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DR CLARKE’S LETTERS AND INFORMATION REQUESTED

1* Letter — 21 June 2000

Requested access to files from 1969 to date. Files currently closed under 30 year rule.
Letter answered on 25 July 2000. Request refused under Exemption 9 (voluminous &

vexatious request) and Exemption 12 (privacy of an individual) of the Code of
Practice on Access to Government Information.

2" I etter — 1 August 2000

Narrowed request to following;

1. Sequence of files following DEFE 31/19 - 1968-1981

EESERESidentified DIS files;

55/40/9/1 Pt 3 (1968-1971) UFO Policy — File destroyed 8 August 1984
55/108/15 Pt 4 (1971-1996) UFO Policy — File held by DIS

2. UFO sighting reports to the MOD during January 1974 (Possibly Air 20/12556)

[Section 40 ISR

AIR 2/18873 (1973-74) UFO Reports — File for release to PRO 2005 (currently
with Records 1)
AF/584 (January 1974) UFO Reports — File with Records 1

There are 250 pages on these files and 150 would need to be sanitised. EE S0l
has provided an estimate of cost.

3. B 5/311 UFO Meteorological Aspects (1968-70)

File due to be opened to the public at the PRO on 1 January 2001. Dr Clarke
said in his letter dated 10 October 2000 that as the file will be available
un-sanitised in the PRO in January 2001 he will wait. He has withdrawn his
request for this file.

4. DEFE 44/1 and DEFE 21

Records advise these files are retained in Department in accordance with
Section 3(4) Public Records Act.



3 Letter — 11 August 2000

5. BJ 5/311 Meteorological Aspects 1968-70

As 3. Above.

6. AIR 2/18564 UFO Reports: West Freugh 1957

File covers 1957-71, due for release to PRO 2002 but currently with Records 1.
Consists of 75 pages, 25 need to be sauitised.ghas provided an estimate
of cost.

7. AF/3459/75 UFOQs: Policy and Policy Statements 1970

File currently with Records 1. Consists of 115 pages, S need to be sanitised.
[EESR] has provided an estimate of cost.

8. D/Sec(AS)/12/1 (5 parts dealing with policy D/Sec(AS)64/1 issues)

D/Sec(AS) 12/1 Pt A- UFO Policy (1985) -Currently held at Hayes
D/Sec(AS) 64/1 Pt A- UFO Policy (1996) -Held by DAS 4a(Sec)-CONFIDENTAL

D/Sec(AS) 64/1 Pt B -UFO Policy -Held by DAS 4a(Sec)-SECRET
D/Sec(AS) 64/1 Pt C ~UFO Peolicy -Held by DAS 4a(Sec)-CONFIDENTAL
D/Sec(AS) 64/1 Pt D -UFO Policy -Held by DAS 4a(Sec)-UNCLASSIFIED

Advice needed from OMD 14. 1 think the only part of the Code we may be able
to withhold this under is Exemption 2b (Infernal discussion and advice.
Information whose disclosure would harm the frankness and candour of internal
discussion, including: b. internal opinion, advice, recommendation, consultation
and deliberation).

9. D/Sec(AS) 64/5 Media Issues

This file is a DAS 4a (Sec) current file and consists of mainly newspaper cuttings
and magazine articles. There are 197 pages. There are some notes written by
DAS (Sec) staff on some of the cuttings and the file also contains 7 pages
classified RESTRICTED which deals with a Daily Mail and Daily Express article
on 24 April 1998. This article talks about RAF Fylingdales.

Advice needed from OMD 14 on whether if we release this file, can we sanitise
the comments of DAS Staff and withhold the Restricted pages or do we have to
release the whole file or nothing.



10. DS8/75/6 UFO TV Discussion (1976)

Currently held by Record 2. We need to check with Sl about release of
this file as it is not mentioned in his letter. -

11. AIR 20/12556 UFO Reports January 1974

See number 2 above,
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1 August, 2000

Your reference: D/Sec(AS)64/3

B cion 40|

Many thanks for your detailed letter of 25 July with reference to my request to view
MOD files relating to ‘unidentified flying objects.’

Firstly, I realise your staff have many other more pressing defence-related duties and I .
apologise if my request has added to that burden. I contacted the Freedom of
Information office on 20 July inquiring as to what had become of my original request,
simply because I was concerned that my letter had gone astray, or had been sent to the
wrong department, as I had not at that stage received an acknowledgement. Almost
immediately I received your acknowledgement in the post, and would like to make it
clear that I have always been satisfied with the helpful and detailed responses received
from the MOD’s Secretariat (Air Staff) on the occasions I have contacted your
depariment in the past.

With regards to my request to view files, 1 accept that my request for access to files
covering the period 1969 to present was a little ambitious in terms of staff time. From
your response, it appears that the main obstacle preventing the use of these files for
research projects such as my own is the Exemption 9 in the Code of Practice which
relates to Privacy of the individual. You say you receive up to 400 sighting reports
each year and a similar number of lesters, but I wonder if you could specify how many
of the individuals who contact the department in any one year have requested that their
personal details should remain confidential for 30 years? From cursory viewing of the
files which are available at the PRO relating to the period before 1969, I cannot recall
finding one single request of this kind, and indeed many of the sightings and letters
relate to events which are already in the “public domain”, for example have already
been reported in newspapers and other media.

While 1 would question the basis upon which my request has been refused, I do not

wish to add to your administrative burden by asking for a review or involving my MP \G " Y-

at this stage. I would be more happy to take up your offer of help to iocate “a more & ;ﬁ’y/

limited amount of material” which might fall within the terms of your Code of Practice oﬁpﬂ

for Access to Government Information. I would be happy o guided by yourself as to o ?:/"“

what you feel would be a reasonable request for access to a “limited amount” of W

material,

Further to your offer, firstly I would like to point out that my research is not

specifically concerned with the details of individual “UFQ sightings” reported taby  —~ A oY ~ ,-,,e;c.' .

]ﬂJ L)’}'(c,'s LRAN

Ccf)x} e B

Covo sy oo

s . g R




o Q . by be amruced

. individuals to the MOD. I am more interested in studying the evolution of how the old
Air Ministry, and later the MOD, dealt with these kind of inquiries, how policy on this
ﬁrt M subject was formulated, and how that policy has been influenced by specific incidents,
Government policy, Parliamentary questions, scientific opinion and the media.

To this end, I have found the material in the Defence Intelligence Staff registered files
particularly of interest. Of the two files currently available at the PRO, DEFE 31/118
(UFO policy 1953-63) and DEFE 31/119 (UFO Policy 1967) contain precisely the
category of information I am secking: for exampleinternal memorandums, draft policy
documents etc. There is little, if any, correspondence from the public contained within
these files which fall within Exemption 12 (Privacy) or the exemptions relating to
@ national security. Further to this detail, I would like to apply for access to the sequence [ pic Rl
of files which follow DEFE 31/119 and which presumably relate to UFO policy, ssluofal) pe3
between the years 1968 and 1981. This request relates to specific files, falling within a _f oved
specified period of time, so you may feel it would be worthwhile employing a more R;u J
t focussed search to retrieve and scrutinise these papers on my behalf, xS M A‘(
In terms of Air Staff files relating to sighting/s reported by the general public, the one A \@L
specific file I wish to view relates to UFO/unidentified aircraft sightings reported to the ¢
MOD during the month of January 1974. Following the file sequence at the PRO I Om%
suspect this file would be be found at the reference Air 20/12556 (Air 20/12555 relates
to December 1973). lﬂv
w L Yee”

i ii ;ﬁ I would also like to apply for access to a file produced by the Meteorological Office

for the MOD, reference BJ 5/311 titled “Unidentified Flying Objects: meteorological
aspects” which relates to the period 1968-1970. This file is due to be opened at the
PRO on 1 January 2001,

From my research into historical files at the Public Record Office, I suspect there may

also be memoranda and reports relating to UFOs in the 1950s hidden with;?he Defence

Intelligence Files, class numbers DEFE 44/1 and DEFE 21, and I have contacted the

MOD Departmental Record Officer separately with a request for access to this

material. DEFE 44 contains papers from as far back as 1946, but these remain

I classified because the file also contains material from 1991. I would like to request
access to the block of files and memoranda which relate to the period 1946 to 1969,
which should be available for scrutiny under the Freedom of Information Act,

—
I hope you will feel it is possibte to allow me to have access to at least some of the

material specified in this letter, for use in what is a bona fide academic research
programme. 1 would be happy to meet any reasonable costs incurred as a result of this
eu-'—s | application, and would be willing to sign any undertakings related to Data Protection
or Official Secrets which you might feel appropriate. In addition, I will be happy to
provide the MOD with a copy of my completed research paper, which I plan to publish
via the National Centre for English Cultural Trad{glon at the Umversny of Sheffield.

e
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In making this request, I am simply responding to the Government’s and the MOD’s
own stated manifesto pledge to “establish a general statutory right of access to official
records and through culture change throughout the public sector” (MOD website).
This faudable aim will only be seen to working in practise if reasonable requests for .



access to non-sensitive material, a category I feel my request falls within, are

successful. This touches upon the discussion I mentioned I had with the MOD/RAF
Press Office in January this year, when I tried to follow up a story in the national Press
which suggested that a// files relating to UFOs were soon to be released to the PRO. I.
was told at that time by the duty Press Officer that the former minister Peter Kilfoyle Z
had indeed expressed the opinion that there was no good reason for keeping files {
related to UFOs restricted for 30 years. He said release of UFO data was likely to be a)
priority following “a review of the files.” There was, I was told, “a general move (
within the department to give out information that is not security sensitive and take /
away the myth of secrecy that surrounds this subject.” ;

I hope we will be able to reach an agreement on access to the limied amount of files
specified in this letter, and that this application will not be too onerous upon your
department’s time.

I am copying this reply to_jat OMD/AD, Room 617, Northumberland
House, so that he is aware that I am happy with the expeditious and helpful way you- -
have dealt with my inquiry.

urs Sincer
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Ministry of Defence
Main Building
Whitehall

London SW1A 2HB

21 June 2000

Dear Sir/Madam,

Freedom of Information — Access to MOD files relating to aerial phenomena

I am undertaking post doctoral research into the socio-psychological aspects of belief in
the aerial phenomena popularly known as ‘unidentified flying objects’, as an Honorary
Research Fellow at the National Centre for English Cultural Tradition, University of
Sheffield.

In particular, I am examining the role played by the mass media in the creation and
transmission of beliefs and rumours about UFOs, and how these have been reflected in
the Ministry of Defence’s public policy towards this subject from 1950 to the present.

While a certain amount of useful information can be obtained from the study of Press
reports, the proceedings of Hansard and the records of private researchers, a study of this
kind is reliant upon access to official records such as those available at the Public Record
Office.

Currently access to records kept by the MOD relating to UFO phenomena, including
those relating to the formulation of official policy, are covered by the Access to Public
Records Act, 1967. This has meant that the vast majority of records relating to this
subject are made available for public inspection when they are 30 years old. As a result, a
number of MOD air files relating to UFO reports and policy issues relating to the period
1953-1969 have already been released and are available for study at the PRO.

However, at present records dating from 1969 to the present day remain closed under the
terms of the 1967 Act. Despite this fact, during the past decade the MOD have released
information relating to UFOs in response to individual requests from the public which,
strictly speaking, continue to remain closed under the 30 year rule.
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Under the definitions used by the Draft Freedom of Information Act (1999) all
Government records — other that those created by the Security and Intelligence Services -
should be available for public scrutiny unless it can be demonstrated their disclosure
would clearly cause harm to “national security, defence and international relations...the
internal discussion of Government policy [and/or] personal privacy.”

Since the 1950s, the UK Government’s public position has been that reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ have no implications for defence or national security. As a
result, there would appear to be no reason, other than protection of personal privacy, why
records maintained on this subject should not be made available for study purposes such
as the one I am proposing.

Indeed, in January this year I contacted the RAF Press Office who confirmed that the
Ministry of Defence, in response to the published aims of the draft Freedom of
Information Bill, were considering a proposal to allow access to UFO related files —
currently closed under the 30 year rule - for what were described as “bona fide
researchers.” This was on the proviso that any proposed future access did not
compromise confidential personal data supplied to the MOD by members of the public
and/or endanger national security.

A preliminary examination of the MOD air files on UFOs from 1953-1969 which are
available at the PRO has demonstrated their value as a rich source of historical and social
data relevant to my proposed study. For example, a Defence Intelligence briefing from
1966-67 released to the Public Recoid Office last year (DEFE 31/119) demonstrates how
MOD staff were aware of the importance of these social and psychological factors,
specifically the role played by the mass media, in the wax and wane of interest
surrounding UFO reports..

These records have hitherto never been the subject of a properly funded academic
research project, The value of such a study to the UK Government, in terms of the
development of public policy in future, should also be taken into account when this
request is considered. An independent study of this historical material might also help to
dispel the popular myth of “secrecy” and “cover-up” which continues to surround the
MOD’s public statements on the subject of UFOs.

I am cwrrently in receipt of an award from the British Academy to study the creation and
transmission of rumours in the context of popular beliefs which spread through Britain
during the First World War, based upon records preserved at the Public Record Office.
Later this year I intend to apply to another funding body for an additional award which
would allow me to study the development of popular beliefs about UFOs and how these
have been reflected by MOD policy from the 1950s to the present. As it stands, the
proposed study would have to be based upon the MOD air files which are currently
available, and relate to the period 1953-1969.



I wish to make a formal application via the Freedom of Information Unit of the MOD for
access to MOD Air files relating to UFOs and UFO policy for the period 1969 to the
present day. I would define access as having the opportunity to examine all relevant files
relating to UFO reports and UFO policy, making notes and copies of relevant material
where necessary. I appreciate a project of this kind could take time and would incur costs,
but these could easily be incorporated into my application for a research award.

I would welcome to opportunity to discuss this proposal informally with a representative

from the Ministry of the Defence and/or the Freedom of Information Unit and look
forward to hearing from you,

Yours Faithfull




Flying Saucery

flyingsaucery.com exists to publish
the research findings from

veteran fortean researchers David
Clarke and Andy Roberts.

“...A myth is not a
fairy story. It is the
presentation of facts
belonging to one
category in the
idioms appropriate to
another. To explode
a myth is accordingly
not to deny the facts
but to re-allocate
them."”

Gilbert Royle {1900~
19786) British
philosopher

Since the early 1980s we have worked closely on a
variety of Fortean subjects from UFQlogy te Earth
Mystaries. The results of these researches have been
published in sevaral books, magazines, newspapers,
booklets and TV programs {see bibliography) and more
specifically via the pages of UFO Brigantia.

Since the late 1990s we have been delving deap inta
UFClogy in the United Kingdom since WWII, re-
investigating so called "classic cases", visiting the Public
Record Office and other archival scurces of information,
tracing and interviewing key witnasses and Ministry of
Defence employees at all levels of UFO ressarch and
investigation.

The resuits of this research will be
published in our next book, titled,
Out of the Shadows: UFOs, the
Establishment & the official
Cover-up, dua from Piatkus in
May 2002,

"
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In addition, flyingsaucery.com will
act as a outlet for the
dissemination of our on-going
rasearch, along with commentary
on what Is taking place in UK
UFOlogy today. We will alsa
occasionally be revealing significant breakthroughs in
research.

The first of these is the much sought after M.0O.D. file
on the Rendiesham forest incident of 1980, that has
been described by some as "Britain's Rosweill" - CLICK
HERE - brought to you first by us.

World Exclusive:
After half a century

http://www flyingsaucery.com/home. htm

rage 1 o1 2

The MOED

X-Files
gl

The Rendlesham

Files
o

No Kidding
This Time. My
Flyving Saucer
Photo is

Genuinst
g
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Flying Saucery Page2 012

of deriials we can
reveal the contents
* of the British
Governments top

secrat "Flying
Saucar " - the
origin of the UFQ

‘cover-up'.

Another Flying
Saucery first, is the
presentation of our
resaarch that reveals the truth behind two classic
British UFO photographs taken by Alex Bitch and
Stephen Darbishire. Read it and weap.

If you want your belief in alien visitation stroked or
need seating plans for the 6.15 from Zata Reticulli
flyingsaucery.com is going to disappoint you. However
if you want the best in comprehensive, up to the minute
axploration in the murky depths of contemporary and
histerical UFOlogy then welcome aboard.

Dave and Andy would ba delighted to hear from you if
you have any comments or criticisms of the material
you'll find here.

We can be contacted at: info@flyingsaucery.com

flyingsaucery.com is designed and maintained by Mike
Wootten

© 2001 Andy Roberts and Dave Clarke

http:/fwww flyingsaucery.com/home htm 22/10/01
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. INTERESTS

Dave and Andy are working on & number of other UFD and fortean projects and would ba
interasted in any information you may have on the following:

Flying Saucers & Unidentified Flying Objects

British contactess 1947-70/Georga Adamski in the UK
UFOlogy in the 1950s

'Daath' rays and ralated phenomena

Phantom airship sightings of the late 18th/early 20th centuries
Foo Fighters

Ghost aircraft/phantom helicopters

Alleged crashed saucers in the UK

The Berwyn Mountain 'UFO crash’

Aerial Phenomena Enquiry Network (APEN)

Earth Mysteries/Forteana

Tha Big Grey Man of Ben McDhui (and other mountain panics)
Pagan survivals in the UK

Celtic stone heads and other "Cursed" objects

Spring-hested Jack

Spooklights and Earthlights

BIOGRAPHY

ANDY ROBERTS
Is the author of

Catflaps: Anomalous Big Cats in tha North, Brigantia Books 1986/CFZ 2001
Phantoms of the Sky {(with David Clarke), Robert Hala 1989/90

Earthlights Revelation {contributing author), Blandford 1991

Ghosts & Legends of Yorkshire, Jarrold 1992

Twilight of the Celtic Gods (with David Clarke) Blandford, 1996/97

The UFOs That Never Were (with Jenny Randles & David Clarke - Feb, 2000}

In addition Andy has contributed chapters to the following compilations:

UFOs 1947-37, Fortean Tomes, 1987
Phenomenon, Macdonald & Co., 19838
Fortean Studies 3, John Brown Publishing, 1995
Fortean Studies 5, John Brown Publishing 1999

TV & Radio:

Andy has contributed to many local and national TV and radio shows. He worked as a consuitant

on and appeared in:

The Isle Is Full Of Noises, Everyiman, BBCl, Broadcast 1/11/92

and

Down To Earth, Fourwinds for Distovery channel, also shown on Channe! 4
QOrigin Unknown, Granada, Broadcast Jan/Feb 1999

Tha Haunted Valley Granada, Broadcast, November 2000

http://www flyingsaucery.com/who.htm

22/10/01
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e ¥ Major Magazine Articles:

Andy edited the seminal UFQ magazine, UFQ Brigantia, for 25 issues and also edits the sporadic
. scandal-rag The Armchair UFologist.

In addition Andy has written for numerous publications including: The Dalasman, , Fortean Timas,
UFO Times, The Guardian, Yorkshire Post, Bradford Telegraph & Argus, Magonia, Northern Earth

His article, Rocking the Allen, dealing with pop music’s fascination with UFOs was the cover featurs
article for the July 1996 issue of Fortean Times and was also printed in the G2 section of The
Guardian

He can be contacted at: andy.roberts ingsauce

DAVID CLARKE

Ph.D in English Cultural Tradition and Language, University of Sheffiald {1999)
Thesis subject was the cuit of the human head in Celtic mythology, British tradition and folklora.

BA (Hons) dual honours Archaeology and Medieval History at Sheffield University (graduated
1590).

As a UFDlogist, I was a founder mamber of the Independent UFQ Network (TUN) in 1987 and of the
UFO Investigator's Network (UFOIN) in 195%9. I have also served as a Council member of the British
UFO Research Association (BUFORAJ in the late 1980s.

As a journalist, I have worked for ten years gn local newspapers including the Rotherham
Advertiser and Sheffield Star and now work freelance as a journalist and

full time as an author.

I hold a Honarary Research Faliowship in the National Centre for English Cultural Tradition and
Language, University of Sheffieid, where I teach Traditions of Supernaiural Belief, a 2nd and 3rd
year undergraduate option in the School of English.

My specialist areas of research interest are:

& contemporary legend and belief: specifically 'space age' folklore {conspiracy thaories,'flying
saucer’ and UFQ beliefs);

& rurnour transmission and rumour-panics within a supernatural context;
» the intetface between archaeology, oral tradition and belief;
& customn and belief, spacifically in the context of northern England and the Paak District

Books:

Phantoms of the Sky: UFOs - A Modern Myth? {with Andy Roberts), Londan: Robert Hale, 1990.
Ghosts and Legends of the Peak District, Norwich: Jarrold Publishing, 1981,

Strange South Yorkshire: Myth, Magic and Memery in the valley of the Don, Wilmslow: Sigma
Prass, 1994.

A Guide to Britain's Pagan Heritage, London: Robert Hale, 1995,

Twilight of the Celtic Gods: An exploration of Britain's lndden pagan traditions, London: Blandford
Press, 1996,

Tha UFQOs that Never Ware, London {with Janny Randles and Andy Roberts), Allison & Busby, 1999,
Supernatural Peak District, London: Robert Hale, 2000.

Contributor to:

Fortean Times, Fortean Studies, Folklare Journal, Peak and Pernnine Magazine, UFD Magazine, UFO
Brigantia, Third Stone, international UFC Reporter.

VUFDs 1947-87 (Fortean Timas)

Pheromencon (edited by John Spencer & Hilary Evans)
Earthlights Revelation (Paul Devereux)

Fortean Studies 3 (John Brown Publishing)

Fortaan Studies 6 {John Brown Pyblishing)

Serias contributor to:

LWT "Strange But True' (2 series); BBC Mysteries; BBC Closa Up North; Granada TV 'Origin
Unknown," Channel 4 Equinox, Four Winds Production, XYTV; Granad TV "The Haunted
Valley" (November 2000)

David can be contacted via email on dave.clarke@flyingsaucery com

http:/fwww flyingsaucery.com/who him 22/10/01
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WORLD EXCLUSIVE: BRITAIN'S SECRET UFD X-FILES REVEALED

For fifty years UFOlogists have baen searching for evidenca of a secret study by the Ministry of
Defence into the 'flying saucer' mystery.

Now we can Exclusively reveal the existence of a UFO study group created by British intelligence in
1950 and the contents of their final report - classified for haif a century.

This was the first and only official UFO study by the British Government that has formed tha basis
for all policy on the subject up to present.

In 1955 and again in 1962 the MOD assured Major Patrick Wall MP in answer to Parliamentary
Question that thare ‘had been no formal inquiry.' He was lied to.

For in 1852 the Secretary of State for Air referred to 'a full intelligence study' of the saucers in a
raply to Prime Minister Winston Churchill's request to know 'the truth.

During the research for our book 'Out of the Shadows' we discovared the final surviving copy of the
report by the 'Flying Saucer Working Party’ - DSI/ITIC Report Na 7 Unidentified Flying Objects.

As one of the authors, RAF Wing Commander tMyles Formby, told us: "the report was naver
published but was circulated at the highest lave! and was used as a 'vardstick' for future action.”

Questions or media enquiries should be directed to: dave.clarke@flyingsaucery.com

Documents reproduced caurtesy of Crown Copyright

© 2001 Andy Roberts and Dave Clarke

http:/f'www flyingsaucery.com/mod/index htm 22/10/01
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-, UFO Brigantia is

< back! We will be re-
“:publishing classic No Kidding This Time...My Full Report
. articles from the Flying Saucer Photo is

‘U.K's. finest UFQO Genuine!

magazine and
frequently adding
new material.

The Berwyh Mountain UFO Crash Word doc

UFQ Brigantia originated as a

monthly UFO magazina inthe 5 den Moor Summan Word dac
early 19805, edited by the

enigmatic Paul Bannett. Initially

it was the house journal of the  1he Howden Moor incident Word doc
West Yorkshire UFO Research
Group {WYUFORG). Andy UFQ over Narth Sea Word doc
Roberts took over as editor in
1985, when the magazine went  gohweinfurt - A Mystery Solved? Word doc

bi-manthiy and eventually
quarterly as the journal of the

The Northumpbrian UFG Crash of 1963
Independent UFO Network The Northumbrian UFC Crash of 1969 Word doc
{ILUN},

My Elying Saucer Photo. .. Word doc

Thera has never been another

magazine like UFD Brigantia. more files to come...
Mixing hard core invastigative

ufology with biting satire and

sarcasm Brigantia left no stone

unturned in its quest to

represant ufology as it is rathar

than how some of its

proponents would like it to be.

UFO Brigantia's list of
columnists, contributors and
interviewees was impressive
and included most of the best
known names of the 80s and
$0s, both from American and
European UFOlogy. These
inciuded Jenny Randlas, Paul
Devereux, David Clarke, Robert
Moore, Ralph Noyes, Hilary
Evans, Jehn Keel, Budd
Hopkins, Bill Moore, Jacques
Vallee and Philip Mantle.

Since its demise in 1993
following the death of Stuart
Smith and the tempuarary
retiremant from ufology of
Robarts and Clarke, there have
been numerous requests for
UFO Brigantla to be revived.

Flyingsaucery.com will host new
UFQ Brigantia items as well as
archival material and occasional
rants from the Armchair
Ufologist.

http://www flyingsaucery.com/brigantia. htm 22/10/01
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Out of the Shadows
UFOs, the Establishment & the official Cover-up

Out of the Shadows: UFOs, the Establishment & the official Cover-
" up is the new UFO book by David Clarke and Andy Roberts,
published by Piatkus in 2002.

Out of the Shadows takes a fresh lock at the subject of UFDs, focussing upon the British Ministry
of Defance's investigations into the phenomena since 1940, Clarke and Roberts have spant two
years researching the book and have uncovered hundreds of previously unseen MOD docurnents
relating to UFO activity in the UK.

The book sets the MOD policy on UFOs alongside the baliefs and attitudes of tha British UFQ
community and the wider media towards both the subject and allegations of an official ‘cover up'.

Out of the Shadows is not a sceptical book, nor is it written for 'believers.' We sae it as a social
histary of the flying saucer/UFQ phenomenon in the UK. It cbiectively traces the development of
official interest and invastigations into UFOs and reaches sotna startling conclusions.

Arnong its many and varied contents, the book features:

¢ Important new material on WWII UFQ sightings and investigations
& Hitherto unseen Ministry of Defence and RAF files on UFQ reponts by service parsonnel.

& Interviews with and comments with numerous individuals who have worked at the highest
level of governmental UFQ investigation

e The MOD fite an the Rendlesham Forest UFO case of 1980
& New information on the Men In Black rmystery
& The invelvement of the Rayal Family, aristocracy and politicians in UFO studie§

http.//www flyingsaucery.com/soon. htm 22/10/01
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The Rendlesham Forest UFO case is, with the sole exception of the Roswell Incident, the
most talked about UFO case in the world. Numerous books, articles and TV shows have
been made about the Rendlesham Forest event and tens of thousands of hours of
research has been conducted.

Many peopla have speculated on the depth and nature of involvament by the UK government in
this case and the 'Holy Grail' of Randlesham has baen the 'official' Ministry of Defence file on the
event. During the ¢ourse of research for No Defence Significance? this file was located and
obtained.

For the first time in the world you can now discover the UK government’s sacret files on the
Rendlesham Forest UFO case. You may not agree with the UK governments' attitudes to the case -
but you cannot lgnore them.

Here we present David Clarke's commentary on the file, placing it in context, with links to selected
documents.

Questions or media enquirias should be directed to; dave.clarke@®flyingsaucery.com

Documents raproduced courtesy of Crown Copyright

© 2001 Andy Roberts and Dave Clarke

http://fwww flyingsaucery.com/Rendlesham/index.htm 22/10/01
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% Five documents relating to the alleged UFO Landing at RAF Woodbridge in 1980 are no
“ longer a secret following a landmark decision by the MOD’s Director of Information
" Exploitation.

The decision marks a further breakthrough in our understanding of the events in Rendlesham
Forest.

Five documents were with-held from the original file under exemptions to the coda, 2 under
Exemption 1 {national security) and 3 under Examption 2 {intarnal discussion and advice to
ministars less than 30 years old).

We immediately lodged an appeal against the decision and an internal review has now been
completed. A senior MQOD official has now released the two documents that were with-held on the
grounds of national security.

The new documents contain no evidence that a cover-up of @ UFOQ landing ever existed. They
simply illustrate how claims of a cover-up arise from secrecy for the sake of secrecy, part of an
astablished tradition in Britain.

What they reveal is that the RAF were making checks on radar records for 29 December 1980,
fallowing information supplied by Lt Col Charles Halt in his memo to the MOD.

As we now know the actual date of Halt's sighting in Rendlesham Forest was the night of 27/28
December 1980. This implies incompetence and complacency on behalf of the MOD, who did not
see fit to make further inquirias into the details they had been

supplied by Halt.

To see the MOD judgement, and copias of the newly released documants, click on the links below...

MOD Judgement Doacument 1 Document 2

Documents reproducad courtesy of Crown Copyright

o Bk

© 2001 Andy Roberts and Dave Clarke

http://www. flyingsaucery.com/Rendlesham/news.htm 22/10/01
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BRITAIN'S SECRET "X-FILES' REVEALED

S rent P

David Clarke and Andy Roberts

The Ministry of Daefence has always denied involvement in any official study of the UFO phenomenon. But files
recently discovered in Government archives reveal how in 1950 the MOD set up a secret committee of scientists
and intelligence experts to investigate sightings of flying saucers’. The report they produced for Winston
Churchill’'s Government remained secret for 50 years and even today certain sections remain classified because
of their intelligence content.

During research for our forthcoming book on the British Establishitment and UFOs garly in 2001 copies of the historic report
produced by the British Fiying Saucer Working Party in 1951 were provided by a MOD source.

The full story of the Working Party and the stories of the high ranking MOD and
RAF officers were involved in the first and only official British study of the UFO
phenomenan will be revealed in our book: OUT OF THE SHADOWS, published by
Piatkus in 2002. What follows is a surmmary of the context in which the report was
produced and why Its discovery is @ major event in the history of UFClogy.

At the dawn of the 21st century it is claimed that slghtings of UFOs have become
so few and far betwean that ane of the aldest groups of civilian enthusiasts, the
British Flying Saucer Bureau, have announced they are closing down. While racent
opinlon polls show 50 percent of the public believe wa have baan visited by aliens,
the Ministry of Defence have always denied they had ever taken the subjact
seriously.

Fifty years ago, at the height of the Cold War, the situation was radically differant.
Sightings of 'flying saucers' made newspaper headlines every day on both sides of
the Atlantic. The now defunct London Sunday Dispatch aven describad the subjact
as “bigger than the Atom Bomb Wars." By the summar of 1950 with war in Korea
and the successful testing of the first Russian atomic bomb adding to growing
intarnational tensions, the Western powers were growing increasingly worried by
the 'flying saucer' mystery.

Winston Churchill

Across the world, nervous fingers hovered above the buttons that could trigger a devastating nuclear exchanga. Those
entrusted with weapons of mass destruction had only seconds to decide if an unidentified 'blip’ tracked by radar was a
Russian homber, guided missile, or simply a "phantom.” Whather they existed or not UFQs, quite clearly, had the potential to
trigger a Third World War.

Solving the UFQO problem became a priority for the top brains in the American CIA and their British counterpart, the MOD's
Directorate of Sclantific Intelligence (DSI). It was the Defence Intalligence staff that were responsible for assessing any
threat posed by UFOs, The DSI advised the Joint Intelligence Committee who ultimately answered to the Prime Minister.
Throughout the 19505 tha Ministry of Defence triad to calm public fears by debunking 'flying saucer' sightings as meteorites
or weathar balloons, but behind closed doors they had aiready launched their own secret study, drawing upon the expertise
of the greatest scientific and military minds of the day.

Documents discovered hidden ln the archives of the Ministry of Defence, reveal how a team dedicated to the study of flying
saucers was set up in October 1950 working closely alongside the CIA who ware involved in their own top secret study. The
very existence of any “official” study of UFOs had been long denied by tha MOD. Even when the minutes of this non-existent
committee came to light in 1997, the report it producad could not be found. The document, we were repeatediy assured, was
"absent” from the catalogue at the Public Racord Office. Staff concluded it “had not survived the passage of time." . The
report constitutes the "Holy Grail" to those who have always believed that the Ministry of Defence were involved in a cover-
up of UFD evidence. It is also an important jigsaw puzzle piece in the history of the Cold War,

The papers raveal that tha "Flying Saucer” study was the brainchild of one of Churchili's most trusted scientific advisors, Sir
Henry Tizard, bast known for his rela in the development of Britain's pre-World War Two radar defences that proved so
decisive during the Battle of Britain. Tizard felt the saucer sightings could not be simply dismissed as delusions, and
demanded an invastigation of the subject following a pro-saucer newspaper campalgn backed by one of the most respected
figures of the day, Lord Louis Mountbattan. Mountbatten and a number of other highly placed officials - including Battle of
Britain mastermind Air Chief Marshall Hugh Dowding - had privately concluded that fiving saucers were advanced craft from
outer space.

The Flying Saucer Working Party had five members, representing the elite Tachnical Intalligance branches of the Air Ministry,
Admiraity, War Office and Ministry of Defence. It held its first meeting in October of 1950 in a room at the former Hotel
Metropole in Northumberland Avenue, just yards away from Trafalgar Square. As a result, personnel serving with the RAF
and Royal Navy were askad to submit sighting raports for invastigation.

After aight months of sifting through hundreds of X-Files from as far afield as New Zealand, the committee concluded that
only three originated from trustworthy sources and were worthy further study, In June 1950 a pilot on patro! from RAF
Tangmere in Sussex sighted a "bright circular metallic object" which sped past his Meteor jet fighter at 20,000 feet. As he
was undergoing a debriafing by squadron intelligence It emarged that four RAF controllers at an air defance radar station
near Eastbourne had, at the sama time, tracked an "unusual response” that vanished from their scraens, moving at terrific
spead.

http://www flyingsaucery.com/mod/modcom1.htm 22/10/01
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The Rendiesham MoD file: Some Praliminary Thoughts

Jenny Randles

The release of this flle to David Clarke in May 2001 is of considerable interest,
given the prominence of the Rendlesham Forest case in UFO thinking. But it also
has great significance in terms of other modern British incidents - for we might
now hope to get better official information on them without having to wait 30
years and find re-investigation badly compromised.

This recognition may be more important long term than the release of the files on a case
that was already of diminishing import in terms of scientific UFO evidence - as obvious from
The UFOs that Never Were' written two years befare this file was released.

However, Rendlesham has held - and will still hotd - a vice-like grip on most UFOlogists
because it offers them the lure of being 'the big one' - a single case that could change the
world. And so any information that helps to illuminate the path towards resolution is to be
welcomed.

Yet, of course, whilst this file does not add much to any resolution of the case itself, and, it
will always be arguable whether it even reflects the sum total of official knowledge on both
sides of the Atlantic (with some no doubt suspecting hidden files may yet lurk somewhere
unannounced) it is of great value. This is especially because of the picture that it paints
about the approach of the MoD's public visage to UFO investigation.

There are no great surprises in the image that it portrays. But there is great interest
because we now have clear, on the record, data from the MoD that all sensible people
should accept as being truthful - at least within the purview of those compiling the reports.

Indeed - I would submit - these records would not be untruthful. They may not be compiete
{indeed the MoD have admitted to withholding some files) but they wili be honest. The MoD
simply would not lie on open record. It would be too potentially destructive for any
government caught doing so.

Ralph Noyes - himself a senior figure in the MoD who dealt with UFQOs and who ran DS 8 at
one point in his career - taught me from our various discussions that if the powers that be
do not want to say something then they do not fie. They just don't say it. If they do say it

then you can

confidently assume that it is basically true.

As such it is proper that we consider this MeD file not as offering untruths but as providing
genuine pointers towards what happened.

Here is a summary of the key things that seem to emerge from the new information and
my thoughts about them - based as yet on only a study of the summary. I will probably add
more when I examine the full report.

1: The dating of the Events

There is no question in my mind - and has not been since one of the three original
witnesses {(John Burroughs) told me this in 1989 - but these two events occurred in
Rendlesham Forest in the early hours of 26 December and overnight on 27/28 December.

There were other minor sightings at other times (many caused by airmen who were aware
of the gossip from around base and so went skywatching in the forest determined to see
'the UFQs' for

themselives). But the Rendlesham legend revolves around these two nights.

htip://www flvingsaucery.com/Rendlesham/comjeni . htm 22/10/01
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‘anyone clings to any other possibility they are wrong to do so.

e the above simple truth was not thought to be true. Even when the Woodbridge
;gil‘iged;:?r?led a different dapte for the initial sighting in late 1983 anq when 1 fpund a very
early note by Brenda Butler which confirmed that her source (the still mysterious airman
Steve Roberts) had initially told her that it occurred on 26 December (but' then changed this
claim to the following day) we were reluctant to accept it because the weight of other

evidence argued against.

Primarily this meant Colonel Halt's insistence about his memo, compiled (we assumed) from
witness statements but in reatity from his memory alone. This was so positive that the
dates were 27 December and 29/30 December. And he was backed by other witnesses
(such as Larry Warren} then willing to go on public record.

This reliance upon false information was a serfous problem for the investigation. It
compromised not only efforts to obtain information from the authorities (Brenda Butler and
Dot Street asked Woodbridge police to comment within weeks of the sighting but asked
them about the wrong night and so were never told about the police suggestion that the
lighthouse was visible from the forest as the might otherwise have been).

It also meant that we dismissed more readily than we would otherwise have done Ian
Ridpath's theory that the initial light in the sky was a bright meteor. One of these was
visible on the night of 26 December and could have triggered a misperception. Yet,
officially, the sighting did

not happen on that night. It happened on the next night when there was no meteor. So, of
course, we tended to be skeptical of this idea in the early years.

The MoD file shows that the authorities were equally thrown off the track by this
fundamental error. They had the wrong dates to check out and so any study was pretty
meaningless. It was not even realised by the MoD as quickly as it was by UFQlogy since
Halt and the British squadron leader Donald Moreland stood by the dates (as you might
aexpect them to do) and so

the MoD, again naturally, believed trained military personnel and their contemporary
records.

It cannot be underestimated here what a simpile error did to this case.

it is hard to appreciate why this cock-up happened, if the events were significant. Hait
could have studied the signed witness statements and the correct date was in the base log
book (the blotter). So why wrong dates were imposed onto the case and then allowad to
stand firm for so many years is always going to be a contentious issue.

I dare say some skeptics might contend that it was preferabie for UFOlogists and witnesses
to rid the spectre of explanation by standing by a false date. But I was really glad to have
the dates sorted out in [989 and it started the siow process towards resolution. UFOlogists
are, in the main, here to solve cases and not to perpetuate mysteries. And - do not forget-
it was one of the original witnesses who clarified the correct dates for me - without
hesitation - so this hardly suggests that there was a plot to obscure the damaging truth.

No the problem with the dates - seriously misleading as it was - occurred through an
apparent mistake rather than any devious plotting.

This was the first cock up to inspire beliefs about a conspiracy - many of which persist to
this day. But it was not the last and it is a great shame that the error was not spotted
earlier because this case may have unravalled long before it did - since the correct dates
are the key to finding answers.

UFQlogy long did not have thesa dates. And nor, we now know, did the MoD. Both paid the
price for being innocently mislead - until the story had become a legend amidst its own
phenomenan.

This is an object lesson to alf people involved in UFO study - including the MoD. Check and
http://www flyingsaucery. com/Rendlesham/comjen] htm 22/10/01
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* double check basic information. One simpie error can have a knock on effect and literally
reak years of havoc.

I should add that this is nof 2 unique circumsiance. A similar error occurs in an Irish
military file released (via IUFOPRA) in late 1997. This described a mid air encounter between
an Irish transport plane and a UFO at 1.10 am on 31 March 1993, The same event was
witnessed over the southwest of England by numerous people and was followed up by
BUFORA within hours. I was acting as Director of Investigations and it was, without
question, the result of a misperception of the burn up from a Cosmos satellite,

However, the official Irish military file on the case contains a second sighting backing up
the transport plane incident. This was by a Captain Cotter at Newcastle, County Dublin.
From his account there cannot be any serious doubt that he saw the same thing as
witnesses across the British Isles. Yet he clearly dates his sighting as 1.10 am on 28 March
- three days to the minute too early - and this was seemingly accepted by the authorities
because he was a credible, military witness and had signed his statement within hours.

You would not expect a mititary officer (here based with the Naval Support Squadron) to
misrecall a sighting so soon afterwards and get the date wrong by three days. Buf here, if
you decline to accept that this is what he did, you must assume that something remarkable
recurred in identical circumstances 72 hours apart.

Far more probable is that he got this date wrong and so we face the consequence of
knowing that if you were to make assumptions based on that error - as many did with
Rendlesham - you risk misjudging the entire case.

Dates clearly are vital and we now must always be aware of how they can mislead us.

vt %
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Dr David Clarke

Ministry of Defence
Room 8243
Main Building
Whitehail
London SW1A 2HB 12 March 2001

Your reference; D/DAS(Sec)/64/3/11

Thank you for your letter of 9 March 2001 and for the information relating to the three
UFO poilicy files.

Once again I am grateful that you have been able to locate and review these files on my
behalf. Accordingly, I am enclosing with this letter a crossed cheque for £20 made out
to ‘MOD Accounting Officer” in advance payment for photocopying and postage as
agreed. If the cost of the work exceeds this amount please let me know.

In the meantime, I look forward to hearing from you with regards to the issues raised
in my letter of 7 February.

Yours sincerely,




From:; ?»0(
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 8243, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephene (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 8000
(Fax)
Dr D Clarke Your Reference
Qantinm AN Our Reference
D/DAS{Sec)i64/3/11
9 March 2001

Dear Dr Clarke

We have been sent the three files mentioned in my letter of 2 February that contain, broadly
speaking, policy material on the subject of 'UFOs’,

The files are:

AF/419 - BBC2 Man Alive Programme - UFQOs
AF/S4F(Air)/422 - UFQs - Radio Oxford Programme
S4F(Air)U/506 - Statistical Analysis of UFOs

These files have now been reviewed and are ready for photocopying and a very small amount of
sanitising. The review, involving reading all the documents on the files, has taken us some 4
hours and has been conducted free of charge under the Code of Practice. Photocopying and
sanitising the papers is estimated at 2 minutes per whole document - in practice some will take a
little less time and those consisting of a number of pages, rather longer. We estimate that this
work will take some one and a quarter hours. At a charge of £15.00 per hour, the total cost is
likely to be £20.00. Would you let us know that you are content to meet this charge and we shall
send you the material as soon as possible.

With regard to your letter of 7 February, that raised a number of issues, I hope to be able to write
to you very shortly.

Yours sincerely,



Loose Minute
D Info(Exp)R/3/7/8

1 March 2001

Head Air Historical Branch

Copy to:
DAS 4al (Sec)

ENQUIRY FROM DR DAVID CLARKE

Reference:g email exchange 12 & 15 February 2001

1.

We recently exchanged email on the subject of Forms 541s (their non-survival).
The enquirer, Dr Clarke, has now written seeking information about the
Neatishead GClI (attached).

- You will note that Dr Clarke has been advised “by a senior MOD source” that such

a record “would not have been destroyed and that even if this had been the case,
a record would have been made..” Clearly the MOD source is not familiar with
MOD regulations relating to the retention periods of destruction certificates.
However, | would welcome your comments about the fate of this type of record.

The query re Air Ministry DDI (Tech)records needs no comment (it’s a well
established line of enquiry from the “ufo” fraternity). Unless, of course,




Dr David Clarke

Deputy Departmental Record Office
Ministry of Defence
3-5 Great Scotland Yard

London SWI1A 2HW 8 March 2001

Your ref: D INFO(EXP)R/3/7/8

Dear EESTMRN @

Thank you for your letter of 27 February 2001 replying to my question with regards to
the absence of Forms 541 from RAF records during 1956. Far from being disappointing, I
found your reply helpful and the information you provided will allow me to channel my
research into more fruitful avenues.

Whilst the information you provided explains the absence of daily records for Squadrons
and RAF stations for the period I am researching, it does not account for the absence of
records for the Neatishead GCI radar station relating to this period.

According to the testimony of the retired senior RAF Fighter Controller who was on duty
during the night of August 13-14, 1956, he personally completed a detailed logbook
record relating to the scramble and attempted interception of an unknown target detected
by the USAF GCA radar at Lakenheath.

He informs me that a representative from Fighter Command at Stanmore visited shortly
after these events and removed the Neatishead GCI station logbook for scrutiny by the
Air Ministry. As the incident recorded by the logbook involved both a radar tracking and
the ‘scramble’ of two aircraft from the Battle Flight, it would seem improbable that the
GCI logbook would have been destroyed.

I am informed by a senior MOD source that records such as the GCI log relating to an
event as important as this would not have been destroyed and even if this was the case, a
record would have had to be made recording who ordered and authorised such
destruction, and for what reason.

Despite exiensive searches of the PRO records I have been unable to locate a filetelaiing -
to Neatishead GCI covering the relevant period in 1956. Records do exist for Sector
Operations Eastern Sector and the 271 Signals Unit, Neatishead, but these do not contain
the GCI station records. As public records outside the 30 year rule these should be
available for scrutiny at the Public Record Office.



Additionally, according to the information provided by the retired RAF Controller, a
report on the incident I am researching was prepared for Air Ministry by the technical
intelligence section DDI (Tech) during 1956-57. Records created by DDI (Tech) appear
in the PRO files for the period 1940-45, but none appear to be available post-1945.

I would be grateful if you could provide any information regarding the survival, present
location and public access arrangements in respect of 1) the GCI station logbook from
RAF Neatishead radar for August 1956 and 2) files created by Air Ministry DDI (Tech)
relating to the period 1952-58.

Your assistance is greatly appreciated and I look forward to hearing from you (SAE
enclosed).

Yours faithfully,
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DAS4A(SEC)

From: info(Exp)-Records1 / /{/ %

Sent: 12 February 2001 12:1

To: Hd of AHB(RAF) /

Cc: DAS4A(SEC) ’

Subject: ENQUIRY FROM DR DAVID CLARKE - FORM 541s

=

Dr Clarke is an enthusiastic researcher into unexplained aerial phenomena.

He is researching an incident which occurred between 0010 hours and 0330 hours GMT on 14
August 1956, when an unidentified radar track was recorded by the GCl radar station at RAF
Neatishead.

Apparently aricraft from 23 Sqn were scrambled from RAF Waterbeach to intercept this
unidentified radar target. Dr Clarke has traced the pilots and navigators of both aircraft and have
copies of their personal logbooks which confirm these dates and timings.

But in trying to confirm these details from records at Kew ie ORBs (AIR 27/2742, AIR 29/2631
and AIR 25/1555-6), he has drawn a blank,

He has been given to understand that the information he seeks would be on Form 541 (the
appendices!). Some earlier 5415 (1947) are located at Kew and contain the kind of information
he seeks, but those for 1956 are not available.

He asks if those for the periods of interest survive, if so where are they and are they available to
researchers?

= o

12/02/01
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DAS4A(SEC)

From: Info(Exp)-Recordst

Sent: 12 February 2001 12:17

To: Hd of AHB{RAF)

Cc: DAS4A(SEC)

Subject: ENQUIRY FROM DR DAVID CLARKE - FORM 541s

Section

Dr Clarke is an enthusiastic researcher into unexplained aerial phenomena.

He is researching an incident which occurred between 0010 hours and 0330 hours GMT on 14
August 1956, when an unidentified radar track was recorded by the GCl radar station at RAF
Neatishead.

Apparently aricraft from 23 Sgn were scrambled from RAF Waterbeach to intercept this
unidentified radar target. Dr Clarke has traced the pilots and navigators of both aircraft and have
copies of their personal logbooks which confirm these dates and timings.

But in trying to confirm these details from records at Kew ie ORBs (AIR 27/2742, AIR 29/2631
and AIR 25/1555-6), he has drawn a blank.

He has been given to understand that the information he seeks would be on Form 541 {the
appendices!). Some earlier 5415 (1947) are located at Kew and contain the kind of information
he seeks, but those for 1956 are not available.

He asks if those for the periods of interest survive, if so where are they and are they available to
researchers?

Scctio B

12/02/01



Dr David

Mmlstry of Defence -

Room 8241, Main Building
Whitehall @ gi
London SWI1A 2HB 7 February 2001 | '
cﬁ:-ﬁ F
h

Many thanks for your letter of 2 February and for the results of your review of UFO
policy material from the period 1968-1981. I note your comments concerning the
process by which ‘policy’ material was distributed across files created by the
Secretariat, and the problems identifying this material within a range of subject files.

I was surprised to hear that ‘a number of files’ dealing with UFOs were likely to have
been destroyed in 1990. It was my understanding that a policy decision had been
taken during 1970, on instruction from an Under Secretary of State, to preserve all
files relating to this subject. Has there been a subsequent change of policy, or does the
preservation of files relate specifically to UFO reports, rather than UFO policy
documents?

Despite the above, I was pleased to hear that you had identified three files containing
policy material from the period specified in my request, including the file AF/419
relating to the 1972 BBC2 Man Alive Programme. I appreciate the effort you have
made to locate these documents and to review them on my behalf, and I look forward
to hearing the results in due course. [ would of course wish to obtain copies of the
documents concerned when this review is completed.

With regards to my request for access to more recent policy material I would like to
take up your offer to search files if T was able to specify “a particular year, topic or
incident.” My research into the MOD’s involvement in the UFO issue during the past
half century would not be complete, or comprehensive, without making reference to
the saga of the “Rendlesham Forest/RAT Woodbridge” incident which occurred
between 26-30 December, 1980. You will no doubt be acquainted with the details of
the alleged ‘sightings’ by US airmen and others at the RAF Woodbridge base, which
has generated sensational newspaper articles, books and a number of letters from
members of the public addressed to your Secretariat ever since that time. Last year the
claims resurfaced yet again in 2 further book entitled *You Can’t Tell the People,’ the
subject of questions in the House of Lords as recently as last week.

My review of the MOD’s public statements relating to the Rendlesham case since it
first received national publicity in 1983 have led me to agree with your original
position that the alleged events had “no defence significance.” Having visited the
forest and observed the optical effects created by the beam from the Orfordness




lighthouse, I am inclined to agree that a completely down-to-earth explanation 1s
readily available. Wherever the truth may lie, my interest is in the process whereby
the MOD reached their original decision, and how public statements on this issue
have been interpreted by the media and others who wish to promote fantasy rather
than reality. In order to understand the decisions taken, it would be necessary to have
access to the briefings upon which your Secretariat must have relied in order to
answer both Parliamentary and public questions on this matter.

In a reply to a question from Martin Redmond MP in the Commons, the former
Defence Minister Nicholas Soames said the original report from RAF Woodbridge
was “assessed by the staff in my Department responsible for air defence
matters...[and] the judgement was that it contained nothing of defence significance”
(24 July 1996, Written Answers). In a reply to an earlier question requesting a list of
papers held relating to the case, Mr Soames said other than the report written by the
USAF deputy base commander “the documents held by my Department are internal
staffing papers and correspondence from members of the public relating to the alleged
events” (10 June 1996, Written answers).

As this ‘incident’ has been the subject both of questions in the Commons and the
Lords, not to mention the focus of numerous enquiries from the public and news
media, it must have generated a considerable number of Parliamentary briefings and
internal policy documents. In the Lords on 30 January 2001 Baroness Symons
referred to “surviving departmental records [which satisfy us] that nothing of defence
significance occurred on the nights in question.” I would ask, therefore, if it would be
possible to carry out a review of the file/s which relate to this incident in order to
determine if these records could be released (in a sanitised form, if necessary) for use
in my research. This would enable me to place the MOD’s public policy relating to
this incident into its correct context.

Finally, to bring my study fully up to present I wish to ask if it would be possible to

? arrange a formal ‘question and answer’ session with a member of DAS(Sec) staff, or
Mes — an appropriately briefed MOD PR officer to discuss UFO policy as it stands today. In
PR my journalistic capacity, I have discussed this subject with Squadron Leader[Elaelgh 40
Qring his duty on the RAT Press Desk, on a number of occasions and
always found my questions answered comprehensively and helpfully. The questions I

ask will be of a general nature, and I could supply a summary in advance if this would
be helpful. You will find that my approach to the UFO subject 1s generally in
sympathy with that adopted by the MOD. In my opinion no objective historian who
has researched the documentary evidence available at the Public Record Office could
arrive at any other conclusion, but I believe that the issue deserves study in terms of
what we can learn about a range of subjects from perceptual psychology to social
history.

In the meantime, thank you for your assistance with my inquiries and I look forward
to hearing from you in due course.

Yours sincerely,
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Ministry of Defence
Room 617,
Northumberland House
Northumberland Avenue
LONDON

WC2N 5BP

Fax:

Pages: | (including this cover page)

To:
Fabde

Phone: Date: 12" January 2000

Ree  DrClarke/SSIRE}- UFO files
B <0

Dr Clarke: Thanks for faxing the DIS letter over to me. Having spoken with DOMD
I'm happy that you treat your end of Dr Clarke’s request as complete. However I'v:
contacted DIS about the file they mention in their letter. I can’t see a reason fcr
refusing to release the information concerned. We'll chase them up on this. If the
We will I get them to forward it to you?

‘. As long as the files withheld by the RAF would reveal details of

. operational procedures then exemption la is okay. Any other information would have
! to be considered separately. Was there a possibility of releasing some info but not the
/ whole document? If not, then I’'m happy with the letter to go out as is.

Oncge again, I'm sorry about the delay in getting back to you.
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. padba From:g
: MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 8241, Main Building, Whitehall, Lon

Telephor

— (Swilchboard) 020 7218 S000
{Fax)

Your Reference

Dr D W Clarke

Cur Reference
D/DAS(Sec)64/3/1
Date

2 February 2001

Dear Dr Clarke, @

Thank you for your letter of 15 January enclosing your cheque for £183.75 for the reviewing,
sanitising and photocopying work done on your behalf. The cheque was sent to Defence Records
with the request that a receipt be issued to you.

A review of material from the period 1968 to 1981 identified some eighty files. As a part of the
work of the Secretariat is to handle correspondence from members of the public, policy discussion
on how best to answer a particular letter has tended to be spread across the range of subject files
rather than appearing exclusively in designated "Policy"” files. Starting by isolating only those

files with policy in the title we trawled through the Records area of the Department before
conducting a search of files still with the Secretariat. The conclusion of that search was that it &——
appeared that a number of files are likely to have been destroyed in 1990; a few 'UFQ’ files
including policy volumes were among that number. I am sorry to have to give you this
disappointing news.

We have, however, identified three files that contain some policy material. One of those was the
AF/419 'UFOs' BBC2 Man Alive Programme' mentioned in your recent letter. I am now calling
for those files to be returned to this building. The room in which they are kept has been closed to
staff for some ten days for repair work but I am hoping that Records staff will have access next
week so that they can send them to me. I am not sure how many documents those files might
contain so I will not attempt to estimate how quickly we might review and photocopy relevant
material. 1 shall however write again once the files have reached us.

In your letter of 15 January you also refer to more recent policy material. As I indicate above,
policy discussion is spread over the series of 'UFO' subject files as well as being located on
specific policy files but if you were able to indicate a particular year, topic or incident, we shall
conduct a search.

Yours sincerely,




LOOSE MINUTE

D/DAS(Sec)/64/3/114”

23 January 2001

Info(Exp)-Records 1 -—

CHEQUE FROM DR CLARKE FOR WORK UNDERTAKEN

1. Please find attached a cheque for £183.75 from Dr.Clarke for the material you kindly
provided, plus a copy of his covering letter to SRR

2, I would be grateful if you could arrange for a receipt to be sent to Dr Clarke.

DAS(Sec)4ala
el MB8245




= ) : .::7 Dr David Clarke

Ministry of Defence

Room 8243

Main Building

Whitehall

London SW1A 2HB 15 January 2001

Your ref: D/DAS (Sec)64/3/1

N Section 40|

Many thanks for your letter of 5 January. The parcel containing copies of the files I
requested arrived here at the end of last week, and in return I enclose a crossed cheque
made out for the amount agreed. It would be helpful if you could let me have a receipt
specifying the work done for use in my end of year accounts.

I wish to thank you and the staff who worked to process my request before the holiday.
Your help is very much appreciated and the material you sent will be of great neip as part
my ongoing research, which will acknowledge the assistance the MOD have provided.

With regards to my request for copies of “additional UFO policy files 1968-81”, I look
forward to your response when this is convenient. Having reviewed the contents of the
policy file AF/3459/75 I would certainly wish to see more recent policy documents, as
these are directly relevant to my research into the UK Government’s official position on
this nebulous subject.

Further to the above, I wonder if you could include within the category “UFO policy files
1968-81"a copy of the file AF/419 “UFOs: BBC2 Man Alive Programme” which I
believe dates from the year 1972. This TV programme is referred to in the 1970 file, and
is of interest as it appears to have been the first time an MOD spokesperson appeared on
British TV to answer questions on the UFO issue. I’'m happy to leave to your discretion
what other files are deemed to fall within the terms of my supplementary request. This
will form the sum total of my request under the Code of Practice for Access to
Government Information.

With regards to my question regarding the location of the missing file DSI/JTIC Report
No 7. I’'m satisfied that your staff have done everything reasonable to locate this
document, but it is encouraging that you do not appear to completely rule out the
possibility that it could have survived and may one day be found. In the meantime, I will




continue to pursue other lines of inquiry to locate the document and if successful will
provide the MOD with a new copy for your records.

I look forward to hearing from you,

Yours sincerel

Dr D.W.Clarke




%a Lloyds TSB

30-97-51
Church Strest Sheffield Branch
14 Church Street Sheffield South Yorkshi Date 'S JM\/ i‘e
Py ACCOUNTIN 2001
§ NE._HOND Pevd| Ank

§_ Doungs ANO S

4

2NOV98 Lioyds TSB Bank plec

Cheque No.

Account No.

"000 3?0 3EwmG7 540



BURIY

S A

o : o
S 7 Dr David Clarke () 0\
Ministry of De!ence

Room 8243

Main Building

Whitehall :

London SW1A 2HB 15 January 2001

o i -

Your ref: D/DAS (Sec)64/3/1

Do

Many thanks for your letter of 5 January. The parcel containing copies of the files I
requested arrived here at the end of last week, and in return I enclose a crossed cheque
made out for the amount agreed. It would be helpful if you could let me have a receipt
specifying the work done for use in my end of year accounts. T

I wish to thank you and the staff who worked to process my request before the holiday.
Your help is very much appreciated and the material you sent will be of great nelp as part
my ongoing research, which will acknowledge the assistance the MOD have provided.

With regards to my request for copies of “additional UFO policy files 1968-81”, I look
forward to your response when this is convenient. Havin cihthe contents of the
policy file AF/3459/75 I would certainly wish to see morg recent policy documents, as

these are directly relevant to my research into the UK Governmient’s official position on
. h T i i R
this nebulous subject. = -

e e e

Further to the above, | wonder if you could include within the category “UFO policy files
1968-817a copy of the file AF/419 “UFOs: BBC2 Man Alive Programme” which I
believe dates from the year 1972. This TV programme is referred to in the 1970 file, and
is of interest as it appears to have been the first time an MOD spokesperson appeared on
British TV to answer questions on the UFO issue. I’'m happy to leave to your discretion
what other files are deemed to fall within the terms of my supplementary request. This
will form the sum total of my request under the Code of Practice for Access to
Government Information.

With regards to my question regarding the location of the missing file DSI/ITIC Report
No 7. I’m satisfied that your staff have done everything reasonable to locate this
document, but it is encouraging that you do not appear to completely rule out the
possibility that it could have survived and may one day be found. In the meantime, I will




continue to pursue other lines of inquiry to locate the document and if successful will
provide the MOD with a new copy for your records.

I iook forward to hearing from you,

Yours sincerely,

Dr D.W.Clarke




From:

Section40____]
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE cb
Room 8243, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

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

Your Reference

Dr b W Clarke

Qur Reference
D'DAS(Sec)64:3/1 &=
Date

5 January 2101

Dear Dr Clarke,

Thank you for your letter of 2 January enquiring about progress photocopying the material you
requested.

The task was finished on 21 December, the material reached this building between Christmas and
New Year and is now being packed for posting to you. I am not sure how many days it may take
to reach you and so, although 1 shall have a copy of this letter placed in the parcel, I am also
sending a separate copy to keep you informed.

You will receive the contents of:
AIR 2/18564 (PRO reference)
AlR 2/18873 (PRO reference)
AF/584 (MOD reference)
AF/3459/75 (MOD reference)

A number of "UFQ' related documents on files DEFE 3119 and DEFE 44/1 have also been
photocopied and accompany the material listed above.

The work has taken 16 hours and 15 minutes to complete and, as indicated in my letter of 6
October, the first 4 are free of charge. The remaining 12 hours and 15 minutes, at £15.00 an hour,
result in a cost of £183.75. 1 would be grateful if you would let me have your crossed cheque,
made payable to "Accounting Officer MOD", once all the material has reached you.

[ apologise for the fact that I am still not able to reply to your request concerning the "additional
policy files 1968-81". If, by the middle of next week a response early in January seems unlikely I
shall let you know.

Finally, in your letter of 10 October, you asked about the possibility of a further search Within
MOD files for DSI/JTIC Report Number 7. Unfortunately, there are not the resources to
undertake a full search of files stored in the MOD archives, which seems to be what you have in
mind. However, Records staff have, in recent years, seen many files in the course of an



accelerated review of records closed for more than 30 years and reviewed DIS material more than
20 years old. As even this extensive work, along with more recent searches, has failed to locate
Report Number 7 the opinion, that it has not survived the passage of time, appears very
reasonable. Perhaps your other lines of inquiry have been more successful.

Yours sincerely,
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REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

ANNEX TO

SOP 502

N Date, Time &
* Dur'atmn of Sighting

Description of Object
B.(No. of objects, size, £\
shape, colour, brightnessy- S“L‘«»J, S’}w;af(,) .

Exact Position of Observer’
C. Location, indoor/outdoor,
stationary/moving

How Observed {Naked eye,
D. binoculars, other optical
device, still or movie)

Direction in which object first seen
E. (A landmark may be more useful
than a badly estimated bearing)

. Angle of Sight(Estimated heights are unreliable)

Movements{Changes in EF & G
. may be of more use than estimates
of course and speed)

F
G. Distance(By reference to a known landmark)
H

J Met Conditions during Observations
(Moving clouds, haze, mist, etc)

Nearby Objects (Telephone lines,

high voltage lines, reservoir, lake

or dam, swamp or marsh, river,

K. h1gh bmldmg.,, tall chlmneys steeples,
spires, TV or radio masts, an"flelds
gener‘atmg plant, factories, pits or
other sites with floodllghts or

night lighting)

To Whom Reported (Police,
military, press etc)

M, Name & Address of Informant

N Background of Informant
* that may; be volunteered

Q. Other Witnesses

P. Date, Time of Receipt

Al



Q Detailed Met Report.
*  {AECGR’to Obtain)

A

R, .Asses.sment‘ .
Check radars, ATCCs ete)

AR

1. Aircraft.
2. Ranges.
3. Gliding .
4. Balloon.

5. Air Sea Rescue
Activities,

H ’!ir“f o B

Dﬂte....-;.------

* & 4 8 &9

Copies to:

S4f(Air) J s
SFeee vt
Ops{GE}2(RAF)

DI 55 <‘
Bl-56C :
Science 43 3‘|

File AFOR/92/502

I
i

]
T RC I I B BRI B S B NI NI B N O B I

Squadron Leader
Duty Operations Officer

v.'].»l fil



WHHISTRY CF DEFENCE
Main Building Whitehat! London SW1A ZHB ’

Teisphene 01-218 {Direct Dialling)
01-298 8000  (Bwhchbeard)

1 Yaur reference

RO%’;Z;- Egiieﬁray ée Our reference

Eghani ) AF/CX 80/70
Surrey Date .
20 O%X 2p July 1975

Dear ' ) - 4 V)

I apclogise for the delay in answering your reouest for access 1o the
C¥inistry of Defence files on Tmidentified ¥lying Objecis - the move
so az T must send a disappointing reply.

We have given a good deal of thought to this prepoesal but I am forced
to the conclusica that two difficulties stand in the wavy, TFirsily
the correupnﬁﬁerﬂe hetween the Department and members of the rubli
on this 1b3eot hes always been treated =s confidential, and the
reports ccm'I not be made available unlezs every single piecs of
paper were zdited to remove the identity of the observer, or his
wri t+en permission were obiained to divia_gze the information he had
provided, Thie in iteelf would be a Tori:idable task an d, while I
have every confidence in your assurance that the anonymity of
witnasses would be respected, I cannot evade responslibility for
inadvertent disclosure.

7
™~
[

Kore imgporbtantly, the files would have {¢ be expu“bated 0T

Minigtry of be*ndce commentaries. For obviocus reason 5, We have to
satisfy ourselves that reports of UFCs have no implications for the
defence of" the country and ocur advigers naturally draw on classilied
information where this might be relevant to a Hpegific report und.r
discussicn. Here agzin there is a chance that scpething might slip
#rough and this is & risk I cannot afford to i nore.

T am very sorry T cannot he more helpful but I can sssure you we

have not treated your recuest iightly.
¥

Yours sincerely

Qa

w"‘”b”'ﬂ’
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LCCSE MINUTE

s4(air) (Mr Peduzie) .
Copy to:— DUS{RAF)

UFQ_RECCRDS P
. V4
Reference: AP/CX 80/70-dated 6 June 75.

1. DOS(RAF) has asked ne to reply to your minuvte at reference.

2. The Royal Holloway CTollege ‘team' which comes in practice
from RHC, King's College, London ard Naticnal Physical Iaboratory,
seems to be a group of academics drawn together by an interest

in UR0s, It would be difficult to distinguish it from any other
group of academics which might be drawn together by a common
interest, of which there counld be many, and therefore I do not
believe that it can be described as 'a major scientific
organisation of high standing'. TFor this reason I suzggest that
the reguest be turned dowm.

3., T also have some regervations about the objective of the
study. It is described as 'obtaining dats concerning rare
stmospheric events,such as "ball-lightning”,.....for use as
materizl for = scientific conference on little-understood aerial
phenomena’, Dr Christopher Ivans is an avplied psychologist

who has written books on tovics such as scientolegy, Subbud

and other fringe activities, ard who also appears frejusntly

on TV and radio. It therefore ayrpears that the study mizght
range more widely than the brief description suggests. In any
case you would require more information before it could be called
tgtrong scientific reason' for undertaking the work.

4, However, I belisve that soonsr or later somebody will break
this confidentiality barrier, and the data will heve to be
sanitised. Have yvou considered asking the Air Historical Branch
whether they could em»loy a consultant te do thisg?

11 June 75

24



LO08E MIRUTE

PS/GS(RAF)

T3 RECORLS

e e e )

gjdtqto.«

1. I attach a copy of a letter from Royal Holloway College, University of

Londen, in wihich they geek sccess 4o our UFO recsords,

2, Ve are not infrequently asked by outside bedies or individuzle for rereission
to exawine our UF) reports, Up To now these have all been rofused on the zrounds
that 21l correspondence between MOD and membsrs of the publie is regarded as
coniidentisl and could nct be made available to public serukiiny unless the reports
wers edited 1o preserve the sucnymity of the reporter or the cbserver's permission
were cohiainsd. It would glso ba neceSsary to examine all the records to ensure
that no classified information used in the course of investigating reports was
inzdvsriently released, The time and effort in this task would be Formidable and
up to now we have taken the general line thet reports should remain closed until
they became avzilable under the Pulblic Record Acts after 30 years,

3. QMinisters bhave snuounced, hewever, that an spplications for access would be
corsidered on its merits if it came from a major scientific organisation of high
standing which ha@ sirong reasens for exawining our records. The question is
whether this concession should b2 extended to the Royal Holiway College, who are
well aware of the Ministerial undexieking. I do not think our files would help
them = the MOD investigations go no further than the defence ‘mplications ~ but the
raw material could I suppose have objective valus,

4. I ahould be grateful for your views on the standing of the Royal Holloway
Gollege team as & "Major Secientific Organisation” snd whether the relevance of the
UFO regorts to their enquiries can be construed as a "sironz reason”.

5. I am surs we 2an rely on your objective advies., My heert guails ab the thought

of the massive editing that might have to be done and, with sur overtaxed resourcead,

I would not wish t¢ embark cn it unless in your view it has n demonstrable secientific
value,

~ e
L dan 75 3 A EEDUZIR
Sh{aix)



MNISTRY OF DEFENCE

\eX
Maia Building Whitelioll London SW1A 2HE
Tetephone 01-218 {Diract Dialling)

— 012139000  {Switchboard)
-Rﬂyhl Hollway College Your reference

ggﬁ:ﬁ Hll:\l Qur referznca

Surrey ! gf/?h&/?z K 30{70
W20 (BX 9

2 8uay 1975
Dear, R

Y am writing to thank you for your recent letter about
unidentified flying object reporta: this is receiving
attention and we will write to you ggain on this subjeot
a3 ‘5000 as possible, -

Yours faithfully

H & NACKEY



Hoyal Holloway College univasiy of Lenden

Fgham Hiit
Egham
rlease reply %o Surrey TW20 QI
o Egham ¢371
Department S4£(Air) -
MINISIRY OF DEFENCE AT oy
Whitehall, London SW1 24 2 v
i 1 s
Dear 8irs '
Further to { - recent telephone

conversation with Miss Jamieson of your Depart-—
ment, we are writing to request that we be
permitted to have access to the Department's
rlles on Unidentified Flying Object reports,

in the hope that data might thereby be obtained
concerning rare atmosphei-ic events, such as
“ball-lightning"”,

Tne deta would be used as material for a scien-
vific conference on little-understood aerial
phenomena. Should you require further infor-
watiocn, please let us know.

This request is made -on %he understand ing that
we would respect the Department's policy of
witness anonymity. You may wish to impose fur-
ther restrictions, although we woula prefer to
be unhampered by such so far ag posgsible,

Thank you in anticipation of your consideration
of this request.
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LOOSE MINUTE ; -
<

DI 55/40/9/1

Mige G J Jamieson

su£(Air)
Room 8235 MB

UFC REPORTS

1. I have examined your UFO report 557/10/20 and have the
following comments, -

2. The time of the sighting is within 3 minutes of the time of
"nautical twilight" for that day. The sky also seems t0 have been
cloudy. In late October there could well have been a layer of

dce crystals in the atmosphere which might have produced an halation
effect from the sun's rays. The net result is the appearance of

a "false sun" such as is freguently seen in Arctiec regions when

the sun is just below the horizon., It often appears "diamond
shaped",

3. Thank you for referring 1o the change in procedures, I

propose that, under these circumstances, we should no longer receive
UFQ reports routinely., Any reports which are difficult te categorise
could perhaps be sent to DI 55b on a monthly basis, as hass in fact
been happening, We would also welcome receipt of your statistics

at whatever period you prepare then,
V=

@7 Jan 72 DR J WALTON
for ADI/DI 55



LR/CY BU/7G

5I55h™ {Dr Walten)
SI5ol

I sheuld be greteful feor any comnents you csn azke concern:

the UFC signting reported in the atteched felder 557/10/2¢.
Enquiries made by STCCC of Air Defence Radars have proved
Negative.

2.  You will wish %o know that US of 3 (EKAF) has agreed tr
ohange of precedures in dealing with correspondence fomn-
the public concerning UFDs, proposed in Si{Air)'s lcose
minute AF/CX 8C/7C of 1€ December, and reports received
after L Jamuary 1972 will be acknowledged by S4P(Air) in #r
Torm of the attached letter, You mey wish tc consalder
whether we should periecdicelly ferward any of the reports
to your branch for perusal,

A

Miss & J Jamieson
“"";’.‘:a 3. ?,-j. Hrd wd
A Jenuary 1372 SLR(Air)

MB Ext: 7035



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE=s4£(air\
" Main Building, Whitehall, LoNDON S§.W.1 )
Telephone: wultehall 7022, ext,

Our references  AF /CX80/70 - ' .
Your reference; : , o : " :”&-January 1972

.‘d -

¢

Sir
UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS
Reference A: AF/X58/64/S4f(Air) dated 29 March 1967

In Reference A guidance was given on the action to be taken by units on
receipt of reports of unidentified flying objects.

I am directed:to inform you that approval has now been given forechange
of procedure in dealing with correspondence with the public about
reported UFO sightings. All reports will be examined as heretofore so tha
defence implications, if any, may be investigated., However, with the
limited resources now availdble to deal with correspondence from the
public on the subject of UFOs, the Department can no longer undertake to
advise observers of the probable identity of the object seen. It is
therefore necessary for Item-(, which asks if a reply is requested, to be
deleted from the form on which reports are made. All reports received by
units should, as in the past, be forwarded to AFOR for normal circulation
action.

Reports will be acknowledged by S4f(Air) to the observer with a short pro-
forma letter. ’

iny enquiries from the press should, as before be feferred atethe Ministry
of Defence Press office. !

I+ will be necessary to continue to categorize reports where possible'for
the Department's records of UF0s and the monthly summary currently
prepared by HQ Strike Command (STCOC) will therefore still be required.

| I'am Sir

Your cobedient Servant :

Mot —

MISS ¢ J JAMIESON

To: Alr Officers Commanding-in-Chie Copies to: AFOR
Strike Command ' , ~ DPR(RAF)
Air Support Command DSTY ,
Maintenance Command Ops(GE)2¢ (RAF)

Training Command - : S, ATSA2-Mr Rice



CODE 12.78

i {
* Reference AF/PS £ b.
ﬁtb My C%%fift(
54(Air) (Mr DS;Z{ Mics faceionne —

Copy to: DUS(Air) 7h"‘ka
D of Ops(A Def & O)(RAF)
D of Ops(S)(RAF) M
DST1 <3
DR Met © I
DPR(RATF)

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS - SUGGESTED
NEW PROCEDURES

US of 3(RAF) is content with the change
in procedures proposed in your minute
reference AF/CX 80/70 dated 16%th December
1971, and with the Proforma Letter asg
smended by DUS(Air) (attached).

,/Lﬁéizlﬁk”ﬂ

ééézbv*’”d”~4’

N.J. BEAUMONT)
S

(
PS to US of S(RAF)

31gt December 1971
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DRAFT PRO-FORMA LETTER

I am writing to thank you for your report of an unidentified
flying object S€e€N ON s.ssceseacrscescrsssssasossacsiscsnnssracsnrsctnnee
We are grateful to you for advising tﬁé Department of this
incident and your report will be examined in the Ministry of Defence to
see if there are any defence impliéations. We cann6§ undertake to
puréue our research, other than for defence implications, to a point
where positive correlation with a known object is established, nor to
advise you of the probable identity of the object ii:jkk.m«{dhn~aiz;“k o
‘6;3%%;“%i3aﬁp doubt wish to know, however, that the—g;ea¢7éééexé¢y
5 ‘(of TR0 reports,é;;3i;:;Lt%‘have—munﬁane—expiana%iens, the most common
single source being aircraft or the lights of aircraft seen under
unusual meteorological conditions. Cther common sources have proved fo
be astronomical sightings, space satellites or space junk, balloons,
unusual cloud formations or aircraft condensation trails., Investiga-
tions over a number of years have so far produced no evidence that UFOs

represent an air gefence threat $0-the United Kingdom.

5

D
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LO0. MINUTE

AR/CX 80/70

Ps/Us of S{RAF) [Ehrough DUS(Air)/

Copies to: AUS(O)(air)
D of stga Def & Q){RAF)
D of Ops{S)(RAF)
DT
DR Met ©
DPR{RAF)

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJRCTS - SUGGESTED NWW_PRCCTDURES

1. Yohen the USAT amnounced in December 1969 the termination of project
Blue Bock (which was a special US unit set up to investigate reports of
UF0s) the MOD position concerning UFO investigations was reviewed, 1%
was decided early in 1970 that cur policles and procedures for dealing
w%zg §2§§e reports should continue unchanged., (Flag C on AF/P3 26/70
attac ' .

b

2e In sccordance with this procedure JIJFO reports are currently cilrecu-
lated, either by S4{Air) or AFOR, to STCOC, Ope(GE)2{RAF), STCIC and
D155, When it is concluded that there ip no defence implication it is
our current practice to mwake an assessment of the identity of the object
from available information; where the report is not likely to have
originated from an alrcraft movement advice may be sought from Met 09
if & meteorclegical balleon might have been involved, or from the Royal
Obgervatory if a star or planet might have been the aource. We 4o not
pursue our eaquiries $o a polnt where a positive identification is
gstablished, nor 4o we re~dmamine our conclusions if the obssrver dlsa-
greea with %hem. ¥e do not investigate snonymous reporis, nor, normelly,
repords forwarded by UPD associations on behalf of third parties,

5 Cne of the factors leading to the decision in 1970 to continue to
deal with UFO reporits in this way was the need %o answer queatlons from
the public which mi%?t arigse from a resl anxiety about nationsl security.
However, recent publicity given to¢ the subject of UFOs by the press and
television has resulted in an increased volume of reports from the public.
During %the three months August to October this year, 118 reporte were
recelived compared with 56 in the same period of 1970. 23 were received
within three days of the showing on television on 26%th October of an
alleged UFQ filmed st Enstone in Oxfordshire, which has since been the
subject of & Parliamentary Bnquliry. ©Since the end of October a gingle
Banbury resident has sent to the Depariment 84 separate reports of UFO
nsipghtings® in the Banbury area, There is now pressure for & respon-~
gihle MOD official $¢ appear on & BBC TV programme to discuss UFO reporis
and MOD procedures for handling them.

4., All letters and telephone calls éduring working hours concerning UFOs
are at present dealt with by a single HED in 34{Air) who is occupied
almest whole time on other work. Outslide working hours calls are dealtl
with by AFOR and acticred by 94(Air) the next day, With the limited




. !

reé\Arces avallable in this Division, especially since the recent
establishment cuts, it is recommended that time and effort should no
longer be expended in dealing with UFO reports beyond their circulation
as detailed in pars 2, so that alr defence implicatioms, if any, moy te
exapined, Members of the publiec would be advised that their report will
be examined for this purpose bul that we cannot undertaks to Ldentify
the object seen. A pro~forma letter would normally be used on the lines
of the draft attached to this minute,

. If US of S(RAF) approves this proposed change in procedure S4{air)
will notify RAF Commendes 4that individuals who report UPC sightings
should no longer be asked whether they wish to be advised of our find-
inge. We would continue to categorize reporits where peossible for our
recordi and to retain the records of reports in the manner agreed in
March 1970.

A p R‘TWf ,
16 Bes T AP



DRAFT PRO~-FORMA IETTER

I an writing to thank you for your report of an unidentified
flying object SCEN ON cacecssesncsavsorssescassssecsasecasccrnscacsasos

We are grateful %o you for advising the Department of this
inecifent and your report will be examined in the Ministry of Defence to
see if there are any defence implications. Ve cannot_undertake to
pursue our redearch, other than for defence implications, fo a point
where poeitive correlation with a known object is established, nor to
advise you of the probable identity of the objsct seen.

You will no doubt wigh to know, however, that the great majority
of UFD reports turn ocut to have mundane explanations, the mosit common
single source being aircraft or the lights of aircraft seen under
unusual meteorological conditions. Other common sources have proved o
be astronomical sighitings, space satellites or space Jjunk, balloons,
unusual ¢loud formatlions or aircraft condensation 4rails, Investiga~
tions over a nuxter of years have so far produced no evidence that UFOs

represent an air @efence threat to the United Kingdom.



Head of Scll- (Air) /

Copies to:

UNIDENTIFIED FIYING OBJECTS

D/DSTI/426/6

Reference

AUS(0) (Air)

D of Ops(A Def & O)RAP
D of Ops(§)}{(RAF)

DR Met ¢ ) i
DPR (RAF) i
ADI DI 55

~ SUGGESTED NEW PROCEDURES

Reference AF/CX 80/70

I have no coments,

IS December 1971

e et R AP b=

dated Sth December 197 .

Otr=—"

D3TT
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LOOSE EINUTE
AP/CX 80/T70

ATn{o}{ar)

D of Opsiﬁ Def & 0)(RAP)
D of Cps{3){RAP)

D37y

DR Met ©

DER(RAF)

UHIDSHTIPIED FLYT

riki it
LA e hAU S T

5G_OBJIECTS

[
2

I attach =2 sslf-explanatory

-~ SUGCRITED NEY

draft zimute which,

subject 1o your ccmments, I propose to send to

P3/US of 3(RAP).

In the sbaence of any ccmrent

from your Directorate by 1700 hrs on 15 December
I saall assume your COOCUTrIrencs.

S Decomber 1971



, TOOSE MINUTE

AF/CX 80/70

PS/US of S(RAF) [Ehrough DUS(Air)7

Copies to: AUS{0Q)(Air)
D of"pps{A Def & O)(RAF)
D of Ops(S){RAF)
DS™M
DR Met O
DPR{RAF)

UNIDENTIFIBD FLYING CBJECTS - SUGGESTED NEW PROCIDURES

1., VYhen the USAF announced in December 1969 the termination of project
Blue Book {which was a special US unit set up to investigate rsports of

UFOs) the MOD postion concerning UFC investigations was reviewed, I%

was decided early in 1970 that our policies and procedures for dealing
with these reports should coniinue unchanged. The authority of the
then US of S{RAF) was recorded in the papers associated with Parlia-
mentary Enquiry AF/PS 26/70, which were circﬁlated 40 copy addressees
under lpose minute AF/X58/64 dated 24th March 1970 (not to AUS(0)(air).
2. In accordance with this procedure UPO reports are currently eircu-
lated, either by S4(Air) or AFOR, %o STC0C, Ops{GE)2(RAF), STCIC and
155, When it is concliunded that there is no defence implication it is
our current practice to meks an assessment of the identity of the
object from available information; 1f the re?ort iz not likely t¢ havse
originated from an aircraft movemendt advice may be sought from Met 09
if a meteorological balloon might have been imnvolved, or from the Royal
Observatory if a star or planet might have been the source. We do not
pursue our enquiries itc a point where a positive identification iskﬁ
established, nor do we re-examine our conclusions if the observer dfsa-
grees with them, We do not investigate anonymous reports, nor,
normally, reports forwarded by UFO assoclations on behalf of third

parties.



-

3 me of the factors leading to the decision in 1970 %o continue %o
deal with UFO reports in this way was the need to answer questlons
from the public whieh rmight arise from a real anxiety about national
security. However, recent publicity given to the subject of UFOs by
the press and television has resulted in an increzsed volume of reports
from the publie, During the three months August to October this year,
118 reports were vecelved compared with 56 in the same pericd of 1970.
23 were receilved within three days of the showing on television on
26th October of on a2lleged UFD filmed at Enstons in Cxfordshire, which
has since been the subject of 2 Parliamentary Engquiry. Since the end
of October & single Banbury resident has sent to the Depariment 84
separate reports of UFC "sightings" in the Banbury area,
4. All letters and telephome calls during working hours concerning
UPOs are at present deslt with by a single HBO in S4{Alr) whose primary
responsibilities are as followsi-
Cowordination of RAT aspects of MOD War Book,
Co-ordination of NATO Alert measures with Government War Book,
Supervision of clerical work of Alr Force Board and Standing Comw
mittee,
At present the MOD War Book is belng entirely rewritien in line with the
NATO Alert system and the HEO is concerned almost whole time with this
work. |
5, With the limited resources available in this Division, especially
since the recent establishment cuts, it is recommended thaet time and
effort should no longer be expended in ﬁealing with UFO reports beyond
their ecirculation  as detailed in para 2, so that ai§ gefence implieation
1% any, may be examined. lMembers of the public would Ve advised that
their report will be examined for this purpose but that we cannot under-
4ake to identify the object mesn. A pro-forma letter would normally be

used on the lines of the draft attached to this minute.



)

6, I1f US of 3(RAP) approves this propogsed change in procedure $4(Air)
will notify RAF Commands that in future individuals who report UFQ
gightings should no longer be asked whether they wishd to be advised of
our findings., We would continue to categorize reports where possible

for our records and to retain the records of reports in the manner agrec

in Earch 1970,



DRAFPT PRO~FORMA

I am writing %Yo thank your for your renort of an unidentified
flying object 868N ON ceeseesccssnssssstncsarnsssvence

We are grateful %o you for advising the Department of this
ineident and your report will be examined in the Mlnistry of Defence to
ges 1f there are any air defence implicaticms. I regret that we are
unable 1o extend our investigations beyond our defence interest. Ve
cannot therefore underiake to pursue our regearch to 2 point where posi-
$ive correlation with a known object is egtablished, nor tc advise you
of the »robable identify of the object seen. ‘

You will no doubtﬂﬁish tc know, however, that thegréat majority of
UFO reports turn out to have mundane explanstions, the most common
gingle source being aircraft or the lights of aircrafi seen under
unusug% neteorological conditions. Investigations over a number of yea

so far

have/produced no evidence that UFOs represent an alr defence threat %o

the United Kingdom.



CODE 18.78

N™  AF/PS 207/71

.\\J %P&“ ‘"U\Fﬁ miazrence
- st (-
. eﬁé%db? aw»ﬁ%rwﬂwﬁb°“§”“”bi
S4(Air) Mr ?ﬁ' £ L.k "W e
Copy to: DISS g ¢

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS — PARLIAMENTARY
ENQUIRY FROM SIR JOHW LANGFORD-BOLT MP

You may wish to have the enclosed copy
of a reply which the Minister for Trade has’
sent to an enguiry from Sir John Langford-
Holt MP about UFOs,

2. US of S(RAF)'s own letter of 14th May to
Sir John, under the above reference, refers.
,/VtZZf

(I.E. MORGAN)

25th Mavy 1977 APS/US of S(RAF)

~




DEPARTMENT OF TRADE AND INDUSzR ‘-"k

i %,
I VICTORIA STREET
i LONDON SWI1,

':'.- or-222 wr o {Iu‘i'
The M;‘;aiamr Jor Trade
L Sir John LangfordrHolt MP . ‘
.House of Commons B T T S

Do \{QA.LL , ' - - * - . - )

Tnank you for your letter of & May sbout Lnstructlons WLthln the
.~ National Air Traffic Control Services, for dealing w1th reports of
: unldentlfled flying obgects.

NATCS units have instructions that, in the event of a report
concerning an unidentified flying oogeCu, they should-obtain as much -
as p0551ble of the information required to complete a prescribed

. report form. The details are to be passed by telephone to the parent:
Air Traffic Conbrol Centre(ATCC), while the ‘completed report form
is forwarded to the Ministry of Defence. The ATCC is requlred to
give the detalls without delay to the Military Aerownautlcal
Information Service.

These instructions were first issued in Janusry 1968, and published in-
the Manual of Air Traffic Control. I enclose copies of the
relevant pages from that Manual, which incilude the report form.

The NATCS does not keep statlstlcs of tThese reports once They havé
been passed on in this way, but I understand that Antony Lembton . - |
has recently written to yow about reports received by his Department’
during 1970. I would suggest that he may be able to supply similarp
. information for earlier years should you so wmsh,,and am copymng '
N thls letter to hlm.;,g S : -

i~
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5.5. Reporting of Unidentified Flying Objects .
5.5.1. In the event of a report concerning an unidentified flying object being received by an ATS unit

the following action shall be taken.

w+  5.5.2. The ATSU rceciving tie report shall oblain as much as possibie of the information required to

5.5.30

Wasr Dew Fixbridgeroxtension=g- If it i neccssary to use the GPO network the information should be

5.54.

complete the report form shown at Appendix * F* and pass all details by telephone to the watch
supervisor at the parent ATCC (Scottish ATCC, Preston ATCC or London ATCC). The:

compicted form shall be sent by the originaling ATSU to The Ministry of Defence (AFOR), -

Royal Air Force, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1. .
The Watch Supervisor at the ATCC concerned, shall pass all details without delay via the
opcrational telephone network to -the Military Aeronautical Information Service scction at

passed to Uxbrid3t-37 [F4, extension 307,

IR Y s
Such reportsﬁsfhaﬁ o anteted in the ATC og.

" 5.6, Reporting of Aircraft Incidents and Breaches of Regulations

561,

-Aldrcralt Incidents

Aun incident is an occurrence which, but for fortuitous circumstances, might have resulted in an B

accident, and may be caused by: ‘

. {8) Ground Organisation:

(i) equipment defects, faulty organisation and procedure, etc. ;

(ii) personncl error, Incompetence, npgligence, failure to comply with instructions etc.
1f it is thought that the cause of the incident may be attributed to ATC error, the ATCO ife,

or in his absence the watch supervisor or senior controller on duty, will ensure that written, ™

reports are made. immediately by all ATC staff concerned and that a preliminary report is .

telephoned to the Divisional ATCO. Reports should comply with ATCI No. 8, para. 6.3.3. ..
() Aircrali—defects in the aircraft or its equipment, loss of coutrol due to n}eteorological .

conditions, etc.

(¢) Aircrew—negligence, incompetence, failure to comply with procedures and instructions,

incorrect practices and errors of judgment, etc.
5.6.1.1. Minor Incidents (Form CA. 163)

. 5.6.1.1.1. Minor incidents, such as errors in navigation, use of incorrect procedures, |

faulty radio operation ete., in wiich the safety of the aircrafl or its occupants

-+ is not involved, shall be recorded on Form CA 163 Aircraft/aircraft Radio -
Operation Fault Report. The completed form will be passed to the Air -

Traffic Controller ifc, the Centre Superintendent or the STQ, as appropriate,
who will review tie circumstances and decide whether or not reference to the

' i

v

: = showing the following informationt— . PR .
L () Station serial No. P ‘
' () Operating agency
(¢) Date of incident

(d) Aircraft registration

(e} Date referred to operator
() Brief details of incident
{g) Dale reply received.

(7)) Summary of explanation.

K will be forwarded to the DATCO for information,

. 5.6.1.2. Incidents Involving Safety (Form CA 1260) )

i 5.6.1.2.1. Incidents in which the safety of an aircraft or of any person is threatened other

" + than neiil o accidents and airmisses shall be recorded on Form CA 1260. .
Incidents of tius nalure which may in addition involve a breach of regulations °

aperating company is justified, , A register of such incidents will be maintained - -

| 5.6.1.1.2, A copy of any Alrcraft Operating Fault Report submitted to an operator”.

Lot will be recorded oz this form and on Form CA 939. The completed form .

.will be passed to the Aerodrome Commandant, the Centre Superintendent,

- the Chief Officer or the Aerodrome Licensee as appropriate, who will decide

co T 10169
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AT.CI. Neo. 2 M.AT.C.

(Cha;

i (—contd.)

5.6.1.2.4.
b - reported without delay to the Board of Trade Press Office, 01-222 7877

560,25

", 5.6.1.3, Ground Radio Fault Report {Form CA 647)

; 5.6.1.2.2,

756123,

whether the matter can be dealt with locally or whetlier it should be submitted

to higher authority for altention. THis decision will depend on the degree of-

risk involved to other operations and to persons and property on the ground.
Tucidents recorded at ATCCs will normally be submitted by the Centre

Superintendent to the Divisional Ofiice for attention unless they can be dealt
Reports on all incidents on which local action, ..

 has been taken will be forwarded to the Divisional Office for information.
A transcript of the R/T recording relating to the incident need not be made

with locally without difliculty.

initially but one may be required later, Such R/T records will therefore be
retained until the case is finally disposed of.

Incidents causcd by unexpected weather and incidents calling for a statement
of weather conditions will be referred without delay to the local meteorological
office, or, where this office has only fimited facilities, to the appropriate main

or parent office.
Any incident which it is considered might give rise to public interest shall be

Ext, 2231, or 2684 (or Night Duty QOfficer 01-222 7877).

Where an arrangement exists for form CA 1260 to be prepared in respect of
“ off paved area ” incidents, the information to be provided by the ATSU
will normally bet—

(@) aerodrome, time and date;

(b) aircraft type and registration ;

- (¢) direction and length of runway on which the incident occurred and, if this

was not the runway in use, the fact shouid be noted. In the case of over-
runs the state of the runway suiface should be described, i.e. wet, dry,

icy, etc.;

' (d) particulars of the aircraft movement in question with a sketch plan to

show its ground track, including the distances run off the paved surface
and fateral displacement from the centre line of the runway or taxiway;
(e) wind velocity, temperature and barometric pressure. Visibility or runway
visual range, weather conditions at the time, visual or radio approach
procedure in use and detaiis of obstruction lighting; .
(/) State of unpaved surface at the time, including remarks as to the effect
thereon of the season oF recent weather. '

5.6.1.3.1. When any telecormmunications facility is aileged to be faulty by an aircrew

member, details will be entered on Form CA 647 where heid and forwarded
to the STO for attention. -

5.6.1.3.2. Notwithstanding satisfactory ground reports if a crew member of a subsequent

aireraft confirms the reported fault, the procedure shall be as follows:—

(@) At ATCC's the STO after consultation with the Centre Superintendent
will decide on one of the courses of action in para. 5.6.1.3.3.

(b) At aerodrames, the STO after consultation with the Air Traflic Controller
i/c will decide on one of the courses of action below. The STO will advise
the acrodrome authority of the action taken.

(¢) At non-state aerodromes the report should be given to the acrodrome .

)
H

licensee. . .

5.6.1.3.3. The courses of action argi——

(z) To retain the facility in operation as fully serviceable.
(b) To retain the facility with specified limitations.
(¢) To withdraw the facility from service. '

10.11.69
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A. Date, Time ‘and Duration of Sighting
Local times to be quoted. D

ATC.

AT.CIL No. 2

Yart 145,

L

. B. Description of Object i
‘Number of objects, size, shape, colours, brightness, sound smell, ctc. :

C Exact Position of Observer

- .Geographical Tocation, mdoors or outdoms statlonary or movmg

D. I‘iow Obscrved

E. Dlrccuon in which Object was First Seen
‘A landmark may be more useful than a badly estimated bcann .

Naked eye, binoculars, other optical device, still or movie camcra.. W

T, Angular Elevation of Qbject -

G.  Distance of Object from Gbserver

v

+ Estimated heights are unrcliable.

API’LL\D;\ g

[

(s

By reference to a known landmark wherever possible.

H. Movements of Object

Changcs in E, F and G may be of more use than estimates of course and speed

]

J Meteorclogical Conditions During Observatxous cL

.
K.

Movmg clouds, haze, mist, etc.

Nearby OhjCCES '

.

RIPORT OF AN UNIDB\ .L,u'-I.uD FLYING OBJECT

Telephone or high-voltage lincs; reservoir, 1ake or dam; swamp or marsh; river; high buildings, tall”
chimneys, steeples, spires, TV or radio masts; axrﬁelds, generatmg plant factones pxts or other su:cs

with floodlights or other livhtmg

L To Whewn Reported
Police, military organisations, the press etc.

M. 1\'1me and Address of Inforinant

N. Any Bftc!\nround Information on the Imormant ﬂmt may be Volunteered

Q. Oiher Witnesses

2. Date and Time of Receipt of Report N
Q. Is a Reply Requested ? -

]

\
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EMBASSY
OF THE

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

OFFICE OF THE AIR ATTACHE
LONDON

U-1397-T0O/AIRA TECH 23 June 1970

; \

Mr., L. W. Akhuyst
(skf (Air))

MOD, Main Building \
Whitehall, SW.1 \
_ £Ee -

P
7

Dear Mr. Akhurst:

Reference is made to your letter of 25 February 1870 dfﬁf/¥517k
requesting information on how the United States is

handling Unidentified Flying Objects now that Project

Blue Book is closed. We have just had a reply from

the Department of the Air Force and are enclosing the
information which they provided. I hope this informa-

tion will be of some assistance to you,

Sincerely,

1 Encl WARD W. HEMENWAY
Colonel, USAF
Assistant Air Attache



S ———

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
i

{

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
WASHINGTON 20330 :

We wish to acknowledge receipt of your recent inguiry. Please accept
this form of response so that we may give you a reply without undue delay.

On December 17, 1969 the Secretafy of the Air Force annsunced the termi-~
nation of Project Blue Book, the Air Force Program for the investigation of
unidentified flying objects (UFOs).

The decision to discontinue UFD investigations was based on an evalusz-
tion of & report prepared by the University of Colorado entitled, "Scientific
Study of Unidentified Flying Objects;" a review of the University of Colorado's
report by the National Academy of Sciences; past UF0 studies; and Alr Force
experience investigating UFO reports dwring the past two decades.

As a result of these investigations and studies, and experience gained
from investigating UFO reports since 1948, the conclusions of Project Blus
Book ere: (1) no UFQ reported, investigated, and evaluated by the Air Force
hes ever given any indication of threat to our national security; (2) there
has besen no evidence submitted to or discovered by the Air Force that sightings
categorized as "unidentified® represent technological developments or prineci-
ples beyond the range of presentday scientific knowledge; and (3) there has
been no evidence indicating that sightings categorized as "unidentified® are
extraterréstrial wvehicles.

With the termination of Project Blue Bock, the Air Force regulation
establishing and conirolling the program for investigaiing and analyzing
UFOs has been rescinded, and Project Blue Book records have been transfer-
red to the Air Force Archives.

Attached for your information is the Project Blue Book sighting summary
for the period 1947-1969. Also included is a listing of UFQ-related materials
currently available through publication outlets of the federal government.

Your interest in the United States Air Force is appreciated.

Sincerely,

¢

JAMES H., ATKMAN, Lt Colonel, USAF
Chief, Civil Branch

Comuunity Relations Division
Office of Information

Atchs )
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1947
1948
1949
1950
1951
1952
1953
195k
1955
1956
1957
1958
1959
11960
1561
1652
1963
1654
1965
1666
1967
1968
1969

POTAL UFQ SIGHTINGS, 1947-1969

TOTAL SIGHTINGS

122
156
186
210
© 169
1,501
509
487
545
670
1,006
627
390
557
591
Hih
399
562
887
1,112
937
375
146

12,618

UNILDENTIFIED

12

7
22

27

22
- 303
u2
L6
2k
1k
-1k
10
12
14
13
5
1k
19
16
32
13
3
1

701



UFQ VATERIALS

UFOs and Helated Subjects: An Annotated Bibliography. Lynn E. Catoe.
Prevared by the Livrary of Cougress Science and Technoiogy Division.
Library of Congress Card Catalog No. 68-62196. For sale by the
Superintendent of Documents, U. S. Government Printing Office, Washington,
b. C. 20402, $3.50. GPOF D301.45-19-2:68-1656.

Aids to Identification of Flying Objects. For sale by the §uperintendent
of Documents, U. S. Government Printing Office, Washipgton, D. C. 20k02,
36 p., 20¢ per pamphlet. GPO# D301l.2:167.

Seientific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects. Study conducted by the

‘University of Colorado under contract Fulk620-07-C-0035. Three volumes,

1,465 p. 68 plates. Photoduplicated hard copies of the official report
way be ordered for $3.00 per volume, $3.00 the set of three, as AD 680 975,
AD 680 976, and AD 680 977, from the Clearinghouse for Federal Scientific
and Technical Information, U. S. Department of Commerce, Springfield, VA
22151 '

Review of University of Colorado Report on Unidentified Flying Objects.
Review Of report by a papel of the National Academy of Sciences. National
Acedemy of Sciences, 1969. 6 p. Photoduplicated hard copies may be ordered
for $3.00 as AD 688 541 from the Clearinghouse of Federal Scientific

and Technical Informatior, U. S. Department of Commerce, Springfield, VA
22151,
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Extract from Wernher von Braun's book First Men .to the Moon,
Copyright 1958, 1953, 1960 by Dr. Wernher von Braun, published
by Helt, Rinehart and Wingston of Canada, Ltd.,= iy

"Question: What is your opinion on 'U. F O ‘5’9"

"answer: There is a rational and rather straightﬂforward
explanation for the great majority of ‘'sightings of wniden-
tified flying objects,' or 'flying saucers', as they are ...
more familiarly called. During the last ten years, official ..
U.8. investigators have tabulated.about six thousand .

sightings.' They could account for all but two per -cent as
belonging to any of the following categories: - L ove
High~flying balloons of variocus kinds .
High~-flying aircraft illuminated by the sun after the sun .

had set on the ground
Nightly 'Fate Morgena' type reflections in the atmnsphere

of distant light sources on the ground
Artificial satellites of U.S5. or Soviet origin
Meteorites and fireballs
Birds
The Planets Venus or Jupiter
Searchlights illuminating cloud layers
Hoaxes perpetrated by pranksters

Even the most ardent believers in flying cbjects of
extra-terrestrial origin will usually concede that most
reported 'sightings' can be traced back to cone of these
sources. But it is that unaccounted two per cent that
makes enthusiasts e¢ling tenaciargly to their convietion.

I cannot account for the mysterious two per cent,
either. Put a lifetime spent with testing of guided mis-
giles has taught me to he extremely careful with eye-witness
accounts on rocket firings running into some in-flight
trouble. Of three experienced observers gquestioned
after a typical mishap, one swore that he clearly
gaw a part coming off before the rocket faltered; a second
hotly denied this but claimed that the miseile cscillated
violently before it veered off the course; while the third
trained observer saw neither a part coming off, nor an
osclllation, nor any veering off the course but insisted that
the rocket was flying perfectly stesdily until it was abe
ruptly ripped part by an internal explosion.

Such contradictions in the eyewitness saccounts of old
rocket men are by no means an exception; we sare almost
invariably confronted with this situation. Yet we are
desaling here with experienced observers who not only
had seen many firings, but who had the grest sdvantage
of being mentally prepared for the imminent test.



ARRIVING FROM MARS BY UFO?

In recent years there have been many reports of- unidentified )
flying objects (UFO's), especially since the first Soviet .Sputnik went
up on October 4, 1957. From time to time the question has been: raised
as 1o whether the UFQ;s might have come from Mars or Venus, perhaps
bearing intelligent beings. Usually the answer to:this.question has
been simply a guess which-depended to a considerable extent .on what the
individual wanted to believe.. Most scientists have 'been inclined: to.=%
doubt that the UFQ's came from Mars or Venus,.preferring.to credit the:
sightings to natural phencmena which ‘are not as well known.as they should
be. } , o . )

! *-- E goe o gme D
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There is a logical approach to this question a8 to whether 0r not -
UFQ's have come from Mars or Venus. It is well known that if someé .one .
on the earth wants to send a space vehicle to Mars or Venus, there are
specific favorable times, ¢imes when a body can be launched so that it
will travel along a minimum-energy orbit, arriving at the path of Mars
{or Venus) Just as that planet comes to the same point. For example,
favorable times for launching & rocket to travel to Venus have been
listed as Oct 27, 1965, June 5, 1967 and Janusry 11, 1969, and for Mars,
December 23, 196k, January 26, 1967 and February 28 1964. (SPACE HAND-
BOOK, Gov't Printing Office 1959) '

Pt

Of course, there are similar favorable times for launching a epace
vehicle from Mars {or Venus) to the earth, and for each of these launch-
ing times, there would be a corresponding arrival time at the earth. .
These favorable arrival times come at intervale of about 584 days for
Venus and about 7680 days for Mars. Actually, in each case, the interval
is a close approximation to the synodic period of the planet; for Venus,
the synodie period varies from 579. 8 to 587.8 days, and for Mars, from .
767 to 803 days.

One could then choose ‘intervals of 20 days, say ten days on either
side of a favorable arrival date, and look to see how many Ur0' s vere.
sighted in each such "favorable arrival interval", here named fai, -
(Plural fais). If there were no increase in the number of UFO's in -these
fais, then 1t would be unlikely that any considerable number of UFO’ )

had been arriving from Maras or Venus.

“Some one 1s certain to raise the questicn as to whether or not a
Martian or a Venutlian would elect to travel in a minimum-energy orbit.
Here I shall assume that intelligent beings from any part of the universe
will choose to travel by means and paths that will minimize the expendi-
ture of energy. ; o .

This fal approach to the problem can be carried a step farther.
One can make a list of the UFO's observed in the fais, and look at the
record of each to see if the UFO was cbserved traveling in the direction
it would have if it came from Mars (or Venus) in a minimum-energy orbit.



Spectacular carona display along General Electric’s experimental 500,000-v. transmission line near Pittsfield was produced by
application of more than 1209, of rated voltage. Corona also is induced by dirt, salt crystals or other foreign particles on the
line or insulators. An extremely high voltage gradient can develop across these, exceeding breakdown voltage of air.

Plasma Theory May Explain Many UFOs

By Philip 1. Klass

Washington-Luminous plasmas of ionized air, a special form of “ball lightning™
generated by electric corona that occurs on high-tepsion power lines under certain
conditions, may explain many sightings of lower-altitude “unidentified flying ob-
jects.” It is related to St. Elmo's fire, sometimes seen on or near aircraft in flight.

If this theary is correct, it would explain the increasing frequency of UFO sight-
ings in recent years when there have been growing numbers of very high-voltage
power lines. Also there has been increasing atmospheric pollution whose contami-
nants may play a catalytic role in the phenromenon.

Descriptions contained in a recent
book, “Incident At Exeter.” appear to
support this theory. John G. Fuller, its
journalist author, interviewed dozens of
persons who reported seeing UFQOs in
the vicinity of Exeter, N, H., approxi-
mately a year ago.

Fuller expresses the belief that top
Air Force and government officials
know that the UFOs are extra-terrestrial
spacecraft but have successfully kept
this a secret for nearly two decades to
prevent national panic. But a much
more plausible scientific explanation
emerges when the Exeter sightings are
analyzed.

Most of the UFO sightings in the
Exeter area occurred along or very near
to high-tension power lines, according
to the author. The same is true of two
other sightings he investigated in west-
ern Pennsylvania and others renoried at
the time of the Northeast power black-
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out last November. Fuller speculates
that the extra-terrestrial spacecraft may
be attracted to the power lines as a
source of energy for refueling their pro-
pulsion systems.

Electric corona, which this writer be-
lieves is the mechanism that triggers one
form of “ball lightning™ under suitable
conditions, is 2 moderately well under-
stood phenomenon. But most scientific
investigations of corona have been
atmed at devising means of suppressing
it, rather than gaining fundamental theo-
retical understanding. .

Ball lightning, most frequently re-
ported during or immediately following
a thunderstorm, is poorly understood.
Until recent years it attracted little scien-
tific attention, having been treated by
many as an “old wives tale.” But in the
late forties and early fifties, bail light-
ning attracted the attention of several

i

top Soviet scientists, including Academi-
cian Peter Kapitsa.

Five years ago, several U.S. labora-
tories began to investigate the phenome-
nofi, motivated in part by its possible
application to anti-ICBM  defenses
(awesT Dec. 4, 1961, p. 52). These in-
cluded the Bendix Research Labora-
tories, the Illinois Institute of Technol-
ogy's Research Institute and Raytheon’s
advanced development group.

There is a striking similarity between
the reported characteristics of ball light-
ning and the UFOs sighted by dozens
of persons in the Exeter area, as re-
ported by Fuller, who used a tape re-
corder to insure accurate observation
details. For example:

» Color: Ball lightning is mualti-col-
ored, but red is the most predominant
color reported, followed by intense blu-
ish-white and green. A vast majority of
the sightings reported from Exeter said
the object was red, while the remainder
were either bluish-white, green, or a
combination of all of these,

s Shape: Ball lightning normaily is
either spherical or ellipsoidal with many
reports of a doughnut-shaped or ring
configuration. The Exeter sightings were
mostly round, oval-shaped or dome-
shaped. o

mSound: Ball lightning is often ac-

Aviation Week & Space Technology, August 22, 1966
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fonized plasmas produced by electric discharge in laboratories of Illinois Instit

ute of Technology's Research Institula several

years ago show some of the characteristic shapes of UFQ sightings. However, these pictures were made with extremely short

film exposure times of 0.2-0.5 microsec., far briefer than the Lucci photo {(below).

companied by a sizzling or hissing
sound. Exeter sightings reported that
the TUFQO sometimes made a soft hum-
ming or hissing sound. '

u Dynamics: Ball lightning has been
reported as hanging motionless at times,
yet able to move nup, down and horizon-
tally at extremely high speeds. It ap-
pears 10 move by rolling and gliding,
often along electrical conductors or
structures and frequently exhibits a spin-
ning motion. The Exeter sighting re-
ports said the objects often hovered over
a fixed location, frequently power lines,
often rolled or bounced along, some-
times exhibiting a spinning motiont and
would then appear to zoom off at great
speed and disappear from sight.

m Lifetime: Ball lightning reports in-
dicate that they can have a lifetime rang-
ing from several seconds to many min-
utes. Observers at Exeter reported that
objects remained in view for a few sec-
onds or as long as 15 min.

m Size; Ball lightning has been re-
ported in sizes up to 15 ft. in diameter.~
Exeter observers estimated the size of
objects sighted at from the size of a
basketball to as much as 200 It in
diameter. .

This apparent size discrepancy is ex-
plainable in several ways, All but two of
the sightings reported at Exeter by
Fuller were made at night and one of
the two occurred at dusk. The absence
of visible landmarks for size comparison
would make it difficult for a layman to
estimate size accurately, especially when
the object could induce fright in the
observer.

Additionally, the type of ball light-
ning triggered by electric corona may
be a lower-energy plasma of larger size
than that usuailly induced by lightning
discharges.

Electric corona is a luminous plasma
:zused by ionization of the air sur-
‘ounding a transmission line or cne of

ts insulators. When electric corona
irst occurs, it briefly resembles a smalil
troke of lightning. The corona can
emain fixed or can travel. along the

kS

Unidentified fiying object photographed over high-tension power lines near Beaver,
Pa., in August, 1965, by James Lucci with full moon visible to the left of UFOQ, is
helieved to be a form of ball lightning induced by electric corona discharge. Photo
was taken using film with ASA speed of 100, lens apening of /3.5, set at infinity, -
and exposed for 6 sec. Film development time was 12 min.

power line until cooled and extinguished
by external forces.

So long as a transmission line and
its insulators are clean and suitably

designed, corona does not normally.

occur. But if small particles of dust or
salt crystals, for example, become af-
fixed to the line or insulators they can
trigger the corona, according to Darreil
Shankle, manager of field research in
Westinghouse Electric’s electric utility
operations. The reason is that an ex-
tremely high-voltage gradient develops
across the dust or salt crystal which
exceeds the breakdown voltage of air.

Even flying insects that alight on the
line can trigger a corena. For example,
during the months of August 2nd Sep-
tember a very high-voltage transmission
line in West Virginia experiences fre-
quent coronas caused by “flying spiders”
that are carried by the winds and alight
on the lines,.-according to..Shankle.
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Transmission lines near the ocean
are also susceptible to corona because
salt crystals deposit on the lines and
insulators, according to A. F. Rohifs,
manager of high voltage development
for General Electric at Pittsfield, Mass.

Exeter is located only 10 mi. from
the ocean. The power lines of the -
Exeter and Hamptono Electric Co.,
which were involved in the sightings,
run right down to the ocean beach
beyond Hampton. The company’s chief
engineer, Stanley Sawyer, says that
corona occurs more frequently “when
there is not much rain to clean off the
lines.”

A check with the U. S. Weather Bu-
reau shows that conditions during the

‘summer of 1965 preceding the Exeter

sightings in September were especially
conducive to corona in that area because
it was an extremely dry summer.

For example, during the months of
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Tuly, August and September the Exeter
rea received barely more than half of
its normal rainfall. During these thres
months, there was only 6.0 in. of rain,
compared to the average of 10.8 in.

When corona first occurs, it usually
has a bluish color which can then take
on the color of a lightning strike, ac-
cording to experts on the subject. But
the presence of sodium-chloride (salt)
on the line could give it a pronounced
orangish-red color from the sodium
with a touch of green due to the
chlerine.

This suggests that some of the Exeter
sightings could have been no more than
a corona discharge traveling along the
power line. Here are some of the first-
hand observations described by Fuller
in his book:

m Meredith Bolduc: "This thing was
coming up the power lines toward the
road . ..”

u Mrs. Jerline Jalbert: “We see it reg-
vlarly along here. Always seems to be
somewhere near the power lines.”

w Mr. Heselton: “Just the other night,

some other people saw it along another-

section of the power lines.”

u Mr. A, Reid Bunker, Sr. “We were
under the high-power lines . . . when at
10:45 p.m. we saw an object approach
. . . It had red lights most, and sort of
green and white lights . . .”

First Sighting

The first Exeter sighting on Sept. 3,
1965, that triggered many subsequent
reports, made by a teenager and subse-
- quently witnessed by two policemen,
was located near the 34,500-v. trans-
mission line of the Exeter and Hampton
Electric Co. The line is mounted on
wooden poles approximately 29 fi
above the ground. In total there were
73 instances, Fuller writes, where per-
sons reporting UFO sightings near Exe-
ter used the words “power lines” or
“transrnission lines” or referred to loca-
tions near power lines. ;

During the perfod in which Fuller was
researching the Exeter incident, he

visited Beaver, Pa., near Piitsburgh, to

check UFO reports. One night sighting
during the previous month near high-
tension power lines had been made by
17-year-old James Lucci and two friends
and Lucci had managed to photograph
the object {(see photo, p. 49).

When Fuller and Lucci visited the
area of the sighting and he was asked to
pinpoint its location, the youth re-
sponded: “I’d say it was right up there,
directly over the wires, not more than
fifty or sixty feet.”

A sighting was made three days later
in the same general area by Donald de
Turka from his yard. His house, Fuiler
reports, was “down the street from a
section of high-voltage transmission
line.”

The Northeast power blackout pro-

N
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vided an unexpected opportunity for
additional evidence that indicates a rela-
tionship between electric transmission
lines, and associated power distribution
apparatus, and the type of object sighted
near Exeter and Pittsburgh.

A private pilot, Weldon Ross, was

approaching Hancock Field at Syracuse,
N.Y., for a landing “at almost the exact
moment of the blackout. As he looked
below him, just over the [345,000 v.]
power lines near the Clay, N.Y., sub-
station, a huge red ball of brilliant
intensity appeared,”

This particular substation initially was
reported to be the “crux of the diffi-
culty,” Fuller writes.

Same Report

A total of five persons reported the
same phenomenon, inclrding Robert C.
Walsh, deputy commissioner for the

Federal Aviation Agency in the Syra-

cuse area, according to Fuller.

On Nov. 26, Fuller reports that a
power failure in St. Paul, Minn., coin-
cided “with the appearance of objects
overhead giving off blue and white
flashes . . . Fifteen minutes later a

" resident on Hogt Avenue reported a

‘biue-glowing’ UFQO as all house lights
and appliances in the area went dead.”

Fuller hints at foul play by extra-
terresirial spacecraft by claiming that
scientists have not been able to explain
the causes of the Northeast power
blackout or the simultaneous proximity
of the UFO sightings.

Engineers working with large-area
power distribution networks concede
that the complexity of such systems

" makes it difficult to pinpoint readily a
specific faulty circuit breaker. But no-

competent expert has publicly advanced

the idea that the blackout resulted '

from external causes.
Voltage Surges

During conditions of such power net-
work instabilities, there are voltage

. surges at some points in the network.

These higher-than-normal voltage con-
ditions would induce very large corona
discharges.

The leakage current during corona
contains harmonics in larger than usual
proportions, creating an inductive effect
which aggravates network instability.
But only to this extent could the corona
or corona-induced ball lightning have
contributed to the blackout problem,
according to several experts. .

The marked resemblance between
many of the Exeter sightings and re-
ported observations of ball lightning
appears significant, as well as their
frequent appearance on, along or mear
high-tension power lines under atmos-
pheric conditions likely to produce
corona discharges along the lines.

The only unresolved question is the
mechanism by which the coroma dis-
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...the theory that a challenging
career has te include challenging
living conditions. United Contrel,
the fastest growing aerospace
electronics corporation in the
Pacific Northwest, has career
opportunities open now. Men
who join us will have a chance
to contribute to advanced proj-
ects of major importance to the
aircraft and space industry. They
will be members of a young,
vigorous organization that is al-
ready leading the way in its field.
They'l work with some of the
brightest minds in the aerospace
industry. Read the ad on the
opposite page. This is the kind
of action you'll be involved with
at United Control. Yet, outside
the plant you'll enjoy living in
one of the worlds most beauti-
ful regions. Drive 20 minutes to
the cosmopolitan hustle and cul-
tural attractions of Seattle. Drive
40 minutes to snow-capped

peaks and mountain wilderness, -

Golf year “round, cruise en hun-
dreds of miles of sheltered waters,
enjoy clean air...space...a home
with a view. For full details an
careers at United Control, send
your resume to Mr. D. G. Vawter,
Employment Manager.

UNITED CONTROL

UNITED CONTROL COAP./ REDMOND, WN. 38052




* CHARACTERISTICS

Color

Shape

Movement

Dynamics

Sound
Lifetime

Size

EXETER UFOs

Usually reddish-orange and/
or bluish-white, sometimes
green.

Round, oval or dome-shaped

Often hovering or moving
up/down slowly. Also moves
horizontally at slow or high
speed.

Often seems to move with
rocking or undulating mo-
tion. Sometimes appears to
be spinning.

Mo sound, or slight hum-
ming or hissing.

From several minutes to up
to half an hour,

Difficult to estimate by most
observers during night sight-
ings, but those given range

UFO-Ball Lightning Observations Compared

BALL LIGHTNING

with  red
bluish-

Multi-colored,
dominating or
white.

Spherical, ellipsoidal or
doughnut-shaped.

sometimes hangs motion-
less or rnoves vertically
and harizontally at slow
or high speed.

Appears to bounce or roll
in horizontal direction.
Sometimes exhibits spin-
ning motian,

Sometimes exhibits a siz-
zling or hissing sound.

fFrom few seconds to
many minutes.

Daytime sightings (in
brighter ambient light)
usually are a few inches

ft. in diameter.

from basketball size to 200 in diameter

but have
ranged up to 15 ft

charge expends into a larger plasma
with ball lightning characteristics.
Present limited knowledge of both
phenomena complicates this problem.
But the similarity of electric corona dis-
charge and natural lightning discharge
which is known to induce ball lightning
would seem to support strongly the
theory presented here.

Despite long years of experience with
cotona, the experts disagree even over
the effect of temperature, barometric
pressure and humidity in inducing
corona. The reason is that power line
corona is difficult to duplicate realisti-
cally for study under controlled con-
ditions. To do so would require con-
struction of a huge facility, large epough
to house a long transmission line within
a chamber so that barometric pressure

and temperature could be varied while .

a variety of atmospheric contaminants
were introduced. -
There is considerably less scientific
information avaiiable on btall lightning,
although a number of conflicting theo-
ries have been advanced to explain it.
Several years ago Dr. J. Rand McNally,
Jr. of the Atomic Energy Commission’s
Oak Ridge National Laboratories made
an informai survey of 1,962 persons in
the laboratory. Surprisingly. he found
_that 110 of them, or 5.6% of the total
sample, had observed ball lightning at
some time. Usually it was associated
with a conventional stroke of lightning,
but not atways.
Analyzing the returns, McNally con-
cluded that ball lightning can originate
randomly in space but is most often

seen in proximity to wires or struc-
tures. It is usually airborne or partially
airborne, moving randomly in space or
along electric conductors. It often ex-
hibits rolling, tumbling or spinning
motions.

Small-diameter ball lightning has
been reported inside houses and other

- buildings. Recently an Air Force Stra-

tegic Air Command flight crew reported
seeing it-inside an aircraft during flight,
AVIATION WEEK & SPAacE TECHNOLOGY
was told by a scientist working in the
field.

Many of the ball lightning sightings

reported by persons surveyed by Mc-
Nally occurred on or near power lines.
Many different theories and mathe-

matical models have been advanced by
scientists here and abroad to explain the
basic mechanism which generates ball
lightning and the internal-external

forces that enable it to survive for ex-

tended periods.
Within recent months two Westing-
house Electric research laboratory scien-

" tists, Dr. Martin A. Uman and Dr. C.
. W. Helstrom published a mathematical

model that predicts many of the unusual
properties of ball lightning. The Wes-
tinghouse research was partially funded
by the Office of Naval Research.

This theory suggests that ball light-

ning is a luminous, high-temperature
region of air having high electrical
conductivity that has been heated to
the required temperature by a stroke of
lightning under suitable conditions.
When cloud-to-ground lightning cur-
rents are symmetrical through the ball,
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RESEARCH IN
TARGET CHARACTERISTICS
BENEFITS AICBM SYSTEMS

This special-purpose computer, designed by Cornell Aeronautical Labora-
_ tory under contract to Bell Telephone Laboratories, [ric.,

is capable of
processing resolvable targets detected by an AICBM radar and desig-
nating for further processing those which are likely to be lethal threats.
In addition to its specific application to ballistic missile defense systems,
this Signal Data Processor represents a significant advance in the extrac-
tion of discrimination data from raw radar signals.

CAL’s continuing systems research program on radar discrimination has

. defined potential targets — including their expected motions. An exten-
sive study of down-range experimental data is supported by theoretical
research in reentry physics.

1n addition to AICBM investigations, our systems research encompasses
various programs for tactical and strategic weapon systems: penetration
aids for tactical aircraft, new delivery techniques for chemical ordnance,
command and control techniques for air and sea operations, ground
mobility studies, ASW investigations, and advanced research on recon-
naissance and surveillance systems.

EXPERIENCED PERSONMEL ARE NEEDED FOR SUCH
RESEARCH IN BOTH BUFFALO AND WASHINGTON

(*L% CORNELL AERONAUTICAL LABORATORY, INC.
OF CORNELL UNIVERSITY.

J. ¥. Rentschier - T/C

CORMELL "AERONAUTICAL LABORATORY, mc

Buffalo, New York 14221

[ Please send me a copy of your factual, jllustrated prospectus, “A Community of
Science,"” and an application blank,
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Tt ﬁangs stationary in air, but if these

currents become unsymmetr’
will move.

The lightning ball will dmappear
quietly if the internal electric currents
gradually fade away, according to the
Westinghouse scientists’ theory, but it
can also collapse with a bang if the
current drops sharply.

One scientist who has worked in the
field for some time, Carsten M. Haaland,
says that none of the proposed models
fully explains the phenomenon and that
it is possible to find Aaws in all theories
proposed so far. Haaland, currently
employed by AEC’s Oak Ridge National
Laboratory, previously conducted ex-
periments in ball lightning when he was
a member of the THinois Tnstitute of
Technology’s Research Tnstitute,

Using relatively crude discharges in
air  produced by exploding wires,
Haaland was able to create small ball
lightning for brief intervals (see p, 49),

Haaland believes that there are at
least two different types of ball light-
ning, perhaps more, which ‘would ex-
plain why none of the theories advanced
to date explains all sightings.

Most theories on hall lightning hold
that some external source of energy is
needed to sustain the plasma for more
than a few seconds.
out, in support of the proposed new

'1the ball

* theory, that the electromagnetic lines of

force from high-tension lines extend for
a considerable distance and cou'd sup-
ply such energy. The Exeter lines are
at a relatively low height (29 {t.) above
the ground.

Another scientist working in the field,
who declined to be quoted by name,
was asked if he could positively exciude
the possibility that power line corona
could generate ball lightning. He re-

Transmission Grating

Washington-Tiny, low-cost transmis-
siori~grating which can be used to
view UFDs to determine if they are
balls of ionized air, as a new theory
predicts, can be obtained from two
scientists employed by the Westing-
house Research Laboratories.

The transmission grating, roughly
the size of a 35-mm, color slide, is
small enough to fit into a man’'s
wallet. If the object when viewed
through the grating shows an intense
red line rather than a full coler
spectrum, it is a plasma.

Readers interested in abtaining a
grating and instructions for its use
should send $1, to cover fabrication

and mailing cost, to Drs. J L
Moruzzi/Martin Uman, 579 Lucia
Read, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15221. The

gratings are being made by the
scientists in a home workshop. It is
not a Westinghouse sponsored effort.

~sAviation Weak-& Space Technology, August 22, 1966
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Haaland pointed



plied: *I wouldn’t reject this possibility,
because a conventional smoke-~"~g is an
interesting example of a pl. i held
together under the proper conditions by
a combination of internal and external
forces which are diffficult to explain
scientifically.”

This seems an appropriate analogy
because not every instance of corona
along power lines generates ball light-
ning. The presence of salt vapor near
Exeter would increase the conductivity
of the air, and vaporization of the salt
crystals deposited during the dry sum-
mer could provide a mechanism for
increasing current flow and air tempera-
ture once corona occurred. Other con-
taminants in the air at Exeter and at
other locations could provide similar
catalytic action.

A spokesman for the National In-
vestigations Committee on Aerial Phe-

T-DF-FAILURE WITHOUT DESTRUCTION |

You can use Kaman Variable Impedance Dis-
placement Transducers for test stand meas-
urements to determine point-of-failure without
running the test unil to destruction! For ex-
ample, Xaman Non-Contacting Transducers
have been used in high speed jet engines fo
measure growth of turbine blades in incre-
ments as small as .000025"—equivalent to 1 part
in 1,000 total transducer range—to determine
ttade elongation and other distortion as a fung-

tion of turhine rpm. Vibration of the jet engine
housing, extreme fluctuations in temperature
da not influence acguracy of measturements.
Kaman Transducers measure dizplacement
between transducers and adjacent conductive
surface without mechanical connegtion {o
the turbine blades. If you make measuremants
In hostile environments, send for technical
data and application information on Kaman
Nutlear's Variable Impedance Transducer.

nomena (NICAP), quoted by Fuiler,
says that UFQ “sightings seem to con-
centrate in small geographic areas dur-
ing any wave. But the conaceniration
area will shift around.” This indicates
that when the required combination of
atmospheric conditions exists, the phe-

o . . . nomenon occurs repeatedly. :
o, Kaman Transducers Excel in Hostile Environments 1t seems more than coincidence that

-only one of the dozens of Exeter UFO
Kaman INuclear

sightings reported by Fuller occurred
1700 GARDEN OF THE GODS ROAD, COLORADO SPRINGS. COLORADO 30307

in broad daylight. This prompted one
. police officer who was interviewed by
N Tetephone: (303) 473-6880 « TWX: (510} 431-4929

Fuller to ask: “Where does it go in the
3 dai':lr?se‘;ossible that the necessary at:
p PROBLEMATICAL RECREATIONS 341 mospheric conditions, including air con-
v o e ' taminants, do not occur until the cooler
T " % night air arrives. Another possible ex-
planation is that the luminous plasma
of ionized air usually is too faint to be
- easily visible in daylight, although it
' could appear quite bright in the dark.
In the photograph taken by Lucci
: Vi rear Pittsburgh, using a 6-sec. exposure,
g ey . the UFQ appears to have about the
‘ Show, with a simple examnple, that an irrational number raised to - | same brightness as the full moon along-
an irrational power need not be irrational. —Contributed side it

WESCON .1966 starts tomorrow and 8 is the nun:lber of’the we?k! su;;!stt;nsgeg:?:te gosg{aie ?g;:;t:fhi;rz:z
We'll explain. This year’s show is “8-great-shows-in-one fea.turmg be made in the presence of a UFQ sight-
i 8 special product areas from communication and detection to ing to confirm or deny the ball light-

| computers 1o air and space control systems. {There are 5 other ning theory, If it is an electrical dis-
! areas to see.) And we’re happy to announce that our eighth puzzie | charge, it should generate radic noise.
booklet, Problematical Recreations®, is available to all problem . At least several persons interviewed by
B solvers during WESCON. Pick up your free copy at the Litton ' Fuller reported that their automobile
: : booth #1507. We'll be on the main floor of the Los Angeles Sports - . radios had briefly become inoperative
(R Arena displaying our latest advances and new products, Hope to

L

when the object came near.

2 If the object is viewed through an

i see you the 23rd through the 26th! inexpensive ’P et Or ransmissio f erat-

: . ANSWER TO LAST WEEK’s PROBLEM: Let BC be the side opposite ing it should be possible fo ascertain

: the 20° angle and D the point 10” from A on side AB. Construct whether the object is a solid spacecraft

' triangle ADE congruent to ABC with ED||BC. Join EC. Then or a form of bail hghtnm_g, Dr. 'Uman'
: triangle AEC is equilateral and angle DEC = 40°. Triangle EDC points out. If the object is a solid, the

. ‘ is isosceles and angle EDC is 70°. Thus the stripe makes an angle viewer will see a continuous spectrum,

i ; ; but if it is a form of ball lightning he
B of 150 (or its supplement) with the edge. . will see instead a number of individual

- _' A+ color lines, including intense red- radia-
LITTON I.NDUSLR‘E.S - tiomr due to the presence of hydrogen
Beverly Hills, Cafifornia and blue due to nitrogen in the air.

Ocopyright 19688

H 60 Aviation Week & Space Technology, August 22.-’ 1966
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DRAFT

I am writing to thank youn for your report of-am™ = -
unidentified flying object seen on

We are grateful to you for advising the Department of this
incident and your report will be examined in the Ministry of

Defence o see if there are any defence implications. We cannot

undertake to pursue our research, other than for defence implications,

to a point where positive correlation with a known object is

established, nor to advise you of the probeble identity of the
T

e

/-

over a number of years have so far prodnced no evmdence thaf UFOs

i

répresent gn air defence threat to. the United Klngdom¢
e ki e -
. i . i

,,

obaect seen., . ﬁijff
P | J—
You' wlll 'no douhﬁr sh to know, however, that 1nvest1gatlons,mf

H
H



DRAFT

I am writing to thank you for your letter asking for
information about unidentified flying objects.

The Ministry of Defence investigates UFO reports, which are
received from various sources, eg members of the public, the
police, Service units, etc, to see if there are any defence
implications. Reports are examined in the Ministry of Defence by
experienced staff. They do this with open minds. They bave access
to all information available to the Ministry of Defence. They
call on the full scientific and professional resources of the
Ministry of Defence and may, if necessary, call in expert advice
from other Government and non-Government bodies.

Since the Ministry of Defence interest in unidentified flying
objects is limited to the defence aspect investigations into the
scientific significance of the phenomena are not carried out.

You will no doubt wish to know, however, that imvestigations.
over—a-nunber-of-years-have -80-£ar.produced-no evidence-that-UFOg ..

“Q?hiigggﬁgﬁgftzﬁiﬁgdzgfiﬁ??ﬁfﬁﬁfg?hﬂtowthaﬁﬁnite&mKingdom:meeporte&~
/sightings are considered“%ogggxé*originétl , . in the main, from
aircraft or the lights of aircraft being seen under unusual

conditions, balloons and various meteorological phenomena as well

as astronomical sightings, space satellites and space "junk'.
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LOQSE MINUTE

AT/CX 80/70

AFOR

REVISTON OF AYR FORCE OPERATIONS ROOM STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURES-
REFORTS OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS

References:

A. MOD AFOR SOP No 502.

B. AFOR/Q2 dated 22.7.75.

Qur suggested amendments to Ref A are as followz!:

Information

Amend psras 1, 2 and 4 to read:

Para 1. S4f(Air} co-ordinate detailed investigation into reports on Unidertified
Flying Cbjects, consulting Ops (GE)2{RAF), DI 55, DI 50, Science 3 and STCOC. and

correspond with tie public on tke subject of UFOs when required.

Para 2. Circulartion of reports on UFOs is S4f(Air)} responsibility during normsl
working hours, and AFOR responsibility outside normal working hours. Reports may
be received by telephone message or by signal message.

Para 4, The above mentioned reference gives considerable detail on the stages of
investigatinn of UFO repcrts, and information should be passed to SHf(Air) as
early as possible.

Para % - Neo chznge.

Action by the Duty Operations Cificer

Para 5. Amsnd S4f(Air) telephone extension rumbers to read 'Ext 7033/6020°'.
Para 6. - No change.

Annex Lo 80P 502 -~ Report of an Uridentified Flying Object

Item B, Amend to read:

Description of Object {Fo. of objects, size, shape, colour, brightuess,
sound and smell).

Item R.  FPresumably 'ALOC! should read 'STCCC'.

porem )

7

b aug 75 . MISS G J JAMIESON

©OELf(Air)
Room 8235 7035 MB



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Buiiding Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

‘Telsphone (B3RO XDeRL
MOD (AFOR) (RAF) 01-218~6117/8
Your reference
TO: . .gl L ] E. » a g:‘lfl " h e - Ou’ rBferan“ AFOR/92

Date 99.4 July, 1975

REVISION OF AIR FORCE OPERATIONS ROOM STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURES

1. Many of the Standard Operating Procedures used by the Duty
Operations Officers in AFOR are in urgent need of review or
amendment.

2. It is requested that you check those S0P's which are sponsored
by wyour Depariment and advise AFOR, by completion of the attached
certificate, of the action that needs to be taken.

(i

CLARK
adron Leader
for Officer in Charge
Air Force Operations Room
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SOP NO 502
PAGE NO

COPY NO__

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
AIR FORCE OPERATICNS ROOM
STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURE NO 502

REPORTS OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING ORJECTS
Reference: AFOR/92/500, BE2rasmIl avfa

Annex : Report of an Unidentified Flying Object

&ycf,,, @\

INF ORMATION

Sponsor : S4f Air

1. S4f(Air) co—ordmate detailed investigation into reports on
Umdentlfled Flymg Objects, consuliing Ops(GE)Z(RA}*) DI55,0150+

Sczence'# and:’ ; fen necessary . SiH hﬂm*)—reply t3 hoc:.e c A
™ £ thaﬁ uest a-reply. cooanl < b - o LU

o Igma ors: req’ LE Er’t A f! /

2. Tﬁe—mrﬂ-a-l—-i-ﬁve-snﬁga(‘;&ewof reporis on UF Qs is S4f(Air)}

responsibility during normal working hours, and AFGRIRAFY-» =~ =¥

responsibility outside normal working hour‘b Reports may be raceived
by telephone message or by signal message,
}”“E i, A4
. Copies of all UFO reports received in A:E:—@R(-R-AF') and reports of 10
&E.QB.UKQL’_, initial mxechgatlon are cmcul'atpd to ...\4f(A1r} Ops(GE)Z?{RA)
DI5S, [HﬁﬁéScmnce/4 and S-EFQ@—@—TUV o et et .

4, The above~mentioned reference gives considerable detail on the
stages of mvestlgatlon of UIFO reparts, and-excepi-irreases-wherea field
investigation-ds necessary.the aim-is .that B4t tAiry 1s-provided; 'withia .
10-days.ol.thc.initial report, w1th the information-on-which-to bass tha
rep-lv"to“the-cmgmator W el Tt LTI

? - FEs _\-L‘.

o f
f

ACTION BY THE DUTY OPERATIONS QFFICER
i .
5. During Normal Working Hours. Refer telephone calls reporting
UFOs to S4t(Air), Ext 703‘1/2&1%’. No action is required on signal
messags reports., “a 2

6. CQutside Normal Working Hours,

a. Reports Received by Telephone. Comnplete the pro-forma =t
the Annesx (o Hhis SOE, Dispatch 1t through the Regisiry.

b. Reports Recsived by Signal Message,

(1} Ensure that lbe message has been airoulated to the stitls
detailed at para 3 above,

{2) Complete para R of the pro~forme at the Annex 1o thi,

UOP and insert on the pro-forme, ths rijn'! mosgage colorow
in which the investigation refers. Dispatch it t'ﬁ!"ouqﬁ fhe e
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TNVESTIGATION OF UNIDENTIFTKD FLYING OBJECTS

1. It has been stated in the llouse of Commons and in policy
correspondence in the Ministry of Defence that all reported
sightings of U¥0s are investigated by M.0.D. to determine their

cauge and to assess if they constitute a military threat. The

present vrocedure in M.0,D. is that all sightings are channelled
to S.4f(Air) who is responsible for all communications with the
public on these matters. S.4f(4ir), in collaboration with the
4A,F.0,R., make preliminary enguiries with Fylingdales or R.S5.R.5.
Slough, for possible satellite sightings, and with other
organisations who may be flying aircraft ox balloons, or operalting
equipment that could causge optical phenomena giving rise to the
sightings. In the majority of cases the sightings can be
attributed to these causes and no further action is reguired.

2. In the cases where no immediate satisfactory explanation

can be determined, i.e. they are truly unidentifled {lying objects,
then D.S.T.I. are required by M.0.D, to carry out further
investigations. These investigations were originally carried out
by Tech. Intelligence (Air) but they became the responsibility of
the Space Section in DI.55 from the beginning of May 1967. After
receiving UFO sightings from S.47(Air) for a complete month, the
Space Section have now had a chance to assess the magnitude of the
task. It is emphasised that the information given in the reporis
is quite inadequate for any decision to be made from within the
office, and if the task is to be done at all, more details must be
obtained from those members of the public who originated the
sightings. This can only be done from personal interviews as 11
ig sure to involve the preparation of skebches, pgeographic bearings,
distances, heights, movements and further stotements. Armed with
this nowledge the investigating officer would then be obliged to
agsess the facilities in the local area, such as air bases,
university experimental areas and factories, and consider the
prevailing meteorological conditions at the time for conditions
which could possibly have given rise to the phenomena. Finally,
the investigating officer would be required to make his decisions
and write a report on the results of his investigations. It is
suggested, therefore, that il the investigation is %o be carried
out in accord with the official policy statements on the subject,
2-3 man days will be required for each investigation. A total of
nine UFO sightings requiring lfurther investigation by DSTI were
received during May 1967.

3. From the above, it is apparent that investigations into UrOs
cannot be regarded as a part-time or secondary task, and that it
is completely beyond inclusion in the work schedule of the already
overworked and undermanned Space Section of DI.55. Under these

circumstances it is recomnmended that it De recognised that DSTI
cannot undertake the investigation of UFOs to the standard required
by the stated policy on the subject, or, alternatively, an officer

AL EERE i 5 2 S S E

%

and transport be established in DSTI specifically for this purppee

=

(B. HUMISTON)
Sqdn.Ldr.

DI.55 b,
7th June 1967
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ASTRONAUTS
TO DO OWN
DENTISTRY

DAILY TELEGRAPH STAFE
CORRESEUNDENTS -
NEW YORK, Thursday.
NDIANA University's
School of Dentistry is
developing 2 do-it-yourself
kit at the request of the Air

Force, i

When ready, it will enable .
astronauts and others cut off ’
from civilisauion to kill pain, ..

fill their own tecth, and stop
the spread of decay for a ycar.

Dr. Ralph Plullips, Director of
the Air Force School of Aerospace
Medicine, said the Atr Force was
losing too many man hours because
of toothache.

* Under siress, fliers often grind
their teeth and break the molars,”
he said.

' TOO MUCH SUCCESS”
- | Airline 1o be merged

l}ACIFIC AIRLINES® startling

-advertising campaign has had
an equally startling resull, " Hey,
there, you with the sweal on your
palms,” it began and proceeded
on the principle that * most people
are scared witless of flving.” Pas-
sengers were given a " lucky rab-
bil's foat.”

It was disclosed today {har Mr,
Matthew McCarthy, thie president,
has resigned, and that the line is
to be merged inlo West Coast Adr-
lines. The campiign * was tvo
successful, it scared people away,”
sail & spokesman for the new
company,

TV BULLFIGHTS
Humane secicly protests

F‘UUR bullfight " kills* are

being shown by a l.os Angeles
television station 2ach Saturday
night in its peak-hour sports pro-
gramme, The series, filmed in
Tijuana and Mexico City, pro-
duced an 83 per cent. favourable
tesponse alter the first week, Mr.
Mal Klein, the station’s general
manager, said.

" We are using the programmes
on an experimental basts.  Our
communily has a strong Latin
heritage and that heritage in-
cludes bulllighting.” Protests by
the Society for Prevention of
Cruelty to  Animals and the
American Humane Society have
been made to the Federal Com-
munications Commission.

G R T G TR S T T 4 W S e e

SAUCER-SIGHTERS MEET
Visits to other plancts

SAUCER-SIGHTERS from this
counlty and Britain  were
arriving in New York today to
attend a weekend conference. Offi-
cially, it is the *}1967 Congress of
Scientific Ufologists, commemora-
ting the first recorded ‘* flying
saucer ** sighting 20 years ago near
Mi, Rainer in the State of Wash-
ingtom, * . 4 . oA
The public will be admitted’ to
the sessions far $2 (14s). Saucer-
sighters, will relate their ‘éEj:-g‘ri.

enges, and there will talfis” by
_Heie@tes who_dre_convigced That
ihe nave “travelled * to - other
PIANGLE, and SOIME  Whg Say . (hey
“iave GaIked WItH T from—urer
“Space. T Ty

Syt - -1




e T e A
ﬁ? % sals Vidawstild /
ozt Wb g e, — et oo O T I Y o - I}g@r“
| o : Iy
___./W e K’gb:,é?&""%"'{ e e - e wi’}é{[f é‘“:{*ﬁ”‘%”fiﬁffﬁ, bmﬂq"
/ "?szd jM&—-Wu;‘w i 3\/ a‘im74._~/é. . fg ' | T:’ﬁ
(_ Costony, Py koo Tned ) | jﬁﬁ et s, dh fE;-C.
| ;fg N %
/ @a—ffwc.? f?f - zi._ﬁ-"ﬂ,@;;,) jf’ﬁ 2s. ta. S8
A -
5. | Koors'o Datr s iﬁ*’”"
Cgﬁmm M‘& ;?3(, } VORI
ﬁ? )
e /&mfm, gé; & Aetinnis &
('g'MWwv@f’ f}'f/g,fzf, /CL) e o 2o 87
= QT &Mm /A(’jwm/ﬂw{g,/w g-—f /\/Wm&? m,;: Y é_a:w&, :
- R R
\f\?ﬁ
é /é‘M—" A Q-"\--"“"'“-ﬁ “"W\v&ﬂ {‘—""“-MMM Aodiv Bt | / 7. yay
- ftﬂfﬂiﬂ i‘)-@ Lﬁ’ M Ml;) w&"”{mw e
7 Lu*lwg//s_ﬂ/m—h 9-&{‘_.....? W!—-M QoD .87y |
| }; W / 3
p 7 . _,f':f ; ' -
{7. &"’M Sty Q%—{a ;&9—-/4-—3‘».,.;@., \ Cﬁwﬁ»mﬁ_«&wﬂ-u %fféj"f;‘; ,_r...,g,:.) 4 / M J7
i
U 2
/o USJ/Z,W MQ)»{) %MQ&WQ‘M QSQ—WMM
’Wmﬂwég‘ﬂ “ﬁé‘ fﬁ“—;@&‘v“f 27, [fo—39
" K‘J\-@fff% )'Wq_%‘/‘f) cored 4



X - . s \Q{\Q Yot BUMIENELAL 9 T 1 Ve . '5-15

corcanc, SECRET iz ors (1n%)/ 2177

e R
-

UNIDEN%IFIED FLYING OBJECTS

Reference : DSTI/126/6 dated 19th June1967

1. Having examined the attached minute from DSTI, I have the following
comments to make,

2. 1 agree with DSTI that, if UFO are to be investigated in any depth,

the task would be formidable end entirely outside the scope of current
resources. In the United States, to allay public concern, the Depsrtment

of Defence has been forced to delegate detailed investigation to Universities
on a substantizl research contract . In cur case, we have tailored our
efforts to meet the minimum requirement of protecting UK airspace from any
incursions which might pose & threat or a hazard.

3. Since investigations began no positive evidence has come to light which
would indicate activity other than that associated with known phenomena.,

Most reported sightings in recent years have been traced to satellites in
orbit, space debris, or meteorological sources. In no case has a report

been received which would indicate a real or potential hazard to UK sair space,
Prima facie as this is a problem connected with the integrity of owr air space,
it is arguable that the Air Staff should have Tull responsibility for it.
However, because of the high percentage of UF0 reports which have space or
scientific connotation it is inevitable that DSTI staff will be consulted

and become involved in the major part of any investigation, Thers is no one
else capable of doing this, They should therefore continue to hold responsib-
ility for advising S.4(Air) and other sections of the Air Steff as a direct
extension of the work dome on a single service basis by the former DDI(Tech).
In faect I cen think of no better place in which to undertake this work than

DI 55 with its breadth of scientific and technicsl knowledge in space study.

In the fubure they will be helped in this task by the presentation of detail
of space, missile and aircraft events in the STCIC.

4. In my view the case for deeper investigation into UFQs to meet publie
and House of Commons demands has been overstated. OQur questioners have
appeared satisfied with the service given over ten years and I believe it
would be illegical to give higher priority or devote more effort than we do
now to such a nebulous subject,

9. I therefors recommend that DI 55 should retain responsibility for UFOs
and attach a minute to DSTI for your consideration. I also attach a

Daily Teleagraeph cutting of 23rd June which epitomises the medium in which we
ere dealing,

| | (@_@Wa

X ATKEN)
1 27th June 1967 1L$g($‘\gbf? Al fommodore {Intelligence)
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Unidentified Flying Objects

The 0ld Air Mipistry had & responsibility for
reporting on Unidentified FPlying Objects, This wa
delegated through ACAS(I) to DDI(Tech,), and we hav
inherited this responsibility, which we have merged
into the space section of DI 55,

2, I am sttaching minutes by Mr, Hunter and
Squadron Leader Humpston setting out the position 1
more detail,

3. 1 agree with Mr, Hunter that we cannot afford -
devote mach effort to pursuing these matters, but I
feel that I ought vo bring this to your attention,
because it is a subject that is always liable to
involve newspaper sensatiocnalism or parliamentary
gquestions,

L, We hzve the cholece ¢of divesting ourselves of ar
responsibility in the matter or accepting the risk
that we shall on some occasion be found wanting.

(R

D.,8,T,I.

19th June, 1967.
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MR. A. POTTS,
DSTI.

I recently discussed with you the problenm
which U.F.0.'s present and you endorsed the
rovisional ruling I had made in TI.55 that {they
were to receive the lowest oriority o a2ll the
current tasks of the Space Section.

2. I now enclose a note by the DI.>5 Space
Weapons Systems Cfficer (S/Ldr. B.A.R. HUKESTOR )
which sets out in greater dEuall the handling by
the Ministry of Defence of U.F.0, sightinss

3. When we arse so shoxt of staff for tasks of
muich higher pricrity, it is clear tThal we cannot
ccntemplate a specigl aprointment for ths
investigation of U.F.0.%'s and we nust therefors
alwzys zall short of what is requirsd tc implement
the stated ofiicial polic

A, O "EUNTER,
ADI/TI.55.
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ik i e e P d e PLYITRG oBIZ07S
1o  Floaze refar %o your lgogse minuts DSPIA125/% of 133n Juns
i acocepd your countenilen tihat if TFOs srs o be fwlly
imvestigated In do%all DY 55 will have $o puh grestsr olfoaps
iusoe shis %fosik. Howwver, I guagticn the nesd $v 4o any mars

sais
than 12 beldng dome nsyw o deal with thiz nebulocun subliess.

Ze Yhe prize reason for urderiakisg UPC investizasion o3 a1
is 50 protsct the intezrliy of U¥ alrsnacs. Siuce
imvasiizaiion bogaln OVER 28 yaars B30 0o positive evidencs
has ecoze $0 light whish would isndieate soiivily other sham
shet aszedisiad Witk mown phencoena.  In 20 cmoe $hat I osnm
Zmar of Bad & ropoyrd been rocsived which would suppory a razl
or poteniizl kagnrd to UK adrspaes. It Soilowe that there

is ro omse Tor giving zreefar enphsals 4o the aubjecd shan ir
The paei. Tarinermors, ihare lo no maggestion thsd our
cugtorers fijaer sawvviscd, o publies, ars dissatisdisd with

a2 wny in thelir questions havse been iovesitigaied.

maion
3a ne sbourpiion o the TR0 fask by DI 55 frox the fommer
201 Tech iz 3 logizal auicone of the ianlsgraiion oF siald
wlthdn yows direetorate. Inovisably intellilsenco has the
sajor rols o play §§ these lovegidgaiisne En&, beoguse of
tag spase or selenflifle euplanaidonz givon %o most UFD rapoeris
3hala work Zits into the general aress of iovestigsiion

gonductad 1o ihelyr prizeyy teasks by LI 55.  Cnoe dhe ITQLO is
a3 golng congern the IX 55 rolo in this fleld should bhe mads
congidarshly canler oo a partionlar raport oz 3 UF0 wiil be
savabls of imsedlate oroags-reforgnoe 40 opsee sotlivity a3

wa0 %ins.

La Dndil shere ip o ¢clear czee Do dresting UFlo wish nora
guneert Shan asw preeent,; I acospd the way v which she jnodhlsn
is s

Ed

oing deald wilth and the priopity beicg ziven %o 1% by 7ot
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- .
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DAS4A(SEC)

From: DAS4A(SEC)

Sent: 05 January 2001 10:17
To: OMD14

Subject: LOOSE MINUTE
Importance: High

| note from your out of office message that you are away until 8 Jan. 1 am away on 8/9 Jan

but would like 1o be able to reply to Dr Clarke {see my minute 12 Dec, attached) on my return
if possible as he has written again, in goad hurnour but clearly anxious for a responsel

with thanks - BT

05/01/01
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 8243, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone  (Direct dial) m
(Switchboard) 072

(Fax}

Dr D W Clarke - Your Reference

Qur Reference
DYDAS(Sec)64/3/1
Date

5 January 2001

Dear Dr Clarke,

Thank you for your letter of 2 January enquiring about progress photocopying the material you
requested.

The task was finished on 21 December, the material reached this building between Christmas and
New Year and is now being packed for posting to you. I am not sure how many days it may take
to reach you and so, although I shall have a copy of this letter placed in the parcel, [ am also
sending a separate copy to keep you informed.

You will receive the contents of’
AlIR 2/18564 (PRO reference)
AIR 2/18873 (PRO reference)
AF/584 (MOD reference)
AF/3459/75 (MOD reference)

A number of "UF(Q related documents on files DEFE 3119 and DEFE 44/1 have also been
photocopied and accompany the material listed above.

The work has taken 16 hours and 15 minutes to complete and, as indicated in my letter of 6
October, the first 4 are free of charge. The remaining 12 hours and 15 minutes, at £15.00 an hour,
result in a cost of £183.75. 1 would be grateful if you would let me have your crossed cheque,
made payable to "Accounting Officer MOD", once all the material has reached you.

I apologise for the fact that I am still not able to reply to your request concerning the "additional
policy files 1968-81". If, by the middle of next week a response early in January seems unlikely I
shall let you know.

Finally, in your letter of 10 October, you asked about the possibility of a further search within
MOD files for DS/JITIC Report Number 7. Unfortunately, there are not the resources to
undertake a full search of files stored in the MOD archives, which seems to be what you have in
mind. However, Records staff have, in recent years, seen many files in the course of an



accelerated review of records closed for more than 30 years and reviewed DIS material more than
20 years old. As even this extensive work, along with more recent searches, has failed to locate
Report Number 7 the opinion, that it has not survived the passage of time, appears very
reasonable. Perhaps your other lines of inquiry have been more successful.

Yours sincerely,



o

Dr David Clarke

Ministry of Defence
Room 8240

Main Building
Whitehall

London SWI1A 2HB

Do SRR

You may recall our exchange of correspondence in October last year with regards to my
request for access to certain MOD documents related to *UFQO’ phenomena under the
Code of Practice on Access to Government Information.

In your nost recent communication, dated 6 Octooer 2000, you listed the material which
you said “could be made available to you during December 2000.”

I responded on October 10 (copy enclosed), when I confirmed I was willing to meet the
appropriate charges and asked if you could proceed with this arrangement.

I perfectly understand your staff will have been extremely busy checking material which
will have been released at the PRO in the New Year. However, having not heard from
you since that date, I wonder if you could let me know if my request has been progressed,
and when the material you listed is likely to be available.

Many thanks for your help and I look forward to hearing from you,

D.W.Clarke



Dr David Clarke

DAS 4a(Sec)

Ministry of Defence

Room 8240

Main Building

Whitehall

London SW1A 2HB 10 October 2000

Your ref: DAS(Sec)/64/3

IS cotion 40

Many thanks for your letters of 29 September and 6 October in response to my request
for access for MOD documents under the Code of Practice on Access to Government
Information. Firstly, I wish to thank you and your staff for the help you have provided
and the efficient and detailed attention which my enquiries have received.

Secondly, thank you for listing the contents of the documents you have located, and for

explaining both the ‘sanitisation’ procedure and the details of the charging regime for"
copies which | feel is very reasonable. On that basis I want to confirm that I wish to

proceed with this enquiry in terms of the documents requested, listed as nos. 1 and 3-6 in

your letter of 6 October, and that I am willing to meet the appropriate charge specified.

With reference to the question concerning the contents of the Meteorological Office file,
BJ 5/311 (no. 2 in your list); after taking into consideration the fact that an ‘un-sanitised’
version of this document will be available at the Public Record Office from 1 January
2001, T feel it would be an unecessary waste of your staff resources to request a copy of
this document from the MOD at this late stage. Therefore I do not wish to proceed with
this particular part of my request.

With ref to no. 5 in your list ‘additional policy files 1968-81° I am grateful that you have
been able to identify a number of files relating to this enquiry, and 1 wish to proceed with
my request for access to these documents. I realise there will probably be a large number
of documents which fall within this category. It might therefore help if you could provide
me with a brief summary of the number of files and pages, estimated cost of copying and
the years and subjects they relate to, when your research is completed.



o

O

Finally, with regards to my request for access to DSIJTIC Report No 7 on UFOs
(1952). It is disappointing that this document has not been located during your review of
closed files. The attachment I enclosed with my letter of September 4 clearly
demonstrated this document existed in 1967 when it was referred to by an officer of the
DSTI branch, DI55. It seems improbable that such an important document (the basis of a
briefing by the Secretary of State for Air to Prime Minister Winston Churchill in 1952)
would have been lost or ‘not have survived the passage of time’ when other material of
lesser interest has survived and is available in the Public Record Office today.

From the DSI/JTIC committee minutes available at the PRO it is stated that a ‘watered
down’ copy of the Report No. 7 was being considered for release to the Press during
October 1952 by DDI (Security), so it is possible copies may have been sent to a number
of different MOD departments. As it is also noted that the Americans (presumably the US
Air Force) would have to be consulted before any Press release, copies of Report No 7
may also have been sent to the US Embassy in 1952-53. In addition, there is a note in the
minutes stating that copy of this report had been sent to Sir Henry Tizard, whose papers
are preserved at the Imperial War Museum. I intend to visit the Museum to research
Tizard’s papers in the near future, and will notify you if I find the document among these

papers.

In the meantime, I would appreciate any information or advice you could supply as to the
options which remain open to me in terms of requesting a further, comprehensive search
of Defence Records to locate this historically important Intelligence report.

I look forward to hearing from you again before the end of the year as and when the first
part of this request is processed.

Yours Sincerely,

Dr. D.W.Clarke
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Loose Minutie @K

D Info(Exp)R/3/7/8

21 December 2000

DAS4a(Sec)

OMD14

REQUEST FOR ACCESS TO UFO FILES - Dr CLARKE

Reference: A. D INFO(EXP)R/3/7/8 dated 16 November 2000

1. Further to Reference A you will be relieved to note that the photocopying of the
papers is now complete. | forward six folders, each representing the relevant files
identified by Dr Clarke.

2. | previously estimated that the exercise would take 14.9 hours and cost Dr Clarke
£163.50. In the event it took 16 hours 15 minutes to complete with a final cost of
£183.75. The time taken on individual files was:

DSI/JTIC Report NO7 and related intelligence reports on “UFOs” 1951-1952 -
two folders representing pages from DEFE 31/19 & DEFE 44/1 - time taken not
guantified.

+«~ AIR 2/18564 - 3 hours 30 minutes. Cﬂ\: /C"-KIZ_G(‘S‘h?,)

~"  AF/3459/75 - 3 hours 10 minutes.

AIR 2/18873 & AF/584 - two folders 5 hours 35 minutes and 4 hours
respectively.




b

DAS4A({SEC )

From: OMD14
qent: 21 December 2000 14:23
V> DAS4A(SEC)
Subject: Out of Office AutoReply: DR CLARKE EXERCISE

I'm away on leave until 8th January. If you have an urgent enguiry please contact [FERIEIOn EETSmaaE T on
Chots at OMD/AD(E+MG). — —



Loose Minute
iz
D Info(Exp)}R/3/7/8 @
21 December 2000
DAS4a(Sec)
OMD14
REQUEST FOR ACCESS TO UFO FILES - Dr CLARKE
Reference: A. D INFO(EXP)R/3/7/8 dated 16 November 2000

1. Further to Reference A you will be relieved to note that the photocopying of the
papers is now complete. | forward six folders, each representing the relevant files
identified by Dr Clarke.

2. | previously estimated that the exercise would take 14.9 hours and cost Dr Clarke
£163.50. In the event it took 16 hours 15 minutes to complete with a final cost of
£183.75. The time taken on individual files was:

DSI/JTIC Report NO7 and related intelligence reports on "UFOs" 1951-1952 -
two folders representing pages from DEFE 31/19 & DEFE 44/1 - time taken not
quantified.

AIR 2/18564 - 3 hours 30 minutes.
AF/3459/75 - 3 hours 10 minutes.

AIR 2/18873 & AF/584 - two folders 5 hours 35 minutes and 4 hours
respectively.

* 16k Bm = 12‘-\&.'){ _

D Info(Exp)R1
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UNCTEASSFRIED

From:

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

EEREEEN O1d War Office Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2EU
Direct Dial:

Switch Board: 01712189000

Facsimile: [Qontinn 40 |

Section40 Your Reference:

Ministry of Defence, D/DAS(Sec)/64/3-12" Dec 00
DAS4a(Sec), Our Reference:

Room 8243 Main Building, D/DI5S5/108/15

Horseguards Avenue, Date:

London. 15 Dec 2000

Dr CLARKE’s REQUEST FOR ACCESS TO FILES ON UFOs

At your reference above you have asked whether papers up to 1981 on Part 4 of file DIS5/108/15
can be released to the PRO. This file was opened on 9" December 1971 and closed on the 11
December 1996 with retention recommended for 10 years.

It is not MoD Policy to spilt or disturb closed files, doing so would be likely to create future
concerns and suspicion when these files are released to PRO.

You also asked for our view on whether MoD should reveal that file part 3 of file D/DI155/40/9/1
has been destroyed. DISS sees no reason not to be open about the destruction of this file in 1984
but we do not have any information relating to its destruction. You should be aware that DIST
wrote to Hd Sec (AS) on the 4™ December 2000 terminating any further involvement of DISS in
UAP reporting on the grounds that it is not a formal task and that, in 30 years, no evidence has been
found of relevance to DIS interests.

Copy to:

Hd DIS(Sy)
AD/DI55
OMD14

UNGLASSIEIED
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UNCLARSIE'ED

P Section 40 |
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
1d War Office Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2EU

Direct Dial:

Switch Board: 1712189
Facsimile:
Your Reference:

Ministry of Defence, D/DAS(Sec)/64/3-12" Dec 00
DAS4a(Sec), Our Reference:
Room 8243 Main Building, D/DIS5/108/15
Horseguards Avenue, Date:
London. 15 Dec 2000

Dr CLARKE’s REQUEST FOR ACCESS TO FILES ON UFOs

At your reference above you have asked whether papers up to 1981 on Part 4 of file DI55/108/15
can be released to the PRO. This file was opened on 9™ December 1971 and closed on the 11
December 1996 with retention recommended for 10 years.

It is not MoD Policy to spilt or disturb closed files, doing so would be likely to create future
concerns and suspicion when these files are released to PRO.

You also asked for our view on whether MoD should reveal that file part 3 of file D/DI5S5/40/9/1
has been destroyed. DIS55 sees no reason not to be open about the destruction of this file in 1984
but we do not have any information relating to its destruction. You should be aware that DIST
wrote to Hd Sec (AS) on the 4™ December 2000 terminating any further involvement of DISS in
UAP reporting on the grounds that it is not a formal task and that, in 30 years, no evidence has been
found of relevance to DIS interests.

Copy to:

+.
Hd DIS(Sy)
AD/DISS O L.
OMD14 Fax

See ?m.r lanot Z .

lam Aok {uelined bo p rers
D! to open thew e (Poses
| ook 2) bu.lrdm oy
have views tnol~ the

UNGLASSISIED ' + ‘e
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DAS4A(SEC) (b

. From: Info(Exp)-Records1
Sent: 12 Decembher 2000 13:49
To: DAS4A(SEC)
Subject: Dr Clarke

Seotio

Photocopying of the files far Dr Clarke is progressing. I'll let you know towards the end of the
week when we estimate completion,

So far as payment is concerned. A chegue i, i i ! ssed for
the relevant sum {(again final cost in due course).

Records 2 at Hayes has a well established billing system and will be happy to bank the cheque.

Scct SN

l 21/12/00



UNCLASSIFIED,

~RESTRICTED

LOOSE MINUTE ﬂ

12 December 2000

OMD14

copy to:
DD Info(Exp)R1
DISS

DR CLARKE's REQUEST FOR ACCESS TO FILES ON UFOs

Reference:
D Info(Exp)R/3/7/8 dtd 16 November 00

1. Following earlier correspondence from Dr Clarke calling for a wide range of information a
refined request was provided to us on 4 September. Papers from a small number of files are now in
the process of being sanitised and copied for him.

2. The outstanding element of the work relates to policy files covering the years 1968-81 and, over
the last month, we have been engaged in checking what material (originating from the Air Staff
Secretariat) might be included in this category. Records 1 has been good enough to draw together a
list of files on the subject of UFOs originating from two areas within MOD (Reference) identifying
five Secretanat files with the word "Policy” in the title. Unfortunately, despite the Secretariat's
confident pronouncement that files on the subject had been retained since 1967, not all have
survived. Amongst the casualties are four entitled "Policy" which, according to our records, were
destroyed within the Secretariat in 1990 (along with a number of other files on the same subject
containing letters from members of the public). The file held by Records 1 (AF/3459/75 Policy and
Policy Statements) has already been requested by Dr Clarke and is being photocopied.

3. Three other files are marked by Records 1 in their "Comments" column "Policy File";

AF/419 BBC2 "Man Alive Programme", AF/S4f(s)/422 "UFOs Radio Oxford programme" and
AF/S4(Air)/506 "Statistical analysis of UFOs (in response to PQs)". This highlights our dilemma;
most Secretariat files will contain a few papers that might be termed policy. When Dr Clarke was
asked to refine his request in August 2000 he wrote back asking for "AF/3459/75 UFQs: Policy and
Policy Statements 1970. This file plus additional policy files 1968-1981.". It seems to me that the .
onby-ftes weare thiltgedto took at in order to close this exercise are those with the word Policy in®
thedtle, parhaps vou would cenfirm that this assumption is correat. If that is the case, and in the
light of the destruction in 1990, there are now no more Secretariat policy files from the period that
Dr Clarke has not already viewed, or are in the process of being photocopied for him. Fassume any,
rephy-+o D Clarke must mention the fact that four additional policy files existed but unfortunately
appesrte hrve been destroyed in 1990¢ 1 would appreciate your advice on this point also.

4. There are 6 DI files on the list. The first two are already in the PRO and therefore readily
available to Dr Clarke if he wishes to view them. The third (55/40/9/1 Pt 3) is no longer available.

UNGIASSIEIED



UNGLASSIEIED

The final three contain more recent material almost entirely outside the period Dr Clarke has
requested. Only Part 4 of 55/108/15 probably holds some papers from the years up to and including
1981and may fall to be considered at this time. I would be grateful if DI 55 would contact OMD 14
direct on this subject and would either DI or OMD let me have a form of words for the reply to Dr
Clarke. Would you please indicate whether I should mention the destroyed Pt 3 of 55/40/9/1. As1
must write by the end of this year I would be grateful for comments by COP 19 December.

DAS4a(Sec)
MB8243

UNGLASSIEIED



. LOOSE MINUTE

D/DAS(Sec)64/3 53

8 December 2000

DD Info(Exp)R1

copy to: OMD14

DR CLARKF's REQUEST FOR ACCESS TO UFO FILES
Reference: D Info(Exp)R/3/7/8 dtd 16 Nov 00

1. Thank you for your minute at Reference in which you suggest that Dr Clarke might be asked to
pay a deposit in advance of work being undertaken on his behalf. 1am sorry not to have replied
sooner, unfortunately [ was out of office unexpectedly and did not return until 6 December.

2. When I wrote to Dr Clarke on 6 October I mentioned two options to him. One was to copy a
larger body of information, costing approximately £330, the second option was estimated at some
£160. Dr Clarke accepted our offer to copy the smaller number of papers at around £160. As the
re-estimation recently made by you increases that latter sum by £3.50 only I do not think we can
now insist on a deposit, having made no mention of that possibility in the first place.

3. Iwould be grateful if you would now undertake the main task as Dr Clarke is expecting to hear
from us by the end of the year, with the photocopied papers. Who produces the invoice, perhaps
you would let me know?

DAS4a(Sec)

MBs24: [T



LOOSE MINUTE 6 Df i

D INFO(EXP)R/3/7/8
6 December 2000

D Info(Exp)R1¢
Copy To:

DAS4a(Sec)
REQUEST FOR ACCESS TO FiLES: DR CLAKE

1. Following Dr Clarke’s request for access to a number of files it has subsequently been
agreed that photocopies from the files should be made available. In all four files, not yet
release under the provisions of the 30-year rule are involved, plus copies of a few pages from
two retained files.

2. Action required:

AIR 2/18564 - file consists of approximately 77 pages of which 23 require redaction.
in the main the redactions relate to the identification of G/C Whitworth and
Hennessey’s, their names and addresses, from correspondence, but not Whitworth's
from newspaper clippings. Note that there are references to both in minutes and
submissions which should also be deleted. The original file cover should also be
photocopied,

AF 3459/75 - File consists of approximately 115 pages of which just five require
redaction. Leave the Roval Holloway College’s details in but remave the name of those
writing to the MOD. The UFO Register, the three books at the back of the file, to be
photocopied also. For convenience copy two page at a time rather than attempt to
reproduce the books as they are in the original. As before the original file cover to be
photocopied.

AF /584 - Number of pages 105 approx, number to be redacted 50. Photocopy the
front cover of each enclosed file. Watch out for reportee’s details in signals. Front file
cover to again be photocopied.

AIR 2/18873 - Number of pages 156 approx, number of redactions 102. Photocopy
original file cover but not the PRO cover. Do not photocopy envelopes. On a few
occasions a divider (dummy) has been inserted ie E44/45. This should be
photocopied. In addition, letters from “officials” (state funded) institutions are
included - these made be release without redaction but watch out for references to
member of the public ie E11 RSRS letter, it refers to a “Mr Best" (delete “Mr Best”).



Extracts from DEFE 37/19- six pages only - these are to be photocopied, no
redactions.

Extract from DEFE 47 /T - one page only to be photocopied. No redactions.
3. The photocopied pages are to be placed in new (PRO) file covers endorsed with file titles
and references. In addition, please ensure that all protective marking are cancelled on
photocopied documents by overstamping UNCLASSIFIED.

4. Finally, Dr Clarke has agreed to meet charges, which we have estimated to be in the
region of £130, we therefore need to monitor very closely the time spent on this exercise,
I suggest that you record the time taken to process each file separately. This will, of
course, prove useful for similar exercises in the future.

5. Any problems please let me know.

DD INFO(EXP) RECORDS1

GSY 1.01TSNER

Chots: INFO(EXP)-Records1
Internet: defence.recordsl@gtnet.gov.uk




Page 1 of 1

DAS4A(SEC) : ) *3/ :)',-\,\

From: Info(Exp)-Records1
Sent: 06 December 2000 09:55
To: DAS4A(SEC)

Subject: DR CLARKE EXERCISE

Janet
Please see the attached.

fain

06/12/00



LOOSE MINUTE

D INFO(EXP)R/3/7/8

6 December 2000

D Info{Exp}R1c

Copy To:

DAS4a(Sec)

REQUEST FOR ACCESS TO FILES: DR CLAKE

1.

Following Dr Clarke’s request for access to a number of files it has subsequently been

agreed that photocopies from the files should be made available. In all four files, not yet
release under the provisions of the 30-year rule are involved, plus copies of a few pages from
two retained files,

2. Action required:

AIR 2 /18564 - file consists of approximately 77 pages of which 23 require redaction,
In the main the redactions relate to the identification of G/C Whitworth and
Hennesseay’s, their names and addresses, from correspondence, but not Whitworth's
from newspaper clippings. Note that there are references to both in minutes and
submissions which should also be deleted. The criginal file cover should also be
photocopied.

AF 3459/75 - File consists of approximately 115 pages of which just five require
redaction. Leave the Royal Holloway College’s details in but remove the name of those
writing to the MOD. The UFO Register, the three books at the back of the file, to be
photocopied also. For convenience copy two page at a time rather than attempt to
reproduce the books as they are in the original. As before the original file cover to be
photocopied,

AF /584 - Number of pages 105 approx, number to be redacted 50. Photocopy the
front cover of each enclosed file. Watch out for reportee’s details in signals. Front file
cover to again be photocopied,

AIR 2/18873 - Number of pages 156 approx, number of redactions 102. Photocopy
original file cover but not the PRO cover. Do not photocopy envelopes. On a few
occasions a divider (dummy) has been inserted ie E44/45. This should be
photocopied. in addition, letters from “officials” (state funded) institutions are
included - these made be release without redaction but watch out for references to
member of the public ie E11 RSRS letter, it refers to a “Mr Best” (delete "Mr Best”).



Extracts from DEFE 31/19 - six pages only - these are to be photocopied, no
redactions. ‘

Extract from DEFE 41 /1 - one page only to be photocopied. No redactions.
3. The photocopied pages are to be placed in new (PRO) file covers endorsed with file titles
and references. In addition, please ensure that all protective marking are cancelled on
photocopied documents by overstamping UNCLASSIFIED.

4. Finally, Dr Clarke has agreed to meet charges, which we have estimated to be in the
region of £130, we therefore need to monitor very closely the time spent on this exercise.
| suggest that you record the time taken to process each file separately. This will, of
course, prove useful for similar exercises in the future.

5. Any problems please let me know.

[Section 44

DD INFO(EXP) RECORDSI1
GSY 1.01 [SERSTNEO
Chots: INFO{EXP)-Records1

Internet, defence.records]@gtnet.gov.uk



Loose Minute

D info(Exp)R/3/7/8

16 November 2000

DAS4a(Sec)

REQUEST FOR ACCESS TO UFO FILES - Dr CLARKE
Refarence: A. D/DAS(Sec}64/3 dated 12 October 2000

1. Your minute (Reference) together with a copy of Dr Clarke's reply (10 October
2000) to your earlier letter seeks to resolve a number of outstanding matters.

A revised estimate of providing photocopies

2. | have revisited this part of the exercise. There are some minor variations in the
figures but overall no changes in the final total:

DSI/JTIC Report NO7 and related intelligence reports on “UFOs” 1951-1952 -
Seven pages from DFE 31/19 & DEFE 44 /1.

AIR 2/18564 - 75 pages (25 to be sanitised).

AF/3459/75 - 115 pages (5 to be sanitised).

AIR 2/18873 & AF/584 - 250 pages (150 to be sanitised).
in all | estimate that 447 pages will require photocopying, of which 180 will need to
be sanitised. On the same basis as previously advised, assuming 2 minutes per
enclosure the exercise will take approximately 14.9 hours, the first four hours are
free leaving 10.9 hours to be charged at £15 per hour, totalling £163.50.
3. In view of the large sum involved | suggest that Dr Clarke be asked to pay a
deposit, say £100, before we start work. The balance on completion. Time-scale, as
before we will devote three hours per week to the activity making it a five week

exercise. On receipt of the deposit (7) we will commence work.

The identification of policy files covering the period 1968-1981

S6

3. Il attach a list of unreleased “UFQ” files (Annex A). The list was compiled from; the

PRO catalogue, trawl through DAS(5ec), and predessoress files stored at the main
MQD archives at Hayes and though contacts in DIS. The list does not purpott to be a
definitive listing of “UFQ” files held by MOD but just those created by two branches.



4. Three files originally stored at Hayes may be relevant to this exercise:
(1)} AF/419 BBCZ2 Man Alive Programme - "UFOs” (1972)
(2} AF/422 “UFOs” BBC Radio Oxford Programme (1873)
{3) AF/54fU/506 Statistical Analysis of "UFQs” {1973)

These three and the other records noted in the comments column “Records 1" await
cataloguing and eventual transfer to the PRO. Should you wish to view them please
let me know, Two DISS files may also be relevant, one, appears to have been
destroyed DI55/40/9/1 Part 3, covering the period 1968-71, the other, Part 4 covers
the period 1971-96. -

5. All other files attributed to “Records” have, following a cursary examination, the
standard exchanges of correspondence between members of the public and the MOD
about incidents that have been withessed or enquiries of general interest. Files
located at the PRO have not been examined as part of this exercise, but | note that
all carry the standard description “UFQ" reports!

et sbes could be made to locate DSI/JTIC Report No 7 fUnidentified Flying
Objects (1952)?

6. In short there are net the resources ta undertake a full search of files stored in
the two MOD archives.

7. For your background information: the PRO recommends that government
departments undertake two reviews (1} one at around the five year point, and (2)
another, for records surviving the first review, at the 25 year point. MOD action
varies slightly in that branches undertake a local review before archiving surviving
files. Records subsequently surviving local and first these reviews receive a review at
the 25-year point ie my staff are currently reviewing records dating from the mid-
1970s. Records selected for permament preservation but that are too sensitive to
release at the normal 30-year point may remain closed subject to the Lord
Chancellor’s of the day agreement. Record, whether open or closed, appear on the
PRO catalogue,

8. Open recards are, of course, available to researchers at Kew. Closed records can
ve identified by their PRO references and descriptions on the PRO catalogue. With the
advent of the open government initiate {1993) more than 700 member of the public
have approached this office about closed records. in addition, my staff have
undertaken an accelerated review of records closed for more than 30 years. During
the same period my staff have been given access to the DIS store in order to review
records more than 20 vears old. Qur actions since 1993 have failed to locate the



missing report-and as with other records over 30 years old its absence from the PRO
catalogue leads to only one conclusion that it has not survived the passage of time.

D Info(Exp)R1

GSY 1.01 SRR
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Annex A

FILES IDENTIFIED RELATING TO THE SUBIECT OF “UFOs” COVERING THE PERIOD 1970 - 1981;

CLARKE EXERCISE (October 2000}

Note.,

1.  Atthe time of the PQ December 1998 a trawl was made through the maost ikely MOD Form 262Fs
stored at Hayes for files relating to UFOs (search was in fact hmited to Sec(AS) and predecessor

branches only).

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

are identified.

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

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

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

the PRO.

c. Records 2 = D Info (Exp)R2, Hayes. Files are held pending transfer to D Info (Exp)R1.
d. Defence Intelligence Staff - DIS, OWO Records to be transferred to D Info (ExpR 1/ 2 in due

course.

e. Sec(AS), now DAS(Sec).

File ref. Date Title Comments
AIR 2/T18564 1957-71 UFQ reports West Freugh PRO for release 2002,
bt as the subject of Dr
Clarke’s enquiry with
Records 1
AR 2/18565% 1970-71 UFQ reports PRO for release 2002
AIR 2/18872 1972-73 UFQ reports PRO for release 2004
AR 2718873 1973-74 UFO reports PRO for release 2005,
Kv ('TE—] but as the subject of Dr
C’s enguiry with
Records 1.
AIR 2/18874 1974-75 UFO reports PRO for release 2006
AIR 2/18820 1975-76 UFQO reports PRO for release 2007
AIR 2/18921 1976 UFO reports PRO for release 2007
AR 20/712067 Jan 70 UFQ reports PRO for release 2001
AR 20/12297 Feb 70 UFQ reports FRO for release 2001
AR 20/12298 Mar 70 UFQ reports PRO for release 2001
AlR 20/12299 Apr 70 UFO reports PRO for rejease 2001
AR 20/7 2300 May 70 UFQ reports PRO for release 2001
AIR 20712307 Jun 70 UFO reports PRO for release 2001
AR 20712302 Jul 70 UFO reports PRQ for release 2001
AR 20712303 Aug 70 UFO reports PRO for release 2001
AR 20/12304 Sep 70 UFQ reports PRO for reiease 2001
AR 20/12305 Oct 70 UFQ reports PRO for release 2001
AIR 20/12306 Nov 70 UFO reports PRQ for release 2001
AIR 20712399 1871-72 UFO reports PRO for release 2003
AIR 20/12400 Jan 71 UFQ reports PRO for release 2003
AIR 20/1.2401 Feb 72 UFO reports PRO for release 2003
AIR 20712402 Mar 72 UFO reports PRO for release 2003
AIR 20/12403 Apr 72 UFO reports PRO for release 2003
AIR 20/12404 May 72 UFO reports PRO for release 2003




AIR 20/17405 fun 72 UFQ reports PRO for release 2003

AIR 20/12406 Jul 72 UFQ reports PRO for release 2003

AIR 20/72407 Aug 72 UFO reports PRO for release 2003

AlR 20/712408 Sep 72 UFQ reports PRO for release 2003

AIR 20/12409 Oct 72 UFQ reports PRO for release 2003

AIR 20/712410 Nov 72 UFO reports PRO for release 2003

AIR 20712417 Dec7??2 UFO reports PRO for release 2003

AR 20/12544 jan 73 UFQ repaorts PRO for release 2004

AIR 20/12545 Feb 73 UFO reports PRO for release 2004

AR 20/12546 Mar 73 UFQ reports PRO for release 2004

AIR 20/12547 Apr73 UFO reports PRO for release 2004

AIR 20/12548 May 73 UFO reports PRO for release 2004

AlR 20/12549 Jun 73 UFQ reports PRO for release 2004

AlR 20/12550 Jul 73 UFO reports PRO for release 2004

AR 20/12557 Aug 73 UFQ reports PRO for release 2004

AIR 20/12552 Sep 73 UFQ reports PRO for release 2004

AIR 20712553 Qct 73 UFO reports PRO for release 2004

AIR 20/12554 Nov 73 UFQ reports PRO for refease 2004

AIR 20/12555 Dec 73 UFO reports PRO for release 2004

B 5/311 1968-70 UFO. Met aspects PRO for release 2001

AF/419 Dec 71 BBC 2 Man Alive programme “POLICY FILE" !Z' ‘U;u she ol
Records 1 & L

AF /S47(a)/422 Dec 72 UFOs Radio Oxford programme SPOLICY FILEY Records 1 [~ S€2 POt

AF/447 Pt 1 Aug 75- Edited Reports I Records 1 l‘"

Jun 76 Edited very badly. Some

are duplicated in files ;
marked thus * (below) #

AF [SAT(AIN /506 1867-73 Statistical analysis of UFQs {in \ “POLICY FILEY Record.:]/a,,&__ see

response to PQs) e W W

AF/584 Jan 74 Reports Records 1

AF/585 Feb 74 Repaorts Records 1

AF/S586 Mar 74 Reports Records 1

AF /587 Apr 94 Repaorts Records 1

AF/588 May 74 Reports Records 1

AF/589 Jun 74 Reports Records 1

AF/590 Jul 74 Repaorts Records 1

AF /591 Aug 74 Reports Records 1

AF/592 Sep 74 Reparts Records 1

AF/593 Qct 74 Reports Records 1

AF/594 Nov 74 Reports Records 1|

AF /595 Dec 74 Reports Records 1

AF/596 Jan 75 Reports Records 1

AF /587 Feb 75 Reports Records 1

AF /598 Mar 75 Reports Records 1

AF/599 Apr 75 Reports Records 1

AF /560 May 75 Reports Records 1

AF/561 Jun 75 Reports Records 1

AF/562 Jul 75 Reports Records 1

AF /607 Dec 75 Reports Records 1 *

AF /608 lan 76 Reports Records 1 *

AF/610 Mar 76 Reports Records 1 *

AF/611 Apr 76 Reports Records 1 *

AF/612 May 76 Reports Records 1 *

AF/613 Jun 76 Reports Records 1 *




P.u C—y -

olurad

WC‘ et .

correspondence reports

AFJ/616 Sep 76 Reports Records 1
AF/617 Oct 76 Reports Records 1
AF/618 Nov 76 Reports Records 1
AF/619 Dec 76 Reports Records 1
* AF/3459/75 1970 Folicy and policy statements “POLICY FILE”
Records 1
—-"'; D/D58/25/3 1978 Parliamentary correspondence Records 2
D/DS8/75/2/1 PtA 1977 UFO reports, correspondence Records 2
D/D58/75/2/1 PtB 1977 UFO reports, correspondence Records 2
D/DS8/75/2/1 Pt C 1978 UFO reports, correspondence Records 2
D/D58/75/2/1 PtF 1979 UFQ reparts, correspondence Records 2
D/DS8/75/2/1 Pt G 1980 UFO reports, correspondence Records 2
D/DS8/75/2/1 PtH 1980 UFO reports, correspondence Records 2
D/DS8/75/2/2 Pt A 1977 UFO reports {edited copies) Records 2
D/D58/75/2/2 PtB 1977 UFO reports {edited copies) Records 2
D/DS§/75/2/2 Pt C 1977 UFQ reports {edited copies) Records 7
D/DsS8/75/2/2 PtD 1977 UFO reports {edited copies} Records 2
D/D58/75/2/2 PtE 1978 UFO reperts {edited copies) Records 2
D/DS8/75/2/2 PtF 1978 UFO reports {edited copies) Records 2
D/DS8/75/2/2 Pt G 18979 UFQO reports {(edited copies} Records 2
D/DS8/75/2/2 Pt H 1979 UFO reports (edited copies) Records 2
D/DsS8/75/2/2 Pt 1979 UFQ repotts {edited copies) Receords 2
D/DS8/75/2/2 PLK 1979 UFO reports {edited copies} Records 2
D/DS8/75/2/2 Pt L 1980 UFO reports (edited comes) Receords 2
D/DS8/75/2/2 Pt M 1980 UFO reports {edited copies) Records 2
D/DS75/2/3 PtD 1978 UFQ reports Records 2
D/DS75/2/3 PLE 1978 UFO reports Sec(AS) - 8/00
D/D575/2/3 PLF 1978 UF O reports Sec(AS) - 8/00
D/DS75/2/3 Pt G 1978 UFO reparts Records 2
D/D575/2/3 Pt H 1978 UFQ reports Records 2
D/D575/2/3 Pt 1978 UFO reports Records 2
D/DS75/2/4 Pt A 1979 UFO reports Records 2
D/DS75/2/4 PtB 1979 UFO reports Records 2
D/DS75/2/4 Pt D 1979 UFQ reports Records 2
—=* | D/DS8/75/2/5 Pt A 1980 UFQ reports Records 2
—-a| D/DSBf75/2/5 PtB 1980 UFQ reports Records 2
D/DS8/75/6 Pt A 1979 TV discussion Records 2
D/DS8/75/7 PLA 1979 Satellite debris Records 2
o> D/DS8/10/209 Pt A 1981 General briefs and reports, UFQ Records 2
correspondence
| D/DS8/10/209 Pt B 1981 General briefs and reports, Records 2
T correspondence
D/D58/10/209 Pt C 1982 General briefs and reports, Records 2
carrespondence
D/D58/10/209 Pt D 1982 General briefs and reports, N/T Hayes
correspendence
D/DS8/10/209 Pt E 1983 General briefs and reports, M/T Hayes
correspondence
D/DSB/10/209PLF 1984 General briefs and reports, N/T Hayes
| correspondence
g D/DS8/10/209 Pt G 1984 General briefs and reports, Records 2
E *’\\)‘ correspondence
D/DSB/10/209/1 PtA 1983 General briefs and reports, UFO Records 2

Mo bvecgy



D/DS&/10/209/1 PLB 1984 General briefs and reports, UFQO Records 2
correspondence reports

D/DSB/10/209/1 PtC 1985 General briefs and reports, UFQ Records 2
correspondence reports

AF/X58/64 1968 UFQ policy & policy statements DAS(Sec), LM 24 Aug 00

AF/X58/64 1970 UFO policy & policy statements DAS(Sec), LM 24 Aug 00

D/DS8/75/1 PL A 1979 UFO policy & policy statements DAS{Sec), LM 24 Aug 00

D/DS8/75/1 Pt B 1379 UFO policy & policy statements DAS(Sec), LM 24 Aug 00

¢/ DESIGNATED PERIOD
e et

D/Sec(AS}/12/1 Pt A 1985 UFO policy DAS(Sec) 7
D/Sec{AS)/64/1 PLA 19296 UFO policy DAS{Sec) ?
D/Sec(AS)/64/1 Ft B UFO policy DAS{Sec) ?
D/Sec{AS)/64/1 P C UFO policy DAS(Sec) 7
D/5ec{AS)/64/1 Pt D UFQO policy DAS{Sec) ?
D/Sec{AS)/64/5 Pt A 1996 Media tssues DAS(Sec) ?

UFQ FILES CREATED BY DIS
Note. Information obtained hyg D Info {Exp)R1b, during the early phases of the CLARKE

exercise.
55/40/8/1 Pt 1 58 - 63 UFQ policy IN PRO DEFE 31/118
55/40/9/1 Pt 2 63 - 67 UFO policy IN PRODEFE31/119
* | 55/40/9/1 Pt 3 68 - 71 UFO policy DESTROYED 8 Aug 84
Bgmoﬂ. — ¢ | 55/108/15 Pt 4 71-96 UFO policy DI
PQ“;QA * | 55,108/15Pt5 96 - 00 UFO policy DIS
55/108/15 Pt 6 2000 - date UFQ policy DS
‘3 ‘U’e"'a 108/15/1 Pt | N/K incident file DIS
108/15/1 Pt 2 N/K Incident file S
108/15/1 Pt 3 N/K Incident fite DiS
108/15/1 Pt 3 N/K Incident file DIS
108/15/1 Pt 4 N/K Incident file DI5
108/15/1 Pt 5 N/K Incident fite DIS
108/15/1 Pt & N/K Incident file DIS
108/15/1 Pt 7 N/K Incident file DIS
108/15/1 Pt 8 N/K Inaident file DIS
108/15/1 Pt 9 N/K Incident file DIS
108/15/1 Pt 10 N/K Incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K
10é/l 5/1PETI N/K Incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K
108/15/1 Pt 12 N/K Incident file DESTROYED DATE NJK
108/15/1 Pv 13 N/K Incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K
108/15/1 Pt 14 N/K tncident file DESTROYED DATE N/K
108/15/1 Pt 15 N/K Incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K
108/15/1 Pt 16 N/K Incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K
108/15/1 Pt 17 N/K incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K
108/15/1 Pt 18 N/K Incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K
108/15/1 P19 N/K Incidant file DESTROYED DATE N/K
108/15/1 Pt 20 N/K Incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K
108/15/1 Pt 21 1977 Incident file Recotds 1
108/15/1 Pt 22 1977 Incident file Records 1 .
108/15/1 Pt 23 1977 Incident file Records 1 2% SWU\W‘@
(2. Dovheest b DR
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108/15/1 Pr 24 1977 Incident file Records 1

F08/15/1 Pt 25 1977 Incident file Records 1

108/15/1 Pt 26 N/K Incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K
108/15/1 Pt 27 N/K incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K
108/15/1 PL 28 NIK Incident file DESTROYED DATE N{K
108/15/1 Pt 29 N/K Incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K
108/15/1 Pt 30 N/K Incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K
108/15/1 Pt 31 N/K Incident file DESTROYED DATE N/K
108/15/1 Pt 32 Feb 78 - Jan 83 Incident file DIS

108/1/5 1Pt 33 N/K Incident file DESTROYED 30 Nov 92
108/15/1 Pt 34 Jun 83 - Mar 85 Incident file DIS

108/15/1 Pt 35 Apr 85 - Dec 86 Incident file DIS

108/15/1 Pt 36A Dec 86 - Nov 87 Incident file DIS

108/15/1 Pt 368 Nov 87 - ul 88 Incident file DIS

108/15/1 Pt 37 Aug 88 - Jul 89 Incident file DIS

108/15/1 Pt 38 Jul 83 - Dec 89 Incident file DIS

108/15/1 Pt 3% Jan 90 - jun Incident file DIS

108/15/1 Pt 40 {un 91 - Jan 92 Incident file DIS

108/15/1 Pt 41 Feb 92 - Apr 93 Incident file DIS

108/15/1 Pt 42 Apr 93 - Oct 93 Incident file DIS

108/15/1 Pt 43 Oct 93 - Jan 94 Incident file DS

108/15/1 Pt 44 Jan 94 - May 94 Incident file Dis

108/15/1 Pt 45 lun 94 - Nov 94 Incident file DI5

108/15/1 Pt 46 Nov 94 - May 95 Incident fite DI5

108/15/1 Pt 47 Jun 95 - Jan 96 Incident file DIS

108/15/1 Pt 48 Feb 96 - Jul 96 tncident file DIS

108/15/1 Pt 49 Aug 96 - Oct 96 Incident file DIS

108/15/1 PE 50 Nov 96 ~ Dec 57 Incident file DIS

108/15/1 Pt 51 Jan 97 - to date incident file DIS

108/15/2 Pt 1 1993 "Titfe unknown" DIS

23 Des/R1,

7 oLuh«Q-"(
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LOOSE MINUTE § 5

THIDAS(Sec)64/3 {
12 October 2000

Hd of DR 1

Copy to:
OMD 14

REQUEST FOR ACCESS TO 'UFO' FILES - DR CLARKE

Reference: DAS(Sec)64/3 dtd 6 October 00

1. Dr Clarke has replied speedily to my letter of 6 October (Reference) and I attach a
copy of his reply to this minute.

2. As you will see, he 1s accepting the offer as expressed in my letter, excluding copying
of B} 5/311. With the reduction in the amount of matenial to be copied (by some 300
pages) it would be helpful if we were able to let Dr Clarke have a revised estimate of the
date by which he might hope to recetve the documentation, pethaps you would let me
know. As the task progresses we also need to be alive to the costs involved and if there
is any chance of exceeding the estimate given at Reference. I would be grateful if you
would keep a close watch on that aspect and alert me if necessary. 1 have no idea how
the invoicing is handled, pethaps either yvou or OMD 14 would advise.

3. Dt Clarke's outstanding request relates to policy files 1968-81. From records kept in
this office it appeats four files, labelled 'UFO' policy files were almost certainly destroyed
in 1990, along with a number of other files on the same subject. This is very
disappointing but thete might be a possibility of drawing policy matertal from other files.
I shall look through the list and speak with you further.

DAS4a(Sec)

MB8243 Rl



Dr David Clarke

DAS 4a(Sec)
Ministry of Defence
Room 8240
Main Building
Whitehall
London SW1A 2HB 10 October 2600

Your ref: DAS(Sec)/64/3

RS ection 40

Many thanks for your letters of 29 September and 6 October in response to my request
for access for MOD documents under the Code of Practice on Access to Government
Information, Firstly, I wish to thank you and your staff for the help you have provided
and the efficient and detailed attention which my enquiries have received.

Secondly, thank you for listing the contents of the documents you have located, and for
explaining both the ‘sanitisation’ procedure and the details of the charging regime for
copies which I feel is very reasonable. On that basis I want to confirm that I wish to
proceed with this enquiry in terms of the documents requested, listed as nos. 1 and 3-6 in
your letter of 6 October, and that I am willing to meet the appropriate charge specified.

With reference to the question concerning the contents of the Meteorological Office file,
BJ 5/311 (no. 2 in your list); after taking into consideration the fact that an “un-sanitised’
version of this document will be available at the Public Record Office from 1 January
2001, I feel it would be an unecessary waste of your staff resources to request a copy of
this document from the MOD at this late stage. Therefore I do not wish to proceed with
this particular part of my request.

With ref to no. 5 in your list ‘additional policy files 1968-81" I am grateful that you have
been able to identify a number of files relating to this enquiry, and I wish to proceed with
my request for access to these documents. I realise there will probably be a large number
of documents which fall within this category. It might therefore help if you could provide
me with a brief summary of the number of files and pages, estimated cost of copying and
the years and subjects they relate to, when your research is completed.

Ol gt e gt
o



Finally, with regards to my request for access to DSI/JTIC Report No 7 on UFQs
(1952). 1t is disappointing that this document has not been located during your review of
closed files. The attachment I enclosed with my letter of September 4 clearly
demonstrated this document existed in 1967 when it was referred to by an officer of the
DSTI branch, DIS5. It seems improbable that such an important document (the basis of a
briefing by the Secretary of State for Air to Prime Minister Winston Churchill in 1952)
would have been lost or ‘not have survived the passage of time’ when other material of
lesser interest Aas survived and is available in the Public Record Office today.

From the DSI/JTIC committee minutes available at the PRO it is stated that a “watered
down’ copy of the Report No. 7 was being considered for release to the Press during
October 1952 by DDI (Security), so it is possible copies may have been sent to a number
of different MOD departments. As it is also noted that the Americans (presumably the US
Air Force) would have to be consulted before any Press release, copies of Report No 7
--may-alse have been sent to the US Embassy in 1952-53. In addition, there is a note in the
minutes stating thatf\bopy of this report had been sent io Sir Henry Tizard, whose papers
are preserved at the Imperial War Museum. I intend to visit the Museum to research
Tizard’s papers in the near future, and will notify you if I find the document among these
papers.

In the meantime, I would appreciate any information or advice you could supply as to the
options which remain open to me in terms of requesting a further, comprehensive search
of Defence Records to locate this historically important Intelligence report.

[ look forward to hearing from you again before the end of the year as and when the first

part of this request is processed.

Yours Sincerel

Dr. D.W.Clarke



DAS4A(SEC)

From: APS(1)/USofS(Personal) g A(
Sent: 11 October 2000 09:25

To: DAS4A(SEC)

Subject: UFOS3

Importance: High

B <0

Thanks very much for the files and the other bits and pieces on ufos. Minister is in office today
and tomorrow and I'll try and get him to focus on this.

I'lt let you know what the outcome is as soon as | can. In the meantime, if you need the files let
me know.

Thanks

Assistant Private Secretary to the
Under Secretary of State
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From: EESTMSI DAS 4a(Sec)
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Secretariat (Air Staff)

Room 8243, Matn Building, Whitehall
LONDON SWI1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial_

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

FAX MESSAGE

TO:_~ "Files Qut"

SUBJECT: Location of closed files

DATE: L1 Oct 00 | R

NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING THIS COVER: 3. P

LOCATION OF CLOSED FILES

| attach a list of files, all 'UFQ' volumes, that appear to have becn scnt for destruction during March
1990

Numbers 1-2 and 5-6 you have atready searched for and confirmed that you still have 6 D/DS8/75/1).
{ would be gratcful if you would now check your records to see if yon have any of those files up to and
including number 17 and let me know the reswlt of your search,

With thanks.
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UFO Files And Their Status
KEY D=Destroyed
C=Current
n/g=not quoted
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From: STl DAS 4a(Sec)

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Secretariat (Air Staff)
Room 8243, Main Building, Whitehall
LONDON SWI1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial)
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax) TR
FAX MESSAGE

- "Files Qut" @Y Scction 40

SUBJECT: Location of closed files
DATE: 11 Oct 00

NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING THIS COVER: 3

LOCATION OF CLOSED FILES

1 attach a list of files, ail "UFO' volumes, that appear to have been sent for destruction dunng March
1990,

Nuimbers 1-2 and 5-6 you have already searched for and confirmed that you still have 6 (D/DS8/75/1).
I would be grateful if you would now check your records to see if you have any of those files up to and
including number 17 and let me know the result of your search.

With thanks.
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From:_. DAS 4a(Sec)

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Secretaniat (Air Staff)
Room 8243, Main Building, Whitehall
LONDON SWI1A 2HB

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

FAX MESSAGE

TO: Bl 'Files Out"

SUBJECT: Location of closed files

DATE: 11 Oct 00

NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING THIS COVER: 3

LOCATION OF CLOSED FILES

I attach a list of filcs, all 'UFO’ volumes, that appear to have been scnt {for destruction during March
1490

Numbers 1-2 and 5-6 you have already searched for and conlirmed that you still have 6 (D/DS8/75/1).
T would be gratcful if you would now check your records to see if you have any of those files up 10 and
including number 17 and ler me know the result of your search.

With thanks.
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Dr David Clarke

DAS 4a(Sec)

Ministry of Defence

Room 8240

Main Building

Whitehall

London SW1A 2HB 10 October 2000

Your ref: DAS(Sec)/64/3

Dear I

Many thanks for your letters of 29 September and 6 October in response to my request
for access for MOD documents under the Code of Practice on Access to Government
Information. Firstly, I wish to thank you and your staff for the help you have provided
and the efficient and detailed attention which my enquiries have received.

Secondly, thank you for listing the contents of the documents you have located, and for
explaining both the ‘sanitisation’ procedure and the details of the charging regime for
copies which I feel is very reasonable. On that basis 1 want to confirm that I wish to
proceed with this enquiry in terms of the documents requested, listed as nos. 1 and 3-6 in
your letter of 6 October, and that I am willing to meet the appropriate charge specified.

With reference to the question concerning the contents of the Meteorological Office file,
BJ 5/311 (no. 2 in your list); after taking into consideration the fact that an ‘un-sanitised’
version of this document will be available at the Public Record Office from 1 January
2001, I feel it would be an unecessary waste of your staff resources to request a copy of
this document from the MOD at this late stage. Therefore I do not wish to proceed with
this particular part of my request.

With ref to no. 5 in your list ‘additional policy files 1968-81° I am grateful that you have
been able to identify a number of files relating to this enquiry, and I wish to proceed with
my request for access to these documents. I realise there will probably be a large number
of documents which fall within this category. It might therefore help if you could provide
me with a brief summary of the number of files and pages, estimated cost of copying and
the years and subjects they relate to, when your research is completed.




Finally, with regards to my request for access to DSI/JTIC Report No 7 on UFOs
(1952). It is disappointing that this document has not been located during your review of
closed files. The attachment I enclosed with my letter of September 4 clearly
demonstrated this document existed in 1967 when it was referred to by an officer of the
DSTI branch, DI55. It seems improbable that such an important document (the basis of a
briefing by the Secretary of State for Air to Prime Minister Winston Churchill in 1952)
would have been lost or ‘not have survived the passage of time’ when other material of
lesser interest has survived and is available in the Public Record Office today.

From the DSI/ITIC committee minutes available at the PRO it is stated that a ‘watered
down’ copy of the Report No. 7 was being considered for release to the Press during
October 1952 by DDI (Security), so it is possible copies may have been sent to a number
of different MOD departments. As it is also noted that the Americans (presumably the US
Air Force) would have to be consulted before any Press release, copies of Report No 7
may also have been sent to the US Embassy in 1952-53. In addition, there is a note in the
minutes stating that%opy of this report had been sent to Sir Henry Tizard, whose papers
are preserved at the Imperial War Museum. I intend to visit the Museum to research
Tizard’s papers in the near future, and will notify you if I find the document among these
papers.

In the meantime, I would appreciate any information or advice you could supply as to the
options which remain open to me in terms of requesting a further, comprehensive search
of Defence Records to locate this historically important Intelligence report.

I look forward to hearing from you again before the end of the year as and when the first
part of this request is processed.

Dr. D.W.Clarke
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DAS 4a(Sec)

Ministry of Defence

Room 8240

Main Building

Whitehall

London SW1A 2HB 10 October 2000

Your ref: DAS(Sec)/64/3

Many thanks for your letters of 29 September and 6 October in response to my request
for access for MOD documents under the Code of Practice on Access to Government
Information. Firstly, I wish to thank you and your staff for the help you have provided
and the efficient and detailed atiention which my enquiries have received.

Secondly, thank you for listing the contents of the documents you have located, and for
explaining both the ‘sanitisation” procedure and the details of the charging regime for
copies which 1 feel is very reasonable. On that basis I want to confirm that I wish to
proceed with this enquiry in terms of the documents requested, listed as nos. 1 and 3-6 in
your letter of 6 October, and that [ am willing to meet the appropriate charge specified.

With reference to the question concerning the contents of the Meteorological Office file,
BJ 5/311 (no. 2 in your list); after taking into consideration the fact that an ‘un-sanitised’
version of this document will be available at the Public Record Office from 1 January
2001, 1 feel it would be an unecessary waste of your staff resources to request a copy of
this document from the MOD at this late stage. Therefore I do not wish to proceed with
this particular part of my request.

With ref to no. 5 in your list ‘additional policy files 1968-81’ I am grateful that you have
been able to identify a number of files relating to this enquiry, and I wish to proceed with
my request for access to these documents. I realise there will probably be a large number
of documents which fall within this category. It might therefore help if you could provide

me with a brief's of the number of files and pages, estimated | cosTof copying an tof copying and
e years and subjects they relate to, when your research is completed.
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Finally, with regards to my request for access to DSI/JTIC Report No 7 on UFOs
(1952). It is disappointing that this document has not been located during your review of
closed files. The attachment I enclosed with my letter of September 4 clearly
demonstrated this document existed in 1967 when it was referred to by an officer of the
DSTI branch, DISS. It seems improbable that such an important document (the basis of a
briefing by the Secretary of State for Air to Prime Minister Winston Churchill in 1952)
would have been lost or ‘not have survived the passage of time’ when other material of
lesser interest has survived and is available in the Public Record Office today.

From the DSI/JTIC committee minutes available at the PRO it is stated that a ‘watered
down’ copy of the Report No. 7 was being considered for release to the Press during
October 1952 by DDI (Security), so it is possible copies may have been sent to a number
of different MOD departments. As it is also noted that the Americans (presumably the US
Air Force) would have to be consulted before any Press release, copies of Report No 7
may also have been sent to the US Embassy in 1952-53. In addition, there is a note in the
minutes stating that topy of this report had been sent i Sir Henry Tizard, witvse papers
are preserved at the Imperial War Museum. I intend to visit the Museum to research
Tizard’s papers in the near future, and will notify you if I find the document among these

papers.
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I look forward to hearing from you again before the end of the year as and when the first
part of this request is processed.

Yours Sincerel

Dr. D.W.Clarke
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
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(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

FAX MESSAGE

SUBJECT: Location of closed files /l’é.' VoK _

DATE: 9 Oct 00

NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING THIS COVER: 1

LOCATION OF CLOSED FILES

1 would be grateful if vou would attempt to trace the following files:
UFO Policy and Policy Statements - AF/X58/64 Part 1 - Opened 22.2.68
UFO Policy and Policy Statements - AF/X58/64 Part 2 - Opened 31.3.70
UFO - Policy Statements - D/DS8/75/1 Part A - Opened 18.1.79
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From: _ DAS 4a(Sec)
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Secretariat (Air Staff)

Room 8243, Main Building, Whitehall
LONDON SW]A2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) _

(Switchboard) 020 721¢
(Fax

FAX MESSAGE

TO: [RSEIERE- "Files Out"

SUBJECT: Location of closed files
DATE: 9 Oct 00

NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING THIS COVER: 1

LOCATION OF CLOSED FILES

1 would be grateful if you would atempt to trace the following files:
UFQ Policy and Policy Staternenis - AF/X58/64 Part 1 - Opened 22.2.68
UFO Policy and Policy Statements - AF/{58/64 Part 2 - Opened 31.3.70
UFQ - Policy Statements - D/D58/75/1 Part A - Opencd 18.1.79

UFO - Policy Statements - D/DS8/75/2/1 Part B - Opened 4.12.7%
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From: g DAS 4a(Sec)
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 8240, Main Building, Whitehalli, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 0207218 2140

{Switchboard) 020 7218 500
o Section 40

Your Reference

Dr David Clarke

Qur Reference
—>> DAS(Sec)'64-3

Date

06 October 2000

Decar Dr Clarke.

- Lamwriting frether to my-letter of 29 September in which I indicated that Fhoped to beable to replyte - -
vou in greater detail during the course of the first week in October.

Towards the end of vour own letter of 4 September vou summarised vour request for access to information
under the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information, asking six main questions. I shall now
address these questions in the order thev were asked but before doing so it might be helpful if I explain the
use of the term "sanitise” in the paragraphs below. This sumply means that all personal details (names.
addresses) are obscured as documents that have not been released to the PRO are copicd for supply to
individual enquirers.

1) DSIJTIC Report No 7 'Unidentified Flying Objects’ (1952) and related intelligence reports on
"UFQs' 1951-52 - I can confirm that a review of closed files has taken place but none were found to
contain the report vou scek. As a consequence of this. and earlier searches which failed to locate the
report. we conclude it has not survived the passage of time. However. this latest review identified a
number of 'UFO' related documents. six on DEFE 31/19 and one page on DEFE 44/1 which might be
photocopied and supplied to vou, as [ shall explain below in greater detail. I am informed that thesc
documents represent the full extent of 'UFQO' material contained in closed intelligence records.

2) BJ 5/311 Records of the Meteorological Office, 'Unidentified Flying Objects': meteorological
aspects, 1968-79 - The file contains some 360 enclosures, mostly letters to and from members of the
public. and is due for release to the Public Records Office in January 2001, Sanitising and
photocopying the contents of the file might be done marginally in advance of that date (see below).

3) AIR 2/18564 Air Ministry/MOD, 'UFQ' Report West Freugh 1957-1971 - This file is for release in
January 2002. In the meantime it would be possible to samitise the dozen or so pages that contain
personal details and photocopy them and the remainder of the file (around 40 documents), supplving
vou with those copies (see below),

4) AF/3459/75 'UFOs': Policy and policy statements 1970 - The file includes policy documents.
published articles and pamphlets, and some six pages require sanitising. It would be possible to
photocopy the contents of the file and provide vou with copies {see below). '

n
Nt

Additional policy files 1968-81 - Our rescarches have identified a substantial number of files,
although many appear to contain corrcspondence from members of the public. We are now working
on locating those that may include policy documents and shall write to you as soon as we have
complcted that research,



- made availahle to vou during December 2600,

6) AIR 20/12556 "UFOQ' reports January 1974 (additionally AIR 2/18873) - File AIR 20/12556 is not
a'UFO' file. AIR 2/18873 contains public enquiries concerning 'UFOs' covering the period June 1973
to February 1974 and amounts to some 109 enclosures. Additionally, AF/584 contains 'UFQ' reports
for January 1974 amounting to some 100 enclosures. It would be possible to sanitise and photocopy
the contents of both files (see below).

As I mentioned in my letter of 29 September, the Ministry of Defence is bound by the Code of Practice on
Access to Government Information. This means that we are committed to providing vou with the
information vou require, as long as it is not exempted under the Code. However, to ensure this does not
create an extra burden on the taxpaver, we have a charging regime for more complicated requests. Ifa
request is hikely to require over four hours' work. each hour's work over four hours (or part thereof) is
charged at £15.00 per hour.

We estimate that the number of documents to be copied in the files mentioned in 1-4 and 6 above is in the
region of 800 pages. Assuming it will take two minutes to check, sanitise and photocopy each page our
calculation is that, after the first 4 hours, 22 hours of work at £15.00 per hour will remain totalling some
£330.00. To copy the full 800 pages would be a four day task spread over eight half davs, As the fairlv
small section likely to take on the work will also be heavily involved in checking material to be released in
January 2001, those eight half days would be spread over an eight week penod Tht. materml could be

If vou decide to wait to view the contents of file BJ 5/311 until its release to the Public Records Office in
January 2001, then the cost of copying the remaining files falls. after deducting the first four hours of
work. to around £160.00. 1 would be grateful for confirmation that vou wish to proceed with this enquiry,
indicating whether including or excluding BJ 5/311. and that vou are willing to meet the appropriate
charge. If the cost of obtaining the information is likely to be significantly greater than our estimate
suggests we will contact vou again before proceeding further.

I look forward to hearing from vou in due course

Yeceasr acen




MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 8240, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephaone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140

(Switchboard} 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

Your Reference

Dr David Clarke

Qur Reference
DAS(Sec)y 043
Date

06 October 2000

Dear Dr Clarke.

- | amrwriting further to my letter of 29 Sentember in which 1indicated that [ hoped to be able to reply té

oui-

e

vou in greater detail during the course of the first week in October.

Towards the end of vour own letter of 4 September vou summarised vour request for access to information
under the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information, asking six main questions. I shall now
address these questions in the order they were asked but before doing so it might be helpful if T explain the
usc of the term "sanitise” in the paragraphs below. This simply means that all personal details (names.
addresses) arc obscured as documents that have not been released to the PRO are copied for supply to
individual enquirers.

1) DSHJITIC Report No 7 "Unidentified Flying Objects’ (1952) and related intelligence reports on
"UFQs' 1951-52 - [ can confirm that a review of closed files has taken place but none were found to
contain the report yvou seek. As a conscquence of this, and carlier searches which failed to locate the
teport, we conclude it has not survived the passage of time. However. this latest review 1dentified a
number of 'UFO' related documents, six on DEFE 31/19 and one page on DEFE 44/1 which might be
photocopied and supplied to vou. as I shall explain below in greater detail. Tam informed that these
documents represent the full extent of 'UFO' material contained in closed inteliigence records.

2) BJ 5/311 Records of the Meteorological Office, 'Unidentified Flying Objects': meteorological
aspects, 1968-79 - The file contains some 360 enclosures, mostly letters to and from members of the
public. and is due for release to the Public Records Office in January 2001, Sanitising and
photocopying the contents of the file might be done marginally in advance of that date (sce below).

3) JAIR 2/18564 Air Ministry/MOD, '"UFO' Report West Freugh 1957-1971 - This file is for release in
Januarv 2002. In the meantime it would be possible to sanitise the dozen or so pages that contain
personal details and photocopy them and the remainder of the file (around 40 documents). supplying
vou with those copies (see below).

v : :
4y AF/3459/75 '"UFOs": Policy and policy statements 1970 - The file includes policy documents.
published articles and pamphlets, and some six pages require sanitising. It would be possible to
photocopy the contents of the file and provide vou with copies (see below).

3) Additional policy files 1968-81 - Our researches have identified a substantial number of files,

{ O« AX~ although many appear to contain correspondence from members of the public. We are now working

et

on locating those that may include policy documents and shall write to you as soon as we have
completed that research.

From: ESSTCONIE DAS 4a(Sec) 4_ /
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6} AIR 20/12556 "UFQ’ reports January 1974 (additionally ATR 2/18873) - File AIR 20/12556 1s not
a 'UFQ' file. AIR 2/18873 contains public cnquirics concerning 'UFOs' covering the period June 1973
to February 1974 and amounts to some 109 enclosures. Additionallv, AF/584 contains "UFO' reports”
for January 1974 amounting to some 100 enclosures. It would be possible to sanitise and photocopy
the contents of both files (see below).

As I mentioned in my lfetter of 29 Scptember. 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 1s not exempted under the Code. However, to ensure this does not
create an extra burden on the taxpaver. we have a charging regime for more complicated requests. If a
request 1s likely to require over four hours' work. each hour's work over four hours {or part thereof) is
charged at £15.00 per hour,

We cstimate that the number of documents to be copied 1n the files mentioned 1n i-4 and 6 above is in the
region of 800 pages. Assuming it will take two minutes to check, sanitise and photocopy each page our
calculation is that, after the first 4 hours, 22 hours of work at £15.00 per hour will remain totalling some
£330.00. To copy the full 800 pages would be a four day task spread over eight half davs. As the farly
small section likely to take on the work will also be heavily involved in checking material to be released in
January 2001, those eight half days would be spread over an eight week period. The material could be
made available to vou during December 2000.

If vou decide to wait to view the contents of file BJ 5/311 until its release to the Public Records Office in
Januarv 2001 then the cost of copving the remaiming files fatls, after deducting the first four hours of
work. to around £160.00. I would be grateful for confirmation that you wish to proceed with this enquiry.
indicating whether including or excluding B 5/311, and that vou are willing to meet the appropriate
charge. If the cost of obtaining the information 1s likely to be significantly greater than our estimate
suggests we will contact you again before proceeding further.

I look forward to hearing from you in due course
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CODE OF PRACTICE ON ACCESS TO GOVERNMENT INFORMATION

Second Edition (1997)

PART 1

Purpose

1. This Code of Practice supports the Government’s policy under
the Citizen’s Charter of extending access to official information, and
responding to reasonable requests for information. The approach to
release of information should in all cases be based on the assumption
that information should be released except where disclosure would
nol be in the public interest, as specified in Part II of this Code.

2.  The aims of the Code are:

O to improve policy-making and the democratic process by
extending access to the facts and analyses which provide the
basis for the consideration of proposed policy;

© to protect Lhe interests of individuals and companies by
ensuring that reasons are given for administrative decisions,
except where there is statutory authority or established
convention to the contrary; and

O to support and extend the principles of public service
established under the Citizen’s Charter.

These aims are balanced by the need:

O to maintain high standards of care in ensuring the privacy of
personal and commercially confidential information; and

O to preserve confidentiality where disclosure would not be in
the public interest or would breach personal privacy or the
confidences of a third party, in accordance with statutory
requirements and Part II of the Code.

Information the Government will release

3. Subject to the exemptions in Part II, the Code commits
departments and public bodies under the jurisdiclion of the
Parliamentary Commissioner for Administration (the Ombudsmany):'

i) to publish the facts and analysis of the facts which the
Government considers relevant and important in framing
major policy proposals and decisions; such information will
normally be made available when policies and decisions are
announced;

I In Northern Irelund, the Parlioneniary Commcissioner for Adminisiration and the
Comrsisxioner for Compluinly.
(1 —
A
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CODE OF PRACTICE ON ACCESS TO GOVERNMENT INFORMATION

Second Edition (1997)

ii) to publish or otherwise make available, as soon as
practicable after the Code becomes operational, explanatory
material on departments’ dealings with the public
(including such rules, procedures, intemal guidance to
officials, and similar administrative manuals as will assist
better understanding of departmental action in dealing with
the public) except where publication could prejudice any
matter which should properly be kept confidential under
Part II of the Code;

iii) to give reasons for administrative decisions to those

affected;?
iv) to publish in accordance with the Citizen’s Charter:

O full information about how public services are run, how
much they cost, who is in charge, and what complaints
and redress procedures are available;

O full and, where possible, comparable information about
what services are being provided, what targets are set,
what standards of service are expected and the results
achieved.

v) to release, in response to specific requests, information
relating lo their policies, actions and decisions and other
matters related to their areas of responsibility.

4. There is no commitment that pre-existing documents, as
distinct from information, will be made available in response to
requests. The Code does not require departments to acquire
information they do not possess, to provide information which is
already published, or to provide information which is provided as
part of an existing charged service other than through that service.

Responses to requests for information

5. Information will be provided as soon as practicable. The target
for response to simple requests for information is 20 working days
from the date of receipt. This target may need to be extended when
significant search or collation of material is required. Where
information cannot be provided under the terms of the Code, an
explanation will normally be given.

2 There will be o fow areus where well-eswblished convention or legul authority limis the
conunitinent ty give reaans, for exangple osrtain decisions on inerger end monopoly ouses or bn
whather 1 taks enforcement actiom,
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CODE OF PRACTICE ON ACCESS TO GOVERNMENT INFORMATION

Sccond Edition (1997)

Scope

6. The Code applies to those Government departments and other
bedies within the jurisdiction of the Ombudsman (as listed in
Schedule 2 to the Parliamentary Commissioner Act 1967)." The
Code applies to agencies within departments and to functions
carmied out on behalf of a department or public body by contractors.
The Security and Intelligence Services are not within the scope of
the Code, nor is information obtained from or relaring to them.

Charges

- 7. Departments, agencies and public bodies will make their own
arrangements for charging. Details of charges are available from
departments on request. Schemes may include a standard charge for
processing simple requests for information. Where a request is
complex and would require extensive searches of records or
processing or collation of information, an additional charge, reflecting
reasonable costs may be notified.

Relationship to statutory access rights

8. This Code is non-stawtory and cannot override provisions
contained in statutory rights of access to information or records (nor
can it override statutory prohibitions on disclosure). Where the
information could be sought under an existing statutory right, the
terms of the right of access takes precedence over the Code. There are
already certain access nghts to health, medical and educational
records, to personal files held by local authority housing and social
services departments, and to personal data held on computer There
is also & right of access to environmenta] information. It is not
envisaged that the Ombudsman will become involved in supervising
these statutory rights.

The White Paper on Open Government (Cm 2290) proposed two new
statutory rights to information:

an access right to personal records, proposed in Chapter 5;

an access right to health and safety information, proposed in
Chapter 6.

3 In Nocthern freland the Code applies to public badies under thy jurisdiciion of the Northeen
frotand Purfiamentary Gomunivvivngr for Adwminisiretinn ond the Coinmissioner for
Crmplaints, swith the ceveplion of foaad gmernnent ead health und persnal soctal services
buodies. for whick scparate arrungenwnis ure being developed «s in Grout Britain. Some
Northern Iredund deporiuents and bodies are expressly subject w the furisdiction of the
ﬁrfﬁurwmry Connnixsioner uwler the 1967 Aut,

™
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CODE OF PRACTICE ON ACCESS TO COVERNMENT INFORMATION
Sccond Edition (1997)

Where a statutory right is proposed but has yet to be implemented,
access to relevant information may be sought under the Code, but the
Code should not be regarded as a means of access to original
documents or personal files.

Public records

9. The Code is not intended to overnide statutory provisions on
access to public records, whether over or under thirty years old.
Under 512(3) of the Parliamentary Commissioner Act 1967, the
Ombudsman is not required to question the merits of a decision if it
is taken without maladministration by a Government department or
other body in the exercise of a discretion vested in it. Decisions on
public records made in England and Wales by the Lord Chancellor,
or in Scotland and Northern Ireland by the Secretary of State, are
such discretionary decisions.

Jurisdiction of courts, tribunals or inquiries

10. The Code only applies to Government-held information. It does
not apply to or affect information held by courts or centained in court
documents. (“Count” includes tribunals, inquiries and the Northem
Ireland Enforcement of Judgements Office). The present practice
covering disclosure of information before courts, tribunals and
inquiries will continue to apply.

Investigation of complaints

11. Complaints that information which should have been provided
under the Code has not been provided, or that unreasonable charges
have been demanded, should be made first to the department or
body concerned. If the applicant remains dissatisfied, complaints
may be made through a Member of Parliament to the Ombudsman.
Complaints will be investigated at the Ombudsman’s discretion in
accordance with the procedures provided in the 1967 Act.*

4 Sepurate srrungements witl apply in Norchern Jrelund.
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CODE OF PRACTICE ON ACCESS TO GOVERNMENT INFORMATION
Second Edition (1997)

PART II

Reasons for confidentiality

The following categories of information are exempt from the
commitments to provide information in this Code. In those
categories which refer to harm or prejudice, the presumption
remains that information should be disclosed unless the harm likely
to arise from disclosure would outweigh the public interest in
making the information available.

References to harm or prejudice include both actual harm or
prejudice and risk or reasonable expectation of harm or prejudice.
In such cases it should be considered whether any harm or prejudice
arising (rom disclosure is oulweighed by the public interest in
making information available.

The exemptions will not be interpreted in a way which causes
injustice to individuals.

1. Defence, security and international relations

a) Information whose disclosure would harm national security
or defence.

b) Information whose disclosure would harm the conduct of
international relations or affairs.

c) Information received in confidence from foreign
governments, foreign courts or international organisations.

2. Internal discussion and advice

Information whose disclosure would harm the frankness and candour
of internal discussion, including:

© proceedings of Cabinet and Cabinet committees;

O internal opinion, advice, recommendation, consultation and
deliberation:

O projections and assumptions relating to intemal policy
analysis; analysis of altemative policy options and
information relating to rejected policy options;

O confidential communications between departments, public
hodies and regulatory bodies.

{5 )
N
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(.ODE OF PRACTICE ON ACCESS TO GOVERNMENT INFORMATION

Second Edition {1997)

3. Communications with the Royal Household

Information relating to confidential communications belween
Ministers and Her Majesty the Queen or other Members of the Royal
Household, or relating to confidential proceedings of the Privy
Council.

4. Law enforcemeni and legal proceedings

a)

b)

)

Information whose disclosure could prejudice the
administration of justice (including fair trial), legal
proceedings or the proceedings of any tribunal, public
inquiry or other formal investigations (whether actual or
likely) or whose disclosure is, has been, or is likely to be
addressed in the context of such proceedings.

Information whose disclosure could prejudice the
enforcement or proper administration of the law, including
the prevention, investigation or detection of crime, or the
apprehension or prosecution of offenders.

Information relating to legal proceedings or the proceedings
of any tribunal, public inquiry or other formal investigation
which have been completed or terminated, or relating to
investigations which have or might have resulted in

" proceedings-

Information covered by legal professional privilege.

Information whose disclosure would harm public safety or
public order, or would prejudice the security of any building
or penal institution.

Information whose disclosure could endanger the life or
physical safety of any person, or identify the source of
information or assistance given in confidence for law
enforcement or security purposes.

Information whose disclosure would increase the likelihood
of damage to the environment. or rare or endangered species
and their habitats.

5. Immigration and nationality

Information relating to immigration, nationality, consular and entry
clearance cases. However, information will be provided, though not
through access to personal records, where there is no risk that

(o
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CODE OF PRACTICE ON ACCESS TO GOVERNMENT INFORMATION

Second Edition (1997)

disclosure would prejudice the effective administration of
immigration controls or other statutory provisions.

6. Effective management of the economy
and collection of tax

3)

b)

Information whose disclosure would harm the sbility of the
Covernment to manage the economy, prejudice the conduct
of official market operations, or could lead to improper gain
or advantage.

Information whose disclosure would prejudice the
assessment or collection of tax, dulies or National Insurance
contributions, or assist tax avoidance or evasion.

7. Effective management and operations of
the public service

a)

b)

Information whose disclosure could lead to improper gain or
advantage or would prejudice:

O the competitive position of a department or other public
body or authority;

O negotiations or the elfective conduct of personnel
management, or commercial or contractual activities;

O the awarding of discretionary grants.

Information whose disclosure would harm the proper and
efficient conduct of the operations of a department or other
public body or authority, including NHS organisations, or of
any regulatory body.

8. Public employment, public appointments
and honours

a)

b)

c)

Personnel records (relating to public appointments as well
as employees of public authorities) including those relating
to recruitment, promotion and security vetting.

Information, opinions and assessments given in confidence
in relation to public employment and public appointments
made by Ministers of the Crown, by the Crown on the advice
of Ministers or by statutory office holders.

Information, opinions and assessments given in relation to
recommendations for honours.

= (7
NS
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9. Voluminous or vexatious requests

Requests for information which are vexatious or manifestly
unreasonable or are formulated in too general a manner, or which
{because of the amount of information to be processed or the need o
retrieve information from files not in current use) would require
unreasonable diversion of resources.

10. Publication and prematurity in relation
to publication

Information which is or will soon be published, or whose disclosure,
where the material relates to a planned or potential announcement or
publication, could cause harm (for example, of a physical or
financial nature).

11. Research, statistics and analysis

a) Information relating to incomplete analysis, research or
statistics, where disclosure could be misleading or deprive
the holder of priority of publication or commercial value.

b) Information held only for preparing statistics or carrying out
research, or for surveillance for health and safety purposes
(including food safety), and which relates to individuals,
companies or producis which will not be identified in reports
of that research or surveillance, or in published statistics.

12. Privacy of an individual

Unwarranted disclosure to a third party of personal information
about any person (including a deceased person) or any other
disclosure which would constitule or could facilitate an unwarranted
invasion of privacy.

13. Third party’s commercial confidences

Information including commercial contidences, trade secrets or
intellectual property whose unwarranted disclosure would harm the
competitive position of a third party.

&
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CODE OF PRACTICE ON ACCESS TO GOVERNMENT INFORMATION

Second Edition (1997)

14. Information given in confidence

a) Information held in consequence of having been supplied in
confidence by a person who:

O gave the information under a statutory guarantee that its
confidentiality would be protected; or

O was not under any legal obligation, whether actual or
implied, to supply it, and has not consented to its
disclosure.

b) Information whose disclosure without the consent of the
supplier would prejudice the future supply of such
information. '

¢) Medical information provided in confidence if disclosure to
the subject would hamm their physical or mental health, or
should only be made by 2 medical practitioner.

15. Statutory and other restrictions

a) Information whose disclosure is prohibited by or under any
enactment, regulation, European Community law or
international agreement.

b) Information whose relesse would constitute a breach of
Parliamentary Privilege.
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cef2
SEC(AS)2A B
From: Hd of DR1 S’
Sent: 03 October 2000 13:13 q"
To: SEC(AS)2A 5
cc: OMD14

Subject: DR CLARKE'S REQUEST FOR ACCESS TO UFQ FILES
Importance: High

Sectio I

Thank you for you loose minute dated 2 October 2000, together with a draft reply to Dr Clarke.
You sought comments and for ease of reference | offer the following in the order raised by you:

DSI/JTIC Repart No 7 UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS (1952} and related intelligence reports
on UFOs 1951 - 1952.

We presume that as no reports sutvive they must have been destroyed, but in the absence of
supporting evidence, for example Destruction Certificates, the convention has been to say that
"we conclude that the papers have not survived the passage of time" (or something very similar).

My staff's review of DIS records over the last few years has specifically targeted records over 25
years old. This is because under the terms of the Public Records Act government departments
are not permitted to hold records in excess of 30 years without first receiving the Lord
Chancellor's approval. This Report has been on our target list. But no success,

An additional difficulty, is that under current security instructions destruction certificates need
only be kept for a minimum of five years.

The copies of papers identified on closed files ~ I think we should identify the files DEFE 31/19,
which contains six UFO related documents and DEFE 44 /1 which contains just one page (an
entry that refers to Report No 7!). | also believe that the reply should also make clear that
although neither piece (a generic term used to describe the record) is being released the copies
we are offering to make available represents the full extent of UFO documentation contained in
intelligence records identified by Dr Clarke that he wish us to review ie closed intelligence
records.

BJ5/311
The file contains around pages (many enclosures consist of multiple pages). Whilst | agree

with your options (a) that Dr Clarke should wait until January (b) or we take photocopies | have
some pertinent comments re the resource and cost implications (see below).

AlIR 2/18564

The file consists of some 60 pages. | am happy to seek the Lord Chancellor's approval to release
it ahead of time, but if during the interim Dr Clarke would like copies this could be arranged,
Early release will take about three months. As above the cost verses the time might be
particularly relevant.

AF/3459/75

Although about six pages to be sanitised the file consists of around 150 enclosures. As the files
dates from 1970 to 1975 normal release would not occur until January 2006, but note the file

04/10/00
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has NOT been formally transferred to the PRO it awaits cataloguing.

Additional policy files 1968 - 1981 -~ Pucos d-u'("»é - T.J._ekh%\ﬁ (o(a-(‘ta.. .'/k~
Chadde. TyAS C&ec) kool Chach (ia i Llrl"'ﬂd\-l
Qur researches have identified nearly 100 files relating to the subject of UFOs. |In the main they
have originated in DS Sec, and predecessor branches and DIS. From file titles most appear to {
hold reports from members of the public. But only an examination of the files will determme

whether this is actually so. A few files, perhaps eight or nine, are about policy. From n 40‘ Aufbaa”f
SR minute 24 August 2000 | believe that@are held by you! One DI file, held by D
covers the period Dec 1971 to 1996. q_ s> fone helotce R /bﬂi (Gec)

Lg-B).

The nine files could easily contain 900 enclosures! In addition, to certify that the other 90 files
contain no reievant policy information we would need to undertake a major review. We are
talking about review effort of at least one week (EO level).

All these files are earmarked for review at the 25 year point. Current review policy is for UFQ files
to be selected for preservation and for their transfer to the PRO in time for release at the
normally 30-year point (but see my final comments below). At this time | suggest that
Exemption 9 applies.

I'm not sure that the middle section of this paragraph is appropriate. Dr Clarke has specified
dates and we've identified nearly 100, of which 9 have a specific reference to "policy” in their
title.

If he wished we could offer to investigate these nine files on his behalf and if found to contain
"palicy” rather than the usual reports photocopies could be provided. The absence of enclosure
information precludes any estimate of costings. But if they contain 900 pages as you will note
below it will prove to be very expensive for Dr Clarke.

AIR 20/12556 (AIR 2/18873) and UFO reports January 1974
It is agreed there should bhe mention of AF/584.

He is specifically interested in an incident that occurred in January 1974, He could be invited to
provide more information or, alternatively, photocopies of the enclosures of both files could be
made, totalling around 209 in all.

We have offerad to make photocopies of five files Bl 5/311, AIR 2/18564, AF/3459/75, AIR
2/18873 & AF584, plus a few pages from DEFE 31/19 & DEFE 44/1.

In all I have estimated that they contain approximately 800 pages.

Photocopying would be undertaken by my EQ in charge of the Sensitive Archive, or myself. | have
no other member of staff will the appropriate levels of clearance to undertake this kind of work
in a sensitive office area! The individual is experienced in undertaking this kind of work as it
occupies close to two days of a normat week.

We estimate that to examine the files for the areas to be sanitised, to dismantle the files, sanitise
papers, photocopy them, re-establish the original file and re-create the photocopied version

would take on average 2 minutes per page. If my maths are correct this totals 26 hours. The first
four are free leaving 22 hours at £15 per hour = £330.
.32 pcu_jer /d.ac.r

Should he choose to defer ordering copies of Ifﬁ 5/311 and wait for the accelerated opening of

AIR 2/18564 costs fall by almost a half. 159, 00 Cm md,eo(.£ féo)

ﬁuMuS:_Should he efect to order photocopies the four day task would be spread over eight half days and

04/10/00



£15% 00 (s

Page 3 of 3

that over a period of eight weeks. In other words he should get his copies by Christmas. My EO
has other things to do and we at a particularly busy time checking material closed for more that
30 years that should also be released in January.

Your final question “ﬂ( wass b h“’\((

Clog b .
Dr Clarke is quite right there is indeed nothing to stop departmey@wmg and transferrmgc feol
records to Kew and arranging for release in advance of 30 years”The White Paper on Open
Covernment, published July 1993, offered this as an option, subject to resources.

You may wish to say this to Dr Clarke:

"The White Paper on Open Government identified an number of initiates that, subject to
resources, that would lead to the release of material closed for more than 30 years and also
encouraged the release of blocks of material in advance of the normal date. Hitherto, the
Ministry of Defence has, as have a number of other government departments, concentrated on
records closed in excess of 30 years. To date more than 11,700 such records have been
released since July 1993.

Also, as with other government departments the MOD has a structured review programme and in
compliance with Public Record Office guidelines the final review of records takes place at the 25
year point. The MOD has no thematic database of records due for review, as a consequence
review accurs according to date rather than subject,

This present exercise has apparently identified a few files that would appear to fall outside the
kind of UFQ material that hitherto has been preserved ie reports from members of the public,
Consideration will now be given to seeing whether these few files could not be processed and
released in advance of the normal date.” {On this point would DAS(Sec) wish Records to
progressively review and release all surviving UFO material in advance of the designated
date. Although, a special exercise review would be fairly straight forward what would take
time the is the deletion of personal details from files]

Rather longer that | hoped but | trust that it answers your guestions.
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From: OMD14

Sent: 03 October 2000 15:10

To: SEC(AS)2A

Subject: Dr Clarke -~ Privaleged Access

[ <0

Just a quick response to your enquiry as to whether Dr Clarke would be able to obtain privaleged access to the files
containing the information he has requested on UFO's.

Since many of the vast number of files involved will contain personal details of those who have reported seeing a
UFO we would have to deny Dr Clarke privaieged access under Article 14 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information, which makes it our duty to protect the anonymity of those mentioned in the files.

Sanitising the quantity of documents concemed would be a massive job thus if he suggested we do that to allow him
a look at the files he wants, we could refuse him under Article 9 - Voluminous Requests.

The only thing | can suggest is that Dr Clarke refine his request somewhat, allowing staff to perhaps sanitise a more
manageable number of documents.

I hope this helps,

%501 4

NH617 (SO



SEC(AS)2A

___ i
From: OMD14
Sent: 03 Cctober 2000 17:22
To: : SEC(AS)2A

Subject: Dr Clarke: Privaleged Access } g ”
Scctio Bl

Sorry to have missed this point out in my original Email. The Data Protection Act legally forbids us from violating the
anonymity of those persons whose details are contained in our files.

This supersedes the Code. It basically amounts to the same thing as exemption 14 except it is enshrined in law and
not merely a guideline.

Apologies for neglecting to mention this earlier.
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/DAS(Sec)/64/3
2 October 2000

Hd of DR1

copy to:
OMD 14

DR CLARKE'S REQUEST FOR ACCESS TO FILES - UFQO's

Reference:

A. D/PUS/23/7 (1301) dtd 12 Jan 00
B. DR/3/7/8 dtd 6 Sep 00

C. D Info(Exp)R/3/7/8 dtd 25 Sep 00

1. Thank you for your minute at Reference C. On the basis of the advice
contained in that minute and our subsequent telephone conversation I attach
a draft letter to Dr Clarke. I should appreciate receiving further advice and
comments in view of the fact that the reply concerns your own area of
expertise rather than Secretariat (Air Staff) (now DAS(Sec)) procedure.

2. T suggest it would be advisable to employ a consistent approach in our
reply to Dr Clarke in making offers of either sanitising records or applying
for release in advance of 30 years. Dr Clarke has already been made aware
of the Department's ability to sanitise files, in a Sec(AS) letter to him dated
25 July. I suggest an offer (in relation to BJ 5/311) to apply for early release
of one file alone, an action that would take almost three months, might not
be seen as being particularly helpful.

3. T assume the cost of sanitising and photocopying material will be £15.00
per hour (or part thereof) over and above the first four hours, as stipulated in
the DCI. However, I would appreciate OMD 14's conformation on that
point in view of the cost levied onEESIGSI Which was abated by 50% as
a gesture of goodwill (Reference A). I suggest we might also want to
consider the nature of our response in the unlikely event that Dr Clarke
offers to pay a substantial sum of money in order to have the files copied!
Perhaps OMD would advise in slower time.



4. Dr Clarke's throw-away mention of "additional policy files 1968-81" in
his question 4 appears to refer, on the evidence of your further research
(Reference B), to some 80 additional files. You do not advise on that point
but it seems reasonable to assume it constitutes a voluminous request and I
have worded my draft accordingly. Perhaps OMD 14 would confirm his
contentment with that approach. I suggest we might then offer him the list
of file titles from which he might choose a small number (OMD 14 and DR1
how many?) to be sanitised and copied for him.

5. We must reply to Dr Clarke by the end of this week. I would, therefore,
be grateful if you would let me have your amendments and additions by
1400 Tuesday 3 October. An alternative would be for us to meet, discuss
options and redraft the reply and I would be very happy to come over to
GSY in order to accomplish the task. Perhaps you would telephone me and
let me know what you think.

5. Finally, I am in the process of enquiring with the Air Historical Branch
about privileged access as defined in Chapter 3 of JSP 400 (as suggested by
DDC&L (F&S) Legal). Such access may not be appropriate but it seems
reasonable to at least ask the question. Unfortunately I may not have an
answer in time to influence this reply to Dr Clarke but I shall inform you
when I do.

DAS 4a(Sec
MB8243




DRAFT replv to Dr Clarke

I am writing further to my letter of 29 September in which I indicated that I
hoped to be able to reply to you in greater detail during the course of the first
week m October.

Towards the end of your own letter of 4 September you summarised your
request for access to information under the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information, asking five main questions. I shall answer these in
the order they were asked.

e DSI/JTIC Report No 7 Unidentified Flying Objects (1952) and
related intelligence reports on UFOs 1951-52 - [ can confirm that a
review of the closed files has taken place but none were found to contain
the report you seek. As a consequence of this, and earlier searches which
failed to locate the report, we conclude that it has not survived the
passage of time. (Question: can we just say destroyed?) However, this
latest review identified a number of "UFQO' related papers and copies of
these papers may be made available to you at your request, as I shall
explain below.

o BJ 5/311 Records of the Meteorological Office, Unidentified Flying
Objects: meteorological aspects, 1968-79 - The file contains some 300
enclosures, mostly letters to and from members of the public, and is due
for release to the Public Records Office in January 2001. You may wish
to view the file at that time but, should you not wish to wait, it would be
possible to sanitise the documents and supply copies to you (see below).

e AIR 2/18564 Air Ministry/MOD, 'UFO’' Report West Freugh 1957-
1971 - This file is for release in January 2002. In the meantime it would
be possible to sanitise the dozen or so pages before containing personal
details, photocopying the full number of around 50 and supplying you
with those copies (see below).



e AF/3459/75 'UFOs': Policy and policy statements 1970 - This file
contains a very small number, perhaps six, to be sanitised. It would be
possible to photocopy the file and provide you with photocopies (see
below).

¢ Additional policy files 1968-81 - Our researches suggest this may
represent around 80 files. There will be a matter of thousands
(Question: can we quote an approximate figure?) of documents on
these files including many containing personal details that would require
sanitising before copies might be released. This is because, as mentioned
in our letter of 25 July, the MOD has a duty to protect third party
confidentiality over a 30-year period. In order to sanitise the likely
number of papers and photocopy the full contents of all the files, staff
would need to be diverted from their essential defence-related tasks.
Your request in relation to the policy files 1968-81 is therefore refused
under Exemption 9 of the Code of Practice on Access to Government
Information (voluminous or vexatious requests and Exemption 12,
Privacy of an individual). Were you able to be more specific about dates
this would enable us to consider a more focussed effort on a limited
amount of material. 1 attach a list of the files and their titles. If you wish
to identify (Question: Number?) of files we would be able to sanitise
and photocopy the contents.  If you are unhappy with the decision to
refuse your request for access to those MOD files and wish to appeal, you
should write in the first instance to the Ministry of Defence, DOMD,
Room 619, Northumberland House, Northumberland Avenue, London
WC2N 5BP requesting the decision be reviewed. If following the
internal review you remain dissatisfied you can ask your MP to take up
the case with the Parliamentary Commissioner for Administration (the
Ombudsman) who can investigate on your behalf. The Ombudsman will
not, however, consider an investigation until the internal review process
has been completed.

e AIR 20/12556 '"UFO’ reports January 1974 (additionally AIR
2/18873) - File AIR 20/12556 1s not a 'UFO file. (Would it be
disingenuous of us to fail to mention AF/584 UFO reports January
1974? If so I suggest the following.) AF/584 contains UFO reports for
January 1974 amounting to some 100 enclosures. AIR 2/18873 contains
public enquiries amounting to some 109 enclosures. It would be possible
to sanitise and photocopy the contents of both files (see below).



As I mentioned in my letter of 29 September, 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
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 hours' work, each hour's work over four hours (or part thereof) is
charged at £15.00 per hour. Our estimate is that we will have to charge you
£X (Question: please estimate cost, and perhaps timescale to accomplish
the task) in order to sanitise and copy the papers referred to in your major
questions (excluding material included in the "additional policy files 1968-
81™). I would be grateful for confirmation that you wish to proceed with this
enquiry and that you are willing to meet this charge. If the cost of obtaining
the information is likely to be significantly greater than our estimate
suggests we will contact you again before proceeding further. (Question:
are we able to copy the full 600 enclosures, or thereabouts, contained in
the files referred to in the S questions excluding the reference to policy
files 1968-81, or may we tell Dr Clarke it would be a voluminous
request? If thatis the case I suggest our offer might be to request him
to wait till January 01 for BJ/ 5/311 but offer to copy the remaining 300
enclosures. We do have, of course, to consider our answer alongside
any offer we may make in respect of copying a small number of the
policy files from 1968-81.)

(Question: I am not sure how to answer the third paragraph of Dr
Clarke's letter. I believe one of the points he is trying to make is why
files that contain material that is not subject to confidentiality may not
be opened to the public. Perhaps you would add a short paragraph as
Dr Clarke will, I am sure, light on files with titles such as "UFQOs BBC
Radio Oxford Programme" in the list of policy files and wonder why
they may not be released!)



From: SESICHECIEE DAS 4a(Sec)
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Secretariat (Air Staff)

Room 8243, Main Building, Whitehall
LONDON SWIA 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial)—

(Switohboardi 020 7218 9000

(Fax
FAX MESSAGE

10: Ha of AHS - EEEH

SUBJECT: Privileged access to files - Dr Clarke
DATE: 29 Sep 00

NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING THIS COVER: 4

Following my telephone call to your office, I attach a "sample” letter from Dr Clarke who wishes to
gain access for research purposes to a range of files on Unidentified Flying Objects that are currently
closed to the public under the 30 year rule protecting confidentiality of personal details.

Earlier in the summer (F&S) Legal alerted this Directorate to the fact that there was a provision,
administered by yourselves, to award a special dispensation from disclosure practice to enable
privileged access to bona fide historical researchers (JSP 400 paragraph 3.23).

In advance of consulting with DOMD and DR I would be grateful for your advice concerning what you
would regard as bona fide historical research and whether you consider Dr Clarke might merit such
access, on the basis of the information available to us in the attached letter.
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1 August, 2000

Your reference: D/Sec(AS)64/3

e SR

Many thanks for your detailed letter of 25 July with reference to my request to view
MOD filés relating to ‘unidentified flying objects.’

Firstly, I realise your staff have many other more pressing defence-related duties and I
apologise if my request has added to that burden. I contacted the Freedom of
Information office on 20 July inquiring as to what had become of my original request,
simply because I was concerned that my letter had gone astray, or had been sent to the
wrong department, as I had not at that stage received an acknowledgement. Almost
immediately I received your acknowledgement in the post, and would like to make it
clear that I have always been satisfied with the helpful and detailed responses received
from the MOD’s Secretariat (Air Staff) on the occasions I have contacted your
department in the past.

With regards to my request to view files, I accept that my request for access to files
covering the period 1969 to present was a little ambitious in terms of staff time. From
your response, it appears that the main obstacle preventing the use of these files for
research projects such as my own is the Exemption 9 in the Code of Practice which
relates to Privacy of the individual. You say you receive up to 400 sighting reports
each year and a similar number of letters, but I wonder if you could specify how many

. of the individuals who contact the department in-any one year have requested that their ~ = *
personal details should remain confidential for 30 years? From cursory viewing of the ~

files which are available at the PRO relating to the period before 1969, I cannot recall
finding one single request of this kind, and indeed many of the sightings and letters
relate to events which are already in the “public domain”, for example have already
been reported in newspapers and other media.

While I would question the basis upon which my request has been refused, I do not

wish to add to your administrative burden by-asking for a review or involving my MP ~ *

at this stage. I would be more happy to take up your offer of help to locate “a more
limited amount of material” which might fall within the terms of your Code of Practice
for Access to Government Information, I would be happy to guided by yourself as to
what you feel would be a reasonable request for access to a “limited amount” of
material.

Further to your offer, firstly I would like to point out that my research is not
specifically concerned with the details of individual “UFO sightings” reported t& by




individuals to the MOD. I am more interested in studying the evolution of how the old
Air Ministry, and later the MOD, dealt with these kind of inquiries, how policy on this
subject was formulated, and how that policy has been influenced by specific incidents,
Government policy, Parliamentary questions, scientific opinion and the media.

To this end, I have found the material in the Defence Intelligence Staff registered files
particularly of interest. Of the two files currently available at the PRO, DEFE 31/118
(UFO policy 1953-63) and DEFE 31/119 (UFO Policy 1967) contain precisely the
category of mformation I am seeking: for example internal memorandums, draft policy
documents etc. There is little, if any, correspondence from the public contained within
these files which fall within Exemption 12 (Privacy) or the exemptions relating to
national security. Further to this detail, I would like to apply for access to the sequence
of files which follow DEFE 31/119 and which presumably relate to UFO policy,
between the years 1968 and 1981. This request relates to specific files, falling within a -
specified period of time, so you may feel it would be worthwhile employing a more
focussed search to retrieve and scrutinise these papers on my behalf.

In terms of Air Staff files relating to sighting/s reported by the general public, the one
specific file I wish to view relates to UFO/unidentified aircraft sightings reported to the
MOD during the month of January 1974. Following the file sequence at the PRO 1
suspect this file would be be found at the reference Air 20/12556 (Air 20/12555 relates
to December 1973).

I would also like to apply for access to a file produced by the Meteorological Office
for the MOD, reference BJ 5/311 titled “Unidentified Flying Objects: meteorological
aspects” which relates to the period 1968-1970. This file is due to be opened at the
PRO on 1 January 2001,

From my research into historical files at the Public Record Office, I suspect there may
also be memoranda and reports relating to UFOs in the 1950s hidden mth?he Defence
Intelligence Files, class numbers DEFE 44/1 and DEFE 21, and T have contacted the
MOD Departmental Record Officer separately with a request for access to this
“material. DEFE 44 contains papers from as far back as 1946, but these remiain
classified because the file also contains material from 1991. I would like to request
access to the block of files and memoranda which relate to the period 1946 to 1969,
which should be available for scrutiny under the Freedom of Information Act.

I hope you will feel it is possible to allow me to have access to at least some of the
material specified in this letter, for use in what is a bona fide academic research
programme. I would be happy to meet any reasonable costs incurred as a result of this
application, and would be willing to sign any undertakings related to Data Protection
or Official Secrets which you might feel appropriate. In addition, I will be happy to
provide the MOD with a copy of my completed research paper, which I plan to publish
via the National Centre for English Cultural Tradition at the University of Sheffield.

In making this request, I am simply responding to the Government’s and the MOD’s
own stated manifesto pledge to “establish a general statutory right of access to official
records and through culture change throughout the public sector” (MOD website).
This laudable aim will only be seen to working in practise if reasonable requests for




access to non-sensitive material, a category I feel my request falls within, are
successful. This touches upon the discussion I mentioned I had with the MOD/RAF
Press Office in January this year, when I tried to follow up a story in the national Press
which suggested that a/l files relating to UFOs were soon to be released to the PRO. I
was told at that time by the duty Press Officer that the former minister Peter Kilfoyle
had indeed expressed the opinion that there was no good reason for keeping files
related to UFOs restricted for 30 years. He said release of UFO data was likely to be a
priority following “a review of the files.” There was, I was told, “a general move
within the department to give out information that is not security sensitive and take
away the myth of secrecy that surrounds this subject.”

I hope we will be abie to reach an agreement on access to the limied amount of files
specified in this letter, and that this application will not be too onerous upon your
department’s time. -

I am copying this reply to SE=ilslgfE®at OMD/AD, Room 617, Northumberland
House, so that he is aware that I am happy with the expeditious and helpful way you
have dealt with my inquiry.
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From [ERIeZOMA DAS 4a(Sec)
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Secretariat (Air Staff)

Room 8243, Main Building, Whitehall
LONDON SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial
(Switchboard) 020 7218 5000

(Fax) |
FAX MESSAGE

TO: Hd of AHE - EESERCIN

SUBJECT: Privileged access to files - Dr Clarke
DATE: 29 Sep 00
NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING THIS COVER: 4

Following my felephone call to your office, ] aitach a "sampte" letrer from Dr Clarke who wishcs to
gain access for research purposes to a range of filcs on Unidentified Flying Objects that are currenily
closed to the public under the 30 year rule protecting confidentiality of personal details,

Earlier in the summer (F&S) Legal alerted this Directorate to the fact that there was a provision,
administered by yoursclves, 10 award a special dispensation from disclosure practice to enable
privileged access to bona fide historical researchers (JSP 400 paragraph 3.23).

In advance of consulting with DOMD and DR I would be grateful for your advice conceming what you
would regard as bona fide historical research and whether you consider Dr Clarke might merit such
aceess, on the basis of the information available to us in the atached letler.




From: BTN DAS 4a(Sec) L ] |
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE ‘ '
Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
(Fax)

Your Reference

Dr David Clarke

Our Reference
D/DAS(Sec)'64/3
Date

29 September 2000

Dear Dr Clarke,

Thank you for your letter of 4 September in which you further refined your request for
information addressing your letter to the Secretariat (Air Staff). I should explain the Secretariat
has now merged with Directorate Air Staff and, as a result, Secretariat (Air Staff)2 is now titled
DAS 4(Sec), as appears in the heading to this letter.

In her letter of 23 August,_lnentioned she hoped to be able to give you a progress report
by the end of September and so I am writing to you at this time. I am pleased to say that we have
identified most of the files mentioned in the major queries raised in your letter. I think you will
understand the reference in your fourth question to "additional policy files 1968-81" might
encompass a considerable body of papers and that has indeed turned out to be the case.

T am at present speaking with Defence Records in order to identify material that may be made
available to you within the Department's reasonable resources, for which there may be a charge.
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 this does not create an extra burden on the
taxpayer, we have a changing regime for more complicated requests. 1f a request is likely to
require over four hours' work, each hour's work over four hours (or part thereof) is charged at
£15.00 per hour. I shall estimate the charge, if one is likely, when I next write to you.

Yours sincerely,
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Dr David Clarke

Secretariat(Air Staff)2

Ministry of Defence

Room 8247

Main Building

Whitehall

London SW1A 2HB 4 September 2000

Your reference: D/Sec(AS)64/3

S

Thank you for your letter of 23 August referring to my requests for access to
UFO-related MOD files, addressed to Sec (AS)2 and the MOD Record Officer.

Firstly, let me assure you that other than the four letters you mention, addressed to Sec
(AS)2 and the Record Officer I have not made any additional requests to other parts of
the MOD for access to UFQ-related files. For your information, I contacted the MOD
Records Officer directly and separately because I was advised to do so by staff at the
Public Records Office. I had asked the PRO for help in determining the specific closure
period and content of certain Defence Intelligence files retained by the MOD under
Section 3(4) of the Public Record Act 1967 which I wished to access under the
Freedom of Information legislation. Staff advised that I should contact the MOD
Record Officer directly, and provided an address for me to do so. As my request for

ccess related to “historical” files - dating from 1950-1971 - I felt this would not fali
within the remit of Sec (AS) 2.

Secondly, thankyou for explaining the MOD’s policy relating to the 30-year retention
of files and the duty which the Department has to protect the confidentiality of
employees and third parties. I did misunderstand the general policy, and fully accept
your reasoning, as it is strictly applied under present legislation. However, my point
was that confidentiality should only extend to material which is not already in the
public domain - hence my comment upon the many UFQO reports on file at the MOD
which have already been the subject of publicity in newspapers, TV etc and where the
identity of observers is known and their views have been quoted in the media (a
~ number of whom, for example RAF air crews, are ex-MOD employees!). For this
reason I find it difficult to understand why files which consist largely of newspaper
cuttings (for example Air 2/18871-4) should remain “closed’ for 30 years if the MOD
glaw wishes “to encourage more open and accountable governrient by establishing a general
statutory right of access to official records and through culture change throughout the

public sector” (MOD website - Freedom of Information).
L




That caveat aside, [ do understand and sympathise with the MOD’s position on the
subject of UFOs. My ongoing research into the social history of the subject at the PRO
and the British Library has demonstrated how deating with inquiries about UFOs has
become an on-going public relations problem for your staff dating back to the early
50s. On the subject of “UFOs” themselves, I completely concur with the MOD’s
conclusions that the vast majority - if not all - observations can be explained as
misindentifications of natural phenomena, balloons, planets and stars etc. However, the
ongoing ‘will to believe’ in the existence of “exotic’ UFOs intruding into UK airspace
on the part of UFOlogists and the attitude of the media, which you note observers
often seek out 10 promote their alleged experiences, has meant the UFO myth has
continued to develop and will not go away.

It is precisely these social and psychological contexts - particularly periods of Press
interest and Parliamentary Questions - which I am examining as part of my on-going
research based at the National Centre for English Cultural Tradition and Language,
University of Sheffield. The paperwork generated by the various MOD departments
which have deatt with the UFO issue - both in terms of public and internal policy -
since 1950 are a crucial source of information for my project, hence my request for
access to documents which currently fall within the 30 year rule.

I am grateful that you are taking the trouble to retrieve and review the UFO-related
files to which [ have requested access, and look forward to your progress report at the
end of September.

In the meantime, as new information has come to light I am now in a position to be
more specific in terms of my request for access to files addressed to the MOD Record
Officer on 27 July and 7 August. I am now able to precisely specify the name and
what I suspect to be the current location of the file/s to which I referred in my earlier
requests to the Record Officer. The document I am seeking is known as DSI/JTIC
Report No. 7 on Unidentified Flying Objects. It was created in 1952 by the ‘Flying
Saucer Working Party’ set up in August 1950 at the request of Sir Henry Tizard.
DSI/JTIC minutes I have viewed at the Public Record Office (DEFE 4/74-76)
demonstrate that the Working Party consisted of representatives from DSTI, ADNI
(Tech), M1 10 and ADI (Tech). Report No 7 is referred to in a minute of 7 October
1952 and is listed on a register of DSI/JTIC reports in DEFE 41/76 (see enclosed,
Attachment A). However, the document is missing from the DSI/JITIC reports and
papers which are contained within DEFE 152-54. This is not because the file has been
destroyed, but rather because it was “retrieved” (moved to another file?) by a member
of the DSTI branch, DI55, in December 1967. In evidence for this assertion, I attach a
copy (enclosed, Attachment B) of an internal memo, copied from PRO file Air
2/18117, where JE Dickison of DISS states that: “we [DI55] have recovered all but
two of the Metrapole (ie Intelligence) files on UFQOs for the period 1951-2...we
consider that the report DSI/JTIC Report No. 7 Unidentified Flying Objecis covers
the situation as a whole for such activity at that time ”

v

It is accepted that ali files and papers relating to UFOs have been permanently
Ave el —=>preserved by the MOD from 1967 at the request of the Secretary of the State for
- Defence. Attachment B demonstrates that DSYITIC Report No 7 existed in 1967, and
should therefore still exist today if that policy has been followed. I would suggest a




copy of the report will be found in the DIS/DSTI Intelligence Papers from the period
1967-70 (possibly DEFE 31/19,64 and/or DEFE 44/1), which cover the period during
which it was ‘retrieved’ by DI55. Further copies may well exist in other MOD
departments, and I would be surprised if even today Air Staff are not aware of this
document, as its conclusions (that UFOs do not exist) appear to form the origin of the

MOD’s policy on UFOs from 1952 right up to the present day! )t |
T4

e -
As the original report was created in 1952, it should be available for public scrutiny = D &wdf?rf :
under the 30 year rule and I request access to a copy of this document plus any
attached appendices under the Freedom of Information Act. — (g b &l 'é/fcf&f o9 / m)

——

To summarise my request for access to UFO-related documents, set out in my letters
to the MOD Record Officer on 27 July and 7 August and to Sec (AS) 2 of 1 and 11
August, these are:

EST
&_E.@-’—-—- 1. DSI/JITIC Report No 7, Unidentified Flying Objects (1952), plus related
~ Intelligence teports on UFOs, 1951-2 (see attachment).

J 2 BJ 5/311 Records of the Meteorological Office. Unidentified Flying
Objects: meteorological aspects, 1968-1970

/3.  Air2/18564 Air Ministry/MOD. UFO Report; West Freugh, 1957-1971

v 4 AF/3459/75 UFOs: Policy and Policy Statements 1970. This file plus
Oukslemdie additional policy files 1968-1981. T

5. Air 20/12556 (?) UFO reports January 1974 (additionally Air 2/18873 may
contain information relevant to reports in this month.)

I feel this is a reasonable request for access to MOD documents under the terms of the
draft Freedom of Information Act. Based upon the knowledge I already have
pertaining to their contents, there is nothing contained within these documents which
could conceivably compromise national security, or the privacy of individuals,
particularly if any sensitive personal details are removed before release.

P e TSN

1 would be happy to pay any reasonable charges for access to this material, and wish to
thankyou in advance for your efforts to retrieve and review these documents.

I look forward to hearing from you.

Yours sincerely,

Dr D.W.Ciarkg/
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ATTACHMENT "B e —
/3 -

File

AR/PS 427/67

Unidentified Flying Objects (E}Qﬁb v
Wg Cdr Sir Eriec Bullus, M.P.

Julian J. A, Hennessey, Fsag.

Mé

S4 (Air) MOD (Mr. W, P. Cassell)

1. Further to your M7, we have recovered all but two of the
'Metropnle' {(ie Intelligence) files nn UFOs for the period
1951-2. .

a. The files examined indlcate that Topcliffe-Meteor incident,
which cccurred during the NATO Exercise MAINBRACE, was typical
nf reprorts abrut guch aircraft at that time. (The Meteor

was being extensively operated in a variety of rnles and was

the Tfirgt UK jet tn be so derloyed).

3. As regards the particular incident the 'object' only
apreared tr ceme from the aircrafti. There is no sgpecific
svidence in the files examined so far, that the object tracked
or came from the aircraft. In fact, the trajectoery of the
aprarent object was net establighed in absclute terms and thus
typical questions such ag true rznge have not been answered.

4. We consider that the report DSI/JTIC Report No 7
Unidentified Flying Objects covers the situation as a whele, agé;
gsuch activity at that time. Similar remarks apply to the
pbserved radar anomilies which occurred at that time.

(§. C. DICKISON)
DIS5

RCOM 4/58 EXT 5230
Metropele Building
13th December 1667
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Loose Minute

D Info{Exp)R/3/7 /8

25 September 2000

DAS4a(Sec) @

‘UFOs’ - Dr CLARKE’S REQUEST FOR ACCESS TO FILES

Reference: A. DR/3/7/8 dated 6 September 2000
B. D/Sec(AS)64/3 dated 11 September 2000, together with a tetter from
Dr Clarke dated 4 September 2000
C. My email 14 September 2000 12.42
D. Dr Clarke's letter dated 1 August 2000

1. Dr Clarke’s most recent communication (attached to Ref B} significantly refines
his early requests for access to files relating to “ufo” matters. | believe that | can now
update earfier advice to you (Refs A and Q).

2. Dr Clarke identifies five files (or categories of files) he seeks access to:

(1) DSI/ITIC Report No 7, Unidentified Flying Objects (1952), plus related Intelligence
reports on UFQOs, 1951 - 1952,

That this report once existed is not disputed. It is documented in a number of pieces
at the Public Record Office, for example DEFE 10/496 & 497 (both released some
four years ago). In correspondence Dr C has identified a number of closed
intelligence files from the PRO catalogue that might contain the report -~ DEFE 21,
DEFE 31/19 & 64 and DEFE 44/1. The closed files have been examined and although
we are not able to release complete files reviewers did look out for papers relating to
“ufos”. First, the Report No. 7 is not on any of these files; second, a few "ufo” related
papers have been identified. DEFE 31 /19, out of 108 enclosures some six (dated
june 1967) concern “ufos”, DEFE 44 /1 one paper (only) refers to Report No. 7. These
pages are not sensitive and could be released.

| BELIEVE THAT THERE 1S ONLY ONE OPTION:

a. to advise Dr C that a review of the closed files identified by him none contained
the report he seeks, and

b. that as a consequence of earlier searches for, and failure to locate, this report we
canciude that it has not survive the passage of time, but



¢. our review of these files did identify a number of “ufo” related papers. Caopies of
which can be made avallable [for a fee?]. | did discuss with a representative of the
PRO the best method of releasing these papers into the public domain and he
concurred that providing photocopies by far the best.

NOTE:

Afthough, not referred to in Reference B an earlier letter Reference D sought the
release of successor files to two files located at the PRO under references DEFE
21/118 & 119 (former MOD references DI55/40/9/1 Pts 1 & 2). | understand that Pt
3, whilst in DIS custody and covering the period 1967 to 1971 was destroyed August
1984, Pts 4, 5 & 6 still survive in the DIS archive and cover the periods 1971- 1996,
1996-2000 & 2000 to date. In addition, a large number of “ufo report” files are
held. Parts 1-9, 21-25, 32 & 33, 34-51, covering the period May 1975 to date. The
sample 've seen reveals they mirror Sec(AS) files from the respective period.

(2) Bl 5/311 Records of Meteorological Office. Unidentified Flying Objects:
meteorological aspects, 1968 - 1970.

This file is due for release January 2001. it contains more than 280 enclosures, a
great majority correspondence with members of the public. Two documents will be
of interast to Dr C; (1) S4f(Air) discussion paper, January 1968, concerning revised
procedures for dealing with “ufo” reports, and, (2) a submission to PS/USofS(RAF),
March 1970, re policies and procedures. The S4f(Air) reference AF/X/58/64 cited in
some correspondence is not identifiable in the PRO catalogue, therefore we must
conclude that it has not survived the passage of time.

OPTIONS: =

a. to sanitise the file of the names and addresses of members of the public would, |
suggest, be excessive, particularly as accelerated opening action would take
around three months 1e prepare submission to the Lord Chancellor seeking
closure for one month (legally the shortest period permitted that triggers early
opening) and then subsequent administrative action by staff at Kew. By which
time the file would be freely available to researchers at the PRO, or

b. to permit Dr C access to the files in advance of the normal release, subject to his
agreement to treat the information as “in confidence” until 1 January 2001. Such
action would normally be confined to researchers engaged on “official” histories
ie whose work receives the support of the Cabinet Office, or

c. with the files imminent release to advise him to “bide his time” unti! January.

(3) AIR 2/18564 Air Ministry/MOD. UFO Report: West Freugh, 1957 - 1971.



File in PRO custody, due for release January 2002. A file of two parts: (1) a DDI Tech
file from Feb 1957 to August 1958, concerning “Flying Saucers, Parliamentary
Questions”’, specifically West Fraugh; (2) a S4f{Air) segment from May - Sept 1971,
concerning the former OiC West Freugh's attermnpt to obtain permission to discuss
the West Freugh incident with a researcher.

OPTIONS:

a. although release not due until Jan 2002, on this occasion, we couid be helpfut to
Dr C by:

(i) providing him with a photocopy of the file, about 12 pages out of the
approximately 50 pages would need to be sanitised to maintain consistency
with our commitment to protect the name and addresses of members of the
public until normal release at the 30-year point, or

(ii} the file could be sanitised but arrangements could be made to accelerate the
opening of the file, subject to the Lord Chancellor’s approvai, and thus
available to all at the PRO somatime early in the New-Year (see above for
timings). In this case | believe this the stronger option.

{(4) AF/3459/75 UFQs: Policy and Policy Statements 1870. This file plus additional
policy files 1968 - 1981.

File recovered from Hayes, covers the period 1970-1975. It includes, policy
documents, some published articles and pamphlets and an exchange with a college
engaged in research (perhaps six pages to be sanitised).

No other “ufo” policy files for the period up to 1981 identified at Hayes.

OPTIONS:

a. provide Dr C with a photocopy of the file, a few pages will need to be sanitised,
or

b. the file could be prepared for release in advance of 30-years, as per item 3
above, but on this occasion action could take longer than six months ie the

cataloguing along could take a significant time just being processed by the staff
at Kew.

NOTE:

Outstanding to the enquiry, policy files that cover the period up to 1981



(5) AIR 20/12556 (?) UFO reports January 1974 (additionally AIR 2/18873 may
contain information relevant to reports in this month).

Not with standing Dr C’s interest in policy matters he appears to have an interest in
incidents (or an incident) that took place in January 1974. He identified from the PRO
catalogue AIR 2/18873 as covering that period and speculates that AIR 20/12556
might also (piece 12555 relates to December 1973).

Although PRO class AIR 20 currently extends from piece 12566 to 12673 no “ufo”
files appear within this number range! S4f(Air) file AF/584 UFO Reports January 1974
has been located and requisitioned from Hayes. The file contains 24 folders each
relating to a different report {approximately 100 enclosures). This file together with
33 other files requisitioned from Hayes are due (or in a few cases overdue) for
review. At the conclusion of this exercise cataloguing action and subseguent transfer
to the PRO will take place with a view to release at the normal 30-year point.

AIR 2/18873 has bean requisitioned from the PRQO. The piece is due for release
2005, as it covers the period June 1973 - February 1974, It consists of 109
enclosures, all public enquiries,

OPTIONS:

a. to sanitise (between them more than 200 enclosure), catalogue (AF/584) and the
corresponding delay concerning acceptance by the PRO, transfer and then to
seek accelerated apening | suggest is not a serious proposition. But rather Dr C
could be invited to specify his precise area of interest during this period and
checks against both files could be made.

Scction 49

Hd DR 1

GSY 1.01 S
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From: Hd of DR1

Sent: 25 September 2000 08:02
To: SEC(AS)2A

Subject: RE: Dr Ciarke

Thanks.

I hope that I will shortly complete a more (!) detailed account of the situation
regarding the "historic” "ufo" files Dr C has expressed interest in.

I'll expand on my para 2.

B

From: SEC{AS)2A
Sent: 22 September 2000 08:23
Toe: Hd of DR1

' Subject: Dr Clarke
Importance: High

Scot A

Reference your Email 14 Sep 13:42. | have been heavily Involved this
week in other things but am now turning (after this am) to Dr Clarke.

Your para 2 - what does granting "special” access involve  Who assesses
the merits of the case. How long would consideration take.

Speak to you soon. ST

2509706
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SEC(AS)2A
& — 3

From: SEC(AS)2A
Sent: 22 September 2000 08:23
To: Hd of DRA1

Subject: Dr Clarke
Importance: High

=
Reference your E-mail 14 Sep 13:42. [ have been heavily invoived this week in other
things but am now turning (after this amyj to Or Clarke.

Your para 2 - what does granting "special” access involve  Whao assesses the merits of
the case. How long would consideration take.

Speak to you soon. -EO\

22/09/00
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From: Hd of DR1

Sent: 14 September 2000 13:42
To: SEC({AS)2A

Subject: DR CLARKE'S REQUESTS

-

Thanks for forwarding Dr Clarke's most recent letter. This does refine his earlier requests some
what.

| believe that we are some way from providing Dr Clarke with a substantive reply.

Dr C's "revised shopping list™:
% stz

1. The status of this item is the subject of my recent minute to Sec(AS) dateSeptember. - ——

2. Due for release in January 2001. To release earlier would require identification of

correspondence from individuals reporting occurrences and their names and addresses to be

deleted. This will take, say a day or two, and then an application to the Lord Chancellor for

formal release in advance of 30 years which will take around 3 months. Alternatively, we could
Ascoss Ws, otherwise he will have to wait until January.

3. I've ordered this from Kew. Assuming no, or relatively few, correspondence from the public
early release ie prior to 2002, could be possible.

4 & 5. I've order 24 files from Hayes covering the period 1871 - 76 ie those which for some
reasoh are overdue for review. ltem 4 is included n this batch. Item 5 is a request for reports
covering the period Jan 74. The PRO catalogue quite clearly reveals that AIR 2/12556 is nothing
to do with UFQs, but | note that one file expected from Hayes does cover the period as do two
files at Kew AIR 2/18873 & 18874 (the former has also been requested from Kew).

Hope that this is helpful?

fol - wrw -
~O - whe?

15/09/00



LOOSE MINUTE

11 September 00

OMD14
DR1

UFO FILES - REQUEST BY DR CLARKE
Ref: DR/3/7/8 dtd 6 Sep 00
1. Thank you for the advice in your minute at Reference.

2. We have recetved another letter from Dt Clatke refining his original request. I attach
a copy of this latest letter for your records. I am in the process of locking at your advice
and Dr Clarke's most recent request to see if we are now able to give him a substantive
reply.

DAS 4a (Sec)

MB8245
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DR/3/7/8

AD/Sec(AS)2 ) p
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OMD14 " X ‘{'f{k Dy

“UFOs” - DR CLARKE’S REQUEST FOR ACCESSS TO FILES

4 . T
b L ot
A.F e :,f . ! ’ ot

Reference: D/Sec(AS)64/3 dated 24 August 2000 “ LTt At O 2
2 -f’ 1 O

1. As requested | have checked and made a number of amendments to your initial on 40

assessment of Dr Clarke’s request (see attached). .

2. Dr Clarke’s clarification of his original request for access to files “for the period
1969 to the present day” has, | suppose, been helpful if we assume that his
subsequent letters limits his original request. But it is still a significant “shopping
list”.

3. So far as the DR element is concerned. The historic records(ie those selected for
preservation but are retained in department for reasons of sensitivity>re being
reviewed. 1 note his late inclusion of the closed files in DEFE 44 | do not plan to
review the three retained files in this class as they were only reviewed two years ago
and have nothing to do with his area of interest.

4. | am though a little concerned that the records flagged-up in the December 1998
PQ dating from the early to mid-1970s have still to appear for review (review at the
25-year point means we should be looking at papers from the mid-1970s!). | am
investigating.

5. As the review and other queries are resolved | will update the Annex.

Hd DR1

Gsy1.01 SR




Cited in Dr Clarke’s letter:

1. To Sec(AS) 21 june 2000

2. To DR 21 July 2000

3. To Sec{AS) 1 August 2000
4, To DR 7 August 2000

5. To Sec(AS) 11 August 2000

Annex A

Letter | File No. requested by | Subject according | No of file parts Comments
No. Dr Clarke to Dr Clarke
(former ref}
1 All related files for UFOs 7 7
the “period 1969 to
the present”
2 DEFE 31/19 DIS & DsTI DR1 Note: File
(D/DISSEC/28/1/4) intelligence currently retained in
papers (1960- accordance with
1970 $3(4) of Public
Records Act. Is
being reviewed by
DR.
2 DEFE 31/64 DIS/DSTI DR 1 Note: File
{DISSEC/20/2/14/1) intelligence currently retained in
{1970-1972) accordance with
53{4) of PRA. Is
being reviewed by
DR.
2 DEFE 44/1 D5TI, later DSTI: DR 1 Note: File
Reports and currently retained in
Memoranda; accordance with
register of 53(4) of PRA. Is
J5TI/DSTI/DSI heing reviewed by
reports and DR.
memoranda
(1946-1991)
2 DEFE 21 D5l Registered PRO catalogue DR 1 Note: Just over

files
(1946-1964)

records 72 files
assigned to this
class covering
the period
1946-1973.

30 files were
released a few years
ago (some only after
the deletion of
sensitive passages).
Closed files and
extracts (just over
60 files) are
currently retained in
accordance with
S3(4) of PRA. These




are being reviewed
by DR.

Subsequent parts to
files preserved at
Kew under ref. DEFE
31/118 & 119
{former ref.
DI55/40/9/1 Pis 1 &
2} covering the
period 1968-1981

UFG Policy

Ne. of parts not
known but
suspected to
extend to at
least Pt 32. itis
understood that
mast parts have
been destroyed.
But five files -
DISS5/108/15/1
Pts 21-25, UFO
incidents - are
in DR
possession
awaiting
cataloguing
dated 1979 ie
for normal
release 2010,
These appear to
mirror Sec(AS)
(S4f (Air) as
was!) files
recording
incidents
reported by
members of the
public.

DR 1 Note: A
member of DR is
liasing with DI to
ascertain fate of
other files, incl.
dates of destruction
{if known}.

3&5

AR 20/12556 (?)

Sighting reparts
January 1974

DR 1 Note: AIR 20
currently extends to
piece number
12637, after 12555
there are no entries
for UFO files. No
UFO files are held in
GSY waiting
cataloguing or
review. | note that in
December 1998
Sec(AS) forwarded
AF584 - 601 (19
files) covering the
period Jan 74 - July
75, in addition to
AF447 Pt 1 to
Hayes. Files are
probably due for
review around now.




| will check with
Hayes that the files
are held.

3&5

B} 5/311
(AF/M396/68 Pt 1)

Unidentified
Flying Objects.
1968-1970

DR | Note: File,
which contains a
large number of
reports from
members of the
public In addition ta
a few policy papers,
is due for normal
release in January
2001.

DEFE 44

Reports and
memoranda
1946-1969

DR 1 Note: In all
class currently has
118 pieces assigned
to it. 109 are open!
Of the remaining 9:
3 are closed under
S$3(4) of the PRA - as
these were only last
reviewed in '98 and
their titles clearly
indicate no
involvement with
ufos | do not plan to
review them.

3 are awaiting
release at the
normal 30-year
period; again titles
reveal nothing to do
with ufos | therefore
plan to leave these
alone,

1 number not used
and | piece
“WANTING" ie
catalogued but
without possession
of the report.
Finally, DEFE 44/1 is
already the subject
of review action
(see above).

AlR 2/18564

UFO report: West
Freugh 1957

DR 1 Note: Dr
Clarke probably
obtained
information on this
piece from PRO




catalogue, Piece
covers the period
1957-1971, thus
due for normal
release 2002.
Arrangements being
made to recall piece
from PRO to
ascertain contents.
If there is an
ahsence of letters
from members of
the public this
might be a
candidate for early
release!

AF/3459/75

UFOs: policy and
policy statements,
1970

Sec({AS) Note: See
note below.

A refined request for
UFO policy files for
the period 1968-
1981

Sec(AS) Note: Dr
Clarke mentioned
D/SecfAS)12/1 &
64/1 in his letters.

B/Sec(AS}/12/1

UFQO policy files

Sec(AS) Note: Pt A
seems to be the
only file. Opened in
1 Feb 85 and is
therefore outside
the period
requested.

D/Sec(AS)/54/1

UFO policy files

Sec(AS) Note: Pts A-
D exist. Pt A opened
8 Aug 1996 and
therefore all parts
outside the period
requested.

D/D5(AS)64/5

Media issues

5ec{AS) Note: Dr
Clarke did not give
any particular date
for this file. Pt A is
the only file. It was
not opened until 8
Dec 96.

D/DS8/75/6

UFO: TV
discussion

Sec(AS) Note: This

file appears to be a
1996 file. [But see

DR additional note
below]

AIR 2/18873
(AF/7464/72 Pt il)

UFQ reports,
1973-1974

DR 1 Note: Due for
normal release after




30 years ie January
2005, t wilt recall
from PRO to see
whether early
release is possible,
but | again suspect
that it will be
identical to other
files containing
reports from the
nublic.

Sec(AS) Note * information extracted from DR1 background note for Lords PQ of 17 December
1998

Additional Notes:

Number of file parts Comments
Sec(AS) input:

The following files have been identified that
might be relevant to the “all ufo policy files

ke

opened 22 Feb 1968)
2. Fil Sec(AS) Note: There seems to be a gap
between this one and the one listed next. |
cannot identify from records here relevant
series of numbers.

le:©/Ds8/75
openea 18 Jan 1979)
e | FlcE7D58/75D
UFO Policy & policy statements (Pt B - opened D @/7 5—/&)
4 Dec 1579

RAt the time of the PQ December 1998 a trawl
was made through the most appropriate
records stored at Hayes for files relating to
UFOs (search was In effect limited to Sec(AS)
and predecessors branch files). A large
number of files were identified.):

C | File: AF/419 DR Note: Currently DR should be reviewing
BBC2 Man Alive Programme - UFQs Dec 71 records at the second review stage dating

2 | File: AF/S4f(a)/422 from the mid-1970s. it follows that it would
UFQOs BBC Radio Oxford Programme Dec72 appear that the ahsence of some of these

2 | File: AF 447 Pt 1 files from the PRO catalogue and their
Reports (1) Aug 75-Jun 76 absence from the various review and

& | File: AF/S54f(air)U /506 cataloguing processes in GSY suggests that
Statistical analysis of UFOs (1967-1973) they have been overlooked for review! This is

% | Files (19): AF 584-602 being investigated.

(2u)




2k
2o
2
25
26
2.
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Reports () Jan 74-July 75
Files (2): AF/607 & 608

UFO reports Dec 75 & Jan 76
Files (4): AF/610 - 613

UFQ reports Mar 76 - Jun 76
Files (4): AF/615-619

UFQ reports Sept 76-Dec/6
& File: AF/34592 Ea

UFOs Policy & policy statements 1970
File: D/DS8/25/3
UFO Parliamentary Correspondence 1978
Files (6): D/DS8/75/2/1
UFO reports, correspondence
Pts A& B 1977
PtC 1978
PtF 1979
Pts G& H 1980
“Files (12): D/DS8/75/2/2
UFOs reports - Edited copies
Pts A-D 1977
PtsE&F 1578
PtsG&H,J&K 1979
PtsL&M 1980
Files (6): D/DS75/2/3
UFO reports Pts D- H& 11978
Files (3): D/DS/75/2/4
UFQ reports Pts A, B& D 1979
Files (2): D/DS8/75/2/5
UFO reports Pts A& B 1980 .-
“File: D/DS8/75/2/5
UFO - TV discussion Pt A 1979
File: D/DS8/75/6
_UFO - TV discussion Pt A 1979
File: DfDS/75/7
UFO - Satellite debris Pt A 1579
Files (7): D/DS/10/209
General briefs and reports, UFQ
correspondence
Pts A & B 1981
Pts C & D 1982
PtE 1983
PtF&G 1984
Files (3): D/DS8/10/209/1
General briefs and reports, UFO
cotrespondence reports
Pts A 1983 ()
Pt B 1984
Pt C 1985

“Tolad
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6 September 2000

AD/Sec(AS)2 s : g _
Copy to: _ _ . ) .

[ . ’ : . .

OMD14 ' et
“UFOs” ~ DR CLARKE'S REQUEST FOR ACCESSS TO FILES ~
Reference: D/Sec(AS)64/3 dated 24 August 2000

1. As requested | have checked and made a number of amendments to your initial
assessment of Dr Clarke’s request (see attached).

2. Dr Clarke’s clarification of his original request for access to files “for the period
1969 to the present day” has, | suppose, been helpful if we assume that his
subsequent letters limits his original request. But it is still a significant “shopping
list”.

3. So far as the DR element is concerned. The historic records(ie those selected for
preservation but are retained in department for reasons of sensitivity)are being
reviewed. | note his late inclusion of the closed files in DEFE 44 | do not plan to
review the three retained files in this class as they were only reviewed two years ago
and have nothing to do with his area of interest.

PQ dating from the early to mid-1970s have still to appear for review (review at the
25-year point means we should be looking at papers from the mid-1970s!). | am
investigating.

5. As the review and other queries are resolved | will update the Annex.




Cited in Dr Clarke’s letter:

1. To Sec(AS) 21 June 2000

2. To DR 21 July 2000

3. To Sec{AS} 1 August 2000
4, To DR 7 August 2000

5. To Sec(AS) 11 August 2000

Annex A

Letter | File No. requested by | Subject according | No of file parts Comments
No. Dr Clarke to Dr Clarke
(former ref)
1 All related files for UFOs 7 ?
the “period 1969 to
the present”
2 DEFE 21/19 DIS & DSTI DR1 Note: File
(D/DISSEC/20/1/4) intelligence currently retained in
papers {1960- accordance with
1970 53(4) of Public
Records Act. Is
being reviewed by
DR.
2 DEFE 31/64 DISyDsST DR 1 Note: File
{DISSEC/20/2/14/1) intelligence currently retained in
(1970-1972) accordance with
S$3(4) of PRA. Is
being reviewed by
DR.
2 DEFE 44/1% D5TI, later DSTI: DR 1 Note: File
Reports and currently retained in
Memoranda; accordance with
register of 53(4) of PRA. Is
JSTH/DSTHDSI being reviewed by
reports and CR.
memoranda
(1946-1991)
2 DEFE 21 DSl Registered PRO catalogue DR 1 Note: Just over

files
{1946-1964)

racords 72 files
assigned to this
class covering
the period
1946-1978.

30 files were
released a few years
ago (some only after
the deletion of
sensitive passages).
Closed files and
extracts (just over
60 files) are
currently retained in
accordance with
$3(4) of PRA. These




are being reviewed
by DR.

Subsequent parts to
files preserved at
Kew under ref. DEFE
31/118& 119
(former ref.
DI55/40/9/1 Pts 1 &
2) cavering the
period 1968-1981

UFO Policy

No. of parts not
known but
suspected to
extend to at
feast Pt 32. It is
understood that
most parts have
been destroyed.
But five files -
DIS5/108/15/1
Pts 21-25, UFO
incidents - are
inDR
possession
awaiting
cataloguing
dated 1979 ie
for normal
release 2010.
These appear to
mirror Sec{AS)
(S4f (Air) as
wast} files
recording
incidents
reported by
members of the
public.

DR 1 Note: A
member of DR is
liasing with DI to
ascertain fate of
other files, incl.
dates of destruction
(if known).

3&5

AlR 20/12556 ()

Sighting reports
January 1974

DR 1 Note: AIR 20
currently extends to
piece number
12637, after 12555
“there aré no entries™”
for UFO files, No
UFO files are held in
GSY waiting
cataloguing or
review. | note that in
December 1958
Sec(AS) forwarded
AF584 - 661 (19
fites) covering the
period Jan 74 - july
75, in addition to
AF447 Pt 1 to
Hayes. Files are
probably due for
review around now.




I will check with
Hayes that the files
are held.

3&5

B) 5/311
(AF/M396/68 Pt 1)

Unidentified
Flying Objects.
1968-1970

DR 1 Note: File,
which contains a
large number of
reports from
members of the
public in addition to
a few policy papers,
is due for normal
refease in January
2001.

DEFE 44

Reports and
memoranda
1946-1969

DR 1 Note: In al!
class currently has
118 piecas assigned
to it. 109 are open!
Of the remaining 9:
3 are closed under
$3(4) of the PRA - as
these were only last
reviewed in '98 and
their titles clearly
indicate no
involvement with
ufos { do not plan to
review them,

3 are awaiting
release at the
normal 30-year
period; again titles
reveal nothing to do
with ufos | therefore
plan to leave these
alone. ™ o

1 number not used
and | piece
“WANTING” ie
catalogued but
without possession
of the report.
Finally, DEFE 44/7 is
aiready the subject
of review action

(see above).

AIR 2/18564

UFO report: West
Freugh 1957

DR 1 Note: Dr
Clarke probably
obtained
information on this
piece from PRO




catalogue. Piece
covers the period
1957-1971, thus
due for normal
release 2002,
Arrangements being
made tao recall piece
from PRO to
ascertain contents.
K there is an
absence of letters
from members of
the public this
might be a
candidate for early
release!

AF/3459/75

UFOs: policy and
policy statements,
1970

Sec(AS) Note: Sea
note below,

A refined request for
UFO policy files for
the period 1968~
1981

Sec(AS) Note: Dr
Clarke mentioned
D/Sec(AS)12/1 &
64/1 in his letters.

D/Sec(AS)/12/1

UFO policy files

Sec(AS) Note: Pt A
seems to be the
only file. Opened in
1 Feb 85 and is
therefore outside
the period
requested.

3/ Sec{AS)/64/1

UFO policy files

Sec{AS) Note: Pts A-
D exist. Pt A opened
8 Aug 1996 and

_|. therefore ali parre

| outside the périod
requested,

D/D5(AS)64/5

Media issues

Sec(AS) Note: Dr
Clarke did not give
any particular date
for this file. Pt A is
the only file. It was
not opened until 8
Dec 96.

D/DS8/75/6

UFO: TV
discussion

Sec(AS) Note: This
file appears to be a
1996 file. [But see
DR additional note
below]

AR 2/18873
(AF/7464/72 Pt 1)

UFO reports,
1873-1974

DR 1 Note: Due for

normal release after
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30 years ie January
2005. 1 will recall
from PRO to see
whether early
release is possible,
but | again suspect
that it will be
identical to other
files containing
reports from the
public.

Sec(AS) Note * information extracted from DR1 background note for Lords PQ of 17 December

1998

Additional Notes: / e _M)

Number of file parts

Comments

Sec(AS) input:
The following files have been identified that
might be relevant to the “all ufo policy files

& policy statements (Pt 1 - file
opened 22 Feb 1968)

File AF/X58/63

UFO @hcy & policy statements (Pt li - file
opened/j March 1970)

File: D/DSS/?S/]

UFO‘W policy statements (Pt A - file
opened 18 jan 1979)

File: D/DS8/75/)

UFO Policy & policy statements (Pt B - opened

4 N-~ 1970

Sec(AS) Note: There seems to be a gap
between this one and the one listed next. |
cannot identify from records here relevant
series of numbers.

DR1 input:

At the time of the PQ December 1998 a trawl
was made through the most appropriate
records stored at Hayes for files relating to
UFOs (search was in effect limited to Sec(AS)
and predecessors branch files). A large
number of files were identified.):

File: AF/419

BBC2 Man Alive Programme ~ UFOs Dec 71
File: AF/S4f(a)/422

UFOs BBC Radio Oxford Programme Dec72
File: AF 447 Pt 1

Reports () Aug 75-Jun 76

File: AF/S4f(air)U/506

Statistical analysis of UFOs (1967-1973)
Files (19): AF 584-602

(2.L+>

DR Note: Currently DR should be reviewing
records at the second review stage dating
from the mid-1970s. it follows that it would
appear that the absence of some of these
files from the PRO catalogue and their
absence from the various review and
cataloguing processes in GSY suggests that
they have been overlooked for review! This is
being investigated.




| Reports () Jan 74-July 75
Files (2): AF/607 & 608
UFO reports Dec 75 & Jan 76 __

6ol T
62

£ 6] File
67
hR

Ly

12
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UFO reports, correspondence
T

"| Files (2): D/DS8/75/2/5

Files {(4): AF/610 - 613
UFO reports Mar 76 - Jun 76
Files (4): AF/616-619

UFO reports Sept 76-Dec?6
[ File: AFfB4592£9

UFOs Policy & policy statements 1970
File: D/DS8/25/3

UFQ Parliamentary Cotrespondence 1978
Files (6): D/DS8/75/2/1

Pts A& B 1977
PtC 1978
PtF 1979
Pts G & H 1580

UFOs reports - Edited copies
Pts A-D 1977

PtsE&F 1978

Ps G&H,J&K 1979

| PtsL&M 1980
Flles {6): DIDS?SIZB

UFO O reports. PtsD-H&)1978 _ — —
' Files (3): (3): D/DS/?S/214

UFO reports Pts A,B & D 1979

UFO reports Pis A & B ]98!1 -

File: D/DS8/75/2/5
UFO - TV discussion Pt A 1979

| File: D/DSE/75/6

_UFO - TV discussion Pt A 1979
Fila: NMS/75/7

UFO ~ Sateifite debns PtA 1979

| Files (7): D/DS/10/209

General briefs and reports, UFO
correspondence

Pts A & B 1981

Pts C & D 1982

PtE 1933

PtF&G1984

Files {3) ‘D/DS8/16/209/1
General briefs and reports, UFQ
correspondence reports

Pts A 1983 (3

Pt B 1984

Files (12): D/DS8/75/2/2 T .

- ,C!D'Mca’{.
e N
S RAUETR T SR TY

Pt C 1985 —_—
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Loose Minute (= DO ClaS‘f‘-Q LQQ/UULO(/‘ _‘71'&0

Acco.sny
DR/3/7/8

6 September 2000

AD/Sec(AS)2 . ‘ . - b

Reference: D/Sec(AS)64 /3 dated 24 August 2000

i. As requestea t have checked and made a numbet oi amendinems vo your initial
assessment of Dr Clarke's request (see attached).

2. Dr Clarke’s clarification of his original request for access to files “for the period
1969 to the present day” has, | suppose, been helpful if we assume that his

subsequent letters limits his original request. But it is still a significant “shopping
fist”.

3. So far as the DR element is concerned. The historic records(ie those selected for
preservation but are retained in department for reasons of sensitivity}re being
reviewed. | note his late inclusion of the closed files in DEFE 44 | do not plan to
review the three retained files in this class as they were only reviewed two years ago
and have nothing to do with his area of interest.

p—

| _4.. t am though a little concerned that the records flagged-up in the December 1998
PQ dating from the early to mid-1970s have still to appear for review (review at the
25-year point means we should be looking at papers from the mid-1970s!). { am
investigating.

5. As the review and other queries are resolved | will update the Annex.

Hd DR1
GSY1.01 SESHEEe
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From: OMD14

Sent: 25 August 2000 10:45
To: SEC(AS)2; Hd of DR1
Subject: RE: Dr Clarke

Sectiot

|“'

| think the absolute limit for Dr Clarke's request should be the number of hours we spent on theMo@‘e (14
hours). | agree that we should compile a list of the number of file parts requiring editing. We can then work out
roughly how many files we can edit within the 14 hour limit, and then ask Dr Clarke to pick the files he wants within
that limit. We would, obviously, have to seek his prior consent for the charge we would levy (£150) before we did any
work. | suspect that Dr Clarke won't be very satisfied, but, as you say, we have to draw the line somewhere.

Regards,

Scotio

-----Original Messagg--—--

From: SEC(AS)2
Sent: 24 August 2000 17:10
To: OMD14; Hd of DR1

Subject: Dr Clarke
<< File: DrClarke@Code.Request.3.doc >>
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D/Sec(AS) 64/3
24 August 2000

OMD 14
DR1

‘UFOs’ -DR CLARKE'’S REQUEST FOR ACCESS TO FILES

1. At our meeting earlier this week I said that I would look at Dr Clarke’s letters and
try and compile a list of the files I think he wants to see so that we might gauge the
size of the request overall. This is attached at Annex. In compiling the list I checked
the details of the Lords PQs mentioned in his last letter to Sec(AS) and looked at the
background notes drafted at the time. As you will see, I have been unable to complete
the task; I should be grateful if DR1 could check, amend and complete the list.

2. It seems to me that we are already spending a great deal of time on this non
defence-related task. It has taken me something in excess of two hours to compile the
details in the attachment to this minute. With that and the DR staff time in mind, I
should be grateful to know from OMD14 how much time would be reasonable to
devote to Dr Clarke’s ‘shopping lists’. Might a completed Annex (in terms of the
number of parts of files needing to be reviewed/sanitised) be sufficient to make an
initial judgement on whether to proceed further? How many files (based on an
average of 100 enclosures per file) might constitute a voluminous request? Iam
reluctant to devote further resources to this request (recalling files from archives etc)
until we have reached that stage.

3. Tlook forward to hearing from you both.
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Annex A

File Number Subject according | From MOD AD/Sec(AS)2
requested by Dr to Dr Clarke Records— Number | Comments
Clarke of file parts
DEFE 31/118 UFO Policy 1953- Already accessed
63 N/A by Dr Clarke at the
o PRO
DEFE 31/119 UFO Policy 1967 | N/A Already accessed
by Dr Clarke at the
PRO
DEFE 31/119 UFO Policy(?)
1968-81
DEFE 31/19 DIS+DSTI
Intelligence Papers
1967-70
DEFE 21/64 DIS+DSTI
Intelligence Papers
1970-72
DEFE 44/1 DSI (later DSTT)
Reports and
memoranda
Register of
JSTYDSTI/DSI
reports and
memoranda 1946-
91
DEFE 21 DST Registered
files 1946-69
DEFE 44 All files 1946-1969
BJ 5/311 UFOs
Meteorological
Aspects 1968-70
Arr 20/12556 (7) Sighting Reports Dr Clarke has
January 1974 assumed the file
number because
Air 20/12555
concerns Dec 1973,
But, I am not sure
that number
existed. Was
AF/584 the file
reference for Jan
747 (* see Note
below)
Air 2/18564 UFQ Report - West | One [ 'am not sure where
Freugh 1957 Dr Clarke found

the file title. Isita
file of reports for




1957, or one
specifically
concerning the
West Freugh
‘incident’ (* see
Note below)

Air 2/18873

UFO reports 1973-
74

One

Dr Clarke says he
wants the file
because it may
contain information
about Jan 74
reports. However,
I think the file
reference might be
Air 2/18833
(previously AF
7464 PtII) (* see
Note helow)

\\v\ A'{\W( N
Lt & Sop

AF/3459/75

UFOs Policy and
Policy Statements
1970

(* see Note below)

All files

UFO Policy 1968-
1981

Dr Clarke
mentioned
D/Sec{AS)12/1 and
64/1 in his letters.

D/Sec(AS)/12/1

UFO Policy files

Part A seems to be
the only file. It
was opened
01/02/85 and is,
therefore, outside
the period

requested.

T e

D/Sec(AS)64/1

UFO Policy Files

Parts A-D exist.
Part A was opened
08/08/96 and,
therefore, all parts
are outside the
_period requested.

i \’i\\ LAVTAN
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I have identified
the following files
that might be
relevant in respect
of “alil UFO policy
files 1968-81 |

File AF/X58/64
UFO Policy &
Policy Statements
(Part I - file

— ASY

G e




opened 22/02/68)

=2. | File AF/X58/64 There seems to be a
UFQ Policy & gap between this
Policy Statements | file and the one
(Part I1 - file listed next, I '_"f“ﬂ; o
opened 31/03/70) | cannot identify ‘
from records here a
relevant series of
numbers.
2, | File D/DS8/75/1
UFO Policy & _
Policy Statements T e
(Part A -file ot cx
opened 18/01/79)
Lo | File D/DS8/75/1
UFO Policy &
Policy Statements e i
(Part B - file o
opened 04/12/79)
D/Sec(AS)64/5 UFO Media Issues Dr Clarke did not
give any particular
date for this file.
Part A is the only
file. It was not
opened until
08/08/96.
D/88/75/6 UFO TV This seems to be a
Discussion 1979 file. (* See

Note below)

Note * information extracted from DR1 background note for Lords PQ of 17/12/98
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D/Sec(AS) 64/3
24 August 2000

OMD 14
DR1

‘UFOs’ - DR CLARKE’S REQUEST FOR ACCESS TO FILES

1. At our meeting earlier this week I said that I would look at Dr Clarke’s letters and
try and compile a list of the files I think he wants to see so that we might gauge the
size of the request overall. This is attached at Annex. In compiling the list I checked
the details of the Lords PQs mentioned in his last letter to Sec(AS) and looked at the
background notes drafted at the time. As you will see, I have been unable to complete
the task; I should be grateful if DR1 could check, amend and complete the list,

2. It seems to me that we are already spending a great deal of time on this non
defence-related task. It has taken me something in excess of two hours to compile the
details in the attachment to this minute. With that and the DR staff time in mind, I
should be grateful to know from OMD14 how much time would be reasonable to
devote to Dr Clarke’s ‘shopping lists’. Might a completed Annex (in terms of the
number of parts of files needing to be reviewed/sanitised) be sufficient to make an
initial judgement on whether to proceed further? How many files (based on an

average of 100 enclosures per file) might constitute a voluminous request? Iam
reluctant to devote further resources to this request (recalling files from archives etc)
until we have reached that stage.

3. Ilook forward to hearing from you both.

AD/Sec(AS)2
MB 8247 B




Annex A

File Number Subject according | From MOD AD/Sec(AS)2
reqguested by Dr to Dr Clarke Records— Number | Comments
Clarke of file parts
DEFE 31/118 UFO Policy 1953- Already accessed
63 N/A by Dr Clarke at the
PRO
DEFE 31/119 UFO Policy 1967 | N/A Already accessed
by Dr Clarke at the
PRO
DEFE 31/119 UFO Policy(?)
L 1968-81
DEFE 31/19 DIS+DSTI
Intelligence Papers
1967-70
DEFE 21/64 DIS+DSTI
Intelligence Papers
1970-72
DEFE 44/1 DSI (later DSTI)
Reports and
memoranda
Register of
JSTI/DSTI/DSI
reports and
memoranda 1946-
91
DEFE 21 DSI Registered
files 1946-69
DEFE 44 All files 1946-1969
BJ5/311 UFOs
Meteorological .. -
“Aspects 1968-70
Air20/12556 (7) | Sighting Reports Dr Clarke has
January 1974 assumed the file
number because
Air 20/12555
concerns Dec 1973,
But, I am not sure
that number
existed. Was
AF/584 the file
reference for Jan
747 (* see Note
below)
Air 2/18564 UFO Report - West | One [ am not sure where
Freugh 1957 Dr Clarke found

the file title. Isita
file of reports for




1957, orone
specifically
concerning the
West Freugh
‘incident’ (* see
Note below)

Air 2/18873

UFO reports 1973-
74

One

Dr Clarke says he
wants the file
because it may
contain information
about Jan 74
reports. However,
I think the file
reference might be
Air 2/18833
(previously AF
7464 Pt I1) (* see
Note helow)
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AF/3459/75

UFQs Policy and
Policy Statements
1970

One

(* see Note below)

All files

UFO Policy 1968-
1981

Dr Clarke
mentioned
D/Sec(AS)12/1 and
64/1 in his letters.

D/Sec(AS)/12/1

UFO Policy files

Part A seems to be
the only file. It
was opened
01/02/85 and is,
therefore, outside
the period
requested.

—
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 D/Sec(AS)od/1.

_{ UFO Policy Files

Parts A-D exist.
Part A was opened
08/08/96 and,
therefore, all parts
are outside the
‘period requested.

”

@us.s Yo, 5

I have identified
the following files
that might be
relevant in respect
of ‘all UFO policy
files 1968-81 -

File AF/X58/64
UFO Policy &
Policy Statements
(Part I —file




opened 22/02/68)

2. | File AF/X58/64 There seems to be a
UFO Policy & gap between this
Policy Statements | file and the one
(Part I1 — file listed next. 1 i
opened 31/03/70) | cannot identify

from records here a
relevant series of
numbers.

<, | File D/DS8/75/1
UFO Policy &

Policy Statements - T
(Part A —file
opened 18/01/79)

e | File D/DS8/75/1
UFO Policy &

Policy Statements -
(Part B —file
opened 04/12/79)

D/Sec(AS)Y64/5 UFO Media Issues Dr Clarke did not
give any particular
date for this file.
Part A is the only
file. It was not
opened until
08/08/96.

D/S8/75/6 UFO TV This seems to be a

Discussion 1979 file. (* See

Note below)

Note * information extracted from DR1 background note for Lords PQ of 17/12/98
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 8247, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

From: EESISIRIOMN Secretariat (Air Staff)2 Zq

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 5000
(Fax)
Dr David Clarke Your Reference

Our Reference
DiSec(asy64rs &
Date

23 August 2000

Thank you for your further letter of 11 August setting out in more detail the files you wish
10 access.

Rather than answering each one of your letters separately, we feel that you will get a
quicker and more complete answer if we can provide you with a single consolidated response that
addresses all the outstanding requests you have made to MOD for ‘UFO’-related information. I
note that in your letter of 1 August you say that you have contacted the MOD Record Officer
seeking access to files. It would be helpful if you could let me know of any requests you have
made to other parts of MOD (in London or eisewhere), so that these can also be covered in our
substantive reply.

In the meantime, we are progressing your letters to Sec(AS)2 of 1 and 11 August and to
the MOD Records Officer of 21 July and 7 August. This will, however, take some time in view
of the fact that the many files requested will need to be retrieved and reviewed. It will involve a
considerable amount of staff time which will have to be fitted in around core Defence tasks. I
hope, however, to be able to provide you with a progress report by the end of September.

I would also like to address some of the points that you raised in your letter of 1 August.
You ask whether individuals contacting the Department have requested that their personal details
remain confidential for the 30-year period. Ithink you may have misunderstood the position. It is
not a requirement that individuals should make that request. MOD has an obligation, both in
common law and as an employer, to protect the confidentiality of its current and former
employees and third parties. This obligation may only be overridden by consent, where there is
an overriding public interest, or where statutory law (eg the Public Records Act) allows. Itis for
this reason that all personal identifying details of members of the public must be deleted before
third party access is given to any information held on Departmental files. I should wish to assure
you that MOD does not, as a matter of policy, release personal details to the media when
contacted about alleged ‘UFQ’ sightings. Rather, it is our experience that some members of the
public seek actively to promote their alleged experiences through the media.

You again mention in your letter of 1 August a conversation at the beginning of the year
with the MOD Press Office. As_said in her letter of 25 July, a number of enquiries
were made to MOD by the media and members of the public about ‘UFQ’ files being released at




-

” that time by the Public Record Office. I cannot comment on your recollection of what might have
. been said during your conversation but I can say that media reports about comments attributed to
the then Under Secretary of State for Defence in respect of ‘UFQ” files were totally unfounded.
MOD does take a positive approach to the release of information and works on the presumption
that information should be made available. However, for the reasons I have given above about
MOD’s legal obligations, this is not always possible,

Tovn sty

DR\
OMD V-




From: Hd of DR1

Sent: 23 August 2000 0709

To: SEC(AS)2

Ce: OMD14 Q,?
Subject: RE: Dr Clarke and UFOs .

-—--0riginal Message—
SEC(AS

From: )2

Sent: 22 August 2000 15:31
To: Hd of DR1; OMD14
Subject: Dr Clarke and UFQOs

<< File: DrClarke@Code.Request.2.doc >>




‘EC(AS)Z

From: OMD14
Sent: 22 August 2000 16:41
To: SEC(AS)2; Hd of DR1

Subject: RE: Dr Clarke and UFOs - 2 )
Sectio ]

Thanks for this. | think you make the points we discussed very well - however | would prefer it if we slightly softened
the beginning and made the letter sound more positive.

Can | suggest the following for the 2nd paragraph:

"Rather than answering each one of your letters separately, we feel that you will get a quicker and more complete
answer if we can provide you with a single consolidated response that addresses all the outstanding requests you
have made to MOD for UFO-related information. | note that in your letter of 1 August you say that you have
contacted the MOD Record Officer seeking access to files. it would be helpful if you could let me know of any

requests you have made to other parts of MOD (in London or elsewhere), so that these can also be covered in our
substantive reply."

Then your 3rd para. Then | would add a para explaining how we are getting on with his request (1 think it is better to
have this upfront rather than at the end):

"In the meantime, we are progressing your outstanding requests made in your letters to Sec(AS)of ... and to
Defence records of . ... This will, however, take some time, in view of the fact that the many files requested will
need to be retrieved and reviewed for disclosure. This will involve a considerable amount of staff time, which will
have to be fitted in around core Defence tasks. | hope, however, to be able to provide you with a progress report by
the end of September."

The::‘, “| would like also to address a number of points that you raised in your letter of 1 August. . ." Then your paras
4 and 5,

Regards,

Sccio Bl

-—-Qriginal Message——
SE

From: AS)2

Sent: 22 August 2000 15:31
To: Hd of DR1; OMD14
Subject: Dr Clarke and UFQs

<< File: DrClarke@Code.Request.2.doc >>




Loose Minute ; z é

D/Sec(AS)/64/3
22 August 2000

OMD14
DR1

‘UFOs’: LETTER FROM THE PUBLIC - DR DAVID CLARKE

1. We met this morning to discuss how we might deal with Dr Clarke’s scattergun
approach for information in a ‘joined-up’ way. As agreed,1have drafted an
acknowledgement to his latest letter (dated 11 August and copied to you at the
meeting) and covered one or two points from the 1 August letter (you already have a
copy) to reflect our discussion. This is attached; I should be grateful to know asap
that you are content.

2. Ishall write separately about what I think his file ‘shopping list’ comprises!

AD/Sec(AS)2
MB 8247




Draft or Dr Clarke

Thank you for your further letter of 11 August setting out in more detail the files you
wish to access.

_has already acknowledged your letter of 1 August and T accept that you
have yet to receive a full reply. However, in that letter you also say that you have
contacted the MOD Departmental Record Officer seeking access to files. This
fragmented approach to the Department is hampering efforts to make meaningful
enquiries about your requests for access to official information. It would therefore be
helpful to know as soon as possible whether you have contacted other parts of the
MOD in London or elsewhere. Itis only with full details that we shall be able to look
at the totality of your requests and provide an overall substantive response.

It would also be helpful in any future dealings with MOD about this request to direct
all of your correspondence to the above address. Sec(AS)2 is the MOD focal point
for dealing with all correspondence relating to “‘UFQs’ and I can assure you that
Sec(AS)2 staff liase with and discuss all related matters with others in the Department
as necessary.

In your letter of 1 August you ask whether individuals contacting the Department
have requested that their personal details remain confidential for the 30-year period. 1
think you may have misunderstood the position. It is not a requirement that
individuals should make this request. MOD has an obligation, both in common law
and as an employer, to protect the confidentiality of its current and former employees
and third parties. This obligation may only be overridden by consent, where there is
an overriding public interest, or where statutory law (eg the Public Records Act)
allows. Itis for this reason that all personal identifying details of members of the
public must be deleted before third party access is given to any information held on
Departmental files. Ishould wish to assure you that MOD does not, as a matter of
policy, release personal details to the media when contacted about alleged ‘UFOQ’
sightings. Rather, it is our experience that some members of the public seek actively
to promote their alleged experiences through the media.

You again mention in your letter of 1 August a conversation at the beginning of the
year with the MOD Press Office. As[ETaiaaa8l said in her letter of 25 July, a
number of enquiries were made to MOD by the media and members of the public
about ‘UFO?’ files being released at that time to the Public Record Office. I cannot
comment on your recollection of what might have been said during your conversation
but I can say that media reports about comments attributed to the then Under
Secretary of State for Defence in respect of ‘UFQ’ files were totally unfounded.
MOD does take a positive approach to the release of information and works on the
presumption that information should be made available. However, for the reasons I
have given above about MOD’s legal obligations, this is not always possible.

I am sorry not to be able to give you a substantive response to your letters of 1 and 11
August at this time. Nevertheless, I can assure you that whilst we await information
about any additional requests you have made to the Department, Sec(AS)2 and
Departmental Records staff will continue with their enquiries on your behalf. We
hope to provide a progress report by the end of September.




SEC(AS)2A1

From: DC+L{F+S)Legal -

Sent: 16 August 2000 14:49 .

To: SEC(AS)2A1 _
Cc: OMD14; OMD16; Hd of DR1 ‘ 2 § '
Subject: Dr Clarke - addendum

See also Annex A of JSP 400 for guidance on access to records less that
30 years ©ld. this amplifies my earlier minute. [SSeilell40




D/DC&L (F&S) /29/4/1
16 August 2000

Sec (AS)Zal*

Copy to:
OMD14*
OMD16*
DR1*

CODE REQUEST: DR DAVID CLARKE

1. OMD14 has passed us your minute (D/Sec(AS)/64/3) of
7 August in relation to Dr Clarke's request for access to
Departmental recerds on UFOs.

2. First of all, I want to point out that the Data
Protection Act 1998 is irrelevant in this context. Dr
Clarke is not asking to see what papers we hold on him.
The key principle regarding disclosure of these and all
cther MOD documents continues to be the obligation by the
Department, both in common law and as an employer, to
protect the confidentiality of its current and former
employees (Service and civilian)} and third parties. This
obligation may only be over-ridden by consent, where
there is an over-ridding public interest, or where
statutory law (e.g. the Public Records Act) allows. As
you suspected, it is the latter - the third party angle -
that is important here. All persconal details will need
to be deleted before he can have access to the papers
gtill held by the MOD.

3. However, the historical branches have a special
dispensation from the normal disclosure practice to
enable privileged access to be given to bona fide
historical researchers (see JSP 400, paragraph 3.23
located on the Web at "Instructions™, then "JSP 400".)
Whether Dr Clarke comes into this category I leave to you
to decide. It may be material that he does not know that

2

we do not yet have a FOI Act; the Bill is ¢

through Parliament. @

[signed]

n—_

DDC&L (F&S) Legal

MT3/25 R

Fax: [lSSoN®




CHOTS: DC+L(F+S)Legal



@secias)2an

From: OMD14
Sent: 11 August 2000 18:06
To: SEC(AS)ZA1
Cce: Hd of DR1; OMD/AD(E+MG); OMD16; DC+L(F+S)Legal
Subject: Code request: Dr Clarke 3
W ]
08.00 dr clarke
viog.doa PSA loose minute on the above.

Section 48

" OMD14




LOOSE MINUTE
D/DOMD/2/3
11 August 2000

Sec(AS)2al

Copy to:

DRI1
OMD/AD(E&EMG)
DC+L(F+S)Legal
OMD16

CODE REQUEST: DR DAVID CLARKE

Reference:
A D/Sec(AS)64/3 of 7 August 2000

1. Thank you for seeking our comments (at Ref A) on Dr Clarke’s request for
information on UFOs. I have the following comments on Dr Clarke’s paragraphs:

Paragraph 3

2. As you suggested, this is covered by the Data Protection Act 1998 (DPA 98).
Policy on DPA 98 is now the responsibility of DG Info, througkﬁ and
¥ and I have sought the latter’s advice on this case. She shares DR1’s
view that we do have a duty of confidentiality towards third party information, which
Dr Clarke’s offer to respect the confidentiality of the information does not waive.

Unless DC+L(F+S)Legal disagrees, I therefore think it is our legal duty to redact the
personal details from all UFO files released before 30 years.

Paragraph 4

3. I think we need to be a bit careful about using th-%@se as a precedent
here. In the Elailaalcase, we only agreed to provide the information as a one-off
gesture of goodwill. request was also much more narrowly focused (it
was for specific sighting reports) and was therefore easier to handle. We should also
take into account the fact that Dr Clarke is requesting other files from Defence
Records, which it is taking staff time to handle. I therefore think it is reasonable for
us to handle his requests for PRO files first before we offer anything extra,

Paragraphs 6-9

4. We need to ensure that we answer all hs requests here in accordance with the
Code. Regarding file BJ 5/311, my view is that we should ask the PRO whether the
document can be released in advance of January 2001. If not, then we should advise
Dr Clarke to wait for the release of the file in January. Rather than citing exemption
10 of the Code, we should simply explain that the process of releasing a document (as




required under the Public Records Act) takes some time and the PRO are not in a
position to complete this before January.

5. Lastly, given that Dr Clarke is writing separately to different parts of MOD
about this, we may wish to be “joined-up” in our responses to ensure that we are not

duplicating work or sending conflicting messages.

6. I hope tius is helpful and I am happy to discuss.




Dr David Clarke. 2 2—

Sec (AS) 2A1/Room 8245

Main Building

Whitehall

London SWI1A 2HB 1] August 2000

Your ref: D/Sec (AS) 64/3

Do SR

Thank you for your letter of 7 August acknowledging my request for access to MOD
files, and for keeping me informed about the time involved in processing my request.

In the meantime my attention has been drawn to a list of ‘closed files’ provided by Lord
Gilbert in a Written Answer to Lord Hill-Norton in the House of Lords on 19
November/17 December, 1998. This information has allowed me to draw up a more
specific list of file references which may help you consider my request. These are:

BJ 5/311 UFOs: Meteorological Aspects 1968-70 (closed until 1 Jan 2001)
Air 2/18564 UFO report: West Freugh 1957 (closed until 1 Jan 2002)

AF/3459/75 UFQOs: Policy and Policy Statements, 1970

This file plus additional policy files: 1968-1981 which may include:
D/Sec(AS)/12/1) 5 parts dealing with policy D/Sec(AS)/64/1) issues.
D/Sec(AS)/64/5 Media Issues
D/DS8/75/6 UFO: TV discussion.

Air 20/12556 (?) UFO reports January 1974
(additionally Air 2/18873 UFO reports 1973-74 may contain information
re January 1974 reports).

Thanks for your help. I look forward to hearing from you in due course.

Yours sincerely,
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Loose Minute

DR/3/7/8
8 August 2000 ;mnmb- ;
i CTom
! .
Sec(AS)2al =9 AUG .00y
Copy to:

AD/E&MG CMD
CODE REQUEST - PUBLIC CORRESPONDENCE
Reference: D/Sec(A5)64 /3 dated 7 August 2000

1. Thank you for your minute and for a copy of Dr Clarke’s latest letter to you
clarifying further his request for information relating to MOD’s interest in
“unidentified flying objects”,

2. Before turning to the questions you have raised you will be interasted to learn
that Dr Clarke sought to clarify his earlier request to this office concerning the re-
review of a large number of files closed in accordance with $3(4) of the Public
Records Act of 1958 (Annex A). Originally thought to be in the region of 30 closed
files, subsequent research has identified a further 43, The latter being sensitive
extracts taken from the files to permit release at an earlier review. So far as his latest
letter is conicerned | have simply acknowledged his letter and for tharnked him for
clarification of his original request and that it is still my intention to provide him with
a progress report of our review of these files towards the end of September.

3. Now your minute:

Dr Clarke’s Para 3

| endorse your comments. As your papers will reveal the earlier advice was taken
after obtaining Legal input and was based on the belief that the 30-vyear rule
removed from the department continuing obligations on confidentality. This was of
course, before the Data Protection legislation of 1998 came into force. It is my
understanding the recent change in Data Protection still provides for a duty of

confidentiality and that our position should be unchanged. AD/E&MG OMD may be
able 1o give further advice.

Para 6




DEFE 31/119 (together with 778 was one of two files that came to light during DR’s
ongoing review of record holding in DIS. They were discovered by my staff during
1997 and following review transferred to the PRO. So far as 779 is concerned the
complete file has not been released. One sentence, unrelated to the subject of “ufos”
continues to be retained on intelligence grounds. | have asked my staff to investigate
with DIS whether subsequent parts survive. You should note from the attached
(Annex B) | suspect not! | will fet you know the outcome in due course.

Para 8

| can confirm that 8/ 5/377 is at the PRO waiting release at the normal point ie
January 2001. The Public Records Act permits the release of records in advance of
the 30-year point. Administrative action takes normally three or four months and
specifically requires the Lord Chancellor’'s formal agreement (Section 5(1) of the Act
applies). | would not normally suggest we take such action at such a late stage in the
year, it is just possible the PRO would take the line that in view of its imminent
release in just over four months no useful purpose would be served. Alternatively,
the MOD could recall the record from Kew and permit Dr Clarke to view it in
department. This would of course set an interesting precedent at least so far as Dr
Clarke is concerned. A final option, would not exemption 10 apply “publication and
prematurely in relation to publication.”?

Para 9

Dr Clarke’s request for the release of DEFE 44/1 and DEFE 217 is being handled by
this branch. | very much doubt that DEFE 44/1 will be released. It is solely a list of
DSI/DSTI reports etc created from 1946, something in the region of 2,000 entries.
The register is intelligence sensitive simply by virtue of a majority of the titles.
Reports that survive ie have been passed to Defence Records and have been selected

for preservation are identifiable in the PRO catalogue. To date this category consists
of just 117 reports.

4.1 hope that this is helpful.




LOOSE MINUTE ZO

D/Sec(AS)64/3

7 August 2000

AD/E&MG OMD

DR1

CODE REQUEST - PUBLIC CORRESPONDENCE

1. Please see attached a copy of a letter we received this morning from Dr Clarke
who, as you will be aware, had previously requested access to MOD files from 1969

onwards on ‘unidentified flying objects’. We have refused his request under
Exemption 9 of the Code of Practice (voluminous or vexatious request) and

- Exemption 12 (Privacy of an individual). We did however, say that if he could be

more specific about dates, we would be happy to see what could be released, herice
the letter attached. We have acknowledged receipt of Dr Clarke’s letter and propose
to put together a reply but would be grateful for your advice as follows;

Para 3 - DR1

We consider that all members of the public who contact the department,
whether in writing or by telephone, have a right to expect that we will respect
their privacy and not disclose their details to a third party. We do not
specifically ask them if they wish us to keep this confidentiality. I do not know
if this comes under any kind of formal rule (Maybe the Data Protection Act). 1
would welcome your views.

Para 4 - AD/E&MG OMD

We thought we might offer Dr Clarke copies of files for a period of 1 year
(similar to the case o and ask him to choose a year. We could
retrieve the appropriate files from archives, copy them and remove all the
personal details. We believe it could amount to 8 or more files depending on
the year he chose. Do you think this is a reasonable offer to make to him?

Para s
We are not proposing to offer any advice or comment on this paragraph.

Para 6 — DR1
Please could you advise on Dr Clarke’s request for access to DEFE 31/119
between 1968 and 1981.

Para 7
We could look at this in addition to the year offered at paragraph 4 if he
chooses another year.

Para 8 - DR1
Do you know where Meteorological Office files are kept and who would need
to contact them about access (Dr Clarke?, Sec(AS)? you?).




“r-

Para 9 - DR1
I would welcome your comments concerning Dr Clarke’s request to have
access to files in the DEFE44/1 and DEFE21 series from 1946 to 1969.

2. If you have any comments on anything in Dr Clarke’s letter that I have not
specifically asked for your advice on, please feel free to offer your thoughts.

Sec(AS)2al

55245 IR
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Dr David Clarke

Room 1.01 : .

Minstry of Defence Dot T

3-5 Great Scotland Yard . Lo

London SWI1A 2HW e 7 August 2000

Your Reference: DR/3/7/8

Defence Intelligence Staff: Registered Files

R Scciion 40 ]

Thank vou for your letter 31 July, in reply to my application fo: the release of certain
Defence Intelligence and predecessor departments records in the DEFE class.

Thanks also for clarifying the position with regards to the status of the records within
DEFE 31/19, 64 and DEFE 44/1, which are currently retained in department in
accordance with Section 3(4) of the Public Records Act 1958.

I very much appreciate your intention to arrange for a rereview of the closed records to
which I requested access, and I hope I can provide some additional information which
may help this process. Could I point out that of the 30 files concerned, I am solely
interested in locating those records or minutes which relate to the subject of ‘unidentified
flying objects’ which may also be referred to as ‘aerial phenomena’, ‘unidentified
aircraft’ ‘flying saucers’ or ‘anomolous radar tracks.” This may help save you time and
effort in your rereview, and I hope the information in this letter will help you locate the
specific records to which I refer.

I am led to believe it was the Air Ministry’s policy, until 1962, to routinely destroy

records relating to unidentified flying objects at five yearly intervals. This Practice was  Clecbe,
ended following Parliamentary Questions and all files have been preserve by tl the < —_—
“Sice 1987 However, 3 number of Air Ministry UFO tecords trom the 1950s, especially

where these relate to Parliamentary Questions, have survived and are available for

viewing at the PRO. The location of Intelligence records relating to UFOs, generated by

DSTI/DSI, remains a mystery but there are clues which suggest at least some did survive

and are still retained by the MOD under Section 3(4) above._




There are references in some of the PRO files which relate to Intelligence papers on
UFOs generated by the DSTI staff during this period. For example, I'm enclosing a copy
of a loose minute found in PRO file Air 2/18117 sent to Department S4 (Air) by J 'EéU bk
Dickison of DIS5 on 13 December 1967. It describes how staff had “recovered’Atwo
Intelligence files on UFOs for the period 1951-52, and refers to one of these specifically
as “report DSI/JTIC Report No. 7 — Unidentified Flying Objects.” This is good evidence

that at least some Intelligence files on UFQOs did survive from this period.

From an examination of the PRO catalogue, it would appear these files — if they still exist
— should be listed under the DEFE class 44/1 which is a register of JISTI/DSTI/DSI
reports and memoranda for the period from 1946 onwards. DEFE 31/19 and 64 may also
contain Intelligence reports on UFOs for the period 1967-1972 which should have been
retained under the 1962 policy referred to above.

I hope this information assists in your rereview of the documents I have described and 1
look forward to hearing from you in due course,

DW Clarke
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| File

MFB/ 3
AF/PS 427/€7
Unidentified Flving Objects égyg%)
Yg Cdr Sir Eric Bullus, M.P.
Julian J. A. Hennessey, Esq.

ME

r—p—

S4 (Air) MOD (Mr, ¥, P. Cassell)

1. Further to your M7, we have recovered all but twe of the
IMetrepnle' (ie Intelligence) files on UFOs for the period
1951-2.

P The files examined indicate tlhiat Topcliffe-Meteor incident,
which occurred during the NATO Exsercise NAINBRACE, was typical
nf reports abrut such aircraft at that time. (The Meteor

was being extensively operated in a variety of roles and was

the first UK jet tn be sn derloyed).

3. As regards the particular incident the 'object’ only
appeared tr ceme from the aircraft. There is no gpecific
evidence in the files examined so far, that the object tracked
or came from the aircraft. In fact, the trajectery of the
apparent object was net established in abseolute terms and thus
typical questionsg such as true range have nol been answered.

Unidentified Flying Objects covers the situation as a whele,
such activity at that time. Similar remarks apply to the
observed radar ancmiliesg which occurred at that time.

4. We consider that the report DSI/JTIC Report No 7 ;

(J. C. DICKISON)

@ DI55
RCOM 4/58 EXT
Metropele Buil

13th December




To: Defence Records 1 - Sensitivity From: Defence Records 1
Room 1.01
Great Scotland Yard
Date: 08 August 2000 Tel:

Your Ref:

Our Ref: DR/3/7/8

ubject: ENQUIRY FROM A MEMBER OF THE PUBLIC; DEFENCE INTELLIGENCE FILES

Reference: My memos dated 31 July and 1 August 2000.

Rank: C2 Name in Block Letter !

. 1attach a photocopy of Dr Clarke’s response to my letter acknowledging his request for the

review of a large number of DI files recorded as retained in department in accordance with 53(4)
of the PRA.

In an attempt to be helpful he further expands on his area of interest - “ufos” - notwithstanding
this limited area of interest please ensure that the 64 files (approx) are reviewed with the view to
possible release. Please advise of any that might fall into his area of interest, whether releasable
or not. | am of course aware of the reference to “ufos” in DEFE 44/1 DSI/JTIC Report No 7 -
Unidentified Flying Objects. Of which no copy is known to have survived. | believe that there are
no other references in this piece to this particular phenomena, but confirm.

Finally, Dr Clarke has written separately to Sec(AS) about access to a variety of files including
those that continue the run preserved at the PRO as DEFE 13/718 & 119. Former reference
DI/55/40/9/1 Parts 1 & 2. Please ask_to bring me up to date on his review of DI
material in general and specifically DI5S material. | seem to recall that 3 or 4 years ago, when
visiting DI 55, he became aware that, other that these two files, no other “ufo” files survived until
the late 1970s or was it the late 1980s (?). He also saw documentary evidence recording the
destruction of these parts. Can he provide dates of destruction for each file part and the dates
covered by each file (or better still copies of the destruction certificates).
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From: BTG SEC(AS)2A1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 5000

W G
(GTN)

Dr David Clarke

Your Reference

Our Refi
D)ISrec fsrt):gg 3
Date

7 iugust 2000

Dear Dr Clarke S ' o T
Thank you for your letter dated 1 August concerning your request for access to MOD files,
We are giving your request carefully consideration and consulting other branches where

necessary. As you are aware, we aim to send a substantive reply to all letters within 20 days of -
receipt and if it looks as if we will be unable to meet this deadline we will write to you again.

Yours sincerely,




oy A TIRENCE |

s
U asr a8y )

Dr David Clarke

S AUB 2000 |

U

1 August, 2000
Your reference: D/Sec(AS)64/3

Dear ESTREGNN
' E

Many thanks for your detailed letter of 25 July with reference to my request to view
MOD files relating to ‘unidentified flying objects.”

Firstly, I realise your staff have many other more pressing defence-related duties and 1
apologise if my request has added to that burden. I contacted the Freedom of
Information office on 20 July inquiring as to what had become of my original request,
simply because I was concerned that my letter had gone astray, or had been sent to the
wrong department, as I had not at that stage received an acknowledgement. Almost
immediately I received your acknowledgement in the post, and would like to make it
clear that I have always been satisfied with the helpful and detailed responses received
from the MOD’s Secretariat (Air Staff) on the occasions I have contacted your
department in the past.

With regards to my request to view files, I accept that my request for access to files
covering the period 1969 to present was a little ambitious in terms of staff time. From
your response, it appears that the main obstacle preventing the use of these files for
research projects such as my own is the Exemption 9 in the Code of Practice which
relates to Privacy of the individual. You say you receive up to 400 sighting reports
each year and a similar number of letters, but I wonder if you could specify how many
of the individuals who contact the department in any one year have requested that their
personal details should remain confidential for 30 years? From cursory viewing of the
files which are available at the PRO relating to the period before 1969, I cannot recall
finding one single request of this kind, and indeed many of the sightings and letters
relate to events which are already in the “public domain”, for example have already
been reported in newspapers and other media.

While I would question the basis upon which my request has been refused, I do not
wish to add to your administrative burden by asking for a review or involving my MP
at this stage. I would be more happy to take up your offer of help to locate “a more
limited amount of material” which might fall within the terms of your Code of Practice
for Access to Government Information. I would be happy to guided by yourself as to
what you feel would be a reasonable request for access to a “limited amount” of
material. '

Further to your offer, firstly I would like to point out that my research is not
specifically concerned with the details of individual “UFO sightings” reported ta by -



individuals to the MOD. I am more interested in studying the evolution of how the old
Air Ministry, and later the MOD, dealt with these kind of inquiries, how policy on this
subject was formulated, and how that policy has been influenced by specific incidents,

Government policy, Parliamentary questions, scientific opinion and the media.

To this end, I have found the material in the Defence Intelligence Staff registered files
particularly of interest. Of the two files currently available at the PRO, DEFE 31/118
(UFO policy 1953-63) and DEFE 31/119 (UFQ Policy 1967) contain precisely the
category of information I am seeking: for example internal memorandums, draft policy
documents etc. There is little, if any, correspondence from the public contained within
these files which fall within Exemption 12 (Privacy) or the exemptions relating to
national security. Further to this detail, I would like to apply for access to the sequence
of files which follow DEFE 31/119 and which presumably relate to UFO policy,
between the years 1968 and 1981. This request relates to specific files, falling within a
specified period of time, so you may feel it would be worthwhile employing a more
focussed gearch to retrieve and scrutinise these papers on my behalf.

In terms of Air Staff files relating to sighting/s reported by the general public, the one
specific file I wish to view relates to UFO/unidentified aircraft sightings reported to the
MOD during the month of January 1974. Following the file sequence at the PRO I
suspect this file would be be found at the reference Air 20/12556 (Air 20/12555 relates
to December 1973).

I would also like to apply for access to a file produced by the Meteorological Office
for the MOD, reference BJ 5/311 titled “Unidentified Flying Objects: meteorological
aspects” which relates to the period 1968-1970. This file is due to be opened at the
PRO on 1 January 2001.

From my research into historical files at the Public Record Office, I suspect there may
also be memoranda and reports relating to UFOs in the 1950s hidden withﬁhe Defence
Intelligence Files, class numbers DEFE 44/1 and DEFE 21, and I have contacted the
MOD Departmental Record Officer separately with a request for access to this
material. DEFE 44 contains papers from as far back as 1946, but these remain
classified because the file also contains material from 1991. 1 would like to request
access 1o the block of files and memoranda which relate to the period 1946 to 1969,
which should be available for scrutiny under the Freedom of Information Act.

1 hope you will feel it is possible to allow me to have access to at least some of the
material specified in this letter, for use in what is a bona fide academic research
programme. I would be happy to meet any reasonable costs incurred as a result of this
application, and would be willing to sign any undertakings related to Data Protection
or Official Secrets which you might feel appropriate. In addition, I will be happy to
provide the MOD with a copy of my completed research paper, which I plan to publish
via the National Centre for English Cultural Tradition at the University of Sheffield.

In making this request, I am simply responding to the Government’s and the MOD’s
own stated manifesto pledge to “establish a general statutory right of access to official
records and through culture change throughout the public sector” (MOD website),
This laudable aim will only be seen to working in practise if reasonable requests for



access to non-sensitive material, a category I feel my request falls within, are
successful. This touches upon the discussion I mentioned I had with the MOD/RAF
Press Office in January this year, when I tried to follow up a story in the national Press
which suggested that a/f files relating to UFOs were soon to be released to the PRO. I
was told at that time by the duty Press Officer that the former minister Peter Kilfoyle
had indeed expressed the opinion that there was no good reason for keeping files
related to UFOs restricted for 30 years. He said release of UFQ data was likely to be a
priority following “a review of the files.” There was, [ was told, “a general move
within the department to give out information that is not security sensitive and take
away the myth of secrecy that surrounds this subject.”

I hope we will be able to reach an agreement on access to the limied amount of files
specified in this letter, and that this application will not be too onerous upon your
department’s time,

I am copying this reply to gt OMD/AD, Room 617, Northumberland
House, so that he is aware that I am happy with the expeditious and helpful way you
have dealt with my inquiry.
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1 August, 2000

Your reference: D/Sec{AS)64/3

Dear o

Many thanks for your detailed letter of 25 July with reference to my request to view
MOD files relating to “unidentified flying objects.”

Firstly, I realise your staff have many other more pressing defence-related duties and I. .

apologise if my request has added to that burden. I contacted the Freedom of
Information office on 20 July inquiring as to what had become of my original request,
simply because I was concerned that my letter had gone astray, or had been sent to the
wrong department, as I had not at that stage received an acknowledgement. Almost
immediately I received your acknowledgement in the post, and would like to make it
clear that I have always been satisfied with the helpful and detailed responses received
from the MOD’s Secretariat (Air Staff) on the occasions I have contacted your
department in the past.

With regards to my request to view files, [ accept that my request for access to files
covering the period 1969 to present was a little ambitious in terms of staff time, From
your response, it appears that the main obstacle preventing the use of these files for
research projects such as my own is the Exemption 9 in the Code of Practice which
relates to Privacy of the individual. You say you receive up to 400 sighting reports
each year and a similar number of letters, but I wonder if you could specify how many
of the individuals who contact the department in any one year have requested that their
personal details should remain confidential for 30 years? From cursory viewing of the
files which are available at the PRO relating to the period before 1969, I cannot recall
finding one single request of this kind, and indeed many of the sightings and letters
relate to events which are already in the “public domain”, for example have already
been reported in newspapers and other media.

While I would question the basis upon which my request has been refused, I do not
wish to add to your administrative burden by asking for a review or involving my MP
at this stage. I would be more happy to take up your offer of help to iocate “a more
limited amount of material” which might fall within the terms of your Code of Practice
for Access to Government Information. I would be happy to guided by yourself as to
what you feel would be a reasonable request for access to a “limited amount” of
material,

Further to your offer, firstly I would like to point out that my research is not

specifically concerned with the details of individual “UFO sightings” reported by ~ Aoy ~ "”E":‘;
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individuals to the MOD. I am more interested in studying the evolution of how the old
Air Ministry, and later the MOD, dealt with these kind of inquiries, how policy on this
subject was formulated, and how that policy has been influenced by specific incidents,
Government policy, Parliamentary questions, scientific opinion and the media.

To this end, T have found the material in the Defence Intelligence Staff registered files
particularly of interest. Of the two files currently available at the PRO, DEFE 31/118
(UFO policy 1953-63) and DEFE 31/119 (UFO Policy 1967) contain precisely the
category of information I am seeking: for example internal memorandums, draft policy
documents etc. There is little, if any, correspondence from the public contained within
these files which fall within Exemption 12 (Privacy) or the exemptions relating to

i of files which follow DEFE 31/119 and which presumably relate to UFOQ policy,

"; nattonal security. Further to this detail, I would like to apply for access to the sequence |’
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between the years 1968 and 1981. This request relates to specific files, falling withina
specified period of time, so you may feel it would be worthwhile employing a more
focussed search to retrieve and scrutinise these papers on my behalf, [

In terms of Air Staff files relating to sighting/s reported by the general public, the one )
specific file I wish to view relates to UFO/unidentified aircraft sightings reported to the st
MOD during the month of January 1974. Following the file sequence at the PRO I ﬁ%
suspect this file would be be found at the reference Air 20/12556 (Air 20/12555 relates

to December 1973).

I would also like to apply for access to a file produced by the Meteorological Office
for the MOD, reference BJ 5/311 titled “Unidentified Flying Objects: meteorological
aspects” which relates to the period 1968-1970. This file is due to be opened at the
PRO on 1 January 2001.

From my research into historical files at the Public Record Office, I suspect there may
also be memoranda and reports relating to UFOs in the 1950s hidden with'ﬁhe Defence
Intelligence Files, class numbers DEFE 44/1 and DEFE 21, and I have contacted the
MOD Departmental Record Officer separately with a request for access to this
material DEFE 44 contains papers from as far back as 1946, but these remain
classified because the file also contains material from 1991. I would like to request
access to the block of files and memoranda which relate to the period 1946 to 1969,
which should be available for scrutiny under the Freedom of Information Act.

(—I hope you will feel it is possible to allow me to have access to at least some of the
material specified in this letter, for use in what is a bona fide academic research
programme. [ would be happy to meet any reasonable costs incurred as a result of this
application, and would be willing to sign any undertakings related to Data Protection
or Official Secrets which you might feel appropriate. In addition, I will be happy to
provide the MOD with a copy of my completed research paper, which I plan to publish
via the W Cultural Tradition at the University of Sheffield.

—

In making this request, I am simply responding to the Government’s and the MOD’s
own stated manifesto pledge to “establish a general statutory right of access to official
records and through culture change throughout the public sector” (MOD website).
This laudable aim will only be seen to working in practise if reasonable requests for ’



access to non-sensitive material, a category I feel my request falls within, are
successful. This touches upon the discussion I mentioned I had with the MOD/RAF
Press Office in January this year, when I tried to follow up a story in the national Press
which suggested that a// files relating to UFOs were soon to be refeased to the PRO. I
was told at that time by the duty Press Officer that the former minister Peter Kilfoyle
had indeed expressed the opinion that there was no good reason for keeping files
related to UFOs restricted for 30 years. He said release of UFO data was likely to be a
priority following “a review of the files.” There was, I was told, “a general move
within the department to give out information that is not security sensitive and take
away the myth of secrecy that surrounds this subject.”

I hope we will be able to reach an agreement on access to the limied amount of files
specified in this letter, and that this application will not be too onerous upon your
department’s time.

I am copying this reply to_]at OMD/AD, Room 617, Northumberiand
.. House, so that he is aware that I am happy with the expeditious and helpful way you- - . ..
have dealt with my inquiry.
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1 August, 2000

Your reference; D/Sec{AS)64/3

D EESETREN
Many thanks for your detailed letter of 25 July with reference to my request to view
MOD files relating to ‘unidentified flying objects.’

Firstly, I realise your staff have many other more pressing defence-related dutiesand I . .
apologise if my request has added to that burden. I contacted the Freedom of

Information office on 20 July inquiring as to what had become of my original request,

simply because I was concerned that my letter had gone astray, or had been sent to the

wrong department, as I had not at that stage received an acknowledgement. Almost
immediately I received your acknowledgement in the post, and would like to make it

clear that I have always been satisfied with the helpful and detailed responses received

from the MOD’s Secretariat (Air Staff) on the occasions I have contacted your

department in the past.

With regards to my request to view files, I accept that my request for access to files

covering the period 1969 to present was a little ambitious in terms of staff time. From

your response, it appears that the main obstacle preventing the use of these files for
&M research projects such as my own is the Exemption 9 in the Code of Practice which
relates to Privacy of the individual. You say you receive up to 400 sighting reports
each year and a similar number of letters, but I wonder if you could specify how many
of the individuals who contact the department in any one year have requested that their
personal details should remain confidential for 30 years? From cursory viewing of the
files which are available at the PRO relating to the period before 1969, I cannot recall
finding one single request of this kind, and indeed many of the sightings and letters
relate to events which are already in the “public domain”, for example have already
been reported in newspapers and other media.

While I would question the basis upon which my request has been refused, I do not g ‘bc
wish to add to your administrative burden by asking for a review or involving my MP & wol
at this stage. I would be more happy to take up your offer of help to iocate “a more & ,"Q =

. limited amount of material” which might fall within the terms of your Code of Practice %
for Access to Government Information, I would be happy to guided by yourself as to bo *L/\,_
what you feel would be a reasonable request for access to a “limited amount” of -
material.

Further to your offer, firstly I would like to point out that my research is not
specifically concerned with the details of individual “UFQ sightings” reported 88 by -~ A oY ~ rppat «(ml

¥ Ct.u\\f
f“tCJ\.’J v

Covraslyy v
M \ g R



individuals to the MOD. I am more interested in studying the evolution of how the old
Air Ministry, and later the MOD, dealt with these kind of inquiries, how policy on this
subject was formulated, and how that policy has been influenced by specific incidents,
Government policy, Parliamentary questions, scientific opinion and the media.

To this end, T have found the material in the Defence Intelligence Staff registered files
particularly of interest. Of the two files currently available at the PRO, DEFE 31/118
(UFO policy 1953-63) and DEFE 31/119 (UFO Policy 1967) contain precisely the
category of information I am seeking: for example internal memorandums, draft policy
documents etc. There is little, if any, correspondence from the public contained within
these files which fall within Exemption 12 (Privacy) or the exemptions relating to ,
national security. Further to this detail, I would like to apply for access to the sequence l’
of files which follow DEFE 31/119 and which presumably relate to UFO policy,

between the years 1968 and 1981. This request relates to specific files, falling within a

~ specified period of time, so you may feel it would be worthwhile employing a more

oty

focussed search to retrieve and scrutinise these papers on my behalf. I

specific file I wish to view relates to UFO/unidentified aircraft sightings reported to the tr
MOD during the month of January 1974. Following the file sequence at the PRO 1 : \ %
suspect this file would be be found at the reference Air 20/12556 (Air 20/12555 relates ‘
to December 1973).

In terms of Air Staff files relating to sighting/s reported b)'rdfhe general ptibiic, the one { \ A\\@L

I would also like to apply for access to a file produced by the Meteorological Office
for the MOD, reference BJ 5/311 titled “Unidentified Flying Objects: meteorological
aspects” which relates to the period 1968-1970. This file is due to be opened at the
PRO on 1 January 2001.

From my research into historical files at the Public Record Office, I suspect there may
also be memoranda and reports relating to UFOs in the 1950s hidden mth?he Defence
Intelligence Files, class numbers DEFE 44/1 and DEFE 21, and I have contacted the
MOD Departmental Record Officer separately with a request for access to this
material. DEFE 44 contains papers from as far back as 1946, but these remain
classified because the file also contains material from 1991. I would like to request
access to the block of files and memoranda which relate to the period 1946 to 1969,
which should be available for scrutiny under the Freedom of Information Act.

FI hope you will feel it is possible to allow me to have access to at least some of the

material specified in this letter, for use in what is a bona fide academic research
programme. I would be happy to meet any reasonable costs incurred as a result of this
appiication, and would be willing to sign any undertakings related to Data Protection
or Official Secrets which you might feel appropriate. In addition, I will be happy to
provide the MOD with a copy of my completed research paper, which I plan to publish
via the Wish Cultural Tradition at the University of Sheffield.

e

In making this request, I am simply responding to the Government’s and the MOD’s
own stated manifesto pledge to “establish a general statutory right of access to official
records and through culture change throughout the public sector” (MOD website).
This laudable aim will only be seen to working in practise if reasonable requests for -



access to non-sensitive material, a category I feel my request falls within, are
successful. This touches upon the discussion I mentioned I had with the MOD/RAF
Press Office in January this year, when I tried to follow up a story in the national Press
which suggested that a// files relating to UFOs were soon to be released to the PRO. I
was told at that time by the duty Press Officer that the former minister Peter Kilfoyle
had indeed expressed the opinion that there was no good reason for keeping files
related to UFOs restricted for 30 years. He said release of UFO data was likely to be a
priority following “a review of the files.” There was, I was told, “a general move
within the department to give out information that is not security sensitive and take
away the myth of secrecy that surrounds this subject.”

I hope we will be able to reach an agreement on access to the limied amount of files
specified in this letter, and that this application will not be too onerous upon your
department’s time.

I am copying this reply to [Ssieaiat OMD/AD, Room 617, Northumberland
House, so that he is aware that I am happy with the expeditious and helpful way you- - - .-
have dealt with my inquiry.
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE o B
3-5 Great Scotland Yard, London SW1A ZHW - h

Tele:  (Direct dial) m
(Switchboard) 9000

(Fax)

Your Reference
Dr D Clarke

Qur Reference
DR/3/7/8
Date

31 July 2000

Defence Intelligence Staff: Registered Files

Thank you for your letter dated 21 July 2000 concerning the status of records - DEFE 31/19, and
64, DEFE 44/1 and DEFE 21 - selected for preservation at the Public Record Office that are
retained in department in accordance with Section 3(4) of the Public Records Acts, 1958, and
your wish for these records to be released.

As you may be aware all government departments are required to review their records in
accordance with the terms of the Public Records Act, 1958 and 1967. Records selected for
permament preservation are transferred into the custody of the Public Record Office (or some
other suitable institution) where they generally become available to the public after 30 years ie
the “30-year rule”. Records not selected for permament preservation are destroyed.

The very few records that are too sensitive for release at the normal 30-year point may be closed
by either being retained in department (Section 3(4) of the Act)) or by being placed on extended
closure for a period between 40 and 90 years (Section 5(1)). Retained records are closed under
the authority of the Lord Chancellor, but are subject to a rereview at least once every 10 years
until release into the public domain is possible. Records closed under the extended closure
arrangement are transferred to the PRO for release at the future designated date. The status of
whole files either retained or subject to extended closure is noted on the PRO catalogue. Where
pages from files are subject to a similar process a “dummy” or a photocopy of the redacted
pages are appropriately endorsed.

However, the White Paper on Open Government, Cm 2290, published July 1993 set out a number
of initiatives that, subject to resources, would see the release of records hither to closed for
more that 30 years. For example, greater use of the extraction and redaction techniques



“whereby sensitive papers or passages could be removed thereby permitting the release of some
part of a file, and to consider ad Aoc requests from researchers of records closed for longer than
. 30 years. As a result of these and other initiatives the Ministry of Defence has released in excess
of 11,750 records originally closed for longer than 30 years.

So far as your request for the release of certain Defence Intelligence and predecessor
departments records is concerned DEFE 37 /19, 64 and DEFE 44/7 are all retained in department
in accordance with Section 3(4) of the Public Records Act, 1958. From a cursory examination of

the PRO catalogue on the Internet | note that 34 of the 72 records assigned to class DEFE 27 are
open and available to the public.

In keeping with the MOD’s commitment to greater openness | am prepared to arrange for the
rereview of the closed records you have expressed an interest in. You will appreciate that our
review programme for the year is well established thus the review of more than 30 additional
files will have an impact on my scarce resources. But | plan to gi

in about two months. Section 40

Nty DepartmentalRécdrd Officer
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Dr David Clarke

Departmental Record Officer
Defence Records

Room 7/40

Metropole Building
Northumberland Avenue

London WC2N 5BL
21 July 2000

Dear Sir/Madam,

Defence Intelligence Staff: Registered Files

The Enquiry staff at the Public Record Office have suggested that [ write to you in order
to follow up an enquiry concerning the status of a group of MOD files which are
currently “retained by the Department under section 3 (4) of the Public Record Act
1958.”

The files in question all appear to have been deposited at the Public Record Office. They
fall under the class reference DEFE and contain papers generated by the work of the
MOD Defence Intelligence Staff. They include:

DEFE 31/19 DIS and DSTI Intelligence Papers 1967-1970

DEFE 31/64 DIS/DSTI intelligence 1970-1972

DEFE 44/1 DSI, later DSTI: Reports and Memoranda; Register of IST/DSTI/DSI
reports and memoranda, 1946-1991.

DEFE 21 DSI Registered Files 1950-1964

[ understand from the PRO that records would be retained under the 30 year rule until the
latest date in the sequence covered by the file, in which case DEFE 31/19 above should
be available for public scrutiny on 1 January 2001. Could you confirm if that is the case?

More...



™

As for DEFE 44/1, although this file contains material more than 50 years old, it might
not be released until 2021 because it also contains material dating from 1991. In the case
of files held under class DEFE 21, these apparently contain files created by both the old
Directorate of Scientific Intelligence between 1950-1964, which should be open;
however, they also contain later material from the DSTI relating to the period 1964-1991,
which under the terms of the 1967 Act would remain closed until 2021.

In these circumstances, would it not be possible to make-an exception and allow access to
the reports and memoranda contained within those files which specifically relate to the
period 1946-1969, which would fall under the terms of the 30 year rule?

I understand that under the Freedom of Information Act all Government records — other
that those created by the Security and Special Services - should be made available for
public scrutiny unless it can be demonstrated their disclosure would clearly cause harm
to “national security, defence and international relations...the internal discussion of
Government policy [and/or] personal privacy.”

I understand from the FOI unit that individual departments do have the power to make
exceptions and allow access to ‘closed’ material for research purposes in certain
circumstances. In my case, I am researching the UK MOD’s involvement in the study of
Unidentified Flying Objects, both in terms of the Air Staff and Defence and Scientific
Intelligence, within the context of a sociological study based in an established academic
department. The research is supported by the University of Sheffield, where I have an
Honorary Research Fellowship from the National Centre for English Cultural Tradition,
School of English.

I wish to apply for access to the files specified above under the Freedom of Information
Act, and 1 would appreciate any information you can provide with regards to their current
closure status under the current Access to Public Records Act, 1967.

I hope you are able to help and look forward to hearing from you,

DW Clarke

e e b e, e =



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 617, Northumberland House, Northumberland Avenue,

London WC2N 5BP AR
Telephone  (Direct dial) H
(Switchboard) 020 7218 00

(Fax)

From: EISISIRll OMD/AD(Efficiency & Machinery of Government) \ ar

Dr David Clarke

Your Reference

Our Reference

D/DOMD/2/3/2

Date 27 July 2000

Dea-‘b"c(od‘kﬁ,

Thank you for your letter of 20 July toRT el | have recently taken over from [E¥eon 40
in this post and am now responsible for implementing MOD's policy on Open Government. Tam
sorry for the delay in replying but your letter was routed to S8 by the MOD internal mail system
and was only delivered to me yesterday. i

Your letter asked why you had not received an acknowledgement or a substantive reply to
a letter written on 21 June requesting access to a series of files relating to UFOs and UFO policy.
1 have checked with the MOD officials in the MOD's Secretariat{Air Staff), who handled your
request, and you may find it helpful to know the background to dealing with your request. Your
letter of 21 June was received in the Secretariat(Air Staff) on 23 June and they set about
researching your request (which involved looking through a sample of the very many files
concerned). In the event, this took rather longer than they expected and, when they realised that
they were not going to be able to reply within the 20 working day deadline, 1 understand they
wrote to you explaming this and promising a substantive reply as soon as possible. This interim
reply was sent on 20 July, which was 19 working days after they had received your letter but 21
working days after you had posted it. A substantive reply was subsequently sent to you on 25
July, ie: 22 working days after they received your letter, which I hope you have now received.

In retrospect, it would have been better if yon had been sent an acknowledgement as soon
as your letter had been delivered to the MOD official who was dealing with your case, and the
Secretariat( Air Staff) accept this.

T understand you are also in correspondence with MOD's Departmental Records Officer
over a request to view some Defence Intelligence files. I have asked that your request is processed
as soon as possible.

I hope this explains the position. If you have any other problems with requesting -
information from the MOD, either with the time taken to receive a reply or with the information
provided, please let me know.

%MS So
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Sent: 26 July 2000 08:16 } %

From: Hdof DR1
To: SEC(AS)2

Subject: DR DAVID CLARKE
- }

You would wish to be aware that following his approach to you for access to "ufo” files Dr
Clarke's has now written to this office about 60 plus ' "intelligence” files identified on the lists at
the PRO that are retained by the department that he wishes to see released.

As with similar requests for the release of records more than 30 years old that are closed in
accordance in the terms of the Public Records Act I will initiate a review of the records. As an

interim measure | will acknowledge his letter and further advise him that the review is likely to
take several months.

You may also wish to note that he claims in him letter that his research is supported by the
University of Sheffield where he has an Honorary Research Feliowship from the National Council
for English Cultural Tradition, School of English(!).
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From:_ OMD/AD(Efficiency & Machinery of Government)

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
* Room 617, Northumberland House, Northumberland Avenue, , 2 s

London WC2N 5BP
Telsphone  (Direct dial) m '

(Switchboard) 02072189000
(Fax)

Dr David Clarke

_ Your Reference

% e \.{? ‘*{} _ QOur Referance
Neouws gerly - o
e has\a D Date 26 July 2000

oV Caod e Dy .
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Thank you for your letter of 20 July to— I have recently taken over
from EXS8Min tKis post and am now responsible for implementing MOD's policy on Open
Government. I am sorry for the delay in replying but your letter was routed to[Saeiy 4be
MOD internal mail system and was only delivered to me today.

Your letter asked why you had not received an acknowledgement or a substantive
reply to a letter written on 21 June requesting access to a series of files relating to UFOs
and UFO policy. I have checked with the MOD officials in the MOD's Secretariat(Air
Staff), who handled your request, and you may find it helpful to know the background to
dealing with your request. Your letter of 21 June was received in the Secretariat(Air Staff)
on 23 June and they set about researching your request (which involved looking through a
sample of the very many files concerned). In the event, this took rather longer than they
expected and, when they realised that they were not going to be able to reply within the 20
working day deadline, I understand they wrote to you explaining this and promising a
substantive reply as soon as possible. This interim reply was sent on 20 July, which was
19 working days after they had received your letter but 21 working days after you had
posted it. A substantive reply was subsequently sent to you on 25 July, ie: 22 working
days after they received your letter, which I hope you have now received.

In retrospect, it would have been better if you had been sent an acknowledgement
as soon as your letter had been delivered to the MOD official who was dealing with your
case, and the Secretariat(Air Staff) accept this.

I understand you are also in correspondence with MOD's Defence Records division
over a request to view some Defence Intelligence files. I have asked that your request is
processed as soon as possible.

I 'hope this explains the position. If you have any other problems with requesting
information from the MOD, either with the time taken to receive areply or with the
information provided, please let me know.
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. SEC(AS)2
From: OMD/AD(E+MG)
Sent: 26 July 2000 18:35
To: SEC(AS)2
Subject: Dr Clarke

mments on the attached draft? | don't want to be critical of Sec(AS), but am looking forward
alsc 1o our probable appeal with the Ombudsman! OK with my para 37

31/07/00
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Telephone {Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 5000
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Dr D Clarke

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/Sec(AS)o4/3

Date
25 July 2000

Dear Dr Clarke

Thank you for your letter of 21 June seeking access to MOD files from 1969 onwards on
‘unidentified flying objects’ for examination, note taking and copying as necessary for your post
doctoral research in to the socio-psychological aspects of belief in aerial phenomena.

The Ministry of Defence already operates in accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information. It responds positively to any requests for information and no categories
are automatically excluded. Each request is considered on its merits.

As you say, MOD files are subject to the provision of the Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967
and remain closed for 30 years after the last action on the file has been taken. We have, however,
looked carefully to see whether earlier release of the files containing papers relating to “UFQ’
issues might be possible. The Department receives about 400 sighting reports each year and a
similar number of letters from members of the public, some of which may also contain sighting
reports. The information is filed manually in the form it is received on Branch files and therefore
contains the personal details of all those contacting and corresponding with the Department.
MOD has a duty to protect this third party confidentiality and the 30-year period is deemed
appropriate for this purpose. Before access could be given to the material, staff would need to be
diverted from their essential defence-related tasks to retrieve the material from archives and
scrutinise and remove all of the personal information from many thousands of documents. The
latter actiori would be necessary because the alternative, fo contact everyone providing the
information to secure their agreement to the release of their personal details, would be
unworkable. Your request is therefore refused under Exemption 9 of the Code of Practice on
Access to Government Information (voluminous or vexatious requests and Exemption 12, Privacy
of an individual). We would, of course, be happy to look to see what information might be made
available if you could be more specific abeut dates. This would then enable us to consider
whether a more focussed effort on a limited amount of material might be possible.

I am sorry if any information provided to you by staff in the MOD Press Office has caused a
misunderstanding. At the beginning of the year the department received a number of enquiries
about the release of, and access to, ‘UFO’ files for 1969. These files were opened in the Public
Record Office in January and it may be that the MOD press officer at the time you made contact
was confused on this particular point.



Finally, 1 should say that if you are unhappy with the decision to refuse your request for access to
MOD files and wish to appeal, you should write in the first instance to the Ministry of Defence,
DOMD, Room 619, Northumberiand House, Northumberland Avenue, London WC2N 5BP
requesting that the decision be reviewed. If foliowing the internal review you remain dissatisfied,
you can ask your MP to take up the case with the Parliamentary Commissioner for Administration

(the Ombudsman) who can investigate on your behalf. The Ombudsman will not, however,
consider an investigation until the internal review process has been completed.

Yours sincerely,



Loose Minute [ O

DR/3/7/8

21 July 2000

Sec(AS)2

Copy to:

OMD/AD(E&MG)

CODE REQUEST - ACCESS TO FILES

Reference: A. D/Sec(AS)/64/3 dated 20 July 2000
B. D/DOMD/2/3 dated 20 July 2000

1. Thank you for sight of the correspondence from Dr Clarke and your proposed
response to him.

2. Paragraph 3 of your draft reply continues to represent the advice previously given
by this branch and endorsed C+L(F&S)Legall following Lord Hill-Norton’s
approach to the Department a few years ago. Dr Clarke’s request for access does
not, in my view, support the need for this advice to be reconsidered.

Hd DR1
MTAS8/3



LOOSE MINUTE
D/DOMD/2/3

20 July 2000
Sec(AS)2

Copy to:

DR1

CODE REQUEST - ACCESS TO FILES

Reference: D/Sec(AS)/64/3 dated 20 July 2000

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your proposed reply to Dr
Clarke's request to examine all MOD files containing information on UFOQs.

2. I agree that Exemption 9 is a valid exemption in this case. In explaining
this to Dr Clarke, it might also be worth quoting Exemption 12 (privacy of an
individual).

3. If Dr Clarke suggests that he provide an undertaking that he would not
to submit a more focussed request, that would have no bearing on our position -
the duty on MOD is to not release the information. My understanding is that
allowing a third party to view personal information is as much releasing it as if
we gave them a copy. Subject to a change in the Public Records Act or the
Data Protection Act, the only way I can see MOD being able legally to grant
access to these records without anonymising them would be to ask every
person mentioned whether they were happy to have their data released.

4. It may be worth explaining this to Dr Clarke to help him formulate a
request which does not break these key principles.

[signed]

OMD/AD(E&MG
NH617
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Loose Minute
D/Sec{AS)/64/3
20 July 2000

AD/E&MG OMD

Copy to:
DR1

CODE REQUEST - PUBLIC CORRESPONDENCE

1. We spoke this morning about a letter we have received from a member of the
public who is seeking access to *UFOQ’ files from 1969. ] attach a copy of the letter

and our proposed response,

2. We have found Dr Clarke to be tenacious when corresponding on other *“UFO’-
related issues and I have same concerns about how he might respond to a refusal to
grant his request. What might we say if he replies that he is prepared to give an
undertaking that he would not record or use any personal details contained in the
files? He could claim that he was only interested in aggregating the data and
therefore the personal confidentiality argument would not arise.

3. Ifa decision was to be made now or in future to grant access without the material
being sanitised, how might this be done s0 as to ensure personal information was not
extracted? It is likely that agreement to Dr Clarke’s requests would prompt others
(ufologists with ‘UFO’ research-related interests and/or the media) to seek similar
access and a strategy would need to be developed for dealing for dealing with this, I
am copying this note and artachments tMr any advice he might have on
these aspects.

4, We bave acknowledged Dr Clarke’s letter and advised him that we will provide a
substantive response shortly.

Sec(AS)2
MB 8247




Loose Minute
D/Sec(AS)/64/3
20 July 2000

AD/E&MG OMD

Copy to:
DR1

CODE REQUEST — PUBLIC CORRESPONDENCE

1. We spoke this moring about a letter we have received from a member of the
public who is seeking access to ‘UFQ"’ files from 1969. 1 attach a copy of the letter
and our proposed response.

2. We have found Dr Clarke to be tenacious when corresponding on other ‘UFQO’-
related issues and I have some concerns about how he might respond to a refusal to
grant his request. What might we say if he replies that he is prepared to give an
undertaking that he would not record or use any personal details contained in the
files? He could claim that he was only interested in aggregating the data and
therefore the personal confidentiality argument would not arise.

3. If a decision was to be made now or in future to grant access without the material
being sanitised, how might this be done so as to ensure personal information was not
extracted? It is likely that agreement to Dr Clarke’s requests would prompt others
(ufologists with “UFO’ research-related interests and/or the media) to seek similar
access and a strategy would need to be developed for dealing for dealing with this. I
am copying this note and attachments to Sl leiiSaRAs for any advice he might have on
these aspects.

4. We have acknowledged Dr Clarke’s letter and advised him that we will provide a
substantive response shortly.

Sec(AS)2
MB 8247




Draft

Thank you for your letter of 21 June seeking access to MOD files from 1969 onwards
on ‘unidentified flying objects’ for examination, note taking and copying as necessary
for your post doctoral research in to the socio-psychological aspects of belief in aerial
phenomena.

The Ministry of Defence already operates in accordance with the Code of Practice on
Access to Government Information. It responds positively to any requests for
information and no categories are automatically excluded. Each request is considered
on its merits.

As you say, MOD files are subject to the provision of the Public Records Act of 1958
and 1967 and remain closed for 30 years after the last action on the file has been
taken. We have, however, looked carefully to see whether earlier release of the files
containing papers relating to ‘UFO’ issues might be possible. The Department
receives about 400 sighting reports each year and a similar number of letters from
members of the public, some of which may also contain sighting reports. The
information is filed manually in the form it is received on Branch files and therefore
contains the personal details of all those contacting and corresponding with the
Department. MOD has a duty to protect this third party confidentiality and the 30-
year period is deemed appropriate for this purpose. Before access could be given to
the material, staff would need to be diverted from their essential defence-related tasks
to retrieve the material from archives, and scrutinise and remove all of the personal
information from many thousands of documents. Your request is therefore refused
under Exemption 9 of the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information
(voluminous or vexatious requests). We would, of course, be happy to look to see
what information might be made available if you have a more specific date in mind as
it would require a more focussed effort on a limited amount of material.

I am sorry if any information provided to you by staff in the MOD Press Office has
caused a misunderstanding. At the beginning of the year the department received a
number of enquiries about the release of, and access to, ‘UFQ’ files for 1969. These
files were opened in the Public Record Office in January and it may be that the MOD
press officer at the time you made contact was confused on this particular point.

Finally, I should say that if you are unhappy with the decision to refuse your request
for access to MOD files and wish to appeal, you should write in the first instance to
the Ministry of Defence, DOMD, Room 619, Northumberland House,
Northumberland Avenue, London WC2N 5BP requesting that the decision be
reviewed. If following the internal review you remain dissatisfied, you can ask your
MP to take up the case with the Parliamentary Commissioner for Administration (the
Ombudsman) who can investigate on your behalf. The Ombudsman will not,
however, consider an investigation until the internal review process has been
completed.
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SEC(AS)2A1
From: ICL-TECH-COORD

Sent: 05 July 2000 10:13

Subject: UNCLASS - Additional Guidance - Parliamentary Enquiries (PEs} and Parliamentary Questions
(PQs)

Parliamentary Enquiries (PEs)

Despite the fact that the PE Unit's guidance clearly asks that drafts be cleared by a
named official at Grade 7 level or above, increasingly we find that checks have to be
made to ensure that replies have been so approved. In future, could all drafts please
include a 'Drafted by/Authorised by' declaration as per Parliamentary Questions.

Parliamentary Questions (PQs)

The disproportionate cost threshold for answering PQs has been increased to £550.

You should take this new cost into account when recommending to Ministers a
‘disproportionate cost’ reply.

PARLIAMENTARY CLERK

06/09/00



From: EESTEI SEC(AS)2A1 6
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 8245, Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 90
(GTN)
Dt D Clarke
Your Reference
Referenc
D}lSec $)64/3
20 July 2000

Dear Dr Clarke

1 am writing to acknowledge receipt of your letter of 21 June concerning access to MOD files
relating to ‘unidentified flying objects’.

We aim to reply to such letters within four weeks form the date of receipt. However, owing to
current adminisirative difficulties it may not be possible to reply to you within this timescale.

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

Your sincerely,
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This Aeeds Hevr Ol

Thank you for your letter of 21 June seeking access to MOD files from 1969 onwards
on ‘unidentified flying objects” for examination, note taking and copying as necessary
for your post doctoral research in to the socio-psychological aspects of belief in aerial

phenomena.

The Ministry of Defence already operates in accordance with the Code of Practice on

Access to Government Information. It responds positively to any requests for
information and no categories are automatically excluded. Each request is considered

on its merits.

As you say, MOD files are subject to the provision of the Public Records Act of 1958
and 1967 and remain closed for 30 years after the last action on the file has been
taken. We have, however, looked carefully to see whether earlier release of the files
containing papers relating to ‘UFO’ issues might be possible. The Department
receives about 400 sighting reports each year and a similar number of letters from
members of the public, some of which may also contain sighting reports. The
information is filed manually in the form it is received on Branch files and therefore
contains the personal details of all those contacting and corresponding with the
Department. MOD has a duty to protect this third party confidentiality and the 30-
year period is deemed appropriate for this purpose. Before access could be given to
the material, staff would need to be diverted from their essential defence-related tasks
to retrieve the material from archives, and scrutinise and remove all of the personal
information from many thousands of documents. Your request is therefore refused
under Exemption 9 of the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information

(voluminous or vexatious requests). We would, of course, be happy to look to see



what information might be made available if you have a more specific date in mind as

it would require a more focussed effort on a limited amount of material.

I am sorry if any information provided to you by staff in the MOD Press Office has
caused a misunderstanding. At the beginning of the year the department received a
number of enquiries about the release of, and access to, ‘UFQ’ files for 1969. These
files were opened in the Public Record Office in January and it may be that the MOD

press officer at the time you made contact was confused on this particular point.

Finally, I should say that if you are unhappy with the decision to refuse your request
for access to MOD files and wish to appeal, you should write in the first instance to
the Ministry of Defence, DOMD, Room 619, Northumberland House,
Northumberland Avenue, London WC2N 5BP requesting that the decision be
reviewed. If following the internal review you remain dissatisfied, you can ask your
MP to take up the case with the Parliamentary Commissioner for Administration (the
Ombudsman) who can investigate on your behalf. The Ombudsman will not,
however, consider an investigation until the internal review process has been

completed.

Yours sincerely,

11 Aden Ca X
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Ministry of Defence
Main Building
Whitehall
London SW1A 2HB
21 June 2000
Dear Sir/Madam, @

Freedom of Information — Access to MO files relating to aerial phenomena

I am undertaking post doctoral research into the socio-psychological aspects of belief in
the aerial phenomena popularly known as ‘unidentified flying objects’, as an Honorary
Research Fellow at the National Centre for English Cultural Tradition, University of
Sheffield.

In particular, I am examining the role played by the mass media in the creation and
transmission of beliefs and rumours about UFOs, and how these have been reflected in
the Ministry of Defence’s public policy towards this subject from 1950 to the present.

While a certain amount of useful information can be obtained from the study of Press
reports, the proceedings of Hansard and the records of private researchers, a study of this
kind is reliant upon access to official records such as those available at the Public Record
Office. ‘

Currently access to records kept by the MOD relating to UFO phenomena, including
those relating to the formulation of official policy, are covered by the Access to Public
Records Act, 1967. This has meant that the vast majority of records relating to this
subject are made available for public inspection when they are 30 years old. As a result, a
number of MOD air files relating to UFO reports and policy issues relating to the period
1953-1969 have already been released and are available for study at the PRO.

However, at present records dating from 1969 to the present day remain closed under the
terms of the 1967 Act. Despite this fact, during the past decade the MOD have released
information relating to UFOs in response to individual requests from the public which,
strictly speaking, continue to remain closed under the 30 year rule.




Under the definitions used by the Draft Freedom of Information Act (1999) all
Government records — other that those created by the Security and Intelligence Services -
should be available for public scrutiny unless it can be demonstrated their disclosure
would clearly cause harm to “national security, defence and international relations...the
internal discussion of Government policy [and/or] personal privacy.”

Since the 1950s, the UK Government’s public position has been that reports of
“‘unidentified flying objects’ have no implications for defence or national security. As a
result, there would appear to be no reason, other than protection of personal privacy, why
records maintained on this subject should not be made available for study purposes such
as the one I am proposing.

Indeed, in January this year I contacted the RAF Press Office who confirmed that the
Ministry of Defence, in response to the published aims of the draft Freedom of
Information Bill, were considering a proposal to allow access to UFO related files —
currently closed under the 30 year rule - for what were described as “bona fide
researchers.” This was on the proviso that any proposed future access did not
compromise confidential personal data supplied to the MOD by members of the public
and/or endanger national security.

A preliminary examination of the MOD air files on UFOs from 1953-1969 which are
available at the PRO has demonstrated their value as a rich source of historical and social
data relevant to my proposed study. For example, a Defence Intelligence briefing from
1966-67 released to the Public Record Office last year (DEFE 31/119) demonstrates how
MOD staff were aware of the importance of these social and psychological factors,
specifically the role played by the mass media, in the wax and wane of interest
surrounding UFQ reports..

These records have hitherto never been the subject of a properly funded academic
research project. The value of such a study to the UK Government, in terms of the
development of public policy in future, should also be taken into account when this
request is considered. An independent study of this historical material might also help to
dispel the popular myth of “secrecy” and “cover-up” which continues to surround the
MOD’s public statements on the subject of UFOs.

I am currently in receipt of an award from the British Academy to study the creation and
transmission of rumours in the context of popular beliefs which spread through Britain
during the First World War, based upon records preserved at the Public Record Office.
Later this year I intend to apply to another funding body for an additional award which
would allow me to study the development of popular beliefs about UFOs and how these
have been reflected by MOD policy from the 1950s to the present. As it stands, the
proposed study would have to be based upon the MOD air files which are currently
available, and relate to the period 1953-1969.




I wish to make a formal application via the Freedom of Information Unit of the MOD for
access to MOD Air files relating to UFOs and UFO policy for the period 1969 to the
present day. I would define access as having the opportunity to examine all relevant files
relating to UFO reports and UFO policy, making notes and copies of relevant material
where necessary. I appreciate a project of this kind could take time and would incur costs,
but these could easily be incorporated into my application for a research award.

I would welcome to opportunity to discuss this proposal informally with a representative

from the Ministry of the Defence and/or the Freedom of Information Unit and look
forward to hearing from you,

Yours Faithfull



From: _ Secretariat(Air Staff)2a, Room 8245 ot

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE | o
Main Building, Whitehali, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

(Switchboard) 0171 218
R o 0

_Dr D W Clark Your Reference

r Reference
D/Sec(AS)I64/3
Date

4 January 2000

D€M Dr C'cwlxe,,
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I wrote to you on 15 December 1999 and apologise for the delay in providing you with a
full reply to your letter of 19 November 1999,

Taking each of your points in turn, I can confirm that the RAF Police tasked to investigate
the incident concentrated their enquiries on whether a military aircraft had been in the area
concerned on the date in question. Once they had established that military activity was not
involved they made no further enquiries to determine what might have caused the noise. The
MOD is satisfied that on the date in question, there was no threat to the UK Air Defence Region
from hostile military activity.

RAF Police reports are classified documents. They contain material gathered as part of a
Police investigation and, as such, are confidential to that investigation. The reports themselves are
not available for public scrutiny but we are happy to provide a summary of the conclusions
reached. I have consulted my colleagues in the Branch who dealt with this particular RAF Police
Investigation and, as explained in—letter of 1 October 1999, can confirm that no RAF
or NATO aircraft were found to be operating in the area at the time. “enc IS o4y pt R

Finally, as I said in my previous letter, I can confirm that MOD received no reports of
unidentified aerial phenomena for the period 19:00 hours 24 March 1997 - 01:00 hours 25 March

1997.
%W‘S S Ev\cuelj



Can we have some help with the attached please.

Dr Clarke is a persistent ‘ufologist’. In his October letter he wanted information
about low flying complaints etc for a particular day in March 1997 and an alleged
sonic boom on the same day. jked with Sec(AS)1a and was able to say
that there had been an RAF Police investigation into an alleged sonic boom but found
that no RAF or NATO aircraft were operating in the aréa concerned at the time.

Dr Clarke has asked further questions about the sonic boom. What should we say in
response to (1) — that the RAF Police investigation ruled out any military involvement
and it was not, therefore, for them to make any further investigations as to the cause?
And, what do we say for (2)? For (3), would it be something on the lines of ‘RAF
Police Reports are classified documents because they contain material gathered as
part of a Police investigation and are, therefore, confidential to that investigation®?
Finally, I assume there is no other part of MOD involved with sonic booms?

We have acknowledged the letter but would like to send a substantive response before
Christmas.

15/12/99
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As I explained in my last letter, an RAF Police investigation was carried out into the
alleged sonic event over Sheffield on 24 March 1997. Although their report is an
internal document, its conclusions are made available to the public in the same way as
I am doing here.

The RAF Police found that neither a military or a civilian aircraft could have caused
the alleged incident on that night. The radar tapes for the area showed a single
civilian aircraft landing at Manchester airport.

As far as possible explanations for this incident are concerned, I can only suggest that
a sonic boom may have been caused by a satellite or meteor re-entering the earth's
atmosphere. We sometimes receive reports of loud explosions, initially thought to
have been caused by military aircraft, being generated by industrial operations at steel
factories.
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From:_ Secretariat(Air Staff)2a, Room 8245

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB
Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 8000
(Fax)
Dr D W Clarke Your Reference

Reft
D?Sec? eé?/%ctielii v
'g December 1999

Dane Dr CJWe/

Thank you for your letter dated 19" November. Your questions relating to the alleged
sonic boom incident on 24 March 1997 have been passed to the relevant branch in MOD and you
should receive a response shortly.

‘With regard to your last question, I can confirm that MOD received no reports of ‘UFO’
sightings for 24™ or 25™ March 1997 from anywhere in the UK.

I would like to apologise for the delay in replying.

YOM flaay
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Dr David Clarke

19 November 1999
Your ref: D/Sec{AS)/64/3

Section 40|

Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a, Room 8245
Ministry of Defence

Whitehall,

London SW1A 2HB ‘

e Seotion 40|

Thankyou for your letter of 1 October and for taking the trouble to answer my questions
regarding complaints about low-flying aircraft and sonic booms reported on 24 March
1997.

I realise that you have limited time to deal with enquiries such as mine, and I do
appreciate your efforts to provide the answers I am seeking with regards the events of the
evening in question. I wonder if I could trouble you once more with a small number of
supplementary questions.

I note that RAF police did investigate the incident, and that RAF or NATO aircraft were
found not to be responsible for the sonic booms recorded by the British Geological
Survey in the Sheffield area at 2152 and 2206 GMT on 24 March 1997. This leads me to
ask, therefore, if military and civilian causes were ruled out, did the RAF Police reach
any other conclusion as to the source or origin of these sonic events?

If these booms were not generated by friendly aircraft, then by definition they merit
further investigation to determine whether their source, following the MOD’s own
terminology, posed “any potential threat to UK airspace.”

Additionally, and in light of the current proposals for Open Government, is the RAF
Police report on the incident and/or its conclusions available for public scrutiny?

If you are unable to answer specific questions with regard to sonic events such as those
reported on 24 March 1997, could you refer me to a relevant branch of the Ministry of
Defence who might be able to provide more detailed information?



A final question I would like to ask is this: did the Ministry of Defence receive any
reports, whether from a military or civilian source, of unidentified aerial phenomena from
any part of the United Kingdom, for the period 7pm on 24 March 1997 to I am on 25
March 1997, and if so from which specific location/s?

I.do hope you are able to answer these questions, and I look forward to hearing from you.

Many thanks for your assistance in this matter,

Y

Dr David Clarke



From: — Secretariat(Air Staff)2a, Room
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE . _
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A ZHB

Telephone {Direct dial)

(Switchboard) 0171 21
0 ﬂ

Dr D W Clarke Your Reference

Reference
BVSec(AS)/savs

\ October 1999

W i Gt

Thank you for your letter regarding complaints about low flying military aircraft and sonic
booms. Your letter concerns correspondence between myself and your colleague,

In the letter sent to_ I advised that the Ministry of Defence had received no
complaints about military low flying on 24 March 1997 from Sheffield or the Howden Moors area
of the Peak District. You then wrote to me stating that you had found that the MOD received
thirteen complaints of military low flying on the date in question. I can confirm that the MOD did
indeed receive thirteen complaints for 24 March 1997, however, none of the reports originated
from Sheffield or the Peak District. _ori_ginal question asked if there had been any
complaints about low flying military aircraft from two. specific areas, and my reply was tailored to
his question. '

On the matter of the alleged sonic boom on 24 March 1997, you are correct in stating that
military aircraft may only fly at supersonic speeds over the sea and to fly supersonic overland is in
breach of flying regulations. We take reports of sonic booms overland very seriously and you will
be reassured to learn that the RAF Police did investigate the incident. Their investigation found
that no RAF or NATO aircraft were operating in the area at the time and that civil aircraft in the
area were travelling too slow to have generated a sonic boom.

[ would like to apologise for the delay in replying.

s smcam@ |
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SEC{AS)2A1A

From: SEC{AS)1A1

Sent: 01 October 1995 11:32

To: SEC(AS)2A1A

Subject:  Sonic Booooooom SR I

Importance: High

D/Sec(AS)/56/1

We spoke about the alleged sonic boom over Sheffield on 24 March 1997. A nice little
paragraph follows:

"On the mattter of the alledged sonic boom on 24 March 1997, you are absolutely
correct that military aircraft may only fly at supersonic speeds over the sea and to fly
supersonic overland is indeed in breach of flying regulations. We take reports of sonic
booms overland very seriously indeed and you will be reassured to learn that the RAF
Police did investigate the incident. Their investigation found that no RAF or NATO
aircraft were operating in the area at the time and that civil aircraft in the area were
travelling too slow to have generated a sonic boom.”

Howz that? If you want to refer any further questions Dr Clarke may have on the matter
to me (either by phone or by post), please do. |

Any probs, give me aring.

B

01/10/99



From:_ Secretariat{Air Staff)2a, Room 8245
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 5000
(Fax)
Dr D W Clarke Your Reference

Qur Reference
D?Srec f§§%4/3

ate
2 ! June 1999

v I Clwi,

Thank you for your letter of 4 May. I apologise for the delay in responding to your letter; I
am looking into the matter and will reply when I have the information available.

‘s Sy,




Dr David Clarke

4 May 1999
Your ref: D/Sec(AS)/64/3

Do SRR

I refer to your letter dated 6 April, in reply to my co[[eagu— who had
written to AS2 asking for information concerning “UFQ” and low-flying aircraft incidents
reported to the MOD on March 24, 1997, from the Sheffield area.

In your reply you stated that the RAF/MOD had no records of any complaints concerning
low-flying aircraft from that particular night.

However, as a result of questions on my behalf by MP Helen Jackson in Parliament on
March 25, 1998, Defence Minister John Spellar admitted that the RAF had received 13
complaints concerning low-flying military aircraft from different locations in the UK for
March 24, 1997,

Mr Spellar said these complaints stemmed from a pre-booked training exercise in the area
of the Peak District involving low-flying RAF aircraft which ended at 2135 hrs.

In addition, the British Geological Survey in Edinburgh have stated that their equipment
recorded two sonic booms at 2152 and 2206 hours GMT in the Sheffield area which could
only have been caused as a result of aircraft breaching the sound barrier.

The BGS said that RAF Flying Complaints were contacted on March 25, 1997, and “were
unable to confirm they were caused by military aircraft.”

As a result of the above could you answer the following questions:

Did RAF Military Police or any other department of the MOD conduct an internal
inquiry/investigation into the source and/or cause of the two sonic booms recorded on
March 24, 1997, given the legal stipulation (Military Flying Regulations) that pilots must
not break the speed of sound over land/urban areas?

If an inquiry was taunched, what was the conclusion reached concerning the source of the
sonic booms?

If no such inquiry was launched, why not given the clear breach of military flying
regulations these sonic events consituted?

You may be aware that as a result of reports concerning an “explosion” and sightings of a
low-flying aircraft by civilians on the border between the Peak District and Sheffield
shortly after 2200 hrs on March 24, police and emergency services launched a 15 hour
search and rescue operation, without result.

There has been considerable speculation concerning this event during the past two years,
and I hope the MOD will be able to provide a definitive answer to the questions above.
Thankyou for your attention to this matter,

Dr D.W. Clarke
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