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@ and Codeword material cannot be destroyed locally and must be forwarded to CS(RM)),

b. (To be retained for years (from date of last enclosure) for the following reasoni(s): fpfa pecnrod idean

v Yin (kO
LEGAL [] DEFENCE POLICY + OPERATIONS |

e@ CONTRACTUAL | ORIGINAL COMMITTEE PAPERS |
FINANCE/AUDIT C] MAJOR EQUIPMENT PROJECT El }

DIRECTORATE POLICY iw OTHER (Specify) C]

PPQ = 100 (Continued overleaf)



(ii) Key enclosures which support the recommendation are:

(iii) At the end of the specified retention period the file 1s to be:

v

Destroyed CL] @

Considered by CS(RM) for

permanent preservation CJ

L
i
x
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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) 020 7218 2.
(Switchboard) 020 7218 90
(Fax)

(GTN) .

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3

Brighouse ate

West Yorkshire 16 November 2001

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,



. 1M771954/62486/60,000 WBW 1666/5 Cc ! A er Lae | E D RAE FORM 540
: ; pe Naaemu t {Revised May, 1965)

PAGE NO...ONE

or. BEX....PAGESFRo ke Air 2a 3384. Instructions for use of this Form are contained in
QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040.

PLACE DATE {LOCALTIME| SUMMARY OF EVENTS COMPILING OFFICER....G_M BADDORANne REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

notint iG, availabilityof the Be 9¢, 80 was 97.5h,...4.total of 14 Baily...

erformence Check Flights were. carried out during. September, the resis.Deine, BS un

— LOTTOW SE. ccc censnmnninnnin snes nnn esse Soe nn ete sth no i tt at ee tan tat Pv nee nme [ne nnn tne

ena ae J ces sens earmeef er semen]at snc Radar Lyne. S010... datisfachiory st es

eee wo se on caso cane carmensee ee res nem TERE GT de EOEene a esi oe . — . .

. Good se nee et . . _. ee en

nf _... | ExerciseScorer 70/10 Pook place, 3x¢ _.

. af Bxercise Scorer 10/11. Took olace 22nd September, 19700. ocacnme omnes ovum — — nett tna

. ne om om ee re umes+ «| dtereise Northern, Wedding took place.on 2i1ah toa. 2dbh Sepbembers AI gic. . ummm sme a a a

A tohal of 5 Meraids were plothed and inbercentedby. fighters controlled. from | ne

eh cae - tdois, Ua. suring Sepkeuber,...Keraids OS, udedy AP2 Tig..A Ls... ten, Soviek adnoraft set ti sng tte nae ono

\were inhereepted. all assarently_surveying Exercise Hortherm Wedding. and in partioulan foo 22 2 ona.

.

Visitors

23-8 septembe:
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DECLASSIFIED nar roan st
SECURITY CLASSIFICATION SECREP (Revised May, 1965)

1M1738975/526747158,000) 8065: :

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation) 245TZ5N_ RADAR ,
PAGE NO. J ..ij ‘ fe f this F ined i + .

fo Rf: Arr 2439 "2 QR 2137 and 2138; and AP 3040. FOR PERIOD...Sentembex. 1970 or9. _ pean

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

ee ee AP TON wine | mb Sed A. bn SELL cer Comandings |

2 Qe ban Ake..1435% the [enti ts ¢

eee _-tnservieeable necessitating stopping the radar te rectify the problem.

déone..at .12054.and .the..gear. hecan

«si sumts tee tune uneceenenne eit seanannnt ee senna . and was.eventuall y..Bolved. _at_1Bt

the aixcenditioning system which| had a malfunction of the refrigerator unite Te) ce cnc een

ce nnn ae | ems mi] oo see ee] Was. decided to leave this until the MPBW expertcould be availableon 2nd September |

mmm: min sm | on O€ber he had finishedhis Bank Holiday.The unit was bypassed for the remainder

|.-9F the days...

ee re Jew s++++| - -(285),-the fomer undergoing.the. anmal.maintenance.of the turning gear (AMPQ@) |.

. dhq410g NoxthexcnRadar. became. fanserviceable..(u/s). and. Hastem Radar accepted. | oe -

ee en -| .- the contingency..plen.forthe. 1G minute. period.. During the afternoon.tthe WRLL@I Ag. |. cum wmmesnmmmmmnnucnnnen

~udip. .of heavy. weether..neturns. restricted.the CAC service to.Watbisham ainerafhe ~

ee oe ree ae Fewdsey accepted this task but vere unable theuselves, to guarantee separation to

ees ee ajo sone) on Abeer trellis

enn sen ce netnitamameenmen ton sinseueian| 4 an «of COmOrdination.e At 1946Z there was aresceurrence of the trouble with the TIFF and

vt sane nn - | Ab..was. decided not. to remedy this.

This was done.



1M788973/526747/58000) WBW/666/5

Instructions for use of chis Form are contained in

QR 2137 and 2138; and AP 3040.

a
a

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION... 4 LASSIFIED
OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation) .....fasterm. Radar

FOR PERIOD. "eptember 1979

RAF FORM 540
(Revised May, 1965)

PAGE NO......2. -...

OF......9._.PAGES

PLACE LOCAL TIME SUMMARY OF EVENTS REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

— and.directed to. doodbridge wzhere..J

...{ £he contingency plan was puk in £

|. & Light aivoraft enroute to Southe

qd

an eivereft fron Bentwaters had be

weak call, unheardby Drayton Cent

awa Mdnectedto Wabtisham where ib landedat 1739%e me nmin we we we cme

130%. the.%85 became unservicsable.for. two horde. 2 cme

S subsequently withdraw at 12002,

acy. parts of Southern Radars tasks under

adeoraft in distresswere assisked. by. the walk. todays... . Anthe first incident at17204

en heard calling fora fix on 121.5h, This was a...

ne, bub. the aircraft. was eventually identified and.

eee for Southern Radar. ab .O750% 10d). 1004%. At J

There..was.a.minor unserviceahility inthe remote. radar.relaylink.otMeatishead which

resulted inthe loss .of the.285 from.1050%.to..11572, cthemise this was.a.guiet.. day.

agein. The..T85_9as uithdraw. by.3¢

9th

_it.-became..n/s. ab 16402.for.a.furt}

tabiahead ab 14062. for checking...Returned.ab 15102 _|

her..30 minutes...

shead at 06102 returning at 08452

and again at i1 562 returning at 12232. At 1300Z the T65 was again withdrawa by

O

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION — — —-—-—- SECRET

O

DECLASSIFIED
O O



M788973/526747/58,000)W BW /666;5

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in

QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040,

§

DECLASSIFIED
ECURITY CLASSIFICATION. ..SECRED

RAF FORM 540

(Revised May, 1965)

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

FOR PERIOD_September 1970.

PAGE NO. 3. ...

oF...9.. .. PAGES

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

WATTON

- Vth...) . 71.

| was withdrawn to.xrestore the Ta4,

| to.cuze a pexsistent..atiack.of pi

failure. 3

.| Bhe 885. failed st0520% but.was restored.to. service at 06302... At..O7152. the 185. link

operations...Ehe contingency. planzs &

-@-hew magnetron. cured the. fault

a.policenan and. dog. natrel durin

..| ALthough the. TGA. was. zeported. sez

.|..1withdrawn. fox..its.monthly. servic

illuminated ai night .by sodium lay

appeared. to..be.fit—for.usebet 1

keinstated.thesane thing happen

. 4%..15024 lasted... :

that.there might be. sabotage abkenpts..at service ands.

restrictions were.iImmediately imposed. _..

07252 which resulted.in the loss d

-seuviees- - 4¢..10274 the 182 was wi

picture. and “the. cn niingency.plan. 4

Btee es

vaceableby Neatishesd Jt did not appearso at the

nee. Ab..O710% the plan was withdraw asthe 784

Additional security. oo.

a. changeover..bo..standby.powerwas also made. ah... —

Lihdrawn for a.magnetronchange to improve the.

was. .put.in.again. at .1702@4.to enable Airwork Ita. __.

tune slip. .- Senviceability..was restored. at.18254,

gethe hours..om. darkness...

-Dlan was. put. into force.toe allow the..282 to be

fall, radar until .0731%..0when. the. £82.. retumed. to. nese [mune ene nit ie esti semen

vas. put .into. force untih.1050%when the [82 resumed |. once

Seounlty pre-cautions.have--been supplementedby| ve cen tnt st nt ae wee cee

dnth MEESAZE WAS..LECOLV ES | oo vec ssucssnss 1 mmmmnmunnanes we we

« ERE. PBA. BOAT AS OW, esses sue] <sueci ses vette one ane snumaeon

npa,..ac..a deterrent.toa sahoteurs(and Airwoxk Jjvsenecns oe woven ett sot tn ene aoe tae et

W failed at.thelinkst. O730%.andthe plan was. eee oe eee em

for17 minutes. At 16462 the 182 returned to servicd

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION —

DECLARE



SECURITY CLASSIFICATION 8

M788973/526747/58,000/WBW/666/5 a DECLAS RAF FORM 540Z SECRET ED {Revised May, 1965)

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation)./25°°TMTM, Radez
PAGE NOw finn

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in

QR 2137 and 2138 : and AP 3040, FOR PERIOD September. 1970. OF 2 2 non PAGES

PLACE DATE (LOCAL TIME) SUMMARY OF EVENTS COMPILING OFFICER oon Pin_bh2B Buches. REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

ve MATRON ene) ABER. | 12 | | and the.084 failed again.at.16454.Tb returned for.20 minutes at 17102.and was. LAR RUG ee err nenmmnonnitnce ncn

erwin | ns mene+ tn .. Hervieeable ah ADAM cinene ute sce toe en ne une ut ti oe tne ote ues se

...f .8554-.Hith the restoration ofthe. EBA, the 182 was. released for.ite thind line oo). 0000 ee

. rs | .gervieing mhich. took until. 46032) 2...

wot. 43202 .a Canbexraaixeraft. was. |jamming-the Shoebunyness. cange—radad UNder.Sne— a | meme soe meni enn a oe men

ee ne ee fireum wi utd omnwst wn] onGOnbrol. of Bardsey ot FL250.. THis was considered dangerous.doa the aircrafi.mas._.|.-— ~-——— —-

ns en neres wn --- | --pwt toaster Radaz. (ERD). .contud].and.asked to .stop.jamming-as-it.was.imberfewl ng... | nce <6 oe neem meme tt

cic ctw as | sat tomas om som if bh. dusterdan,. Brussels. and.thig.anit.

cece een es | ae meena aceon oe on] oe Mates to call. Javdsey.-and-did. not peturn.to.Hasterm.Radex frequency... Th was.

__..|..£0und that. the aireraft was again working Bawdsey and was very close to.controlled

| .aixvepace... & Japan Air Lines aiporaft xeperted to London Air Beaffic Control. Centre|

us san wan] mthat..hehed passed within500 £4] of the. Canberrabut it. was mot Kom whebher$e |. wenn se mmm

| Japan tix Lines pilot was filing|/an airmiss...It. was ironic. that this event happened).

nn ree .hilbst..a-contzoller.- Flt Lt.d Barkell of the co-ordination cell.at.Bawdsey..was. nl.

| i siting this-unit to discuss. su¢hproblems... __The.matier was..renorted through.—] eae me ene ee ne ee tt

ee |. .|. channels...fan Lde. BR E Neville.end.Fli_bt.J Barkell, Senior OperationsOfficer and.

ee Se eee _wife..cozord cell. respectively, visited the mit from.Royal. Air Force Bawisey to... ——

sement + ns pote | neo cama tn ne _. disenss..the. submission.of a.report..on. inter.stabion .conordination..... This..was

cents +c nnn ene | +s foam _.. edndueted_swith. the Officer Commanding—(Wing-Commanden. J..uWood),the-Senion— | ce ee ce ne ne ee

— Opevations Officer-(-Sqn-Léx-D-A| Hmery),. andthe.-Senior. Superviser.(SqnLda G BE. Spetbghn) neem me mn an

eee we op enews unnent,e vn ec nn ennstBasterm Radate. 000 22 oo cee reed -

ce te «vn . ATR. 15 _A quietday apart. froma10% uns

caused by 2 chanseover to standhy q stexd

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION— —— — — —SECR BD. nenmmmsinnnnmntnnnanse

5 6 - DECLASSIRED



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...SSCRET

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation). 2ostezn Radar |

FOR PERIOD...

RAF FORM 540

{Revised May, 1965)

PAGE NO. 2... ...

OF _..9_ PAGES

PLACE LOCAL TIME} SUMMARY OF EVENTS compune officer FltLt 2 FHughes REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

e/fittering

Northern Radar's requeste ow

.| A& 10452 MidlandRadar failed and

.| when_they. were able to get.apiein

and the-184 nestoxed at-.21192...-

Ab.O9A5Z Neatishead xequested. to >

.| initially refused. due. to weather.

.| at. 1008..the 184 was.szithdram. to 7

-| 20042 the Mmergency..Controller. at

great.-ball. of.fixe..seen. by..pilots

.| Hab Lts B Chambers, and W Jones ma

The 182 was withdraw at 09462 to

10022, A. severe bout of sickuess

| .work..dne.to. atomach upsets ,..appare

RAF Wattisham to attend a

hich improvement could

-alxconditioning.units.is..to..be.retumed..to.the. manufacturers..for rectification,Phe

tisham and Kastern Radar existing procedures and

ie

ihe. contingency. plan was out in. force wotil 111532...

event damage. Ih venainedoff until 1200%. At

lutéer obscuring part .of the. 188 picture however |

effing.

re from their remote radare...1 72102 saw the wit i) cc cece we me nmnmnnnn vane

West..Drayton..was.. informedof ine. reports..of.a

flying. over the Nort: Sea. but..the. causewas. unknown.

meeting, chaired by the Station Commander, to

and the radar picture degraded wEth clutter.

Officer Commanding. (Wg CaxJ Wood), and Senior Qparntions. Officer(Sam Lar DA Bert). oc ccoccsmsumonmmusmmunnnn

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION
SECRET

DECLASSIFIED



M788973/526747/58,000/WBW /666/5 DE ‘ g RAF FORM 540

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION ....SECREZ_ : CLASSIFIED (Revised May, 1968)
OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation)Hastem.Radar

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in

OR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040, FOR PERIOD. ..Septembex..1970

PLACE DATE [LOCAL TIME] SUMMARY OF EVENTS COMPILING OFFiceR...PLtDt EF Beshes REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

MATRON |._29th | 20| Dering the morning it appeared that the T82 was not performing as well as it shoul

. «fom S eventually rectified at 23554.

|. Srovbie.3

es ee |..aeceptableto do away with the

e_I#F_onthe 182 was traced to the 184picture but as it was mot ol ue ee

die Jack of TEE mush.be putmpwith. Pais | oe eens we
Hut of ommone «|. pRObLenwas cared et 1512%...A¢1915Z.on. Extra HighTension.(EHT).failure rendered...

wie :|oa a+ «| HRD completely unserviceable .but|service was resbored_at.1953%.only to have another |. oo ne mmm «

ee rs eoae -£ailuxe..at..20034... This.time .serpice.was.cesumedat_20502Z..and.no further brole of aeons mnnmnnnnnnen weenwun

ow of 22. nef nenbhe..warious emergencieshandled during the.month were: — —........ - a a sone at ne .

wn| -- -MAYDAY. 0 PAN. 7 SECURE ~ USAF EMERGECY ___ PRACPICN. PAN. me re
ee ee a Se: ne Le

es | 2Zn min| on hetotal numberof alrexatt controlled during the month was...7153 comprising lo oc uss wmmesmmeneree-

eee eee | nes sin ERLE ATRSPACE | ..... URRER ATRSPAGE | wo

3904 1604, ;

ne one -} Loon Duy. Mattisham..... . Hopington.... Bentwaters.. Woodbridge .... Hethersfi ela.) oo oe oe ce muni

SE ne © 11

dakenheath .. Milgenhall | Cottesmore Coltishall Nittering

ee eee mee GG ane nce ce BO ee cD cn en tc

sermon cans nas sss tte [sein evened ne 2D . fhe. tobal number. of airways. CPOSBIMES WAG.2 oo ce. sonmmm mone ue ee .

ee ee ee ne 26 — nl. Khe total number..of. civil _aireratt..contrelledduring the month py Royal Air Force

~ (RAE). controllers.sas..242.andby| Boardof Trade (BOT)controllers1132 al eee oe umn ow -

ne eee ie QF foneThe total nuaber.of United. States.dAiv. Force aircraft comtrolled was 4,589

28 The total number of Royal Sir Force aircraft controlled was 2322

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION — — SECRED

O O DECLASSIFIED O



M788973/526747/58,000/W BW /666)5

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in

QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION. -

fron

D
RAF FORM 540
(Revised May, 1965)

Eastern Radar
OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation)... 7.02

FOR PERIODSeptember 1970. _

PAGE NOL wacDowu

OF... 2, vo PAGES

PLACE DATE LOCAL TIME! SUMMARY OF EVENTS COMPILING. OFFICER. REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

29

seer esc ume we cones sam amen:

Visits to the Unit

ELG Ob. 0Mackod, +40 -Ho_4..Glidin

Mv_W. 2 Heslington-.Northern Raday .

due to weather clutter and jamming...

RgOft.A. Genanders..-. B&F. Bawdsey..-

Sgt 2 Grapes -.Headanarters Provo.

ao Be KRBrown. Pest .Qffiee -. To in

| #8. AOLLand .=Marham =. .

.| Sgn. Ldx.R.B Neyiblee Bawdse:

.| BL. Ly. J-Baxkel

Non Destru

Chf Tech .L Robottom-. Mazham .-.. MDL)...

| Plt Off. 2.2 Hume -..tyton - Liaison -.---- --

.| WO. B Amoss. -.ayton.- Liaison ...

. Bawdls. ay. Liaisa

C A Dear- Military Air Traffic Oy

|... Roehard, «Modern. Relephones..-..R¢

| My EW Bird - Ministry_of Defence

Liaise

ctive Testing (NDE)

g Centre -.Smanton Morley.- Liaison. 000 cee ee cee ee oe mt

Ad remote MR dst ce ae me ee oe eee ee et a icnenninanninenanun{tinamnunmnenitnimtmsni tent te eee

DAESOT eee ne ee ween ve en ven ee ees

and Security Service (HQ -P&SS)-Acton.- Liaison —— oe ee ae ee a

tall. new extension.in operations LOOM emmnenmmonchemin fc seent sean nt ste cainanee en= n

idation Baards

a. Visit.

main to Bleatrometer oo. ee ween: _

iLitaxy. Ain. 2raffic Operations. « Staff Visit 4 ee ns

{Security)-.To.see.Plt Lt. W. Smiths00 cecumnone ee ce ee ee ee ee

Me D Risby ~ Ministry of Defence 1

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION...

le - 6 &

SEGage
ceo
Pee cent”EDDEC.
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PAGE NO...—

OF_.2._.. PAGES

PLACE LOCAL, TiME! SUMMARY OF EVENTS REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

ee) re

Postings In.» Pit. Offi Morgan

_ roatings. Oat. Sqn Ldn JButters

_.. Flt it J White -.

Seased to be Detached (CIBD)- FI

_ postings In - 1.CPL - Leeming...

WO - Midland...

SAC -Sixadishal

. gostings Oub.-.1

. 1S8AG-. Discharge) 2.

t
e
b

| GEBR= Fe OFF S Base le |e

Revered ce wensmmnne wee oom

.-Officers/Aizken Airerey. vent net we net enon net nut in ot nnn nt tat i tee enue tt ar a pn ae

-4 SG? -.Honington|..-2.. ~

» A SACK= Discharge menuitem eo

tsa. Brdae Nowa ccc ee x cuseumnmunents smmnens mpmnens) co wnt wetunm nn

ee

1 re ee eee nt enn mn
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OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation) ~xagtexn Radar

FOR PERIOD...... eptember 1970

PAGE NO....9.....

= mn PAGES

PLACE DATE LOCAL TIME! SUMMARY OF EVENTS REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

WATTON

be ee tne cans | 34.

__Strengs has at 30th Sevvember 4970

_. Officers

.. Aden ._.

ee ne:5s

PRCHNTCAT oo oe ee ee ee

AVATLABLE . peredule Down, Rine

PRD oe cece es eran 2009

_.. . Hemmant Officers _ _... . Seegeants pole)81024: een

se Dec es et AD oe ss en

_Atewomen _ ees _

— 25... ee

B2

ee oe oe OO. wee PRG RDO see nes snsnstnngcininnn ne wl tn ob te 4 ene et ts oe ee nn -

. w=MSCHEDULED DOWN DOM. on QOREEL OAD ea ae ee ee ee en fe a mn

2 ee |
a a

J W WOOD
se nas om Myeo CommanderJanette tem tome tee eae nl Be ce eee ce te nee et ate cae see tnt senentoce

Officer Commanding

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION — SBTC ae ene went ak nn ms _
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FOR PERIOD.

SET
PERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation)..226..0CU_BAF. COLTISHALL

RAF FORM 540
(Revised May, 1965)

PAGE No. .. 1...

OF .£G. PAGES

DATE LOCAL TIME SUMMARY OF EVENTS COMPILING OFFICER REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

AQBNTCH

2G 1) Pn

PB. Sep-1) O:

A BRD Ye oe

| 2. 3ap_..

..| District Court Martial_

| .attle of Britain Service...

| Battle of Britain Service

__DEARY OF BVENTS-

1

Battle of Britain Week Opening Ceremony in Norwich,

. Battle..of. Britain QP BADE anne teers ott sn teensy

Jaguar Simiator Siting Board oo cemmmnnmn ses wm

Station Commander attended AOC's Conference.

. bpe/Gensral.

..| Geremenial

| Oee/Bxercise

_ | Admin/Station Sexrvines

ef DESCLPLIMG

Ops General /Admin
: Ceremonial

ot

| Ops/Training 0 WW... ~-

Personnel

saxried out. an infommation/liainonvieit. After lunchingin the Mess he flew a...

eR GREENE BOLTS gcc ccc ec Lone ee oe oe eenset ew

..Wisit..by.Mr InmanHeadquarters.90Group. to inspect the site for the new recorder in_

Air Traffic Control Radio room.

_ | Visit by My Nix and Mr Jenks of Headquarters 90 Group to site the Precision ok

a wat APPRO@Ch Radar markerse _ on sees etc

23 Sep Visit by Mobile X—Ray Unit. Medical .

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION &
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OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation) .26.0CU-RAF COLTISHALL
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OR 2137 and 2138 : and AP 3040, mm FOR PERIOD... SQPTEMBER2970

RAF FORM 540
(Revised May, 1965)

2
PAGE NO. nu -

o..14....PAGES

PLACE 4 DATE |LOCAL TIME SUMMARY OF EVENTS | REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

COLTISHALL .... |24 Sep oj

2B Sep de ee

_ minutes rater _3 Lightaings. of 1 Sqn flew. over»..

No. 53.Fighter. Controllers Courses. ‘one Ipecal organisation and six, Staf.

__ ..BattLe.of Britain OpenDay.- . was.heldat Coltishall on19 Sep.70+.. fhe weather.

a. a eeneccum seumeence ce tpt = sv is 4 in ns

a Exercise Bessemer~ 122 Sep 10. The purpose of the exercise

| Ne 202. 'D! Flt. A totel_of14 operational sorties

.. awing.. September. . Detadhs ave Show Delowme oe a meen nnn fm se sume in -

panenrs- ~ Unfortunately, the-undoubtedly.. suc eessful.day was marred by. an accident _.......

.. Broreise (Policy. ..The..policy..of. 226. OCU remains unchanged

was, +0. ‘test. the mobility of No_1 ACC from Rar Wattishame Details of Soltishall’

participation are in Ops/Training/ 3 Sgtiadron ._ ne ce ttt me

Me.

_|AcminNisites

visited the stationduring Septembere. oe ee en me eee ee cena wate ue vn ee we napa Lote ss ob ne eee

was suited for. the occasion. and an estimated 41,000 visitors attended, with...the. sma

PERATEONAL oo. oo cece ee we cece ewe oc ce ins cement

monetary takings amounting to £6803. (subject to Audit). There was a 3%. houys. flying...al be ptt te em

.. display, .manyont..door. sideshows and.a.wide variety of attractions sited in. Se a

“to Tekglatisiing, TOL 990.6. en ec i en eee en em ANT, SB FB osm

indistress, and on 7 cases no “assistance |was3 required as the aircraft

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION- Ssoieh bsET seneee ween
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RAF FORM 540

SECURITY CLASSIFICATIONS)Seckr? E"T (Revised May, 1965)

PAGE NOwe doensoninstructions for use of this Form are containedin . oy SQR 2137 and 2138; and AP 3040, FOR PERIOD...SRETEMEBR 1970 - - or.}4_ paces

+ {
PLACE DATE |LOCAL TIME SUMMARY OF EVENTS

_ptoke up and returned to Coltishall. mey 9were later flown to Ely hospital

ee _ather. tha neaneh proved. truttleee._ vse i i ee
co, .Dnband...\hile.on.a.training sortie, the crew of a Whirlwind noticed= |

-@ Lange. heathfire...The helicopter remained in the area to give airborne =~

a- No 58 Course - arrived on 7 Sap 70 and completed groundsechool on time.

Due_to_a shortase of aircraft, only 3 students had gone solo by the end of the month

SECURITY crassirication.. ex RET



M771954/62486/60,000/WBW/666/5 - RAF FORM 540
ae v1SECURITY CLASSIFICATIONCaueaue? = 1 (Revised May, 165)

OPERATLONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation). .226 O@, BaP COQLTISHALL
PAGE is

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in
QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040. FOR PERIOD....... SEPTEMBER 1.970 or..19. paces

PLACE DATE [LOCAL TIME] SUMMARY OF EVENTS COMPILING OFFICER PLE Lt W Liddle _. | REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

mw SQUETSHALL bom a ee nw oe oe oe Se. Minch weapons. SOT as.arried..outat.the. beginning. .of the. monthry enn we own a meenawarn

. With. the. middie .of the month -being. devoted. to. .veheatsals for theBattleofi oo. (oe eee seen nee oe nnn mame

rine) sues manne ja ss ef aes SEGAL PLEASE we ce nee tt

fone sume nfs oo on ee. . Rabie of Britain o..1 Syn prowided .7.alreraftfor the. formations...DG oe). cee: sentsce oe menuitem

ocked mupvays on necovery. for landing,4 aiveneft. were diverted to od. sn eeeemninemnennmnnnn se

ernie eee fone oe ner main fene oe es | leeRe On return.to Coltisnall from Wattishem. the eorex of XM990.
~ 7 7 . a -

wn MAO. 25 ack Sue to a.severe controls problems...Both ejected. safely ence commun

| ae ee js wesc con + coon wn GIA ee a en ee ne ee ee ce ame ceantine ue ine ae cent) sano ew nce ce

wow stn tafe aes es tafe an ofan Bg es MO 37 Course ~...Dueto.2 Lack.of serviceable. aizoraft.and a shortaga.of.—__

b

cin sete eae | nme ss [on a eacbeantge tey.-57 -courae. ane. currently. one. week. behind schedule. 2. - ~ mmm

he oe le teen seeps wm sm an fe tems whe. Battle of Britain -...2..89n provided. 5 alreraft for the. flypaste . ——

Ge. Hight Elying. =_—— Night. Flying was. cancelled for the. first night, due.toe2 lessob synynitsty ot ot atannannnamne

. Meather, . Rive student, radar Sarties. only..were flown inthe next 2 nights. 2.0...

wow oe sarin aenenanee afew emed es he to .dack.o£ target. aixcraft. from..85. re co

ce oe anes nae feo ae meee ee Gc) 3 ee a Ce
*

ed a+ ~-Ho 56-Course —-4 student _
wm cere enn cen] ee ef ee ae eae |e ners oe Big5 7.Course..—-2..students..)..startedon 7. Sep. 1... en re

) 7

tte + ce och evens nef oe we fo te ane Be dSob.5 Coursem2 StUREN ES) eee es ae eo es

Ge No 18 TWl Course - Completeon 15 Sep on schedules

veto ees ene ae ee nveemn) att ae anu sane + a andor cotmiten, 1O,54 TRE (Renewal) Course ~ Complete1-4 Sep 70. 0 i dee ce ee we wens wiles ne
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SECURITY CLASSIFICATIONS. -sHenEr. (Revised May, 1965)
aE?

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation)....226 0OU BaF COLTISHALL

instructions for use of this Form are contained in
QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040. FOR PERIOD... SRETEMBER, 1970

. r

PLACE DATE [LOCAL TIME) SUMMARY OF EVENTS COMPILING OFFICER. ..2U%..U%. DAL @ oe REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

COLTISHALE bans wus cords = mre on mene 2... aoReteise Bessemer (21-22 Sep) ~ Two aireraft each day took part from |

aie suucy:|snme BN Lands. This involved a total of 19 hours airbornetime es beeen

ce mutants in wt ewan) 2 wwe {wim 1 hte Sigok Blying.s Sixteen sorties wore flow in 2 nights: |

— cert cc cetarwvinm afouue wefan s wepas su mm (A)... Samlatedmight dinghy drill was carried out in the swimming pool fm ee

. by .14..pilots .on.16 Sep followedby dzy.dinghy drill the nex$ morning 0} om

cise te owkOE Stndents. and shat hence co cunuece ume ee be ey ee teen wee

ox Battle.of Britain Day. Three. aquadrens..provided 12 serviceable alroradt oo) 0 oc ccs cee tae

‘Battle of Britain -. Puom.16<18 Sep. flying was restricted to air tests

OT FES BLY PAS ee eee oe smmmnemnnniie 6 vine ae eee eth nF ne wm ie kangen eat st ae ra

we ml im oe we NO. 202. San. UD. FLt..1D" Flight. was. tasked for. 12 hours pex pilot plus. .operati

-|- sorbies, - Total.-tradining hours. wore 91-030 OUTSen oo. mmm

sof oe LEE LEMOS scent ns ee oe ee iii toe tt ng ait ekem ft ns ae megane eras tate

en Vaan wee we fewer AL IVE AAS Bo ness ssn sat oene

Operational oe B40

vn EARN cece oe cent AE Omnis we ce tem amin nine4c ettmmaranimmn <n wenn) Fin ae un eee we mmie

socom DOH, Flying. ot. 008...

_ Hours . Sorties

136.15ab

| ne CRN, SR ON Fu2000-710. en 2) 9 ee fe

. 4. en enn UO SNOUEENN ecss< rh 2: Ge A 8s ee 2 ee orn

an ny Sepals ea DB oe ns stern «ceeBQ ne es es ae oe = soe

i
eSECURITY CLASSIFICATION Seornrt. see ee tes
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Instructions for use of this Form are contained In FOR PERIOD SRPTEMBER 1970

CR DAW and TAGs and A

540

1965)

PAGE NO....&......

or... Gpaces

MOD Form 44

COMPILING OFFICER... RL t_ Th. biddle REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES —

MEMORANDUM
Hop ava2 (€ar)

To Quen Aanes CHanBees

Deed Fateae Seeeer RAE ConrisHAee
From

Ref. howmdan SWI Date Tel. Ext. foe aseeans er man san nanan

Cour) sind fore tr Ak. 
C

Ref aus baba] eee]s dabad asf fr Oe

aeRage bof Cllockall Eohv fer he anvtl
af ef 10 cues Cpt Clamh chan By gag
ty fu Larrot .

al heel ” tabTE aT lon A hay Brak.

Complete this form in manuscript unless there are special reasons for typing. |
SPP. Lid.

~ . | | - | | —
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CURITY CLASSIFICATIONS Saat rn
PERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit of Formation)..226..00U. BAF COLTISHALL

RAF FORM 540

(Revised May, 1965)

PAGE NO...

of 14 . PAGES

PLACE DATE LOCAL rime, SUMMARY OF EVENTS REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

whe oe aoe ANE ADLE, ee ee oe

_ . ott vem A DSOLVICS ED 2...

en Ses a so: s.r i

. _. StSPE BO ccmmnneeerneens ane one

eh a:

sens pan) one wr nna [scenese son . Standby GOURse ow.

. ons AGMOGRY, QEROREL ec ee ee oe ee ee

= vee nummersins ara eevee Were moderate south-westerliesearly in the month, reaching a peak on the 10 Sep

A eee ee|(the. windiest day, with gusts.at42 kts). Winds decreased |

pu see pee ee

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION Sern
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SECURITY CLASSIFICATION:

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation)226 OCU_RaF COLTISHALL

RAF FORM 540

(Revised May, 1965)

PAGE NO...8._..

OF....\9 . PAGES

PLACE DATE LOCAL TIME SUMMARY OF EVENTS REF TO ANNEXES AND FILESCOMPILING OFFICER FLt Lt W Liddle

. COLTISHALL

of omen + RB PaL] 312m(1.238) 0 we

..... Highest. gusts.42 knots. on 10. Sep ew wee ee

vel wm ATOM Froston 2. Sep oo eee eee ee oe woe Sie eet ne meee meno

re ee .| Abmoratt Servicing 2 2 ene cee . Ls Fe ee teeter tet tts| mm et i its

—_ --a&s.. No 1 Aircraft Servicing Squadyon.. on _ je eo snes ttt nee ent

(4) September. was.a, poor. month for flying -because of Phe uns erv COSDLLLLFf ene eeernnnnnnnnnnee neem

alee ee rn - and. non~avallability of aircraft. . There has been 3 severe shortage. of sr seme

T Mk4 airovaft principally -hecause.of. fuel -Lleaks.making A. aircraft ee

- Cat. Be. ee . ee Ee

~ wee we & a). The strict.implementation of orders fvom higher anthowdby. Dm fm a ee eter came

telation to. fire integrity. and. fuel_ venting, -and.also preliminary...

en nn hee . wm Warnings, nas resulted .in. 2-agvere but necessary servicing PENALLY oe cecnciennieee

. particular Lightoing experienced tradesmen. ho. effectively BACK ANE.AAS | ein sw eo 6 enn mn

..{4)..The.. Contuactora. Working. Party (CWE). FireIntegrity .Programme.is

tanning weny. successfully. - To-date-5-Coltishall--aiveraft -and-one-Reyal-——- pene se nnn nnn

Air. Force.Wattisham Bireraft have been COmpLebede coc semb ce ce eee meecee |e ne ee ce men mmc
4

(5). Lightning. 7 Mk4 2M 990 crashed .on.19th.September_1970 returning...

ae ees nen from_RoyalAir Force. Wattisham, 0 WW

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION See Re eves nae

C
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OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation).226.0CU RAF COLTISHALL

PAGE NO. 9...Instructions for use of this Form are contained in 7
QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040, FOR PERIOD_.SRETEMBER.1970._. or_.}9... PAGES

PLACE DATE {LOCAL TIME} SUMMARY OF EVENTS COMPILING OFFICER... PLE LG Widdle | REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

Me? AL zt BME SQUATON aceswe nna

1 een an {1)..the. following aircraft. movements took place during the month...

oe ee (a) 1 Mk 5.55440. completed the ¢ ontractors.Working Party Fume.

en es ope nh be gr ty. Modi Pi cation PROSTAMNG.«. oe emi ny ine inn nnn on ~ _

re a — fb). F Me -3-XB716..entered. the Contractors. Working. Party. Fire... sv

Integrity. Modification. Programmes coven sovvimsc we ss su san intuit settee smn) wns unm mame

a ee nnf.S d DASA. returned Leon MajOX SOTVEGIIEe mm pune

sf ns ox nan cone enim men} sm munmmnntcr oo nw &G)_'E Mk 5. X8.424 was. flown away for major servicing.

ee ae ee ee BY KSABQ. 208s Placed. provisional.category 3 (fuel Leaks) occ fee ce cee score va wa sme ttin

anne 672 _B.Me..3.XP. 437. was detached.to..Farnborough. piloted..by.lightLieutenant) 0 -

uP RAL G to. undertake..acrobatic displays e - ecccmuse mmm

ot oe ed ee ee LBD ~The..squadron.provided11. aineraft.ont of an available total of 14...

= - . (4) Yanning-Levele-are.now.as.specified_in-the local Unit. Establishment. __

(LUR)..with..the.exception.of.the armament and radio trades. .However _

a Armament. Engineering Plight...

(1)....Rowtine .armam

Royal Air Force Binbrook and Royal Air Force Wattisham to service

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

SECURITY cLassiFicaTiogS 2G EF “

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit or Formation) 226.00U_RAF COLTISHaLL,

FOR PERIOD...SSPTSMBER 1.970

RAF FORM 540

(Revised May, 1965)

pace No. 10

or... ...PAGES

LOCAL TIME SUMMARY OF EVENTS REF TO ANNEXES AND FILESPLACE DATE

a:COLTISHALE Firestreak. test. oqusmont ..

-and.as.a result.of the. accident. to Lightning. -990 the Ground Equipment...

Section was. called upon. to. Aevise special Lifting equipment.-

- solution.evolved tock the -fom-of.a-lifting net- which was used. to.necover--

parts of the crashed aircraft without incurring. additional. damage.

warticals..

the. standardequipment. provided... +

_. mousted .at.noless than.13.different. locations... In.allsome .30.sortiss. -.

ARTE ee eee = en oo OES LOM ne

ersnttnent stsnenententtten sen Hurrieans etote ese

os demolished. the .fort aftenx.a mock. attack. by. Hunter GOA Mk S..ainoraite . |e eu me

~ General Engineemirc Bhi tat eee ee me ee ne et

- (Q- General -Engineoring.Flight..provided.xoutine support. during.the. month

it was.usedby. the salvage unit, after their arrival, in-proference 60. | ce mee oem nee oe ne

Not only. aid. the.het prove admirably. suited to.. the task but. . cb nek cane tt tet | ae etna

. Battle-of Britain Flight — re ee ee a

” (4) . The. month-of -September. was—husy. for. the flight, -displaya—being. ssteneeane tnt se] eyes nt in tna neiuns veg ene nntecntegnnenn eo

a activities. _are..listed bellows... es

ae ns ae oh Bh 0:7.

SECURITY CiAss! FICATION ~~ ¢
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RAF FORM 540
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PAGE NO. .11.

ofr. 19. paces

PLACE DATE LOCAL Time! SUMMARY OF EVENTS COMPILING OFFICER FLt.Ut WIdddle... ... REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

|

(2)... Lecations..of the diaplays. ware.as.followss.

~ Royal. Ain..Force. Biggin. Hal...

“Royal. Ain. Force. Bentley Beiory - omoyal. dix. Force Leuchars... .. .
~Royal Ain-Force. Benson...

~~ Boyal. Air Force ALCOMBURY ww emo m+ Royal. Aix Force. Coltishal1.

wel ee Goodwood... ewe ee ee mn ewe

_aatton Valence.......

Jersey... ce seats a i hfeane tue bm nek ume de

- Guernsey.

wae. - Mechanical. Transport. Klight .

. 4). Daring the month. of. Septenbex 1970..the. Mechanical Transport. Plight.

som Bn_Avtag..
(2). A

nwo A DD.2 OL gallons. sei met

1,602 gallons.

Lectrical “Bagineexing Squadron _ . _.

‘mfh®, mo gt ectricea) Bagi POS SQVAGTON sue ss

overtime work. In the Air Blectrical Engineering Flight 218 hours

toyed . Aix. Boxes, St -Athan.......... ee en

. —Royal.Ain. Pouce Waddington... .......

me GOVE DOM. 604255 miLes—in- suppor of. Col tishal1...“and. Neatishead operations... oe

wre Q.3. TID. GATT OS nnnee spon pe ee nee at

__.. .(a)... Battle of Britain preparations.dominated the month and gave ise GO gn mnie h ny omen

ove.

SECURITY CLASSI FICATION.
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QR 2537 and 2138 ; and AP 3040, FOR PERIOD...SoETEMBBR 2.970

RAF FORM 540

(Revised May, 1965)

PAGE No.._.12...

or. L9. paces

PLACE DATE = |LOCAL TIME) SUMMARY OF EVENTS COMPILING OFFICER.....B Qt Ls%. MDL. REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

COLTISHALL — Somaof the latter. .was..caused by..the onash of Lightning alroraft

~ -KM_990...... Quantitiesofjob. cards.raisedfor the month. were..Radar.1OT,.... —

. ._he..Blectrical. Bay.is.to..be..zeaorganised.during Octobar.to..take..advantaga. . ..|

Of, the greater space left. bythe xelocation_of. the Navigational.Tas teumeny.....

Airovaft State

da... dizeraft Establishuent

on medon the.idth.aad. the Precision. Approach Raden similarly on the ATED eee nn eae si

b.... Aireraft Losses and Gains

(1) There was one aircraft loss during the month as a result of a.crash.

The aircraft was Lightning T Nk 4 XM 990.

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION —Ssry sn .

O O O
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SECURITY CLASSIFICATIONSS8S

OPERATIONS RECORD BOOK OF (Unit-or Formation) ..226 OCU RAF COLTISHALL

Instructions for use of this Form are contained in

QR 2137 and 2138 ; and AP 3040. FOR PERIOD

PAGE NO. 13 .

. or. 1 .__.PAGES

PLACE DATE |LOCAL TIME] SUMMARY OF EVENTS COMPILING OFFICER...ALE Lt W LEGdIs _ | REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

coumisHalh | Lu (2) aghtming F Mk 14 Mf 183 and LightningT Mic 5 XS 421 departed ‘to

and Lightning S40 ee_ Xo 60 Maintenance Ur

vefene on sonerie efenmis sn oof FOMOTAL a

. . September was..an.extremelyhbusy.month.dueto Battleof Britain Open Day and = |_| vee teutnee ae tne ae ee

jouteide..ceremonial. commitments.....Amongst.the WiPs were the Chief of the Air Staff... .J|..

_jand the dix Officer Commanding in Chief. Sizike Command which added an additional .

.\purden.on the Catening Staff..This.extra.work. was.met without the. service of .

jaddétional personnel which.was.not forthcoming this year.due to other.Command. .... .. ...J

_lexezeises at the.same. time. -..The..CMLO. also..rejected.our bid for .25.TAGs to.assist inal ee we ene

- |prepara tion -and clearing -up.~ —--—--

20th was.utilisedfex cleaning of the Station. There was a stand-down for ayy ceww ene

_jpersoanel.not. on essential dutyon. Friday.25 ee cme cee cme ee veo nny coe cents tone en ew ne

so) seneeOpen. Day..was .2.great.success with.a.xecord breaking crowd exceeding 410000 0). vee eum ae 2 ert ee
‘

tt... flying display, lasting for just over3 hours. Coltishall'smain participation | ve

ngs. in diamond formation.

_— 4248Ras, done much. £0. officers of secondary duties ahd should help in . oe

” _jitaintadining..the. good. public relations that prevail —

a . sof nits a in canenneenntaninnnnens ‘etna signtninn ceretne mn -
There were no changes of units in or out during the month.
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of Satellite Units

ev cnn anne nf eo one etn fanecnlThere. .ware..1o. changes.in.the. Parenting.Statement

(Ho ROL) of Officers ee ee ee een ten ee cen ee

Re eo) ae | See

Yemen] ee wee TOES MAM OIOR ae D e c aD ces a)

856... 19324 (853)

sn ts einen nat us4 tee wen fe ane ett ee AMOIi st se unin ot eee cee eae tne cee crn Mone some ee ee = 18 Re ce en

Civilians |

ee eer en eeneeee . = wth. AeoLudes.9...D' FL t.No. .202..Sgn,.18.Students. and..4 Supemumerary.pending..cOUra@e| mec oo ao mm

ein _ fone @.. Lacludes..5.ADA.ELMO202 Sqie oo ea meer vera women

@@ Includes 76 WRAF Ideal. Strength

** Includes 20 *D* Flt 202 Sqn_ eee

nn ea een ene i se ween ed Personnel Services Souadron

2end September.
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PLACE DATE |LOCAL TIME] SUMMARY OF EVENTS . . oS COMPILING OFFICER. Ft Lt W.Liddle_. REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

_ COMPISHALL | 
_Tth September te fH. pn .

wr nid ain wow | - oe hoot LieutenantJ MV Nicoll was effectively posted in from Uxbridgeon

ow. «4 Let as daMQ..and physically arrives on 5th Setoberes

|. . Flight Lieutenant RE Rickens,.ex.0¢ Accounts Flight retized on his 55th

oe binthday.on 20th... . vee in si a

~.-- The Station..Commandex,..Groun Captain.John. TP Jennings, DFC MBIM RAF attended_

vn jan AOC's Station.Conmanders. Conference..at HQ No.11 (F)..Group on 20/30th.

|... fhe preparation ofthe 15000 RAF Day covers, receipt of orders, |

Jaccountingand advice on queries from the public proved to be very time consuming, |

_ faowaver,. the small nucleus.of staffwho, assisted the Project Officer, Fligh

i.W, Woskett. AFM RAP did well in gettingall orders dispatched on the actual day 19th,

. Shay .were Flight Ideutenant.R G Hunt, Set Burnett, SaG Peart and LAC Forest. __
t

ately 500 unsold by %the oo) een

Disciolings.A.Disinict Court Martialwas held on 40th ab which D20247 oo | oom

...figt BurrellBM. (Parent Unit RAP Scampton was charged under Section 44 (1)(a) AFA _

1955..with,stealing. Service..Propert: y.unknow in October 1967. He was |

found .guilty.and awarded a severe reprimandand a fine of £75 which was reduced to

' f.50.in..the..confizmationby AOC HQ No 14.(F) Gpon 17the

_ - ‘he Hoard..ofIngnizy.was_convenedby AOC Ho No 11 (F) Gp om 20 Sep to investigate)

the .accident.involying Lightming.— Mk 4XM 990 on 19th Sep. A secondBoa

an convened.on the .2let. to.investigate an

GER. BOD ne mene Me eect ist cme te cea i lot snutuitinanneneitaciniiiinancstue sesee fee cnet ttn tae ete meme
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ions for use of this Fo inediORGrand wiser and APIO FOR PERIOD... SaRTEMBRR.1970 : or...42._.PAGES

PLACE DATE |LOCALTIME| SUMMARY OF EVENTS COMPILING OFFICER..2Lt_Lt Whidden. REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

a

_COLTISHALL Ten charges..of.a.minor natureware..heard. duringthe.month._

— sn _ . | — GRAB. There nere..no.evants wOrthy..of.noteennnn- —— son a an

Nel fare... There -were-no..ocourrences. worthy..of. note. duning. the. OLDEN ee mene me eet ae ae nef sen

cas namin coat vt nnn] nner _- nine) SA MAELON. .NOTWL CAS... sev nt tt se wa tn ten vane nen -_

se ee ne ne Works Servicas...The..new.GRSE/Ops.Wing. Building is-now-completed.and.will..be _

cn sti neces mangas ns sen ont nf moni .| taken_overduring Oetober.....The.new..AMQ. building..programme..is up -to..schedule.d ot cere
Py

Siting.Board was.held on 25th Septemberfor -a-proposed..Jaguaz? -abreraft Simulator. _._|

_ Tha..Works..Progress. Report..is..attached.as Annex -B,....... -

|... ~$gremonial.. Battle of Britain week was..opened..in.Norwich.on.Monday. _

44 Sep.’ The Guard of Honour paraded in the City Hall Car Park and marched to :

ithe. front.of Gity Hall preceded by the RAF Southern.Band...They were inspectadby. the _1.....

s a fly-past of 3 Lightning aircraft led by Squadron Leader —Lord May:

ry. Qa

kJ R doyle, AFC RAF after which the Lord Mayor took the salute from the steps

cc cintattmumunutnnnnen wines st nce we | onennemnennnaiinafumun + ae mend und, PATAASand..cathadral serviee.was.held in Norwich .on. Sunday. 20th..tio 7 eae om

Annex 1 FE

—— transferred to RAR Hospital Ely within 1 pour of ejections : _—

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION. SREY R ai
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|. mm portsi,,..._Tae. Inter Services Modern Pentathlon Championships"were Relab fee wenn wmmrsemitin wean 4
1

BAR Cosford.on 26th/27thand Cpl Watts mepresentedthe RAF who obs

firing the..wenth.

et.Ghaplainey. A capacity congregation celebrated Harvest Fes tiv:

Cathedral..on 20th,..fuLL.details of which.are included in_annex G's... A.serviee

.j.. G.0f.F Ghorch..on. Sunday, 12th....A. Battle of Britain Service was held tp Norwh by occ ome ee wmroe stn anmee n

_ was..aLeo..he1din theStation.Chuzch ab 0900... . ee

The_f..o£. 8 Padre,..The. Rev..N Bryan, BAwas.marviedon 26th

_ _Bntertainment.....An.official.lunebson was held inthe Officers!’ Mess on

49th..Septemben.and2list..of.offieial guests.isincluded at Annex (G's A date _

addition..was..Gzoup..daptain D_R.S.Bader, CBE. DSO DEG and Mre Bader. Aten the...

|. flying diepLaythe guests.were..entertainedat..a.Cockiail Party..dnthe Offi cers! Mess
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COLTISHALL

vs fuse enn en to Wing Commanderand Mrs H Miller, Squadron Leader and Mrs G Talbot and 0 ye

Light Lieutenantand Mrs BE Dickens. The Wing Commander Admin in returnheld am) lo nee

_anfoxma), .party.on Monday 28th in. the Mess. ee
> *

wewewne | ABARBEY SQUBSROR emceeeees ee ee tn ee ot ete teens eee em ae ee amy pnt ft te one oe one fy Hannsine cea .

mu.O08 4th the undementioned officers visitedto discuss logistic suppor$of oo. uu ee ee

enue en ..|. Lightning, Airorefis ....

o> weblla jor M2 Bemirly, Royal. GaudinArablan. Ait. Pome a. eg eee tenn mince if te nmin nt ey rw enh

. Wg.Gdr J.A Hurrell, Aim.Attache SaudinArabla. .......- de oe cee -

Wg Gav R Bradshaw (RAP Rat'd), British Gonsowtium 0 oc cece oe 0 ce cm meen ee emnfon vem vumenen vere

- Station Defence . . ee cee eae a

. wu. 24. personne] attended new. arvivals courses. during the month and. 14. BErMOA wf ne me mee ne ee nee ee

vce bene tne .. | carried out. preseversess weapons training... ._There..ware00 MAJOF @%erGlSes a ee ne fee ee wee wee tnee me me oe ms nin

. _ . .. 0% 28th, Grou CaptainJ Wilsons WBE sMBIN SOA,Ho 11 (F) Group carriedout an |. cane tee ue

cone a, se | dofomal. Staff Visit. to the Station.andwas entertained.to. lugcheon in the Officers! _

_ ~ . cf SS og a ee nee te ce cence tae tee me net ne este te eb a ate ee ste

O O O O
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PLACE DATE {LOCAL TIME] SUMMARY OF EVENTS COMPILING OFFICER... Lt Lt Whiddie REF TO ANNEXES AND FILES

nn nnn oneness _. . However. despite these setbacks 122. Sorties.wexea. Tlomm and. although. GOS. Wasco selene mee 2 fe om ee ee

cee ee eae ne cone tet te mnsi | considerably. lesa thanin. duly .and Augusat.it.mas. still the.bighest totel.aver._...—|-- ---

| mecorded.fox the. month. of September

Grour Captain

Officer Commandt.

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION.ees -



Direct (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

{GTN}

Your Reference

Bib ketee
righouse ate

West Yorkshire 7 November 2001

0

I 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,



Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N SBP

Telephone {Direct dial)‘pees Section Wg
(Fax)

Your Reference

BIDASReference

Brighouse 
rT)‘Sctober 2001

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.

T 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 whichis 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 plus.

3. The 540 was first introduced in 1936. However many of the early squadrons kept

records going back to their formation during WW.

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) Sqns 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

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. | think | 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 Nonway. 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.

11

(DAS4A1SEC on chots)

MT 6/73



mghouse

West Yorkshire

9/9/01

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

Iam 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: py uP bles te PRO.

ADEE rave cde neé caro €
* Does the MOD have a file or files which relate to this incident? ©£me gewee 7tywould aelte bins,

“*.. _ If so I would like to formally apply for a copy of any such files unde, the che
of Practice for Access to Government Information.

* If you reply stating there is no such file on this incident, could you Foto's anf,

suggest who else I should approach within the MOD for further information? | weeeact mAed.
Moy réccvel eve.

Thave 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.

i Sag .

TOQNO. cesssssescsss soscanssessass

13 SEP 2001

FILE _.



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

Tana 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 ‘Icelandic Gap’. 1970 was at the height of the Cold War with Russian air-

cratt making regular flights inte the Narth Atlantic to test NATO's reaction.

Al 2017 hours on the 8 September, a radar operator at Saxa Vord picked up a contact of an

unidentified aircraft over the North Sea between the Shetland Islands and Norway. The con-

tact was momitored at a steady speed ot 630 mph at 37000 feet travelling on a south-weste-

ly heading The contact was then seen to turn 30 degrees to head due south with its spee,

micreasing to 900 mph and it altitude climbing to 44000 teet.

The normal procedure for Saxa Vord was to now order a flash message to the nearest QRA

fligh\. 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 oul across

the North Sea. For all concerned, the radar operators, pilots and groundcrew, this was just

another routine scrambie, but then the radar plotters noticed something on their screens that

left them a little concerned. Up to this point the unidentified aircraft had been travelling at

speeds and altitudes consistent with known Russian warplanes, however in a split secand

the birp on the radar had turned through 180 degrees and disappeared from the screens

During the neat hour the contact reappeared several pmes, and each time the Lightning~

were vectored to investigate, but then as quickly as it appeared it disappeared again. By this

tune two F4 Phantoms of the USAF from Keflavik in Iceland had been scrambled to assist the

Lightnings in trymg 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 Lightnings. The incident was now beginning to cause alarm to those in high place>

with the contact being monitored by various organisations within the NATO chain of com-

mand, :

As more and more organisations 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 Lightnings 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 ta 1300 mph which was almost the limut of the Lightrings and Phantoms. It was now

tracked off the northern tip of Denmark at an altitude of 18000 feet By this time it was decid-

ed to ‘scramble’ two Lightnings from Coltshall to form a Combat Air PatroKCAP) some 17

mules east of Great Yarmouth, To enable the thirsty Lightnings to mamtain 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 it was decided to

‘scrambie’ a further Lightning from RAF Binbrook to jom in the search for the intruder. This

aircraft, Lightning F6, XS894, was flown by an American pilot on exchange with 5 Squadros,
Captain William Schaftner. By the time he arrived on patrol, in addition to his machine, four

turther Lightnings, two Phantoms and three tankers were airborne on the alert and they wert

LAF CoOLTI SHALL
8s FIGHTER STATI OV

@
The outcome of this interception, which involved the Lightnings trom Coltishall, is subject*ta

much conjecture and differences of opinion. However, one thing is fact; the 5 Squadron

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 Bridlington,

Filey and Flamborough, Captain Schaffners body was never found. J

joined shortly after by a Shackleton from Kinloss.

Flight Lieutenant Bran Carroll was an Instructor and Central Flying School Agent on the

OCU from 1970-73. His recollections of his time at Coltrshall graphically illustrate the inypact

that operating a Lightning, in realistic 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 65 Fighter Squadron operated the Lightning T4 trainer along with

an assortment of Fi and F1As As the Squadron had ben declared to SACEUR. they were also

tasked as a front line Squadron, and as such were subject to alerts and Tactical Evaluation

Exercises(TACEVAL) in just the same way as the full hme tront line Squadrons.

Brian recalls that the OCU had recently received a new intake of pilots pust out of Hunter fly-

ing at RAF Chivenor. They had completed ther mal ground school programme of lectures

and were reasonably conversant with the Lightning’s systems and aperating procedures,

thev had also started Flight Simulator sorties. All had also been airborne in the Lightning on

Exercise I, this was by way of an “Instructors Benefit” sortie during which the fuil potential

of the aircraft was demonstrated, all manoeuvres needless to sav were within the approved

flhght envelope. We were just into the third weck 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 of the previous day and was to continue for the next 48 hours. The cloud was extensive,

the lowest as 1] recall bemg around 800 to 1,000 teet and going all the way to 30,000 treet with-

out a break, just the weather that fighter pilots dream about, well maybe on a bad day!

Within a very short time, the Squadron was a hive of activity, the ground crews were work-

ing at a feverish pitch, pre-flight inspections were being completed as rapidly 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 othe:

procedures were all covered and we then awaited the first call trom the operating authority

to start the ball rolling. Meanwhile the new course of students were being kept busy with

routine jobs in operations and in the coffee bar Operating as we did a number of two seaters,

it was decided that we would fly as many of the new course students as possible in the right

hand seats to let them see what operating a Lightning as a weapons systems was all about,

they had of course no knowledge at this time of the radar, so it was Jeft to each instructor to

attempt to brief on that aspect during the sortie.

Word finally came through to bring a number of crews ta cockpit readiness, | had been allo-

cated a T4 and so had a student with me. I had already carried out my own pre-flight inspec-

tion so we were able to climb straight into the cockpit. Strapping in only took a few moments,

helmets were plugged inte the telebrief, ground power was on line, radio trequency select-

ed, flight instruments erected, weapons checked, all ready to start engines as soon as the

scramble instructions were received We had only been strapped in a few minutes when

by MicdAEL JENNINGS

(Stel Hislory booit)
87



Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) a)
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard)

(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

AS/64/3
Qur Refer:Our erence

Date
15 November 2001

Lancing

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, I 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 S
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+Pol1

Subject: FW: Project Moon Dust

importance: Low

From DI ISEC SEC4

Sent: Tuesday, Novernber 13, 2001 10:57:38 AM

To: DAS4A1(SEC)

Subject: Project Moon Dust

Importance: Low

Auto forwarded by a Rule

Wersnoke. ‘Just'ty confirm 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



ctorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

MINISTRYOF DEFENCE
Main Building, Northumberland House, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct diat) 0207 218 2140

(Fax)

Section 4g) Your Reference

Our ReferenceLancing 
D/DAS/64/3 «7

West Sussex

)a
Thank you for your letter dated 28 September 2001.

Dat
2 October 2001

I 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,

Vos Siren’



* Seo MSection 40West Sussex Section 4g
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

Tenclose a copy of my letter d/d 18th June and wonder whether you are yet able to reply to

my enquity regarding ‘Project Rock Dust' (or ‘Moon Dust’).

Yours sincerely

DAS |
se ve

-2 OCT 2001

FILE
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ompting, 2 ¥ i :

Teleshone/Fax: Section 40 |

Head of Department

Secretariat (Az Staffi2a

Room §265

Ministry of Defeace, Main Building

Whitehall, London SW1A 214B

18 June 2001

Dear sir

Pine Gap -Defence Space Research Facdity. Australia
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LOOSE MINUTE

D/DAS/64/3

22 October 2001

DIISEC 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 I 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. I look forward to your advice in due

course.

oll



®, eo Sompting, Lancing, West Sussex
Telephone/Fax:

Head of Department

Secretariat (Air Staff)2a

Room 8285

Ministry of Defence, Main Building To ho anmvered
Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

by Di 3).
18 June 2001

Dear sit

Pine Gap - Defence Space Research Facility, Australia

I still await a reply (or an acknowledgement) to my two letters d/d respectively 9th April and

14th May conceming the above. As I understand 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 friend of the late

Marilyn Monroe and an investigative reporter conceming 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 theUK scientists by the

US at that time together with a description of what was analysed and the results of that

analysis.

Yours faithfully



lelephone/Fax:

sompting, Lancing, West Sussex Section 49

Dear sir

Auusivalia

Cenclose a copy ef i 1, April and wonder whether vou are now ih a posi ts

give me a reply

Yours farofuily



Sompting, Lancing,

Telephone/Fax:
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Pine Gap - DefenceSpace Re

Lam researching the mterconnectivity of Meudly western intelligence system aus

whether you can help me.

lunderstand the cewiral Australian Pine Gag facility to be a;

Ametican NSA (National Security Aggazy) and wie Australian De parti

to believe the facility functions principally as a downlink for geostationary SIGT

fnvelhigeuce} satellite systems made by TRW Space Systems and that the US CIA asi,

(National Reconnaissance Office - SIGINT Wok. aith CIA and American USAF and

within NASA) maintain a major interest im (his station. [ alse usdersland

be operating other equally secret progratomes uot direcily related te SIGINT

linked to the coatinuing US ‘Star Wars’ research programme of pds

The intimate relationship of the UK's GCHQ (at Cheltenham and othe: location: «

with the American NSA would make it unlikely that SIGINT Intelligence erinnating, fr.

Gap would not be shared with the UK Intelligence commovity, and vice versa. Perhaps 24

could confirm that this is part of the normal interchange of SIGENT intelhg t

UK and the 0S and to what degree the UK views the benedfics of the 1 “aticBanciane:

Tt would also be helsful if you could confirm that DERA (now re-branded QinetiQ) maintains. ,

or has maintamed, any business connection with BT's research facility at their Martlesha::

Laboratories TM respect ~f sateBite systems development or SIGINT appLcations technology |

for routine * IN. villance programmes. ‘

take this opperiuuzy of thanking you in advance for any heip yeu cad give su. within the

coustrar course, of national security.

Yours faiti
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Head of Department

Secretariat (Air Staff)2a

Room 8285

Ministry of Defence, Main Building

Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Dleace



Fron: I Grate of Air Staff 4a, Room 8245
MINI ENCE

Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207 218 2140
(Fax)

Your Reference

Sompting Qur Reference
Lancing DIDAS/6433 a—
West Sussex Date

t) July 2001Section 40]

lo
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.

Vous 5 Sicet



"

aia SO Lancing, West 10 49
ale, ‘ione/ Fax: a

Ministry of Defence

Main Building

Whitehall

London SW1A 2HB

9 April 2001

Dear su

Pine Gap -Defence Space Research Facihty, Australia

Lam researching the interconnectivity of friendly western intelligence systems and wonder

whether you can help me.

Lunderstand the cenirat Australian Pine Gap facility to be a jomt sponsored undertaking by the

American NSA (National Security Agency) and te Australian Defence Department Lam led

to believe the facility functions principally as a downlink for geostationary SIGINT (Signals

Intelligence) 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 elements

within NASA) maintain a major interest in this station. | also understand that the station may

be operating other equally secret programmes uot directly related to SIGINT gathering bur

linked to the continuing US ‘Star Wars’ research programme of edvanved defence systems.

The intimate relationship of the UK's GCHQ (at Cheltenharn and other locations world-wide}

with the American NSA would make it unlikely that SIGINT Intelligence emanating froin Pine

Gap would not be shared with the UK Intelligence conamunity, 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 confinn that DERA (now re-branded QinetiQ) maintains, ,

or has maintained, any business counection with BT's research facility at their Martlesham

Laboratories in respect of satellite systeuns development or SIGINT applications technology

for routine UK SIGINT surveillance programmes. .

{take this opportunity of thanking you in advance for any help you can give me within the

constraints. of course, of national security.

Yours faithiuik,



F con UMA SNORE estorate of Air Staff (Visiting Forces)
MI FENCE
Room 6/10 Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 6BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0

(Switchboard) aston
fe

Your Reference:

Sompting Our Reference: D/DAS/71/22
Lancing

West Sussex Date: 9 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 I 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.



Lad ompting, Lancin Section 4g
Ss Telephone/Fax:

Section 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

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.

T 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.

IT 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 J 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: '... Jntelligence 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 ifnot

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
P1O2N0. wie cccecssssuses wal

15 Au. 200t~

MAILE

Yours sincerely



@ vce sive Discovery mission x LS- +> - 1 Sth September 1991
an section of VT taken from Discevery at 20.3 Jhrs - 20. 45hrs whilst over the

west coast of Australia, 1,250 - 1,500 miles north west of Pine Gap, shows what

appears to 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 hgh 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 cn the carrier, have possessicn.

of real-time shuttle VT's 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 ‘Confirmation’ -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 Defe:ne Space

Research facility sponsored by the US (NSA) and the Australian Deieuce

Department. The centre is said to function pnncipally 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 CLA in 1966 who retain a major interest with NSA and the

NRO (National Reconnaissance Office - a top secret organisation within the |

Intelligence Community which is ostensibly a SIGINT collection organisation

which has links with the USAF but whom reports to the CLA).

SiG vas wa,

According to. . 'Dr Oscar Rafael Padilla Lara, a UFO investigator resident in

Miami, Florida who publishes a small Spanish language bulletin with the title,

COSMOVISION and his Year 3, No.1 Issue (1999) he reports that on the simail

island of Vieques, lying off the east coast of Puerto Rico and facing the great 7S

Naval B«- e of Roosevelt Roads, Cieba, the US Government have established an

installa: si: to operate the H.A.A.R.P scheme for "shooting down unidentified

objects”. The installation is described as “possibly due to commence operating

in August 1999". (See in this connection in FSR 46/1 Dr Richard Boylan's ariicle

"The shooting down of UFOs and the ‘Special Academy’ and, en page 5 of that

issue, the sketch of the alleged "UFO Buster Gun" as originally ponfished in

Jorge Martin's EVIDENCIA OVNI No.i 1 1997y _ quoted from FSR 46/2



From; /Miyectorate of Air Staff (Visiting Forces)
MINISTRYOF DEFENCE
Room 6/10 Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 6BP

Telephone (Direct dial)

(Switchboard) 020-7218°90

(Fax)

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.

Iam 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.

Iam sorry to send you what I know will be a disappointing reply.
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Project Bluebook

and

Project Moondust

Ag raoreand more ‘Americacanisvs reported UPO sighting bs the ear

St valeges

gave in fethe pubhe
ayect Bh EBOOK, an otficial AiForce

| mnaller, BLU EBOOK soon came to be entirely,
although sooteily, controlled bby Aegis IWAS Aus’ iintenda EBOOK as a snioke
sereen for \egis operations and as a source for public

B

To reduce the possibility ofa fink being d

BLUEBOOK stalf contained no Acu!s operatives BLI iE“BOOK was o
Force prosect, athough Aegis made certain that the personnel chosen for

predisposed tuward skepticism of the phenomenon.

BLUEBOOK was another Air Force proyect
completely hid en1 from the public eve, Project MOOS.DUST. Pr
ul 1953 and charged with “the retrieval ande<picitation of diashed Loreion spacecraft’ Within rop

military cireles, MOONDIL ST'ssra c was the recovery and examination of downed

Soviet and Eastern Bloe spacecraft anad satlives, but the MCONDUST charter cleariy mace it
responsible for ‘the rece paced M'sat aswell bor this roleir was exploited
heavily b and wé ted almost e: } el AH UFO reports were
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National Investigations Committee on Aerial Phenomena

ays there were those who were not convinced by BLUEBOOK’s investigations and who

nal BLUEBOGE report as ibe disiniormation it was Many of these peopl estigated

GFOs and relaled phenomena on their own, ailempting to uncover the truth and form their own
conel sions The most dangerous of these truth. seekers formed civi

for Aegis. these gronps were oflen mu

els Celis had little trouble infiltrati i

sed to uncover, and guaranteeing that they
never got tou closetto important information Maay of these§grOups were much wore interested in
reine evidence to support their pet theones than con
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SrlOUS investigations This

ied the credibility of ail such

http://www.conspiracyx.com/htmldocuments/cellsupport/BGblue. html 18/10/01
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One civilian organization stood apart from the majority This group could not be easily dismissed

given the credibility of its membershi P in 1936, Navy physicisc Thomas Brown founded NEC AP,

the (National Investivaticvas Comme tree i Phenomena, eeinidentinied Fiyine Obiccts and
related events study group Altbe zation andcoontained mmany tvell-
, :

is avere retired Alp Bor

the> NIC‘AP me
members were i cporting“bac k tOgroups and other Intelligence Community
organizations Other members seemed totbe working for an organization or organizations that
Aegis could not identify Due to the extent of NICAP's infiltration by ayents from outside
organizations with unknown objectives, the data it managed to collect can be trusted Also.

Aegis inability io identify all the organizations operating within ste AP made Aeuis Prime more

ranoid than ever. Despire ull this, NICAP served As aiound fot recruiting well-
connected operatives and Cells
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‘ ’ Anomalies Zone: UFO's, Other Oddities Reported in Pennsylvania during
1996

Vol. IV No. 1 Winter, 1997

The Anomalies Zone

Editor: Stan Gordon

P.O. 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 I 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 I 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

FI 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, I 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. I 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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. q 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 I 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 is 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 government 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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ry 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 UFO Sightings | Newsletters |

Stan's Lecture Info

The Unexplained { Recent Sightings | Links | E-mail | About Stan

Gordon | HOME
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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; c) 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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1 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.

Maittingley 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, ina

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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®. 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 (UFO): 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 I 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 UFO 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, including 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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_ tilailan 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 UFO 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.

http://www.nicap.dabsol.co.uk/moondust.htm 18/10/01
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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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SECRET PROJECTS

PROJECT BLUE TEAM.

THIS WAS THE FIRST PROJECT RESPONSIBLE FOR RECOVERY OF

CRASHED ALIEN CRAFT OR ALIENS. IT WAS A U.S. AIRFORCE

COMMAND PROJECT.

White Sands. New Mex|

OFFICIAL INVESTIGATIONS & TOP 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 TG WORK ON THE CASES. IT WAS

RESPONSIBLE FOR DETERMINING WHETHER THE ALIEN PRESENCE WAS A

THREAT TO THE US NATIONAL SECURITY. IT'S CONCLUSIONS THAT UFO’S

WERE REAL & INTERPLANETARY CRAPT. iN AN OFFICIAL REPORT THEY

ADMITTED THAT OUTSIDE OUR SOLAR SYSTEM THEIR COULD BE INTELLIGENT

http://etreality.topcities.com/exposure. html 18/10/01
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UIFE. THE PENTAGON REBUKED THEIR CLAIMS SAYING THAT IT WAS SCIENCE

FICTION FANTASY.

1848 EARLY- DEC 1948 PROJECT GRUDGE. SIGN WAS RENAMED PROJECT

GRUDGE - A SECRET INVESTIGATION BY THE ATIC {AIR TECHNICAL

INTELLIGENCE CENTER).ESTABLISHED TO DETERMINE THE REALITY OF THE

UFO PHENOMENON. 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.

wa

FLYING
SAUCERS:

Po HID LR

PROJECT BLUE BOOK

PROJECT GRUDGE HAD AN OVERT COUNTERPART CALLED PROJECT BLUE

BOOK- ONLY SAFE REPORTS WERE PASSED 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

EDLJ-RUPELT WAS ORIGINALLY THE CHIEF INVESTIGATOR, ALSO ON THE TEAM

WERE J.ALLEN HYNEK & MAJOR DONALD E. KEVYHOE.

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 UFO’S AND THAT THE LEAST

LIKELY EXPLANATION IS THE HYPOTHES!S OF VISITATION BY INTELLIGENT

BEINGS “iT WAS TERMINATED IN 1969.

PROJECT MOONDUST

4960'S - A SPACE DEBRIS PROGRAM SET UP BY US AIRFORCE AT WRIGHT

PATTERSON BASE. FOR THE RECOVERY OF SATELLITE AND MISSILE DEBRIS .

ALSO HAD AN INTEREST IN UFO’S AND COULD HAVE BEEN INVOLVED IN

RECOVERING OTHER GBJECTS.

THERE HAVE BEEN MANY OTHER PROJECTS TO DO WITH THIS

PHENOMENON .AND TAM SURE THEY ARE GOING ON TO THIS DAY.

THE FB! DENIED INVOLVEMENT IN UFO INVESTIGATIONS UNTIL DR BRUCE

MACCABEE FILED A FOIA REPORT.

1950'S UFO WAVE.

THERE WAS A BIG UFO WAVE DURING 1952 WHERE MANY WITNESSED UFO’S.

IT CAUSED CONCERN IN THE MILITARY. THERE WAS A BIG SIGHTING OVER THE

WHITEHOUSE IN WASHINGTON DC.IN MID JULY 1982. IT WAS NAMED THE JULY

CRISIS . UFO'S HOVERED OVER THE CAPITAL FOR § HOURS. THE OBJECTS

WERE MOVING AT SPEEDS 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 -1956.

4 SIGHTING BY RAF & US AIR FORCE TOOK PLACE AUGUST AWWHERE AT LEAST

ONE UFO WAS TRACKED BY 3 DIFFERENT RADAR.

http://etreality.topcities.com/exposure.html 18/10/01
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NASA SHUTTLE TEATHER BREAK-STS 75 FOOTAGE.

THIS STILL iS TAKEN FROM THE SPACE SHUTTLE . THE VIDEO

FOOTAGE OF THE SATELLITE TETHER BREAK SHOWS 100'S OF

OBJECTS,OR LIFE FORMS THAT FLOCK IN AROUND THE 42 MILE

TETHER AS IT BREAKS SOME OF THESE DISC SHAPES MAY BE 1

MILE WIDE .THEY MOVE IN FRONT GF AND BEHIND THE TETHER

WITHOUT BUMPING INTO ONE ANOTHER THESE SAME OBJECTS

ARE ALSO SEEN ON THE PREVIOUS STS FOOTAGE .THANKS TO

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

ASTRONAUGHTS.

FORMER ASTRONAUGHT GORDON COOPER WAS ONE OF MANY TO

WITNESS VEHICLES WHILE OUT IN DEEP SPACE . IN 1963 WHILE IN

EARTHS ORBIT HE WAS APPROACHED BY A GREENISH GLOWING

DISK WITH A FAINT RED GLOW ON ONE SIDE . 1T TRAVELED EAST TO

WEST WHICH IS SOMETHING THAT SATELLITES DON’T DO. IT WAS

WATCHED BY THE TRACKING STATION . NEAR ALL ASTRONAUGHTS

HAVE SEEN UFO’S . EDWARD MCDIVIT -- GEMINI 4 - PHOTOGRAPHED

AN EGG SHAPED OBJECT WITH A TRAIL NASA’S OWN LOG SAY’S IT

WAS SPACE DEBRIS IHE ADMITS TO SEEING THE OBJECT BUT HE

DIDN’T THINK IT WAS ANOMALOUS.

1ST MOON MISSIGN - CONTROL RECORDED STRANGE NOISES OF AN
UNIDENTIFIED SPACE CRAFT.

DISCOVERY MISSION-1989 MARCH A MARYLAND HAM RADIO OPERATOR

http://etreality.topcities.com/exposure. html 18/10/01
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KED UP THE VOICE OF DISCOVERY PILOT JOHN BLAHAH ---“HOUSTON THIS

iS DISCOVERY WE HAVE THE ALIEN SPACECRAFT UNDER CBSERVANCETM

SOVIET MISSIONS

HAVE SEEN MANY UFO'S AND HAVE PHOTOGRAPHIC EVIDENCE . PHOBOS 7 & 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 MARS JAN 1989 AND WHEN IT ALIGNED

ITSELF WITH PHOBOS THE MARTIAN MOON THINGS STARTED TO GG

WRONG .MISSION CONTROL STATED THAT THE PROBE FAILED TO

COMMUNICATE WITH EARTH AFTER COMPLETING ITS MISSION . THE LAST

TRANSMISSION FROM PHOBOS WAS LEAKED OUT OF THE SOVIET BY A

RUSSIAN ASTRONAUGHT COLONEL MARINA POPOVICH , IT SHOWED A HUGE

CYLINDRICAL SPACESHIP ABOUT 20 KM LONG , A CIGAR SHAPED SHIP. AFTER

THE LAST TRANSMISSION THE PROBE PHOBOS 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 OF 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 TO BEGIN MAPPING THE SURFACE THEN ON

22ND AUGUST 1993 NASA ANNOUNCED THEY HAD LOST CONTACT WITH THE

CRAFT.

AREA §1/S4 GROOM LAKE NEVADA

AREAS 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 BS ection 49

Our office deals with correspondence from members of the public with

regard to “UFOs”. The attached letter from has not

written to us before, has been passed to us.

As the letter does not actually mention “UFOS” 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: et
Name In

Block Section 4g Signature:
Letters:
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Direct ir Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,

WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct diai) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) _ 0207218 9000

(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Our Reference
Cambridge D/DAS/64/3

Date

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 ‘UFO’ 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 0AS(SE<)4 RefNo Y2(7f 2001

Date (&.-(c—-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

DCK(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 witnesses 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/UFO 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 directérs, 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 pleased 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 hundred 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 energy 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/SDI) be re-evaluated by policy makers in light of these revelations.

There is no evidence that these extraterrestrial civilizations are hostile to humanity 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” Street 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:

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. Congressional hearings were last heldin 1968 by the House Science and Astronautics

Committee (90 Congress, 2! Session, Committee Print No. 7. “Symposium on Unidentified
Flying Objects.”)

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

Russia, 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 III, 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 mle of law

and the constitution, as Sen. Inouye correctly observed. J 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. Our 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: Sata 18| Dit@ctorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 8 f
Operations and Policy 1, Room 6/73

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone {Direct dial) 0207

Your Reference

Sikouth Kensington

London

ae
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:

Date
25 October 2001

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

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 5BP

Direct ir Staff (Lower Airspace) SO

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

(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3
ate

24 October 2001
Winsford
C :

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 beaware that we know of no material which is classified Top Secret.

Yours sincerely,



Your Ref. D/DAS/64/3

Re MOD Policy towards Unidentified Flying Objects

26/08/01

esecion4
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? —- 9%

4. Is the MOD aware of any identified or unidentified craft that penetrate UK airspace but hav hag
flight characteristics well outside of normal parameters? io AK Ay Dien we hy

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 reportedin detail,
and considereda potential threatto UK security. heqie cetesteok ~ a Gnijclored

AePGS thik cu be” erurkgall
6. Does the MOD have any plans to make UFO reporting data more readily available toMe public? ©
The trouble with the freedom of information act is that all the interesting stuffis 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.

se



From SIMOMAEGactorat 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° § 2440
(Fax) ) 40

Your Reference

Our Reference

Winsford D/DAS/6473
Cheshire Date

{ 2. 4-September 2001

i
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.

Vi owt S.naidy
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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!

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

and considered a potential threat to UK security.

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.

DAS
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6. Does the MOD have any plans to make UFO reporting data more readily available to the public?

FILE
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orate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 247
, Room 6/73

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

Telephone troy dial) 0207 218 os
{Fax)

Your Reference

Darlington BiAgherye-

Date
a4 October 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 ‘UFOs’. 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. Ifyou 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.

Vos Sivas
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From: [Setanta OFCEc| Bi@ctorate of Air Staff 4a (LA — Ops & Pol 1),
Room .

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 2 8
Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207 218 2140

. (Fax)

Your Reference

SisRgeRt—
Date
24 October 2001

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’.

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.

Vout Silas
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

Ns rh Sec RefNo “EG poor

Date i> Ws)

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

ptleaccur: 'y of your branch records on correspondence will be
i102Ne..pectormed throughout the year.

16 88oT 2001
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From: SEMA 2BARpetorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations and Policy'1, Room 6/73

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

Aotpeta
Telephone {Direct dial) 0207 218 2140

(Fax)

Your Reference

Our Refé
DIDASO43.

USA 23 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. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates

the existence of these alleged phenomena. I am afraid, therefore, that due to our limited interest in

these matters, we do not recommend witnesses of ‘UFO’ sightings or ‘UFO’ organisations. Iam

sorry to send what I know will be a disappointing reply.

Vous Simaraly
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To OAS4(Sec) RefNo 706. /2001

Date 2% So~et_d),

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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Demon ministers.demon.co.uk

Message:

Originally from: [Originally to: __ [public

Date: . ep 2001 17:33:29 -0400

Subject: Info

Hello

My name is TITS 223 I am doing research for the Discovery Channel in
the US on a’show'about'“U.F.Os. 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

Cactio 4 goes USA

DemonInternetHome Page

hitps://web.mail.demon.net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi 27/09/01



Opera ons and Po ; Room 6/73
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Metrofele.
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207 218 2440

(Fax)

Your Reference

Our Ref
DIDAS/64/3a~

Lichfield
Date
en October 2001

a
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.’

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. 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.

Vout SiaCa
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 |Swindon Wiltshire

09/01/00 (Crewe Cheshire

99/01/00 jBarnstable Devon

12/01/00 {Bootle Merseyside

13/01/00 |Motherwelt Strathclyde

14/01/00 {Guildford Surrey

17/0100 [Cottesmore Leicestershire |

17/01/00 }Dumfries Dumfries & Galloway

19/01/00 {Birmingham

20/01/00 |Balgonie Fife

21/01/00 |Southampton Hampshire

21/01/00 |Balgonie Fife

23/01/00 |Spalding Lincolnshire

23/01/00 {Birmingham

29/01/00 [Dibden, Nr Southarnpton

01/02/00 |Colchester

01/02/00 |Dundee

02/02/00 jMelksham

02/02/00 JHull

06/02/00 |Bideford North Devon

19/02/00 [Leeds

11/02/00 |Banff

11/0200 {Aberdeen Scotland

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

3/03/00 [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 Cornwait

20/03/00 |Leeds Yorkshire

20/03/00 |Wainford Suffotk

25/03/00 jLeeds

25/03/00 |Oxford



REPORTS OF 'UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS 'TO MOD

2000

29/03/00 |Weshpoal, 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 jLeeds Yorkshire

17/04/00 |Meppershall Bedfordshire

26/04/00 |Whitby Yorkshire

01/05/00 |Marlow Bottom Bucks

08/05/00 |Glasgow

27/05/00 [Havant Hants

28/05/00 ‘Oxon

28/05/00 |Sittingbourne Kent

29/05/00 !Gravesend Kent

06/06/00 JOxon

05/06/00 |Great Yarmouth

06/06/00 [Dursley Gloucester

10/06/00 |Lowestoft

11/08/00 {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

23/0/00 Pikley West Yorkshire

25/06/00 |London

26/06/00 |Derby

01/07/00 |Putney

02/07/00 |Wirral

03/07/00 |Leeds

08/07/00 |High Harrogate North Yorkshire

09/07/00 London

09/07/00 |Northwich Cheshire

09/07/00 |Northwich Cheshire

17/07/00 |Leeds

17/07/00 [Stranraer Oumfties& Galloway

18/07/00 |Leegomery

21/07/00 North Devon

22/07/00 [Crewe

22/07/00 |Birkenhead

27/07/00 |Hounslow Middlesex

27/07/00 (Salisbury Wiltshire

31/07/00 |London

01/08/00 |Bradford West Yorkshire

04/08/00 {Cardiff Vale of Glamorgan

05/08/00 |Leeds

06/08/00 [Nr Ware Herts



REPORTS OF 'UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS ' TO MOD

2000

06/08/00 |Rainham Kent

06/08/00 | Southfield Hampshire

O8/08/00 |Carlisie

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 Carnwail

20/08/00 |High Wycombe Bucks

21/08/00 (Burgess Hitt West Sussex

24/08/00 |Ravenstone Northants

26/08/00 [Gwynedd

27/08/00 |Runcorn Cheshire

29/08/00 |Glasgow

31/08/00 jNorwich Norfolk

02/09/00 |Blackwood Gwent

03/09/00 [Nr Aldershot Hampshire

07/09/00 |Seddiescome Nr Hastings

08/09/00 JE Hunsbury Northampton

40/09/00 jEggham Surrey

10/09/00 [Basildon

12/09/00 {Ilford Essex

14/09/00 |Leeds

16/09/00 {Leeds

16/09/00 jEllesmere 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 {Southall London

18/10/00 |Iverheath Buckinghamshire

1BM10/00 jLangley Slough

19/10/00 |Upminster Essex

20/10/00 West Sussex

20/10/00 [Partick Glasgow

20/10/00 [Huddersfield

21/10/00 |Barry

21/10/00 |Liverpool

23/10/00 {Perth

23/10/00 Ilford Essex

23/10/00 [Crawley Sussex

26/10/00 |Lowestoft

30/10/00 |Ballynure County Antrim, N lreland

30/10/00 jLondon



REPORTS OF 'UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS 'TO MOD

2000

01/11/00 i Dartford Kent

92/11/00 jRowsley Matlock

03/14/00 |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 Norfolk

02/12/00 |Wheatley Oxfordshire

02/12/00 |Harralott, Devon

03/12/00 {London

97/12/00 |St.Mawgan

08/12/00 jFradden

10/12/00 |Thorpe Bay Essex

14/12/00 |Leeds

15/12/00 |Bereton

15/12/00 |Oursley Gloucestershire

22/12/00 [Blackpool

P NrMold, Flintshire North Wales
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Lichfield

6/9/01

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
TORING, eessecrsscsccessceceereeres

25 SEP 2003



From: ree torate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) Ops & 29
Pol 1,

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 9207 218 2140
(Fax)

Batley pupReieeag_—
DateSection 4ff | GOctober 2001

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.

Yours cor



atiey,

West Yorkshire,

aeaScction fgSection @

E-mail:

Tele:

Date:

peu Section 40}

I wonder can you possibly be of some assistance. I have read recentlyin the press that the
Ministry of Defence has released a number of files relating to the alleged UFO incidents
outside of RAF Woodbridgein December 1980. A colleague of mine has given me your
addressin the hope that you might be able to assist me in obtaining copies of these files.

If you could supply copies of all 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.

I look forward to hearing from you in due course.

Yours Sincerely,

section AgSI search Association.



Batley,

West Yorkshire.

Pn STE
E-mail:

Tele

Date: 349-01

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.

T 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,

Section iim Association.
fs
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SER Directorate Air Staff (Lower Airspace) Ops + Pol , /[eee

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/71, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue,
London, WC2N 5BP.

Telephone (Direct dial)

(Switchboard) LU20 (718 9OU0

(Fax}

Your Reference

Our Referenee

D/DAS‘64/3

Great Yarmouth Date

Norfolk 15 October 2001

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,
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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) wm)
(Switchboard) |“026'7218 Sono
(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Our Reference
D/DAS/64/3

teat Yarmouti 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 ‘UFOs.’

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

In your letter 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

Department 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 [g i) h
appears to have been sent to us in error. Thisis duly returned.

Yours sincerely,
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Die torate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 2 +
, Room 6/73

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207 218 2140

{Fax)

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/6433 «—

Monmouth

Monmouthshire Date
2g 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 ‘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.

In your e-mail, you asked for copies of any files containing papers relating to “UFOs”

Perhaps it might be helpful if I 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

“UFO” files were destroyed after five years, as there was insufficient public interest in the subject

to merit their permanent retention. However since 1967, following an increase in public interest in

this subject “UFO” report files are now routinely preserved. Files from between 1967-1971, along

with any files from the 1950s and early 1960s which did survive, are already available for

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

Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. Files from 1972 onwards will be routinely released to the Public

Record Office at the 30 year point.



The Department receives, on average, about 400 sighting reports from members of the

public each year and a similar number of letters. 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.

T hope this is helpful.

Yours Sines



TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To Many Cacc) — RefNo (2EEQ) /2001
Date 12 | im (oO)

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

Dé ni

Message: aa ee

Originally from: [Originally to: public
Date: un, 9 Sep 20:00:35 +0100 ;

Sabject:

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

wocso- =NextPart_000_0007_01C1396A.16C4D700

Content-Type: text/plain;

charset="is0-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Enceding: quoted-printable

HL =

Monmouth

Monmouthshire

My name ‘: ew And i was wondering if it would be =
possible t ¥s of files on UFO'S and Unexplained Phenomena. =

As i am very interested in this, and like to research on UFO'S and =

Unexplained Phenomena.

Well thank you for your time.

bye

P.S. My address is at the top right corner.

https://web.mail.demon.net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi 11/09/01



From SISSON }ectorate of Air Staff 4a (LA — Ops & Pol 1), ? 3S
Roo

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207 218 2140

(Fax)

Section Your Reference

Our Reft Marion SEK al
NY 12756 Date

USA Za September 2001

0. aa
Thank you for your ietter 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.

Vouss Siwitel
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UfSS [lev Fly ike,

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

to DAS (se) RefNo 6496 _ poo1
. Date 2 9/ Gl -

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: Sectio = 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
(Fax)

Your Reference

OrBoothville Ba ReeeAE—
Ni

).a
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
Z24September 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 handled under the current Code.

y ours Si nce
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aoc ction 40 |
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) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 724
(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3

Milwaukie Date

Oregon Sean 0) 20 September 2001

Ook” STE:0 =) .

Thank you for your letter of 27 August regarding ‘unidentified

questions in the same order as your letter.

First you asked for copies of ‘UFO’ 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?’ 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 ‘UFO’ sighting

report is made to the MOD. These reports are not treated in the way that you describe and it may

be helpful if I 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 ‘UFO’ 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 ‘UFO’ 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 ftom 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

Dire r Staff 1)-July-2001
4a1 MINESTRY OF DEFENCE

Room $245, Main Building, Whitehall

7 - °. 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 possible 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 about 31- March-1993 at 1:05 AM. Lotion
time. The first aldegjed sighting occured or was reported by on

duty Police Constable's from Baftnstaple, 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 patrolling 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 name of
oa 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

u 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-
oid rters (GCHQ- From your department, can you access their files to

‘ answere weither they have a official interest in ther- unknown

lihgt/UFO/air craft sightings, which are passed thru to 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 soma RAF base,s had also sighted both visually and

3. on radar. I would like to obtain a copy of the RAF reports if

y releasable, also on the matter of these Liaisons with these Us
Intelligence organizations. Can you release their official MOD
office addresses if possible

DAS
TORNO, cessrvesssessserssneeerees

31 AUG 2001

_—————



@ 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 aiso become involved in certain cases. DI(55)B would

in any event report to the Security Service (MI5) 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 3

uJ office, are these seports of a confidentialnature. That is if a
RAF CO sends ina 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 discusséd abolt sich Fréports out” side Sf your off-
‘ictal organization.’ Asa exanplé;~céan a Britisn civillian visit a

military-basé”andobtain 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 Cassbable,&).' 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 inquiry. 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;



arene AIR STAFF
4al MINESTRY oF DEFENCE
ROOM 8245 MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALLLONDON SW1A 2HB ENGLAND
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F@qez286/016

UNCLASSIFIED

REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

A. Date, Time and Duration of Sighting. 30% MAGUS 2150 Gruss

B. Description of Object. ONE. GLASS BotTmem,.TOMe Gass oF Gaur LIGKTS

ALOE ITS SIDE. USAGES To BiSTIOGUISHL SHAPE DUE To wrrenrsiT7

OF Ut HTS .

C. ° Exact Position Observer. Pen we poe MW ACEA Krenn BRS PEDTAC_

SLOPES at Git WosP 1 ATEQ: CF PENISTON Parni ad

D. HowObserved. Siqutern wouIst DbewwiecG cart

E. Direction in which Object was first seen.

. Fe Angle of Sight.

G. Distance. , Tied MME TeANGUaS To O6SECT UNTIC

UPDBEQSERTH IT - A PPROY BZoonr.-

H. Movements: Gay TCL APPROACHED THEN meveD TorwrredS
Hood ARECA UNTIL out OF StaHuT

I. Meteorological condistions during observation.

Fimeé Wet crene

J. Nearby Objects.

L.° Name and Address of Informant

Seco 40 emesccion0|

M. Any background on the informant that may be volunteered.

F BRIGHT
N. Other Witnesses. PD. Porr1xcemends PITOESEDS SEEING LIGtKkTS Feom

PIEFEREST Locad OVI RES4 TRASELLINGE A PENSTONS “TR AeDS
SU EFFrECb, YPC Renistom force STATIC

OQ, Date and Time ‘or‘receipt of Report. (

BOmazZas Ziq ses

P. Is a reply requested. YES

REE Porrice STATE

Signed

Name

—

Date Sr magchYS Rank SGT Tel No

-.. UNCLASSIFIED. =... 2!



UAKELASGHeMED
COS/87/2/Sy RAF Police Flight

RAF Cosford

Wolverhampton

West Midlands

WV7 3EX

OC RAF Police Fit Mar 93

Sir,

POSSTBLEUFO SIGHTINGS

1. I have to re t RAF Cosford on 31 Mar 93 at 0115 hours in

company with Cpl [RAF Police, I was on mobile patrol
of Leeming Road, the 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 Easterty direction at an altitude of

approximately 1000 feet. The lights were circular in shape and gave off

no beam. They were creamy white in colour and constant in size and in

relation to each other.

2. ht the vehicle to a standstill and pointed out the lights to

C51 MG switchea off the vehicle engine and we both got out of
the rved 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 cp Setitelal <4 returned to the COC and I contacted RAF
Shawbury. I was in 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,

&. At 0127 hours, I contacted RAF Brize Norton and was informed the

same.

i med by the Ord Cpl, Cp? Lthaioe & Bn 40
Rugeley, StaffordshireBad restarted

same lights over Rugetey, s ofparty had also witnessed the vighes. Saat had |¥¢ 2
lights which he described as being ur 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 khown‘'as 'Haxalslade

@ approached he could not find any signs of the landil@ea Br 40
s instructed to inform his local Civil Police Force, Santee

ished that aduring a subsequent conversation, 4

Constable from Staffordshire Police had visited

7. At 0130 hours, I informed West Mercia Police,

sightings.
‘of the

UN@EASSPFIEB



@ UNGEAGSHOHED

8. At 0140 hours, I informed HQ P&SS (UK), Cpl Section 40g the
incident. ell

9. At 0142 hours, I informed RAF West Orayton, Lt Cd hod Cine
incident, and he confirmed that there was no military ai iz an

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

no civilian aircraft in Cosford Airspace and had not been for some

hours.

11. At 0216 hours, OC RAF Police Fit and the Ord Off, Fit EI 40
were informed of the incident. .

RAF Shawbury Met Office, contacted Cp]
Bpeatiated that een two lights in the sky at RAF Sh

hts were first sighted approximately 15-20 kms away
erved them travel towards him over the Airfield

f/ at hundreds of miles per hour untike any aircraft.

described the lights as appearing to be searching for something. ie
heard a low humming noise and watched the object for 5 migutes until it

disappeared from sight in a southerly “Sa ee that
he had been a Met Officer for 8 years and had n thing like

13. At 03060 hours, Cpl

it before.

Sect I S265a he Met Officer atBristol Airport, who stated oo 2 Sw ¢een seen there at
0055 hours. He had initiallly put the llights down to adverse meteor

activity but in the light 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.

1&. At 0330 hours I resumed normal duties.

Cpl

RAF

PALE GM oS SHEE] ED
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POLICE SITUATI
mR ihe

ON

REPORT.30-31 MAR 93.

BOB NO DATE/| PERSON OCCURRENCE ACTION TAKEN
TIME REPORTING

FO2EUS3 SiMarg$ | SAPP patra PossiB SIGHTIN fod bLunetier., Site,

O15 nrg Sreewbury, unghert anid est
Faports sighthig two white ightsoy Taye cotrasedand twos
the Unitiin a South Easter directa estabiishea lnal rea Airsralt vere
welgttof 1000 feet. Thevelocity ofthe fyirg

lights suggested tast jets, hawever, rio

cailision beacons could be see! 2. All details passedte MW Memia
Police and PASS

0125 hrs (} Reportsthe same lights inthe Rugley area
A fivng eratically. He hadfoillawedtheiights

andseenthernland at Mazelsiade. Se tad
got within 200 teet of what he describedag

Wyitig Saucers, But on entering ths eee they

nadhindedcould notiooate them. Report
recorded byOre Cpl.

S280 hrs AO] Repotststhe Gracy! that sans az the same

desenplior: had been seenini RAF Shawbury
Met tice Airspace heading South,

O390 brs Section fim Papartthet the tights had beer sesnthereaisa } § Avon S Somerset Soliee were
fist al lnitigivit wes presumed tneywere meteutes, | informed by Apart Staff,

Met Office Dut inlight of other sightgs could after na

explanation and recorded the aightirig as 7, West Mercia Paice were

unidentified. rhomsed ofthe tutgersightinas

ord wia comreiaie aii reparts,

$. Recart susmitied byCp

53 BAR 1693
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DIRECTION

UN CLASSIFIER
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Devon and Cornwall Constabulary Form MG11{T}

Witness Statement

Age ifunder21 0 21 (if over21 insert ‘over 21').

Statement of

This statement (consisting of UL: 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, | shall be liable to prosecution if | have wilfully
stated in it anything which | 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

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 and 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 apprceximate position 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

far they were from each other.

As I negotiated the bend I continued to observe them when I suddenly

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" position they began to leave vapour trails. I brought my

car toa off the engine and got out. My locatior now was

«
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: * Continuation sheet No
@ Continuation of Statement of -

approximately 100 yards the Sectiorfeme) 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 abcut this time I became aware of what I believed tc be a third

object visible only by its vapour trail which was considerably less obvious

than the vapour trails of the other two objects. This third object seemed

to be travelling to the right hand 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 course of the other objects.

As the objects continued on 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

seconds 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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SUBJECT: AERIAL PHENOMENA
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WITH COMPLIMENTS SECRETARY AND LEGAL ADVISER’S OFFICE C VAWAN
CIVIL AVIATION AUTHORITY

CAA House

45-59 Kingsway

(main entrance Kemble Street)

London WC2B 6TE

Telephone 071-379 7311

Fax

Telex



, Official ications to be d:- "Officer in Charge” (address as below)

STAFFORDSHIRE POLICE

Telephone: Section 44 Police Station,
Wolverhampton Road,

Cannock,

Staffs.

WS11 1AW
OurRef. CAN/JC/SAT

Your Ref.

7th May, 1993

Department of Trade and Industry,

National Air Traffic Control Services,

1 Victoria Street,

London SWI1H OET

Dear Sirs,

I attach hereto copy reports received from my officers in connection

with alleged sightings of unidentified flying objects.

Yours faithful)

i_--—Stiperintendent>

Quench Selle
Wood |

Mae :

UR SERA 22

Ls Su

Fao
The person dealing with this correspondence is:



Form No. 65

Staffordshire Police

Your Reference:

Our Reference: :

FROM: STATION: RUGELEY

SUBJECT: U.F.0. REPORT

1. With reference to the attached report by P. Section 40] |
concerning a U. F.ae being sighted in the Brereton Area o:

Rugele more formation has been received by myself from

Bornes ilitary Police at R.A.F. Cosford.

med me that from enquiries he has made

a r—sig sof the U.F.0, in Bristol at

0100 hours by an jiat Bristol Airport, at
Ternhill Barracksa 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. at he has liaised with R.A.F.

ho informed him that he had seen

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.

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 Militar Police at R.A.F. Cosford\Tel. No. 0902 372393
Extension =

Cont'd Overleaf / Sheet No.



Form No. 65

Staffordshire Police

Your Reference:

Our Reference:

TO: ie oection 40 | DATE: 3lst March, 1993

SUBJECT: REPORT OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

At 0149 hours_on Wednesday 3ist March, 1993 a Xe)
Ae) 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 ASHESK NS.



K NEARBY OBJECTS

Housing and industrial estate

L TO WHOM REPORTED

R.A.F. Cosford and Rugeley Police Station

NAME AND ADDRESS OF INFORMANT

SA 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

A

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-

This report, together with the report from P.C

aityad 31st March, 1993, is forwarded fo

ITArormat ion and subsequent transmission to the Department
of Trade and Industry at the above address.

Superintendent

(1)

13.4.93 " “Tnspector /



®@ Sheet No. ..... 2 teeveserecsers Form No. 65A

~3- ~

Chief Superintenden F Depetene t, /
—_ 

ns.

1. I would ask that a copy of this report be forwarded as outlined
in Minute 1 (2) above.

26 April 1993

tL

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,
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‘UNCLASSIFIED

@y2206/016

REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

A. Date, Time and Duration of Sighting. 36% MARABZ 2150 Gmins

B. Description of Object. ONE. GLASS Kottom. Tro Reds oF BRiGKE LIGKTS

ALONG ITS SIBE. USABLE To BWSTiGUlSH SHAPE Due wo wrensiT7
OF Us WTS .

Cc. Exact Position Observer. Peome wmooes WI ACE Krenn BS PEOTAC_

ZLoPeEs at GilC wosD 1 ATEA-. OF PENISTON Porn dT

D. HowObserved. Siguten ust BerwinGé Car 1g

ee

E. Direction in which Object was first séén.

F. Angle of Sight.

G. Distance. , The =e TeAIGLLGS -to oO8GECT UNTIC

Un De? sent tt IT [A PPROY Boon:

H. Movements. rr Tcl. APPROACHED Tuens meveD Towner
Wood AeA UM TIO OUT OF SiGHAT

I. Meteorological condistions during observation.

Fine Det cree

J. Nearby Objects.

K. To whom reported. CC Qe

L.- Name and Address of Infornant. (jit,

M. Any background on the informant that may be volunteered. —_

; SRGHT
N. Other Witnesses. 2 Poricemend WITMESRCD SEEING LIGATS Keon

DIFFEREST LecatTians AT OMT RES g TRAJALING Fenn Padston) -TanaeDS
SUEFFIECD, 7 (STON Pouce STATION

Date and Time of receipt of Report. Y °C ED | Coc oRCE | Rorice STATE

BOmAZASZ DZVGT Hes

P, is a reply requested. YES

Signed a

Date “S\ mMaecnYS Rank Set Tel No

~ UNCLASSIFIED|

REDACTED ON:| ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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~~

Gunes

COS/87/2/S8 RAF Police Flight/87/2/8y RAF Cosford
Wolverhampton

West Midlands
WV7 3EX

OC RAF Police Fit Mar 93

Sir,

POSSIBLE UFO GHTIN

1. I have to report that at RAF Cosford on 31 Mar 93 at 0175 hours in

company with Cel@ RAF Police, I was on mobile patrol

of Leeming Road, adjacent to the Gravel Car Park when I saw two bright

lights in the sky above the Airfield. The lights appeared to be fiying
at great velocity in a South Easterly direction at an altitude of
approximately 1000 feet. The lights were circular in shape and gave off
no beam. They were creamy white in colour and constant in size and in
relation to each other.

2. I brought the vehicle to a standstill and pointed out the lights 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 QM 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, Col QR that a mr
ai, B Brereton, Rugeley, Staffordshire had reported
seeing the same lights over Rugeley. Four members of Mr‘ }
party had also witnessed the lights. Mr QM 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 Gummy 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

{ was instructed to inform his local Civil Police Force, which
he did, and during a subsequent conversation, it was established that a
Constable from Staffordshire Police had visited wr@ :

7, At 0130 hours, 1 informed West Mercia Police, WPC QM of the
sightings. , , . ~

UNGLASSIRIED

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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8. At 0140 hours, I informed HQ P&SS (UK), Cpl QU, of the
incident.

9. At 0142 hours, I informed RAF West Drayton, Lt Cdr Qi, 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 Controller 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, Fit Lt QB
were informed of the incident. ;

42, At 0250 hours, Mr QM, RAF Shawbury Met Office, contacted Cpl
@mmmO 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
“erratically 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 for8 minutes until it
disappeared from sight in a southerly direction. Mr @MBBMB stated that
he had been a Met Officer for 8 years and had never seen anything like
it before.

13, At 0300 hours, Cpl QP contacted a Mr QM the Met Officer at
Bristol Airport, who stated that similar lights had been seen there at
0055 hours. He had finitiallly put the llights down to adverse meteor
activity but in the light of the subsequent reports recorded it as
unidentified,

14. At 9310 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.

fi

Cpl:

RAF Police

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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rF POLICE SITUATIONO”

REPORT.30-31 MAR 93.

Sx22,
munghart arg West

ira durcratt were

odioMania

DOB NO DATE # PERSON OCCURRENCE ACTION TAKEN
TIME REPORTING

TOMS | iMag | RAPS Patrat POSSIBLE UFO SIGHTING. Darts atLyieher,

OVS me

Faports ssh es oy elar-d buss
the Unit ina South Essteny direot
heigkt of 1000 feet. The velocity sfths

lights suggested last jets, nowever, no
collision beacons could b¢ seer. 2. AN detats pass

: Police arid P&SE

0125 hs | LO’ | Reports the same lights inthe Rusleyares
Rugeley Hiving erstivally. He had foltowedtha lights

andseenthernland at Hazelsiage. Me tad

got within: 200 test of whet he described ag

fang Saucers, But on enteringthe ereatney 4 Ordd

had landed could notisome them. Report
recorded byOre Cpt

gs8thrs ike Repotataine Grd Cplthattants atkesame | £.

Shawbury descnphon had beenseeninAAr Stawdury | lights couid riot be Airoratt of 6
Met Oitice Sirepace heading South. kneun kind.

Noobs | Ae Papothe tha tights has been sestivere asa pS #2 Se Somerset Paleg were
Bristui Initieiyit was presumed thevvere meteones, informed de Arpart Staff,
het Orfice putin ight of othersightngs could ofrer na

explanation snd recorded the sighting as 7. West Mercia Police were

unidentified. whomed of th atuthersightnas

Od whi Coreiag ai reverts.

8. Recon submitted byCp

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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a << DIRECTION

UNCLASSIFIED

CWD148 31/095? 09901185

FOR CAB

ROUTINE 310729Z MAR 73

FROP RAF WEST DRAYTON

TO MOBUK AIK

UNCLASSIFIED

-s SIC Z6F

SUBJECT: AERIAL PHENOMENA

A. 310110Z MAR 93. 30 SECONDS

B. TWO, POSSABLY THREE. STARSHAPED WITH VAFOUR TRAIL WHEN MO
VING,

YELLOW/GOLD AND BRIGHT

£. MOORSWATER, LISHEARD, CORNWALL, OUTDGORS, STATIONARY

U. NAKED EYE

—. NORTH

F. ABOVE

G. N/K
H. STATIONARY THEN MOVING STEADILY

J. CLEAR

L. POLICE .

Mt. SCT QHD (LISKEARD, CORNWALL

NM. POLICE OFFICERS

FAGE 2 RBDAID 0003 UNCLAS
0. SEEN BY OTHER FOLICE OFFICERS THROUGHOUT DEVON AND CORNWALL

F. 310130Z MAR 93

BT

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT



: Ine
dew Th

Vite the Conphne be.
ChiefTupreren lendent

Lovon & Cornwall Constabulary



. e .

QDzevorr oF an uNIDENTIrIED FLYING OBJECT

“? ~ |A. Date, Time & HMAC VIB DMs Len ‘|
Duration of Sighting Ritaqior YS pee 1p, weed

hy |B. Deseription of Object © OIL, APOPKA CE GNMWMC7
(No of objects, size, shape, (EARTH SFO |
colour, brightness) 

|
| |
LPtivine ASST ol APR DAP at

| oc. Exact Position of Observer LeeGMit AA. Crsiigano, —>| Location, indoor/outdoor, STHPED ¢ MUIGAAD (FoR crn +\tie €S
| stationary/moving MARE (ty FAg SB C3WAz oS
| |

|
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

estimated bearing)

Bul Kane

- ? .

F. Angle of Sight (Estimated Blix © 2! cc oce~
heights are unreliable)

G Distance (By reference to a tr 2ST MAG,(ae
| known landmark)

soy 5 " .H. Movements (Changes in E, F & G beret ately Boe UTE idl
may be of more use than CUAA AACR Cate, _
estimates of course and speed) 7112 COAD Auger PPBVY re

EMIwae Nya - Smet |
CLA ‘ aya |I. Met Conditions during Observations ¢, Prt, She MCAT.

(Moving clouds, haze, mist ete) |
|
|

J. Nearby Objects (Telephone lines, |
high Voltage lines, reservoir, lake |

|
|
|
|
|

|
|

or dam, swamp or marsh, river, high _-t ne
buildings, tall chimneys, steeples, eV ING
Spires, TV or radio masts,

airfields, generating plant,

factories, pits or other sites with
floodlights or night lighting)



REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT)

e. a
| K. To whom reported (Police, military, WNESSED B44 Pouct

press etc) Paw cr APaAID F> |

YUN AAC Coffer Am|

L. Name & Address of Informant g

=

i
M. Background of Informant that (ha CIAL Palos

may be volunteered SIMAVICT ,

VAs Pouce AAcnr 7

YON p Konan ia + HACES:

0. Date, Time of Receipt ef
.

|

N. Other Witnesses

P. Any Unusual Meteorological | pe
Conditions Klo Khe .

| | Wace 6 Aen Cnger

RVI ERPANAT ENS.

|
|
|
|
|

|
|
|
|
|
|
H

| Q. Remarks AN AMSA CAPABLE SePrveck
|
|

|
|

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT



REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
Devon and Cornwall Constabulary Form MG11(T)

Witness Statement

Ageifunder21 0 21 (if over 21 insert ‘over 21°).

This statement (consisting of UL: 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, ! shall be liable to prosecution if | have wilfully
stated in it anything which | know to be false or do not believe to be true.

Dated the 31sday o March 19 93

Signature

Iam 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 A368 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 apprceximate position 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 closé together but as I could not

begin to estimate their distance from me, I likewise cannct estimate how

far they were from each other.

As I negotiated the bend I continued to observe them when I suddenly

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" position they began to leave vapour trails. I brought my

Car to a halt, switched off the engine and got out. My locatior now was

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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— Continuation sheet No

Continuation of Statement of PS

.-¢ 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 wes very good; the sky being clear, and they

continued their ascent still at an identical speed to each other and still

on a parailel 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 twe separate objects.

At atcut 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 ccentinued on 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

seconds 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.

DACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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CWDLSL 31/1902 O9eCizZ4ss

FOR CAB

ROUTINE 31073@Z MAR 93

FROM RAF WEST DRAYTON

TO MODUK ALR

UNCLASSTFIER 
coe

SIC Z4F
SUBJECT: AERIAL PHENOMENA

A. 3101108 MAR 93. 2 70 3 MINUTES

B. TWO. VERY BRIGHT, CIRCULAR WITH TAILS; WHITE IN COLOUR
@. GELLIGAR COMMON TREHARRIS, MERTHER

t. NAKED EYE

E. OVERHEAD MOVING NORTH
Fl LOW, AFFROX 100-209 METRES

G. OVERHEAD

H. VERY SLOW

J. CLEAR

L. FOLICE _

PC “WERTHYR TYIQIFIL, CENTRAL FOLICE STATION, SWAN STREET,

N. NONE

FAGE 2 RBDAIL 0005 UNCLAS
O. OTHER FOLICE OFFICERS

F. 31@154A MAR 93

BT
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WITH COMPLIMENTS SECRETARY AND LEGAL ADVISER’s oFrice [i GW A WA©
CIVIL AVIATION AUTHORITY

CAA House

45-59 Kingsway

(man ecvrarce Kewne Street,

Lordor WC2B 6TE

Telephone 071-379 7311
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* Official i to be . “Officer in Charge” (address as below)

“e STAFFORDSHIRE POLICE
Wolverhampton Road,

Cannock,

OurRef. CAN/JC/SAT Stafts.ur Ret. /5Ch WS11 1AW
Your Ref.

7th May, 1993

Department of Trade and Industry,

National Air Traffic Control Services,

1 Victoria Street,

Lendon SW1H OET

Dear Sirs,

I attach hereto copy reports received from my officers in connection

with alleged sightings of unidentified flying objects.

Yours faithfully,

"superintendent.

Qeotetan ct Nhe Kehler
Wood

Cesnclon SUA

Tao
The person dealing with this correspondence is:
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Form No. 65

Staffordshire Police

Your Reference:

Our Reference:

From: PC. [a STATION: RUGELEY

SUBJECT: U.F.0. REPORT

1. With reference to the attached report by P.C.

concerning a U.F.O. being sighted in the Brereton Area of
Rugeley, more information has been received by myself from
a C1 of the Military Police at R.A.F. Cosford.

2. Cpl @MMB has informed me that from enquiries he has made
he has further sightings of the U.F.0. in Bristol at
0100 hours by ang 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 QD also informed me that he has liaised with R.A.F.
Shrewsbury, at Mr.‘4 & who informed him that he had seen
a U.F.O. 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 Cp! iis

6. If any more information is required it can be obtained from
The Military Police at R.A.F. Cosford‘

f

roel el

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
Cont'd Overleaf / Sheet No.



REDACTED ON ORIGINALCDOCUMENT Form No. 65
«Staffordshire Police

Your Reference:

Our Reference:

— ~-,
FROM: P.C, es STATION: RUGELEY
TO: SUPERINTENDENT iSection 40] DATE: 31st March, 1993

SUBJECT: REPORT OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

1. At 0149 hours on Wednesday 3lst March, 1993 a Mr qi
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 - Shiney. 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 2? of a mile

H MOVEMENTS

Moved away into the distance slowly

J METEOROLOGICAL CONDITIONS

Dry and Clear

Cont'd Overleaf \Steex WS.

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT,



REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

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.

Superintendent

(1) This report, together with the report from ?.C. aa
czar 31st March, 1993, is forwarded for your
information and subsequent transmission to the Department
of Trade and Industry at the above address.

13.4.93

REDACTEDON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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1. I would ask that a copy of this report be forwarded as outlinedin Minute 1 (2) above.

Chief Superintendent

a26 April 1993

woe 
__

a . Chief Inspector;

3S MAYO

PAB.

¢ 

,Superintendent Section 4Qaeee ;

1. This type of report need not be referred toHeadquarters and may be forwarded direct to theDepartment of Trade and Industry.

5th May, 1993,
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Direct (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,

WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 0207218 9000

(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Refi
Yeadon D/DASe43

ateLeeds 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 ‘unidentifiedflying 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 wili 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 reports (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 ‘unidentifiedflying 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 UFO is unknown and cases

in which the identity of the UFO 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 extraterrestrial spacecraft, then the MOD knows of no such cases

7. Cases in which the ‘unidentifiedflying object’ is suspected or determined to be of extra-

terrestrial origin; or comprise extra-terrestrial 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 ‘unidentifiedflying 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 ‘unidentifiedflying object’ is suspected or determined to comprise

technology copied or derivedfrom extra-terrestrial technology or technology from Earth's past

civilisations or future (including ‘reverse-engineering’).

Please see my answer to question 7.

Yours sincerely,



Po de j~ 24 bry

Ministry of Defence

Secretariat Air Staff 2

Room 8245

Main Building

Whitehall

LONDON

SW1A 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 terrestria! 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 extra-terrestrial technology or technology from Earth’s past civilisations or future (including ‘reverse-

engineering’).
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From: Bl Diryctorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) | ?
Operationsand Po 4, Room 6/73

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone {Direct dial) 0207 218 2140

(Fax)

Your Reference

Raulands Castle Bus Refergace
Hampshire

Date

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.

Vous Sina
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. a =COMM. JOURNAL eocbcodododooodoook DATE 17-SEP-2801 ‘ook TIME 11:46 xk P81

MODE = MEMORY TRANSMISSION START=17-SEP 11:45 END=17-SEP 11:46

FILE NO.= 121

STN NO, com ABBR NO. STATION NAME’TEL.NO. PAGES DURATION } 5

01 1K Os Section 40 01/001 29:00" 45"

-DIRECTORATE AIR STAFF -

Dire (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,

WC2N 5BP

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

{GTN)

Your Reference

By Retereace
Date

Chesham ; 14 September 2001
Sect hamshire

Section Ag

1 am writing with reference to the messages you left on our answerphone on 16 August 200] 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. Tam 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,



Direct (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,

WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 S000
(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Our Reference
DIDASI64/3
ate

Chesham 14 September 2001

Section 40)

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.’
>

1218

Message: “Please send me copies of crop circles. I think 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.



: L ifectorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) aA
P y 1, Room 6/73

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone {Direct dial) 0207 218 2140

(Fax)

Your Reference

Southsea Bub Relereace—
Portsmouth

Hants Date
| Z September 2001

eo
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 '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.

Vous Siu



28/48/2081 10:13 Section Ma) G9POLSECHOLAND PAGE 81/86

@ Classification [UNCLASSIFIED _|

FACSIMILIE WA

G9(Policy and Secretariat) x
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 = 10:15

Subject:

ETTER FROM MEMBER OF THE PUBLIC

. Tel:

Tel: Salisbury Mil

Fax: Salisbury Mil

To: Fax Number:

Section AG Seotion 40) Total Number of pages including this | 6
cover sheet:

Authorising Officer | Transmit Operators
i

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.

| 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 |
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cor SEE IS/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) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Our Ref
DIDAS/64/3—

ate
12 September 2001

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 reports. 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 originally 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,



, Section 4q ;
@onsaasec)

From: info(Exp)-Records1

Sent: 10 September 2007 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 original 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.

ginal Message--—

From: DAS4A1 (SEC)

Sent: 10 September 2001 12:04
To: Info(Exp)-Records?

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?". {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 orderto 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. I 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?.

i

(DAS4A1(SEC) on chots)



Ministry of Defence, Section 4a
Room 8245,

Main Building,

Whitehall,

LONDON,

SWIA2HB neta eeeeaeeeeeeea ees .

oe I0
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 ccost 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

ve, argument sake, 8 x 100 enclosures for the 1979 period would refer

oe to 800 separate Sighting reports from members of the public,

Coukd bet Cee or would such enclosures be cross-referenced, bearing in mind that
Les few alt they are not filed by date order but how they come into the MOD

ce ub Department?

Aer oe ~~ Why cannot these enclosures be placed into chronological order,
taking into account that access of such documents would be madeAst ve“ far easier, not only to interested members of the public but by

" * representatives working within the MOD, who may wish to consult

now -ve such documents for themselves?

oe oe fieregard to UFO reports received by the Air Ministry, cither from
we eerue ww” Members of the Armed Forces, or members of the public, can you tell

5 oo ib os if any surviving UFO records from the 1950's have been retained
‘t ~~“ by the MOD and re-classified under the Thirty- Year Secrecy Rule?

Secondly, was there any register kept recording reports of UFOsfe made to the MOD during tthe early 1950's, again, bearingin mind that

o
e



We look forward to hearing from you.

Yours sincerely,
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From SESE Slrectorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) | F
Operations and Policy 1, Room 6/73

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 207 218 21

= Section 4q

Your Reference

BBR
Date
12 September 2001

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 | 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.

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.

T 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.

y, ws Sin



TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

to NAS He Ste RefNo (O28! poo

Date. 22 S/!

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 ofreceipt 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

DCl(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



S ecto ;
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.

| 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 from Skelmerdale which the Police said was handed to the MOD and

attached'totheir‘lsle-of Man’ file.?

2. Was anything recovered?

Any information you can provide would be gratefully received.

Yours Sincerely,
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From: IMM ectorate of Air Staff 4a (LA —- Ops & Pol 1), | |
Room

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

Telephone (Direct dial} 020

Your Reference

Our Ref
DIDASIo4 he
Date
& September 2001

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.

Ve sioewely
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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} 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Our Reference
an Diego P/DAS/O4 3

: : 

ateCalifornia Section 49 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 ifI 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. Our 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 "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.

T should add that while the MOD remains open-minded, to date we know of no evidence which

substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. I have not contacted jor the)

British Interplanetary Society, as you requested, as this is not a matter for the :

Yours sincerely,



TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To Masa ke RefNo © > >>pon
Date Q2alhs \ =)

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

DC\(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



e Sir

Could you please tell me if you have ever beard efi my name before?
The main reason why I think that you might have"hddrd 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. In my paper I proposed and analyzéd 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 especially, 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 besk ~ 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

colleagues, using your own scientific and mathematical acumen.

Please do let me know what your conglusions are.There is certainly no

question about the inherent scientific value of radio astronomical

study of ali 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 rad&#o 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 Sirfus, and then

faded, The origins and causes of these mysterious photon source flare

events is one of the most outstanding unsolved mysteriesof 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 is “possible,” “although not certdin; that such information 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 m® 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 assd@iates, sometime soon.

P.S.—?
(ov ER)
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Direct (Lower Airspace) «\
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,

WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial} 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

RefWillits Bibas! 64/34
tea ri September 2001

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 ‘UFOs’ and

I have been asked to reply.

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

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

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

might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised 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. Ican confirm that Lord Hill-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 Des b Reno ©!27 p00

Date SI él QOL

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 O

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

] . tae Secure Connection -
Demon Mailbox Listing | ministers.demon.co.uk
Mecsaue: ‘place | veoo ae _ cic beet ttn ete

Originally from: Originally to: public

Date: 21:27:06 -0700

Subject: zone

Please forward to:

The Ministerial Correspondence Unit,

Room 222,

Old War Office,

Whitehall,

London SW1IA 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 extraterrestrialis 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 I 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

you might offer.

Many thanks,

\sscucarunad
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

Hili-Norton, former head of Britain's Ministry

of Defense - as to UFO/ET witnesses who

had been considered 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



Demon Internet Webmail

Reserves

https://web.mail.demon.net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi 09/08/01

Page 2 of 3

Testimony that Explains the Secrecy:

Brigadier cencral aaa Army National Guard

US Navy Atlantic Command

US Air Force (Ret.)

US Marine Corps

Air Force (Ret.)

Ministry of Defense Official

f}US Air Force, Security Officer

Air Force, NRO Operative

ployee

ritish Police

DIA Official

McDonnell Douglas Aerospace Engineer

US Air Force

Italian UFO expert

McDonnell Douglas Career Engineer

FAA Head of Accidents and Investigations

US Air Force Radar Controller

US Navy Radar Technician

JUnited Airlines Pilot
US Navy Pilot

S Air Force, SAC Launch Controller

Air Force

Witness Testimony:

Overview:

<snip>

Monsignor Corrado Balducci: September 2000

Radar and Pilot Cases:

FAA Division Chieff

US Navy

) Airline Pilot

US Navy (ret.)

US Air Force

US Air Force (ret.)

Hs Air Force/AEC (ret.)
N

Security Agency

S Air Force

Air Force

Government Insiders eep Insiders:
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Demon Internet Webmail

AstronautBrigadier Esq.: Army Wational

Guard Reserve SS Us Navy Atlantic Command
onel US Air Force {ret.),

October

. B.=C3=A2=C2*=C2*

Lance U.$. Marine Corps,

vaio tr |\Force
breish Ministry Of Defen

se

Naame ordBili-Norton: Five-Star Admiral, Forme
r Head

of the British Ministry of Defense

Security Officer mited States Air Force,

Captain a
S

Sergean United States Army

Major-Ge ; Russian Air Force

Master Sergeé& Air Porce/NRO operative

({ret.) Lockheed Skunkworks, USAF, a
nd CIA

contractor
(ret.)

‘I US Air Force (ret.)

WeerNV
2, December 2000

Cearew Tl Foreign Service
official Air Force

Employee

Defense Intelligence Agency (r
et.)

Us Army

McDonnell Dougl

Senior Policy Analyst,
as Aerospace Enginee

r,

Stanford

Research Institute Former SAIC employee

: US Army (ret.)

¥

us Air Force

ame PageDemon iniernel

99/08/01
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Demon Internet Webmail Page 1 of 1

. Lge Secure Connection -
Mailbox Listing -Demon L ministers.demon.co.uk

Message: Delete | View headers |

Originally from: |Originally to: public

Date: 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)

Hemen Jaternel ome Page

https://web.mail.demon.net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi 09/08/01



From STOO Ptorate of Air Staff 4a (LA— Ops & Pol 1), qRoom

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207 218 2140
(Fax)

Your Reference

Our RefiHounslow in Ag eng
Middlesex

Dateho 2 September 2001

aa
Thank you for your recent enquiry to the MOD press office. As requested, please find enclosed anumber of papers on the Rendlesham Forest incident that have recently been released under theCode of Practice on Access of Government Information Some have been sanitised to protect theprivacy of those who have corresponded with the Ministry of Defence.

urd S rv GS



DAS4A1(SEC)

oe From: DAS4A(SEC)
Sent: 30 August 2001 17:43

To: DAS4A1 (SEC)

Subject: FW: Rendlesham

le I'm sure it would be appreciated if vilelaneit) jotocopies off tomorrow. Sectiigmetg)

wanes Original Message-----

From: OD News RAF

Sent: 30 August 2001 17:04

To: DAS4A(SEC)

Subject: RE: Rendlesham

Thanks.

He is

Hounslow

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

From: DAS4A(SEC)

Sent: 30 August 2001 16:59
To: D News RAF

Ge: DAS4A1(SEC)

Subject: RE: Rendlesham
Importance: High

‘e a set which could be photocopied and sent to him- it's about 70 documents,

mbers of the public. Let us have his details and despatch can be arranged.

-----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?



, From: SEO @torate of Air Staff 4a (LA - Ops & Pol 1), ‘
r Call Room 6 °

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial)

(Fax)

_
Dateect and ‘Aq 2 September 2001

> i
Thank you for your letter dated 12 August.

Your Reference

Our Reference sos
D/DAS/64/8 7" Ore

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.

V, € \



DAS4A1A(SEC)

From: DAS3B1(SEC)

Sent: 28 August 2001 15:28

To: DAS4A1A(SEC

Subject:

In response to ypustiould say that the US authorities requested use of UK airspace for 2 x B1 Strategic
Bomber Aircratt d 1éOctober 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! - particularly 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.



Washington

Det and Wear

Your ref: D/DAS(Sec}64,2

12 August 2001

hi O

Room 8245

Ministry of Defence

Main Building

Whitehall

Lendon

SWIA 2HB

J refer to my sighting of a ‘TIFO? in October 2000.

Your letter of 25 October 2000 refers.

Followimg your remarks in that letter that it may have been curcraft lights or natural phenomena I

made it my ‘mission’ to establish exactly what t was I scew, I now know that what I saw on the evening

of 16" October 2000 over North Yorkshire was the FI American Stealth Bomber. It ctd i fact make
an appearance at the Sunderland International Aw Show this Summer.

It is a known fact that this craft can not be detected by radar which may be why none of the RAF

Stations I contacted were aware i was in our air space that night. Whether or not a was in breach of

national security 1s for you to establish. The Americans bemg our strongest aihes I would assume it

reasonable for them to occupy our air space for trammg etc., without the knowledge of all Stations

but Iwould have expected yourselves to have been aware of this. Obviously on this occasion you

were not.??.

Thank you for taking the time te write to me. I trust you wil find this letter of interest.

Fours sincerely



Section 40

Drescmare of Mie Gwe Gee ue
(Reet Ce Fnel
weet of_ Detance 26

NT] ee EDN ~ :

| odor _
..©@ Cuotk LaR



ENCLOSURE 7 IS PLACED ON

ais PT A 1 aT



_— 6Direc’ (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,

WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 F o

{Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Our Ref
Barnard Castle DIDAS/643

DateCo Durham 20 August 2001

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 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,

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.

I. Yo hold open, comprehensive, secrecy-free hearings to take military’ agency

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

Earth.

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

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

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

on these events.



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

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

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

National Security Act.

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

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

and propulsion systems’ which we do not know exist.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Finally, I must say that the 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,



ce
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To Des, & RefNo OU /2001

Date tal Slo i

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:

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

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

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

action accordingly.

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

obviously important that both an acknowledgement and a full reply are

sent.

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

this office.

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

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

Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is 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 accuracy 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, as

|

j

On May 9, 2001, one of the largest press conferences in the recent history of the National Press’

Club was completed More than 20 military, government and corporate witnesses to

unambiguous UFO and extraterrestrial events stated their testimony before the world-wide press
e

The recorded testimony of scores of military, government and other witnesses to Unidentified

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

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

consists of dozens of first-hand, often lop-scerct witnesses to UFO and Extraterrestria) events,

internal UFO-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 Extraterrestrial origin, when publicly released within a planned transition period, will

provide solutions to global environmental and security challenges.

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

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

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

Congressional hearings Without a grant of immunity releasing them from their security oaths,
many such unimpeachable witnesses fear to speak out.

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 lifetime decision - to ban

space-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 Extratcrrestrial presence

on and around Earth,

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

extraterrestrial phcnomena that, when publicly released, will provide solutions to

globa! environmental challenges. These technologies which may now be

sequestered behind the National Security Act,

¢ To enact legislation which will limit all space-based weapons, and to enact and

implement international treaty and legal standards limiting the weaponization of

space.

- OL
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»* To enact comprehensive legislation to research, develop and explore space

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

Barnard Castle

Co Durham
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
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(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax)

Your Reference

Our Reference
om PIDAS/64/3

ate

Cheatin 20 August 2001

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 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 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 G&S: RefNo 5443/2001

Date bo + oo Ze.

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 ofPractice is contained in

Section 40M 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 gfh 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.

I 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 Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,

WC2N 5BP

Tetephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard} 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Ref
DIDAS/64/3.~
ate

lo August 2001

Wellingborough

Northants

Further to my letter of 9 August regarding your request for information relating to the defence of

UK airspace, | am now in a position to provide a substantive reply.

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

Ql) 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, ina

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) Js 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) ?.

A2) 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 all of a recognisable type or

manufacture, 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

Operations & Policy

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,

WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) _ 020.7218 9000

(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Refi
Wellingborough D/DAS/od/3

ateNorthants 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 Aug01

DAS 4A1(Sec)

REQUEST FOR INORMATION Section 40, __|

1. You asked for information to assist in responding to further questions raised in a follow-

up letter from STW: 11 Jul OF.

2. 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 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.

5. T hope you find these responses of use and that they do not prompt a further round of

questions.

Signed on CHOU

Wg Cdr

DAO ADGE 1

GE|



WELLINGBOROUGH

NORTHANTS

are wi I, OF AIR STAFF 4a,
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,

ROOM 8245,

MAIN BUILDING,

WHITEHALL,

LONDON SWIA 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?

I look forward to hearing from you, as and when you are able to reply.



DilEcTONATE oF AI STAFF 4a,

TunisThy of DEFENCE

oor 8245,

TAIN DUILDING,

WH TEM ALL,

Lonjon Swih Ti.



Please see attached two letters which we have received froma member of the public,

Px{Gi to these letters we had not heard of f&

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 o

After all we have no idea who-hets.Of particular 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| 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 Kaman 9900)Kesafi@ing that is his real name).

I would be grateful for your thoughts We only got this letter today, so we have until

9 August to get a reply to 40

13" July 2001



Directorate ir Staff 4a1 ZA
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

ellingborough Qur Reference
Northants D/DAS/64/3

Date
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 [ 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

assumed 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 aircraft 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 andfound to be

harmless?

Subsequently, nine of the aircraft were positively identified.

3. How many, if any, have been identified andfound to be aircraft of a potentially hostile

foreign 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 Section 40, |

L. You asked for information to assist in responding to questions raised in a letter from

2. BEBE e79'° have confused unidentified aircraft tracks detected on radar with
“UFOs precise identity of an aircraft cannot be established does not render

ita 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 Section FaPRditic questions are as follows:

a. Since | 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

DAO ADGE 1



———
NORTHANTS

SECRETARIAT (AIR STAFF) 2a,

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,

ROOM 8245,

MAIN BUILDING,

WHITEHALL,

LONDON SWIA 2HB.

15" June 2001

Dear Sir/Madam,

I would be grateful if I 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 1° 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?

I 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 look forward to hearing from you at your convenience.





Directorateof Air Staff (Lower Airspace) y
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone {Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

{Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3
Date
14 August 2001

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 'UFO'

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

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

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

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

investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to your particular 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
a request. 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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May 3, 1998

Quick Index:

British Newspapers Say RAF, Dutch Air Force Chased Giant UFO

French UFOlogists Study “Missing Time" Encounter

Giant Octagonal UFO 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 First Lap of Voyage

From the UFO Files -- 1937: Mysterious Lights Seen on Mars

Fun UFO 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 Mail, the phased-array radar network at RAF Fylingdales in

North Yorkshire picked up an “unusual craft (that was) tcacked 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 per hour), and shot away to the northeast, heading for the Atlantic

Ocean.

"RAF officials were said to be baffled by the obyect... ‘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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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 this is to

discuss military strategies in outer space -- not UFOs."

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 UFO Magazine, 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 apo. (See the Daily Telegraph for
April 27, 1998, "RAF Spots Speeding UFOs with New Radar," and the Daily 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.)

TOP

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 Vat d’Oise, near Genicourt and Pontoise.

D Bnuno, 62, a retired aviation technician for Air France, went on a hunting tnp 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 feet) 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."

"[ opened my (side) window in order to hear the sound. J 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 { 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 driving 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://www. parascope.com/nb/uforoundup/uforoundup980503.htm
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DAS4A1(SEC)

To: DAO ADGE1

Subject: UFO Incident

Someone has asked us for information on an incident that was picked up at Fylingdales in or around April 1998. It
apparently involved a UFO travelling over the Atlantic and into British airspace. They believe it was also tracked by
the Dutch Air Force. We have nothing on ou files about this, does it ring any bells with you? The only incident | can
think of is the one referred to by as on 5 November 1990.



TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DAS ( RefNo SS 7S oot

Date dale: ;

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 29 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 CORRESPONDE " " _ |
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os . ae Secure Connection -- Mailbox: Listing .Demon ing | ministers.demon.co.uk
Message:

Originally from:

Date:

Originally to: —_| public

8:49:51 +0100

Subject: Freedom of Information Request

Dear Sir

I would like to request 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

is is for research and is non commercial.

Kind Regards

Legs text. (20 lines) |

Demon Internet Home Page

https://web.mail.demon.net/cgi-bin/webmail.cgi 13/07/01
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Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,

WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 0207218 9000

(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3 47

ate
10 August 2001

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 ‘UFO’ sightings are

examined, but consultation with air defence staff and others as necessary is considered only where

there is sufficient evidence to suggest a breach of UK air space. Unless there is evidence of a

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

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

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

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

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

investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

In your letter you 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 ‘UFO’ 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,



Horwich, Bolton,

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 I 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 ass much on this subject as

heavenly possible, EXCUSE THE PUN.

Anyway I just thought that I would send you a little message as you have been tapping into

my computer just to find out exactly what it is I know about the South Wales sightings which

took placein 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.!

Lalso 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 having it’s air space invaded, if
I can say that, by Extra Terrestrial Technology for over 50 years and you still openly denyit.

WHY?

Thereis no shamein admitting that you made a mistake by covering this scenario up in the
first place but poking fun at those people who payyour wages, i-e., the tax payerwell thatis

when I can turn round and say to you that you are out of order. .

Anyway back to what I was saying before, UFO reports are.an everyday occurrence with one

sighting every 13 minutes or so, you kno this and. so do the honést people ofthis 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 doubtin one of your tax payers metal

bins somewhere.

Section 40 | BOLTON UFO SOCIETY}..
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Directorate of Air Sta’ g\ {
Operations & Policy

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,

WC2N SBP

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 901

(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3
DateNr 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 'UFO/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 DOS & RefNo S463 001

Date ulolor -

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:

CJ! - The letter has been acknowledged by No 10.

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

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

action accordingly.

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

obviously important that both an acknowledgement and a full reply are

sent.

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

this office.

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

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

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

information ts 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 iin providing

replies within their published targets.

MINISTRY CF DEFENCE
As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot chec acy of

your branch records on correspondence will be performed thro
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BACKG
ROUNDnWednesday,9May2001,sometwentymitary,intelligence,govern-ment,corporateandsci-entificwitnessescameforwardat

theNationalPressClubinWashingtonDCfoestablishthe

realityofUFOsorextraterrestrialvehicles,extraterrestriallifeforms,andresultingadvancedenergyandpropulsiontechnologies.

Theweightofthisfirst-handtesti-mony,alongwithsupportinggov-ernmentdocumentationandother

evidence,wouldestablishbeyondanydoubttherealityofthesephe-nomena,accordingtoDr.StevenM.Greer,directoroftheDisclosureProject,whichhostedtheevent.

GrahamW.Birdsallreports...Along-arrangedbusinessmeeting

withourNorthAmericandistributorsandaclashofdatesinourpublish-ingschedulefortheimpendingJuneissueofUFOMagazinepre-ventedmytravellingInpersontowit-nessthishistoricgathering.

However,likemanyhundredsofthousandsaroundtheworld,|wasabletowatchtheentireproceed.

IngsthankstoalivewebcamfatAlsointheaudiencethatdaywasNewcastle-basedUFOresearcher,MarkHall,theonlyBritonpresenttoseeandhearforhimselfwnatheandothershavesincecometo

cant‘smokinggun’evidenceeverMarkwasabletovideotapetheentireproceedingswhilestandingworld’smedia.ActingasUFOMagazine'sofficialrepresentative,Markwouldlatermixandconductinterviewswithsomeofthekeypar-ticipants,allofwhomwereextreme-lycooperativeasheattemptedtosuitofinformedcomment.OnhisretumtoEngland,Marktrav-elledtoLeedswhere,forsome6hours,wediscussedindetailwhathadtakenplacepublicly,andpri-
vately,

othermaterialskindlysuppliedbywhattheseandotherkeywitnessesDisclosureProject.designedtohelpeducateandinformmillionsaroundtheworld,but



Operations & Policy :

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,

WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Our Reference
D/DAS/64/3

Halesworth ate
eat) 8 August 2001

Thank you for your e-mail message of 4 July concerning the object you found in Rendlesham

Forest, Suffolk. I apologise 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,



- ¢
.

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To ASS (‘Sec) RefNo S20__ pon
Date q \A (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 shouid

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 bein accordance with the procedures set out

in the Code. A full explanation of theCode of Practice-is containedin’

DCK(Gen) 223/99. further intarmaeye is available from DG Info on

extension eal oS
Under the Citizens’ Charter, Hepartments are now required to keep

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

keep information on the number of requestsfor information which...

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

the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the Departmentis required

to provide a record of the total numberof 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 partof our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on
the accuracy of your branch records on correspondence will be

performed throughout the year.

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT



Rage-Loig-

Secure Connection -

ministers.demon.co.uk

Message:

Originally from: |Originally to: [public

Date: 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 te 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 quite worn as they had beenrubbed

periodically. There did not appear to be any screws holding it tegetherand 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 rapidiy.

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 lest 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£.16b4d786.28746ce0_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

<BRopiece of wood. I was unable to open the container for some timebut eventual]

<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 hav

<BR>a several 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:

Sent:

To: Asstpcik.2@modho.gsi.gov.uk

Subject: Re: object found at Rendlesham Forest

unknown:

My address is:

Halesworth

sect

t hope you can shed light on the nature of this object.

Page 1



“

” Asstpclk.2

From:

Sent: F
To: Asstpclk.2@modho.gsi.gov.uk
Subject: Re: object found at Rendiesham Forest

unknown

My address is:

| hope you can shed light on the nature of this object.

Page 1
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