.

*To enact comprehensive legislation to research, develop and explore space peacefully and cooperatively
with all cultures on Earth and in space.

Witnesses will present the reality and implications of these issues at a Press Briefing on:

Wednesday, May 9, 2001
8 - 9 AM - Continental Breakfast;
9:00 AM - 11:00 AM - Press Conference

The National Press Club Ballroom
529 14™ Strect NW, 13 Floor
Washington, DC

The Press Briefing will include:
Overview by Dr. Greer; Witness Presentations; Release of Statement for Congress; Questions

For those members of the press that cannot be in Washington for this historic press conference, you may
also view the news conference on the Internet since it will be WEBCAST LIVE on May 9" from 9 to 11
a.m. EDT at the following web site:

hiip;

Further information including a Disclosure Executive Briefing Document Summary will be forthcoming
on the web at: www.disclosureproject.org prior to the Press Conference.




For Immediate Release
Contact:
Alfred Webre 604-733-8134
Dr. Steven Greer 540-456-8302

Wednesday, May 9™ 2001
8 - 9 AM - Continental Breakfast
9:00 AM - 11:00 AM - Press conference

The National Press Club Ballroom
529 14™ Street NW, 13" Floor
Washington, DC

MILITARY, GOVERNMENT WITNESSES TO
PROVIDE TESTIMONY ON UFO/EXTRATERRESTRIAL PRESENCE;
CONGRESSIONAL LEGISLATION SOUGHT

On Wednesday, May 9" over twenty military, intelligence, government, corporate and scientific
witnesses will come forward at the National Press Club in Washington, DC to establish the
reality of UFOs or extraterrestrial vehicles, extraterrestrial life forms, and resulting advanced
energy and propulsion technologies. The weight of this first-hand testimony, along with
supporting government documentation and other evidence, will establish without any doubt the
reality of these phenomena, according to Dr. Steven M. Greer, director of the Disclosure Project
which is hosting the event.

The Disclosure Project, a non-profit research organization, is calling for open Congressional
hearings on the UFO/Extraterrestrial presence, and for legislation that will ban space-based
weapons. Congressmnal hearmgs were last held in 1968 by the House Science and Astronautics
Committee (90" Congress, 2* Session, Committee Print No. 7. “Symposium on Unidentified
Flying Objects.”)

The Pro]ect has identified several hundred witnesses throughout the world
branch of the armed services, the National Reconnaissance Office (NRO), DIA, CIA, NASA,

.Russm UK, and other agencies and countries. Over 100 have been videotaped,;

70 have been transcribed into edited testimony. Videotaped summary of the testimony and an in-
depth briefing document with witness transcripts will be available at the press conference.

Among the witnesses attending the event are: John Callahan, former Division Chief of the
Accidents and Investigations Branch, FAA; Master Sergeant Dan Morris, former US Air Force
and NRO operative with cosmic top secret clearance; Dr. Carol Rosin, space missile defense
consultant and former spokesperson for Wernher Von Braun; Major George A. Filer II1, former
Air Force Intelligence; Graham Bethune, retired Navy commander pilot with a top-secret
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clearance; Michael Smith, former Air Traffic Controller, US Air Force; Sergeant Clifford Stone,
United States Army; Lt. Col. Robert Salas, former SAC Launch Controller, US Air Force and
FAA.

Participants in this phase of the disclosure effort are asking for Congressional, White House and
UN action to allow witnesses to testify under oath in open hearings. The group is requesting a
Presidential Executive Order to protect witnesses afraid of violating security oaths and to
declassify documents and secret projects for the benefit of all world citizens.

“These testimonies establish once and for all that we are not alone. Technologies related to
extraterrestrial phenomena are capable of providing solutions to the global energy crisis, and
other environmental and security challenges,” says Dr. Greer.

The Disclosure team and selected witnesses will be meeting with members of Congress and
conducting briefings to address these issues and call for legislation.

For those members of the press that cannot be in Washington for this historic press conference,
you may also view the news conference on the Internet since it will be WEBCAST LIVE on
May 9" from 9 to 11 a.m. EDT at the following web site:

http://www.connectlive. com/events/disclosureproject

Further information including a Disclosure Executive Briefing Document Summary will be
forthcoming on the web at: www.disclosureproject.org prior to the Press Conference.

The Press Briefing will include:
Overview by Dr. Greer; Witness Presentations;
Release of Statement for Congress; Questions

The Disclosure Project: April 30, 2001




DISCLOSURE AND 9/11

AN ANALYSIS BY

DISCLOSURE PROJECT DIRECTOR STEVEN M. GREER M.D.

As we mourn the tragic loss of precious life on September 11, and as we all pray for
justice and peace in the world, let us also rededicate our lives to the task of creating a
world in which those atrocious and evil acts can never be repeated. Let us pray for the
world and our nation and ask that Providence guide our leaders and protect our soldiers
as we unite to create a safe and just world.

Having lived in the Middle East for 3 years, during which time I saw first hand the
madness and horror of terrorism, I have no illusions about the scale of the problem we are
facing: Those who live in the utmost bigotry, religious fanaticism and evil, bloodthirsty
hatred are seldom reached by reason. Those few rabid dogs who threaten the whole of
humanity must be restrained, and if necessary put down.

But we must distinguish between short - term remedies, however necessary, and long-
term cures. To avert an even graver cataclysm, great care must be taken, and we need to
look deeply at the larger causes of the sickness that visited New York and Washington on
9/11.

I have been asked what relation the Disclosure Project may have to the healing of this
consuming and potentially lethal illness that has afflicted humanity in this, the
millennium of peace. Is the Disclosure Project relevant in this new world?

Yes, more than ever.

For nearly 10 years we have been meeting with senior CIA, Pentagon and political
figures, advocating a general disclosure on so-called UFOs, Extraterrestrial Intelligence
and related energy and propulsion systems currently held by illegal, 'classified' projects.
These projects, unsupervised by the Congress or President, are illegal, rogue, shadowy
operations that are a direct threat to both short term and long-term national and world
security concerns. Their 'black’ funding status deprives genuine security, intelligence and
military programs of much needed support and technological resources. And they are
withholding from valid, legal projects the new technologies that could both prevent and
intercept the catastrophe of 9/11.

The valid, true, legal government of We The People is deprived of both technologies and
funding that could have prevented the massive national security and intelligence failure
that led to the events of 9/11. While conventional and legal programs are starved for
staffing and new technologies, clandestine and rogue black projects are awash in upwards
of $100 Billion per year. Largely privatized, these operations have both the means and
the technologies to have prevented 9/11. And yet they did nothing.



Why? Because they do not exist. Consider these words of Sen. Inouye: "There exists a
shadowy Government with its own Air Force, its own Navy, its own fundraising
mechanism, and the ability to pursue its own ideas of the national interest, free from all
checks and balances, and free from the law itself."

In the unacknowledged world of such projects (see the book 'Disclosure’ by this author)
there exist the technologies to monitor, intercept and penetrate the terrorist cells of
Osama bin Laden and others. But this is a case of not just the left hand not knowing what
the right hand is doing: the left hand does not even know the right hand exists.

Such ‘'shadowy' projects hide within the vast bureaucracy of government, military
intelligence, corporate, laboratory and institute operations in the U.S. and abroad -
compartmented away from the public, the Congress and usually even the President, CIA
Director and Secretary of Defense. The Disclosure Project has penetrated these projects,
obtained testimony, code names and facility locations. The illegal nature of such projects,
their highly compartmented nature and their large financial resources prevents normal
oversight and control by the government of the people. They are able to avoid detection,
work in compartmented cells funded by clandestine sources and evade interception by
even skilled investigators in the Congress, Department of Defense and CIA. Indeed, their
modus operandi are not dissimilar from the very terrorist cells we are trying to penetrate
and neutralize.

Let no one interpret this as an indictment of 'The Government', 'The CIA', 'The Pentagon'
etc. On the contrary, the point is that the conventional, legal government, military and
intelligence community are for the most part the first victims of these operations, not the
perpetrators. In fact, in meetings with the head of Intelligence for the Joint Chiefs of
Staff (J-2), the head of the Defense Intelligence Agency (DIA) and the Director of the
CIA, I have learned first hand of their frustration and horror at the unchecked power of
these rogue operations that undermine our security and make a mockery of the rule of law
and the constitution, as Sen. Inouye correctly observed. I am sure 99%+ of the
conventional government, military and intelligence community are not only denied
access to these projects, but are victimized, blind-sided and hindered by them.

In short, The Disclosure Project stands ready to provide Congressional and other
government investigators with the insider witnesses who can expose these operations and
put them back under the control of the legitimate government - where they can do the
people some good. I have little doubt that such projects possess - and are withholding
from the legal government - the means to prevent another 9/11.

Beyond this, in 1994 Dick D'Amato, then senior counsel to the Senate Appropriations
Committee, told me personally that with a subpoena power and a top secret clearance, he
could not penetrate such rogue projects - and that somewhere between $40 billion and
$80 billion per year were going into such unsupervised operations. And that was in 1994
dollars! In the zero sum game of government budgets, this means today upwards of $100
billion per year is being siphoned off into operations of dubious value, which do not
benefit - and may erode - our national security.



The operational readiness and competence of our intelligence and military community are
being undermined by such 'shadowy’ projects - and yet after 10 years of meetings with
our leaders in Washington, at the U.N. and in other countries, we still see that nothing is
being done about it. We the people, the media and the armed services must demand a
change, before it is really too late. OQur government, our nation, the people and our
courageous men and women in the military and intelligence community need and deserve
better. We must stand-down these rogue projects and give back to the people and the
people's representatives the means to protect and defend our nation and the civilized
world.

But these near-term concerns, though grave, are subordinate to a larger, more
fundamental problem: Clandestine projects, largely privatized in the contracting sector of
shadowy corporate/government operations, are withholding from the public the definitive
cure for the underlying illness: Oil.

We have hundreds of witnesses whose testimony, government documents and related
evidence will prove that UFOs exist - and that some of them are made by humans using
extraordinary breakthroughs in physics, energy generation and propulsion. In short, the
technologies needed to replace the internal combustion engine and fossil fuels already
exist in these clandestine projects - projects that we the people have paid for.

Make no mistake about it: We have not needed oil, and especially Mid-east oil, for
decades, and we can prove it. And yet the cornerstone of our foreign policy and presence
in that troubled region has been directed at securing cheap, abundant and reliable supplies
of oil. Again, the conventional government, diplomats, Congressional leaders and so
forth are completely unaware of the existence of these new energy and propulsion
systems. So they blindly pursue policies to ensure the continued safe supply of that
noxious stuff that runs the entire western economy. Unaware of these clandestine
projects- projects that hide behind a bogus claim of national security- our leaders do the
best they can, with both hands tied behind their backs and a blindfold over both eyes.

This is not to excuse in any way the evil, monstrous and inhuman acts of Osama bin
Laden or others of his ilk. There can be no rationalizing such horrific deeds. But we can
understand it: Why him, why us, why now: why.

Fanatics like bin Laden are hell-bent on running America out of the Middle East because
they view our presence there as a virtual invasion of their land, culture and values. They
view us as an imperial power colonizing their region in order to secure cheap oil, and it is
resented. To a lesser extent, they are concerned about our support for Israel, but bin
Laden himself has made it very clear in numerous speeches that their main concern is
getting the US out of Saudi Arabia, the land containing the most holy sites in the Islamic
world. For decades, our foreign and military policy- whether in Saudi Arabia, Iraq, Iran
or elsewhere- has been driven by our strategic oil and energy interests.

As we learned on 9/11, the price of oil has been much higher than we thought.



While never condoning the evil deeds of bin Laden et al, we must recognize that such
malevolence does not evolve in a vacuum. The milieu that gave rise to such atrocities
must be understood and corrected.

The good news is that the Disclosure Project can prove that we have a replacement for
oil, coal and conventional energy. In a decade we could reach energy independence: bin
Laden et al may keep their oil, for we will not need it.

For 50 years, America and the world have had their destiny hijacked by rogue, shadowy

projects that have abused the national security act to suppress these energy and
propulsion systems. Our foreign policy, oil and energy policy and environmental policy
have all been driven by what is hidden in clandestine projects. Our leaders, scientists,
policy makers and the people have not known that the definitive solution to the world's
energy, environmental and poverty problems have been stolen from us. It is time we take
them back.

Things called UFOs have been seen for decades. What are they, where are they from,
how do they work. In these answers lie the solution to the world geo-political crisis, third
world poverty, oil, pollution and many other pressing concerns. We have the answers. Is
anybody listening?

The events of 9/11 are truly tragic: they were preventable. Operationally, we could have
and should have intercepted that mission of terror - if only our good and courageous men
and women in the military and intelligence world had the resources stolen by rogue
projects. And the root cause of the problem - our oil policy and dominant presence in the
Middle East- is a problem of our own making. We have allowed these 'shadowy' projects
to grow and they have taken from us the definitive solution to the oil and energy crisis.

An old Chinese saying states that 'Unless we change directions, we are likely to end up
where we are going...". As we look at where we are going, can anyone question that we
must change directions - and soon?

The Disclosure Project is dedicated to bringing forth the information and top-secret
government witnesses so that these rogue programs are returned to the government of the
people. We are dedicated to disclosing these energy and propulsion systems that will give
us the means to become energy independent. This is a tide that will lift all boats. This is
the beginning of a new chapter in human history.

So as we remember those fallen on 9/11, let us see through our tears to a course of action.
Let our actions be our remembrance. Let our actions bring forth the means for opening a
new chapter in human history - one of abundance, justice, equality and peace. All that
we need has been given - and again stolen - from us. Do we have the courage to bring it
forth?



The day those terrible events occurred in New York and Washington, I vowed that we
must redouble our efforts to disclose the truth. And more: to start a project to disclose and
build those new energy and propulsion technologies to forever replace our need for oil.
Please join us if you can help. Our actions to build the world anew will be the most fitting
memorial to those innocents who left this world on 9/11.

Steven M. Greer MD

Director, The Disclosure Project
www.disclosureproject.org
September 27, 2001

Albemarle County, Virginia




From:‘ﬂ'ﬁ@#torate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 3 l
Operations and Policy 1, Room 6/73

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207

Your Reference

Bis ke

outh Kensington
London

| Date
40 25 October 2001

Thank you for your letter dated 14 October 2001. I am afraid that this office does not
recruit MOD civil servants directly or deal with matters relating to personnel vacancies. I suggest
you write, enclosing your CV to:

CB(Pers)B

Room 411

St.Giles Court

1-13 St.Giles High Street
London

WC2H 8LD

You may also wish to to look for job vacancies in the MOD at your local employment
office. I should emphasize, however, that joining the civil service as a MOD employee would be no
guarantee of a posting to the Directorate of Air Staff. I hope this is helpful.
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South Kensington

Londonm

ction 40

Date of Birth’:g

CHARACTER
. Decisive
. Determined
. Confident
. Persistent
. Logical
. Methodical
- Direct
EMPLOYMENT

QUALIFICATIONS

FURTHER EDUCATION

LEISURE INTERESTS
Space, Astronomy, the Sea, Countryside, Music, Reading, Science Fiction, Cinema




Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 58P

From: ‘
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 3 P

Telephone  (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 0207218
(Fax) A
(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3

ate
24 October 2001

Winsford
Cheshi

o SRR

Further to our letter of 24 September, I am now able to give substantive answers to the questions
contained in your letter of 26 August. Please accept my apologies for the delay in replying,

I will answer your questions in the same order as your letter.

1. ‘UFO’ sightings reported to the MOD are examined only to see if they provide evidence of
an incursion into UK airspace by unauthorised or hostile military aircraft. Once it is established
that there is no such evidence, no further investigations are made and the report is placed on our
files. These reports are not passed to any other department, organisation or agency.

2. We are aware that many people have reported seeing various phenomena and may be
willing to take an oath as to their experiences. However, the integrity of UK airspace is
maintained by continuous surveillance by the RAF and the MOD and any potential threat is
responded to at the time. We are confident that the procedures we have in place are sufficient for
our defence role and there is therefore no need for us to review these testimonies.

3. All significant intrusions in to UK airspace are identified.

4. The UK air defence system has not detected craft with flight characteristics outside of
normal parameters.

5. Anything detected that is considered to pose a threat will be investigated.

6. With the start of the introduction of the Freedom of Information Act next year, this
department, in common with other Government departments, will be examining what material we
hold and what information may be released to the public. Both the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information and the Freedom of Information Act encourage the release of as much
information as possible and members of the public are able to request information which has not
already been released. Information is only withheld if, for instance, it would cause harm to




defence. With regard to your comment as the classification of UFO data, you may wish to be
aware that we know of no material which is classified Top Secret.

Yours sincerely,




ADGE s commands

Your R Rcf D/DAS/64/3

Re MOD Policy towards Unidentified Flying Objects

26/08/01

=s-cion ]

Thank you for your letter of 20 August in reply to my earlier letter of 30% July concerning
unidentified flying objects. It was most helpful in explaining current MOD policy on this subject
there are however a number of points I would like to make.

1. As the MOD has “no expertise or role in respect of UFO/flying saucer matters” please can you
advise as to what departments, organisations, agencies that you pass such matters over to or
interface with and points of contact.

2. You state that the MOD knows of no evidence, which substantiates the existence of these alleged
phenomena. I simply cannot agree with this statement, there are thousands of witnesses out there
some of whom are willing to testify on oath and that would stand up in any democratic court of law
as evidence. Many accounts are also cross and multi corroborative and conclusively state the
existence of exterrestrial life forms, and craft.

The fact is the evidence is out there, has the MOD had the chance to review the Washington
evidence presented?

3. Surely any competent air defence system with significant resources and expertly trained peorg&at |
its disposal must beable to IDENTIFY ALL sxgmﬁcant intrusions into its airspace? -~ W2

4. Is the MOD aware of any identified or umdentlﬁed craft that penetrate UK alrspace but bhav Fous
ﬂlght characteristics well outside of normal parameters? J o WK A 3{ ‘?7

5. You state that “ no UFO reported to us has revealed such a threat”

But surely UFO’s/ETV’s are a potential threat after all some may be operated by external non
UK military sources (Replicated Craft) as well as by ET"s!

This I would say makes it critical that all such craft ARE IDENTIFIED and reported in detail,

and considered a potential threat to UK security. N«q?u dadesteal M*« i wsiolored
PRyl v Gt W)

6. Does the MOD have any plans to make UFO reportmg data more readily available to the publlc?
The trouble with the freedom of information act is that all the interesting stuff is exempted under
the code, and thus kept hidden from the public- so it is still possible for extreme secrecy to prevail
on this subject and undermine democracy.

I don’t see why in this day and age UFO data should be classified as Top Secret in so many cases.

ot




From_&%otorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace})
Operations and Policy 1, Room 6/73

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 020°

{Fax) E OJ

Your Reference

Qur Reference
Winsford D/DAS/EA)3 &

Cheshire Date
0‘ 2 4-September 2001

-

I am writing to acknowledge receipt of your letter of 26® August concerning MOD Policy towards
“unidentified flying objects”.

We aim to reply to all letters within four working weeks from date of receipt. However, due to
administrative difficulties, I am afraid that we are unable to respond within this timescale.

Nevertheless, you may be assured that you will receive a substantive reply as soon as is practicable.

ngs S-v\&fdv)
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Your Ref: D/DAS/64/3

Re MOD Policy towards Unidentified Flying Objects

26/08/01

Thank you for your letter of 20™ August in reply to my earlier letter of 30 July concerning
unidentified flying objects. It was most helpful in explaining current MOD policy on this subject
there are however a number of points I would like to make.

1. As the MOD has “no expertise or role in respect of UFO/flying saucer matters™ please can you
advise as to what departments, organisations, agencies that you pass such matters over to or
interface with and points of contact.

2. You state that the MOD knows of no evidence, which substantiates the existence of these alleged
phenomena. I simply cannot agree with this statement, there are thousands of witnesses out there
some of whom are willing to testify on oath and that would stand up in any democratic court of law
as evidence. Many accounts are also cross and multi corroborative and conclusively state the
existence of exterrestrial life forms, and craft.

The fact is the evidence is out there, has the MOD had the chance to review the Washington
evidence presented?

3. Surely any competent air defence system with significant resources and expertly trained people at
its disposal must beable to IDENTIFY ALL significant intrusions into its airspace?

4. Is the MOD aware of any identified or unidentified craft that penetrate UK airspace but have
flight characteristics well outside of normal parameters?

5. You state that “ no UFO reported to us has revealed such a threat”

But surely UFO’s/ETV’s are a potential threat after all some may be operated by external non
UK military sources (Replicated Craft) as well as by ET’s!

This I would say makes it critical that all such craft ARE IDENTIFIED and reported in detail,
and considered a potential threat to UK security.

6. Does the MOD have any plans to make UFO reporting data more readily available to the public?
The trouble with the freedom of information act is that all the interesting stuff is exempted under
the code, and thus kept hidden from the public- so it is still possible for extreme secrecy to prevail
on this subject and undermine democracy.

I don’t see why in this day and age UFO data should be classified as Top Secret in so many cases.
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From: m‘ctorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 2‘1
Operations and Poticy 1, Room 6/73

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207 218

Your Reference

Darlington 8%3%‘/?%?/%?

Dat
0 245.' Getober 2001

-

Thank you for your recent letter. 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, some of which may be
very brief and vague, are considered, as necessary, in consultation with air defence experts to see if
they represent any evidence of a potential military threat to the UK. All sighting reports are kept on
file within this office for future reference.

In your letter you asked for any files on the subject of ‘UFQOs’. 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.



With regard to the release of information from the files not yet available in the Public
Record Office, the Ministry of Defence operates in accordance with the existing Code of Practice
on Access to Government Information (the Code), which encourages the provision of information
unless its disclosure would, for example, cause harm to defence, invade an individual’s privacy, or
if it would take an unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to a request. Information
requested is supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under one of the exemptions in
the Code. If you are interested in a limited amount of material from these files, for instance, you
have a particular date or sighting in mind, then we may be able to be of further assistance.

I hope this is helpful.

%urg S 1



//htS 5 no c-r‘a.C[(foe zheme ok S ?om9 Eo

fw» sield of media ond Eu progremmer

CwnwSermoXiten on ?essib\z o~ Ehe gu.!alacf(_
A&SO/ C’s( f)/\AEQjFQPLS’( eke
fin

€ ek bhe M0 shaodd 6&7 rec@ue o

PARUNSTON.
Co DORHAM

Deac Sis

T am wrd’)axg Eo you wn Ehe /\ope, Chok
You Moy be oble /\e({) me o ,Projscﬁ T
am stoacbing., T am cloing a f&ud&' on U-FO-s.

be done serwusly.

DJ\7 on obouk crashed o lien space ey &
Ele qevernment couer ups cnd ol ELE resk
ol (e gorbage and alopagonda (5h<.1 are
s low by (ge&chhj? & (’:keﬁec_{bgc

_ 4‘\(, PNV oG | ch\\ect » ko o..tl\(( (0 noe‘r\

b Fhd on  ornuser J'unk or & uf/\oJc N
P&ov\c r(o.\h, NES Seeu\?,

T 5/\4{\0\}40{& UFGs con G e:e-gimbv)s
fonh x.\:&:\guuu«( nede nh L(Mu“ o‘ni<<\cs.
j,' woould abro e & onk whek Che (?(GQ«LM

o o/—ifmf@ of u/\q\_e(auhccﬁ aerceh aq_%d/fk\’.?
- Whe deotn wilda (S‘\M?
Hou dees £ Ajd(c,c-e nek co ned S«.«%V?
A’M Cler L Zoudd howe weold Ge of
ﬁrcwb o Ecne & me,

/"Aw\ﬂ{ ou Se U<







Senk (ho“wcjoF fle +2 {)/u‘w:lﬂ
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From:m@kztorate of Air Staff 4a (LA — Ops & Pol 1),
Room 6/73, D2 8
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 58P

Telephone (Direct dial} 0207 218 2140

Your Reference

B R —
40

-

Thank you for your two letters dated 10 October 2001, which were sent to this office. We

are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘unidentified
flying objects’.

Date
24 October 2001

As requested, please find enclosed a number of papers on the Rendlesham Forest incident
that have recently been released 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. Three documents have been withheld under Exemption 2 of the Code which relates
to “internal opinion advice, recommendation, consultation and deliberation”.

If you are unhappy with the decision to withhold documentation and wish to appeal against
this decision, you should write in the first instance to Ministry of Defence, D Info Exp, Room 819-
B, St.Giles Court, 1-13 St.Giles High Street, London, WC2H 8LD, requesting that the decision be
reviewed. If following the internal review you remain dissatisfied, you can ask a Member of
Parliament 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.
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

YBAS A Sec RefNo "L C  popg
Date to L(_,\QQX
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
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
g@hgaccur y of your branch records on correspondence will be

1102, ~performed throughout the year.
1688 ? 2001
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From:_ ﬁj@ctorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

“ Operations and Policy 1, Room 6/73 2
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE g"
Main-Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP
Mernfata o
Telephone {Direct dial) 7 218 2140
(Fax) A~

NN 40

Your Reference

Qur Reft
DIDAS/BAN
MD 20814 Date
USA 2.3 October 2001

Thank you for your e-mail dated 26 September 2001, which was passed to this office,
concerning research you are doing for the Discovery Channel in the U.S. on a show about
“unidentified flying objects”. We are the focal point within the MOD for correspondence relating
to ‘UFOs’.

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. T should add that to date the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates
the existence of these alleged phenomena. I am affaid, therefore, that due to our limited interest in
these matters, we do not recommend witnesses of ‘UFO’ sightings or ‘UFQ’ organisations. Iam
sorry to send what I know will be a disappointing reply.

0

— 1

Youss_sinarey
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To D@ﬁg@ea RefNo 7tof . /2001

Date 2% Se6t 4).

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

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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T Secure Connection -
Demon

ministers.demon.co.uk

Message:

Originally from: |Originally to:  [public
Date: Wed, 26 Sep 2001 17:33:29 -0400

Subject: Info

Hello

My name isMand I am doing research for the Discovery Channel in
the US on .F.0s, I am attempting to find some credible
information regrading witnesses /persons from England scene in the show . I was
wondering if your organization could be of assistance or prehapse point me to
other sources that would have access or knowledge in this area. You can contact
me by my telephone number or by mail.

Thanks in Adance

0814 Usa

"0

Demon Internet Home Page

hitps://web.mail. demon. net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi 27/09/01




From:@ Ep@&torate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) Zé
-and Polic

Operal , Room 6/73
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Metropoe. Telephone  (Direct dial) 0207
I — R

Your Reference

Qur Reft
DIDASBIA
Lichfield

0
- B

Thank you for your letter dated 6 September 2001, which was passed to this office. We
are the focal point within the MOD for correspondence relating to ‘unidentified flying objects.’

Date
- October 2001

First, it may be helpful if T 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. Members of the public
sometimes telephone this office directly to report a sighting. 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. Sightings reports are kept on file within this office for future reference.

I attach for your information a list of all reports of 'unidentified flying objects' reported to
the Ministry of Defence for the year 2000 along with a map of their geographical spread
throughout the United Kingdom. I should however emphasise that these figures relate to reported
sightings of unidentifiable aerial activity; the vast majority of which will have mundane explanations
such as aircraft lights, weather balloons etc. ..

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.
%a(i Siacy
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I hope you find this useful for your project.



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 ISwindon Wiltshire
09/01/00 [Crewe Cheshire
09/01/00 |Barnstable Devon
12/01/00 [Bootle Merseyside
13/01/00 [Motherwelt Strathclyde
14/01/00 |Guildford Surrey
17/01/00 [Cattesmore Leicestershire ]
17/01/00 [Dumfries Dumfries & Galloway
19/01/00 [Birmingham
20/01/00 |{Balgonie Fife
21/01/00 [Scuthamptan Hampshire
21/01/00 |Balgonie 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 |Metksham
02/02/00 |Hul
06/02/00 |Bideford North Devon
10/02/00 |Leeds
11/02/00 [Banff
11/02/00 |Aberdeen Seotiand
11/02/00 |Bowness-on-Windermere |Cumbria
13/02/00 {Pontefract West Yorkshire
13/02/00 |Bradford
13/02/00 [Leeds
14/02/00 |Balgonie
19/02/00 {Little 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 Cornwali
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 [Bellerby Leyburn
13/04/00 |Cross Keys Newport
16/04/00 |[Manchester Lancashire
16/04/00 |Leeds Yorkshire
17/04/00 |Meppershall 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 [Leeds
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 Jlkley West Yorkshire
25/08/00 |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 [Londen

01/08/00 |Bradford West Yorkshire
01/08/00 |Cardiff Vale of Glamorgan

05/08/00 |Leeds
06/08/00 |NrWare Herts




REPORTS OF 'UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS ' TO MOD

2000
06/08/00 |Rainham Kent
06/08/00 [Southfieid Hampshire
08/08/00 (Carlisle
11/08/00 |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 Hilt West Sussex
24/08/00 |Ravenstone Northants
26/08/00 |Gwynedd
27/08/00 |Runcorn Cheshire
29/08/00 |Glasgow
31/08/00 {Norwich Norfoik
02/09/00 |Blackwood Gwent
03/09/00 |Nr Aldershot Hampshire
07/09/00 [Seddiescome Nr Hastings
08/09/00 |E Hunsbury Northampton
10/09/00 |Eggham Surrey
10/09/00 [Basildon
12/09/00 |(lford Essex
14/09/00 [Leeds
16/09/00 |Leeds
16/089/00 [Ellesmere Shropshire
24/09/00 Cheltenham
24/09/00 |Twickenham Middlesex
24/09/00 {Wembley 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
18/10/00 {Southalf tondon
18/10/00 [lverheath Buckinghamshire
18/10/00 |Langley Slough
18/10/00 {Upminster Essex
20/10/00 West Sussex
20/110/00 |Partick Glasgow
20/1/00 |Huddersfield
21/10/00 |Barry
21/10/00 |Liverpool
23/10/00 {Perth
23/10/00 |lford 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 ' TO 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 {Middlesex
11/11/00 |Hook RG27 SNE
14/11/00 [Howden Yorks
14/11/00 |Berrynarbor North Devon
15/11/00 |Crowmand Lincolnshire
15/11/00 {London
17/11/00 |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 Narfolk
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
15/12/00 |Dursley Gloucestershire
22/12/00 |Blackpool
@2/00 Nr Mold, Flintshire North Wales
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Lichfield

6/9/01

Dear I:I

I am doing a project on UFO’s and aliens as port of
my G.C.S.E English and would be most grateful for any
information you could let me have so that I can include it my work.

Yours Sincerel

DAS
(021
25 SEP 2001



From: [SNeUITels Di(ectorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) Ops & 26

Pol 1, Room 6/73 -
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207 218 2140

™ o

Your Reference

Ref
B Reence—

‘ Date
1 6October 2001

b

Thank you for your two letters, dated 31 September and 1 October, respectively. As requested,
please find enclosed a number of papers on the Rendlesham Forest incident that have recently been
released 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.

YOMS $




atley,
West Yorkshire,

s SERITER 0

E-mail:
Tele: )
Date: 1. 10. .

s S cction 40

I'wonder can you possibly be of some assistance. I have read recently in the press that the
Ministry of Defence has released a number of files relating to the alleged UFO incidents
outside of RAF Woodbridge in December 1980. A colleague of mine has given me your
address in the hope that you might be able to assist me in obtaining copies of these files.

If you could supply copies of ali of the files in question conceming this incident I would
be extremely grateful and they will be invaluable for my on-going research into this
incident.

ook forward to hearing from vou in due course.

Yours Sincerely,

‘British UFO Research Association.




Batley,
West Yorkshire

o ST O

E-mail:
Tele
Date: 31901

Dear Sir/Madam,

I wonder could you possibly be of some assistance. I have read recently in the press that
the Ministry of Defence has recently released several files containing quite a number of
documents which are related to the alleged UFO sighting in and around RAF Woodbridge
in 1980.

I would therefore respectfully like to request a copy of all of these recently released
documents in order to assist with my continued research into this subject.

I would like to thank you for your kind co-operation with this request and I look forward
to receiving the documents in question in due course.

Yours Sincerely,

TItis esearch Association.
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_)?irectorate Air Staff (Lower Airspace) Ops + Pol ‘

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/71, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue,

London, WC2N 5BP.
Teleph: (Direct diaf)
-, MO\

Your Reference

Our Reference

D/DAS6473
Great Yarmouth Date
Norfolk 15 October 2001

Section 40

Do SRTRE O

I would like to acknowledge receipt and thank you for your recent letter to the Directorate of Air
Staff, written in reply to ours of 10 September.

Yours sincerely,

ittt ool Htid) TR,
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From

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP

Telephone {Direct diaf)
(Switchboard)
(Fax)
(GTN)
Your Reference
Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3

teat Y armouti Date
Norfolk 10 September 2001

1 am writing with reference to your letters of 30 August and 2 September concerning ‘unidentified
flying objects’. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence
relating to “UFQOs.”

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 'UFQ'
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 aircrafi 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 of 2 September you commented on the article in the Eastern Daily Press about the
alleged ‘UFO’ incident in Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in December 1980. When the Ministry of
Defence was informed of these events, 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
Departraent was incorrect. A number of papers concerning these events have recently been
released to members of the public under the Code of Practice on Access to Government
Information and these were what were referred to in the newspaper article.

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.

Finally, we have received an undated letter from you, addressed to Inspector i:} h

appears to have been sent to us in error. This is duly returned.

Yours sincerely,
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From: “m@htorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 2 Q’
Operations-and Policy 1, Room 6/73 +1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207 2182140 ‘

G- - I8

Your Reference
Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3 ¢—
Monmouth
Monmouthshire Date

24 September 2001

I am writing with reference to your e-mail of 9 September, which has been passed to the

Ministry of Defence.  This office is the focal point within the MOD 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 ‘UFOQ' 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.

In your e-mail, you asked for copies of any files containing papers relating to “UFOs”.
Perhaps it might be helpful if T briefly explain the Public Records Act. 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
“UFOQ” 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. Therefore, I hope you will appreciate that 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.

>/0'~U'S Sinadt



TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
To TnAs (22C)  RefNo Q@@@ 12001
Date Y;L( R \@1

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

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.

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UN



< Demon Internet Webmail Page 1 of 1

Secure Connection -
ministers.demon.co.uk

D& n i
Message: L

Originally from: IOriginally to: ] public
Date: un, 9 Sep 2001 20:00:35 +0100 '

Sabject:

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------ = NextPart_ 000_0007_01C1396A.16C4D700

Content-Type: text/plain;
charset="is0-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi =

Monmouth

Monmouthshire

My name ism And i was wondering if it would be =
possible t ave S0 vs of files on UFO'S and Unexplained Phenomena. =

Ag i am very interested in this, and like to research on UFQO'S and =
Unexplained Phenomena.

Well thank you for your time.
bye

P.S. My address is at the top right corner.

hittps://web.mail. demon. net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi 11/09/01



Fron':—q@ctorate of Air Staff 4a (LA - Ops & Pol 1), 2 g
Room 6/73

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Metropole Building, Northumberiand Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207 218 2140

0 Your Reference
t Marion 8%/&{55%%%02’,
NY 12756 Date
UsA ?ﬁSeptember 2001

oo R

Thank you for your letter dated 8 May 2001 addressed to the Secretary of State for
Defence, which has been passed to this office. As you know, this office is the focal point within
the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘unidentified flying objects.”

As requested, please find enclosed a number of papers on the Rendlesham Forest incident
which have recently been released 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.

Yows Svize/e
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

1o DAL C§&> RefNo 6&E o
' Date 3) ﬁZ & -

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
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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From: [ETXBHIEI BHastorate of Air Staff 4a (LA - Ops & Pol 1) 22
Room 6/73

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone {Direct dial) 0207 218 2140

0

Your Reference

Boothville B%Kgfgﬁe/%cs’

Do R

Thank you for your letter dated 8 September 2001. As requested, please find enclosed a
number of papers on the Rendlesham Forest incident which have recently been released 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.

Date
Z?September 2001

You may wish to be aware that the Freedom of Information legislation has now received
Royal Assent and is known as the Freedom of Information Act 2000. It is expected to come into
force across the public sector between 2002 and 2005. Until then, all requests for information held
by the public sector will continue to be handied under the current Code.
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rrom: XIS
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 2 ,

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP

Telephone {Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 721
(Fax)
(GTN) ‘

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3

Date
20 September 2001

Mitwaukie

Oregon mi
USA aacan @

Thank you for your letter of 27 August regarding ‘unidentified
questions in the same order as your letter.

First you asked for copies of ‘UFQ’ sighting reports made to t
Police Officers and RAF personnel, concerning an incident on
attached for your information. The personal details have been
confidentiality of the individuals concerned. As you will be aw

MOD’s only interest in ‘UFO’ reports is whether there is any evidence that UK airspace may have
been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. In this case, air defence personnel
within the MOD were contacted about these reports, at the time, and they were satisfied that there
was nothing in these reports of defence concern.

You then talk about the MOD’s liaison with the US Defence Intelligence Agency and the National
Security Agency, and the involvement of the Government Communications Headquarters. Air
defence personnel within the MOD are consulted where necessary but this does not involve any of
the agencies you have mentioned.

Next you mentioned the chain of events that you believe are followed when a ‘UFQ’ sighting
report is made to the MOD. These reports are not treated in the way that you describe and it may
be helpful if T explain how they are treated. All reports sent to MOD are forwarded to this
Directorate. Where appropriate we may consult branches within the MOD which have an interest
in air defence matters. Once the air defence staff confirm that the report contains nothing of
defence interest, no further investigation is made and we do not attempt to identify what was seen.
You may wish to be aware that to date no ‘UFO’ report received has produced any evidence of
anything of defence significance.

In your letter you mentioned Flying Complaints Flight (FCF) and DI955. You may recall from
my last letter that until 1992 FCF co-ordinated “‘UFQ’ reports before forwarding them to us, but
FCF no longer have any involvement in the collection of these reports. You mention DI955 and
some reports were copied to the Directorate of Intelligence Scientific and Technical (DIST).



. However towards the end of 2000, DIST decided that these reports were of no defence interest
. and should no longer be sent to them.

You also asked whether RAF personnel would be able to release a copy of a ‘UFQ’ sighting
report they had received that had been sent to this department. Whether Station records are
released to the public would be a matter for the individual RAF Station, however, I expect that if
such a request were received, the request would be forwarded to this department for a response.

Finally you asked about the collection of “‘UFO’ sighting reports from RAF Stations and Police
forces. We have not unearthed any record of any instruction being sent to Police forces in the
UK. They may and do send details to us and examples I have seen are in the form of a statement.
There is no formal internal instruction to RAF stations, however, they tend to follow the generic
form an example of which is attached for your information.

Yours sincerely,




MILWAUKIE, OREGON

Directorate r Staff A 7-July-2001

4al MINESTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall

* ', London, SW1A 2HB
ENGLAND

I would like to thank you very much for your very informative
return reply.

Here,; there are a few questions that if gossible through
. the kind assistance of the MOD, some can be found.

Here, I am looking into a sighting of a unknown air craft of
triangular shape on or #bout 31- March-1993 at 1:05 AM_Lafidon
time. The first aliwfed sighting occured or was reported by on
duty Police Constable's from Barnstaple, Devon. The police did
witness a solid structered triangular shaped air craft with iden-
ifying flashing lights, one on each corner of the air craft. The
air craft was sighted by several overlapping jurisdictions of Co-.
nstables, while out patrglling their assigned area county wide
road or street area. The air craft was visually sighted and as
well as being tracked on Radar.

“If possible , could you look into this matter and determin if '.»
some of the original sighting reports from the civillian police

and the RAF sighting reports can be released minus the nhme of
v the witness omitted from the incident report, as this would be a
invasion of that individuals personal privacy and the fact that
_all such reports are recieved in strict confidence.

Here, there is the subject of the MOD and their liaison with the
" Defence Intelligence Agency and National Security Agency. The
Defence Intelligence Agency Liaison branch at the Minestru of De-
fence or (DIALL) is located at Government Communications Headqua-

Q»’ rters (GCHQ- From your department, can you access their files to

' answere welther they have a official interest in ther : unknown

1ihgt/UF0/air craft sightings, which are passed thru rto your org-
anization., or are they restricted from obtaining documentation on
such incidents because there reports are forwarded in confidence
and are of a confidential nature.

. On the paragraph on the incident of 31-March-1993, it was rep-

orted that somz RAF base,s had also sighted both visually and

3. on radar. I would like to obtain a copy of the RAF reports if

v releasable, also on the matter of tHEEE~E€ET§63§~GTEFEEEE§E‘53

Inteiligence organizations. Can you release their official MOD
office addresses if possible

DAS
102ND. onmeeseeccensmsomens
31 AUG 2001

e



Qt is understood that the old procedure use to be, the UFO incid-
ent reported and chaneled through Flying Complaints Flight (FCF
were sent to File opened and investigation activated. Notificati-
on sent to provost marshal's office, Northumberland Avenue, foll-
owed by regular reports. Provost marshal's office forwards memos/
instructions etc, back to DI955), who in turn issues memos/instr-
uctions ctc, back to the provost marshal's office, who in turn
instruct FCF. There would be no general direct contact between
DI955)B and FCF, but on occasion, in very important cases, FCF
and DI{550b staff could work well together. The Security Service
(MI5) could also become involved in certain cases. DI(55)B would
in any event report to the Security Service (MIS5) HQ, Curzon Str-
eet, London, who would in turn liaise with the Prime Minester,
depending on the nature of the investigation.

On. the subject: of these incident reports which are sent to your
L{,.$°f£ice' are these seports of a confidential natyre. That is if a
RAF CO sends in a incident sighting report and the news media is
aware of this report, is the RAF CO free to release a copy of the
sighting incident report to the news media represenetive upon a
request being filed by that particular individual, prior to the
MOD Defence Implecation investigation, also if the investigation
proves that no threat occured of a defence significance. Is the
RAF CO free to then release as a press briefing a copy of the in
cident report, Are there specific instructions and guidlines on
exactly can be diScusseéd aboUt Such YEpPorts out §ide 6f your off-
“ictal oryanization, A¥ 4 “eéxaiiple;dan a British €ivillian visit a
miIitary-basé and obtain a copy of such a report from the design-
ated Public Affairs spokesperson at that base. Not knowing how
your regulations are enforced, I have no real good knowledge of
such matters. i have heard of this Official Secrets Act, exactly
what is this regulation and how would it apply to these reports.

Is there a instruction paper on how these reports are to be coll-
ected by military personnal and Bolice Consbable,$,’ can I obta-
in a copy of the document, If your organization is not able due
to buget or other restrictions answere any of the questions in
this letter of inguiry. There is another British MOD agency at
Personnel and Logistics (Legal Services)({PL(LS)L1), Room 3/18,
Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London WC2N 5BP.

There has been the publishing or passing a white paper on Open
Government, This is their agency address which might assist your
department people if additional information is needed.,

Please send a return reply and thank you very much.
Sincerly:



DIRECTORATE OF AIR STAFF
4a1l MINESTRY OF DEFENCE
ROOM 8245 MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL
LONDON swi1a 2HB ENGLAND
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A.

B.

C.

M.

N.

TIEFPREST  LocwT
SUHEFFIELD, VPC BeanisTon fouice STRTWO
0. Date and Time o € of Report. ?‘7

UNCLASSIFIED

REPORT QF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

Date, Time and Duration of Sighting. 36™ MAR YD 2130 Spruas

Description of Object. ONE. &GLASS BROTEHM., TD0 Cods oF SRIGWT LIGRTS

ALORE 1TSS SIBE . UOABLE To DisTINGWSH  SHAPE DRe To IWTEdSTY

OF L itzWTS
" Exact Position Observer. Peme woors jpl AREA oo AS PEITAE _
LlofeS &1 BIRCH WooD 18 ARSA: oF PERISToN Perami N

How Observed. Sigutens wodiLST DRIUNG CAL

Direction in which Object was first seen.

Angle of Sight.

Distance. . Thed TeeNE. TeAGCULES To OFSECT untit
URDECATRH 1T (A PPROY Zoon~ .

Yovements. o v, TicL . -APPROACHED Thers oseDd TowdAZdS

ooy AleA UN T ouT OF SUGHT

Meteorological condistions during observation.
Fine DY cren

Nearby Objects.

BACRSLEN

" Any background on_the informant that may be Voﬁnfeﬁe!.

. BRIGHT
Other Witnesses. 7 PoLicermend WITHEHRED SEEINGA LIGHTS o~
VT RS , TR LINGe . PernsTon)  waArhy

RPE PoLice STATE

BomaR AT 2141 wes —

P. Is a reply requested. \/ES
* Signed
Name
Date By e N2 Rank S&T Tel No

- UNCLASSIFIED. .. -




Y UNGLASBHHED

cos/87/2/8y RAF Police Flight
RAF Cosford
Wolverhampton
West Midlands
WV7 3EX
0C RAF Police Fl1t Mar 93
Sir,
POSSIBLE UFO SIGHTINGS
1. I have to rep t RAF Cosford on 31 Mar 93 at 0115 hours in
company with Cpl [RAF Police, I was on mobile patrol
of Leeming Road, “Ithe Gravel Car Park when I saw two bright

lights in the sky above the Airfield. The lights appeared to be flying
at great velocity in a South Easterly direction at an altitude of
approximately 1000 feet. The 1ights were circular in shape and gave off
no beam. They were c¢reamy white in colour and constant in size and in
relation to each other.

2. ht the vehicle to a standstill and pointed out the Jights to
Cpl | switched off the vehicle engine and we both got out of
thelcar erved the lights. There was no sound of any engine noise
despite there being no wind and the sky being free from cloud. The
lights were observed over-flying the Unit and away towards the
Wolverhampton area. A slight red glow could be seen from the rear of
the lights as they disappeared from view over the horizon. The lights
were visible for approximately one minute.

3. Myself and c;ﬂ-ﬂ'@n returned to the COC and I contacted RAF
Shawbury. I was informed that there were no aircraft flying from there.

4. At 0125 hours, I contacted ATC at RAF Lyneham and was informed that
there were no known aircraft in the area of Cosford.

5. At 0127 hours, I contacted RAF Brize Norton and was informed the
same.

i med by the O0rd Cpl, Cpl
Rugeley, Staffordsh

—seeing the same 1lights over Rugeley s of
party had also witnessed the 1lights. had & Z
lights which he described as being cream in colour at an altitude of

900-1000 feet and an estimated size of 200 metres. He could hear a

humming noise as the object flew directly above him. stated
that he believed that the object landed in an area 3 1slade
he approached he could not find any signs of the 1andi%3 n 4(ﬂ
aAng tnstructed to inform his local Civil Police Force,! -
during a subsequent conversation, 1 jshed that a

Constable from Staffordshire Police had visited

7. At 0130 hours, I informed West Mercia Police, ‘of the
sightings.

UNGLASSHFHER:
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® UNGEASSIHHED

8. At 0140 hours, I informed HQ P&SS (UK), Cpl _j:f the
incident. —

9. At 0142 hours, I informed RAF West Drayton, Lt CdM@he
incident, and he confirmed that there was no military a f-any

kind in UK airspace and there had not been since 0001 hours.

10. At 0143 hours, the Senior Air Traffic Controller at Birmingham
International Airport was contacted, and he confirmed that there were
ne civilian aircraft in Cosford Airspace and had not been for some
hours.

11. At 0215 hours, OC RAF Police F1t and the Ord Off, F1t Lt
were informed of the incident. .

12. At 0250 hours, RAF Shawbury Met Office, contacted Cpl

ated that 'he had seen'two lights in the sky at RAF Sh
were first sighted approximately 15-20 kms away %‘W 40
erved them travel towards him over the Airfield
at hundreds of miles per hour wunlike any aircraft.
described the lights as appearing to be searching for something. He
heard a low humming noise and watched the object for 5 micutes until it
disappeared from sight in a southerly direction. Mtated that
he had been a Met Officer for 8 years and had ne ything like
13. At 0300 hours, Cpl

it before.

ontQted amm; Met Officer at
Bristol Airport, who st ST%11ar een seen there at
0055 hours. He had initiallly put the 11lights down to adverse meteor

activity but 1in the Tight of the subsequent reports recorded it as
unidentified.

14, At 0310 hours, West Mercia Police were made aware of the further
reports and would contact Staffordshire and Avon & Somerset Forces to
corretate the reports.

16. At 0330 hours I resumed normal duties.

Cpl
RAF 1C8 ™

PN OLASSIEIED
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BREPORT.30-31 MAR 93.

DOBNO DATE:] PERSON OCCURRENCE ACTION TAKEN
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theUmt in uﬁoulh Ea..tem/ ditetto eslablishe 0 s ro Alrcralt wers
Relghl of 1000 feet. The veloehy of the fudeng
lights suggested fastjale, hawever nio
calision beacons could be see 2. Al detals passed oW Mesia
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0125hs Pepotathe sameghts inthe Ruglevares
wjelev—— | fiving erslisally, He had foltowadthalights EMj Stuffs
e Tded J:.»ﬂ&".e

gasohs

Met Citige

Met Otfce

engseentherlandat Hazelddade. He wad
g0t within 20088t of what ke describadag
1ng saucars, but on enteringthearentuey
nad lindedcould notiooate them, Feport

| recorded by Qre Cpl.

Repotstothe SreCpithad igikts a7 the seme
degenphior: had beensesnin RAT Shawbury
Arepars heading South,

Repartthetthelights had beerisesntasre sy | &,

Initigliyit wss presuned theywere meteunies,
oetinkight of otkersightgs conld ofter na
explanation andrecorded the sighting &3
uridentified.

- Qritar $QC Palive lrdemed.

o
i bt b
3 oo

inran ke,

5 & Semersst Balidevare
infomed by rpart Staff.

7, West Mercia P oige were
ridrned o thetuthersightings
and win correine diivepats.

§. Resart sudmitted byCp
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CWD148 31/0959 090C11835
FOR CAR
ROUTINE 31@720Z MAR 93

FROM RAF WEST DRAYTON
70 MODUK AIR

UNCLASSIFIED

SIC Z6&F

SURJECT: AERIAL FHEMOMEMA

A. 3101102 MAR 93. 3@ SECONDS
E. TWO, FOSSAELY THREE, STARSHAFED WITH VAFOUR TRAIL WHEN MOVING,

YELLOW/GOLD AMD BRIGHT
0. MOORSWATER, LISHEARD, CORMWALL, OUTDOORS, STATIOMARY

. MAKED EYE
E. NORTH
F. ARBQVE

G. N/K
H. STATIONARY THEM MOVING STEADILY

J. CLEAR
L. FOLLICE o

M. SGTM@ESKEARD, CORNWALL
M. POL R

i

PAGE 2 REDAID 0003 UNCLAS

0. SEEN BY OTHER FOLICE OFFICERS THROUGHOUT DEVON AND CORNWALL
F. 312130Z MAR 93
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@pEpoRT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

| 277 , - |
A Date, Time & | T mMpnCa 1998, it pons|
Durati f Sighti S e
uration of Sighting |ﬂ{’ T SS i / o

|
| P |
B. Description of Object |Z‘ﬂ‘y‘;7‘0‘(( Aﬁﬂﬁ@&ﬁ’\jcﬁ € ey
(No of objects, size, shape, | (ATl 4 copu
colour, brightness) ;

|
|
[P aCS7 oy AIR 2 Mo ¥

C. Exact Position of Observer | ecoosptics am. Criveomne . o=
Location, indoor/outdoor, |S7PD ¢ Muca7d For can +123s €
stationary/moving | MAPZ S oon7ual  Sgeawns sof

| Pt A SATcNAvr Q.

D. How Observed {(Naked eye

binoculars, other optical
device, still or movie)

E. Direction in which Object
first seen (A landmark may be
more useful than a badly

{
|
}
|
1
!
estimated bearing) |
|
|
|
I
|
|
|

|
|
|
[
|
|
|
I
il Konver I

- D’ -
F. Angle of Sight (Estimated ﬁf/“ z Ceocn

heights are unreliable)

G Distance (By reference to a

INESTimmfe 5
known landmark)

1 CtGHTS = e /T
H. Movements (Changes in E, F & G b7 I ALY VST

EOPANRS A FARALCAS Can e
may be of more use than - Fs o -
estimates of course and speed) 7o Cern P Adger ARG AL

Feptwes Wy Ta — o

. <L ¢ A7
I. Met Conditions during Observations (ﬁﬂﬂf STwe £ 7‘77|
(Moving clouds, haze, mist etc) |

J. Nearby Objects (Telephone lines,
high Voltage lines, reservoir, lake |
or dam, swamp or marsh, river, high .
buildings, tall chimneys, steeples, 00’375’4/?\/(’-/
spires, TV or radio masts,
airfields, generating plant,
factories, pits or other sites with
floodlights or night lighting)
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press etc) I - AL TS =

D N Codio ¢ (Lasrin
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Devon and Cornwall Constabulary Form MG11(T}

L)
. Witness Statement

Ageifunder21 0 21 (if over 21 insert "over 21').

Statement of

This statement {consisting of T pages each signed by me} is true to the best of my knowledge and
belief and | make it knowing that, if itis tendered in evidence, 1 shall be liable to prosecution if | have wilfully
stated in it anything which 1 know to be false or do not believe to be true.

Dated the

19 93

I am a Sergeant in the Devon & Cornwall Constabulary stationed at
irfgrnwall.

At about 0110 hrs on the morning of Wednesday 31st March 1993 I was
on duty in uniform and driving a marked Police vehicle along the A38 at
Looe Mills near Liskeard travelling in the direction of Dobwalls.

This was naturally during the hours of darkness ard the weather was
fine and dry, with some patchy cloud; the moon and a number of stars being
visible. I was unaccompanied.

As I began to negotiate a sweeping uphill left hand bend at the bottom
of Lantocm Hill, I became aware of what appeared to be two 'stars' just
above the horizon in the apprcximate positior of "two o'clock". They were
due North of me and motionless in the sky. My attention was drawn to
these "stars™ because apart from being in a part of the sky where there
are usually no stars, they were of a darker hue bordering on yellow instead
of silvery-white. They were reasonably close together but as I could not
begin to estimate their distance from me, I likewise cannct estimate how
f‘arvthey were from ezch other.

As I negotiated the bend I continued to observe them when I sudcenly
saw them begin to move what appeared to me vertically upwards. They main-
tained a parallel course and identical speed and as they approached the
"one o'clock" positior they began to leave vapour trails. I brought my

car to a off the engine and got out. My locatior now was

~




- e Form MG11A(T)

) . Continuation sheet No
. Continuation of Statement of -

approximately 100 yards the sidel of the lay by outside Lantoom
Quarry, map ref 230 650.

My view of these objects wes very good; the sky being clear, and they
continued their ascent still at an identical speed to each other and still
on a parallel course. I realised that they were not ascerding vertically
but rather curving overhead and heading due South. As they gained in
height the vapour trails became much more pronounced. I was still unable
to estimate their height because of their small size (identical to a star
in the night sky) but I believe they were very high. As they passed
directly overhead at "12 o'clock high", the heavens at this point were
bright and moonlit ard I could see that there was nothing between the
objects apart from empty sky. They were definitely twc separate objects.

At abcubt this time I became aware of what I believed tc be a third
object visible only by its vapour trail which was considerably less otvious
than the vapour trails of the other two objects. This third object secemed
to be travelling to the right hznd side of the left hard obejct (as I was
looking up), and slightly to the rear of it. It maintained the identical
speed and parallel ccurse of the other objects.

As the objects ccntinued or a dead straight north south course, they
seemed to be travelling at a similar speed tc a high flying passenger jet
aircraft. I lost sight of them owing to the high ground of the quarry
immediately or my left.

During the total duration of this sighting, which was between 45
secerds ard 1 minute, my observation of these objects wes continuous and

uninterrupted. There was no sound whatever, the night being very still

with no traffic.
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DIRECTION

UNCLASSBSIFIED

CWDLSL 31/1002 @90C1243
FOR CaAR

ROUTIME 31073@Z MAR 93

FROM RAF WEST DRAYTOM
TO MODUK ALR

yMCLASSIFIETD P—

SIC ZAF

SUBJECT: AERIAL FHENOMENA

4. 3101104 MAR 93. 2 TO 3 MINUTES

E. TWO, VERY BRIGHT, CIRCULAR WITH TAILS, WHITE IN COLOUR
C. GELLIGAR COMMOM TREHARRIS, MERTHER TYOFIL

II. MAKED EYE

£. OVERHEAD MOVING NORTH

F. LOW, AFFROX 100~200 METRES
G. OVERHEADR

H. VERY SLOW

J. CLEAR

l.. PO

RTHYR TYDFIL, CEMTRAL FOLICE STATIDN,_

FAGE 2 RBDAID 00035 UNCLAS
0. OTHER FOLICE OFFICERS

F. 3101544 MAR 93
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WITH COMPLIMENTS SECRETARY AND LEGAL ADVISER’S OFFICE ( AA

CIVIL AVIATION AUTHORITY

CAA House
45-59 Kingsway
(main entrance Kemble Street)

London W(C2B 6TE

Telephone 071-379 7311

Fax
Telex




. Official ications to be d-- "Officer in Charga” (address as below)

STAFFORDSHIRE POLICE

Telephone: _‘ Police Station,
e Wolverhampton Road,

Cannock,
Staffs,
WS11 1AW

OurRet.  CAN/JC/SAT

Your Ref.

7th May, 1993

Department of Trade and Industry,
National Air Traffic Control Services,
1 Victoria Street,

London SW1H OET

Dear Sirs,

I attach hereto copy reports received from my officers in connection
with alleged sightings of unidentified flying objects.

Yours faithfull

_—Stperintendent.

SRR (=T
Yoo |
- :

N 068 v W

o S

(‘;D\o

The person dealing with this correspondence is:



Form No. 65

Staffordshire Police

Your Reference;

Our Reference:

TO:

SUBJECT:

1.

With reference to the attached report by P.C_
concerning a U.F.0. being sighted in the Brereton Area o

Rugel re information has been received by myself from
a Cplwbﬁhq@ilitary Police at R.A.F. Cosford.

Cpl !mﬁm@med me that from enquiries he has made
h

e has further sightings of the U.F.0, in Bristol at
0100 hours by anma‘l}ristol Airport, at
Ternhill Barrack *s by two guards on duty

there and at R.A.F. Stafford where two guards also saw
it travelling at a speed of approximately '400 knots'
on a very low flight path. :

Cplm@q i ‘rmed me_that he has liaised with R.A.F.
Shrewsbury, a ho informed him that he had seen
a U.F.0. in the s ng at high speed but riding
erratically at different attitudes. He observed it for
approx. 15 minutes until it went off at speed (400 knots)

. in a southern direction.

Enquiries have been made with all aviation centres and
there was no activity in the area at all by any military
or civil aeroplanes.

All the above information has been recorded at R,A.F. Cosford

and a separate report has been compiled by Cpl— 40

If any more information is required it can be obtained from
The Military Police at R.A.F, Cosfordigfl. No. 0902 372393
Extension -

Cont'd Overleaf / Sheet No.



Form No. 65

Staffordshire Police

Your Reference:

Our Reference:

LN S cction 40| STATION: RUGELEY
TO: SUPERINTENDEN- DATE: 31st March, 1993

SUBJECT: REPORT OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

1. At 0149 hours on Wednesday 31st March, 1993 a @
Brereton, Rugeley,
[l ice Station that he had sighted a U.F.O.

in the Brereton area. The informant was visited and
the following details were obtained:

A TIME - 0109 hrs
DATE - 31.3.93
DURATION OF SIGHTING - Approx. 1 minute

B DESCRIPTION OF OBJECT

Shape - Oval

Size -~ Approximately 150 metres in length

Colour - Shingy. Undble to state colour.

Brightness - The object had lights at each end which
were cream and very bright

Sound - Loud humming noise.

C EXACT POSITION OBSERVED

The informant sighted the object whilst stood in the
garden of his home address.

D HOW OBSERVED
Naked eye

E DIRECTION IN WHICH OBJECT WAS FIRST SEEN

The informant saw the object over the Stile Cop area
of Cannock Chase.

F ANGLE OF SIGHT
Approximately 45 degrees
G DISTANCE
Approximately 3 of a mile
H MOVEMENTS

Moved away into the distance slowly

J METEOROLOGICAL CONDITIONS

Dry and Clear
Cont’d Overleaf /\SHaBY NB.



K NEARBY OBJECTS
Housing and industrial estate
L TOQ WHOM REPORTED
R.A.F. Cosford and Rugeley Police Station

NAME AND ADDRESS OF INFORMANT

_ Brereton, Rugele

ANY BACKGROUND ON THE INFORMANT THAT MAY BE VOLUNTEERED

It is not thought that the informant has ever made any
previous reports of a similar nature in the past.

OTHER WITNESSES

DATE AND TIME OF RECEIPT OF REPORT

0149 hours 31.3.93

Q IS A REPLY REQUESTED

Yes

2. In accordance with Force Standing Order E4 1:1 I would
ask that this report be forwarded to:

Department of Trade and Industry,
National Air Traffic Control Services,
1 Victoria Street,

London SW1H OET.

-2 -

(1) This report, together with the report from P.C._
m d 31lst March, 1993, is forwarded for your

(e i and subsequent transmission to the Department

of Trade and Industry at the above address.

Superintendent

n 40

13.4.93 " “Inspector -
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Chief Superintenden De Ttment,

1. I would ask that a copy of this report be forwarded as outlined

in Minute 1 (2) above.

26 April 1993

1. This type of report need not be referred to
Headquarters and may be forwarded direct to the
Department of Trade and Industry.

Sth May, 1993.

ISHIAE POLICE H O PAINT UNO
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FINNINGLEY




e REDACTED ON'ORIGINAL DOCUMENT .
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REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

A. Date, Time and Duration of Sighting. 3™ MARRZ 2130 Spas

B. Description of Object. ONE. &GLASS ROTHM-. TID0 LoDSL oF ZRUGKRT LIGRTS

Aot 1TSS SBE, NOABLE To DASTIRGRISH  SHAPE DUE —To  LITESTY
OF LA WTd :

C. Exact Position Observer. Permame wors kel AREA Koo AS PESTRTE _
L lofeS T GUICH WooD 110 AREA: oF PEMISTon PoramiRE
D.  How Observed. Sigutefs (oOKILST DeIUNGd Cag i
-
E. Direction in which Object was first sdén.

F. Angle of Sight.

G. Distance. ,Thed weewe TealGUEs Vo OBTECT unNte
UMNDER CrT T (A PPROY 2o~

H.  Movements. o .o, \ T/l APPROACHED THers peoved Towd@DdS

ooty AgeA U T ouT  ofF UGHT
1. Meteorological condistions during observation.
Fine D& clene

J. Nearby Objects.

K. To whom reported. Pc (UGG
L.' Neme and Address of Informant. (NNGEG—_E_D

M. Any background on the informant that may be volunteered. —

: BRIGHT
N.  Other Witnesses. 7. Poiicermerd WITREEED SEEINGA LIGHTS o~

DIFFREST  LocaATNS AT QAT RES ;) TRAJALING BRem POASTon).  “TrAEDS
QHEFFIEL‘D /PQH (SToR  Potace STRTION

Date and Time of receipt of Report. ?pc_——i&cﬂ\ogpe PoLICE STATE
BoMAR AT 2147 weS

P. Is a reply requested. VGS

Signed __..__
Nane *
Date 2 meeaw 9% Rank __o&T Tel No
- UNCLASSIFIED
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Cos/87/2/8 RAF Police Flight
/87/2/8y RAF Cosford
Wolverhampton
West Midlands
WV7 3EX
OC RAF Police Fl1t Mar 93
Sir,

POSSIBLE UFO GHTIN

1. I have to report that at RAF Cosford on 31 Mar 93 at 0115 hours in
company with Cpl @ RAF Police, I was on mobile patrol
of Leeming Road, adjacent to the Gravel Car Park when I saw two bright
lights 1in the sky above the Airfield. The lights appeared to be flying
at great velocity in a South Easterly direction at an altitude of
approximately 1000 feet. The lights were circular in shape and gave off
nc beam. They were creamy white in colour and constant in size and in
relation to sach other.

2. 1 brought the vehicle to a standstill and pointed ocut the Jights to
Col QD). I switched off the vehicle engine and we both got out of
the car and observed the lights. There was no sound of any engine noise
despite there being no wind and the sky being free from cloud. The
lights were observed over-flying the Unit and away towards the
Wolverhampton area. A slight red glow could be seen from the rear of
the lights as they disappeared from view over the horizon. The lights
were visible for approximately one minute.

3. Myself and Cpl :J—.then returned to the COC and I contacted RAF
Shawbury. I was informed that there were no aircraft flying from there.

4. At 0125 hours, I contacted ATC at RAF Lyneham and was informed that
there were no known aircraft in the area of Cosford,

5. At 0127 hours, I contacted RAF Brize Norton and was informed the
same.

6. At 0128 hours, I was informed by the Ord Cpl, Cpl SN that 2 Mr
R, ), Brereton, Rugeley, Staffordshire had reported
seeing the same 1lights over Rugeley. Four members of Mr{ )
party had also witnessed the 1lights. Mr QN had followed the
lights which he described as being cream in colour at an altitude of
900-1000 feet and an estimated size of 200 metres. He could hear a
humming noise as the object flew directly above him. Mr Yy stated
that he believed that the object landed in an area known as Hazelslade
but when he approached he could not find any signs of the landing. Mr
f was instructed to inform his 1local Civil Police Force, which
he did, and during a subsequent conversation, it was established that a
Constable from Staffordshire Police had visited Mr '@ :

7. At 0130 hours, 1 informed West Mercia Police, WPC (GENE of the
sightings. -

UNGLASSIEIED
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8. At 0140 hours, I informed HQ P&SS (UK), Cpl QEEEEEE. of the
incident.

9. At 0142 hours, I informed RAF West Drayton, Lt Cdr —, of the
incident, and he confirmed that there was no military aircraft of any
kind in UK airspace and there had not been since 0001 hours.

10. At 0143 hours, the Senior Air Traffic COnt?oller at Birmingham
International Airport was contacted, and he confirmed that there were
no civilian aircraft in Cosford Airspace and had not been for some
hours.

11. At 0215 hours, OC RAF Police Fit and the Ord Off, Flt Lt (N
were informed of the incident. .

12, At 0250 hours, Mr (EEEESE, RAF Shawbury Met Office, contacted Cpl

QEBB and stated that he had seen two lights in the sky at RAF Shawbury,

The lights were first sighted approximately 15-20 kms away and Mr

_observed them travel towards him over the Airfield moving

{erraticaily at hundreds of miles per hour unlike any aircraft. He

described the lights as appearing to be searching for something. He
heard a low humming noise and watched the object for 5 miautes until it
disappeared from sight in a southerly direction. Mr G stated that
he had been a Met Officer for 8 years and had never seen anything like

it befare.

13, At 0300 hours, Cpl SEEEP contacted a M~ QUM the Met Officer at
Bristol Airport, who stated that similar lights had been seen there at
0055 hours. He had initiallly put the llights down to adverse meteor
activity but in the Tight of the subsequent reports recorded it as
unidentified,

14, At 0310 hours, West Mercia Police were made aware of the further
reports and would contact Staffordshire and Avon & Somerset Forces to
correlate the reports.

18. At 0330 hours I resumed normal duties.

Cpl |
RAF Police

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
S



REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

BAF POLICE SITUATIO

40

N

REPORT.30-31 MAR 93.

DOBNO DATE/| PERSON OCCURRENCE ACTION TAKEN
TiIME REPORTING
F0211483 31Maras | RAFR Patral POSSIBLE UFO SIGHTING . cuntial Dyvehar, SMae,
0115 e mlmgh..m anu’*veuz
Papods #ish hhg S g
the Unitin aSauzh antemr diresti $hed I 'no &m.ra!t wers
heigkt of 1000 est. Thavelgeihy ofths ffeg.
lights suggestedtast jats, nowever rzu
colision beaconscould be seern. 2. Al detals passed o M Menia
‘ Police and F&5E
0125w | M- e Peportsthe same fights inthe Pugley ares
Rugeley. fiving erstically. He had folowsdthalights 5 w%w‘ sie ?@
andseentheriand at Hazslslade, Me wad e g, whs
qotwithir: 200188t of whet he dascribadas
faang saucers, but on enterngtheareatiey 14 OrdOttar $QC Pofide 'riomed,
nadlandedcould notioate them, Report
recorded by Cre Cpl.
gastme | Repotatothe SrOCMnatigie e same | € 4 N
Shawhury descaphion had beensesnin RAT Shawdury [ lights souidniot be Airsralt -:u &
MetQdtice Ajrepace heading South, kngunnd,
0300 s |\ Pepodthethelights had beensesmtngredso } 8 " S Semensst Palngwtre
Bristol Initiliv it was presumedtnewere meteotiies, |infomed beArpot Sl
tet Grice butmlight of othersightngs could ofrer na

explanation snd recurded the sighting a3
unidentitied.

7. West Macia Pulice wers
rromied srikeruthereightngs
W wli comeing sirenats.

3. Resartsudmittad byCpt
3 Lo b
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— — ' ¥ DIRECTION

UNCLASSIFIETLD

CWD148 31/0959 @90C1183

FOR CaR

ROUTINE 310720Z MAR 93

FROM RAF WEST DRAYTON
TO MODUK AIR

UNCLASSIFIETD
- - SIC Z6F

SUEJECT: AERIAL FHENOMEMA

a. 3101107 MAR 93. 3@ SECONDS

B. TWO, FOSSAELY THREE. STARSHAFED WITH UAFOUR TRAIL WHEW MOVING,

YELLOW/GOLD AMD BRIGHT

C. MOORSWATER, LISHEARD, CORNWALL, OUTDOORS, STATIONARY

I. NAKED EYE

£. NORTH

F. ABOVE

G. N/K ‘

H. STATIONARY THEM MOVING STEADILY

J. CLEAR

L. FOLICE .

t. SGT CHNNEEEER | ISKEARD, CORNWALL

M. FOLICE OFFICERS

FAGE 2 REDAID 0003 UNCLAS
0. SEEN BY OTHER FOLICE OFFICERS THROUGHOUT DEVON AND CORNWALL

F. 310130Z MAR 93
BT
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@RERORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

=7 -
A. Date, Time & T MANCA 1998, Slo ton 1
Duration of Sighting ﬂ!}i/-)7/7\/ ‘;I‘-{J\"%;g e WMJ
e |

B. Description of Object 2‘0‘347—’6-({ ﬂ%a/(ﬁ\ld C’\.NMCOT
(No of objects, size, shape, (ONFical 7 o |

colour, brightness) |
| |

Fotivmie acs7 v AT D mal adt
| cC. Exact Position of Observer Lo GMMLE AP, Cr NMapnd , -
| Location, indoor/outdoor, ST 7 AUCHZD TR can |23 €8
| stationary/moving 19APZ Sen Tt I\ SECHBT s b
|

P omm A SAT7 N AT Q.

I
|
D.  Hov Observed ((Naked eye |

binoculars, other optical
device, still or movie)

E. Direction in which Object
first seen (A landmark may be
more useful than a badly
estimated bearing)

il Asnpy

- } .
F.  Angle of Sight (Estimated Affx- T ' ccocen

heights are unreliable)

G Distance (By reference to a

It —:-57//‘4/46’ o
| known landmark)

— . " .
H.  Movements (Changes in E, F & G gjﬂ1 ?C’fZ}‘ /;:"L/VJDL Ve A
may be of more use than AT A Cavzye, _
estimates of course and speed) AES Sy P Puge B
fonime Ny - oz |

Lo : g |
I. Met Conditions during Observations L('9'457/ S7xc ren7.
(Moving clouds, haze, mist etc)

|

|

|

J. Nearby Objects (Telephone lines, ]
high Voltage lines, reservoir, lake |
!

|

|

|

|

|

|

or dam, swamp or marsh, river, high L o
buildings, tall chimneys, steeples, pe TN
spires, TV or radio masts,
airfields, generating plant,
factories, pits or other sites with
floodlights or night lighting)
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o
|

To whom reported (Police, military,
press etc)

WIAGSSED B P et }
I - NI T
|

Name & Address of Informant

TUUA ANHC Coartis ¢ Baoimn

Background of Informant that
may be volunteered

Other Witnesses

VALKE Pxucs SPAcrs 7o
N L ESAN A + A CE 6

Date, Time of Receipt

} f7//,/rf.

Any Unusual Meteorological

} W
Conditions ﬁi;ﬁﬂ! .
Remarks
Wicee  t Br cnager

2 e w7 S~ ﬁ(
B EAPRNAT e .

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
e el
|
f
[
|
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Devon and Cornwall Constabulary Form MG11(T)

Witness Statement

swomentor D

Ageifunder21 0 21 (if over 21 insert 'over 21°).

This statement {(consisting of T pages each signed by me} is true to the best of my knowledge and
belief and | make it knowing that, if it is tendered in evidence, I shall be liable to prosecution if | have wilfulty
stated in it anything which | know to be false or do not believe to be true.

Dated the

31sday o March 19 g3

Signature

I am a Sergeant in the Devon & Cornwall Constabulary stationed at
Liskeard in Ccrnwall.

At about 0110 hrs on the morning of Wednesday 31st March 1993 I was
on duty in uniform and driving a marked Police vehicle along the A38 at
Looe Mills near Liskeard travelling in the direction of Dobwalls.

This wazs naturally during the hours of darkness ard the weather was
fine and dry, with some patchy cloud; the moon and a2 number of stars being
visible. I was unaccompanied.

As I began to negotiate a sweeping uphill left hand bend at the bottom
of Lantoem Hill, I became aware of what appeared to be two ‘'stars' jJust
above the horizon in the apprcximate position of "two o'eclock". They were
due North of me and motionless in the sky. My attention was drawn to
these "stars" because apart from being in a part of the sky where there
are usually no stars, they were of a darker hue bordering on yellow instead
of silvery-white. They were reasonably closé together but as I could not
begin to estimate their distance from me, I likewise cznnct estimate how
f‘ar‘ they were from ezch other.

As I negotiated the bend I continued to observe them when I sudcenly
saw them begin to move what appeared to me vertically upwards. They main-
tained a parallel course and identical speed and as they approached the
"one o'clock" positior they began to leave vapour trails. I brought my

car to a halt, swifched off the engine and got out. My locatior now was

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT




Form MG11A(T)

- Continuation sheet No
Continuation of Statement of —

. -+ REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

approximately 100 yards the Liskeard side of the lay by outside Lantocm
Quarry, map ref 230 650.

My view of these objects wzs very good; the sky being clear, and they
continued their ascent still at an identical speed to each other and still
on a parallel course. I realised that they were not ascerding vertically
but rather curving overhead and heading due South. As they gained in
height the vapour trails became much more pronounced. I was still unable
to estimate their height because of their small size (identical to a star
in the night sky) but I believe they were very high. As they passed
directly overhead at "12 o'clock high", the heavens at this point were
bright and moonlit ard I could see that there was nothing between the
objects apart from empty sky. They were definitely twc separate objecte.

At abtcut this time I became aware of what I believed tc be a third
object visible only by its vapour trail which was consideratly less otvious
than the vapour trails of the other two objects. This third object seemed
to be travelling to the right hand side of the left hand obejct (as I was
looking up), and slightly to the rear of it. It maintained the identical
speed and parallel ccurse of the other objects.

As the objects ccrntinued or a dead straight north south course, they
seemed to be travelling at a similar speed tc a high flying passenger Jjet
aircraft. I lost sight of them owing to the high ground of the quarry
immediately or my left.

During the total duration of this sighting, which was between 45
secerds ard 1 minute, my observation of these objects wzs continuous and

uninterrupted. There was no sound whatever, the night being very still

with no traffic.
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CWD1S1 31/10e2 09eC1243
FOR CAER

ROUTIMNE 310730Z MAR 93
FROM RAF WEST DRAYTOM

T0 MODUK ALIR

UMCLASSIFIER e

SIC ZAF

SUEJECT: AERIAL FHENOHENA

A. 3101104 MAR 93. 2 TO 3 MIMUTES

E. TWO. VERY BRIGHT, CIRCULAR WITH TﬁI%%ﬁF%EITE IN COLOUR

€ GELLIGAR cOMMON TREHARRIS, MERTHER

I. MAKED EYE
E. OVERHEAD MOVING NORTH

F. LOW, AFFROX 120-200 METRES
G. OVERHEAD

H. VERY SLOW

J. CLEAR

L. FOLICE
PC

"MERTHYR TYDFIL, CEMTRAL FOLICE STATION, SWAM STREET,

N. NOME

FAGE 2 REDAID 0003 UNCLAS
0. OTHER FOLICE OFFICERS
F. 310154A MAR 73

BT
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WITH COMPLIMENTS SECRETARY AND LEGAL ADVISER's OFFicE [ GEIP A WA N

CIVIL AVIATION AUTHORITY

CAA House
45-58 Kingsway
{manentrarce Kemn e Srrees,

Lerdor WC2B BTE

Telephone 071-373 7311
Fax
Telax




' Official i 1o be - *Officer in Charge” (address as below)

.. STAFFORDSHIRE POLICE

= Wolverhampton Road,
Cannock,
OurRef.  CAN/JC/SAT Statfs.
ur Ret. /3¢t WS11 1AW

Your Ref.

7th May, 1993

Department of Trade and Industry,
National Air Traffic Control Services,
1 Victoria Street,

London SW1H OET

Dear Sirs,

I attach hereto copy reports received from my officers in connection
with alleged sightings of unidentified flying objects.

Yours faithfglly,

——Superintendent.

S‘Mr(&h 9@%%\_%
Yoo
e AE
L mmchon SWIR

;0\0

The person dealing with this correspondence is:
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Form No. 65

Staffordshire Police

Your Reference:

Our Reference:

rrom:  p.c. CENNEEN STATION: RUGELEY

SUBJECT:  U.F.0. REPORT
1. With reference to the attached report by P.C.’
concerning a U.F.0. being sighted in the Brereton Area of

Rugeley, more information has been received by myself from
a Cplb of the Military Police at R.A.F. Cosford.

2. Cpl @ has informed me that from enquiries he has made
he has further sightings of the U.F.0. in Bristol at
0100 hours by an § at ‘Bristol Airport, at
Ternhill Barracks at 0200 hours by two guards on duty
there and at R.A.F. Stafford where two guards also saw
it travelling at a speed of approximately '400 knots'
on a very low flight path. :

3. Cpl @D also informed me that he has liaised with R.A.F.
Shrewsbury, at Mr.'§ b, who informed him that he had seen
a U.F.0. in the sky travelling at high speed but riding
erratically at different attitudes. He observed it for
approx. 15 minutes until it went off at speed (400 knots)
in a southern direction.

4. Enquiries have been made with all aviation centres and
there was no activity in the area at all by any military
or civil aeroplanes.

5. All the above information has been recorded at R A.F. Cosford
and a separate report has been compiled by Cpl‘
6. If any more information is required it can be obtained from
The Military Police at R.A.F. Cosford:¢
{

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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REDACTED ON ORIGINAL D DOCUMENT Form No. 65
Staffordshire Police

Your Reference:

Qur Reference:

= =,
FROM:  P.C. N STATION: RUGELEY

TO: SUPERINTENDENT ! DATE: 31st March, 1993

SUBJECT: REPORT OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

1. At 0149 hours on Wednesday 3lst March, 1993 a Mr_
Brereton, Rugeley, reported
to Rugeley Police Station that he had sighted a U.F.O.
in the Brereton area. The informant was visited and
the following details were obtained:

A TIME - 0109 hrs
DATE - 31.3.93
DURATION OF SIGHTING - Approx. 1 minute

B DESCRIPTION OF OBJECT

Shape - Oval

Size -~ Approximately 150 metres in length

Colour - Shingy. Unable to state colour.

Brightness - The object had lights at each end which
were cream and very bright

Sound - Loud humming noise.

C EXACT POSITION OBSERVED

The informant sighted the object whilst stood in the
garden of his home address.

D HOW OBSERVED
Naked eye

E DIRECTION IN WHICH OBJECT WAS FIRST SEEN

The informant saw the object over the Stile Cop area
of Cannock Chase.

F  ANGLE OF SIGHT
Approximately 45 degrees
G DISTANCE
Approximately £ of a mile
H MOVEMENTS
Moved away into the distance slowly

J METEOROLOGICAL CONDITIONS

Dry and Clear
Cont’d Overleaf /ySHeux NK.
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K NEARBY OBJECTS

Housing and industrial estate
L TO WHOM REPORTED

R.A.F. Cosford and Rugeley Police Station
M NAME AND ADDRESS OF INFORMANT

- -~

N ANY BACKGROUND ON THE INFORMANT THAT MAY BE VOLUNTEERED

It is not thought that the informant has ever made any
previous reports of a similar nature in the past.

O OTHER WITNESSES

P DATE AND TIME OF RECEIPT OF REPORT

0149 hours 31.3.93
Q IS A REPLY REQUESTED

Yes

2, In accordance with Force Standing Order E4 1:1 I would
ask that this report be forwarded to:

Department of Trade and Industry,
National Air Traffic Control Services,
1 Victoria Street,

London SW1H OET.

-2 -

Superintendent_]: 40}

(1) This report, together with the report from P.C.q
ddated 31st March, 1993, is forwarded for your
information and subsequent transmission to the Department
of Trade and Industry at the above address.

13.4.9

4.93 N — : -
REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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Sheet NO. «ecovvienernseraraens

Form No. 65A

3 ~_
- .
7 40 %ﬁ
Chief Superintenden ;25£d§;me t, :

1. I would ask that a copy of this re
in Minute 1 (2) above.

e

26 April 1993

f{'; -

;

3 bt /’\l\.ll B

PAB.

[ I3
Superintendent n@;nnock )
<= =

1. This type of report need not

port be forwarded as outlined

Chief Inspector

be referred to

Headquarters and may be forwarded direct to the

Departmept of Trade and Indu

5th May, 1993,

stry.
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From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberiand Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Ref
Yeadon D%Aglgae/%ce

ate
Leeds 20 September 2001

Thank you for your letter dated 21 August concerning access to information on ‘unidentified
flying objects’. I will answer your questions in the same order as your letter.

You asked for policy on the recording, analysis and public disclosure of information on the
following;

1. Reports of ‘unidentified flying objects’.

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 access to information on “‘UFO’ sighting reports, you may wish to be aware that
MOD files are subject to the provisions of the Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967 and generally
remain closed from public viewing for 30 years after the last action on the file has been taken. It
was generally the case that before 1967 all MOD ‘UFO’ files were destroyed after five years as
there was insufficient public interest in the subject to merit their permanent retention. However,
files have routinely been preserved since 1967 and released at their 30 year point to the Public
Record Office. Any from the 1950s and early 1960s that survived have also been released. Files
from 1971 onwards will be made available annually as they reach their individual 30-year
maturity point.

With regard to the release of information from the closed files, the Ministry of Defence operates
in accordance with the existing Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the
Code), which encourages the provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example,




cause harm to defence, invade on an individual's privacy, or if it would take an unreasonable
diversion of resources to respond to a request. Information requested is supplied wherever
possible providing it does not fall under one of the exemptions in the Code. The Freedom of
Information legislation has now received Royal Assent and is known as the Freedom of
Information Act 2000. It is expected to come into force across the public sector between 2002
and 2005. Until then, all requests for information held by the public sector will continue to be
handled under the current Code.

2. Investigation of those reporis (hereafter referred to as cases’).

The MOD does not investigate UFO sightings. Where appropriate those within the department
with responsibility for air defence matters may be consulted but once it is established that the
report contains nothing of defence interest, no further investigations are made,

3 to 6. Cases in which the identity of the ‘unidentified flying object’ is determined and poses no
threat to national security. Cases in which the identity of the UFO is determined and may/could
pose a threat to national security. Cases in which the identity of the UFQ is unknown and cases
in which the identity of the UFQ is suspected or determined to be terrestrial in origin and not a
source publicly represented in the United Nations.

When you talk here of whether the identity of ‘UFOs’ has been determined, I am unclear as to
whether you are referring to unidentified aircraft tracks detected on radar or extra-terrestrial
spacecraft. The fact that the precise identity of an aircraft tracked on radar cannot be established
does not mean it is an extra-terrestrial spacecraft. There are a number of reasons why aircraft
tracked on radar cannot be positively identified. Those that are considered to represent a threat
are intercepted and positively identified. The remainder, whilst not immediately identifiable, may
be considered friendly by virtue of behavioural characteristics. A request for the release of details
concerning such incidents would be likely to be refused under Exemption 1a of the Code of
Practice on Access to Government Information (Information whose disclosure would harm
national security or defence), as it relates to the conduct of military operations. If, however, you
were referring to extra-terrestrial spacecraft, then the MOD knows of no such cases

7. Cases in which the ‘unidentified flying object’ is suspected or determined to be of extra-
terrestrial origin; or comprise extra-ferrestrial technology, or be occupied by an extra-terrestrial
individual.

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.

8. Cases in which the ‘unidentified flying object’ is suspected or determined to be from Earth’s
past civilisations or future; or comprise technology from Earth’s past civilisations or future; or be
piloted by individuals from Earth's past or future.

The MOD has no evidence of any such cases.



9. Cases in which the ‘unidentified flying object’ is suspected or determined to comprise
technology copied or derived from extra-terrestrial technology or technology from Earth's past
civilisations or future (including ‘reverse-engineering’).

Please see my answer to question 7.

Yours sincerely,



2o ‘,h»‘ I~ 24 kﬁ*f

Ministry of Defence
Secretariat Air Staff 2
Room 8245

Main Building
Whitehall

LONDON

SWI1A 2HD

21 August 2001
Dear Sir
Request for access to information on unidentified flying objects and others

Please would you provide me with the following information; or in the event that such requests are chargeable, a
schedule of costs; or in the event that there is a formal procedure or application form, details of that procedure or
application form; or in the event that the Ministry of Defence do not record/process/store the following information,
details of the government department or public body that does; or an explanation as to why the following information is
not publicly available:

Policy on (i) recording, (ii} analysis and (iii) public disclosure of information relating to:

1. Reports of unidentified flying objects;

2. Investigation of those reports (hereafter referred to as ‘cases’);

Cases in which the identity of the ‘unidentified flying object’ is determined and poses no threat to national security;

Cases in which the identity of the ‘unidentified flying object’ is determined and may/could pose a threat to national

i security;

; Cases in which the identity of the ‘unidentified flying object’ is unknown.

Cases in which the ‘unidentified flying object’ is suspected or determined to be terrestrial in origin and not a source

i publicly represented at the United Nations;

Cases in which the ‘unidentified flying object’ is suspected or determined to be of extra-terrestrial origin; or

comprise extra-terrestrial technology; or be occupied by an extra-terrestrial individual;

8. Cases in which the ‘unidentified flying object’ is suspected or determined to be from Earth’s past civilisations or
future; or comprise technology from Earth’s past civilisations or future; or be piloted by individuals from Earth’s
past or future;

9. Cases in which the ‘unidentified flying object’ is suspected or determined to comprise technology copied or derived
from exira-terrestrial technology or technology from Earth’s past civilisations or future (including ‘reverse-
engineering’).

&

[

~ )

Yours faithfully,
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From:mctorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) l '_—,L
Operations and Policy 1, Room 6/73

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone {Direct dial) 0207 218 2140

{Fax} 4 O‘

Section 40 | o et

Raulands Castle 8%&%%216/%%

Hampshire - Date
* 40 T September 2001

[ R udl|

o

Thank you for your letter dated 23 August 2001. 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.
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-DIRECTORATE AIR STAFF -

Directorate r (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct diaf) 020 7218 2140
(Switchbeard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax}
{GTN)

Your Reference
B Refereace

i
Chesham : 14 September 2001

Buckinghamshire
Section A9

1 am writing with reference to the messages you left on our answerphone on 16 August 2001 in

which you requested copies of the layout of crop circles and offered your assistance in
interpreting them.

There is no evidence to suggest that these phenomena are caused by anything of military concern
and the Ministry of Defence does not investigate reported sightings or carry out any research into
them. [am therefore unable to provide the information you have requested.

1 have sent this letter by fax, as your address was not clear on the answerphone message.

Yours sincerely,



From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 8000
(Fax)
(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Reference

Dﬁt)AS/64/3

ate
Chesham 14 September 2001

Buckinihamshire

I am writing with reference to the messages you left on our answerphone on 16 August 2001 in
which you requested copies of the layout of crop circles and offered your assistance in
interpreting them.

There is no evidence to suggest that these phenomena are caused by anything of military concern
and the Ministry of Defence does not investigate reported sightings or carry out any research into
them. I am therefore unable to provide the information you have requested.

I have sent this letter by fax, as your address was not clear on the answerphone message.

Yours sincerely,



MESSAGE LEFT ON ANSWERPHONE — 16 AUGUST 2001
1205

Chesham
Bucks

Message: “I would like you to fax me the layout of all genuine crop circles since they
began. I may be able to help you solve what they mean. I would appreciate it if you
did not talk to anyone else but me.”

1214

Message: “I have seen the pictures of the latest crop circles and it is obvious what at
least one means. You would have to be thick if you do not know what it means.
Please send me a copy of all the genuine ones so I can establish what they are saying.’

i

1218

Message: “Please send me copies of crop circles. Ithink I know what it all means™.

NOTE

Address unclear on the answerphone. Checked postcode with post office and they
had two addresses, neither of which sounded anything like this address. Reply to be
faxed to telephone number above.



From:FqT ctorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) )(\
Operations-andPolicy 1, Room 6/73

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone {Direct dial) 0207 218 2140
{Fax)

| m—

Your Reference
Qur Reference

Southsea D/DAS/64/3 &
Portsmouth Date
Hants 12 September 2001

-

Thank you for your letter dated 25 August 2001, which was passed to us by Headquarters
Land Command. 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.

Finally, the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFQ/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.

%M” Sim
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. Classification [ UNCLASSIFIED |
FACSIMILIE /
GY(Policy and Secretariat) ,-'\

Headquarters Land Command
Erskine Barracks, Wilton,
SALISBURY, Wiltshire SP2 OAG

Transmission Details Document Details
Serial Number: Date and Time of Tr ission: | Reference:
001 28/8/01 10115

Subject:
hETTER FROM MEMBER OF THE PUBLIC

Total Number of pages including this | 6
cover sheef:

Authorising Officer | Transmit Operators

Rank, Name and Appointment: ame
G9(Pol/Sec)1a

As discussed, please see attached a letter that we have received from a member of
the public.

I understand that you have a cell that deals with such enquiries and would be
grateful if you could take this one on.

Regards

Classification {  UNCLASSIFIED }




PAGE BD2/06

GSPOLSECHRLAND

-

28/68/2881 1B:13

<
Seuthsea.

ﬂi?;“ck
(b

L\U Nm&\h Ngs

ﬁmﬁ\ WM\/@\%A M)?r:\ |
m G & \\NuroT m.uawm\%)
{ have oubined o

Doromers Pratehe, a i

s

5 Wmﬁ.)f.wm - [lfe
&mo@. x;drT ﬂ.h% L »&/
\A)N*\ “‘.\\} = te
P Galy momenf-

ﬂNa\m P st

mﬂ A mixcfure



PAGE B83/06

ka W{(C(’a/o) c(\‘falom-:(tj
rind e:t,Wéwe(fJ ef'f\'c(enl'
‘«(/Fgc c[a{'ex\ce ocjoeuc
0}% SuCcéyS/v{ engegemen F
A robol- conbrolfed

hu'l flfvﬁ Sbswmg' /f’

GSPOLSECHALAND

NSV\I) «f')».eye Vl“‘ksl\" {)Q

' fb ‘rcs(jo(fs e sv{f(tlt'enf’(j |

/’evn"ak ho e casvlpes

7? eﬁgr]f

28/68/2081 10:13




28/@8/2081 18:13 _d GIPOLSECHALAND PAGE B4/086

7

}_S"Vsa\mn7 v?_'[,

>Svamad porv )
SN ONE,
Q O O
O Q0O
QQOD

A
5
O
O
=

/]

ASuT>

/



PAGE 05/pB

P.S.

(p\aufme of//wmofv
hace 2 ﬁ»r been h(llew
éb exchva - ferresma|
ro‘wl’ aHach . %w
@mmlr quse W(‘:)

- h{l({'zrv> obsessn L

E AH&Cflo;\s ﬂa&dad are.-
Cgong b explaca {—Lctr
Conduck b He ﬂ?cm)tr\b

el onthe j(;/s&)c

‘ ,ﬁﬂﬁﬁgg 68[{&2{: /((

GIPOLSECHRLAND

28/88/2001 1@:13



— a— w— =
— s
s — et e —n T R

5&_,\ 5 ) %M‘FLOVC Lj
Suseses by e | Eerth food |
N )
<3 =




crom: TSN INY/
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberiand Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
(GTN)

— Qur Reft
Section 4 B,
Date
12 September 2001

Do [T =

Thank you for your recent letter concerning your request for information on ‘UFOs’.

First you asked if 800 enclosures would equate to 800 separate sighting reperts. Without recalling
the files we can not be certain of their contents, but they could contain not only sighting reports,
but also MOD correspondence with those who reported the sightings.

You also suggested that the sighting reports could be placed in chronological order to make the
files easier to search. We currently hold files covering a 30 year period and it would take a
considerable amount of time to call back all of these files and shuffle all the papers in order to put
them in chronological order. Also many people report sightings and correspond with us about
events months, sometimes years, after they are alleged to have occurred. This would mean files
would have to be constantly called back from archives in order to place this correspondence in the
appropriate place. The MOD does not have the resources to conduct such a large paper exercise,
nor would such a system be practical to maintain. Indeed, it is established practice that files
should be left in the state that they were otiginally created, any interference with this, could result
in delays when files are reviewed for release to the Public Record Office.

You then asked about UFO records from the 1950s. The only surviving record that we are aware
of from that period, which is not currently in the PRO, is a report from the Directorate of
Scientific Intelligence and Joint Technical Intelligence Committee, entitled Unidentified Flying
Objects and dated June 1951. This report was recently discovered during a routine review of files
which had been retained within the Department beyond 30 years. The report has now been
removed from this file and is awaiting clearance for transfer to the PRO.

Finally, you asked if there was a register kept of UFO sighting reports made to the MOD during
the early 1950s. We are not aware of any such register.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



' - '

.DAS4A1(SEC)
From: Info(Exp)-Records1
Sent: 10 September 2001 13:42
To: DAS4A1(SEC)
Subject: RE: Enquiry about UFO files

The only record from the 1950s that | am aware of is the infamous DSI/JTIC Report No 7 in DEFE 19/9
(title: Scientific Intelligence). Arrangements have been made to replace the copy on the file with a
photocopy and the originat has been allocated to DEFE 44 (provisionally DEFE 44/119). The report is
waiting PRO clearance before transfer to Kew (hopefully a little later this year).

On the order of files - the Public Record Act lays down no specific instruction.
However, on creation it is good records management practice that filing be in chronological order. When
my staff process files, 25 or so years after originally created, they work to the established practice that

files be feft in the state that they were created. It is unfortunate if this means the filing can be somewhat
haphazard.

n 40
g

age--—
From: DAS4A1(SEC}
Sent: 10 September 2001 12:04
To: Info(Exp)-Records1
Subject: Enquiry about UFO files

One of our regular correspondents has asked it "any surviving UFO records from the 1950's have been retained
by the MOD and re-classified under the thirty-year secrecy rule?". 1 think the answer is no, any records from
that period would be in the PRO, but | thought it best to check with you.

Also he has suggested that we place reports in chronological order to make it easier for them to be searched by
us and members of the public (they are currently filed in the order they are received) . | will obviously expiain
the difficulties of shuffling papers on 30 years worth of files, especially as many people write to us about events
that happened months, sometimes years ago and this would result in us constantly calling files back from
archives to insert letters in the appropriate place . | would, however, appreciate your advice on whether records
have to be kept in date order and once placed on a file can enclosures be shuffled around in this manner. 1 know
the PRO is very keen for files to be released in their original state so is there any instructions under the Public
Record Act?.

DAS s+Pol1
(DAS4A1(SEC) on chots)



Directorate 0&'! Staff 4al, BIRMIN G%H,
Ministry of Defence, -O‘
Room 8245,

Main Building,

Whitehall,

LONDON,

SWIA2HB e )

e IR O

Thank you for your previous letter, relating to a request to search
archive files for information regarding specific dates when UFOs
were reported over the United Kingdom.

You will appreciate that £840.00 in total, which was the amount
specified by the Department for looking through and sanitising
such reports, if found, is something we personally could not afford
at this time, although it may well be that, in due course, we could
concentrate on one or two dates, in order to spread the cost over a
period of time.

Would we be correct in presuming that the number of enclosures
relates individually to single UFO reports; in other words, for
N argument sake, 8 x 100 enclosures for the 1979 period would refer
dg to 800 separate Sighting reports from members of the public,
chk,ﬁ be? e or would such enclosures be cross-referenced, bearing in mind that
TS fre Ll they are not filed by date order but how they come into the MOD
o™ M}“ Department?

) o,éw’ -~ Why cannot these enclosures be placed into chronological order,
taking into account that access of such documents would be made
Ve w"’b— ‘/{' far easier, not only to interested members of the public but by
" ¥ representatives working within the MOD, who may wish to consult

LoW ”_:.y"“y *ﬂ" such documents for themselves?

S ."'rr;};ﬂ %lth regard to UFO reports received by the Air Ministry, ¢ither from
hadntos #} (1" Members of the Armed Forces, or members of the public, can you tell
5 ‘,Av-‘ Ko _7us if any surviving UFO records from the 1950's have been retained

“C -~ by the MOD and re-classified under the Thirty-Year Secrecy Rule?

Secondly, was there any register kept recordmg reports of UFOs
made to the MOD during the early 1950's, again, bearing in mind that

rstand any surviving records from the 1950's are open to public
Cﬁ? at the Public Record Office? S D‘;{g"‘“‘““

:

g o



We look forward to hearing from you.

Yours sincerely,
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From-@}ectorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) ] 7—
Operations and Policy 1, Room 6/73

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone {Direct dial) 0207 218 214
o
_—

_ Your Reference
ackpool

Our Reference

La; — D/DAS/64/2 &
Secto
- )2 September 2001

| —

- P

Thank you for your letter dated 21 August 2001 which has been passed to this office as we
are 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
maight have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a
potential threat, and to date no '"UFQ' 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,

With regard to the incident referred to in your letter, I can confirm that a Search and
Rescue helicopter from RAF Valley received a call out at 13:30 on 14 January to search for a
crashed micro-light on the Isle of Man. A comprehensive search of the area was conducted, but
nothing was found and the helicopter returned to RAF Valley.

I have looked back through our files and can confirm that the only report we received was
the one passed to us by Skelmersdale Police which you mentioned in your letter. We received no

reports of ‘UFO’ sightings for the 20 January 2001 from Fleetwood.

I hope this is helpful.

\/o WS S




TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To  DAS H Sec RefNo >5[ poor
Date J‘—:S(g/‘:b'

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

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




“Blackpool,

Lancashire,
|
——
1st August 2001
Ministry of Defencel,
Main Building,
Whitehall,

London, SW1A 2HB.

Dear Sir,

| am writing to you in the hope that you can provide some information concerning the
Snaefell mast ‘collision’” which took place on January 14th 2001 in the Isle of Man. | am
researching the incident to see if there may be a connection with several sightings of
mysterious aerial objects over Fleetwood a week later on January 20th.

| am aware of the basic facts in that there were two reported sightings of the collision
and that nothing was found in spite of a Helicopter being scrambled from RAF Valley,
North Wales and also that HMS Sutherland had received an unidentified distress call
from the area and had detoured from it's route to Scotland to search the area.

| saw the ‘lights’ over Fleetwood in January along with my wife, and over the last 3
and a half months | have been living and working in the Isle of Man and so | got to know
about both incidents.

1 wonder if you could help me with any of the following questions:

1. What sightings or distress calls were received on 14th January in addition to the
one 1romHﬁr kelmerdale which the Police said was handed to the MOD and
attached'to their-Isle-ef Man’ file.?

2. Was anything recovered?

Any information you can provide would be gratefully received.

Yours Sincerely,
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From:_aj&ctorate of Air Staff 4a (LA - Ops & Pol 1), [ )
L —

Room

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 020
=

Your Reference

Our Ref
DIDAS/64 3 e—

Date
& September 2001

Section 4
R ccocion 40 |

Thank you for your letter dated 28 August 2001. Please find enclosed a number of papers on the
Rendlesham Forest incident, which you requested 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.
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o RN ;-o/
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
(GTN)

Your Reference
Qur Reference
an Diego B/It)AS/64 3
. : ate
Seglgorma ‘ 5 September 2001

I am writing with reference to your letter concerning your paper on the “Radiospectroscopic
Study of Astrophysical Photon Source Flares and the SETI”. This office is the focal point within
the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘Unidentified Flying Objects” and your
letter has been passed to me for reply.

It may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence 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. Qur only concern is the defence of the United Kingdom’s airspace and
we do not study space nor conduct searches for life on other planets. Any reports of sightings of
'unidentified flying objects’ received are examined solely to establish whether what was seen
might have some defence significance; namely, 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 United Kingdom from an external military source, and to date no "UFQ'
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.

I should add that while the MOD remains open-minded, to date we know of no evidence which
substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. [ have not contacted [SyaYaITR of the)
British Interplanetary Society. as you requested, as this is not a matter for the MOD.

Yours sincerely,




TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
To b%gA S RefNo ' © 22 3 ngot

Date ;2“;).«‘\% \ )

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
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




‘Jear Sir

Could Vou please tell me if you have ever %eard 9f my name before?
The main reason why I think that you mlght havie 'hédrd of me is '
because I am the author of a paper which is entitled
"Radiospectroscopic Study of Astrophysical Photon Source Flares and
the SETI", which was published in the March 1982 issue of the Journal
of the British Interplanetary Society, in the UK. As you probably®
already know, SETI is an acronym for Search for Extra-Terrestrial
Intelligence. 1In my paper I proposed and analyzed the idea of making a
transmitter beam axis alignment into the sky directions opposite from,
or 180 degrees away from, the measured sky positions of transient
astrophysical photon source flare events such as supernovas, novas,
X~-Ray and Gamma-Ray bursts, and, most egpecially, powerful transient
radio sources, with a transmitter activation on or about the time of
event observation, so as to cause the broadcast signal to be
intercepted during the course of the radio astronomical study of the
event, or events, assuming appropriate signal processing, at all
possible future reception points within the transmitter beamcone -
hence the title of the paper. And I also did propose the idea of
minimizing the travel distance of the initial contact message signal,
using the parent stars as a best - available approximation of the
space - time positions of the transmitter and the receiver, with a
consequently minimized signal attenuation due to signal travel path
length. I will elaborate on this idea upon request. What is your
perception of the status of expert opinion concerning my 1982 SETI
paper, and my two proposed radio SETI strategies? I could send you
a copy of my paper if you would like, but I invite you to analyze my
two ideas for yourself’ perhaps together with your associates and
ceclleagues, using your own sclentific and mathematical acumen.
Please do let me know what your conglusions are.There is certainly no
gquestion about the inherent scientific value of radio astronomical
study of all types of astrophysical photon source flares, There is
also no question that radio astronomers should be of course alert to
the possibility of alien artificial raddo signal detection during the
course of all types of radio astronomical operations, in any direction,
and at any time. There is a lot of evidence of the occurrence of
massive, colossal, explosions, far vaster than supernovas, in the
centers of some galaxies, such as M82, NGC 1275 (Perseus A), and in
the center of our own’'galaxy, as well. And I am sure that you have
heard about the mysterious brightening of Eta Carina from 1837 to 1845,
during which Eta Carina became nearly as bright as Sirius, and then
faded. The origins and causes of these mysterious photon source flare
events is one of the most outstanding unsolved mysteries of modern
astronomy. And finally, are you at all concerned about the clear
possibility of some other nation acquiring very large amounts of
data and information from advanced aliens via radio waves? I believe
that it i8§ 90551ble “HIthOUGH not certdin, that such infdrmation could
quite possibly give its recepients an insuperable military advantage
over other nations. Have you ever thought very much about this
possibility? I have, and it worries mf a great deal. But how do you_

feel? Please do Jet me know. I will look forward to hearing from you,

“and perhaps from your associates, sometime soon.

.S —
(ovER)
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From=H 10
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) )

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberiand Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial} 0207218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
(GTN)
_ Your Reference
Reft
Willits D?’ISAe 6473 e
8@:5490 4 September 2001

o- SR

Thank you for your letter of 5 August, addressed to the Ministerial Correspondence Unit,
concerning Admiral of the Fleet The Lord Hill-Norton GCB and the Disclosure Project. This
office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFQs’ and
I have been asked to reply.

First, it .may be helpful if T 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 military 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 MOD 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 reported to us has revealed such a threat, 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 ‘Disclosure Project’, we are aware that many people have claimed to have
experienced various phenomena. However, the MOD does not have any expertise or role in
respect of '"UFO/flying saucer' matters or, 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, in your letter you asked for information about Admiral of the Fleet The Lord Hill-Norton
GCB. I can confirm that Lord Hili-Norton was Chief of the Defence Staff between 1971 and
1973. He has a long standing personal interest in ‘UFOs’. The views expressed by Lord Hill-
Norton on the subject of "UFOs" are entirely his own personal opinions and do not represent nor
reflect the views of the Ministry of Defence.




I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,




TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To___ Dws Lt RefNo_ ©12]  pom
Date /5{ &/ o |
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
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



Demon Internet Webmail Page 1 of 3

. . g Secure Connection -
Demon __ i Listing | ministers.demon.co.uk
Message Deletei s e ] o e e
Originally from: Originally to: public
Date: Sun, 5 Aug 2001 21:27:06 -0700

Subject: none

Please forward to:
The Ministerial Correspondence Unit,
Room 222,
0ld War QOffice,
Whitehall,
London SW1A 2EU

I am a high school civics teacher seeking information on behalf of my
history class re:

Admiral Lord Hill-Norton who from 1971 to 1973 was head of Britain's
Ministry of Defence. He is said to have given credence to the possibility
of extraterrestrials having visited our planet. Can you confirm this? I
would love to lead our class in research on this man. Can you help?

I realize T am but a humble teacher and you have more important things to
do that muck about in these old tales, but I would be grateful for any help
yvou might offer.

Many thanks,

1 ts,  CA

Additional info below: (fyi)

UFOTruth - http://UFOTruth.listbot.com

A summary of Disclosure Project witness
testimony is at: www.disclosureproject.org

A project staff member forwarded these
relevant remarks by Five-Star Admiral Lord
Hill-Norton, former head of Britain's Ministry
of Defense - as to UFQ/ET witnesses who
had been ceonsidered trustworthy enough to
that point, to have been given responsibility
over nuclear weapons...

<< I heard Lord Hill-Norton speak on one of
the television specials, and he made a very
profound statement: (I'm paraphrasing) "One
of two scenarios is true. Either these people
entrusted with nuclear weapons really saw
and experienced what they did, or they were
mass-hallucinating. Either scenario would and
must be of great importance to National and
International security.” >

NAMES FROM THE DISCLOSURE PROJECT
WITNESS LIST:

https://web.mail.demon.net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi 09/08/01
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Testimony that Explains the Secrecy:

Reserves

ployee
\British Police

DIA Official

UFQO Crash Witness

US Air Force
Italian UFO expert
McDonnell Douglas Career

FAA Head of Accidents and
US Air Force Radar Control
U8 Navy Radar Technician
United Airlines Pilot

US Navy Pilot

S Air Force, SAC L
Air Force

Witness Testimony:

Overview:
<snip>
Mongignor Corrado Balducci: September 200

Radar and Pilot Cases:

FAA Division Chief §

US Navy
) Airline Pilot

US Air Force
US Air Force
EF Alr Force/BAEC
Navy

Government Insiders/ NASA
https://web.mail. demon.net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi

eep Insiders:

Brigadier Generalm Army National Guard

US Navy Atlantic Command
US Air Force (Ret.)

US Marine Corps
I:"03 Air Force (Ret.)

Ministry of Defense Official
US Air Force, Security Officer

¥S Air Force, NRO Operative

McDonnell Douglas Aerospace Engineer

US Navy (ret.)

1 Security Agency
US Air Force
S Air Force

Page 2 of 3

Engineer

Investigations
ler

aunch Controller

0

{ret.)
(ret.,)

(9/08/01
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. Astronaut |
Brigadier [seherals Esg.: Army National

Guard Reserve Ak
W U8 Navy Atlantic Command
|8 hk Tedonel WUS air Force (ret.),
e ‘

October
B .=C3=A2=C2*=C2*
7.8, Marine Corps,

| 1
%
o
L2

7

......... (e
Fdsh Minisfry of Defense
rton: Five-Star Admiral,

Former Head

of the British
United States Alr Force,

29
,,,,,, 1 |
United States Army
i pussian Alr Force
Air Force/NRO operative

Ministry of pDefense
officer

Major-Gener«

Master SerqearﬂL

and CIA

(ret.)
Contractor
(ret.)
UsS Air Force (ret.)
!!!!g,!l,!,!ilzl,!!) Foreign Service
official .
@‘Air Force
N JEmployee
Defense Intelligence Agency (ret.)
TS Army
cDonnell Douglas Aerospace Engineer,
genior Policy Analyst, stanford
Research Institute
Former SAIC employee

: US Army (ret.)

y
Us Air Force

UsS Army (ret.)

oyal canadian Alr Force

Pomon iniernet Bome Fage

09/08/01

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



Demeon Internet Webmail Page 1 of 1

. o Secure Connection -
Mailibox Listin
Demon ! g ministers.demon.co.uk

Message: Delete J View headers 1

Originally from: _ {Originally to: public
Date: [Tue, 7 Aug 2001 16:21:00 -0700

Subject: Re: : none

>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 your message to this email address (or
>public@ministers.mod.uk) and include your full postal address.

>

>Many thanks,

>

>MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit

Looking forward to your response and info. Thanks,

Willits, CA 95490
USA

Less text {20 lines)

Deman fnternel Home Page

https.//web.mail.demon. net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi 09/08/01




Room&/73

From {STCTSUTOINA 02 ctorate of Air Staf 4a (LA - Ops & Pol 1),

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue,

London, WC2N 58P

7

Telephone (Direct dialy 0207 218 2140

) Py
- Sectio )

Hounslow

0

Your Reference

Our Ref:
DDAS A &

Date
2 September 2001

e

Thank you for your recent enguiry to the MOD
number of papers on the Rendlesham Forest in

privacy of those who have corresponded with the

press office. As requested, please find enclosed a

cident that have recently been released under the
Code of Practice on Access of Government Inform

ation  Some have been sanitised to protect the
Ministry of Defence.

U._(_( AY I‘V‘ <7}



DAS4A1(SEC)

" From: DAS4A(SEC)
Sent: 30 August 2001 17:43
To: DAS4A1(SEC)
Subject: FW: Rendlesham

mme 1'm sure it would be appreciated nfm‘rmwﬁﬁeza'ﬁhotocopxes off tomorrow.-m

,

~~~~~ Original Message-----

From: D News RAF

Sent: 30 August 2001 17:04

To: DAS4A(SEC)

Subject: RE: Rendlesham
Thanks.

He is

Hounslow

%o}

--——-Original Message----

From: DAS4A(SEC)

Sent: 30 August 2001 16:59
To: D News RAF

Ce: DAS4A1(SEC)
Subject: RE: Rendlesham

Importance: High

Just opene h)wzl_ alve a set which could be photocopied and sent to him - it's about 70 documents,
mostly corre from ‘embers of the public. Let us have his details and despatch can be arranged.
B <0

-----Original Message----~

From: D News RAF

Sent: 30 August 2001 16:53
To: DAS4A(SEC)
Subject: Rendlesham

I've had a call from a feelance journalist who "wishes to obtain a copy of the documents on
Rendiesham Forest".
If | get his address, can you send him something?



Room 6/73 "
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial)
(Fax}

M . r
) From:—dq/'@ctorate of Air Staff 4a (LA - Ops & Pol 1), f‘w,

Your Reference

Qur Reference N
D/DAS/64/3 & '~

ashington

Date
Tvne and Wear 3 September 2001
H\
Do

Thank you for your letter dated 12 August.

After making further enquiries within the department I can confirm that two US B1 Strategic
Bomber aircraft were authorised by UK MoD to conduct training flights in the North Yorkshire
area on 16" October 2000. It is therefore possible that it was one of these aircraft that you
observed on the night in question.

T hope this is helpful.

S
\/o C .




DAS4A1A(SEC)

From: DAS3B1(SEC)
Sent: 28 August 2001 15:28

To: DAS4A1A(SEC
Subject: |
S ectio i)

In response to Mld say that the US authorities requested use of UK airspace for 2 x B1 Strategic
Bomber Aircrafto ctober 2000. The MoD authorised the B1 aircraft to use UK airspace. The
aircraft were conducting training flights and are likely to have been operating in the area of North Yorkshire as part of
this training on the date specified.

The B1 is not strictly a stealth aircraft (unlike the B2 and F117), but it is painted a dark colour and with its wings
swept back would look unusual - particulasly at altitude. The only airshows B1's attended this summert are RIAT at
RAF Cottesmore and RAF Waddington airshow. | have never heard of Sunderland International air show.

| would suggest a short response giving the info in the first para here. We would not want to get into details of
airshows, stealth operations etc.

| would be grateful for sight of your final draft.

Scctio il



Washington

73 ine and Wear

Your ref: D/IDAS(Sec)/64,2

12 August 200!

irécio
Room 8245
Ministry of Defence
Muin Building
Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB

1 refer to my sightmg of a “UFO" i October 2000.
Your letter of 25 Qctober 2000 refers.

Following your remarks n that letter that it may have been curcraft lights or natural phenomena I
made it my ‘mussion’ to establish exactly what 1t was [ sow. I now fnow that what I saw on the evening
of 16" October 2000 over North Yorkshire was the F1 Amerrcan Stealth Bomber. It did in fact make
an appearance al the Sunderland International Aw Show this Summer.

It is a known fact tha this craft can not be detected by radar which may be why none of the RAF
Stations { contacted were aware 1t was In our arr space that night. Whether or not it was i breach of
national security 13 for you to establish.  The Americans being our strongest alltes I would assume it
reqsonable for them lo occupy our air space for fraimng efc., without the knowledge of all Stations
but I would have expected yourselves to have been aware of this, Obviously on this occasion you
were not.??.

Thank you for taking the trme 1o write to me. I trust you will find this letter of intferest.

Yours sincerely
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From SISO 6
Directorateof Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard)
{Fax)
{GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Reft
Barnard Castle Dl/lir)Ag/%Eie/%ce

Date
Co Durham 20 August 2001

0

Thank you for your letter 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.

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 military 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 MOD 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 UFQ reported to us has revealed such a threat, 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.

Turning to the four points which you asked the Prime Minister to support, I will address these in
the same order as in your letter.

1. 1o 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 suppott 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. 1o enact comprehensive legisiation 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 MOD 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.

1 hope this explains the situation.

Yours sincerely,



-

‘ W b

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
To Dpes & RefNo OUA /2001

Date Kk& &/19 !

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
’&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.

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 is available from DG Info on extension

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 accu}'acy of
your branch records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year.

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT
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FAO Prime Minister Tony Blair
Subject. Disclosure Project and release of all classified UFO information

Dear Prime Minister, N i
ISR i

I

|
j

On May 9, 2001, one of the largest press conferences in the recent history of the Nationa! Press’
Club was completed More than 20 military, government and corporate witnesses to

unambiguous UFO and extraterrestrial events stated their testimony before the world-widc press
&

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 UFQO / Lxtraterrestrial prescence on and around Earth. This recorded testimony
consists of dozens of first-hand, often 1op-secret witnesses to UFO and Lxtraterrestrial evenls,
internal UFQO-related government projects and covert activities, space-based weapons programs,
and covert, reversc-engineered energy and propulsion system projects. The technologies that are
of an Lxtraterrestrial origin, when publicly relcased within a planned transition period, will
provide solutions 1o global environmental and sceurity challenges.

These numerous recorded witnesses constilule only a small portion of a vast pool of identified
present or former military, intclligence, 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.

Legislation will ban space-bascd weapons and will help to transform the terrestrial war industry
into a world co-operative military (without space weapons), civil, and commercial space
industry This will provide unprecedented benefits and opportunitics to all on Earth and in space.
Our generation of voters and leaders are responsible for this once in a fifetime decision - to ban
spacc-based weapons so that we will be permitted to join the peaceful travellers in the universe.

Therefore, the undersigned are asking thal 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 Extralcrrestrial presence
on and around Earth,

s To hold open hearings on advanced cnergy and propulsion systems, relating to
extraterrestrial phenomena that, when publicly released, will provide solutions 1o
global environmental challenges. These tcchnologies which may now be
sequestered behind the National Security Act,

o To enact legislation which will limit all space-based weapons, and to cnact and
implement international treaty and legal standards limiting the weaponization of

space.

.81
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» To cnact comprehensive legislation to research, develop and explore space
peacefully and co-operatively with all cultures on Earth and in space.

Barnard Castle
Co Durham

Fax |
Ematl:



Direct e of Air (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchhoard) 020 72
(Fax)
G ﬂgo‘
Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3

Date
20 August 2001

Winsford
Cheshire

0

Dea

Thank you for your letter of 30 July, addressed to Mr Hoon , regarding 'unidentified flying
objects'. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence of this
nature 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. 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 MOD 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 reported to us has revealed such a threat, 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.

In your letter you refer to the ‘extreme secrecy that prevails on this subject...’, and expressed your
‘shock that such things are kept from the general public’. The MOD’s interest in this subject is
limited to the defence of the UK, as described above, and no secret has been made of that fact.
Our files are subject to the provisions of the Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967 which state 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 alt "UFO" files were destroyed after five
years, as there was insufficient public interest in the subject to mierit their permanent retention.
However since 1967, following an increase in public interest in this subject "UFO" report files are
now routinely preserved and passed to the Public Record Office at the 30 year point. Any files
from the 1950s and early 1960s which did survive are already available for examination by
members of the public. In addition, the MOD operates under the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information. This means that we are committed to providing members of the public
with information they require, as long as it is not exempted under the Code. With the start of the
introduction of the Freedom of Information Act next year, we will, in common with all
government departments, be looking at what further material may be released.



With regard to the ‘Disclosure Meeting’ held in Washington, in May, we are aware that many
people have claimed to have experienced various phenomena and we remain open-minded.
However, 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. To date the MOD
knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

Yours sincerely,



TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DAS G0 RefNo S5<( e /2001
Date G - %‘1;\,3 e,

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(GenWer 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



WINSFORD,

Re Disclosure meeting held in Washington DC gt May
30/07/01

Dear Mr Hoon,
I personally attended the disclosure events concerning so called UFO’s and extraterrestrial vehicles
(ETV’S) held in Washington DC in May earlier this year.

I am concerned that there seems to be no change in MOD policy in respect of the evidence that was
presented and that the extreme secrecy that prevails on this subject both undermines democracy and
damages public trust in government, I was personally shocked that such things are being kept from
the general public and while I realise the issues are complex and profound it is surely time to move
forward in a mutually agreeable/acceptable way on this subject in the UK.

Perhaps you or your department would like to discuss the issues in more detail, there is also witness
testimony available on CD ROM, hardcopy, and video format should you wish to be briefed.

Please be assured that all correspondence will be treated as private and confidential unless agreed
otherwise between us.

T'look forward to hearing from you in due course and hope that the government perhaps starting
with the MOD has the courage to start looking at policy changes on this subject and to grasp the
opportunity of holding honest, open, and non recriminatory public hearings.

Yours Sincerel



From
Direc fAir Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, LLondon,

WC2N 5BP
Tetephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 3000
(Fax)
(GTN)

Your Reference

QOur Reft
DIDAS/GA3"

ate
16 August 2001

Wellingborough
Northants

0

Further to my letter of 9 August regarding your request for information relating to the defence of
UK airspace, 1 am now in a position to provide a substantive reply.

1 will answer your questions in the same order as your letter.

Q1) What is United Kingdom law governing unauthorised incursions into UK airspace? (Does
the UK have an ‘air defence identification zone” for example?).

Al) As far as I can ascertain there are no specific laws governing ‘unauthorised incursions into
UK airspace’. There is no requirement to notify authorities of entry into UK airspace, in a
similar way in which ships are not required to notify their entry into territorial waters. However,
diplomatic clearance is required for military aircraft and all aircraft are required to comply with
the rules of the air. Thus, for example, any aircraft entering controlled airspace is required to seek
clearance from the appropriate control agency. Furthermore, Customs and Excise must be
notified at the point of landing.

Q2) Is it standard practice to allow such incursions to go unchallenged, provided that the
aircraft concerned do not engage in hostile acts (including espionage or military

reconnaissance)?.

AZ) Any aircraft that is considered to represent a potential threat will be challenged by air
defence aircraft.

Q3) Were the four unidentified aircraft mentioned above ail of a recognisable type or
mamifacture, and if not, how many were not?.

A3) The four unidentified aircraft were considered friendly and, therefore, no further attempt was
made to ascertain specific details.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



Direct: ir-Staff
Operations & Policy
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
(GTN)
Your Reference

Qur Ref
Wellingborough D%Ag/gae/%ce

afe
Northants 9 August 2001

1 am writing to acknowledge receipt of your letter of 11™ July in which you ask questions relating
to defence of UK airspace.

We aim to reply to all letters within four working weeks from date of receipt. However, owing to
administrative difficulties caused by our recent move to the address at the top of this letter, we

are unable to reply to you within this timescale.

Nevertheless, you may be assured that you will receive a substantive reply as soon as is
practicable.

Yours sincerely,



DAO/1/13

10 Aug 01

DAS 4A1(Sec)

REQUEST FOR INORMATION _

1. You asked for information to assist in responding to further questions raised in a foflow-
up letter from mted 11 Jul O1.
2. As far as T can ascertain there are no specific laws governing “unauthorised incursions

into UK airspace”. There is no requirement to notify authorities of entry into UK airspace, in a
similar way in which ships are not required to notify their entry into territorial waters.
However, diplomatic clearance is required for military aircraft and all aircraft are required to
comply with the rules of the air. Thus, for example, any aircraft entering controlled airspace is
required to seek clearance from the appropriate control agency. Furthermore, Customs and
Excise must be notified at the point of Janding.

3. Any aircraft that is considered to represent a potential threat will be challenged by air
defence aircraft.

4, The four unidentified aircraft were considered friendly and, therefore, no further attempt
was made to ascertain specific details.

S. I hope you find these responses of use and that they do not prompt a further round of
questions.

Signed on CHOtS

Wg Cdr
DAO ADGE 1

CHOtS: DAO-ADGEI



WELLINGBOROUGH
NORTHANTS

o

DIRECTORA !E OF AIR STAFF 4a,

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,
ROOM 8245,

MAIN BUILDING,
WHITEHALL,

LONDON SWI1A 2HB.

11% July, 2001

T would like to thank you for your prompt and helpful reply to my letter of the 15®
June. I hope that I am not trespassing on your kindness by asking some
supplementary questions, which I hope that you will be able to answer under the
terms of the Code of Practice relating to access to government information.

You say that since 1® January 2001, four unidentified aircraft have been detected
entering United Kingdom airspace, but were ‘assumed friendly based on behavioural
patterns’. My questions are:

1. What is United Kingdom law governing unauthorised incursions into UK
airspace? (Does the UK have an “air defence identification zone’, for example?)

2. Is it standard practice to allow such incursions to go unchallenged, provided that
the aircraft concerned do not engage in hostile acts (including espionage or
military reconnaissance)?

3. Were the four unidentified aircraft mentioned above all of a recognisable type or
manufacture, and if not, how many were not?

T look forward to hearing from you, as and when you are able to reply.




EGonNATE of AL STAFF 4
FLMSTIY  F DUFENCE
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Please see attached two letters which we have received from a member of the public,
Pz] ¢ to these letters we had not heard ofm 40

Althoughl Y t'4.@letter asked some unusual questions, DAO ADGE 1
(Wg Cd Pyag (ppy to provide the answers. These were factual answers
and we -to-explain in broad terms what they mean (See my letter of

5 July).

However, he has now come back with some more probing questions concerning
operational matters in connection with our policing of UK airspace. ADGE1 is
concerned about the nature om@ions and where this may be leading.
After all we have no idea who he 1s: icular concern to ADGE 1 is the
reference to an “air defence identification zone® because although he believes this
phrase may only be Restricted, it is a NATO term not widely known outside of the
aviation community and we would not wish to start discussing such matters with
members of the public.

ADGE 1 thinks we will probably have to withhold this information under the Code
because otherwise we would be getting into operational matters. However, he has
asked if could consult MOD Sy about the nature of this correspondence and to see if
they are able to tell us anything about mrng that is his real name).

I would be grateful for yo! nly got this letter today, so we have until
9 August to get a reply to 40

Section 4N

13™ July 2001




e oection 40
Directorate of Air Staff 4a1 %

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

Telephone (Direct diaf) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax}
(GTN)
F Your Reference
ellingborough QOur Reference
Northants D/DAS/64/3
Date
0 5 July 2001

Thank you for your letter of 15 June, addressed to Secretariat (Air Staff)2a, concerning
‘unidentified flying objects’. Please note this Department has now changed title to Directorate of
Air Staff 4a, as shown above. We are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for
correspondence relating to “‘UFOs.”

Before T answer the questions contained in your letter, 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 request for information under the Freedom of Information Act, you may wish
to be aware that the Ministry of Defence operates in accordance with the Code of Practice on
Access to Government Information, which encourages the provision of information unless its
disclosure would, for example, cause harm to defence, invade on an individual's privacy, or if it
would take an unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to a request. Information requested
is supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under one of the exemptions in the Code.
The Freedom of Information legislation has received Royal Assent and is known as the Freedom
of Information Act 2000. It is expected to come into force in Spring 2002, when it will supersede
the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information.

In your letter you seem to be confusing unidentified aircraft tracks detected on radar with ‘UFOs’.
The fact that the precise identity of an aircraft cannot be established does not render it a UFO.
There are a number of reasons why some aircraft cannot be positively identified and, in these
instances, assumptions have to be made. In the vast majority of cases, unidentified aircraft can be
assumned to be friendly by virtue of behavioural characteristics. Any unidentified aircraft acting
suspiciously would normally be intercepted. Please bear this in mind when reading the following
answers to your questions.



1. How many times since 1% January 2001 have unidentified aircrafi or flying objects’ been
detected approaching and/or entering United Kingdom airspace by air defence radar?

Since 1 January 2001 fifteen aircraft remained unidentified as they were detected approaching UK
airspace by the air defence system.

2. How many of these aircraft or ‘UFOs’ have been subsequently identified and found to be
harmless?

Subsequently, nine of the aircraft were positively identified.

3. How many, if any, have been identified and found to be aircraft of a potentially hostile
Joreign power?

None were found to be unauthorised incursions by aircraft of a potentially hostile foreign power.
However, it should be noted that there are occasional, pre-notified and authorised movements of
civil and military aircraft from potentially hostile nations into UK airspace.

4. How many, if any, have remained unidentified?

Of the six tracks that remained unidentified, two never actually entered UK airspace and the
remaining four were assumed friendly based on behavioural patterns.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



DAO/1/13

4 Jul 01

DAS 4A1(Sec)

REQUEST FOR INORMATION _

1. You asked for information to assist in responding to questions raised in a letter from

[SEVENaTaNg i2tcd 15 Jun O1.

2. m@o have confused unidentified aircraft tracks detected on radar with
“UFOs*™ act that the precise identity of an aircraft cannot be established does not render
it a UFO. There are a number of reasons why some aircraft cannot be positively identified
and, in these instances, assumptions have to be made. In the vast majority of cases,

unidentified aircraft can be assumed to be friendly by virtue of behavioural characteristics.
Any unidentified aircraft acting suspiciously would normally be intercepted.

3. Against this background, the answers tmmc questions are as follows:

a. Since 1 Jan 01, fifteen aircraft remained unidentified as they were detected
approaching UK airspace by the air defence system.

b. Subsequently, nine of the aircraft were positively identified.

c. None were found to be unauthorised incursions by aircraft of a potentially
hostile foreign power. However, it should be noted that there are occasional, pre-
notified and authorised movements of civil and military aircraft from potentially hostile
nations into UK airspace.

d. Of the six tracks that remained unidentified, two never actually entered UK
airspace and the remaining four were assumed friendly based on behavioural patterns.

4. I'hope you find this data of use. As is always the case, there is an inherent danger in
providing too much detail to those who do not fully understand our systems and procedures.
The detail can easily lead to miscomprehension and an inevitable round of additional
questions, With that in mind, I leave it to your judgement as to whether you should use the

above facts in your response to 0

- ®
Sseies

DAO ADGE 1
MB4227] 0
CHOtS: DAO ADGET




WELLINGBOROUGH
NORTHANTS

SECRETARIAT (AIR STAFF) 2a,
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,
ROOM 8245,

MAIN BUILDING,
WHITEHALL,

LONDON SWI1A 2HB.

15® June 2001
Dear Sir/Madam,

T would be grateful if 1 might be permitted to take advantage of Section 1 of the
Freedom of Information Act, 2000, by requesting answers to the following questions.

1. How many times since ¥ January, 2001 have unidentified aircraft or ‘flying
objects’ been detected approaching and/or entering United Kingdom airspace by
air defence radar?

2, How many of these aircraft or ‘UFOs’ have been subsequently identified and
found to be harmless?

3. How many, if any, have been identified and found to be aircraft of a potentially
hostile foreign power?

4. How many, if any, have remained unidentified?
1 appreciate, of course, that it may not be possible to supply the answers I am seeking
for administrative reasons or reasons of national security. I would, nevertheless, be

grateful for a response.

I Took forward to hearing from you at your convenience.

40






From:
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP

Telephone {Direct dial) 0207218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(GTN)
Your Reference
Qur Reference
Glasgow D/DAS/64/3

Date
14 August 2001

oo SRR 0

I am writing with reference to your e-mail message of the 13 July in which you requested
information about an alleged sighting of an ‘unidentified flying object’ in April 1998. 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 'UFQ'
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 request for information, a search of our files has revealed that we
did not receive any “UFO’ sighting reports about this alleged incident. We are aware that articles
appeared in The Daily Telegraph, The Express and The Daily Mail, in April 1998, which made
claims that RAF Fylingdales tracked a large unusual craft flying in a zigzag pattern over the North
Sea at speeds up to 24,000 miles an hour. However, RAF Fylingdales have confirmed that they
did not track any such object. There are, therefore, no documents that I can send to you.

Finally, you may wish to be aware that although the Freedom of Information legislation has
received Royal Assent and is known as the Freedom of Information Act 2000, it has not yet come
in to force. This is expected to happen across the public sector between 2002 and 2005. Until
then, all requests for information held by the public sector will continue to be handled under the
current Code of Practice on Access to Government Information. The Code encourages the



* provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example, cause harm to defence, invade
on an individual's privacy, or if it would take an unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to

arequest. Information requested is supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under
one of the exemptions in the Code.

Yours sincerely,
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From:  Crew Commander RAF Fylingdales

Pages: 05

Dstac  10/08/01

Rec UFO cc:

0 Urgent X For Review [0 Mlease Comment [ Please Raply O Pleass Recycle

As ted, pl find attached the press reports and intemet article for the alleged
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UFO Roundup: May 3, 1998 Page 1 of 7

May 3, 1998

Quick Index:

British Newspapers Say RAJ, Dutch Air Force Chased Giant UFO
French UFOlogists Study "Missing Time" Encounter

Giant Octagonal UFQ Seen in Rosamond, California

Triangular UFO Seen East of Meriden Connecticut

Mars Global Surveyor Hampered by Cloud Cover

Shuttle Baby Rats Die of Unknown Causes

Cassini Bypasses Venus on Jirst Lap of Voyage

From the UFO Files -- 1937; Mysterious Lights Seen on Mars
Fun UFQ Websites

British Newspapers Say RAF, Dutch Air Force Chased Giant UFO

The London newspapers Daily Telegraph and Daily Mail reported this week that jet
interceptors of the Royal Air Force and the Netherlands Air Force had pursued a giant
triangular UFO over the North Sea.

According to the Daily Maul, the phased-array radar network at RAF Fylingdales in
North Yorkshire picked up an "unusual craft (that was) tracked flying in a zigzag
pattern at 17,000 miles per hour (27,200 kilometers per hour) over the North Sea.”

An RAF fighter squadron was sent to intercept the object. The Netherlands Air Force
"also tracked the UFO but the two (Dutch) F-16 fighters scrambled to intercept the
object were unable to keep up” with it.

The UFO dodged the Dutch fighters, increasing its speed to 24,000 miles per hour
(38,400 kilometers pexr hour), and shot away to the northeast, heading for the Atlantic
Ocean.

"RAF officials were said to be baffled by the object... ‘It was definitely under control,
judging by the various manceuvres exccuted,' said a spokesman. 'It appeared to be
triangular and was around the size of a battleship (about 900 feet long)."™

According to the Daily Telegraph, "Tapes to be shown to British and American experts
are said to show objects that change shape and in mid-air and a battleship-sized aircraft
traveling at 33 times the speed of sound."

The presentation of the radar tapes will be made in June at the Space Symposium to be

http://www parascope.com/nb/uforoundup/uforoundup980503 htm 8/10/01
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UFQ Roundup® May 3, 1998 Page 2 of 7
‘ held at the Air Warfare Center at RAF Cranwell in Lincolnshire.
The newspaper articles appeared on Monday, April 27, 1998. The RAF Press Office
denied that a joint air operation against a giant UFO had taken place, adding, "Yes,

there is a conference at the Air Warfare Center at RAF Cranwell in June, but thig is to
discuss military strategies in outer space -- not UFQOs."

The Daily Telegraph said Wednesday, April 29, that it stands by its story and its "RAF
source.”

According to Graham W. Birdsall, editor of the UK's UF(Q Maguazine, the "RAF
source" is Philip Burden, a former Ministry of Defence employee who served as editor
of the in-house RAF publication R4F News ten years ago. (See the Daily Telegraph for
April 27, 1998, "RAF Spots Speeding UFOs with New Radar," and the Dauly Mail for
April 27, 1998, "24,000 MPH UFO Buzzes Britain." Many thanks to Errol Bruce-
Knapp, Graham W. Birdsall and Dave Clarke of BUFORA for making the newspaper
articles available.)

ATOP

French UFOlogists Study "Missing Time"” Encounter

French ufologists are studying a UFO encounter four men had back in January in a rural
area about 72 kilometers (45 miles) northwest of Paris

The incident took place near Grisy-les-Platres on January 10, 1998 The town is in the
department Val d'Oise, near Genicourt and Pontoise.

D Bruno, 62, a retired aviation technician for Air France, went on a hunting trip that
day with three companions. In two cars, the men drove north on Chaussee (local road)
D27

As they approached Grisy-les-Platres, Bruno reported, "I noticed before me a series of
lights as bright as the moon. This was very intriguing as the disposition of the lights in
the sky was very strange. As we approached the object, we wondered what it could be.
It resembled nothing within the scope of our knowledge."

"The lights consisted of linear luminous portholes from (measuring) 5 by 3 meters
spaced on an enormous black mass that was an estimated 45 meters (139 feer) wide,
according to my professional experience. The object was at the treetops at a height of
20 meters (67 feet) and hovering over the road. It must have weighed thousands of
tons."

T opened my (side) window in order to hear the sound. I leaned forward the looked
underneath the object The object was truly enormous and blocked my view of the sky.
There was a central part of the vast construction that was a lighter shade of gray than
the rest, and I thought that it might be a sort of tire - it was clearly octagonal. I could
plainly see more of the enormous lights beneath it. From that moment on, however, I
remember no more of what happened."

The next thing Bruno knew, he was dniving on D27 four kilometers (two miles) past

Grisy-les-Platres. "I stopped the car and was startled to find that I was three kilometers
past our rendezvous point. My colleagues were also in the same bizarre state.”

http:/fwrww parascope.com/nb/uforoundup/uforoundup980503 . htm 8/10/01
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RAF spots-

speeding

UFOs with

new radar

BRITAIN'S X-Files may
be opened up amid claims
of stunning evidence that
UFOs fly over Britain.

Tapes to be shown to British
and American experts are said
to show ebjects which change
shape In mid-alr and & Batte-
ship-sized aircraft niﬁﬁqﬁmn
33 times the speed of sofind.

The details are due Yo be
revealed in early June al a
Space Symposium at the
RAF's Cranwell stalf college.

A sentor RAF source claims
the mystery cralt have been
picked up by the Iatest Phased
Array radar at the Cold War
listening post at Fylingdales in
North Yorkshire

One senlor officer satd;
“What we have seen arg not
secret weapons. They Ed.h..w?

L

Y SOl [KENIM
of which we have nc technical

knowledge. We Xknow thelr .

shape, speeds and height but
cannot explain what they are.”
© -The most spectacular dls-
covery is a crafl spotted by
Fylingdales and the Dutch Air
Force over the North Bea
Dexseribed as “the size of 8 hat-
tleshlp”, it zig-zagged et up to
24,000mpn for 15 minutes, “as
if it wanted to be spatted”.
Another tape shows a group
ol 12 oval objectz seemingly

aggggmg.

ment of cheRtyers.

But the BWF. I8 expected to ™

withhold % X-Files. It {3
feared they revesl how
sophist!
are.

terrier who made » triink
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Oally Mall, Monday, April 27, _%m

RAF TRACKS MYSTERY CRAFT C (_mﬁv 7

24,000mph UFO
buzzes Britain

THE RAF has tracked a UFO
‘as big as a battleship' off the
coast of Britain, military
sources revealed yesterday.

They said the massive craft was
tracked flying in & zg-2ag pattern
at 17,000mph over the North Sea.
It then accelerated Lo 24, ,000mph
and zoomed Off towards the
Atlantic,

The Dutch air force also tracked the
UFO, bul two F-16 Aghters scrambled
to Intercept the ob|ect were unable to
keep up, It is clalmed.

RAY officials are said ta be baffted
by the object, spotted by the Ministry
of Defence long-range Ustening sta-
tlon on Fyllngdaeles moor in North
Yorkshire.

'It was definitely under contrel,
judging E. the Various MANOEUYIES
executed,” sald a source. ‘It appeared
-to be Emamaun and was around the
size of a battlexhip (about 30012 long).”

Radar records of the craft are due
to be presented to science and mill-
tary experts from arpund the world,
who wlll examine how to mﬁu—uF
space for mililary purposes at a con-
ference st RAF College, Cranwell,
Lincolnshire, in June. Other tapes of

By DAVID DERBYSHIRE
Science Correspondent

the UFO - thought to have been
marde during Lhe 185t bwo years - are
cmeﬂngaa ‘because they give too
much information sboul the rader
base’s scanning abllity.

However, mlilitary chiefs may
release a8 second series of tapes,
reported Yo show 12 UFOs changing
shape in mid-Aight.

While the 'battleship’ UFO {2 most
likely to be an experimental pircrsft
or a sighting caused by a (reak
weather effect, UFPO walchera
belleve |t s further evidence that the
Earth is being visited by alien craft.

‘The popularity of TV series such as
the X-Files has rekindied intarest (n

fying saucers and consplracy theo-

ries In recent years.

A apokesman for the
Times, the journal devoted-to
paychic phenomens end the SW
normal, said: “The vast majority cm
uﬁwbwa objects seen {n the gy have
a more down-to-garth explanation.
But most UFO [nvestigators would
be very Interested in seeing theze
tapes.’ The Jalest theory galning

Quwb

populartty among some dedicated
UFO watchers {s that the military
amuumunaﬁw relzase storiea about
UPQs as a ‘smokesceeen’ - and that
witnesses are really seelng lop-
secred experimental alreraft.

The bese at RAF m,wwmﬁnﬁmm has
been watching the sktes aince the
end ofthe Cold War. A large ww:.mh_._a.
snaped, 360-degree radar has now
ns E.hn the gigantlc landmark ‘golf

‘ tracking system,

u.w« bese nas concgntrated on
tracking satellites and pieces of
auuo&:uwa:g:m the Earth.
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DAS4A1({SEC)

To: DAO ADGE1
Subject: UFO Incident

40

B
Someone has asked us for information on an incident that was pick
apparently involved a UFO travelling over the Atlantic and into Briti

the Dutch Air Force. We have nothini on our files about this, does it ring any bells wi

ed up at Fylingdales in or around April 1998. It
sh airspace. They believe it was also tracked by
ith you? The only incident | can

think of is the one referred to by as on 5 November 1990.




TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DA’S ( RefNo 5SS nont
Date 14/7/0/ )

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 Praciice 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
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 CORRESPONDE ii |i iiil |
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Demon ing | ministers.demon.co.uk
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Originally from:

Originally to:  |public
Date: Fri, 13 Tul 2001 08:49:51 +0100

Subject: Freedom of Information Request
Dear Sir

I would like to regquest some information that could possibly be avaiable
through the new freedom of information act.

I would like all information that would relate to an incident that was
picked up at Flyingdales listening station in or around April of 1998. The
incident was of an "unidentified"” object that was travelling over the
Atlantic and into British Airspace. i believe the object was also tracked
by the Dutch Air Force, and consequently I have requested information from
them also.

Could you forward all relevant documents that would relate to this incident,
to the following address

This is for research and is non commercial.

Kind Regards

Le§s text. (20 lines) |

Demon Internet Home Page

https://web.mail.demon. net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi 13/07/01
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Directorate of Air Staff

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP

Tetephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
(GTN)
Your Reference
Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3 &

ate
10 August 2001

o R O

I am writing with reference to your letter concerning ‘unidentified flying objects’. This office is
the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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 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). From that perspective, reports provided to us of ‘UFQO’ 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. Unless there is evidence of a
potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military source, and to date no 'UFOQ'
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 talk of your belief that the MOD have been tapping into your computer. As I
have already described, the MOD has only a limited interest in “‘UFQ’ sightings and I can assure
you that we have no interest in what may be held on individuals home computers.

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. To date, however, the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

Yours sincerely,

0




Horwich, Bolton,

.0

B.U.F.O.S.

To whom it may concern,

During the late 70s I had a strange encounter with a craft that shot
out of the sea at a tremendous speed off the coast of North Wales, Towyn to be exact.
Over the years T have gotten hold of as much literature as possible about the subject of
UFOs, and after starting my own UFO studies group [ now know that all the Government
Departments of this country do try but to no avail to cover up as much on thlS subject as
heavenly possible, EXCUSE THE PUN.
Anyway I just thought that T would send you a little message as you have been tapping into
my computer just to find out exactly what 1t is I know about the South Wales sightings which
took place in the 1970s.
If you do your own home work then you would have no reason in which to do this, instead
you let people like me do all the running around for you all. Could you please let me know
why should we do all this research just so the MOD can reap the benefits and also turn it all
around and insult the people of this country by making us all look stupid and debunking what
ever we have reported to you, you have millions of pounds at your disposal, use it.!

1 also know that you will not reply to this letter as I have written to you before but we will
call that my loss ok.

This country that you are supposed to be protecting has been havmg it’s air space invaded, if
I can say that, by Extra Terrestrial Technology for over 50 years and you still openly deny it.
WHY?

There is no shame in admitting that you made a mistake by covering this scenario up in the
first place but poking fun at those people who pay your wages, i.¢., the tax payer well that is
when I can turn round and say to you that you are out of order. .
Anyway back to what I was saying before, UFQ reports are an everyday occurrence with one
sighting every 13 minutes or so, you kn,ththis and so do the honest people of this country
like myself so why debunk us all , we are not nutters s you try to make us out to be.
Eventually it will be your undoing as public support will cease.

Thanks for reading this letter even though it will no doubt in one of your tax payers metal
bins somewhere.

- BOLTON UFO SOCIETY} ..
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Directorate of Air Sta g\ {

Operations & Policy

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberiand Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
(GTN)
Your Reference
Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3

Date
Nr Exeter 9 August 2001

Thank you for your letter of 30 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.

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 MOD 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. It would be an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so.

With regard to the article in the July edition of UFO Magazine concerning “The Disclosure
Project”, we are aware that many people have claimed to have experienced various phenomena.
The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of "'UFQ/flying saucer' matters or to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. However, I should add that to date the MOD knows of no evidence which
substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

I hope this explains the situation.

Yours sincerely,
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To__ DB I RefNo__ SY4E2 pom
Date ' “\’)lO( -

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 ined in DCI(Gen) 223/99 further
information is available from DG Info on extension W‘

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 prowdmg
replies within their published targets.

MINISTRY GF DEFENCE

As part of our monitoring procedure, randoem spot chec acy of

your branch records on correspondence will be performed thro
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BACKGROUND

n Wednesday, 9 May
2001, some twenty mi
tary, intelligence, govern-
ment, corporate and sci-
entific witnesses came forward at
the National Press Club in
Washington DC to establish the
reality of UFOs or extraterrestrial
vehicles, extraterrestrial life forms,
and resulting advanced energy
and propulsion technologies.

The weight of this first-hand testi-
mony, along with supporting gov-
emment documentation and other
evidence, would establish beyond
any doubt the reality of these phe-
nomena, according to Dr. Steven
M. Greer, director of the Disclosure
Project, which hosted the event.

Graham W. Birdsall reports...

A long-arranged business meeting
with our North American distributors
and a clash of dates in our publish-
ing schedule for the impending
June issue of UFO Magozine pre-
vented my fravelling in person to wit-
ness this historic gathering.

However, like many hundreds of

thousands around the world, | was
able to watch the entire proceed:
ings thanks to a live web cam facil

Also in the audience that day was
Newcastie-based UFO researcher,
Mark Hall, the only Briton present to
see and hear for himself what he
and others have since come to
judge as some of the most signifi-
cant 'smoking gun’ evidence ever
presented.

Mark was able to video tape the
entire proceedings while standing
alongside representatives of the
world’s media. Acting as UFO
Magazine’s of | representative,
Mark would later mix and conduct
inferviews with some of the key par-
ficipants, all of whom were extreme-
ly cooperative as he attempted fo
maximise every waking hour in pur-
suit of informed comment.

On his retun to England, Mark frav-
elled to Leeds where, for some 6
hours, we discussed in detall what
had taken place publicly, and pri-
vately.

Utilising audio/video tapes, pho-
tographs, handwritten notes and
other materials kindly supplied by
Mark, together with data obtained
by our website manager, Russel
Callaghan, the following testimony
barely scratches at the surface of
what these and other key witnesses
have gly divulged to the
Disclosure Project.

It is part of a process, the aims and
objectives of which are not only
designed to help educate and
inform millions around the world, but

to change that world for the Um:QV



Direc ff 4 l ‘\/\f::‘ .
Operations & Policy i -
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 58P

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
({Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
{Fax)
{GTN}

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3
Halesworth

ate
L 8 August 2001

Thank you for your e-mail message of 4 July concerning the object you found in Rendlesham
Forest, Suffolk. Iapologise for not replying sooner, but we have recently moved buildings and
this has caused some disruption to our normal working practices.

With regard to your question about the USAF base near Rendlesham Forest, you may wish to be
aware that there were two RAF bases occupied by US forces in the vicinity of Rendlesham Forest.
However, RAF Bentwaters was sold in May 1997 and is no longer Ministry of Defence property.
Part of RAF Woodbridge was also sold and the remainder (now known as Woodbridge Airfield)
is used by the Army.

I suggest that you do not tamper with the object any further, but hand it in to the Police who will
decide if any further enquiries are necessary.

Yours sincerely,

S




. 'vf'

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To  1DAR ( Qec) RefNo S 2O oot
Date q ‘a\ (C)’

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-
DCHGen) 223/99. further mformatmn is-available from DG Info on
extensnon_ v :

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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Message:

Originally from: |Originally to: |public
Date: ed, 4 Jul 2001 08:58:08 EDT

Subject: object found at Rendlesham Forest

--partl_7f.16b4d786.28746ce0_boundary
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I am writing to ask for some advice regarding an object my dog uncovered
whilst out walking in Rendlesham forest Suffolk.

My dog unearthed a black metalic container about 13 incheslong, pearshaped
and flattened on one side which I managed to dig out from theground with a
piece of wood. I was unable to open the container for some timebut eventually
managed to prise it open with considerable effort using a vice.Inside was an
object that looked like a collapsed telescopic fishing rod itappeared to have
a several notches on top that were guite worn as they had beenrubbed
periodically. There did not appear to be any screws holding it togetherand I
could not work out what it was for. It lay in my garage for severalmonths and
I again tried to break it open. This time it made a loud cracklingsound and a
burst of white light/purplish light came out of one end. i thoughtit must be
a special sort of torch. I noticed that the area the light had shoneon was
darkened and appeared to have been heated up rapidily.

I have been unable to trace any sort of hand held welderthat can do this and
am concerned about what the item may be. It has''letters'' on one side that
do not appear to be from any language.

I have since learned that the USAF had a base at Rendlesham and am wondering
if they had a break in or have lost an item of equipment although I cannot
work out what they could do with this item.

I hope you can offer some assistance as I am quite confused as to what this
machine is, particularly frustrating is the fact that as a Science Teacher I
am at a loss to explain it.

With thanks.

~-partl_7f.16b4d786.28746cel_boundary
Content-Type: text/html; charset="US-ASCII"
Content-Transfer~Encoding: 7bit

<HTML><FONT FACE=arial,helvetica><FONT SIZE=2>I am writing to ask for some advi
<BR>whilst out walking in Rendlesham forest Suffolk.

<BR>

<BR>My dog unearthed a black metalic container about 13 incheslong, pearshaped
<BR>and flattened on one side which I managed to dig out from theground with a
<BR>piece of wood. I was unable to open the container for some timebut eventuall
<BR>managed to prise it open with considerable effort using a vice.Inside was ar
<BR>object that looked like a collapsed telescopic fishing rod itappeared to hax
<BR>a geveral notches on top that were quite worn as they had beenrubbed
<BR>periodically. There did not appear to be any screws holding it togetherand )
<BR>could not work out what it was for. It lay in my garage for severalmonths ar

https://web.mail. demon.net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi 05/07/01




" Asstpelk.2

From: M
Sent: Ul | 19°

To: Asstpeik.2@modho.gsi.gov.uk

Subject: Re: object found at Rendlesham Forest
unknown

My adidress is:

0

Halesworth

iuffolk

t hope you can shed light on the nature of this object.

Page 1
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" Asstpelk.2

eom: [
Sent: July 2001-19:5

To: Asstpelk.2@modho.gsi.gov.uk

Subject: Re: object found at Rendiesham Forest
unknown

My address is:

O\

I hope you can shed light on the nature of this object.

Section @

Page 1
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