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Directorate of Air (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

* (Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Our Refé
DIDAS/643~
ate

13 November 2002

ox EI0
Thank you for your letter of 7 November regarding your request for information on ‘UFO’

sighting reports made to the Ministry of Defence by Police Officers between 1 January and

31 December 1980.

It appears from your letter that there is some misunderstanding about the material we hold and

what our search fee would cover. I apologise if this was not clear in my last letter, but I will now

clarify our position.

The six files that I mentioned in my last letter are not “police files” and do not contain only

reports from Police Officers. We receive reports from a number of sources, The vast majority

come from members of the public, but we do sometimes receive them from policemen and

women, civil and military pilots or personnel, and air traffic controllers. These reports are not

computerised, but filed on Branch files in the order in which they are received. They are not

segregated according to source, thus a file may contain a mixture of reports from a variety of

sources. The six files that I identified are UFO report and correspondence files containing reports

received in 1980. The charge of £240 is what we estimate it would cost for staff to manually

examine these six files to identify any reports from Police Officers, photocopy any found and

remove personal details in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. We do not currently

have sight of the files because they are held in archives, so we have based our estimate on the

assumption that each file could contain 100 enclosures, In advance of conducting the search this

remains an estimate and the final cost may be lower. If it appears the cost may be in excess of

this sum we would let you know so that you may decide whether you wish the work to continue.

- With regard to the information requested in your latest letter, it is clear that you expect these files

to contain more details than is likely to be the case, so before embarking on research that would

attract a fee, I think it would be helpful if I explain the MOD’s position with regard to the

handling of reports of ‘UFO’ sightings.



he MOD examines any reports of 'UFOs' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen
ight 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. This means that our
files are unlikely to contain an explanation of what was actually seen in any given case.

In your letter you also requested that we supply the names of Police Officer’s who have made

reports. While we are willing to supply a copy of any relevant reports we find during our search,
the name and any other personal details would be removed in accordance with the Data Protection
Act 1998.

T hope this explains the MOD’s position. If you would like us to proceed with this search, I would
be grateful for confirmation that you are willing to meet the charges set out in my previous letter.

Yours sincerely,



il wate Of An

Operations and Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building

Northumberland Avenue

LONDON WC2N 5BP

07/11/02

Thank you for your reply dated 31* October.

You have indicated that there are six police files recorded during 1980. In an effort to

save on costs could I restrict the extent of the information I seek to the following areas.

The date of the sighting/incident.

The name of the officer involved in the sighting/incident.

Any police report/statement from each particular case.

A brief summary ofthe incident as a whole.

Whether the MOD investigated the sighting/incident.

Whether any conclusions were reached as to what the object involved in the

sighting/incident was.

An approximate number of pages contained within each of the six cases.

The MOD classification of the relevant six files.
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Given you will allow me four hours of free investigation time I believe the above
information would fall within that time frame.

Tam extremely grateful for your cooperation in this matter and hope that the above

Tequests subject to your criteria are acceptable to you.





Directorate ir (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial)

(Switchboard)

(Fax)

(GTN)

CHOts DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

£-Mait das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk

Section 40, Your Reference
nications Qur ReferencePress Office DIDAS/e4/3

CAA House ate
45-59 Kingsway 

13 November 2002

London

WC2B 6TE

Please see attached a copy of the letter concerning airmiss reports which we discussed on the
telephone yesterday, and my reply.

Thank you for assistance.

Yours sincerely,



Direct (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

(GTN) Soere

Section 40) Your Reference
n Reporting Center Our Reference

oo Anomalous Phenomena BASIE
late

13 November 2002

94023- 880 USA

Thank you for your letter of 30 October in which you requested copies of several airmiss reports.

This Department is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence regarding

‘unidentified flying objects’ and we do not hold details of airmiss reports. Copies of airmiss
reports relating to incidents involving civil aircraft, within UK airspace, can usually be obtained

from the Civil Aviation Authority and I am sorry that you were not advised of this when you

contacted the CAA. I have however, passed your letter to the following Department, who should

be able to assist you.

Corporate Communications

Press Office

CAA House

45-59 Kingsway

London

WC2B 6TE

With regard to the incidents which occurred in Germany and Italy, these would have been dealt

with by the German and Italian authorities and you may wish to contact them separately.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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-8 NUY 2002

FILE
National Aviation Reporting Center on Anomalous Phenomena

Executive Advisors

ExecutiveSection 40

National Technical.pene

International Advisors

- Established to enhance aviation safety and scientific knowledge ~

Secretariat (AS2) ‘ p

Room 8245 October 30, 2002

Ministry of Defence

Main Building, Whitehall

London SW1A 2HB

Dear sir:

This letter was prepared at the suggestion Bsection 40) |
Corporate Affairs, Safety Regulations Group of provided

us with your address. Our organization is pursuing scientific research on a

variety of atmospheric phenomena that may impact flight safety. We have

identified several near miss occurrences in the U.K. that are of possible

interest and I am writing to determine if you would be so kind as to provide

any available background information on them. They include:

Occ Num. Date Location Other I.D. Information

199602532 June 17, 1996 Warwick at FL80

199702022 Apr. 18, 1997 Goles Cruise phase of fit.

199705960 Nov. 6, 1997 TLA30N Cruise phase of fit.

199803283 June 9, 1998 Heathrow Climb phase, MD-80

8201614C June 12, 1982 Dinkelsbuhl, Germany Dan Air, FL 410

8302525A Aug. 18, 1983 Florence, Italy BCAL, BAC-111

Of course we are not interested in the crew's names or other personal

information but only data that is scientifically related. We will be most pleased

to remit payment for any copying fees involved if you will let us know the

amount and to whom to send them. Also, should we uncover anything of value

we will be pleased to send you copies of all relevant final NARCAP reports.

On behalf of our executive board I take this opportunity to express my

personal appreciation for your consideration of this request.

Chief Scientist
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Direct (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avendé, London,
WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 BOO
(Fax) |
(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Reference
PPAS/64/s

ateHessle 
5 November 2002East tion 4

Further to my letter of 8 October, I am now able to give a substantive reply to your letter of

17" September 2002. Please accept my apologies for the delay in replying.

First you asked about the re-entry of the Gorizont/Proton 4 Rocket Booster. RAF Fylingdales
have confirmed that the rocket body (SCC No. 20924) that carried Gorizont 21 into orbit decayed
on the 4" November 1990. Records of the actual time of this event are not available.

With regard to your request for papers on the aircraft accident of 8 September 1970, involving

Captain W Shaffner, please find enclosed a copy of the accident card and the Aircraft Accident
Report, both of which provide details of the events leading to the tragic loss of Captain Shaffner.

These documents were made available to the makers of the BBC ‘Inside Out’ programme and

due to the public interest in this particular accident, a copy has been earmarked for preservation in

the Public Record Office in the near future.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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Squadron.-
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‘ell. ‘weather fighter alrorafts. He had, accumlated121 hours on Lightning _ .
| eimorafty of which 18 were at night, and had obtained 2 Green Instrument Rating. |

ROYAL AIR FORCE :

AITRGORAFT ACCIDENT REPORT

Dates ; 8 September 1970

Miroraft; Lightning Mk F6 XS 894

Crew: . One

Sortie: Tactical Evaluation freroise = Wight-.
Shadowing and Shepherding: of Low Speed
Targets _

Casualties: One killed an : on

Aiveraft Damage: Category 5 st .

Unit: No 5 Squadron, BAF Binbrook

1. Wo 5 Squadron was participating in a Strike Command Tantical. Evalvation

; (Taceval) exercise at RAF Binbrook. The pilot of the accident aireraft wes a

‘ Tsar exchange officer Whose experience included two toura of duty" on USAF F102

i He had been categorised aa"limited combat ready" after 8 weeks on the Squadron. ;

| thts was an unusually short period tut the category was justified by his usar
“experience &s squadron piiot and OCU instructor, and by"his"résilis in simlater: |

, twaining and dual flying tactical and weapons checks on the Lightning, The -

sre

limitation on his operational status was due to his need for further training in:

maximum effective use of the Lightning weapons system and because he had not

yet met the requirement for full visident missions, he had completed only two of ;

the specified three phases of preparation, In consequence at his. stage of

training et the time of the stcident he would only have been cleared for

: Shedowing and shepherding tasks with the target in full visual contact. The

Squadron Commander cleared the pilot to participate in the Taceval, therefore, ,

in the belief that he would not be involved in = shadowing or shepherding

migeion.

7

?

2. On the day of the accident the pilot was ordered to his alreraft at 18342

hours, and, after waiting on readiness, was scrambled at 1947Z hours. He

started taxying, however his scramble was cancelled and he was ordered back to
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dispersal. On return he ordered fuel only and-no tumrownd servicings According
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, to standing instructions the engineer officer on duty ordered a full tumround., ° ;
:The turmrouna was delayed, and during this delay the pilot was wamed that he |
* would be sctambled as soon as he was ready. He asked the groundcrew to expedite '
the tumround, however, before it was completed he calisd for engine starting,-

, failed to sign the servicing certificate and taxrled out at 20252 hours.. As he
: entered the mmway the metal turmmotind board and attached servicing certificate
; fell off the airoraft. |-
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' 3. Unknown to the stetion and squadron, the Taceyal team had gust changed the.’

| exereise stenario from normal interceptions to interception, or shadowing or" ~ .
shepherding on alow speed-low flying targets. The targets were Shackleton :

aizcraft flying at 160 Imots, snd at the minimm authorteed. height of 1500 feet

, 2s specified in Group Orders. The minimum speed for ‘Lightning aitexaft for
‘ visident practices 1s 200 knots, which was not specified as an order, but was

" zeferred to in the Lightning squadron training syllabus. ‘the ayllebus made no
: reference to shadowing or shepherding techniques.+ Shadowing and shepherding are-

' however included in the war task of Lightning squadrons end, thas, were
‘theoretically subject ‘to Tacevel.

AL Dhe pilot tock off at 20302 and was ordered to elim’‘to FL 100; he wes ~ ae
‘gti unaware of the type or height of his target. He Fas handed over to the i
i MRS and was given in a short space of time, the QNH, and height of target (15500 1 i
' £t), and a shadowing task with target speed of 160 knots. He was tola to .
‘ accelerate towards the target which was 28 mma away. At 20392, the pilot

: acknowledged instructions to agcelerate to 0.95M to effect a rapid take over

‘{ fvom another Lightning, this in a tone of surprise. He was given various

; Slterations to heading until he announced that he was in contact with lights but — :

* would have to manoeuvre to slow down; his voice sommded strained as though he was :

. affected by 'G', At 20402 the MRS broadeast that the Controller was being .
' changed; at this time the Lightning was turning port at about 220 mots. At

' 2041g the alreraft was seen by the other Lightning pilot, who hed gust breken.

‘Seaway from the target, to be at about 2,000 yards astern and 500 to 1,000 feet

“above the Shackleton, in e port tum. ‘he Shackleton crew then saw the aivareft, |
apparently very low. The MRS Chief Controller had appreciated that this was a

difficult interception, and had monitored the latter stages very closely. When

at 20422 the Lightning pilot failed to ackuowledge instructions, he instituted

UNCLASSIFIED
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‘emergency procedures, howevers he experienced diccioutty in inaking contact with a
ithe Shackleton because he did not have immediate access to 243.0 Mhz, An

-» ‘immediate air search by the target Shackleton, and subsequent air/sea search the \

: following day failed to detect ey trace of the airoreft or pilots

“Detexmmination of Causes
: ve Se From caloulations provided by the Board of Inquiry and expert sources; ‘aoa
aa ! search by a RN min eper “leaated the wreckage nearly 2 months later, The a .
a ' eiroratt was in 2 complete state except that the port wing had broken off and ;:

‘buckled under the fuselage, and some fuselage panels were missing, The cockpit °
, canopy was atteched but not closed and there was no signof the pilot. :
‘Examination of the wreckage showed thet the.aireraft ‘had struck the sea at alow: |.

speed, in a tail-down attitude with a minimal rate of: descent. T+ appeared to

‘heve planed on the surface and come to rest comparatively slowly. ‘Both throttles
‘were in the reheat gates, there was a nose—-up trim of 6°, undercarriage Was up,
‘flaps down and airbrakes out. There was no sign of fire or explosion and expert-

: exemination revealed no indication that the aircraft was other than serviceable

- at impact, my

Reo "6. mie éfection ‘seat lower handle had been pulled to the full extent alioed ~ aa
by the interrupter link on the main gun-sear. The cenopy gan sear had been
withdraw, but the canopy gun cartridge had received only a light percussion t i

' strike and had not fired. ‘he canopy had been released by the nommal operating ~~

- lever, the harness QHB was tmdone, the PRO discormected and the PEP lanyard had

.. been released from the life preserver and was lying tangled in the cockpit.

7+ The Board concluded that a combination of a difficult task in rushed
* Giroumatances and lack of training in the low speed visident and shepherding

_ techniques, led to a situation where the pilot failed to monitor the height of ¢

‘his airoraft whilst slowing down and acquiring his target, and that he had =
. inadvertently flom his aircraft into the sea. The pilot had attempted to ;
‘emecover the situation ty selecting reheat, which failed to take effect, with the;
aizoraft teil skimming on the water. He had then initiated an ejection which

“ was unsuccessful because of the interzuption of the sequence by the falture of
| the cenopy to jettison. He then manually abandoned the eixcraft but because he

' has not been found, he was presumed to have drowned during dr after his escape.
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8. The light percussion strike on the canopy gun caxtntage eccuzred because of ii
negligent servicing, in that the firing wit was incorrectly seated because of

st damaged sorew threads.

‘

_9« The Board made 2 number of recommendations relating to inconsistencies and
aS : omissions in orders, instructions and the training syllabus, concerning low speed

ie : vipidents end the shadowing and shepherding techniques. They also nede
: mecommendations congerming the access of MRSs to emergency frequencies, and for.
; remedial action concerning Lightning canopy eJection guns.

om ~

‘ Remaxke of the Air Officer Jomaanting-tn-hiet
‘10. The A0c-in-¢ stated that in common with’ so many’* neotdéats, this socident had

i ‘no single root canse, and he agreed with the Board's conclusions. He said that _ ;

‘the pilot made an error of judgment in allowing his aircraft to get into a ti

* position from which he was unable to recover. Because of mitigating clremstances,
i ‘his error was excuseable,
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“Ll. the A0C-in-Ctg comments on the Board?s recomendations are covered below.

a ' Subascudat ‘Action “ Be ies
, 2. The Hoard's recommendation concemming access to the emergency radio frequenay !

' by the MRS was not accepted by the A0G-in-0, who stated that MRS already have { . :
. the facility to select 243.0 Mhz although they do not normally monitor it, He _
‘ considered that the allocation of a safety frequency for use during all peacetine

, exercises had more merit.
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, 13. The hitherto undeteated wealmess in training for the identification,
- Shadowing and shepherding of low altitude, low speed targets, have been rectified
_ a8 follows:

Mo a Noll (Fighter) Group Air Steff Orders now specify a minimm speed for :

soo visident targets, and minimm target speeds and heights for shadowing and.

“shepherding operations by day and night,
ob. New tactios have been devised and published in the Lightning Tactics

Manual.

0 Shadowing and shepherding tasks have been included in the Anmial a

Training Syllabus for Lightning Squadrons. ; :

_ 

4. 
| |
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: d. Pilots of aireraft under GCI control mst now read beck: altimeter
! settings before descending to low level, :

é. <A radio safety frequency is allocated for all exercises. ;
f£. During all pertinent exercises, a target radio frequency, plan will be + j-

available eo that two way commnication between the MRS and Farget siroratt i

can be established epidly in any emergency situation. °

j :‘lds Sexvicing procedures for ‘the inspection, re-aming end cervioing of eRDOPy t
| fixing units have been amended. :

(15. all ejection seat firing untts of a type simtlar to that which preventia
‘ejection in this accident heve been inepeotéd for signs of damage. ;

“16. the design of the canopy firing unit has been examined. No change will be

| tade, however, the Design Authority bas been made aware of the failure for

- consideration in future designs. a ,

wh The deficiencies ‘revealedby ‘the "change of contzoller at “the’ HRS ‘end the -
! 

'

— i' Deen drawn to ‘the ‘attention’‘of the ies.

i18, The effect of the false scramble and the interrupted tummound. in producing|bt :
conditions of stress, has been drawn to the attention of all 11 Group Stations,

19. whe deficiencies in planning, and liaison with the station operations staff .
conceming the change of exercise scenario, have been investigated with the MRS

; and Paceval, Team.

| 20, Negligence in the fitting of the canopy jettison firing unit could not be -
; | ettnituted to any specific person. The Corporal who mas xeaponsible for
7 servicing the unit was found excusably negligent. Wo disciplinary action was ©

/ptaken against him becange of the involvement of other persomel, the lack of
“ “lear servicing instructions end guidance on the acceptable degree of buxring of |

. || the screw threads, the lack of evidence that he had caused the damage to the j
threads, and. because he did not finally fit the wit to the dJettison gun. io

_ 

ae.

5

- UNCLRSSIFIED ee



d
e
o
 
a
e
 
t
e
e
 
m
e
t
e
e
 e
e
e

 
e
t

 
g
e
n
e
 
t
e
e

‘
‘

+
4

i

'
i

i
io
pos

u:

aa
on

i

et
c

,

i

;

¢

-

iene

ft

wt

ae

’

oax anton
Cpr tmemenn ee

UNCLASSIFIED
%

e
" Drs(RAP) Cause Coding

i2ly Main Gauge Group:

122. Codes: 690.6
330.5

47003

T1664

410.9

540

5 232.12

‘Ministry of Defence

Bele gune 1972

’ See Distribution List.

}

'

1

1 i

‘Airerew Exror.

Inadequate oxderss

Servicing error.

Inexperience on ‘airorafs type. ;

Rushed operation, I ie

Distraction. ; : .

Emtor of skill (failed to monitor altitude during oY
low level exercise at night) - MALY .

Bjestion seat, miscellaneous (canopy fisting wit)

FO BARREIT

Air Commodore

Director of

Flight Safety (RAF)
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DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

To: DAO ADGE1

Subject: RE: RAF Fylingdales

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

From: DAO ADGE1

Sent: 04 November 2002 15:44
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Palt

Subject: FW: RAF Fylingdales
Importance: Low

At last an answerl! 1 hope it is what you need.

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

From: 2GP-ASACS-Ops1-SO2

Sent: 04 November 2002 13:40

To: DAC ADGE1

Subject: RE: RAF Fylingdales
Importance: Low

Sir,

The rocket body (SCC No 20924) that carried Gorizont 21 into orbit decayed on the

4th Nov 1990, no actual time available.

-----Original Message—-—-

From: DAO ADGE1

Sent: 04 November 2002 11:48
To: 2GP-ASACS-Ops1-SO2
Subject: FW: RAF Fylingdates

— ‘Original Message--—-

From: DAO ADGEt

Sent: 21 October 2002 16:37
To: 2GP-ASACS-Ops1-SO2

Ce: DAS-LA-Ops+Po!t

Subject: FW: RAF Fylingdales

Any sign of a response to my message of 24 Sep looking for a possible input by 1 Oct?

meee Original Message--—-

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Polt

Sent: 21 October 2002 16:08
To: DAO ADGE1

hiect: RAF Fylingdal

iy

sag) ou a Loose minute on 23 September in which he asked if you could check with Fylingdales as
iowhether the Gurizont/Proton 4 Rocket Booster was re-entering the atmosphere at around 18.00 on 5 Nov

4990. | have to write to our correspondent soon so wondered if you had had any luck?



ee

a Pol1

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 22 October 2002 15:14

To: BEP-DAS-BOIA1

Subject: Aircraft Accident Report - Captain Shaffner

Following our telephone conversation, | have established that AAR’s do not generally end up in the Public Record
xp)-Records 1 has confirmed that because of the notoriety of this case he has

earmarked a copyomhis he PRO. It is on his draft list of documents to go to the PRO and is awaiting PRO
clearance which | understand can take several months. lain said that while the PRO could refuse to accept items
listed, it is unusual and he can see no reason why they should do so in this case. There is therefore every likelihood

of this AAR being open to the public in the PRO sometime in the near future, although we can not be sure exactly
when. in light of this and the fact that this particular AAR is already over 30 years old, please could you let me know

whether you are content for me to release it now to my two correspondents.
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DA§-LA-Ops+tPol1

From: DAO ADGE1

Sent: 21 October 2002 16:37

To: 2GP-ASACS-Ops1-S02

Ce: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Subject: FW: RAF Fylingdales

Any sign of a response to my message of 24 Sep looking for a possible input by 1 Oct?

co Original Message-—--

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Polt

Sent: 21 October 2002 16:08

To: DAO ADGE1

Subject: RAF Fylingdales

Dn 4

eptyou a Loose minute on 23 September in which he asked if you could check with Fylingdales as to

ether the bnt/Proton 4 Rocket Booster was re-entering the atmosphere at around 18.00 on 5 Nov 1990. |

have to write to our correspondent soon so wondered if you had had any luck?

-
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From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 22 October 2002 15:14

To: BEP-DAS-BOIA1

Subject: Aircraft Accident Report - Captain Shaffner

Following our telephone conversation, i have established that AAR’s do not generally end up in the Public Record

e(Exp)-Records 1 has confirmed that because of the notoriety of this case he has

he PRO. It is on his draft list of documents to go to the PRO and is awaiting PRO

clearance which | understand can take several months. lain said that while the PRO coutd refuse to accept items
listed, it is unusual and he can see no reason why they should do so in this case. There is therefore every likelihood

of this AAR being open to the public in the PRO sometime in the near future, although we can not be sure exactly

when. In light of this and the fact that this particular AAR is already over 30 years old, please could you let me know
whether you are content for me to release it now to my two correspondents.

crit)



FILE NOTE

18 Oct 2002

Sqdn Ldr tlerppat fe my e-mail of 17 Oct. He does not know what happens
to their file ot sure if AARs went on files. 1500 copies are made and

distributed to all RAF, RN and Army flying stations so that aircrew may learn lessons
from them. DASC keep a copy of each one. They are not normally given to the

public. The Military Aircraft Accident Summary (MAAS) produced by DAS-Sec is

a shorter (less technical) version given to MPs and copies placed in the House of

Commons library (therefore in the public domain). Sqdn LAR scr ne BOI
files are passed to Hayes after two years but did not know w: the

PRO.

I spoke oASEISTERE 0 -se: about a possible MAAS for this accident. He
confirmed the is 4 More recent invention which was not in existence in 1970.

He did not know whether AARs or BOI files went to the PRO. Suggested we check

with Hayes for any files for DASC predecessor Directorate of Flight Safety

(DFS(RAF)).

Hayes archive do hold some files for DFS(RAF) but did not know what the files

contain or whether they will be selected for the PRO.

21 Oct 2002

I telephoned PSMaMAEear (Exp) Records 1. He does not believe that all AARs
are preserve 5 confirmed that following the BBC’s enquiries about this

event and the fact that this particular accident has such a public interest, he has

earmarked a copy of the AAR on Captain Shaffner for permanent retention in the

PRO. It is currently on his draft list awaiting PRO approval and has been selected for

PRO class AIR 2. Approval of the list can take months but ba RG very

rarely reject items on the list and he could see no reason fo “them to-d n-thi

I spoke to n about the AAR on Capt Shaffner and its release to the

two enquirers. se are not normally released to the general public, this

one is over 30 years old and will be open in the PRO at some time in the near future.

oo saw no reason why we could not release it now to those who have

22 Oct 2002

Before release I sent an e-mail to Sqdn Ldr Ft; PASCO check his approval of

this action.



-LA-Ops+Pol1

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Poi1

Sent: 17 October 2002 14:47
To: BEP-IFS-BOIA1

Subject: Aircraft Accident Report - Captain Shaffner

A few months ago | was in discussion with DCC(RAF)-SO1 EC 2 programme the BBC were

making about the crash of a Lightening aircraft on 8 September19/0-which ultedin the death of the pilot, USAF

exchange officer, Captain Shaffner. | was involved because | am ‘the MOD focal point for correspondence on
‘unidentified flying objects’ and this event has become a famous case amongst 'ufologists' who believe a 'UFO' was

involved and that Capt Shaffner’s body was not found because he was abducted by aliens. | understand

that the reason Capt Shaffner's sons had agreed to take part in this programme was to dispel these stories?

The programme "inside Out" apparently went out on the 16th September and | have received two letters from

members of the public, one requesting a copy of the "general Board of Inquiry” report as shown on the programme,

and the other requesting "any documents relating to the disappearance of Capt Shaffner".

release anything directly to the BBC, but that the Shaffner family were given a copy of the Mircra teport,
the transcript of the RT between the aircraft and the ground controller and approximately 8 photos which | believe

you supplied. | would be grateful if you could advise me on the following;

a) Do Aircraft Accident Reports (AAR) go to the Public Record Office when they are 30 years old?

b) If so, will the AAR in this case be open to the public soon (possibly January 2003)?

c) We have a copy of the AAR on one of our files. Would you be content for us to release it now to these two

enquiriers? We are not seeking to supply the other material given to the Shaffner family.

| am grateful for your help. Please give me a call if you need any further information.

MT6/73

40
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D4S-LA-OpstPol1

From: DCC(RAF)-SO1 EC

Sent: 15 October 2002 08:30 Raw 1/54 OAT
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Subject: RE: BBC Enquiry about aircraft accident

the information released was as agreed with ce Aviation Safety Centre- a copy of the Aicraft

Accident Report (about 6 or so pages), the trans between the aircraft and the ground controller, and
approximately 8 photos. The information was released to the Schaffner family, and not to the BBC per se. Clearly the
Schaffner family have made this material available to the BBC, but the point is we did not relea: ectly. The
copy of the AAR that | used has been returned te DASC (BEP-DASC-BOIA1 - Sqn Ldr

1

Rods, BEP-1FS—Roat

sore Original Message-----

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll

Sent: 10 October 2002 11:50

To: DCC(RAF)-SO1 EC

Subject: BBC Enquiry about aircraft accident

You may recall that a few months ago you visited} (Secretariat) 1) and myself, concerning a
programme the BBC was making about the crash ft on 8 September 1970 which resulted in
the loss of the pilot, USAF exchange officer, Captain Shaffner. The programme ‘Inside Out’ apparently went out

on the 16th September and | have received two requests from members of the public for copies of the
information supplied to the BBC (the Board of Inquiry report was mentioned by one) as shown on the
programme. We have Contacte SRM Ne HRA) who provided us with a copy of the accident card
which he supplied to the BBC, but if you would contact me asap with details of exactly what
was released to the BBC.

miazusisezil)
MT6/73



From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

WC2N 5BP

Telephone {Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Busketen
Hessle Date

East Yorkshire 8 October 2002

Thank you for your letter of 17" September regarding a “UFO” sighting report of 5 November
1990 and a Lightning aircraft accident on 8 September 1970.

We are currently checking with the appropriate authorities to see if they hold details of a rocket or
satellite re-entry on 5 November 1990. As soon as we have received a reply, I will write to you

again.

With regard to the aircraft accident of 8 September 1970 involving Captain W Schaffner, we are

making enquiries as to the material released to the BBC and I will include a copy of this with my

next letter.

Yours sincerely,



D/DAS/64/3

YS September 2002

DAO ADGE 1

LETTER FROM SERRE CONCERNING ‘UFO’ SIGHTING OVER
NORTH SEA ON 5 NOVEMBER 1990

1. We have received a letter from (copy attached) concerning the

sighting of a ‘UFO’ on 5 November 1990 over the North Sea_by Tornado pilots.

As you know, we have corresponded extensively (a 0: this
matter, however seems to be approaching it from a different angle

(Re-entry of satellite debris) which has not been covered, as far as I can tell, by

any of our responses t

2. Would it be possible to check with RAF Fylingdales if the Gorizont/Proton 4

Rocket Booster was re-entering the atmosphere at around 18:00 on 5 Nov ’90?

Also, who might be advise SET about the “satellite components final
transits’?

3. Many thanks in advance for any assistance you can provide in this matter.

DAS(LA)OPS&POLIA

RM6/73MT

CHOTS: DAS-LA-OPS+POL1A
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TLT (lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

Ministry of Defence

Room 6/73,

Metropole Building,

Northumberland Avenue,

London.

WC2N 5BP.

Tuesday 17 September 2002. S

s for your reply of 19 August, 2002, answering questions about

S action 40 ties UFO photograph with Lancaster bomber at Withernsea
ent edition of UFO Magazine). I’ve since been able to locate[

and learn more details from him directly about his digita

Noting recent public interest in RAF Tornado aircraft sightings of a UFO on 5

November, 1990, I am confident that I may be able to provide you with a simple

verifiable (possible) explanation for this and other alleged UFO observations made on

this evening around 18:00 GMT. Re-entry of the Gorizont/Proton 4 Rocket

Booster, This explanation could reduce some of the enquiry traffic sent to your office,

if verified? I am aware of certain things that are and are not within your remit, I can

inform you assuredly however that information about this rocket booster re-entry is

kept on record by U.S. Space Command and perhaps notably was picked up by

Fylingdales and logged by them? At the time (Nov 1990) Fylingdales may have

known what the event was and were able to dismiss it readily; though subsequent later

interest and your office in particular may not have required to have a note of this?

Could you check out the possibility that the aforementioned and probably relevant ‘re-

entry’ was tracked and find out what data (if any) may be available about the satellite

‘ componentsfinal transits? a

On a separate matter, I am searching for information regarding a Lightning aircraft

(XS 894) crash on 8 September 1970; off the east coast of the United Kingdom near

Flamborough Head with the loss of life of U.S.A.F Captain William O Schaffner

DasGe é) (Then stationed at RAF Binbrook). I understand the General Board of Inquiry report

: of the crash incident has now been released, and featured on the BBC ‘Inside Out’

programme yesterday evening. I hereby request a copy of this report under the Code

of Practice for Access to Government Info. The Lightning crash report featured in

local media in 1970, prominently in the Hull Daily Mail newspaper and it is from a

local historical viewpoint that I am curious about it. Ifyou are not the correct office

to apply to for information regarding this, could you please point me in the right

direction or pass on my request? Thanks.

nie

asad eal.

Yours sincerely

Te em ania

PAK

“tas PAYS8 oct
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE . ;

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

WC2N 5BP

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

E-Mail das-laopspolf a@deferigerrapa

Your Reference

r RefDEAEe—
Blackburn

Date
\) 4- November 2002

Jeo EO
Tam writing with reference to your e-mail of 18 October, which was passed to this office as

we are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence of this nature.

You asked if there was any government organisation which you could join that investigates

‘UFO’ sightings and ‘strange phenomena’. I am afraid that there is no organisation within the

MOD of the kind you describe and perhaps it would be helpful if I explain more fully our position

on these matters. The MOD 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. However, should wish to pursue your

interest, you may find it helpful to contact a civilian "UFO" research organisation, the details of

which you can find in the numerous "UFO" magazines sold in many newsagents. I hope this is

helpful.

Vo ut Siu uael



_*
* 
T
O

 B
E

 G
IV

EN
 A

 H
I
G
H

 P
RI

OR
IT

Y 
**

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To_ DASCun)irps4pe2. = TORRef No S50? poor

Date 22-\0-X—

The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD" has received the attached
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained
nor acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department’.

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,

exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent vith

of letters sentby officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

An Open Government Code ofPractice on Access to Government Information came
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with
the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public

(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This

information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In

addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for

information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

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

Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU

isterial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk;

Ww:wv: http: //main.chots. mod.uk/min_parl/

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Deleteas appropriate.

QO
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Revised5" August 2002
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}.
. Ministers

Sent: 19:44

To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Dear Sir/Madam,

I have what you may call a sigihtly weird question. But here goes: Does the

British Government (you guys, the Armed Forces etc), have any, no matter how

secret, organisation which investigates UFO sighting and Strange Phenomona?

If so I want to join.

I believe in UFOs and am interested in Strange Phenomona, and if there is an

orgainsation which invetsigates them then I would like to join it. I

realise, due to defence purposes, that you will probably deny that an

organisation like this exists - a sort of British version of he X Files, but

if there is one, no matter how top secret then I would like to join. At

least consider me, Please.

Tread an article on the internet which said the organisation which is

incharge of UFO reports etc is called the Aerospace Intelligence. I have

searched for it on your site but it has not come up with anything possible.

Please, if there is such an organisation, anywhere in the British

Government, no matter how small, please put my name down for joining it.

Thank you for taking time to read my email,

Blackburn

Choose an Internet access plan right for you -- try MSN!

http://resourcecenter.msn.com/access/plans/default.asp



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)

Your Reference

ReftWantage BIbAseas
Section 4d 1 November 2002

Thank you for your letter of 11 October addressed to Mr Hoon regarding ‘unidentified flying
objects’. Your letter has been passed to me as 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. 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 your comments about reports from Police Officers, the MOD receives reports from
a variety of sources and they are all examined in light of our defence interests as described above.
The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of '"UFO/flying saucer’ matters or to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

Yours sincerely,
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DAS me

ONO. ssvssrssssossssensonven®

34 OCT 2002

FILE —_____—_—~

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

TORefNo_Sh/3 /2002

Date_ AY to od

The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USof$/MOD*" has received the attached

correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained
nor acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department”.

To 3 a

oltn

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and

your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,

exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within

the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 periodically calls for a sample

of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for bis perusal.

An Open Government Code ofPractice on Access to Government Information came

into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)

232/01; further information is available from DG Info o

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple

systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This

information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In

addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for

information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checkson the accuracy of
your branch records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year.

Ministerial Correspondence Unit

Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU
>

Section 40_| finisterial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk;
w: http://main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/
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+ ox JOB STATUS REPORT ** AS OF 29 OCT 2002 11:18 AM PAGE. 01
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PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH

JOB #319

DATE TIME TO/FROM MODE MIN/SEC PGS STATUS
OOL 10/29 11:17A DAS (SEC) EC-~S 00° 26” 002 OK

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH

ROOM 221, Old War Office

FROM:

Telephone(GTN)

DATE: 29 October 2002

TO: DAS

FAX NO:

NO OF PAGES: 2

Can you let me know if this is for you to deal with?

BaSection40 | Letter dated 18/10/02

iy accept

Baie



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH

ROOM 221, Old Wor Office

HHAIKKKKKKKA KAKA K KEKE ERK EERE RERREERERERER

DATE: 29 October 2002

TO: DAS

FAX NO:

NO OF PAGES: 2

Can you let me know if this is for you to deal with?

Bred Section40 | Letter dated 18/10/02



ear Mr Hoon,

Last month, September, I picked up a

copy of the UFO magazine at our local newsagents.

One article describes forty-one accounts of Police Officers seeing

or in one case being abducted by UFO’s. | would hope that you

already know of the cases and | wonder what you intend to do

about the situation. Either forty-one of our police officers are not all

there or something quite frightening is happening in our country,

that is being hidden from the general public.

Looking forward to your reply
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH

ROOM 221, Old War Office

Pon STE

rlephone 7STO

DATE: 29 October 2002

TO: DAS

FAX NO:

NO OF PAGES: 2

Can you let me know if this is for you to deal with?

ree Section 40_| Letter dated 18/10/02
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Dear Mr Hoon,

Last month, September, | picked up a

copy of the UFO magazine at our local newsagents.

One article describes forty-one accounts of Police Officers seeing

or in one case being abducted by UFO’s. | would hope that you

already know of the cases and | wonder what you intend to do
about the situation. Either forty-one of our police officers are not all

there or something quite frightening is happening in our country,

that is being hidden from the general public.

Looking forward to your reply

1/10/02

** TOTAL PAGE.@2 xx |



Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1 ‘

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE eee
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial} 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard)

Your Reference

Our Ref
DIbASieas
ate

1 November 2002

Dear Sir/Madam,

Thank you for your letter of 17 October concerning Ministry of Defence policy regarding reports
of ‘unidentified flying objects’.

The Ministry of Defence examines any reports of ‘unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to
establish whether what was seen might have some defence significance; namely, whether there is
any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom

from an external military source, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do
not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that

rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not

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

As to our records of these reports, all UK government files are subject to the provisions of the

Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967. This Act of Parliament states that official files generally

remain closed from public viewing for 30 years after the last action has been taken. It was

generally the case that before 1967 all "UFO" files were destroyed after five years, as there was

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

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

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

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

Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. Files from 1967 onwards will be routinely released to the Public
Record Office at the 30 year point. The Ministry of Defence operates in accordance with the

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



request. Information requested from the files that are less than 30 years old is supplied
wherever possible providing it does not fall under one of the exemptions in the Code.

Thope this is helpful.

Yours faithfully,



Sabadell, 17 October 2002

Ministry of Defence (MoD)

Secretariat (Air Staff) 2 A, Room 8245

Main Building, Whitehall

London SWIA 2HB (U.K.)

Dear Sirs ,

I belong a spanish group of investigators of anomalous aerospatial phenomena. Our working methodology is
objective and scientific.

T am writing asking information about the existence of official UFO investigations (list of reports, analysis
and statistics, sightings, declassification, ...) by the Ministry of Defense (MoD), and U.K. Government UFO
policy.

Looking forward to hearing from you, and being grateful for your help.
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From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE es
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax) +)
(GTN) ~

Your Reference

Buskeieiy~
ate

31 October 2002Wakefield

Thank you for your letter of 10 October concerning your database of ‘UFO’ sighting reports from

Police Officers and your request for us to supply copies of any reports made to the Ministry of

Defence, by Police Officers, between 1 January and 31 December 1980.

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

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

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

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

to fulfil your request, is to recall all the relevant files and conduct a manual search. We have

identified 6 files, currently held in archives, which cover this period.

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

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

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

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

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

£15 per hour. Assuming it will take two minutes to check each page, and photocopy and sanitise

any relevant documents to remove personal details in accordance with the Data Protection Act

1998, I estimate to undertake the work you have requested would take around 20 hours. Four

hours would be conducted free, leaving 16 hours which would attract a fee of £240. In advance of

conducting a careful review of the documentation this sum remains an estimate only. The final

cost may be lower, but if, during the course of the review, it appears that the cost may be in excess

of this sum I shall let you know so that you may decide whether you wish the work to continue.

I should also inform you that this task amounts to three whole days work and we do not have the

resources to conduct this amount of additional work within in the normal course of our duties.

However, if you do wish us to continue, we are willing to spread the work over a period of six

half days.



I would be grateful for confirmation that you wish to proceed with this enquiry and that you are
willing to accept the extended period and meet the appropriate charge.

Yours sincerely,



POLICE REPORTING UFO SIGHTINGS

FOUNDED 2001

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations and Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building

Northumberland Avenue

LONDON WC2N 5BP

10/10/02

My namei ch the
In January 2002 I launched a database (unofficial)

entitled I

edicated website: SERIO Were many of these cases are listed inhave ad

brief. —

Since the launch of the database I have amassed some 65 cases dating back to the mid

fifties involving 150 British police officers. Many of these officers have stated that

official reports were made and were later forwarded to the Ministry of Defence. Several

of these officers have confirmed that MOD officials contacted them regarding these

reports.

With the above in mind, I am writing to you under the terms of the ‘Code of Practice’ on

‘Access to Government Information’ to request that you send me copies of any UFO

related material/reports which originated from police officers for the period January 1*
1980 to 31% Decemeber 1980. ~

me Cong -y Mey .
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue,

WC2N 5BP

Telephone {Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax) Vj

(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Refi
DIDAS/64/3~
Dateorth Yorks! 0 
30 October 2002

Dear

Thank you for your letter of 23 October concerning your request for copies of Ministry of

Defence documents about ‘unidentified flying objects’.

You should have now received my letter of 25 October which answers the first part of your

request concerning ‘Operation Aeneid’.

You also asked for documents relating to the “disappearance of Captain William Shaffner in

September 1970”. Please find enclosed a copy of the accident card and the Aircraft Accident

Report, both of which provide details of the events leading to the tragic loss of Captain Shaffner.

These documents were made available to the makers of the BBC ‘Inside Out’ programme and

due to the public interest in this particular accident, a copy has been earmarked for preservation in

the Public Record Office in the near future.

I hope this is helpful.

Your sincerely,

_

S
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ROYAL AIR FORCE.

AITRORAFT ACCIDENT REPORT

Dates 8 September 1970 ;

Airoraft;s Lightming Mk Fé XS 854 vs i
Grew: : One a

Sortie: Tactical Evaluation freroise = Night / “S =
Shadowing and Shepherding of Low Speed . i
Targets vs

Cagualtiess One kidied . .
Aiveraft Damage: Category 5 ~ a

!

'
Unit: No 5 Squadron, RAF Binbrook

1. No 5 Squadron was participating in ea Strike Command Taatical: Evaluation
i (Taceval) exercise at RAF Binbrook. The pilot of the accident aircraft wes a

; USAF exchange officer whose experience included two tours of duty’ on USAF F1LO2 ‘
all weather fighter atrereft,, He had accmmlated 121 hours on Lightning ad

, sirevaft, of which 18 were at night, and had obtained 2 Green Instrument Rating. |
i Be had been categorised as "limited combat ready" after 8 weeks on the Squadron. :

a
 

a
n

; Mate was an unusually short period but the category was justified by his USAFoo"-
“experience as squadron pilot and ocu instructor, and by “his” ‘results ‘in’ simulator :
training and dual flying tactical anf weapons checks on the Lightning, The - Pye

limitation on his operational status was due to hia need for further training in;

meximm effective use of the Lightning weapons system and because he had not i

yet met the requirement for full visident missions, he had completed only to of :

the specified three phases of preparation. In consequence at his. stage of :

training at the time of the accident he would only have been cleared for

: Shadowing and shepherding tasks with the target in full visual contact. The

tia!

Squadron Commander cleared the pilot to participate in the Taceval, therefore,

in the bellef that he would not be involved in a shadowing or shepherding

mission.

«

>

2. On the day of the accident the pilot was ordered to his aircraft at 18342

hours, and, after waiting on readiness, was scrambled at 19472 hours. He :

started taxying, however his scramble was cancelled and he was ordered back to 2:

dispersal. On veturn he ordered fuel only and-no tuwmround servi dings According
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‘$0 standing instmetions the engineer officer on duty ordezed a full. turnround. ‘
: The turnround was delayed, and during this delay the pilot was wamed that he

an, would be scrambled as soon as he was ready. He eaked the- grounderew to expedite :
; the turmround, however, before it was completed he called for engine starting, .
, failed to sign the servicing certificate and texied out at 20252 hours.. As he |
+ entered the mmway the metal tumroand board and attached servicing certificate
, fell off the aireraft. |- :t

; Be Unlmown to the station and sqiadron, the Taceval team had just changed the::
4 = : exercine scenario from normal interceptions to interception, or shadowing or“

"| shepherding on slow speed-low flying targets. the targets were Shackleton
aizcraft flying at 160 knots, end at the minimm authorised height of 1500 feet

, a8 specified in Group Orders, The minimum speed for ‘Lightning alrexaft for
‘ visident practices 1s 200 knots, which ras not specified as an order, but was

' referred to in the Lightming squadron training syllabus. The syllebus made no
; reference to shadowing or shepherding techniques. « ‘Shedowing and shepherding are “

H : howeyex inoluded in the war task of Lightning squadrons and, thus, were

- ' ‘theoretically subject to Taceval.

ett unaware of the type or height of his target. He Fas handed over to the
ii MRS and was given in a short space of time, the QNH, and height of target (1500 5
" et) 3 and a shadowing task with target speed of 160 knots. He waa told to
‘ accelerate towards the target which was 28 mms away. At 20392, the pilot

| acknowledged instructions to accelerate to 0.95M to effect a rapid take over

' from another Lightning, this in a tone of surprise. Ee was given various
; @ltezations to heading until he announced that he was in contact with lights tut

‘ would have to manoeuvre to slow dom; his voice sounded strained as though he was

, affected by 'G'. At 20402 the MRS broadcast that the Controller was being
~ 5 | Changed; at this time the Lightning was turning port at about 220 mots. At

‘: |; 20412 the aireraft was seen by the other Lightning pilot, who had just broken.
‘Seaway from the target, tp be at about 2,000 yards astern and 500 to 1,000 feet

“above the Shackleton, in s port tum. The Shackleton crew then saw the alroraft,
apparently very lew. The MRS Chief Controller had eppreciated that this was a

difficult interception, and had monitored the latter stagea very closely. ‘When

' at 20422 the Lightning pilot failed to ackuowledge instructions, he instituted
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ao ao The pilot took off at 20302 and was ordered to climb to FL 100; he waa 77;
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"UNCLASSIFIED gy
‘emergency procedures, however, he experienced difficulty in ‘making contact with
ithe Shackleton because he did not have immediate access to 243.0 Mhz, dn 3:

-:. "immediate air search by the target Shackleton, and subsequent air/sea search the
{following day, failed to detect any trace of the afroreft or pilot. ;

“Determination of Causes
c

‘5. From caloulations provided by the Board of Inquiry and expert sources; ‘a
: ! search by a EN minesweeper ‘“losated" the wreckage nearly 2 monthslater, The

sizoraft was in a complete state except that the port wing had broken off and

badkilea under the fuselage, and some fugelage Panels were missing, The cockpit *
, Canopy was stteched but not closed and there was no sign of the pilot. 7 i

; Examination of the wreckage showed thet the aizorat't chad struck the sea at alow. |
speed, in e tail-down attitude with a minimal rete of: descent. Tt appeared to

have planed on the surface and come to rest comparatively slowly. ‘Both throttles
“were in the reheat gates, there was a noze—up trim of 6° y undercarriage was up,

‘flaps down and airbrakes out. There was no sign of fire or explosion and expert;

examination revealed no indication that the aircraft was other then serviceable
at impact.

. by the interrupter link on the main gun-sear. ‘The canopy gun sear hed been
- withdrawn, but the canopy gun cartridge had received only & Light percussion
' strike and had not fired. The eanopy had been released by the nommal operating
lever, the harness QEB was undone, the PEC discomected and the PSP lanyard had

. been released from the life preserver and was lying tangled in the cockpit.

. 7. The Board concluded that a combination of a difficult task in rushed
‘ oirounstances and lack of training in the low speed visident and shepherding

' techniques, led to a situation where the pilot failed to monitor the height of -

“bis alroraft whilat slowing dew: and acquiring his target, and that he had a

_ Anedvertensly flown his aircraft into the sea. The pilot had attempted to |
ewecover the situation ty selecting reheat, which failed to take effect, with the.

gtroraft tail skimming on the water. He had then initiated an ejection which
- was unsuccessful because of the interruption of the sequence by the failure of

: the canopy to jettison. He then manually abandoned the aircraft but because he
} has not been found, he was presumed to have drowed duringor after his escape.
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‘ ~stee rave trot Rar TO SEC-AS PAGE .e65

8. The light perousaion strike on the canopy gun caxtrtaze ocourrea because of!
; negligent servicing, in that the firing wit was incorrectly seated because of

xt damaged sorew threads,

t

1

;9+ The Board made 2 number of recommendations relating to inconststenotés and |
: Omissions in orders, instructions and the training syllabus, concerning lew speed
‘ vinidents and the shadowing and shepherding techniques. They also made if
recommendations concerning the access of MESs to emergency frequencies, end for:

* xemedial action concerning Lightning canopy ejection guns.

i

f

t

a

: a

; Remarks of the Mx Officer Commandingin-Ghief= Ot

'110. The AOC-in-C stated that in common with’ so meny’‘acoldents, this aceddent had
‘no single root cause, and he agreed with the Board's conclusions. He said that | |

‘the pilot made an exror of judgnent in allowing his aircraft to get into a ;

" position from which he was unable to recover. Because of mitigating ctrounatarces,
hia error was excuseable.

boy
'

de The A0C-in-Cts comments on the Board’s recomendations are covered below. 7

Ksi Subsequent Action ~ SS es oe
“d, The Board's recommendation conceming access to the emergency radio frequency
| by the MRE was not accepted by the A0G~in-C, who stated that MRS already have i jo:
. the fesility to select 243.0 Mhe although they do not normally monitor it, He
* coneidered that the allocation of a safety frequency for use during all Peacetine

, exercises had more merit,

_ 13. The hitherto undetected wealmess in training for the Laentification,
ehadowing and shepherding of low altitude, low speed targets, have been rectified

_ as follows: 
.

Moy! a Noll (Fighter) Group Air Steff Orders now specify a ninimm speed for -
‘$j; vinldent taxgets, and minimum taxget speeds and heights for shadowing and.
i a ‘shepherding operations by day and night,

b. New tactios have been devised and published in the Lightning Tactics

Manual,

c, Shadowing and shepherding tasks have been included in the dormal

Training Syllatue for Lightning Squadrons.

1
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; settings before descending to Low level,

y ‘Le Servicing procedures for“the ingpestion, re~aming and cervioing of SanORy

— _ 
7 oWH- 

mar .4e1So TITT_FROV YFS-RAF TU SEL=AS PAGE: 867

d. Pilots of aircraft under GCI control mst now read beck: altineter i i

e. Aradio safety frequency is allocated for all exeroises. :
£. During all pertinent. exerciser, a target radio frequency. plem will be '
available se that two way commnication between the MRS and target aizeratt |;
can be established: rapidly in any emergency situation.

- 

x

'

A i

. fitting units have. been amended,

|25. All ejection seat fining units of a type similar to that which prevented
‘ejection in this accident have been inspectid for ee of ages ,

16. The design of the canopy firing unit has been examined. No change will be
| ade, however, the Design Authority has been made aware of the failure for
, consideration in future designs. ; ,

“17. The deficiencies revealed by the change of controller at ‘the "MRS and the ”

1

i18, The effect of the false seramble and the interrupted turmxound ‘in producing |:t
conditions of stzeas, has been drawn to the attention of all nad Group Stations,

(19. The deficiencies in Planning, and liaison with the station operations staff .
' concerning the change of exercise scenario, have been investigated with the MRS
; ond Taceval Team.

| 20. Negligence in the fitting of the canopy- jetticon firing mit could not be :
‘ attributed to any specific Person. The Coxporal who was responsible for
servicing the uit was found extusably negligent. No disciplinary action was |: .
cbeken against him because of the involvement of other persomel, the lack of

» ‘olear servicing instmotions and guidance on the seceptable degree of burring of |
the screw threads, the lack of evidence that he had Caused the damage te the

; taeeds, end because he did not finally fit the uit to the Jettison gun. -
_ 
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: Cause Coding
:21. Main Cause Group:

TO es permeee nnn

' 22, Codes: 690.6
‘O 33045

, 470.3

Yo 410.9

540

5 232.12

i Ministry of Defence

Bek gune 1972
' See Distribution List.

‘Alrerew Error.

Inadequate orderéey

Servicing error.

Inexperience on ‘aircraft type. .

Rushed operation, NO a

Distraction. - -

Error of skill (failed to monitor altitude auring a
low level exercise at night) — MAIN

Bjection seat, miscellaneous (canopy firing sat)

FO BARRETT

Air Commodore

Director of

Flight Safety (RAF)
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North East E Inside Out sheds new light on claims
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Britain’s most plausible alien abduction Subscribe

WATCH and happened off the East Yorkshire coast,

LISTEN according to some UFOlogists.

Watch the bogus BBC News>>

am ‘Wanscriptthat The incident happened in September 1970, Patientstold of
hasappsaredon Foxtrot 94, an RAF Lightening fighter jet Cities shortlists

BBC download guide = Crashed into the North Sea. Inquiry into po
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SEE ALSO UFOlogists claim its pilot, Captain William baie
Schaffner was abducted by an alien BEC Centre
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Part one -warningcall

Part two - the target

Part three - aircraft |Wreckage |
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Part four - final . .

minutes The Lightning aircraft was recovered three

Yourcomments months later from the seabed. Remarkably,

WEB LINKS it was virtually undamaged.

Internet stories about

the accident i
Alternative accounts The cockpit canopy
Online UFO magazine WaS Shut but there

The Roswell incident was no sign of

The BBC is not Captain Schaffner’s
responsible for the bod

content of external jody.
websites.

FACTS The unusual condition

Captain William of the wreckage
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Binbrook in Lincolnshire speculations of an
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and was flying with No5

Squadron. He was @

Vietnam war veteran

UFO is an acronym for

unidentified flying object

Possibly the most famous

UFO sighting happened

in the summer of 1947.

It was in Roswell, USA.

Extraterrestrial life forms

are alleged to have

landed.

PRINT THIS

PAGE

View a printable

version of this page.

alien abduction. €

These claims are the ; Be

talk of UFO Internet

sites, as are bogus

transcripts of the

Captain’s last radio

conversation with

RAF Patrington.

Family trauma i

North Sea

Captain William Schaffner was a 28-Year-

old American exchange officer.

His family were never told the results of the

official inquiry into the crash.

The Ministry of

Defence has

previously insisted

that the report on the

crash was shredded.

His sons, Glenn and

Mike Schaffner, have

been trying to F

discover the truth

about their father’s

disappearance for

years.

Captain William Schaffner

Their efforts have not solved the mystery.

Until now.

[Breakthrough ‘|

Secret documents and classified

photographs of the RAF fighter have been

exclusively obtained from the Ministry of

Defence by the BBC’s Inside Out team.

The following will finally give the brothers

the information they desire and deserve:

e Acopy of the inquiry report

» A transcript of the Captain's final

conversation with ground controllers

e Pictures showing the aircraft's empty

cockpit

The inquiry report makes the following

points:

It was not a UFO but a slow

moving Shackleton recconaissance

http:/Awww.bbc.co.uk/insideout/yorkslincs/prog_02/index.shtml
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aircraft that the Captain was trying

to intercept on an exercise

Its crew had lost radio contact.

Then, by the light of a flare, they'd

seen the aircraft in the water.

The Captain had simply flown too

low trying to get beneath his

target and hit the sea.

Captain Schaffner had not been

properly trained to carry out the

exercise he had been asked to

undertake.

When he tried to bail out, his

ejector seat failed to operate.

JAccident |

These points appears to suggest that the

crash was an unfortunate accident with a

plausible explanation.

This should destroy some of the alien

abduction rumours, which have angered

and upset Captain Schaffner’s sons for

years.

lOpposition |

A few budding UFOlogists may still not

accept this explanation, due to distrust of

the Ministry of Defence documentation.

Former North

Yorkshire policeman

Tony Dodd told

Inside Out, "I don’t

think that we will

ever get to the

bottom of what

happened because

the RAF would never

accept that a UFO

could be involved."

Tony Dodd is unconvinced

Reporter Sophie Hull about the incident

said, "Some aspects of Capt. Schaffner’s

disappearance can’t be explained.

"But we believe this is as close to a detailed

explanation of what actually happened that

anyone will get.”

It appears to be enough for Captain

Schaffner’s sons.

http:/Awww.bbc.co.uk/insideout/yorkslincs/prog_02/index.shtml
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They can now concentrate on enjoying their

father's memory in peace.

Read the actual transcript of the

Captain's last radio conversation

BBC ONE, MONDAY, 7.30PM

Terms & Conditions | Privacy
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WEDNESDAY

30th October 2002

Text only.

BBC Homepage MORLAND SANDERS| Monday 16 September, 7.30pm

England

; - MORLAND SANDERS WELCOMES YOU TO YOUR LOCAL
“Inside Out PAGE... fuotent 3
East SOUTH EAST waveeseuawayssneenesy
East Midlands

London Inside Out looks at the last recorded
North East radio with the tr d

West Midlands RAF aircraft which crashed into the
North West North Sea. Read the transcript ;

South cect aad Find a previ
jouth Eas! ‘September Sthae September Sth

South West PART 1 - THE WARNING CALL oer
West

Yorks & Lincs List all tran

cosnncnanennie WHERE I LIVE

my BBC Local Yorkshire
sites

Contact Us + Leeds
* Bradford
®* North Yorksh

Help * South Yorksh
® Humber

Like thi ?

Send itte a fiend! NEWSLETTER
SEE ALSO Transcript of tape recording at RAF Subscribe

Inside Out Home Page Patrington concerning incident to

inside Out Heme Pagemore of the Mission CPM45 at 20:45 Hours on the
transcript... 8th September 1970. BBC News>>
Part two - the target Patie:

Part three - aircraft . . .

contact Fighter Controller: Time check 20:30. Citles shortlis
Part four - final Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman: 52. Inquiry into pow:

Peas ments Fighter Controller: CONTACT US:
i 0° in? INSIDE OUTWEB LINKS Is the target heading about 250° again BBC Yorkshire.

1 ies about Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman: BBC Centre

Affirmative but I shall not have enough Woodhouse Lai

Alternative accounts fuel to accompany to land if he does cross “Leeds

OnlineUFO magazine —_ territorial waters. 1S2 9PX
The Roswell incident
TheBScisnct Fighter Controller: Roger 52.

responsible for the cc

content of external Assistant, controller please - will you tell
. him that his fighter 45 is airborne at

FACTS 20:30. I think that’s him there,
Captain William

Schaffner was based at

Binbrook in Lincotnshire

and was flying with the

NoS Squadron. He was 3

Vietnam war veteran

UFO Is an acranym for

unidentified flying object

Possibly the most famous

UFO sighting happened

in the summer of 1947.

It was in Roswell, USA.

http://www.bbc.co.uk/insideout/yorkslincs/prog_02/index_02.shtml 30/10/2002
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Extraterrestrial life farms

are alleged to have

landed.

PRINT THIS

PAGE

View a printable

version of this page.

Page 2 of 3

A previously classified image

of recovered wreckage which

highlights its size

Cont / Asst: 20:30? Yes - OK thank you.

Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman:

52 check about 45 miles from point

alpha?

Fighter Controller:

52 that’s affirmative and 45 is south of

you at this time range 35 not on channel

yet.

Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman: Roger.

Fighter Controller:

52 on this heading Flamborough Head is

dead ahead of you, range 20 miles.

Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman: 52.

Fighter Controller:

52 is the target still at 1500 feet?

ie is] I panel.
The cockpit canopy was

closed when the wreckage

was recovered.

Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman:

Affirmative.

Fighter Controller: Roger.

Capt. Schaffner:

Mission 45 airborne at one zero zero.

Fighter Controller:

Roger 45 Patrington port 335 over.

Capt. Schaffner:

Roger understood on a port turn 335 a

heading of 100.

Fighter Controller:

Roger 45 have you weapon contact and

the target is north-west of you range 35

http:/Avww.bbc.co.uk/insideout’y orkslincs/prog_02/index_02.shtml 30/10/2002
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at this time and his height is at 1500 feet.

Capt. Schaffner:

Roger 45 copied - level 100 until close.

Fighter Controller: 45.

Fighter Controller:

45 the OHH is 986 - 52 is with the target

at this time shadowing and your task will

be to take over from 52,

Capt. Schaffner: Roger.

Fighter Controller

Buster buster target range 28.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger buster.

Capt. Schaffner: Target heading?

Fighter Controller:

45 the last target heading was 250. 52

Patrington confirm target heading?

Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman:

52 affirmative and the target speed I

estimate at no faster than 160 knots.

Fighter Controller:

Roger - did you get that 45?

Capt. Schaffner: Got it.

Fighter Controller: Roger.

Fighter Controller:

45 on 335 target is 10 right to you range

21.

Read more of the transcript

BBC ONE, MONDAY, 7.30PM

Terms& Conditions | Privacy
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WEDNESDAY

30th October 2002

Text oni

BBC Homepage MORLAND SANDERS| Monday 16 September, 7.30pm

England

Inside Out ” MORLAND SANDERS WELCOMES YOU TO YOUR LOCAL CONTACT u!

East oo EVRRENT $1
East SOUTH EAST
East Midlands

London

North East
Inside Out locks at the last recorded

radio with the troubled

West Midlands RAF aircraft which crashed into the
North West North Sea. Read the transcript

below...
South om Find a previ
South East

September 9th

South West PART 2 - THE TARGET mall
West

Yorks & Lincs List all tran

ceomannaenenen WHERE I LIVE

my BBC Local Yorkshire
sites

Contact Us * Leeds
& Bradford

# North Yorksh
Help * South Yorksh

* Humber

Send tte a hiond NEWSLETTER
SEE ALSO Part two of the transcript of a tape

Inside 0 Page recording at RAF Patrington

Read more of the concerning incident to Mission CPM45

transcript... at 20:45 Hours on the September 8 BBC News>>
Part one - warning call 1970. Patients told of ¢
You are reading part two

Part three - aircraft
Cities shortlisted

contact — Back to part 1 - the warning call Inquiryinto pow:
Part four - final CONTACT US:

Your comments Capt. Schaffner: Roger descending. aeoe re:
WEB LINKS Fighter Controller: Roger 45. BBC Centre

Internet stories about Capt. Schaffner: 45 will descend to five, Woodhouse La:
the accident I Leeds

7 Fighter Controller: Roger. LS2 SPX

ine Fighter Controller:OnlineUFO magazine

The Roswell incident 45 target is holding at 10 to 15 left and
The BBC is not

responsible for the the range 17%,
content of external Capt. Schaffner: Roger looking.

websites. Fighter Controller:
FACTS 45 one instruction was if the aircraft

Captain William crosses the International Boundary Line

Schaffner was based at he is to be ordered to follow you back to
Binbrook in Lincolnshire Binbrook
and was flying with the

NoS Squadron. He wasa Capt. Schaffner: Roger.

Vietnam war veteran

UFO is an acronym for

unidentified flying object

Possibly the most famous

UFO sighting happened

in the summer of 1947.

http:/Avww.bbc.co.uk/insideout/y orkslincs/prog_02/index_03 shtml 30/10/2002
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It was in Roswell, USA.

Extraterrestrial life forms

are alleged to have

landed.

PRINT THIS

PAGE

View a printable

version of this page.

Page 2 of 3

reckage was found on
the bed of the North Sea

Fighter Controller:

45 the target is now 35 left range 13%.

Capt. Schaffner: 45 roger at 5,000.

Capt. Schaffner:

45 is armament safety check compiete.

Fighter Controller: 45 say again.

Capt. Schaffner: 45 is armed safe.

Fighter Controller: Roger 45.

Fighter Controller:

45 the target has moved 45 left range 10.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger.

Fighter Controller: 45 Port 310 over.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger Port 310.

Capt. Schaffner: 52 check height.

Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman:

52 is at 1,500 feet with the target at 2,00

yards.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger.

Fighter Controller:

45 make speed decimal 95 over.

Capt. Schaffner:

45 roger? That's pretty fast.

Fighter Controller:

Roger 45 make it a speed commensurate

with your endurance then, that target

range 10 at this moment. I think we’ve

got enough to catch up at this peed, he’s

only 160 kts.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger.

Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman:

52 be leaving the target in about 2

minutes.

Fighter Controller: Roger 52

understood.

Capt. Schaffner: 45’s now at 2,000.

Fighter Controller: Roger 45.

Fighter Controller:

52 your pigeons to alpha 200 range 32.

Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman:

200 32 copied.

Fighter Controller:

45 on 310 targets at 40 left, range 7%.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger.

Fighter Controller:

http://www.bbc.co.uk/insideout/yorkslincs/prog_02/index_03.shtml 30/10/2002
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45 be advised the targets about 12 miles

off Flamborough Head on his present

heading.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger.

Fighter Controller: 45 port 250 over.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger turning port 250.

Fighter Controller:

45 target range 6% - 7.

Capt. Schaffner:

Contact with a set of lights in that area.

Fighter Controller: Say again.

Capt. Schaffner:

Set of lights in that area - closing.

Read more of the transcript...

BBC ONE, MONDAY, 7.30PM

Terms & Conditions | Privacy
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DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 22 October 2002 15:14
To: BEP-DAS-BOIA1
Subject: Aircraft Accident Report - Captain Shaffner

Following our tel ion, | have established that AAR's do not generally end up in the Public Record

Office. Howeve: in th Exp)-Records 1 has confirmed that because of the notoriety of this case he has
earmarked a cop’ 2 PRO. Itis on his draft ents to go to the PRO andis awaiting PRO

clearance which | understand can take several months ile the PRO could refuse to accept items

listed, it is unusual and he can see no reason why they Ssi0 Aysicase, There is therefore every likelihood
_of this AAR being open to the public in the PRO sometime in the near future, although we can not be sure exactly

when. In light of this and the fact that this particular AAR is already over 30 years old, please could you let me know

whether you are content for me to release it now to my two correspondents.

Fly ye © GIOAR «lay fos van

UrO Megerine, Meo chebed with - DAS Sew. He vv alse
Grliuk - Sh ce SS of te accidul cond abe rebesed 6peep. n 40/4 7 a

5|10| 0-2



Direc (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 § 9000

Your Reference

BibASIEATS
North Yorkshire 23 October 2002

Thank you for your letter of 18 September addressed to Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a1 concerning
information about ‘unidentified flying objects’. You may wish to note that our title and address
have now changed as shown at the head of this letter. Also, please accept my apologies for the
delay in replying.

You requested copies of any documents we hold 6n an exercise called “Operation Aeneid” which
allegedly took place between September 1970 and March 1971. Current staff have no knowledge
of this “exercise” and records of files held in MOD archives have revealed no files covering this
subject. Any ‘UFO’ files from 1970-71 which were created by this Directorate (then called
S4f{Air)) are already open for viewing at the Public Record Office. If you wish to look at these or
send a representative to view them on your behalf, the address is as follows;

Public Records Office

Ruskin Avenue

Kew

Richmond

Surrey

TW9 4DU

Tel: 020 8876 3444

Fax: 020 8878 8905

You also requested copies of documents relating to the “disappearance of Captain William
Shaffner in September 1970”. We are currently seeing what material may be released and I will
write to you again shortly regarding this matter. ;

Yours sincerely,



FILE NOTE

18 Oct 2002

e my e-mail of 17 Oct. He does not know what happens

Ww re if AARs went on files. 1500 copies. are made and
distributed tto all RAF, RN and Army flying stations so that aircrew may learn lessons
from them. DASC keep a copy of each one. They are not normally given to the
public. The Military Aircraft Accident Summary (MAAS) produced by DAS-Sec is
a shorter (less technical) version given to MPs and copies placed in the House of

Commons library (therefore in the public domain). Sqdn LN ee BOI
files are passed to Hayes after two years but did not know wi the

PRO.

I spoke CC ATRTEW 1 5-Sec about a possible MAAS for this accident. He
confirme ore recent invention which was not in existence in 1970.
He did not know whether AARs or BOI files went to the PRO. Suggested we check

with Hayes for any files for DASC predecessor Directorate of Flight Safety

(DFS(RAF)).

Hayes archive do hold some files for DFS(RAF) but did not know what the files
contain or whether they will be selected for the PRO.

21 Oct 2002

I telephone (Exp)-Records.1. He does not believe that all AARs

are preserve , but confirmed that following the BBC’s enquiries about this

event and the fact that this particular accident has such a public interest, he has

earmarked a copy of the AAR on Captain Shaffner for permanent retention in the

PRO. Itis currently on his draft list awaiting PRO approval and has been selected for

PRO class AIR 2. Approval of the list can take months but| ba

tarely reject items on the list and he could see no reason fo!

I spoke ro SESSA about the AAR on Capt Shaffner and its release to the
two enquirers. ough these are not normally released to the general public, this

one is over 30 years old and will be open in the PRO at some time in the near future.

SSS ci saw no reason why we could not release it now to those who have

22 Oct 2002

Before release I sent an e-mail to Sqdn LdiiS¥e¥aat| BASC)(0| check his approval of

this action.



@ os p-opseot
‘From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Sent: 17 October 2002 14:47
To: BEP-IFS-BOIA1

Subject: Aircraft Accident Report - Captain Shaffner

A few months ago I was in discussion with DCC(RAF)-S01 ECRIAISaL abs programme the BBC were
making about the crash of a Lightening aircraft on 8 Septemb d in the death of the pilot, USAF
exchange officer, Captain Shaffner. | was involved because | am the MOD focal point for correspondence on
‘unidentified flying objects' and this event has become a famous case amongst ‘ufologists' who believe a 'UFO' was
involved and that Capt Shaffner’s body was not found because he was abducted by aliens. | understand
that the reason Capt Shaffner's sons had agreed to take part in this programme was to dispel these stories

The programme "Inside Out" apparently went out on the 16th September and | have received two letters from
members of the public, one requesting a copy of the "general Board of Inquiry" report as shown on the prog
and the other requesting "any documents relating to the disappearance of Capt Shaffner" ¢
release anything directly to the BBC, but that the Shaffner family were given a copy of th eAicran A Q ort,
the transcript of the RT between the aircraft and the ground controller and approximately 8 photos which | believe
you supplied. 1 would be grateful if you could advise me on the following;

a) Do Aircraft Accident Reports (AAR) go to the Public Record Office when they are 30 years old?
b) If So, will the AAR in this case be open to the public soon (possibly January 2003)?
c) We have a copy of the AAR on one of our files. Would you be content for us to release it now to these two
enquiriers? We are not seeking to supply the other material given to the Shaffner family.

| am grateful for your help. Please give me a call if you need any further information.



DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

From: DCC(RAF)-SO1 EC

Sent: 15 October 2002 08:30
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Subject: RE: BBC Enquiry about aircraft accident

REN40
the information released was as agreed wit fence Aviation Safety Centre- a copy of the Aicraft
Accident Report (about 6 or so pages), the trans< e between the aircraft and the ground controller, and
approximately 8 photos. The information was released to the Schaffner family, and not to the BEC Per se. Clearly the
Schaffner family have made this material available to the BBC, but the pointis we did pat re s-dire
copy of the AAR that | used has been returned to DASC (BEF-DASC-BOIAI - Sqn Ld

Rgds, BEPIES—~ oA)

wenn Original Message-----

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Sent: 10 October 2002 11:50
To: DCC(RAF)-SO1 EC

Subject: BBC Enquiry about aircraft accident

You may recall that a few months ago you vised SPER © (Secretaria) 1) and myself, concerning a
programme the BBC was making about the crash ft on 8 September 1970 which resulted in
the loss of the pilot, USAF exchange officer, Captain Shaffner. The programme ‘Inside Out' apparently went out
on the 16th September and | have received two requests from members of the public for copies of the
information supplied to the BBC (the Board of In port was mentioned by one) as shown on theprogramme. We have cntacecl SA eA who provided us with a copy of the accident card
which he supplied to the BBC, but

was released to the BBC.

if you would contact me asap with details of exactly what
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From: DI ISEC SEC4

Sent: 22 October 2002 10:07

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Subject: FW: REQUEST FOR INFORMATION - Op Aeneid

We have searched our records for Op Aeneid and | have a nil return from DI55 and our archives. Thanks

From: DISSY

Sent: 21 October 2002 09:26

To: DIISEC SEC4

Subject: RE: REQUEST FOR INFORMATION

1. We have checked our records and cannot locate any files or product which covers this subject.

3

-—--Original Message--—~-

From: DIISEC SEC4

Sent: 10 October 2002 15:23
To: OISSB; DISSY

Subject: FW: REQUEST FOR INFORMATION

Please sée the attched request (ror INS <2ful if you could see whetherwe hold any info on Op
Aeneid. Thanks very much. - ¥

-----Griginal Message---—

From: ODAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 10 October 2002 15°07

To: DHISEC SEC4; DAO ADGE1

Subject: REQUEST FOR INFORMATION

| have received a request for "any information and copies of documents the MOD may hold on a joint American

and British military exercise called "Operation Aeneid’. This allegedly took place between September 1970 and
March 1971 and its remit was to investigate general public sightings of unidentified flying shapes and objects

over the North Sea.

Any UFO files we had for this period would now be in the PRO, but as DI sometimes hold files for longer than 30
years and bearing in mind that Ufologists offen take a geniune operation/Exercise and tur it into something it

never was, | wondered if either of you might of heard of this.|



4

@ s-opesPor
From: DAO ADGE1

Sent: 14 October 2002 08:46

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Ce: DI ISEC SEC4

Subject: RE: REQUEST FOR INFORMATION

| have never heard of this and, being almost the most senior wg cdr in our branch now, | doubt if anyone else would

have heard of it. There certainly wil! be no files covering this period at the other units.

enna Original Message-----

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Polt

Sent: 40 October 2002 15:07

To: DIISEC SEC4; DAO ADGEt

Subject: REQUEST FOR INFORMATION

| have received a request for "any information and copies of documents the MOD may hold on a joint American

and British military exercise called "Operation Aeneid’. This allegedly took place between September 1970 and

March 1971 and its remit was to investigate general public sightings of unidentified flying shapes and objects

over the North Sea.

Any UFO files we had for this period would now be in the PRO, but as DI sometimes hold files for longer than 30

years and bearing in mind that Ufologists often take a geniune operation/Exercise and turn it into something it

never was, | wondered if either of you might of heard of this.|

opie
frst info Fem opirsec

x Beg SES icfor

Section 4¢



» WS-9-02.,
e _

ved2e Daye |isWoot

~ “onzol:
sva__|

Dare Sion

—
ebaesie soos

ates:tare tee ayareeny
\de yermucGres Ko

acongS
Ane Coa | veqnne voter

ony, Setemarss

\ano



“SRTWMGYN
AON

eaAoanotofr



jo, From: RESIN 2b
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1 ome
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE L

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

Telephone {Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 8 anon

(Fax)(GTN) Section Aig

Your Reference

RIBAS

astchurch iC‘Sctober 2002

Besecion40]
Thank you for your letter of 26 September, concerning your ambition to join a branch of the

Armed Forces, possibly the Army, on your release from prison.

My Department is not responsible for recruiting personnel for the Armed Forces, but if you have

access to the Internet, the MOD website www.mod.uk/ holds details of the many, varied

careers in the Army, RN, RAF and the Royal Marines, On release, you may also like to contact

your local Armed Forces Careers Office who would be able to advise you on your eligibility to

join whichever branch you chose.

T hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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Stargazer

claims to

existence
“THE BEST photographs of a UFO

ever taken” have been snapped by a
Leven man from outside his home, he

claims.

Andrew Wilson (58) believes he saw

the unidentified flying object when he

was locking out of his living-room
window at Letham Avenue on
Friday night. -

Mr Wilson, who is unemployed and

on disability allowance, claims it was

moving across the sky above the

houses in his street, “It was a small
thing and it was travelling fast but

there was no sound from it.”

Mr Wilson maintained it was not the

moon he observed as he saw it
in another part of the sky.

A member of the RSPB and a keen
birdwatcher, Mr Wilson owns a book

on astronomy and often watches the
night sky, “I like the stars, they’re

beautiful,” he added.

It Was, perhaps, this hobby that
allowed him to witness another UFO
in 1971, “It was right above me. It had

la red dome on it, and a flashing light.”

Unfortunately, as he had nobody to
corroborate his tale the experience

iwas not investigated.

- Mr Wilson’s UFO phatdgraph.

However, on this occasion Mr Wil-
son has two witnesses (both of whom

‘were unwilling to speak about their

experience) who also saw the object.

At first, according to Mr Wilson,

they believed it to be an aircraft of

some kind but after seeing his pictures

they have changed their opinion.

Firm in his belief that what he saw
was an UFO, Mr Wilson has handed

the matter over to the authorities, “I

have phoned RAF Leuchars and the’

said they would ge in touch witl

the Ministry of Defence about the
photographs,” he added.



ment claims that any initial confu-
sion over severance package has

been resolved as preparations to

wind-down production continue.

A number of workers have

claimed that, having initially been
led to believe they would be

allowed to leave the factory around

now, they have subsequently been
told they will have to continue

working meantime.

A unofficial spokesman for some

of the workers—who asked not to

be named—said dozens of em-
ployees had been left even more

disgruntied over the factory

closure because they were not

being allowed to leave as they had

wanted.

RNR A

that it had been operating for just
over two years and redundancies
payments would consequently be
considerably less than if one of
APW's two other, longer estab-

lished, factories in Scotland had
been selected.

“We think it’s down to that
and that alone,” commented the
employee.

APW announced in mid-July that
the company’s modern factory in
Wright Avenue, off Riverside Av-

enue, is to close with the’ loss of
around 200 jobs. The US-owned
company blamed a continuing
downturn in the global telecoms
and technologies sectors for the
move.
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From

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 7 2? S
Operations & Policy 1 - Me AL.

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE : ,
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,

WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 900%

(GTN)

Your Reference

Our Reference
PIDAS/64

12 September 2002

I am writing with reference to your e-mail concerning enquiries about ‘unidentified flying

objects’. Your message has been passed to this office as we are the focal point within the

Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

We are, of course, happy to answer any questions you may have, but it may assist you if I explain

the MOD’s limited interest in these matters.

The Ministry of Defence examines any reports of 'UFOs' it receives solely to establish whether

what was seen might have some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that

the United Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air

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

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

identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational

explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not

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

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

You may also like to be aware that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of

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

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

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

Yours sincerely,
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

Jowfiyas(4%Oe jBMAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To Das! sec) TO Ref No_L.4%4 /2002

Date |\_ 4 02

The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DPYUSofS/MOD* has received the attached

correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained

nor acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department”.

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and

your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,

exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent we

of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

An Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information came

into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)

232/01; further information is available from DG Info on

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple

systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public

(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This

information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In

addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for

information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

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

Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU

CHOtS: Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence,mod.uk;
w: http://main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

" Delete as appropriate.

OQ
INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5° August 2002
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«

w Parliamentary-MC Clerk4

From:

Sent: 2 14:03

To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subject: UFO's

| was looking for a way to contact the department which may deal with enquires regarding UFO's that are
reported to you by the general public.

10/09/2002
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To Dac sec) es TO RefNo 6% /2002

Date M4 og

The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD" has received the attached

correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained

nor acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department’.

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and

your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,

exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within

the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 periodically calls for a sample

of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

An Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information came

into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)

232/01; further information is available from DG Info : TARE
Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple

systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public

(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This

information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In

addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for

information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

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

Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SWIA 2EU

FCHOtS: Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk;

w: http://main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

ad

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Lowtepas(s jB.MAIL

Revised 5” August 2002
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Parliamentary-MC Clerk4

From:

Sent: 14:03

To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subject: UFO's

| was looking for a way to contact the department which may deal with enquires regarding UFO's that are

reported to you by the general public.

Shetfteta<'* *TM

10/09/2002



From: See ,
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 2

Operations & Policy 1 F
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
D/DAS/643—

est Sussex Date
Section 40) | 12 September 2002

Lam writing with reference to your letter of 6 September addressed to my colleague,

| o¢(ierning ‘unidentified flying objects’. Your letter has been passed to me because
his section is the focal point for correspondence relating to ‘unidentified flying objects.’

It may help if I clarify the MOD’s position regarding UFOs. 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. All reports of

‘UFOs’ received by the MOD are examined 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.

You may also wish to be aware that the integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is maintained

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

achieved by using a combination of civil and military radar installations, which provide a

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

be handled in the light of the particular circumstances at the time and might if deemed

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

I hope this explains our position.

Yours sincerely,
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Ministry of Defence ,

Room 6/10 Metropole Building gua Gel on a ure Cooke!
Northumberland Avenue, London WC2N SBP Sectiofied@

Your ref D/DAS/71/24 Enc. Post war Molesworth qf
CIA de-class. docs

4.

6 September 2002

> TET
RAF Molesworth - Unconventional Flying Objects

I refer to your letter dated 30th August and thank you for replying to my letters addressed to

your colleague, reference to ‘unconventional’ flying objects does refer to

UFOs but I pre by that description to separate them from the emerging

aeronautic technologies that still remain subject to known aerodynamic principles.

Inote your comments regarding the close co-operation between the US and UK security

common defence interests and I am, of course, aware of the general principles of SIGINT

operations carried out at Menwith and GCHG- and elsewhere.

However, whilst I am aware of the MOD's well known stance re: interest only in breaches of

UK airspace, I have some difficulty in accepting that the MOD's interest is solely that

particularly when reports of strange aerial objects come from solid professional sources - eg,

civilian pilots and serving members of the armed forces.

To support my initial enquiry, I enclose copies of material gleaned from the web which, you

may find interesting. Unclassified CIA name RAF Molesworth as recipients of such

information and whilst the Molesworth JAC is largely turned over to the US and NATO, I find

it hard to believe that the MOD would have no interest. Unless, of course, you are now

saying that the subject of UFOs is no longer studied by the MOD. Presumably, because the

MOD possesses the truth about them or that the MOD view them as an inconsequential and

harmless phenomenon.

I do not wish to take up a lot of your time on this because I appreciate you are bound by rules

concerning security issues (especially at this time) but I would appreciate a worthwhile and

meaningful reply if possible.

Yours sincerely



Post War Molesworth Page | of 4

; seard Bomb Group (H) Acociation Post-War Molesworth

HOME » SEARCH « DEDICATION «MEMBERSHIP = REUNIONS »« POST EXCHANGE « GUEST BOOK

AIRCRAFT « MISSIONS » CREW PHOTOS ® NOSE ART « SUPPORT UNITS = HISTORY = PHOTOS

PERSONNEL © IN MEMORIAM = POW TRIBUTE « 8-17 THUNDERBIRD = ART = WHAT'S NEW = LINKS

MOLESWORTH, ENGLAND

Following World War Il

[exert from "Might in Flight" Copyright ©1997 Harry D. Gobrecht]

iw Royal Air Force - 1945 to 1946

01 July 1945 RAF repossessed the Molesworth airfield. Assigned to RAF 12

Group.

46 July 1945 RCAF 441 and 442 Squadrons arrive with their Mustang II and IV

fighters

27 July 1945 1335 Conversion Unit came in from Coleme with Meteor Ils. The

Unit converted from a piston to a jet Fighter Squadron.

10 Aug 1945 RCAF 441 and 442 Squadrons disbanded. RAF 234 Squadron

moves in from Hutton Cranswick.

07 Sept 1945 RAF 19 Squadron moved in with Mustang IVs

March 1946 RAF 19 Squadron replaced Mustangs with Spitfire XVIs

August 1945 RAF 124 Squadron arrived with Meteor Ills.

06 Oct 1945 RAF 124 Squadron departs Molesworth.

15 Oct 1945 First Meteor accident. Ran out of fuel. Came down two miles from

Polebrook.

Late Oct 1945 RAF 223 Squadron arrived from Weston Zoyland to convert to

Meteors.

09 Nov 1945 RAF 129 Squadron arrived from Brussels, Belgium with Spitfire

IXs.

03 Dec 1945 RAF 129 Squadron departed for Hutton Cranswick.

11 Dec 1945 RAF 222 Squadron left for Exeter.

Mid Feb 1946 RAF 234 Squadron arrived to convert to Meteors.

March 1946 RAF 234 Squadron departed for Boxted. ~

28 June 1946 RAF 19 Squadron. Replaced their Mustang IVs with Spitfire

XVIs

28 June 1946 RAF 19 Squadron departs Molesworth.

e September 1946 RAF 54 Squadron arrives with Tempest IIs

e October 1946 RAF 54 Squadron departs. Molesworth put on care and

maintenance status.

United States Air Force - 1951 to 1957

July 1951 Molesworth station re-opened for the USAF. A long single runway

was laid superimposed upon the conventional three runway site.

February 1954 USAF 582nd Air Resupply Group arrives. Brought twelve B-

29s, four Grumman SA-16A Amphibians, three C-119s (able to use RATO gear)

and a C-47. The primary mission was search and rescue of reconnaissance

aircraft forced down in hostile territory Base Commander Colonel Thomas A.

http://www.303rdbga.com/h-postwar.html 05/09/2002
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@ Holdman

e¢ Mid 1956 USAF 47th Bomb Wing was at Molesworth with a few B-45s while
their home base at Alconbury, England had runway repairs. VWWB-50 weather

reconnaissance aircraft. 86th Bomb Squadron and 801st Engineer Aviation

Battalion at Molesworth

° 25 Oct 1956 USAF 582nd ARG dissolved into 42nd Treap Carrier Squadron

(M) directly controlled by USAFE Hq 3rd AF. Aircraft - C-119, C-54, C-47 and

SA 16A

» 31 May 1957 USAF 42nd TCS transferred to Alconbury where they remained

until 8 Dec 1957

e 08 Dec 1957 USAF 42nd TCS de-activated. Molesworth was used as a family

housing annex, Defense Reutilization and Marketing Office supply and spare

parts storage depot, a reserve airfield and a Defense Mapping Agency site A

few WB-50s made use of Molesworth.

« 1973 The Molesworth Airbase was closed.

Molesworth Runways Removed

e 1980 The ARC Eastern Region with the approval of the Ministry of Defense,

began a two-year demolition project at the Molesworth airfield. Hardcore runway

concrete was used on motor ways and trunk road construction. The debris of

crumbling buildings left over from the war years was removed

303rd Tactical Missile Wing - 1981 to 1989

« 1981-1985 Molesworth was designated as one of Britain's Cruise Missile
Bases. Parts of the outside perimeter became the site of a "Peace Camp" for

those demonstrating against the missiles to be deployed in 1985.

*« 06 Feb 1985 Defense Secretary Michael Haseltine led a midnight raid to oust

the Molesworth base "peaceniks" - Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament

squatters. They secured the base with 7 1/2 miles of razor-tipped steel fencing.

Three Battalions of 1,500 Royal Engineers, 100 Defense Ministry Police and 600

civilian police descended upon the base. They ousted the protester campers

and fenced the entire perimeter of RAF Molesworth in the "Battle of

Molesworth".

10 July 1986 Headquarters USAF granted approval to change the numerical

designator of the 550th Tactical Missile Wing to the 303rd in honor of

Molesworth's illustrious wartime inhabitants.

12 Dec 1986 The 303rd Tactical Missile Wing was activated by MajGen

William K. James, 3rd AF Commander. Colonel Kent Harbaugh was given
command, It operated out of newly constructed RAF facilities. Responsibilities

included the employment of four BGM 109 Ground Launched Cruise Missiles

(GLCM) flights within the United Kingdom in support of NATO objectives. The

GLCM (pronounced "glick-um") was a mobile ground-to-ground tactical Nuclear

missile. Its sophisticated guidance system enabled it to penetrate enemy

territory at low altitudes and subsonic speeds. The 303rd TMW was a part of the

3rd Air Force, RAF Mildenhall, England. It reported to Headquarters, United

States Air Forces in Europe, Ramstein Air Base, West Germany. A unit of the

Royal Air Force Regiment was employed in support of or as integral members of

the 303rd Missile Security Squadron. The groups primary task was to provide

security for GLCM flights during dispersal and providing security for the GLCM

alert and maintenance areas.

» 23 July 1987 RAF Molesworth was returned to USAF command by the RAF

e 17 Dec 1987 The 303rd TMW achieved initial operational capability, ahead of

http://www. 303rdbga.com/h-postwar.html 05/09/2002



Post War Molesworth Page 3 of 4

schedule. After lengthy Initial Nuclear Surety Testing, by USAF and RAF

authorities, the 303rd TMW achieved excellent ratings in all areas and won the

best ever ratings of a GLCM Missile Wing.

30 May 1988 The Intermediate Nuclear Forces (INF) Treaty was ratified

despite last-minute reservations by members of Congress. The 303rd TMW

began looking forward to drawdown and closure. The 1983 deployment of

GLCMs in Europe by President Reagan helped force the Soviet Union to the

bargaining table, beginning a process that culminated in the INF Treaty between

the U.S. and USSR which was signed in December 1987. The INF Treaty

eliminated two entire classes of nuclear weapons -- the GLCM and the Ground

Launched Ballistic Missile (GLBM), both of which had been deployed in Europe.

It was the first time in the history of the Cold War that an entire class of nuclear

weapons were eliminated from the U.S. and USSR arsenals.

20 July 1988 Ten Soviet inspectors, per INF treaty conditions, arrived and

began their inspection of RAF Mosesworth. The inspection went off without a

hitch.

08 Sept 1988 Ata Media Day Presentation, 150 of the worlds press corps,

including members of the Eastern European press, witnessed the departure of

the first two Cruise Missiles. They were taken by road to RAF Alconbury, for

return to the USA for destruction. During the next few weeks the 303rd

continued the drawdown and return of missiles and warheads to the USA.

31 Jan 1989 The 303rd TMW was deactivated. USAF Security Police and

MOD Police still manned Molesworth gates and patrolled her fences.

MOLESWORTH OPENS AGAIN WITH A NEW MISSION

THE JOINT ANALYSIS CENTER

JAC APPROVAL AND ACTIVATION

-\ Approximately a year after the 303rd Tactical Missile Wing left

"| RAF Molesworth the base was assigned a new mission. On 1

i September 1989 four individuals arrived at Molesworth bringing

with them the whispers of a new intelligence mission.

During the Fall of 1990 and Spring of 1991 the rumblings of a

new mission grew louder. After discussions between the British

Government, the United States and NATO authorities, the United States European

Command decided to develop RAF Molesworth as a new intelligence base. In late

Spring of 1991 Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher authorized the formation of a Joint

Analysis Center ("JAC") at RAF Molesworth. After additional planning and high level

approvals, final approval for the JAC was granted. The JAC was activated at

Molesworth on 1 October 1991.

JAC MISSION AND PERSONNEL

The role of the JAC is to process and analyze military information from a variety of

sources for the benefit of the United States and NATO. Responsibility consists of

eighty-three countries across Europe, Africa and the Middie East The JAC reports to

the Director of Intelligence (J-2), Headquarters, USEUCOM, in Stuttgart-Valhingen,

Germany.

The JAC employs over 750 military and civilian employees from the four military

services (Air Force, Army, Navy and Marines) and other Government Agencies as

well as civilian contractors. The 423rd Air Base Squadron, with approximately 250

http://www.303rdbga.com/h-postwar.html 05/09/2002
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employees at Molesworth, provides support services to RAF Molesworth, Alconbury

and Upwood.

PRESERVATION OF THE 303RD BOMBARDMENT GROUP (H)} HERITAGE

Anew JAC Headquarters and Operations Building No. 100 was dedicated on 15

August 1994. It was named the 303rd Bomb Group (Heavy) Memorial Building also

known as the Might in Flight Building. A beautiful billboard size sign was placed in

front of the building with the 303rd BG(H) and JAC insignias, a 303rd BG(H) B-17

silhouette, the building name plus "Might in Flignt 1942-1945." The "Might in Flight”

name was approved after being suggested by members of the 303rd BG(H)

Association. Attending the dedication ceremony, representing the 303rd BG(H) were:

J. Ford and Betty Kelley, Quentin and Virginia Hargrove, Harry and Thomas

Gobrecht, Carlton Smith, Eugene Girman, Malcolm and Iris Magid.

15 August 1944 was the fiftieth anniversary of the bombing of the Weisbaden,

Germany airfield that was the subject of artist Keith Ferris’ 25 foot by 75 foot mural in

oil Fortresses under Fire which covers the entire back wall of the World War Il

Gallery of the Smithsonian Institution's Air and Space Museum in Washington, DC.

Keith Ferris attended the ceremony, which included the unveiling of a print of his

painting. Two original paintings of the famed British artist Keith Hill were also unveiled

The two paintings, Molesworth Dawn and Might in Flight were done specifically for

the occasion. Original paintings by other British artists have since been added to the

building including two by Mike Bailey and one, The Courage of Eagles, by Ronald

Wong.

Other JAC buildings commemorating the 303rd BG(H) heritage are the Mathis

Headquarters Building and Vosler Hall named in honor of the two 303rd BG(H)

Medal of Honor award recipients, and the Thunderbird Lounge named after the

303rdBG(H) F et

A large red triangle "C" B-17 tail insignia is reproduced on the WWII Molesworth "J"

hanger door - one of the few remaining WWIi Molesworth structures. The new JAC

"Might in Flight" building Conference Room was named the Major General Lewis E.

Lyle Conference Room after one of the 303rd BG's most distinguished

Commanders. The "Might in Flight Building," the “Heritage Room" in building 320 and

other RAF Molesworth building proudly display paintings and prints by Keith Ferris,

Keith Hill, Mike Baily and Richard Wong, as well as prints by other artists,

photographs, artifacts and memorabilia of the 303rd BG(H) crews and activities.

Numerous wood carvings by William F. Adams are also displayed. JAC

Commanders and personnel make a continuous effort to preserve the heritage of the

303rd BG(H) and have commissioned some of the paintings and prints that are

displayed.

JAC Commanders have been Colonel Glen D. Shaffer, USAF, Colonel Philip C.

Marcum, USA, Colonel Frances M. Early, USAF, Captain Michael A. Noll, USN and

Captain Tony L. Cothron, USN. 423rd Air Base Squadron Commanders have been

LtCol Evans, LtCol John Howe, USAF and LtCol Carl E. Zimmerman, USAF.

http://www 303rdbga.com/h-postwar.html 05/09/2002
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PAGE: 0012

TO THE FRENCH EMBASSY, ANDWE HAVE SENTTO THE BEC, ANDTo THE

REUTERS AND PEOPLE LIKE THAT, YOU KNOW, ROBOOY HAS YET RESPONDED.

SUT WE HAVE MADE THE APPEAL AND WE ARE STILL MAKING IT. END

RECORDING

THIS REPORT MAY CONTAIN COPYRIGHTED MATERIAL, COBYING AND

DISSEMINATION IS PROHIBITED WITHOUT PERMISSION OF THE COPYRIGHT

OWNERS

UNCLASSIFIED
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£ on RAR jretorai of Air Staff (Visiting Forces)
MINK FENCE
Room 6/10 Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N SBP

Telephone (Direct dial) SPST eataw Ta)
(Switchboard)

(Fax)

Your Reference:

Our Reference: D/DAS/71/24

West Sussex

RAF MOLESWORTH — UNCONVENTIONAL FLYING OBJECTS

Thank you for your letter of 19 July to my SiS S ction Mee sorry not to have replied
before now.

Date. 30 August 2002

Deer

I confirm that, in general terms, there is very close co-operation between the UK and US

Governments on matters of mutual defence and security interest; and indeed there is a long tradition

of our two countries working together in this respect.

Although Lam sure you will understand that I cannot go into detail about specific operations, you

do ask in particular about reports relating to Unconventional Flying Objects - which I take to refer

to UFOs. | should perhaps add that the UK’s defence interest in these is very limited and relates

only to any unauthorised breach of UK airspace. It is therefore unlikely that the Department would

have an interest in any specific data relevant to that subject.

Yours Satee ly

; ft i.Fes iv [ rprrckbion -



Telephone/Fax: Section Amy

ection, 4 ) Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy1 | _.

Ministry of Defence Qn

Room6/73 Metropole bulges
Northumberland Avenue '

London WC2N 5BP sj

H

22 August 2002

Unconventional Flying Objects

I do not appear to have received a reply to my letter dated 19th July (copy enclosed) and

wonder whether or not you are now in a position to reply.

Yours sincerely



West Sussex

Sectional ae (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy |

Ministry of Defence

Room 6/73 Metropole Building

Northumberland Avenue

London WC2N 5BP

19 July 2002

Dear 40

I am undertaking a study of the methodologies employed in data exchange between our allies

and friends and wonder whether you can help me in the specific area I aim interested in.

Since the development of RAF Molesworth as a JAC - Joint Analysis Centre (activated by

Margaret Thatcher's Government on ist October 1991), I understand from declassified CIA

documents that the JAC has received a large number of Unconventional Flying Object reports

from the FBIS - Foreign Broadcast Information Service.

Can you confirm that the MOD has full access to that data, and ifso, which MOD Department

is the responsible recipient.

Thank you in advance for your kind co-operation in this matter.

Yours sincerely



From Seaman) oe
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) PZ
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

pussies
ate

10 September 2002

Thank you for your recent letter concerning ‘unidentified flying objects’.

You requested details of a tubular object seen by Sussex Police on the 2 September 2002 as

reported on Meridian Television. To date we have received no sighting reports from Sussex

Police or anyone else for the 2 September, from anywhere in the UK. I am, therefore, unable to

assist you with this particular query.

You also asked for details of any “record company” who may hold files on UFOs. We are not

aware of any other official organisations who may hold files concerning ‘UFO’ sightings. There

are a number of groups throughout the country which have been set up by those with an interest in

these matters and details of these can be found in UFO Magazine and on the internet, where many

have their own websites.

As for MOD files on this subject, these are subject to the provisions of the Public Records Act of

1958 and 1967. This Act of Parliament states that official files generally remain closed from

public viewing for 30 years after the last action has been taken. It was generally the case that

before 1967 all "UFO" files were destroyed after five years, as there was insufficient public

interest in the subject to merit their permanent retention. However since 1967, following an

increase in public interest in this subject "UFO" report files are now routinely preserved. Any files

from the 1950s and early 1960s which did survive are already available for examination by

members of the public at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey,

TW9 4DU. Files from 1967 onwards will be routinely released to the Public Record Office at the

30 year point. With regard to release of material from these closed files, the MOD operates in

accordance with the 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 from these files is supplied wherever

possible providing it does not fall under one of the exemptions in the Code.



Finally, you asked if there are any files that have been “declassified” that we could send to you.

T enclose with this letter two sets of documents that may be of interest to you.

The first of these is a collection of papers which were released following a request made under the

Code. They concern a well known ‘UFO’ incident at Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in December

1980. These papers were put together on a file some time after these events and they include

some contemporary documents and some later correspondence with members of the public.

Where appropriate personal details have been removed in accordance with the Data Protection
Act 1998.

The second document was produced in June 1951 by the Flying Saucer Working Party and was
recently found on an unrelated file during a routine review of files for possible release to the

Public Record Office. It has now been downgraded and released into the Public Record Office,

You may be unfamiliar with this document so it may help if I explain the background to the

Flying Saucer Working Party.

During the summer of 1950 there was an increase in reports of unidentified aerial phenomena in

the UK and in August a Working Party was set up (at the suggestion of Sir Henry Tizard) who

thought “flying saucers should be investigated”. At the 11" meeting of the Joint Technical
Intelligence Committee the Chairman of the Flying Saucer Working Party presented his Report.
The Committee decided that the document should be regarded as the final report and in view of

the conclusions, the Working Party should be dissolved. This document is a copy of that Report.

You will wish to note that two short passages have been deleted. These have been retained under

Section 3(4) of the Public Record Act 1958 and are the subject of discussions between the MOD

and the relevant party.

If you are interested in the Flying Saucer Working Party, further documents may be contained in

the following files which are open for inspection at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue,

Kew, Richmond, Surrey TW9 4DU. Telephone: 0208 876 3444 Fax:0208 878 8905

DEFE 41/74 DSI/JTIC Minutes 1950

DEFE 41/75 DSI/ITIC Minutes 1951

DEFE 41/76 DSV/ITIC Minutes 1952-54

DEFE 10/496 =DSI/JTIC Minutes of Meetings April 1950-December 1951

DEFE 10/497 — DSI/JTIC Minutes of Meetings January 1952-October 1954

The Public Record Office will not conduct research, but they can supply details of private

researchers or alternatively, you could ask someone to view this material on your behalf. Copies

of documents can be obtained for a small fee.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



In replying to this letter, please write on the envelope:
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) e . _

Operations & Policy 1a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

WC2N SBP

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

E-Mail das-laopspoll a@deferty-aeanun

Your Reference

Bristol Bi Ree g
Date
JO September 2002

eo ah
1am writing with reference to the message you recently left on the DAS (LA) Operations”

& Policy 1 answerphone, in which you request information on reported sightings of ‘unidentified

flying objects’ to the Ministry of Defence. 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. 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. Sighting reports can

also be left on our answerphone. 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.

Finally, the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer’

matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it

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

substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. I hope this is helpful.

Vous Siu
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From:

Directorateof Air Staff (Lower Airspace) - O
Operations & Policy 1 2
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE ;

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

WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) N20 8 o006

(Fax) {

(GTN)

Your Reference

Our Ref
Bus ketare
ateent 

9 September 2002

Thank you for your letter of 31 August in which you requested copies of papers on the alleged

‘UFO?’ incident at Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in December 1980.

Please find enclosed copies of the MOD file concerning the events in Rendlesham Forest which

was released last year under the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information. This is

a compilation of papers which had been assembled on one file some time after the alleged event.

Some are contemporary with the events and others are later correspondence showing MOD staff

attempts to reconstruct the action taken in order to answer public enquiries. We have examined

our files of the period in an effort to identify any other papers which had not been included in this

file and a few internal letters were found. Copies of these have also now been added to this file.

The names and addresses of those who have corresponded with the MOD have been obscured in

accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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FroDirectorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) | 4 7
Operations & Policy 1 le

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE - ~
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,

WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 72

(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Our Reference
D/DAS/64/3
Date
2 September 2002

West Lothian

ection 4

Thank you for your e-mail regarding your research into ‘unidentified flying objects’. Your

message has been passed to us, as 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. 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 question about UFO organisations, we are not aware of any official

organisations for the study of UFOs. There are a number of groups throughout the country which

have been set up by those with an interest in these matters and details of these can be found in

UFO Magazine and on the internet, where many have their own websites.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

: ~"

\ DAD
laqanis vee

sa aue
ba &ewe ae Lan ying /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To_ DAS C Le] Qo — TORefNo_4354. 2002

Date 27. (C-

The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD" has received the attached
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained

nor acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department’.

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and

your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,

exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent with

of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

An Open Government Code ofPractice on Access to Government Information came

into forcein 1997, All replies to members of the public must bein accordance with

the procedures set out in the Code (a fuii expianation is contained in DCi(Gen)

232/01; further information is available from DG Info BSection 40 |
Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple

systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public

(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This

information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In

addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for

information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

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

Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU

PCHOES> Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.ulk;

° w: http://main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

OQ)
INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5" August 2002 ”
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Page 1 of 1

Ministers

23 August 2002 13:10

To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subject: Research

Dear Sir/Madam,

research and would like to know if there is any organisations setup in Britain to which
lam conducting som

ightings or contacts are reported before they are reported to the MOD or the Air Force ?
the subject of UFO si

If so are these military organisations or civilian ? \fnot do you think such an organisation would be of benefit
as it would limit the amout of reports received by the military ?

Thank You,

West Lothian

Scotland

23/08/2002
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Direc (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)

(STN)

Your Reference

Qur Reference
DIDAS/64/3
ate

28 August 2002

I am writing to acknowledge receipt of your letter of 15 August concerning the Ministry of
Defence’s policy on ‘unidentified flying objects’ and alien abduction.

Your letter seems to have crossed in the post with my reply to your previous letter, in which these
matters were addressed. [ hope this letter has now reached you and you found the information
helpful.

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) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 3000
(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Reference
/DAS/64/3
ate

20 August 2002

Thank you for your letter of 28" July concerning Ministry of Defence’s policy and views in

relation to the alien abduction phenomenon.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to alleged abductions by alien beings, the MOD is not aware of any evidence which

might substantiate the existence of extraterrestrial activity, so the matter of abduction by alien

lifeforms is a non-issue as far as the MOD is concerned. Abduction/kidnap in the general sense

is, of course, a criminal offence and as such would be a matter for the civil police.

Finally, you requested the address of the Wright Patterson Air Force Base and this is as follows;

Office of Public Affairs

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base

Dayton

Ohio

45433

T hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerley,
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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) Scone

Your Reference

pIBASEAR

East Yorkshire 1S‘August 2002

Thank you for your letter of 9 August concerning the photograph of an alleged ‘unidentified

flying object’ in the August edition of UFO Magazine.

First, it may be helpful if I explain the Ministry of Defence’s position regarding ‘UFO’ matters.

The MOD 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 questions about the photograph, I will answer these in the same order as your

letter.

1&2. We have receive no reports from anywhere in the UK for 15 June 2002.

3. Without contacting every helicopter squadron it is not possible to say whether there were any

military helicopters in the area at the time. However, you may wish to be aware that there are a

number of offshore oil and gas installations with helicopter platforms in the area and Withersea is

beneath a helicopter route to them.

4. The Lancaster bomber in the photograph was from the Battle of Britain Memorial Flight based

at RAF Coningsby, in Lincolnshire. It was conducting a display as part of the Withersea Golden

Jubilee Celebrations.



5. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s
@ airspace was breached by unauthorised military aircraft on the 15 June. As explained above,

unless there is evidence of a threat to the UK, the MOD does not attempt to identify precisely
what was seen.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



To Directorate of Air Staff

Ministry of Defence DAS

Room 6/73 TOONO. vecscsttnnmee.
Metropole Building 12 MAR 2009 , East Yorkshire.

Northumberland Avenue. $ 30 Buy.

London. WC2N SBP, SINE

Friday, 9 August 2002.

Dear Air Staff,

Please find details of an alleged UFO photograph taken from

Withernsea on Saturday 15 June, 2002 by a luring a Lancaster

Bomber flyby. A photograph was featured August 2002 edition p

52 and the brief article verbatim is as follows:

Section Aqgg I live in Withernsea, on the east coast of England. On
aturday une 2002, we were treated to a fly by of one of the RAF’s Lancaster

bomber. I took several snaps with my digital camera and, after downloading them on

my computer, noticed one image containing an unidentified object (upper right and

trailing the Lancaster) and looking decidedly triangular in shape. Nothing was

noticed with the naked eye at the time.

I have since contacted our local paper asking if anyone else may have captured

something odd on their cameras. I’m still waiting for a reply on that one, but one of

my friends did take video of the fly-by and I’ve asked him to take a close look — just in

case! I lookforward to your comments.’

There are a number of possible explanations, which could account foa “P p-ancorammlereport. Given the MoD’s new open policy on dealing with some such

ponder whether you can verify any of the following details.

1. Did you receive any reports of UFOs from the East Yorkshire or Lincolnshire ne so"
areas around this time? — ee

2. Did you receive any similar report, or one which matches the details as

described above?

3. Was an RAF helicopter flying in the area at the time of the above sighting? If

so can any details be furnished of it’s origin and flight movements on this

date? Would you please forward this report and enquiry on to any RAF base,

. Who this may have relevance to?

- 4, What was the origin of the Lancaster bomber (i.e RAF base); what was the

Lancaster’s manoeuvres on this date? \ pee PAF Guiage

5. Can the MoD supply an explanation for the above UFO report? -

bithesca Collen

A Fuloloe Colel vations
—s go?

Torco wry, Pre Ch KE

Yours sincerely

A orang PM yee

rat Ul duenl.



Blown up scan and print Section 4 (iia graph taken from Withernsea
Saturday, 15 June, 2002, e: Magazine August 2002 page 52.
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Direc’ (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 3000

my SRCHOREA0

Your Reference

Our Ref
Bus kel
Date
30" July 2002

Manchester

Dear | 40)

Thank you for your letter of 9" July.

Please find enclosed a copy of the Ministry of Defence file on the alleged sighting of an

‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk, in 1980 as requested. You may

wish to be aware that these documents are a compilation of papers which were put together on one

file some time after this event. Some are contemporary with the events and others are later

correspondence showing MOD staff attempts to reconstruct the action taken in order to answer

public enquiries. We have examined our files for this period to see if there were any further

documents that had not been put on this file, and copies of the few that were found have been

placed on the file and released. The papers have been anonymised in accordance with the Data

Protection Act 1998.

In your letter you also asked whether there had been any further developments or similar incidents

in the vicinity. There have been a number of allegations made about these reported events, but

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. We are not aware of any similar incidents in

the vicinity of Rendlesham Forrest in recent years.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,

/ ‘ fa pew curly wile lof dow,.



Manchester,

Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a,

Room 8245,

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,

Main Building,

Whitehall,

London,

SWIA 2HB.

9" July 2002

Dear Sir/Madam,

lam writing with reference to the alleged incident, which occurred at Rendlesham

Forest, Suffolk during the winter of 1980, involving the Bentwaters and Woodbridge

Airbases which were then leased from the Ministry of Defence to the United States

Air Force.

I believe that in May of 2001, the papers relating to this case were released by the

Ministry of Defence.

I would be very grateful, therefore, if you would kindly forward me the afore-

mentioned documents relating to this case as I have a personal interest in this

particular case.

I would also be interested in knowing if there has been any further developments

concerning this case or any similar incidents in the vicinity within recent years.

Thank you.



etyit
lzs
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) :

Operations & Policy 1 | 0
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

{Switchboard) 02072
(Fax)

(GTN)

Dat “July 2002

Your Reference

r ReferenceRDAs EA”
to tic vt

iThank you for your letter of 8" July in which you asked several questions relating to the way in
‘which the Ministry of Defence handles reports of ‘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 to the United Kingdom from an external military source, and to date no 'UFO’

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

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

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

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

investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to your questions 1 and 2, you may wish to be aware that the integrity of the UK's

airspace in peacetime is maintained through continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area

by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved by using a combination of civil and military radar

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

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

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

that perspective, we do not actively seek ‘UFO’ sightings reports, but those provided to us (from

any source) are examined and air defence staff are consulted where there is sufficient evidence to

suggest there may be something in the report of defence concern. The vast majority of reports we

receive are very sketchy and vague. Only a handful of those received in recent years have

warranted further investigation and none revealed any evidence of a threat.

You enclosed with your letter, three documents taken from a Defence Intelligence file of 1960,

and requested any similar documents that are in use today. There are no instructions in place

today that are the equivalent of these documents. Today all ‘UFO’ sighting reports are forwarded

to this Department and examined as described above. During my enquiries I have found a copy of

“Air Force Operations Room, Standard Operating Procedure No.502” which was sent to this



Department (previously named Sec(AS)2) for updating in 1985 and I enclose a copy for your

information. However, you should be aware that while this is a more up-to-date version than the
copy you have, it is not in use today. The Air Force Operations Room no longer exists and its

duties are now part of the Defence Crisis Management Centre (DCMC). Until 1997 this centre

would record any reports received out of office hours and forward them to us the next morning.

In February 1997 we introduced an answerphone to take calls during office hours and in October
1998 this was extended to a 24 hour service. The DCMC therefore no.longer receives ‘UFO’

reports and their instructions are to direct any enquirers to leave a message on our answerphone.

Finally, you asked about our policy relating to Service personnel discussing sightings with the

press. Service personnel are discouraged from discussing any defence matters with the press. It is

the duty of this office, along with air defence experts to determine whether ‘UFO’ reports are of

defence concern therefore any press enquiries should be directed to this Department through the

MOD Press Office.

Yours sincerely,



Copre ch from. D/Sec CAs) rye A

COPY NO
Sa e
e

:

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

AIR FORCE OPERATIONS ROOM

STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURE NO 502

REPORTS OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS

Reference: AF Ops/1/11

’ Annex Report of an Unidentified Flying Object\

Sponsor: Sec(AS)2

r INFORMATION

|. Sec(AS)2 co-ordinate detailed inves tigation into reports on
consulting AEW/GE and DT 55, and
the subject of UFOs when required,

iUnidentified Flying Objects,
‘Correspond with the public on

2. Circulation of reports on UFCs is the responsibility of'Sec(AS)2 during normal working hours, and AF Ops outside narmal‘Working hours. Reports may be received by telephone message or by‘Signal message.

"3. Copies of all UFC reports received in AF Ops and reports of AFOps initial investigation, are circulated to Sec(AS)2, AEW/GE and{DI 55.

7 -

(4. The above mentioned reference gives considerable detail on the‘Stages of investigation of UFO reports, and information should be‘Passed to Sec(AS)2 as early as possible.

ACTION BY THE DUTY OPERATIONS OFFICER

5. During Normal Working Hours. Refer telephone calls reportingUFOs to SecCaSye, Ext eiu0. ho action is required on signal messagereports.

6. Outside Normal Working Hours

a. Reports Received by Telephone. Complete the proforma atf the Annex to this SOP. Dispatch it through the Registry.

b. Reports Received by Signal Message

(1) Ensure that the message has been circulated to the
staffs detailed at Para 3 above.

(2) Complete para R of the proforma at the Annex to this; SOP and insert on the proforma the signal messagei
reference to which the investigation refers. Dispatch itthrough the Registry.
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7 ANNEX A TO
SOF 50s
——

(REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

A. Date, Time &

Duration of Sighting

B. Description of Object

(No of objects, size,

shape, colour, brightness)

C. Exact Position of Observer
! Location, indoor/outdoor,

, Stationary/moving

/D. How Observed (naked eye,
binoculars, other optical
device, still or movie)

t

[Ee Direction in which object

: first seen (A landmark may
be more useful than a badly

estimated bearing)

Fy Angle of Sight (Estimated
heights are unreliable)

iG. Distance*(By reference to a

\ known landmark)

H. Movements (Changes in E, F&G

may be of more use than
estimates of course and speed)

‘J. Met Conditions during Observations
(Moving clouds, haze, mist etc)

OK. Nearby Objects (Telephone lines,
i high voltage lines, reservoir, lake
: or dam, swamp or marsh, river,

high buildings, tall chimneys,

steeples, spires, TV or radio masts,

airfields, generating plant,

factories, pits or other sites with

floodlights or night lighting)



L. To whom reported (Police,

military, press etc)

M, Name & Address of Informant

N. Background of Informant that

may be volunteered

QO. Other Witnesses

P. Date, Time of Receipt

Q. Any Unusual Meteorological
Conditions

R. Remarks

Squadron Leader

Duty Operations Officer

Date... .ccsevcaee os AF Cps

Copies to:

-Sec(AS)2

AEW/GE

‘DI 55
File AF Ops/1/11
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DAG@-0ps+Polt

From: STC-OPSSPT-SO1

Sent: 10 July 2002 14:59
To: DAS-LA-OpstPol1

Subject: RE: Instructions to Aircrew

Importance: Low

Could I suggest that you contact the Air Historical Branch for access to this material, they are the

only organisation that could have records going back to the 1960s. There are no regulations to military

aircrew directing specific procedures that are to be undertaken should they sight a UFO. ATCRUs have

historic guidance from AIS(Mil) via DAS that they should report sightings/reports of sightings to DAS Ops

& Policy (yourself) in MOD, and have inherited a form from DAS' predecessors. Whilst there is guidance to

controllers at individual units, there is no STC policy issued by Ops Spt (ATC), nor is there mention in the

JSP318 or 318A. athope pat ththis helps.
f. wets c, Soca -l Recekank aoem

Flelt
OTtol-

Wg Cdr

SO1 Ops Spt

~---Original Message-----

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Polt

Sent: 10 July 2002 10:56

To: STC-OPSSPT-SO1; MOD-DASC-FW-S0O1

Subject: Instructions to Aircrew

I have responsibility for replying to correspondence from the public on ‘unidentified flying objects' and

would be grateful for any help you could provide with the following

One of our correspondents has written enclosing copies of some papers from a Defence Intelligence file

which is open in the Public Record Office. These papers were not generated by DIS but appear on their

files because they were copied to them. The documents are from the 1960s and appear to be instructions

to RAF aircrew on reporting of unusual aircraft or aerial phenomena (or UFOs). The correspondent has

made a request under the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information for the modern day

equivalent of these documents.

The documents are:

Headquarters Fighter Command Air Staff Instruction No. F/1

Reporting of Unusual Aircraft or Aerial Phenomena

Dated December 1960

Air Ministry Operations Centre - Standard Operating Procedure No. 16/60

Reports of Unidentified Flying Objects

Dated 2/st September 1960

I would be grateful for any assistance you can give me with locating these or any other instructions on

this subject that may be in operation today. Any instructions found will not necessarily be released to the

enquirer, but I first need to establish whether they exist.



Please give me a call if you need any further details.

DAS-LA-Ops+Poll
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7 JOINT REGS - FLIGHT SAFETY - OCCURRENCE REPORTING PROCEDURES

CHAPTER 071 OCCURRENCE REPORTING PROCEDURES

07101 REPORTING OF AIRCRAFT ACCIDENTS

1. All occurrences to Service aircraft are to be reported to the Ministry of Defence. Detailed procedures for theTeporting and investigation of accidents and incidents that occur in the United Kingdom or abroad are in:

RN Part 2 of these regulations
Amy Part 3 of these regulations
RAF AP 3207 (Sth edition)

A revised common Tri-Service Occurrence Report format is at Annex 071A

2. Aecidents/Incidents Involving Two or More NATO Nations. See STANAG 3531 reproduced at Annex 072A.

\ ISP 318 071-1

UNCERSSIFIED

CHANGE 8
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“e UNCLA&&SS}F1ED
Cy JOINT REGS - FLIGHT SAFETY - OCCURRENCE REPORTING PROCEDURES

ANNEX071A AIRCRAFT OCCURRENCE SIGNAL MESSAGE FORMAT

Message Content:

A. Title (Air/Ground*, Accident/Incident*) Ship/Unit Serial Number.

_ Aircraft Type, Mark and Serial Number.

Parent ship/station and Squadron.

Originator's’ rank, name, category (e.g. pilot/engineer) and role (e.g. captain/instructor/supervisor).

Pilot’s rank, name and role if different to D.

a
m
o
n

f
w

Place, date and local time of occurrence (include zone suffix).

G. Stage ofFlight; day/night/dawn/dusk*; VMC/IMC*; Takeoff/Landing*; *LAS/Mach No; OAT; Height; NVG/

NBC operations*,

H. Purpose of Flight, time of take off and landing.

J. Describe occurrence in plain language, include relevant details of h gine/cockpit/system indications

and action taken. Effect on sortie and assessment of flight safety implications.

K. (1) Main cause of occurrence.

(2) Contributory cause(s) if appropriate.

L. Occurrence cause group from JSP 318 Preliminaries.

M. Aircraf/Engine damage and repair categories. For engine related faults state engine type, mark, serial number,
position and hours run.

N. Remedial action taken or proposed. Recommendations to prevent recurrence.

0. State MF 707(ADP) reference number. State MF 760 reference number, if raised.

State mod/technical instructions if relevant.

P. Damage to civilian property, owner's name and address

Q. Completeness of this report: Complete/Under Inp igation(Ul)*. If Ul follow-up signal must be released

within 15 days.

R. State if further investigation/assistance proposed or required:

RN: No/None/A25/Ship’s Investigation/BO/RNFSAIC*

ARMY: No/None/AACFom 5/Regimental Inquiry/BOI/AIRFSO/HFU*

RAF: No/None/765B/Unit Inquiry/BOV/AAIB*

The following sections are to be used for Accident reports only.

’ §. Whether salvage required? State any factors that may assist recovery.

T. Details of any dangerous cargo, explosives or ammunition on board.

1 U. Nationality and service of crew/passengers killed/missing/injured. State degree of injury, location of casual-

ties and whether bodies have been recovered. State whether next-of-kin informed. .

* Delete as appropriate

, \ JSP318 O71A-1 CHANGE8

UNCLASSIFIED
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JSP 552° PART 800

ADMINISTRATION & INCIDENTSa

805 — INCIDENT REPORTING & INVESTIGATION

JSP 318A 805-TITLE-1 ORIGINAL



INTENTIONALLY BLANK

JSP 318A 805-TITLE-2 ORIGINAL



805 — INCIDENT REPORTING AND INVESTIGATION -
CONTROLLERS

805.100 GENERAL

805.100.1 The reporting and investigation of incidents of any sort is essential to the safe
management of the air traffic services provided by military units. The aim of flight safety reporting
procedures is to provide for the rapid identification of the causes of air and ground incidents, and of the

actual and potential flight safety hazards associated with these incidents, so that appropriate action can

be taken to prevent any recurrence and minimise risk. The final reports are not to apportion blame nor

indicate any disciplinaryaction taken.

Note: Appendix 7 contains detailed information and instructions for aircrew regarding incident

reportingand investigation.

805.105 TYPES OF INCIDENT REPORT

$05.105.1 Aircraft Proximity Report (Airprox). An Airprox is a situation in which, in
the opinion of a pilot or controller, the distance between aircraft as well as their relative positions and

have been such that the safety of the aircraft involved was or may have been compromised. This
definition is the UK National definition, which has been filed with ICAO as a ‘difference’ from the

ICAO definition. Comprehensive details regarding Airprox reporting are at 805.120.4.

805.1052 ATC Occurrence Report (ATCOR). An ATCOR is submitted by a civil controller
for an occurrence, which does not meet the criteria for an Airprox. Further informationis contained in
MATS Part 1, Section 6 and CAP 382 Mandatory Occurrence Reporting Scheme. les may
include infringements of CAS, losses ofprescribed separation. Details regarding the military follow-up

action to an ATCOR are at 805.130.

805.1053 Air Incident Report (Control ATR {Ol A military controller may submit an AIR
(C) wheneverhe considers that the safetyof an ai has been or could have been prejudiced by a
hazard or potential hazard. Comprehensivedetails regarding AIR (C) reports are at 805.135.

805.105.4 Breach of ATC Regulations Breaches of ATC Regulations and Flying Discipline
are to be itted, in accordancewith 805.135 and 805.140 whenever a military controller considers
thata pilot has committed a breach of ATC instructionscontained in these regulations.

805.1055 All Incidents. Following an incident, the supervisor/ATCO VC is to undertake the
actions listed at Annex 805F. The follow up actions to be undertaken by the Unit Cdr/SATCO/S Ops
Oare listed atAnnex 805G.

305.110 REPORT FORMS

805.110.1 ATC Initial Incident Reports 1 and 2 — Annexes 805C & D are to be submitted
when reporting, or responding to, any of the incidents listed at 805.105.

Note:An example ofa signalled ATC Incident Report, ifrequired, can befound atAnnex 805E.

805.115 AIR TRAFFIC SERVICE UNITS — RADAR AND COMMUNICATION
RECORDINGS

Note: Where RT recordingfacilities exist onboard HM Ships, thefollowing regulations also apply.

805.115.1 Transmissions on ATC frequencies and, whenever possible, landline communications,
are to be recorded(ANO Article 105 refers). Such recordingsare to be retained for a period of at least
30 days prior to the re-use of the recording medium. In addition, units with a capability of recording
radar data are to retain the original recording for a period of at least 30 days prior to their re-use.

JSP 318A 805-1 ORIGINAL



© sosis2 Immediately following an incident/accident the relevant original recording is to be
impounded and held in a secure conttiner, impounded recordings are not {0 be retumed to service
without the approval of SO2 ATC (S&T) 3 at HQ STC. Furthermore,in order to protect the recording
medium from inadvertent damage, such recordings, which may be required for the investigation of an
accident, are not to be re-recorded or copied without the permission of the president/head of the inquiry.
A record of impound action/release of impounded recordings back to service is to be noted in the ATC
watch log.

805.1153 Requests for release of original recordings, copies or tape transcriptsfrom bodies other
than boards of inquiry are to be referred to SO2 ATC (8&1) 3, for DPA, D Flying (ATO), or for
ASACS Units, SO3 ASSU OSA.

805.120 INCIDENT REPORTING — INVESTIGATION AND ASSESSMENT OF
ALL INCIDENTS IN THE UNITED KINGDOM AND OVERSEAS

805.120.1 For the purpose of these procedures, UK airspace is defined as the London and Scottish
FIRs/UIRs, with the Shanwick FIR/Oceanic CTA and Channel Islands R Airspace.
Overseas is ed as any airspace outside these areas, AIR (C) and ATCORs will only be raised in the
United Kingdom.

805.120.2 Actioi a Controllerwhen informed of an incident by a Third Whena
controlleris informed of an the ATS/ASACS Unit Supervisoris to be i immediately.
In addition, an attempt to identify the reported aircraft is to be made. The immediate actions required of ‘
the Supervisor at ATS/ASACS Units are noted at 805.120.5 and Annex 80SF. The Incident Report is
to be faxed or e-mailed to the relevant HQ and LATCC (Mil) AIS (Mil) (PSTN 01895 426153 or DFTS
95243 ext 6153) at the earliest opportunity.

805.1203 Action by 2 Controller Intending to Submitan Incident i rs).

a A military controller intending to submit an Incident Report relating to an aircraft under
his control is to inform his Supervisor immediately. The Supervisoris to make an initial
assessment of the circumstances, taking care to record the information required (see 805.1205
and Annex 805F), and report the details to the Unit Cdr/SATCO/SOpsO; thereafter, an Incident
Reportmay be raised.

db. Within the context of an incident, the term ‘controller’ applies equally to RN/RAF Air
Traffic Controllers operating at an ATSU, RN/RAF Fighter/Weapons Controllers operating
from an ASACS Unit and Controllers operating onboard HM Ships, within UK airspace as
defined 805.120.1 above. The subsequent reporting sequence is delineated as appropriate.

c. With the exception of DPA air weapons ranges and airfields, at military ATSUs where
civilian ATCOs licensed by the CAA are establishedto provide an ATS, applicable

lures detailed in MATS Pt 1 are to be followed. Information copies of all reportsare to be
submitted to SO2 ATC (S&T) 3 at HQ STC. Subsequent investigationof the ATC aspects is
conductedby the Air Traffic Services Investigations (ATSD department of the CAA who will
liaise with HQ STC regarding any procedural factors that have impinged on the Airprox where

iate. At DPA units, reporting action is to follow DFATCIs and ATSI will liaise with the
Directorate of Flying through D Flying (ATC).

805.120.4 Immediate actions by theS — ATS/ASACS Units& HM . (SeeAnnex 805F). Should the Supervisorbe actively Bo SAS ats 6M Ships. (Gee
presence at the control p ition concerned, he is to detail another qualified controller to complete the
initial checks. If all qualified controllers are actively engaged in the control of aircraft, that fiction is to
take priority over the immediate requirements of this order. Within the foregoing constraints the
Supervisor is to ensure the following action is taken when an incident is reported:

a Check the controller’sradar display to establish whether or not the aircraft concerned
are painting as primary radar retums, secondary radar responses or plot extracted position

ISP 318A 805-2 ORIGINAL



b. Note the general conditions of the radar picture such as traffic density, weather or other
interference, radar head(s) in use etc. % *
c. Make an assessment of the controller’s workload in terms of both the number of aircraft
and frequencies being handled, degree of difficulty with the particular task and nature of the air
traffic service(s)being provided.

a Have the controller(s) relievedand instruct (each of) them to completethe ATC

Incident Report Part 1 ~ Controller illustrated at Annex 805C, while details of the occurrence
can still be accurately recalled; a step-by-step guide can be found on the reverse of the Incident

The duration of this period of relief will vary according to the nature of the incident and

the depth of the controller’s involvement.

e Inform Stn and Unit Cdr, SATCO or SOpsO as appropriate.

£ (For ‘Aisprox Incidents) Pass details of the Airprox to LATOC (Mil) AIS (Mil) ext 6153
who will conduct tracing action if required for Airprox in the UK, and the next higher formation
for Airprox overseas.

g. Record brief details of the occurrence in the Watch Log.

h Record details of the incident on the ATC Incident Report Part 2 - Supervisor,

illustrated at Annex 805D; a step-by-step guide can be found on the reverse of the Incident
eport.

i Telephone brief details as soon as possible to:

@ Military ATSUs HQ STC SO2 ATC (S&T) 3 or SO3 ATC (S&T) 3a.

Outside normal working hours, the SMS at LATCC (Mil), whe acts as the ATC Duty

Officer,is to be notified.

(i) ASACS Units HQ 2 Gp (S03 ASACS ASSU OSA) 95271 7318 or, for

‘iden involving RNSEC or FCs appointedto Naval Air Squadrons, COMNA (SO2

(ii) DPAATSUs In accordance with DFATCIs.

Arrangefor the original RT, landline and, where applicable, radar recordings to be
impounded. Original recordings may not be retumed to service until the Airprox has been
assessed by the UKAB and the ATSU/ASACS Unit has been informed in writing that the
investigation is concluded.

305.1205 Initial Investigation by Unit Cdr/SATCO/S Ops O.

a Initial Report, As soon as practicable after the occurrence the Unit Cdr/SATCO/
SOps0, is to liaise with HQ STC Spt (ATO §staff (normally SO2 ATC (S&T) 3) to
determine a course of action. Should actionbe required, the Unit Cdr/SATCO/SOps0,
using all the available information, is to complete an initial investigation into the incident.
Following the initial review of the occurrence an ATC Incident Report Part I - Controllerin the
format detailed at Amnex 805C is to be faxed or e-mailed to the relevant HQ.

b. Post Incident Considerations Regarding Personnel Involved. Whena controller is
involved in an occurrence, he is to be relieved from the controlling position, in order to enable
the initial reporting actions to be taken. Beforehe is retumed to , the Unit
Cdr/SATCO/SOpsO, using all the available information, is to decide whether controller
should be withdrawnfrom controlling pending a more comprehensive enquiry. The Unit

Cdr/SATCO/SOpsO should ee ate Calderon that peosconel involvedmay suffer from
shock or similar post incident trauma. If there is any doubt as to their wellbeing, or their ability
to continue with their duties, the Unit Cdr/SATCO/SOpsO is to ensure the personnel seck

medical advice. Details of this initial investigation are to include a review of radar recordings,
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@ Ree OE the ivesigntenidscsion making process weuld te dee ee
supervisory stati investi; SE ere inna: should be documented. It is
accepted withdrawalof a controller particularly in iet hoursor during
extremely busy periods, could result in refusals of service. TM

805.120.6 Controllers operating from HM Ships. Controllers operating from HM Ships are to
e-mail or fax Annexes F and G to COMNA SO2 ATC, or raise an unclassifiedsignal in the format
specifiedat Annex 805H.

805.120.7 Detailed Reporting Action. (See Annex 805G). The OC Unit/SATCO/SOps0is to
carry out a thorough investigation into an incident and is to compile a detailed report, which is to
inchuide:

a One copy of the completed ATC Incident Report Parts 1& 2 with statements from all

controllers involved.

b. A narrative report by any other person able to contribute to the investigation.

c A factual summary of events excluding opinion.

One copy of the RMandline/position tapetape transcription covering the period of the
occurrence, beginning no later than the point at which the type of service was stated and

produced in the format shown at Annex 805A. The following certificate is to be added at the.
end of the transcript signed by SATCO/SOpsO as appropriate:

“Certified true transcription of RT and landline communication by the (Control
Position) on (date)... .- (year)......”

Transcripts ofall frequencies, positions and landlines where the subject aircraft are discussed are
to be included.

e A copy of an ERC fragment/diagram or tracing of track(s) of the aircraft if any aircraft
involved was receiving a radar service. For Area Radar Units, copies of radar

photographs/videoprints covering thewe period leading up to the incident with relevantai
retums indicated. The sourceof the radar information is to be stated and the photographs are to

Setaret iadetalae ets aedFt not ly i S) 0 copies of a win;
times and are to be included. wading .

Copies of any other documentation relevant to the investigation of the Airprox eg
Lettersof Agreement, Memorandum of Understanding, Airspace Co-ordination Notices,
NOTAMS, Flight Plans or Local Orders.

805.120.8 Report Distribution, Copies of the reports required at para 805.120.7a are to be
forwarded under a covering RESTRICTED — STAFF letter, to the appropriate HQ staff as follows:

a. Military ATC Units.

@ S02 ATC (S&T) 3 at HQ STC, or DPA D Flying (ATC) as appropriate. For
RN ATSUs, an information copy is also to be sent to COMNA (SO2 ATC).

Gi) —- For military airfields, if'a station aircraft is involved, the SATCO is to forward
a copy of the reports at 805.120.7a to the SFSO.

b. ASACS Units. HQ 2 Gp (SOi ASSU) or, (for incidents involving RNSFC or
FCs appointed to Naval Air Squadrons) COMNA (SO2 ATC) as appropriate.

c. HM Ships COMNA (SO2 ATC) info FOSF.
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805.120.9 CoveringLetter. The covering letter is to include:

a A personal assessment of the causal factors.

b. Any action taken or recommended in respect of any deficiency of procedure or
personnel.

805.125 FURTHER DETAILS PERTINENT TO AIRPROX REPORTING ONLY

805.125.1 Airprox incidents are to be investigated in accordance with the principles contained
within ICAO DOC 4444~ RAC/501/11 (Procedures for Air Navigation) by the nation in whose

airspacethey occur. Over and above the instructions and information contained within 805.120, the

following details apply to AIRPROX reporting only:

Al Airprox oocurring within UUK Airspace are to be investigated by the appropriate HQ
and examined according to the procedures outlined below. Aprox within UK airspace 2
assessedby the United Kingdom Airprox Bow (UKAD) cise oly under be ues
of the MOD and CAA, with the sole objective of enhancingflight safety.

b. For an Airprox involving aircraft of a NATO nation in the UK or UK Military aircraft

operatingin a non-UK. NATO FIR, reports are to be submitted to the investigating nation in
accordance with STANAG 3750.

805.125.2 In additionto the UK airspace definedat 805.120.1, an investigation by UKC authorities
may also be required if the Airprox occurs in adjacent FIR/UIRS where the responsibility for the
provision of ATC has been delegatedto the

805.1253 Actions to be Taken by AIS (Mil) - Airprox in UK Airspace Only.

a Tracing Action. On receipt of an Airprox report, AIS (Mil) is to attempt to identify the
reported aircraft if the reporting unit has not already done so. The prompt identificationof the
reported aircraft is of vital importance. Action addresseesof a “REQUEST

IDENTIFICATION” signal are to investigate thoroughly any possible involvement of their
aircraft (including attachments and detachments) and reply to AJS (Mil) no later than the time
statedin the signal, nil returnsare The tracing of unidentified civil aircraft within the
UK FIRs/URs is the responsibility o! AIS (Mil if initial efforts to ace the aircraft by LATCC
(Civil) have proved unsuccessfill. Close liaison between the UKAB and AIS (Mil) is essential.
AIS (Mil) is to inform the UKAB of all reported Airprox and is to keep the UKAB appraised of

trace action. The UKAB is to guide AIS (Mil) on the nature and extent of action
required and advise AIS (Mil) when tracing action may be terminated. if tracing action
subsequently reveals that the reported aircraft was receiving a service from a military
ATS/ASACS unit, S02 ATC (S&T)3 at HQ STCis to be informed immediately. HQ STC
may initiate tracing action for ATCORs, AIR(C)s and Breaches of ATC Regs.

b. Civilianpilot involvement. On receipt of an initial Airprox report filed by a civil pilot,
AIS (Mil) is to pass the details to the UKAB and the appropriate ACC Supervisor. Details of
the report and any evidence supporting identification are to be distributed by signal to the
appropriate

Airprox. Signals. Within 24 hrs of a pilots Airprox confirmatory report/controilers
report being received, or when the reported airoraft has been traced and a report or signal
received, whicheveris the earlier, AIS (Mil) is to repeatby signal, each pilot’s orATS/ASACS
Unit's report to the appropriate addressees using the SIC KQJ.

805.125.4 Airprox Investigation and Assessment— UK.

Investigationby Unit--General. Military units are to investigate the involvement of
their own airerafV/personnel in an Airprox unless otherwise directed by MOD. Conclusions
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from such investi;gins tes it opis of isd npr ran an hen
proposed, are to command headquarters ight Safety staff to the Director
UKAB. Pesce tered enotial acto affects air traffic pattems/airspace,then
action must be co-ordinated through HQ STC Ops Spt (ATC) and noted on F765A.

b. Military ATC Units. HQ STC Ops Spt (ATC) is to investigate any involvement of
military ATSUs in an Airprox and may also be required to act when Airprox occur in the UK
LFS, UK Danger Areas or between. aircraft executing airfield pattems and procedures.
Comprehensive reports are sent to the Director UKAB; ion copies of associated reports
are distributed to military units/command HQs involved and the CAA as appropriate.

c. ASACS Units. COMNA or HQ 2 Gp as appropriate, is to investigate the involvement
of RN/RAF ASACS Units in an Airprox. Findings and recommendationsare to be sent to the
Director UKAB with copies of associated reports.

d. Controllers operating onboard HM Ships.) COMNAis to investigate the involvement
of an HM Ships' controller(s)in an Airprox. Findings and recommendationsare to be sent to
the Director UKAB with copies of associated reports.

‘oreign Agencies. Airprox incidents involving foreign aircraft within UK airspace as

Sefined is BOS TDG D cis oro foniin miliary ATSU viding a service to a British military
or civilian aircraft, within this airspace, are to be according to the proceduresdetailed in
these regulations.

Chjeatve of eases reported Algor mth interests of enhancing fightsafey.‘The UABobjective of assessing x in the interests0! UKAB
comprises a Director, who is appointed conjointly by the Chief of the Air Staff and the
Chairman CAA, a Secretariat and 14 Board members drawn from appropriate airspace users.
Regular Board Meetings are convened by the Director, who acts as Chairman. The UKAB is
charged with determiningwhat occurred, the primary cause of a reported Airprox and to
classify, in its opinion, the risk of collision. It is not the purpose of the UKAB to apportion
blameor liability. The Board may comment on any remedial action taken and, where
appropriate, make safety recommendationsto appropriate bodies. The UKABis also
Raa dies nine Teconis of reported Aitprox and making information availabe to

g. UKAB Final Report. A final report of each Airprox investigation and assessment will
be forwarded by the Director UKAB, via the chain of command, to all pilots and controllers
involved. The report, which will not identify individual or company names, will include a

precis of the information available from those involved and comment from appropriate
authorities; a summary of the deliberations of the Board, whose opinion as to cause and degree
ofrisi is also recorded. These individual reports are collated into a six monthly report issued by
the Director .

h. Follow-up Action. Any safety recommendationsthat the Board may have cause to
make are forwarded by the Director to the relevant authority. It is the responsibilityof that
authority to consider What action is appropriate and to advise the UKAB when any follow-up
action has been completed.

805.125.5 irprox Investigation and Examination— Overseas. Until notified otherwise, the
investigationand examination of Airprox incidents overseas is to be in accordance with the instructions
given in RAF GAT J 1021, Part TL, para, 10 ef seq (as amended). HHowever,all references to ‘C (G)
TO(RAF Overseas)’ are to be deleted and ‘thethe UKAB?’ inserted

905.130 FURTHER DETAILS PERTINENT TO ATCOR REPORTING ONLY

815.1301 Initial evaluation of ATCORs submitted in compliance with the CAA Mandatory
Occurrence Reporting Scheme is carried out by SDU3 of the CAA Safety and InvestigationsData
Department (SIDD). ifthe report is opened for investigation the SDD appoints, and forwards a copy of
the report to, an appropriateExecutor. The appointed Executor for occurrences involving UK and UK-
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based USAF military aircrew and/or controllers is SO2 ATC (S&T) 3 at HQ STC, who will initiate an
investigation and request that reports be submitted as The appointed Executorforoceumrences involving aircraft under DPA jurisdiction is D Fiyine (A(ATC). The appointed Executor for
occurrences involving Foreign military aircrew is DAP (ORA1). For those incidents involving military
aircrew, an Aircrew Occurrence Report, illustratedat Annex $05B, is to be completed. Completed
Teports are to be distributed to the Command Flight Safety Officer or equivalent under covering letter
from the unit, detailingany recommendations or action taken to prevent a recurrence on pertinent flight
safety issues, together with a copy to SO2 ATC (S&T) 3. Once command comments are received at

HQ STC, S02 ATC (S&T) 3 will forward a consolidated military report to the SIDD and, if all the

pertinentflight safety issues have been addressed, recommend closure of the investigation. The SIDD

may raise additional queries, but nomnally the investigation of an ATCOR is concluded at this stage.

805.130.2 For ATS/ASACS Units, ATC IncidentReport Parts 1& 2 atAnnexes80SC and D (a
step-by-stepguide is on the reverse of the report) and the relevant radar and RT

are to be held at the Unit. When SO2 ATC (S&T) 3 receives a request for assistance into the
investigation of an occurrence, a copy of the ATCOR will be forwarded to the Unit and a response

The OC Unit/SATCO/SOps0O is to prepare his report, in a similar fashion to that for an AIRPROX,

which is to mclude opinion on the cause of the occurrence and, where appropriate, any or all of the
lowing:

A personal assessment of the causal factors together with any safety issues directly or

indirectly relevant to the incident.
b. Any action taken or recommended in respect of current practices or procedures where

such changes might prevent a similar occurrence,

G Details of the action taken in respect of unit staff involved.

The OC Unit/SATCO/SOps0O is to forward his report plus a copy of Annexes 805C and D together
with applicable RT/landline transcripts. For ASACS Units, these reports are to be submitted through the

appropriate chain of command, with copies to SO2 ATC (S&T)3 at HQ STC.

805.1303 Whenever a military controller has reason to believe that he, or aircraft under his
control, has been implicated in an ATCOR, he is to advise the Supervisor as soon as possible. Units are
then to report the circumstances of the occurrence to SO2 ATC (S&T) 3 by telephone, supplemented by

an ATC Incident Re Part I at Annex 805C. ASACS Units are also to report the incidentto their

appropriateHQ

805.135 FURTHER DETAILS PERTINENT TO AIR (C) REPORTING ONLY

805.135.1 ARR (C) reports are to be submitied to HQ STC Ops Spt (ATC) staff officers (normally
502 ATC(S&T) 3), via ATC Incident Report Parts 1 and 2 at Annexes 805C and D. Some additional
information can also be found in the RAF Manual of Flight Safety (AP 3207) Chapter 5.

305.1352 Objectives of the AIR (C). The objectives of the AIR (C) are as follows:

a To ensure that HQ STC Ops Spt (ATC) staff officers are advised of hazardous or
potentially hazardous air incidents, technical defects, procedural irregularitiesand/or ATC

occurrencesthat do not result in an Airprox.

b. To enable an assessment to be made regarding the safety implications of each
occurrence.

c. To ensure that knowledge of these occurrences is disseminated in a timely fashion so
that other organizationsmay learn from them.

The overall objective of the AIR (C) is to use the reported information to improve the level of
flight safety rather than fo attribute blame.
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805.1353 Examples of Reportable Incidents The following guidelines indicate the of
events that may be reported as incidents; however, the list is not exhaustive and guidance be
sought from supervisory staff, line managers or HQ STC Ops Spt (ATC) staff for any event not falling
within the spirit of these guidelines:

a Occurrences where an accident was only avoided by the narrowest of margins.

db. Errors by ATC staff, aircrew, aircraft operating or maintenance personnel that reduce
the levels of safety normally expected.

c A significant failure or unforeseen downgrading of any safety-critical system.

d. Occurrences involving a serious increase in ATC or aircrew workload which reduced,
or could have reduced, safety margins.

e Any loss ofplanned separation between aircraft.

f. Any occurrence where ATC procedures, military flying regulations or, where
appropriate,civil legislation are breached.

g£. So ee ean ohne thon cacti dace
adversely y injury; incapacitated due to illness, the useo: icines, drugsor alcohol;
or effected by noxious flmes or any other substance.
h When a pilot advises a controller that he has received and has responded to a TCAS
Resolution Advisory (RA).

$05.135.4 Reporting Procedure.

a Any military controller of any rank may submit an AIR (C) wheneverhe considers that
the safety of an aircraft has been or could have been prejudiced by a hazard or potential hazard;
805.120and Annexes 805Fand G refer.

b. Submissions are to be made on the template at Annex 80SC and, if applicable, Annex
805D. A y-step guide advising on the level of content required can be found on the
reverseof both Incident Reports and as a ‘pop up’ flag on electronic copies of the forms.

805.135.5 Investigation of AIR (C) Reports. HQ STC Ops Spt (ATC) staff officers will:

a Evaluate each incident received and decide which occurrences require further
investigation. The options available to theHQ STC Investigation Team are as follows:

@) Open. Further investigation is considered necessary and the appropriate

will be closed on completion of the investigation, or when it becomes clear that
no further progresscan be made.

Gi) ClosedOn Receipt. Based on the report content and any additional
information received, no further investigation is required/possible. The details
of the incident will, however, be recorded and forwarded to potentially
interested parties.

ii Non Reportable. The incident, as reported, is not considered to apply within
“ the scope of the AIR(C) system and will not be recorded.

b. Assess and analyse the information reported to them in order to detect and rectify flight
safety issues or deficiencies.
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rom Make such checks as they consider necessary to ensure that interested parties are takingremedial action in relation to reported incidents. Part
d. Where appropriate, issue specific advice or instructions to both military and civilian
organizations.

805.135.6 Confidentiality. Whilst the AIR (C) is not a confidential reporting system, every
possible effort will be made to preserve the anonymity of both the originator and their parent unit.

805.140 BREACHES OF ATC REGULATIONS BY CIVIL PILOTS

805.140.1 Te ee ening o preach of ATC Regulations contained in these
regulationsat a military aerodrome, the Commanding Officer is to make a signalled report to:

a Ministryof Defence (DNO).

b. HQ Director Army Aviation. | (as appropriate)

RAF Command HQ.

DPA.

e DAP [Signal Message Address - DAP (ORA) LONDON] for the attention of ORA1.

805.140.2 The signalled report is to be followed as soon as possible by a written submitted
throughthe normal channels, together with signed statements by witnesses,in duplicate, for referenceto
the Civil Aviation Authority. The identity of the aircraft, or the action taken to attempt to obtain

identification,is also to be notifiedin the report.

805.1403 Where a breach of ATC regulations is associated with a reported Airprox incident
within the UK FIR, the signal report required at para 1 above is also to be addressed to UKAB Uxbridge

and LATCC (Mil) AIS (Mil); cross-referring to the reported Airprox.

ro
)

805.145 BREACHES OF ATC REGULATIONS BY MILITARY PILOTS

805.145.1 RN Air Stations. LATCC (Mil) AIS (Mil) are to be consulted when identification of
an offending aircraft is required. Reports in writing are to include a brief description of the incident,

weather conditions, traffic information and any other pertinent information.

a RN Aircraft Breaches of regulations committed by RN aircraft at RN air stations are

to be investigatedby the SATCO and reportedto Commander (Air) who will initiate any

necessary disciplinary action.

b. Qther Military Aircraft. Breaches of regulations are to be reported to Commander
(Air) who will initiate a written report to COMNA. After investigation,COMNA is to forward
the reports to MOD DNO with a copy to HQ STC (for SO2 ATC (S&T) 3).

805.145.2 Army Airfields. All breaches of flying discipline are to be investigated by the unit
commander. Subsequent reports are to be forwarded to HQ DAAvan for further action. Anyviolationof

ATC regulations is also to be reported in writing within 24 hours, giving full details of the incident, to
the responsible officerat the first point of landing.

805.1453 RAFAirfieldsand ATCCs.

a. Breaches of Flying Discipline. Oe ae Sacmline are fo be reported
directly to the OfficerCommanding Flying/OperationsWi

b. Breachesof Air Traffic Control ions,
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805.145.4

@) A breach of ATC regulations committed while the pilot is under aerodrome or
approach control is tobe reported ae ng rs Ne If the offence is
committed by a pilot not subject to the disciplinary powers of the Station Commander -
ee pits fam oe Commands - te ep forwarded to the Command HQ
con

Gi) ___ A breach of ATC regulations committed while a pilot is under the control of an
ATCC is to be reported to the HQ of the pilot's parentCommand,using, in duplicate,
the proforma shown at Annex 805E, together with a copy of the ATC Incident Report
Pars J and 2 at Annexes 80SC and D.
Git) —_A breachof ATC regulations committed by a Naval, Amy or foreign military
pilot is to be reported as soon as possible through normal channels to DAP ORA1, The
report is to include signed statements by witnesses in duplicate. The identityof the
aircraft, or the action taken to attempt to identify the aircraft, is also to be notified in the

Initial brief details are also to be notified to HQ STC Ops Spt (ATC) by
completing the ATC Incident Report Parts I and 2 at Annexes 805C and D, along with
the proformaat Annex 805E. Subsequently,one copy of the completed ATC Incident
Reporis Part I & 2 (togetherwith a signed statement by the controller’sassistant if
appropriate) is to be forwarded to A eS TUATS y nin © dave of the

In his covering letter, the OC UnitSATCO is to comment on the

Faces tiancoslenling Up ie the incident and refer to any relevant safety issues,
DPA Airfields, ATSUs and Ranges. The reporting of breaches of

regulations is to be in accordance with DFIs and AvP67 as appropriate.

805.150 OTHER REPORTS

805.150.1 ConfidentialDirect Occurrence Report. Nothing contained in these Regulations

prevents any military controller from submitting a Confidential Direct Occurrence Report (CONDOR)

(See RAF Manual of Flight Safety, AP 3207, Chapter 5).

805.1502 Human Factors Open Report. Nothing contained in these Regulations prevents any

military personne! from submitting a Human Factors Open Report (HFOR) (SeeRAF Manual ofFlight
Safety, AP 3207, Chapter 5).
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C ® Annex 805B Aircrew Occurrence Report
1* ATCOR AR(C) BreachofATC Regulations — *bekicas appropriate

Basic Details ofIncident.

a, Date Time UTC

b. Aircraft type(s)

c. Callsign(s)

d. FL/Altitude/Height Pressure Setting

Description of Incident. If relevant, include confirmation on whether or not the other aircraft

was sighted and, if'so, your assessment of the degree of risk, if any. The text should include your

recollections of the incident, your workload at the time, cockpit distractions etc. Continueon a

separatesheet if necessary.

Date Signature

Name

Rank

Unit

. Station

SFSO’s contact details

This report is forwarded in response to
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»

Your Reference: D/DAS/64/3

8" July 2002

Thankyou very much for your considered reply of 27 June.

While it gave a full and frank reply to my question which is most appreciated, I fear that I made my question too specific, so I am

writing again to elaborate on my original question, and to ask some additional questions relevant to how the MOD handles UFO
reports.

I shall number them for the purpose of clarity, and in case further reference to the same questions is necessary in the future.

1, Does the Ministry of Defence still wish to receive UFO reports from military and/or public sources?

2. Ifthe answer to (1) is yes to either military or public sources, what subsequent action is taken with respect to those reports? (I

appreciate that different types of report may require different handling, if it will help matters I am quite willing to provide

hypothetical examples of reports on which to base the answer(s) to this question).

3. Ihave come across documents from the 1960's at the Public Records Office (PRO reference DEFE 31/118, "UFO Policy") which

include draft and final versions of standard operating procedures for the handling of UFO sightings, and other official instructions

with respect to UFO reports. I was particularly interested in the following,

(a) Headquarters Fighter Command Air Staff Instruction No. F/1

Title: Reporting of unusual aircraft or unusual phenomena.

(Parts I and II)

(b) Air Ministry Operations Centre, Standard Operating Procedures No. 16/60

Title: Reports of Unidentified Flying Objects

(c) A rough draft of a document entitled "Unidentified Flying Objects-Policy” which appears to be a draft of a policy document

for the then Air Ministry and describing the actions to be taken by the Ministry on receipt of UFO reports.

34) Are similar procedural documents in place?

3(ii) If the answer to 3(i) is yes, are they regarded as too sensitive for public viewing?

3(iii) If the answer to 3(ii) is no, may I please have copies of them?

3(iv) If the answer to 3(ii) is yes, please can you tell me the document references and titles in order that I may make an

application under the Code of Practice relating to the release of Government information, or perhaps you would be willing to

provide copies with the sensitive information obliterated?

Thave enclosed copies of the PRO documents referred to in order that you can compare them to existing documents to assist you

in answering these questions. I do not require them to be returned to me as I have another copy.

4. Within the documents referred to in #3 is a statement under the subtitle "Press Publicity” to the effect that service personnel are

not to discuss sighting reports (visual or radar, originating from military or public sources) with the press, and to do so would be

in contravention of the Official Secrets Act. Is this still the policy relating to UFO sightings?

1 apologise for the length and amount of detail in this letter, but I thought it best to make the questions as clear as possible in order to

avoid repeated clarifications in the future. Should you require clarification of any of the questions, please fell free to contact me by

telephone or email.

Thankyou in advance for your patience,
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1, This Instruction repleces instructions previously promulgated by letter.

UNCBASSIFIED

HEAD! UARTERS Fioorm GOMMAND ATR STAFP JRE TRUGTION HO. Ff

REPORTING OF UNUSUAL amnonart oR ABRTAL Penewouana

Part is==—RADAR SIGHTINGS

A copy of Part I of this instruction is to be immediately available to Squadron

Commanders of Night/All Weather Squadrons, to the Air Defence Controller at: |
A.D.0,C., to Master Controllers and Reporting Controllers at M.R.S's., and to

Display: Controllers at: ‘Satellite: Rader Stations, to G.C.1T. Controllers. and: .

Display Controllers st" a1]: other!t .2& Ristations and to: Duty: Stent and Ain Staff
officers at Group and Command Headquarters. ars

immediate Investigation

2. When an unusual phenomenon or track is observed by radar, the ocourrence ia
to be investigated immadiately,

whether the phenomenon or track 1 due to;-

(a) & technical fault.

(o) & friendly aircrart previously unidentified,

(c) Interference.

(4) Meteorological conditions,

This investigation should endeavour to determine

(With refersnoe to (b), the progedure for idenlifying alroreft, and for reporting

airoraft that remain unidentified, is laid down in Head tera Fighter

Control and Reporting Procedure Instructions, In areas where, or

the identification of all airoraft is not carried out, a track should be

considered unusual if it is moving et a ground speed exceeding 700 knots or at an

altitude exceeding 60,000 feet).

Reporting

3e If tha inmediate investigation does not disouver the course of the truok or

phenomenon, a report is to be made by Confidential Routine signal to Headquarters

Fighter Command (Opa, CG. and R.) copies for information to Group,
to include:-

(a) ‘The appearance of the echo,

(b) The ground speed and altitude of the echo.

(c) Whether it is continuous or intermittent.

at times when,

This report is

(a) Ite signal atrength (atrong, medium or weak) throughout the time of
observation, inoluding pickeup and fade points.

(e) The range and bearing of these points.

(f) The type of radar used.

(es) Whether confirmation was obtained from other types of radar.
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A copy of the recéid shéctay together WIth a treck tracing and thé Folevant P.D.5, film
{where applicable) is to be sent by post.

Analysis

4. Operations Branch Head ‘igi 34 will analyse reports from units,
and if an explanation cannot be “found & report will be rendersd by Confidential
Routine signal to Air Ministry (D.D.1.(Tech)), (information copy to Intelligence
Branely, H,Q.¥.C.).

Press Publicity o
bs

5e “dhe Press are. ever.nto ba: ‘given. information. abput anusval radar sightings.
Unauthoriaed disclosurés off thia.typei will be. viewed aa offences: under: thes!
Official Secrets Acts, wen bet mo ; ot
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PART IT - VISUAL SIGHTINGS

6. A copy of Part II of this instruction is to be immediately available to all

Station Commanders, Squadron Commanders and Intelligence Officers during working

hours, and to Station Duty Officers and Duty Staff Officers at all other times.

Sightings by Sorvico Porsonnel

Fe (a) Airoraft. Should a member of the Services, or of the Royal Observer

Corps observe an aircraft belonging to the Soviet bloc; or one which cannot

be identified as friendly, behaving in a manner likely to cause suspicion, H

that is, flying other than the flight pattern normally seen in the particular

area; he is to report the sighting ta his Station Commander through his

superior officer immediately.

(b) Phenomena, Should a member of the Services see an object in the sky

for which he cannot account, he is to report it at once to the Station

. Commander through hia superior officer.

(c) Action by Commanding Officers. In both cases (a) and (b) above, the

Commanding OMMour 1s to report thu ooourrence by telephone to ‘the appropriate

Master Radar Station without delay, and is to initiate a sighting signal as

detailed in paragraph (&) below. He is then to arrange the immediate

interrogation of the witness/witnessas and ta send a report of the interro-

gation to all addressees of the signal in paragraph 7(f) as soon as possible.

(a) Aatdon by Aivovew, Where sightings of suspicious ajroraft or phenomena

are made by airorew when airborne, they are to report the occurrence

immediately as follows:- .

(4) Crewe of Fighter Airereft. To the appropriate Master Radar

Station.

(44) Crews of Other Airoratt., To the approprinte Master Radar Station

if in radio contact, otherwise to the appropriate Air Traffic Control

authority. +

Ae) Sighting Signal.
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(8) Sighting Signal. The signal is to be graded “Priority Confidential",

addressed to Air Ministry, London (for the attention of A.M.0.C.),

Headquarters Fighter Command and A.D,0.C., and repeated to Group Headquarters.

It is to be set out as follows:-

(i) The time ("Z") of the occurrence.

(ii) The place where it waa observed (Georef, or distance and bearing

from a town or R.A.F, Station).

(444) A detailed desoription of the aircraft or phenomenon (i.e., size,

shape, colour, movements or changes in appearance if any, its estimated

altLtude, speed end course, and the duration of the observation) «

(iv) Whether the observer has been trained in aircraft recognition.

(v) How many other people saw the phenomenon.

Sightings of Phenomena by Civilians

8. Should a civilian report to an R.A.F. authority that he has observed a

planemenon, a dgual as in paragraph 7(B), but dnoluding the name and address of

the civilian, is to be despatched. It is also to be followed by an amplifying

written report to all addressees in paragraph 7(€) as soon es practicable efter

the sighting. A letter of acknowledgment and thanks should be sent to the

civilian, but any action taken as a result of the report must not be disclosed

aither verbally or 4n writing.

Press Publicity

9, Sightings by Service personnel, or the action teken asa result of sightings

by civilian personnel, are in no circumstances to be disclosed to the Press.

Members of the Press are, if they make enquiries, to be referred to the Information

Division of the Air Mintatry, Whitehall] Cardenas, London, S,W.1.

Entry in $.R.0s.

10. Statiorsare to insert in §.R.0s. at intervals of three months an order

similer to the following:-

(a) "Visual Sighting of Suspicious Ajreraft or Aerial Phenomena

(1) lldentiniod Mrorart. Any offSner or vivian who seas an alperalt

that he camot identify as friendly is immediately to refer the sighting

to his superior officer for guidance.

(ii) Aerial Phenomena,
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Amendment _to Revised Version of A,S.T.

No. F/1, Part IT

Retail

1. Amend paragraph 7(e) to read 7(f). Amend two references
in paragraph 7(c), and two references in paragraph 8,
accordingly.

2, Insert new paragraph 7(e), as follows:-

"(a) Action by Mastor Rudar Stations, Whan sightings urg

voportod lo a Master Radar Statlon under («) and @), (4)
and (14), above, the Master Controller or his deputy is to
ensure that the radar is checked for any unidentified

responses, If the Master Radar Station has aircraft

under control in the vicinity of the reported phenomena,

those aircraft are to be diverted to investigate the

phenomena.”
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ATR MINESTRY OPERATIONS CENTRE

STANDARD OFERATING PROCEDURE NO. 16/60

REPORTS OF UNIDENTTFLED FLYING OBIECTSS eah'bgf
References fooy| fiorthenfo ct hen agence)
1. Loose minute D.D.1.(TRCH)/290/H1738 dated 13th Aprii, 1960, filed aa
enolesure 1 A. on ANOG/S.92/23.

Background

2. The responsibility for dealing with reporta of Unideutified Flying Objacte Jo

with 3.6 and 4o1.(7)5b, Reporte fran olvilian sources and the replies thureto ure
dealt with by 3.6., and reports from servics sources including unidentified radar

responses are dealt with by 4.1.(T)5h,

3. Reports may be received from both service and civilian sources. The Resident

Glerk and the D.1I.S.0. will keep the Duty Officer A.M.0.0. informed of aty reports

they receive cutsida normal working/hours. Soma reports are the result of the

relsase of meteorological balloons, which give rise to reports of heights in the

sky or unidentified radar responses.

Aobion by Duty Offtoor A.w.0,0,

4» ‘The Duty Officer is to take aotion to reconcile reports of lights in the sky

or unidentified radar responses, by telephoning as appropitiater=

& Stanmore Met. Office (STONBIROVE 6361 Ex, 660 or 649), to check whether
velloous are being released and in which direction, (Thig office is
not normally open during the evening or night).

b. AD,0.0., to request a check of F.C. radar otetions for unidentified

ruapondad.

5. The Duty Officer is to pass the reports, togather with any additional

information obtained, as followar-

ao During normal worlcing hours to A.1.{Tech)5b. (MEFROPOLE Ext. 454).

b>. Outside normal working hours to the D.T,5.0.

[3 Bod_&mn. 7
(2. posses
Wing Commander,

2tet September, 1960 for Officer i/o AH.O.C.

Distribution

Buty ry Handbook
De of TaQ ad

a-1.(4)) “—
«1. RCH )5(b)

ALTMA

Resident Clerk

auoc/s.92/23
aunts 50/2
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I veally do not think that this can be regarded as a
wablic relations problesw, at any rate to any ater extent

tinn the heat of other queationa on which mombexe of the publte

write to the Air Kinfetry, J underwtand that Inf,2 hove baen
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that people might sometines follow up their anquiries by
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wmdesirable that interviews should be in any of the offices
ised by hia staff, IT goufeas that this seems to me an odd
irrungement and I should have thought that the aguwer lay in
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“4. ° The Air Ulnistry is responsible for the collationa’ ell reports dealing with

U.F.0s. This responsibility has been delegated to A.l.(Tech}3 in the Deputy Direc-

torate of Intelligence (Technical).

2, Ail reports from all sources are to be sent to A.1.(Teoh)3 for ¢xamination,

Stwhysia ond classification.

3. Reports on unidentified airoraft emanating trom sources other than Fighter|

Coumand.

ALL suoh reports are te be noted end passed to C.1.9. Fighter Command for

investiation.

hy Letlers from mebarn of the publio

Letters will be received st Air Ministry in the first ingstencs by the

Public Reletions branch who will send off an immediate acknowledgement.

The letter will then be passed to A.I.(Tech)3 for analysis, or alternatively

the context of the letter may be paseed to A.T.(Tech)3 by P.R. over the telephone.

This latter method should be used when it appears that come immediate investigation

is warrented.

A.I.(Tech)3 will examine the report and attempt to obtain substantiating

evidence from Fighter Coumand, MET, MCA etc ap appropriate.

The result of the investigation is to be forwarded to the public relations

department who will write a suiteble reply to the wember of the public concerned.

5. Reaords to be kept by A.1.(Teoh)3

(a) Register

All reports will be entzred in a special register as they arrive and will

include the following details ,

(i) Deteils of originator i.e. oivilian,MET, ate
(ii) Addrens of originator

{i4i) Preliminary classification of sighting 1,¢. balloon, airorart etu

(iv) Height

{v) Speed

(vi) Shape

(vii) Size
(viii) Colour

{ix) Date/Time and locelity of sighting

(x) Remarks

(») 4 folder ists be reised for each report into which all papers relating to

the occurrence are to be placed

(9) A pro forma which includes the deteils mentioned in sub para (a) ebove end

also shows detaila of the investigation and anolyaia,is to be completed and

inserteq as the last enclosure in the case folder.

{65
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6. Gonsolidated Reports

An ennusl report susmerising all U.F.O. sightings by types is to be

tubuitied tu ¥.0.1.(l'sah),

Examples of the various categories of U.F.0. sightings are given below

(a) Balloons

(b) Aireraft

(oc) Missiles

(4) Awtrunomtoe) phenomena

(¢) Other phenomena

(f} Unknown

(g) Insufficient dete for evaluation
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Direct e of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) _ 4
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP .

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7:
(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Bib keisiaTM
ate

25 July 2002

Further to our letter of 3 September 2001, I am writing concerning three documents from the
MOD file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest,
Suffolk, which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
under the scope of Exemption 2, However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been
withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

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 9000
(Fax)

(GTN) OCT 1)

Your Reference

RefBiseiegs
at

25 July 2002

|

Further to our letter of 22 January 2002, I am writing concerning three documents from the MOD
file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk,
which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the

complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been
withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymisedin
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,



Direc (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

(GTN)

Your Reference

BIDAS EA
Iverpoo

Merseyside 23Tuly 2002

Further to our letter of 14 May 2002, I am writing concerning three documents from the MOD file
‘on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object” near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk,
which wete withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall

under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he

recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the

complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been

withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymisedin

accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincer:



Direct (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue}| Londen,”
WC2N SBP

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

Your Reference

RiChelsea OurRe erence
ehatatais D,ate

‘Further to our letter of 18 July 2001, I am writing concerning three documents from the MOD file
on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk,

‘which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to

Government Information (the Code).

: There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to

withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall

:under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he

:-recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the

complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

\The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been
withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in

accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,



Me raDire ff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1 Hy

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE on

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,” ;
WC2N 5BP ceeneet eres re

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

(GTN)

Your Reference

ikIASI GAA
eiston

23fuly 2002

Further to our letter of 6 September 2001, I am writing concerning three documents from the

MOD file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest,

Suffolk, which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to

Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to

‘withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall

under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he

recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the

complaint, and MOD has accepted this,

‘The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been
withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in

accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,



Direct aff (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

J

Your Reference

8 r Reference
DAS/e43

rewsbury

Shropshire 78aly 2002

Further to our letter of 19 November 2001, 1 am writing concerning three documents from the

MOD file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest,
Suffolk, which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to

withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall

under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been
withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymisedin
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,



From Seite @
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 3

a enOperations & 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
Dix Reference

Date
25 July 2002

Liverpool

Further to our letter of 30 November 2001, I am writing concerning three documents from the

MOD file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest,

Suffolk, which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to

Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to

withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall

under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he

recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the

complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been
withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in

accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,



From:

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 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

Your Reference

RefBIDAS EAB
-St Helens 33Saly 2002
Merseyside

‘Further to our letter of 29 January 2002, I am writing concerning three documents from the MOD
‘file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk,
which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

‘There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to

withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he

‘recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the

complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been

withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in

accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,



Direc e of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

(GTN) = alam.

Your Reference

5 ReferenceRIBAS
pean eS uty 2002

Further to our letter of 24" September 2001, Iam writing concerning three documents from the

MOD file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest,

‘Suffolk, which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to

Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to

withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall

‘under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he

recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the

complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been

withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in

accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,



Direc {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 3000

(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Reference
/DAS/64/3
ate

25 July 2002
est_Yorkshire

. Further to our letter of 16 October 2001, I am writing concerning three documents from the MOD
file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk,
which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been
withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,



Direct aff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

(GTN)

Your Reference

BibkeleraTM
ate

25 July 2002

Further to our letter of 24 October 2001, I am writing concerning three documents from the MOD

file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk,

which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to

Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall

under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he

recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the

complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been

withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in

accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

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 9000
(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Our Ref
PIDAS/64/3~

ate

‘Dear actic

Further to our letter of 24" September 2001, I am writing concerning three documents from the
‘MOD file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest,
Suffolk, which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
‘withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
‘under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been
withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1 NM

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE Ln.

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

Telephone (Direct diaty 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

{GTN}

Your Reference

Bus ReferBecton 40 | Dateection Ta 25 July 2002

oo ST0
Further to our letter of 13 May 2002, I am writing concerning three documents from the MOD file

on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk,

which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to

Government Information (the Code).

As you will be aware, there was an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the

decision to withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three

documents do fall under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of

this case he recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual

who made the complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been |
|

accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. |

Yours sincerely,
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This non-oralpquestion has. been allocated to
Minister (AF) for answer

2. Would you please supply a draft reply and background note,together with any relevant Hansard extracts and Press cuttings,to reach this office at the time shown on the £ront cover.

3. Please submit a copy of the draft answerto PS/USofS(AF)
when returning this, allowing sufficient time for USofS( AF)
to comment. 

,

UMENT
Office of Minister (AF)
oom 6386 Main Building

[REDACTED O

aelewa - $1

| APS/Minister(AF) (thro' DUS(Air))

Copy to:

APS/US of S(AF)
Ops(GE)2(RAF)

1. I have placed opposite a draft reply to PQ 7608C.

2. The same background note has been provided for PQ 7607C
and PQ 7609C.

REDACTED O MENT
21 October 1983

CODE 18-77



SIR PATRICK WALL (CONSERVATIVE) (BEVERLEY)

Sir Patrick Wall - To ask the Secretary of State for

Defence whether, in view of the

fact that the United States’ Air

Force meno of 13 January 1981 on

. the incident at RAF Woodbridge

has been released under the Freedom

of Information Act, he will now

release reports and documents

concerning similar unexplained

incidents in the United Kingdon.

. SUGGESTED ANSWER (Mr Stanley)

This has been considered. It is the intention to publish reports.



@ Background Note

=~

These three questions follow from the News of the World
article of 2 October 1983 (Annex A) describing an alleged UFO

sighting by USAF personnel at RAF Woodbridge in Suffolk on

27 December 1980.

The report of 13 January 1981 (Annex B) examined by the -

Air Staff and DS 8. It was concluded that there was nothing

of defence interest in the alleged sighting.

There was, of course, no question of any contact with

"alien beings" nor was any unidentified object seen on any

radar recordings, as alleged in the News of the World.

A BBC investigation into the incident following publication

of the News or the World Article concluded that a possible

explanation for the lights seen by the USAF personnel was the

pulsating light of the Orfordness lighthouse some 6 - 7 miles

away.

The sole interest of the MOD in UFO reports is to establish

whether they reveal anything of defence interest (eg intruding

aircraft). MOD investigations are not pursued beyond the point

at which we are satisfied that a report has no defence

implications. No attempts are made to identifyad catalogue

the likely explanation for individual reports.

Last year, Lord Long, during a debate initiated by

the Earl Clancarty, said that he would look into the possibility

of publishing such reports as are received by the Ministry of



Defence. US of S(AF) has now decided to -release ‘compilations

‘ of reports. They will be published on a quarterly basis and

will be available. to members of the public, at a small charge

to cover costs. US of S(AF) had planned to make an announcement
shortly in the House of Lords through an arranged PQ. Pending

arrangements for an announcement in the Lords, US of S(AF)

has agreed that we should indicate the decision in the Commons.
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This non-oral,question has been allocated to

Minister(AF) for answer. :

2. Would you please supply a draft reply and background note,
together with any relevant Hansard extracts and Press cuttings,
to. reach this office at the time shown on the front cover.

3. Please submit a copy of the draft answer to PS/USOfS(AF)
when returning this, allowing sufficient time for USofS(AF)
to_ comment. Lo ;

REDACTED ON CUMENT

Office o: nister (AF)
Room 6386 Main Building

Extension

al-.co- ¥4

M2

APS/Minister(AF) (thro' DUS(Air))

Copy to:

“APS/US of S(AF)
Ops (GE)2(RAF)

w
a

1. I have placed opposite a draft reply to PQ 7607C.

2. The same background note has been provided for PQ 7608C

and PQ 7609C.

REDACTED O ENT
21 October 1983 _

CODE I8-77



SIR_PATRICK WALL (CONSERVATIVE) (BEVERLEY). —

Sir Patrick Wall - To ask the Secretary of State for

Defence, if he has seen the United

States Air Force memo dated 13

January 1981 concerning unexplained

lights near RAF Woodbridge.

a

SUGGESTEDANSWER (Mr Stanley)

Yes.
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Background Note

These three questiom follow from the News ofthe World

article of 2 October 1983 (Annex A) describing an alleged UFO

sighting by USAF personnel at RAF Woodbridge in Suffolkon

27 December 1980.

The report of 13 January 1981 (Annex B) examined by the

Air Staff and DS 8. It was concluded that there was nothing

of defence interest in the alleged sighting.

There was, of course, no question of any contact with

“alien beings" nor was any unidentified object seen on any

radar recordings, as alleged in the News of the World.

A BBC investigation into the incident following publication

‘of the News or the World Article concluded that a possible
explanation for the lights seen by the USAF personnel was the

pulsating light of the Orfordness lighthouse some 6 — 7 miles

away.

The sole interest of the MOD in UFO reports is to establish

whether they reveal anything of defence interest (eg intruding

aircraft). MOD investigations are not pursued beyond the point

at which we are satisfied that a report has no defence

implications. No attempts are made to identifyaid catalogue

the likely explanation for individual reports.

Last year, Lord Long, during a debate initiated by

the Earl Clancarty, said that he would look into the possibility

of publishing such reports as are received by the Ministry of
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Defence. US of S(AF) has now decidedto release’ compilations

of reports. They will be published on @ quarterly basis and

will be availableto members of the public, at a small charge.

to cover costs. US of S(AF) had plannedto make an announcement
shortly in the House of Lords through an arranged Pq. Pending

arrangements for an announcement in the Lords, US of S(AF)

has agreed that we should indicate the decision in the Commons.
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APS/US of S(AF) :

through SeoCsS)2 Qa.
,

1, US of SCAF) will recall recent correspondence on this matterwith Lord Hill-Norton and Rt Hon Merlyn Rees MP. In both cases he
took the line that we have nothing te add to what had already been
said on the Woodbridge incident. Indeed, this was the line taken in
previous correspondence with David Alton (See M3). The enclosed
draft reply to Mr Alton once more follows this approach.

2. Mr Alton specifically requested a copy of the MOD official
reply to last letter. This is enclosed, together with an
earlier letter to which it refers. There is no objection to passing
this correspondence to Mr Alton.

3. You may wish to note that Mr Alton has apparently passed on
both letters sent by Lord Trefgarne on 19 March 85, even though one
of these was intended to be for his information orly.

2 June 1985
ec
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ACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT.

D/US of SC(AF)/DGT 5173 
June 1985»

Thank you.for your letter of 16 May to Michael Heseltine

enclosing one from QQMMMMJ. you asked to see a copy of the

‘Department's reply to GREED etter of 25 February 1985 and this

is enclosed, together with earlier correspondence to which it refers,

As I pointed out in my letter of 19 March, the MOD concerns

itself only with the defence implications of reported UFO sightings.

In this context, the report submitted by Col Halt in January 1981 was
‘examined by those in the Department responsible for such matters and,
as I have made clear in the past, it was considered to have no

defence significance. We have since seen nothing to alter this view

‘and there is nothing I can usefully add to the comments made in

Sec(AS)'s letter or QRRMEEmy.

Lord Trefgarne

David Alton Esq MP

Job No 2-24
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fREDACTED ON ORIGING, DOC\CUMENT

HOUSE OF COMMONS

LONDON SWIA OAA

16th May 1985

.

I enclose a letter I have received from QSRRNMEame following on

from enquiries I first raised with your Department in March.

| read MMP letter with great interest and it seems to me that
the points he raises are quite reasonable and merit a reply.

I should be most grateful if you could let me have your comments

and if you could let me see’a copy of the reply to own

letter to your Department dated 25th February 1985,

ic cmamnsiajecim!
~London

Yours sin erely,

ewid
David Alton, MP.

The Rt. Hon. Michael Heseltine, MP.

Secretary of State

Ministry of Defence

Main Building

Whitehall

BB. seem ei nye emnencamnal bana ge UAE te Go 2 se pnerefegiepenee cng anes =
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14th May, 1985

David Alton, Esq., MP, : ‘
House of Commons,
Westminster,
London SWi

—

Dear Mr. Alton,

has kept me informed about her corres-—
Ppondence with you on the unusual incidents which were reported to the Ministry
of Defence by USAF authorities at RAF Woodbridge in January 1981. I have also
seen Lord Trefgarne's letters to you of 19th March.

decided to write further to you about this puzzling
and disquieting case, and she referred to me her enclosed letter of 31st March,
which is addressed to you, in the hope that I might be able to add useful comm-
ents. Much to my regret I have had to spend much time out of London on other
business in recent weeks and it is only now that I am able, very belatedly, tosend on re to you,

My own background,.in brief, is that I servedin the Ministry of
Defence from 1949 to 1977, leaving in the grade of Under Secretary of State.
From 1969 to late in 1972 I headed a Division in the central staffs of the MOD
which had responsibilities for supporting RAF operations. This brought me into
touch with a proportion of the many reports which the Department receives about
unidentified traces in British airspace.

I believe that Ca : : right to remain very dissatisfied
with the official line which the MOD has adopted on the Rendlesham Forest incid-
ents of December. 1980. I have myself said so on a number of public occasions,
and I have pursued the matter in correspondence with the MOD - wholly without
success,

At the risk of burdening you with an excessive amount of paper, I
attach the most recent of my letters to the Ministry of Defence. You will see
that this is dated 25th February 1985. I have so far received no answer, despite
reminders. On a previous occasion it took the Department three and a half months
to send me a wholly perfunctory reply.

laims much collateral evidence for her own views; on
this I am not competent to comment. My own position is, quite simply, that an
extraordinary report was made to the Ministry of Defence by the Deputy Base

Commander at RAF Woodbridge early in 1981; that the very existence of this report
was denied by the MOD until persistent: researchers in theUS secured its.release -
under the American Fréedom-of InformationAct in 1983; and that the MOD's resp-

" onses to questions since that time have been thoroughly unsatisfactory.

I cannot accept Lord Trefgarne's view that there is no Defence
"interest in this case. Unless Lt.Col. Halt was out of his mind, there is clear
evidence in his report that British airspace and territory were intruded upon.
by an unidentified vehicle on two occasions in late December 1980 and that no
authority was able to prevent this. If, on the other hand, Halt's report cannot |
be believed, there is equally clear evidence of a serious misjudgement of events.
by USAF personnel at an important base in British territory. Either way, the ~~

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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case can hardly be without Defence significance.- °

. The dates in question are now rather remote, but I doubt thatthis should be taken to excuse the very perfunctory manner in which LordTrefgarne has dealt with your letter. I hope that you may feel able to \pursue the matter further, either in correspondence or in a PQ. The essenceof the questions to be pressed seems to me to lie in my preceding paragraph.Seen in these terms, — pare in the GUARDIAN (which Lord -Trefgarne rather Surprisingly falls back upon) is wholly irrelevant. If theUSAF really are capable of hallucinations induced by a lighthouse which mustSurely be very familiar to them, then I shudder for that powerful fingerwhich lies upon so many triggers... .

My own letter to the MOD (enclosed) raises other more detailedquestions, But I do not Suggest that you should necessarily concern yourselfwith them, anyway at this stage. It would be nice if the MOD would answerletters, of course ! But the’essence of the Defence interest which I suggesta responsible Member of Parliament might reasonably raise lies in the argumentI have tried to present above.

Tf I can be of any assistance in discussion with you, I am atyour disposal.

Yours sincerely,

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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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) e
(GTN)

Your Reference

r RefePibASeteais
County Fermanagh 5Pity 2002

: Thank you for your letter concerning the ‘UFO’ sighting report you made in 1998 and the

‘ newspaper articles which appeared in the Daily Mail and Daily Mirror.

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.

' The articles also claimed that radar records of this alleged craft were to be shown at an “RAF

_ Conference” at RAF Cranwell in June 1998. RAF Cranwell hosted a Military Exploitation of
Space Symposium on 3-4 June 1998 which was open to Service and MOD civilian personnel and

industrialists with an interest in this subject. It had nothing whatsoever to do with ‘UFOs’ and
there was no material of this nature on the agenda.

T hope this explains the situation.

Yours sincerely,



BO

Gals Pe ms SO refers»

County Fermanagh,

N.Ireland

Dear sir,

On the 10 April 1998 1 reported to you a massive triangular shaped

UFO that went over my head here in Enniskillen. ( You would have

received it about the 13/14" April )
As your records will show ( | have the original reply ) you said that as |

was the only person to have reported the incident to them you could not

corroborate my sighting. Frankly this is the answer | expected to get at

the time but | figured | had done my duty in reporting it and at the same

time had avoided the ridicule | would have got had | had gone to the

press or police.

Since then through the internet | have discovered that a full page story

was run in the Daily Mail on the story on the 27 April and the following

day 28"" the Daily Mirror ran a similar story. ( Cuttings enclosed )

The Daily Mail story says that the MOD long range

listening station on Flyingdale Moor in North Yorkshire

also spotted the UFO. Is this true as this does not tally

up with your reply to me that my story was

uncorroborated.

There is also video footage of this craft also seen down the south coast

of Engiand on the net.

How many over people did report this sighting or is this classified as

nearly three years later this is still doing my head in.

Yours sincerel
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\ UFO as big as a babileghip bas been

racked off the coast of Ireland; mili-

ary sources revealed yesterdiy, |
‘The massive crait, spotted ¥y radar,

ras coorning out bo the Atlantic Ocean

at s-0o4mph. to the north of CoDone-
zal,

“ aint
fuasdoy Apri 28 1999

spotted over frelaned by security services

[ By TOM TREAT TON EecANiEN |

Lincolnshire, Other tapes of the UFO

theugat to have bien mace in the last

two years - are being withheld because

they give toc mach information away

2 says’.

euclted ons,

euactly haw f

ia flying saugerv

A
A
T

‘ 

Q.

“Minutes. before, it hed soagedRAG about the kl-tech Yorkshire radar base 1 look”uf qtabstteeh — than chad ft. ae J gtobe. st year,
we hepersonel Dy Ayling are: a

Seq pie $L00bsnit tna nak pattern.
~ATid after tixe objact entered Holland's

adp space, the Patch air force sgrambled
Two F-18 fighters 1o intercept 1t. bat

they couldn keep ap with its high
speed.

‘The military source said “1b was def-
lnttely wader control, judging by the
various manoeuvres executed. It ap

peared to be triangular and 800 fest long
~ about the size of 2 battleship.”

Unaccountable

‘The spine-tingling scare is one of the

many unaccountable oceurrencss to be

presented 0 a special KA conterenca

in June, it is claimed

Experts from arovid the world will
meet to hear air forces open up thelr
“X-ibles", and disouss future space strat

cosy.

Top Irteh representalives are thought
to be attoniling the event, catled Mall
tary Exploitation of the Upper Atimos-
mann and Town ah RAR Cranwell, ba

Liev Ao rushed For hts

camera again.

Ha toventled “This ane

wor eanost ident cal tw

Ar Sag GL gop ns | no

Lot mllitary eniefs ma; enks a i

ond seriesof tapes. repor xd to sho

UPOs changing shape iv mid-flight

While the “battivs DFO ia 5 alt.

likelyto ne an experimenta! aircral Lowes in the
ecic weathe and saw thasienting caused by &

fech, UFO-satehers believe ivis tur’ (ust ing Hghrs
evidence that humans ure not alox oe 3

the universe, - .

A spokesman for paranormal jourr ;

the Fortean Times, said’ “The vast!

jority of flying objects seen in the ot

have a down-to-earth explanation...

“But most UFO inves gators wi

be very toterceted in seeing tt
ape.”

= ada.

“towas 6a int

Junge bon my bic

fede tay nda the

aite t
aped aay Lr hy

7 oo on

ray Tey

The Ministry of Defence ja Loudon

yesterday demed all krowiedgs of the

‘battleshin’ UFO and other Happenings

Bat the RAF ia though) to nave

shared most of its top-secret infornn-

tion with their Irish counterparts in =

Publin, and are keeping them update i

on atl astzal developmens

igh spo anaes
‘dea whal tey wou

Everytning £ have
saeght on vides cam-~-

pletely beffles ime”

Last month it wes rev

ported the RAF tracked ¢
trlangulgr-shaped GO

“as Sig aS a baltteshipTM
off the Sdéuth-ee:

cupl ¢

not keep us, it

s.ported

AF officials neve

themselves balfles by the

bivarre sighting,
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ton spot

for fiying

saucers

RECOR"} REPORTER

SCOTLAND tops the world
league for UFO sightings
according to anewreport.
At least 300 flying saucers -

are seen in the country’s

skies each year.
Visitscotland ~ the

Scottish tourist board ~
commissioned the survey to

mark today’s unofficial -

International UFO Day. 4

The country topsaleague ~

table based on sightings per

head of population, with 59
sightings per million people,
knocking Canada into

second place.

The data also shows

Scotland has four times as

many compared with larger
areas such as Italy and

France, who came joint

second in a table of sightings

per square kilometre.
There have been dozens

of reports of alien action
over Bonnybridge in

Stirlingshire. .
It has been dubbed

Scotland’s Roswell - after
the US town where an alien
craft allegedly crashed in
the 1950s - and attracts UFO
spotters from Germany,
Japan and America,

FO expert Ron Halliday
said: “There have also been
a substantial number of

sightings in Glasgow, East
Kilbride and Kirkintilloch.
“When you think of the

number of sightings in
Scotland in relation to the
size of its population, jt is

phenomenal.

“Right through history,

Scodand has had a lot of odd TET eat ke, ena ASLO,

incidents, from ghosts to the 4
Loch Ness monster. 4
“So, Scotland is well- BOR ag

known as a place where .

strange things happen.” ‘
UFO experts say alien - ,

visitors are attracted to . j

Scotland because it is * oo
remote. Ten per cent of UFO pote

sightings can’t beexplained. s # whe



Royal Air Force Leuchars a

St Andrews Fife Scotland KY16 0JX ei

as OAT NRCOMMODERE Telephone: 01334 839471 Ext7700 | Section 40,__|
KG GCMG GCYO ADC

Section 40) Reference: LEU/1446/11/P1

even

Date: ®% July 2002

masection4g
Thank you for sending us the cuttings from the newspaper dated 24 June 2002 regarding UFO

sightings. I have once again, on your behalf, forwarded this to the department in the Ministry of

Defence who deal with such data.

Kind regards

SectionBl

Section
Corporate Communications Officer

.



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

Our Ref
D/DAS/e43
Dat

Poe 3 ‘July 2002Section

I am writing with reference to your letter of 27" June addressed to my colleague ten "=\0And
your letter of 11" June which has been passed to us by the Records Department.

In your letters you have made three requests for information as follows;

1. All information we have on the subject of ‘unidentified aerial phenomena’ reported to the

MOD within the last 12 years, by British or allied military personnel or ‘unidentified

phenomena’ sighted on or close to military installations. Including reports made by allied

Armed Forces that have military installations in the British Commonwealth.

2. Reports of UFOs seen over the North West of England over the last 20 years.

3, All dates and times of UFO sightings accrued over the last 30 years over the North West
of England.

As you will be aware from my letter of 29 May, we receive between 200 and 400 sighting reports

each year and a similar number of letters some of which also contain reports. The information is

not computerised, but filed manually on Branch files in the order in which it is received.

Therefore, the only way to identify any reports in the categories you have specified is to undertake

a manual search of all the files for the periods concerned. Any reports/correspondence found

would then have to be anonymised in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998, to protect the

privacy of those who have contacted the Department. We estimate to conduct such an exercise for

the three requests you have made would take over 213 hours for your first request, 286 hours for

the second, and 620 hours for the third. We do not have the resources to undertake such a task

and I therefore regret that your requests are refused under Exemption 9 of the Code of Practice on

Access to Government Information (voluminous or vexatious request). If however, you were to

submit a new request which would involve a more limited search of the archive, I should be

happy to consider what information we could make available.



If you are unhappy about the decision to refuse your request and wish to appeal, you should write
to the Ministry of Defence, Directorate of Information (Exploitation), Room 830, 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.

Finally, I should inform you that the Ministry of Defence is bound by the Code of Practice on
Access to Government Information and this means that we are committed to providing you with

the information you require, as long as it is not exempted under the Code. However, to ensure

that this does not create an extra burden on the taxpayer, we have a charging regime for more

complicated requests. If a request is likely to require over four hour’s work, each hour’s work

over the four hours (or part thereof) is charged at £15 per hour. An estimate of the cost of a

search would be provided before any task is undertaken.

Yours sincerely,



LOOSE MINUTE

D/DAS/64/3

hts %goock relia. fo Abrncaen

REFUSAL OF REQUEST FOR INFORMATION UNDER THE CODE OF PRACTICE ON

ACCESS TO GOVERNMENT INFORMATION

1. s written to us three times previously and has been advised of our

limited interest in UFO matters. On this occasion he has written to both

Information(Exploitation) Records 1, and ourselves requesting information. Info(Exp) have

passed his letter to us for reply.

s made three requests for information, all of which would involve a

any-files. The first request is for a 12 year period for which there are 64

files. I estimate to examine all these files, copy and anonymise any relevant reports found,
would take 213 hours and 33 minutes to complete. His second request is for a 20 year period

and would require the examination etc of 86 files, taking 286 hours 6 minutes and the third, a

30 year period, 186 files and 620 hours.

3. I propose we refuse these requests under Exemption 9 of the Code of Practice on

Access to Government Information (Voluminous or Vexatious request} and I would be grateful

for your approval of this action. I attach a copy of my draft reply to

will see (in accordance with the Code), I have informed him that we

request. I have also informed him of his right to appeal to Info(Exp) if heis not content.

DAS-LA-Ops+Poll



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) a a )

Your Reference

BIbAS EWS

Liverpool Date 2002
Merseyside

I am writing with reference to your letter of 27" June addressed to my colleague, ent
your letter of 11" June which has been passed to us by the Records Department.

In your letters you have made three requests for information as follows;

1. All information we have on the subject of ‘unidentified aerial phenomena’ reported to the

MOD within the last 12 years, by British or allied military personnel or ‘unidentified

phenomena’ sighted on or close to military installations. Including reports made by allied

Armed Forces that have military installations in the British Commonwealth.

2. Reports of UFOs seen over the North West of England over the last 20 years.

3. All dates and times of UFO sightings accrued over the last 30 years over the North West

of England.

As you will be aware from my letter of 29 May, we receive between 200 and 400 sighting reports

each year and a similar number of letters some of which also contain reports. The information is

not computerised, but filed manually on Branch files in the order in which it is received.

Therefore, the only way to identify any reports in the categories you have specified is to undertake

a manual search of all the files for the periods concerned. Any reports/correspondence found

would then have to be anonymised in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998, to protect the

ptivacy of those who have contacted the Department. We estimate to conduct such an exercise for

the three requests you have made would take over 213 hours for your first request, 286 hours for

the second, and 620 hours for the third. We do not have the resources to undertake such a task

and I therefore regret that your requests are refused under Exemption 9 of the Code of Practice on

Access to Government Information (voluminous or vexatious request). If however, you were to

submit a new request which would involve a more limited search of the archive, I should be

happy to consider what information we could make available.



If you are unhappy about the decision to refuse your request and wish to appeal, you should write

to the Ministry of Defence, Directorate of Information (Exploitation), Room 830, 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.

Finally, I should inform you that the Ministry of Defence is bound by the Code of Practice on

Access to Government Information and this means that we are committed to providing you with

the information you require, as long as it is not exempted under the Code. However, to ensure

that this does not create an extra burden on the taxpayer, we have a charging regime for more

complicated requests. Ifa request is likely to require over four hour’s work, each hour’s work

over the four hours (or part thereof) is charged at £15 per hour. An estimate of the cost of a

search would be provided before any task is undertaken.

Yours sincerely,



‘@ SS 1 poinro ADMIN
INPU LAP Ie |

18 JUN 2002 12 JUN 2002 Departmental Records Office
Room 821

SY :AAT An VARA ROOM 830 Giles Court
GREAT SCOTLAND raters 1-13 Giles High Street

London

WC2H 8LD

11th June 2002

Dear Sir/Madam ‘alin
Jam wrighting this letter to ask for Information under the Freedom Of

Information Act.

Will you please send me all information that you have an the subject of

1984-2001 Unidentified Aerial Phenomena that has been reported to the Ministry Of Defence with

ber in the last 12 years, by British or Allied Military Personnel or Unidentified Phenomenon

ou that have been sighted on or close to Military Installations.
Ridhes Breer

Will you please include reports that have been made by Allied Armed Forces that

1931-2001 have Military Instillations in the British Commonwealth. Could you please include any

Sto Clos reports of Unidentified Flying Objects seen over the North West of England over the last

20 years.
23606 we y

If you would be kind enough to include all radio transcripts of thee events and any

photographical material and also the governments reports into these events this will de of

immense value to my investigation.

Thank You for your time and effort in this matter.

Yours Faithfully



Gemgsection Beaty Departmental Record Officer
Mezzanine 2

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

3-5 Great Scotland Yard, London SWIA 2HW

CHOts address: info-Records1 Tele: (Direct dial) Section 4m
e-mail address: defence.recards.1 @gtnet.gov.uk (Switchboard)

(Fax)

Your Reference

Our Reference

D INFO(EXP)R/3/7/8

Liverpool 
Date
18 June 2002

Thank you for your letter dated 8 March 2001 seeking information relation unidentified aerial

phenomena.

Please note that your letter has been passed for action to the following address:

DAS(LA(ps-+Poll

Ministry of Defence

Room 6/73 Metropole Building

Northumberland Avenue

London WC2n5BL



Director of Air Staff ( Lower son |
Operations & Policy la

Ministry of Defence

Room 6/73, Metropole Building,

Northumberland Avenue,

London

WC2N SBP

27th June 2002

p= SERET40
{am writing this letter in reference to the information that you have sent to me in

the past. The information that you have provided proved to be most useful in my

ongoing investigation into the field of Unidentified Ariel Phenomenon for that I Thank

You.

Tam wrighting this letter to request information for a third party that has asked

: myself to investigate a sighting that they have experienced. Willi you please send me all

"86 Ele. dates and times of U-F.O sightings that have accued over the last 30 years over the North
West of England. If this material is Classified may I ask that the material has a

620 kes. classification and sanitation review.

If you wish to contact me please do not hesitate to contact me on the telephone

number provided and I will be glad to render my assistance.

Thank You for your time and effort in this matter.



Liverpooleys
ide

DirectorofAirStaff(LowerAirspace)Operations&PolicylaMinistryofDefence
Room6/73,MetropoleBuilding,NorthumberlandAvenue,Lon

donWC2NSBP



Directorate of Ai aff (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)

Your Reference

Qur ReferenceBi Refers
ate

2 July 2002

Beroect0040)
I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on the evening

of 22 June 2002. Your letter has been passed to us as 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

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

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

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

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

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

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

investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of

‘UFO’ sightings for 22 June from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no

corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by

unauthorised military aircraft.

Yours sincerely,
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** owotlys+<o/
Utos

/EMAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DAS (LA\P EP: TO RefNo_ 3097] _/2002

Date 27-6 DH

The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD" has received the attached
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained

nor acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department’.

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and

your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,

exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within

of letters sent by officialsofficials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

An Open Government Code ofPractice on Access to Government Information came

into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)

232/01; farther information is available from DG Info on Section 40
Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple

systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public

(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This

information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In

addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for

information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

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

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

MINISTERI INDENCE UNIT

Room 222 WH

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

O
INVESTORIX PEOPLE.

Revised 1" April 2002
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Unknown sighting Page 1 of 1

. @isters

From:

Sent: 26 June 2002 09:23

To: 'Ministers@defence.mod.uk’

Subject: Unknown sighting

Hi, aa
“ le

On Saturday evening, approx. between the hours of 12:00 and 01:00hrs; myself and a friend witnessed an

odd object in the sky in Greenford, Middlesex.

The ‘object’ was not a perfect circular shape, but not oval. It was a light, almost white in colour.

Three was no flashing lights (as seen on usual aircraft) and it was not ‘gliding’ through the sky like normal

aircraft either, it was more "rolling". We could definitely see it rotating.

‘was just curious to know if a) anyone else has reported this; b) was it something the MOD were testing?

Yours Sincerely

P.S. If you need to contact me, you can either e-mail me, or my telephone number Section 40_|

(S hegs -1G Thy.

26/06/2002



Page 1 of 1

: @iser

From:

Sent: une 751

'Ministers@defence.mod.uk'

= RE: Unknown sighting

Scone ll

Sereda ‘ence.mod.uk [mailto:Ministers@defence.mod.uk]Sen Wednesda si26, 2002 11:53 AM

TT
Thank you for your further copy of your original email.

For a reply, please provide your full postaladdress.

Many thanks,

MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit

Room 222, Old War Office Building,

Whitehall, London SW1A 2EU

26/06/2002



Odem oection 49 i Ae
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) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3
Date
1 July 2002

Your letter of 7 June addressed to the National Air Traffic Services Limited regarding

‘unidentified flying objects’ has been passed to this Department because, as you will be aware

. from our previous correspondence, we are the focal point within the MOD for correspondence

' regarding these matters.

' NATS staff have confirmed that they do not hold records of reports of ‘unidentified flying

objects’ and that if they did receive a report it would be forwarded to this Department. With

regard to your questions about extra-terrestrial craft, we know of no evidence of the existence of

any craft of extra-terrestrial origin or of a public or private organisation that does have knowledge

or expertise of such craft.

Yours sincerely,



AIEF EXECUTIVE'S OFFICE

National Air Traffic Services Limited, T1415, One Kemble Street, London, WC2B 4AP.

Telephone: CS Fax:

E-mail: firstname.lastname@nats.co.uk

WITH COMPLIMENTS

= on} n *



Section 40, COMPANY SECRETARY’S OFFICE
National Air Traffic Services Ltd

One Kemble Street, London WC2B 4AP

: Direct Fax:

Switchboard: + 97 5888 E-Mail:

Yeadon

11 June 2002

e regarding reports of UFO’s.. Unfortunately NATSThank you for your letter dated 7 Jun

does not keep records of the type of information you require. | am forwarding your letter

MSection 40] at the Directorate of Air Staff, Ministry of Defence who will be able to give
you a more detailed response. 

.

Yours sincerely

Tipe te pecion Oe ale confucancd Hes Bay ar eee of

found if oo me? pobrore, Hy wohl pey

FE Nay
National Air Traffic Services Ltd Registered in England 3155567 Registered Office: One Kemble Street, LondtnawWG2BaAP =

U:\UFO response letter.doc



National Air Traffic Services Ltd

Registered address:

One Kemble Street

London

WC2B 4AP

7 June 2002

Dear Sir

From time to time, you probably receive reports of unidentified flying objects

(UFO’s) and ‘unconventional’ but identified flying objects (by which I mean not a

kite, aeroplane, helicopter, airship, balloon or missile/rocket) from pilots, air traffic

controllers and others.

I am particularly interested in reports where there are radar tracks.

« What do you do with these reports when you receive them?

» Does NATS have any expertise in craft of extra-terrestrial origin?

» Isthe NATS aware of any UK government department, public body or private

organisation, in this country or abroad that has expertise in craft of extra-terrestrial

origin?

Yours sincerely

4



Direct

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Aven

WC2N 5BP

an AOL LST

4 
(Lower Airspace)

Telephone (Direct dial)

(Switchboard)

(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3—
Dat

Rugeley 8 June 2002Staffordshir

Thank you for your letter of 26 May in which you requested details of Bill Cash MP letter of

May/June 1988 to Roger Freeman MP concerning events over Stafford on 16 May 1988.

I have located the relevant papers and can therefore provide the following details;

I can confirm that William Cash MP wrote to Roger Freeman MP (Under Secretary of State for

the Armed Forces) on 15 June 1988 on behalf of his constituents about lights seen in the vicinity

of Stafford on 16 May at 9.45pm. On 4 July 1988, the MP wrote again to the US of S(AF) and
enclosed some eye witness reports which he thought the Minister may wish to consider when

replying to his earlier letter.

‘On 19TM September 1988 US of S(AF) replied to both of Mr Cash’s letters as follows;

“As you may know, the Ministry of Defence receives and co-ordinates information about

Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs), usually in the form of brief reports of the sightings which

have been passed onto us by those individuals who witnessed them. Our sole concern is then to

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

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

attempt any further investigation.”

“As far as the 16 May sightings are concerned, I can confirm that we received a number of

reports from members of the public, which appear to correspond roughly with the detail given by

your constituents and I enclose copies of these, which your constituents mayfind of interest. In

order to maintain the privacy of the report originators, you will see that some details have been

obscured”.

“Although as I have said above, we do not normally find it necessary to investigate specific

sightings, and could not justify the use of scarce MOD resources to this end, I am advised by my

staff that the reported phenomenon is quite likely to be connected with civil air traffic going into

Birmingham Airport, which was exceptionally busy at the time in question. The differing times of



the sightings could thus correspond to aircraft following a holding pattern around the airport,

and the descriptions could relate to a modern jet aircraft. Our experience is certainly that most

sightings can be adequately explained in term of natural occurrences such as aircraft observed at

unusual angles, satellite debris, meteorological balloons to mention just afew”.

For your information, I have enclosed with this letter copies of the “eye witness reports”

mentioned in the MPs letter of 4 July 1988. The personal details have been removed in

accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998, to protect the privacy of the individuals concerned.

The reports mentioned in paragraph two of the reply from the Minister have already been sent to

you with my earlier letter.

In your letter you also asked about the areas of work of the Departments on the distribution list of

some of the reports I sent to you, and why these were consulted. The Departments mentioned

were as follows;

Sec(AS) — (Secretariat (Air Staff)) -This Department had responsibility for developing and giving

advice on political and parliamentary aspects of RAF activities and was the focal point within the

Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs’. Sec(AS) merged with the Director of

_ Aic Staff in August 2000 and now forms part of the Directorate of Air Staff (DAS). UFO matters

have continued to be the responsibility of this section of DAS.

Directorate of Air Defence ~ Formerly part of a Directorate which is now known as the

Directorate of Air Operations. This Department had responsibility for air defence matters and

was consulted to see if reports may contain evidence of air defence concern. Today as part of our

assessment of reports this office contacts, as required, appropriate air defence experts.

DGSTI - (Directorate General of Scientific and Technical Intelligence) - This was a part of the

Defence Intelligence Staff (DIS) and is now a Directorate called Defence Intelligence Scientific

and Technical. DIS5 also mentioned on the distribution lists is one of its branches. Reports of

sightings from either military or civilian sources were sent to DIS in case they contained any

information of value in DIS’s task of analysing the performance and threat of foreign weapons

systems, nuclear, chemical and biological warfare programmes and technologies and emerging

technologies. None of the reports received over a period of 30 years yielded any valuable

information whatsoever and DIS therefore decided in December 2000, not to receive these reports

any longer.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely



-. “Y iz BERAGTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT en

\ | STAFFORD.

Dear Sir,

I am writingim reply to the plea im the Newsletter regardingthe object
Seen im the sky on approximately 16 May this year.I too saw this object
for a good four minutes from start to finish.

/

My House is situated at 
with an

unrestricted view over Moss bitt,Highfields and across to the castle.
Sitting by my lounge window,[ observed two bright lights at approximately
9.40pm approaching from the Acton Trussell / Penkridge direction.At first
my thoughts were of a low flying plane, (very low)with lights on the wings
coming towards my direction.'the lights were at first horizontal to each
other but after about one minute they very steadily moved in an are from
horizontal to vertical and then climbed up verticaly.(see sketch)

On seeing this 1 was intrigued as to what manoeuvre this "plane?" was
taking and wanted to get a better view.I walked out on to the lawn and
after a further minute or so the two bright lights started to dim,I could
see the object was to come overhead.By now I could make out numerous
coloured lights but no shape.As it flew overhead I started to make out
two perfect triangles,but in line not one over the other as stated in

: the Newsletter, However, the lights were as stated but still none flashing
as conventional lights do om aircraft.There was sound but very very faint,
The sound was of a very high aircraft,30 ~ 40 thousand feet but the ~
object was nowhere near this altitude,if it wes it would have been very
big.

Tt moved overnead in the direction of Baswich House and out of view.
I cannot beggin to explaim what it was but I know of no plane that can
manoeuvre in this manner at such a slow speed.The triangles were equal

£ in size and the distance apart did not fluctuate at 2ll.If it hed not
‘ been in the air I would have said that it could not fly at all.

A real eye opener, lets hope for more?I hope this has been of some use
to you,

Regards,

Z, LiGHTS Dim, O@TECT 3. Oovetvead vietd
Mayes ovetHnss

Tanaads Bfasase’,
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Mrs CEDStafford,

iShe was mentioned in one of the Newsletter articles.
‘Standing in a front garden with 5 other people and thejwere seen in a northerly direction over the town.
ithe height that a microlight would fly. There was no noise.‘They moved slowly towards them and then banked round. She said anormal plane would not have banked in the same way. She phoned
Shawbury RAF Station who told her that there were no movements
that they knew of.

She was

objects
They were below

Mrs
Hixon, Stafford

Not a constituent.

9.45 pm was in the garden and saw two lights in the shape of a
cross. There was no noise and they came over where she liveslin went off in the direction of Uttoxeter, She ran into the house
ito phone her sister and when she came out again they had gone.

“rs, CIS 2-212), starcora.
‘Alan knows her and Says she is perfectly sane. She was out
walking with her son in law who is a policeman at 9.30. It looked
‘like 2 headlights coming towards them, no sound. When it came
overhead there was a mass of lights underneath. Moved very slowly‘and appeared to go in an eastward direction.

Mr. & ors, CI seco;1 ~

‘They were sitting in their lounge approx 10pm. Suddenly saw two
delta shaped objects coming from the south, which then turned
southeast before Stafford. They were at about 5,000 ft, close
together and silent.

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON $

Telephone Q1-218.. . (Direct Dialling]

01-218 9000 ‘Switenboard) ( | or ? eaces|

PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE.

FOR DEFENCE FOR THE ARMED FORCES

D/US of S(AF)/RNF 6123 and 6278 \qa+ September 1988

bea Du,

Thank you for your lettersof 15 June and 4 July on behalf of a
number of your constituents, about unusual sightings witnessed in the
Stafford area during the evening of 16 May 1988.

‘ As you may know, the Ministry of Defence receives and co-

ordinates information about Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs),
‘usually in the form of brief reports of the sightings which have been
‘passed onto us by those individuals who witnessed them. Our sole
concern is then to establish whether or not the sightings present a

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

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

usually attempt any further investigation.

: As far as the 16 May sightings are concerned, I can confirm that
‘we received a number of reports from members of the public, which
,appear to correspond roughly with the details given by your

constituents and I enclose copies of these, which your constituents

jmay find of interest. In order to maintain the privacy of the report
‘originators, you will see that some details have been obscured.

Although as I have said above, we do not normally find it
necessary to investigate specific sightings, and could not justify

the use of scarce MOD resources to this end, I am advised by my

staff that the reported phenomenon is quite likely to be connected

with civil air traffic going into Birmingham Airport, which was
exceptionally busy at the time in question. The differing times of

the sightings could thus correspond to aircraft following a holding

TotoL Suike Wes correrpenclencs about

events of (6 Moy (988, Tahan from Ofc adreleh

Mab ply Stee tha Wh
anch MOD reply “an flagged. fetruck

Benk, plus Sa GaPas
William Cash Esq } p S ses of Pep le,

|40



pattern around the airport, and the descriptions could relate to a
modern jet aircraft. Our experience is certainly that most sightings
can be adequately explained in term of natural occurrences such as
aircraft observed at unusual angles, satellite debris, meteorological
balloons to mention just a few.

I hope you and your constituents will find this helpful.

| hptmaus te Atta La megy ba liompe ten,
luli refi.

Yen en

Roger Freeman

Enel:

UFO Reports



APS/US of S(AF)

I attach at E2 a self explanatory draft response to William Cash's
letter of 15 June 1988. I aiso enclose copies of the sighting
reports we received that relate to the details given by Mr Cash's
constituents, which US of S(AF) may wish to send with his reply.
In line with our usual policy of maintaining the privacy of the
report originators, identifying details have been obscured.

2. September 1988
ec
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DRAFT

D/US of SCAF)/RNF 6123 and 6278 September 1988

Thank you for your letter of 15 June on behalf of a number of

your constituents, concerning unusual sightings witnessed in the

Stafford area during the evening of 16 May 1988.

AS you may know, the Ministry of Defence receives and co-

ordinates information about Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs),

usually in the form of brief reports of the sightings which have been

passed onto us by those individuals who witnessed them. Our sole

concern is then to establish whether or not the sightings present a

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

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

usually attempt any further investigation.

As far as the 16 May sightings are concerned, I can confirm that

we received a number of reports from members of the public, which

appear to correspond roughly with the details given by your

constituents and I enclose copies of these, which your constituents

may find of interest. In order to maintain the privacy of the report

originators, you will see that some details have been obscured.

Although as I have said above, we do not normally find it

necessary to investigate specific sightings, and could not justify

the use of scarce MOD resources to this end, I am advised by my

staff that the reported phenomenon is quite likely to be connected



with civil air traffic going into Birmingham Airport, which was

‘exceptionally busy at the time in question. The differing times of

the sightings could thus correspond to aircraft following a holding

pattern around the airport, and the descriptions could relate to a

modern jet aircraft. Our experience is certainly that most sightings

can be adequately explained in term of natural occurrences such as

aircraft observed at unusual angles, satellite debris, meteorological

balloons to mention just a few.

I hope you and your constituents will find this helpful.pe y y

Roger Freeman

William Cash MP

Encl:

UFO Reports



(REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

REPOR? FORII
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UNIDENTIFIED FLYLIG “ORS ECT

A. 16/05/88 Al50° [Omin

B. “TRIANGULAR IN SHAPE. Two oG3ECTS IA FoRMATION, WHITE LIGHT
AT FRONT OF EACH ONE. THE Two OTHER CORNERS OF THE LB SECTS
WERE REDDISH ORANGE IN CotouR.

C. OUTbooRS. (BID coNNock STATIONARY.

De- NAKED EYE.

BL. tn THE DIRECTION OF ‘PEN KRIDGE FRom POSITION CF THE OBSERVER.

F. 30°

UNCERTAIN

KH. THE TWO CBSECTS MovED IN FERMATION KEEPING SAME- DISTANCE
APART HEADING NoRTH TowARbS CANNOCK CHASE.
CLEAR, FINE AND DR»

‘E. | HouSinG ESTATE.

L. TCANNOCK CHASE POLITE.

H. NONE.

P. IG/o5/28 ABaS utc.

Q.

Copy sont to mais ,.4( 90 25 4. date/time

Ye ATC coll Ut Spowad«
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WILLIAM CASH, M.P.

OL

HOUSE OF COMMONS ( Cf: So
LONDON SWIA OAA fgedle.

4 July EE 1A

Sow fog
I enclose some eye witness reports

on the question of the unidentified flying

objects in the vicinity of Stafford which

you may wish to consider when replying to

my letter to you on this matter.

Roger Freeman, Esq., MP

Under Secretary of State for’

the Armed Forces

Ministry of Defence

Main Building uh
Whitehall We 48
London SW1A 2HB 4



YR B. CASH. MP.
CASTLE STREET,

STAFFORD.

Dear Sir,

I am writingim reply to the plea im the Newsletter regardingthe object

seen ir the sky on approximately 16 May this year.I too saw this object
for a good four minutes from start to finish.

My house is situated at the front of Wildwood on the Radford side with an
unrestricted view over Moss Pitt,Highfields and across to the castle,

Sitting by my lounge window,I observed two bright lights at approximately

9.40pm approaching from the Acton Trussell / Penkridge direction.At first

my thoughts were of a low flying plane,(very low)with lights on. the wings
coming towards my direction.'the lights were at first horizontal to each

other but after about one minute they very steadily moved in an arc from

horizontal to vertical and then climbed up verticaly.(see sketch)

On seeing this 1 was intrigued as to what manoeuvre this "plane?" was

taking and wanted to get a better view.I walked out on to the lawn and

after a further minute or so the two bright lights started to dim,I could

see the object was to come overhead.By now I could make out numerous

coloured lights but no shape.As it flew overhead I started to make out

two perfect triangles,but in line not one over the other as stated in .

the Newsletter.,However,the lights were as stated but still none flashing

as conventional lights do om aircraft.There was sound but very very faint.

The sound was of a very high aircraft,30 ~ 40 thousand feet but the ~~

object was nownere near this -ltitude,if it was it would have been very

big.

It moved overnead in the direction of Baswich House and out of view.

I cannot beggin to explaimr what it was but IT know of no plane that can

manoeuvre in this manner at such a slow speed.The triangles were equal

in size and the distance apart did not fluctuate at all.If it had not

been in the air I would have said that it could not fly at all.

A veal eye opener, lets hope for more?’IT hope this has been of some use

to you,

Regards

az.
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Stafford, 45700.

‘She was mentioned in one of the Newsletter articles. She was -‘Standing in a front garden with 8 other people and the objects” TMjwere seen in a northerly direction over the town.° They were below|the. height that a microlight would fly. There was no noise,‘They moved slowly towards them and then banked round. She saia a‘normal Plane would not have banked in the same way. She phonedShawbury RAF Station who told her that there were no movementsthat they knew of.

StaffordNot a constituent.

19.45 pm was in the garden and saw two lights in the shape of a‘cross. There was no noise and they came over where she livesjin went off in the direction of Uttoxeter. She ran into the house'to phone her Sister and when she came out again they had gone,

Lianout§) her and says she is perfectly sane. She was outwalk zg h her son in law who is a policeman at 9.30, It looked‘like 2 headlights coming towards them, no sound. When it camejoverhead there was a mass of lights underneath. Moved very slowly‘and appeared to go in an eastward direction.

|

'They were sitting in their lounge approx 10pm. Suddenly saw two(delta shaped objects coming from the south, which.then turned{southeast before Stafford, They were at about 5,000 ft, closetogether and silent.



WILLIAM CASH, M.P.

6
6 é

HOUSE OF COMMONS

LONDON SWIAO0AA

15 June 1988

Nee. Pape
I have been requested to write to you by constituents of

mine regarding reports in my constituency of sightings of

unidentified objects and lights in the vicinity of Stafford on

16th May at 9.45 pm.

I have to confess to being highly sceptical about UFOs but

apparently a number of people who saw these things were very

emphatic and, therefore, I feel it is right to raise this matter

with you.

I look forward to hearing from you.

prin on,

Roger Freeman, Esq., MP

Under Secretary of State for

the Armed Forces

Ministry of Defence

Main BuildingWhitehall yeAe
London SW1A 2HB px.
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From: Info-Access2

Sent: 26 June 2002 17:27
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Subject: RE: Release of Information

| obviously have seen neither the request nor the relevant letters, so it is difficult for me to comment on your draft,

although no problems jump out. In terms of any Data Protection concerns, then FF 2aTy and Legal) has
the policy lead, although with the amateur knowledge | have | can not detect an

The office transfer has now been completed without any problems.

| will look forward to your response on the Ombudsman.

Regards,

cones Original Message-----

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 26 June 2002 16:58

To: Info-Access2

Subject: Release of Information

a(e)

néula unexpected domestic emergency and has not been in today.
dhope to get back to you very soon,

1. The Ombudsman case -

We are however discussing w

2. Please see attached my draft response to the person who requested details of an MPs letter and our

response for which you provided advice. You will see | have only confirmed that the MP wrote to the Minister

(not provided an extract of exactly what he said), and provided an extract of the Minister's reply. As the

correspondent named the MP | thought there was little point in not mentioning his name. | would be grateful if

you would cast an eye over this just to make sure | have not breached any Code/Data Protection rules.

<< File: ae ey

Thanks for your help.

e 02.doc >>



LOOSE MINUTE

DG Info 3/1/2

25 June 2002

DAS LA Ops and Pol 1

Copy to:

AD/ InfoExp-Access

CL (FS) — Legal 1

POLICY ON DISCLOSURE OF CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN MOD AND

MPS

1. We spoke last week regarding the policy on disclosure of correspondence

between MOD and MPs. Your enquiry was in the context of a request that had been

made under the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the Code)

for, as I understand it, all correspondence between MOD and a named MP.

2. There is likely to be a great deal of correspondence between MOD and any

particular MP, and it would be necessary to review information held across the

Department in order to give a comprehensive reply to such a request. Unless the

applicant has specified that he is interested in correspondence on a particular issue it

seems unlikely that DAS holds all the relevant documents.

If, however, the request is for correspondence on a specified issue that is

Deserve of wi within your purview, it is relevant to note that the Code provides for the disclosure of
information rather than documents. Indeed, it explicitly states that “thereis no

commitment that pre-existing documents, as distinct from information, will be made

available in response to requests.” It may, in the first instance, be appropriate to

() notify the applicant of this fact in the response.

ins 4. As you will be aware, it is important when disclosing correspondence to have
due regard for the rights of the correspondents. There are statutory obligations to

protect persona! data set out in the Data Protection Act (DPA) 1998 and Exemption

13 of the Code (Privacy of an individual) further protects against the “unwarranted

disclosure to a third party of personal information about any person.” Personal

information must therefore be removed from any correspondence prior to release. In

this context personal information can be taken to include statementsof personal

opinion, in addition to names, addresses etc. Itis also relevant to note that the.

decisionhas been takenin the past thatit is more appropriate to release an abstract of

any correspondence between MOD and an MP, rather than a copy. ~

5. Given that the applicantin questionhas identified a specific MP the situation

is memore. complex, andit i i old the personal data. Although,”

said ofofa letter frorfrom anan1MP. _



6. The Code is a commitment to disclose information, as opposed to

documents, and, given this, it might be simplest to acknowledge that any letters

(implicitly from the MP or any other correspondent) regarding a specific incident

would have received a response setting out MOD policy. An abstract of the letter

from MOD to the MP coucould then be enclosed, as an exampleole of thelettersent i Feply
to enquiries about this incident, An alternative would be to contact the MPin

question to obtain their ascent for disclosure of the relevant correspondence but, in the

first instance, I offer the approach outlined above.

7. In terms of whether it would be appropriate to acknowledge that a named MP

did in fact write to MOD on a particular issue, this should be determined on a case-

by-case basis with regard to the Code Exemptions. The only exemptions that it is

likely to be appropriate to consider in this case, as I understand it, would be

Exemption 12 (Privacy of an individual) and Exemption 14 (Information in
confidence). Given that acknowledging correspondence on theissue is not

synonymous with disclosingthe contents of that correspondence, the decision as to
the applicability of these exemptions should be based on the topic of the

correspondence.

I hope that this is of some assistance. I am also copying this loose minute to

and Lega! who may like to offer some comments on the person

Section.
St Giles 830



Staffordshire.

accesses
26 May 2002

Section E ow \.. (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

Ministry of Defence

Room 6/73, Metropole Building,

Northumberland Avenue,

London. Your Ref: D/DAS/64/3

Dear SYStaatatane 0
With reference to your letter dated 22 May, I am grateful for your assistance and

thank you for the enclosures.

lam aware that there may be further information/correspondence relating to File 12/2

which unfortunately did not come to light in your search. In addition, I was also

hoping that you could have provided me with details of Bill Cash’s (MP) letter of

May/June 1988 to Roger Freeman (Defence Minister) asking direct questions

pertaining to the events over Stafford of 16 May 1988. Ifit should be possible to

provide me with the MP’s questions, and Roger Freeman’s response under the terms

of the Code of Practice on access to Government information, I would be very

grateful. If this request should prove unviable, please advise me further.

Within your letter, you give explanation relating to the standard list of questions

within the enclosed reports, which is most helpful. However, there is no indication as

to the distribution lists Departments areas of work or why they should have been

provided with details. I would be grateful if you could provide me with details as to

what areas of work are conducted by the Departments within the distribution lists and

reasons to why they were consulted/notified of the events of 16 May 1988.

I very much appreciate that there will be some information that cannot be disclosed

and in such event, please make it known where such information is withheld. I would

however, appreciate as much explanation as possible that would make the reports and

their compilation more understandable.

I very much look forward to hearing from you further.

Yours sincerely

{ DAS

\ 1S BAYS=
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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) SOCTIC

Your Reference

Goldenhill Bus Reference
ate

27 June 2002

Thank you for your letter of 5" June, addressed to Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a, concerning the
extract from “The Daily Nation” newspaper about the Ministry of Defence, “Directorate of
Intelligence” decision to no longer receive UFO reports. You may wish to note our change of

title and address as shown at the top of this letter.

We believe that this newspaper article may have been generated as a result of press interest in the

release of a document by the Public Record Office (PRO) in January this year. This document
was a report made to the Directorate of Scientific Intelligence and Joint Technical Intelligence

Committee by the Flying Saucer Working Party, in June 1951. Papers concerning the Flying

Saucer Working Party have been open in the PRO for a number of years, but this document

(whose whereabouts had previously been unknown), was recently discovered on an unrelated file

during a routine review and was duly released to the PRO. This generated some interest from the

public and media and in answering these enquiries the Defence Intelligence Secretariat gave

details of their past involvement with these matters and the fact that in December 2000 they

decided not to receive UFO reports any longer. There was no particular press announcement of

this decision.

The reason behind this decision was that since the 1950s reports of ‘UFO’ sightings from both

military and civilian sources were sent to Defence Intelligence Staff (DIS) from the Air Staff in

case they contained any information which was of value in DIS’s task of analysing the

performance and threat of foreign weapons systems, nuclear, chemical and biological weapons

programmes and technologies and emerging technologies. However, none of the reports received

had yielded any valuable information whatsoever and DIS therefore decided in 2000 not to

receive the reports any longer.

Thope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



@ DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

From: DIISEC SEC4
Sent: 26 June 2002 16:23

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Ce: DI55B

Subject: RE: DIS & UFO reports

oddo)a period of 30 years.” We think that this may have been because before then we had the Working
we studied the reports, then there was heightened interest in UFOs in the 60's so reports were iooked at

carefully. it may also stem from the 30 year rule - ie files over 30 years oid have been sent to archives. But the fact

remains that nothing of any value ever came out of them. The phrase "over a period of 30 years" could be
deleted.

SDEISEC Sec 4!

--~-Original Message—

DAS-LA-Ops+PoltFrom:

Sent: 26 June 2002 14:29
To: OL ISEC SEC4

Subject: RE: DIS & UFO reports

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

From: OHISEC SEC4

Sent: 26 June 2002 14:27
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Fol1

Ce: DI55B

Subject: DIS & UFO reports

<< File: why did di55 get ufo reports_.doc >>

Pleasefind attacHed ie orm of words to use in your answer to why DI55 were sent UFO reports. Sorry for the
delay.

3
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In the 1950s, the Air Ministry, produced a ‘minimum format’, a one page, ‘UFO’

reporting procedure for both public and military reporting of the phenomena. Reports

of sightings from either military or civilian sources were sent to Defence Intelligence

Staff (DIS) from the Air Staff in case they contained any information which was of

value in DIS’s task of analysing the performance and threat of foreign weapons

systems, nuclear, chemical and biological weapons programmes and technologies

and emerging technologies. However, none of the reports received over a period of

30 years have yielded any valuabie information whatsoever. DIS therefore decided

in December 2000, not to receive these reports any longer.

ns



5® June 2002 Section 40
010)

Stoke on Trent

Subject: MOD UFO reporting

To whom it may concern,

I came across the following extract from "The Daily Nation" (Kenya newspaper) on

the internet at:

http://www. virtuallystrange.net/ufo/updates/2002/may/m12-007.shtml

"Letter from London Sunday, May 12, 2002

After half a century, it's RIP for the UFOs

muSection 40
<snip>

The Ministry of Defence Directorate of Intelligence has declared that it no longer

wishes to be sent any reports of UFOs (Unidentified Flying Objects) and, perhaps

more pertinently, the enthusiasts of the British Flying Saucer Bureau announced they

are suspending activities because sightings have dried up. "Perhaps", said a

spokesman wanly, “our alien visitors have completed their survey of earth". UFOs

were a national fixation These terse announcements tucked away inside a few

newspapers in no way reflect the obsessional nature of the events they refer to."

I did not come across the UK newspaper reports alluded to in the article. Please can

you confirm or refute the assertion in the article that "The Ministry of Defence

Directorate of Intelligence has declared that it no longer wishes to be sent any reports

of UFOs"?

If the report is accurate, please would you be so kind as to send me a copy of the

original press release from the MOD.

Regards,

BAS

TOENG. ssevsescconsescoesenesses

“7 1 iY 20821 eae
Fue 2oahaee





yp oction 40]
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

WC2N 5BP :

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

E-Mail das-laopspoll a@detence. Moaluk

Your Reference

Qur Refere
D/DAS/643.4—~

__ IN 46904
Dat; USA 2¢ June 2002

> a
Thank you for your letter dated 14 June in which you request information concerning the

UK Ministry of Defence’s position with regard to “unidentified flying objects”. This office is the

- focal point within the MOD for correspondence of this nature.

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some

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

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

potential threat, 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. I hope this is helpful.

Yous S meet



Rat Mani stry OF Oefanse ) G -/Y-09

ZI would Irke +o request the Miatstry of Defense and
Your Coun tr y's Qovirmats Uiew on UFOS & Life Feom ouhey

Space.

Ausar ting yoer Reply,

ee...

DAS
TON. crecsmsersne

20 JUN 2009
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	P.35 - Letter from UFOlogist East Yorkshire incident reported by RAF Tornado crew

	P.61-80 - BBC1 ‘Inside Out’ programme
 death of US pilot Captain William Schaffner  
	P. 150-51 - Colour photograph showing a ‘UFO’ near a RAF Lancaster display aircraft

	P.163-65 - Standard Operating Procedure for reporting UFO sightings MoD 1985
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