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g\S-LA OpsPol1
To

Sui)ject: Mr Nick Pope

Thank you for your e-mail of 4 June concerning Mr Nick Pope's involvement with the subject of Unidentified Flying
Objects. Your message has been passed to me because this Department is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to 'UFOs'.

First, it may be useful if | explain that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFOQ/ flying saucer’
matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestial lifeforms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. The MOD examines any reports of 'UFOs' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might
have some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might
have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the
United Kingdom from an external military source, and to date no 'UFQ' report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations,
such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide
this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which go
beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to Mr Nick Pope, | can confirm that he worked in the Secretariat (Air Staff), a former part of this

Department between 1991 and 1994. Mr Pope is now working in another unrelated area of the MOD. The views

expressed by Mr Pope on the subject of 'UFOs' are entirely his own personal opinions and do not represent, nor
reflect, the views of the MOD.

I hope this is helpful.

das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk

I3 Twme 200
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. DAS-LA OpsPol1

From: Info-Access3

Sent: 04 June 2003 10:19

To: DAS4A1(SEC); DAS-LA OpsPol1
Cc: Info-Access4

Sub'lect: FW: information verification

Are you able to respond to this request received from the PS? | have heard you
mention Nick a few times and think you know more about this than me!

As Nick put himself in the public domain from all the books that he has written | am
not sure that DPA applies. Grateful for your advice!

From:
Sent: 04 June 2003 08:04

To: info-access3@defence.mod.uk
Subject: information verification

Greetings -

My name is_an American curious about a web article involving a Mr. Nick Pope
allegedly of you Ministry of Defense.

Mr Pope is reported to had been involved in the study of unidentified flying objects.
Can you verify the existence of Mr. Pope and does he work for you?

Sincerely,

Rochester NY USA

Do you Yahoo!?
Free online calendar with sync to Outlook(TM).

04/06/2003



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

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
E-Mail das-laopspolla@defence.mod.uk-

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3 e—
Eastchurch
Kent Date
{9, May 2003

Dear

I am writing with reference to my earlier letter to you of 21 March 2003. I promised to respond
once I'd consulted other branches in the Ministry of Defence on “Project Insight”. I am sorry for
the delay in getting back to you. Iam afraid that, to the best of our knowledge, we are unaware of
any project with that name. In your letter, you said you thought it might have been an American
project and you might like to contact the US DoD at the Pentagon, Washington, DC 20310-0700.
I hope this is helpful.

oy vt



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

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218
E-Mail das-laopspolla@de : UK

Your Reference

Our Ref
D/DAS/643 &~

Date
21 March 2003

6;‘;’—_

Thank you for your recent letter. Firstly, you enquired about a ‘UFO’ sighting from
Skegness, Lincolnshire. You did not specify the date on which it occurred, but I can confirm that
we have not received any sighting reports of ‘UFOs’ from Skegness in the last year.

Second, you asked if we could provide you with any recently released documents. It
might be helpful if I explain that, in the time remaining before the full implementation of the
Freedom of Information Act in January 2005, we will be reviewing the information we hold to see
what material my be made more generally available via the MOD Freedom of Information
Publication Scheme. This Scheme was launched on 29 November 2002 as the first step towards
the introduction of the FOIA and can be found at www. foi.mod.uk. A search under “UFQ”
will take you to the papers already released, which include those sent to you with our letter of 10
September 2003.

Finally, you enquired about a “Project Insight”. We are currently consulting other sections
within the Department to see if they have heard of any such project. Please be assured that we will
write to you again as soon as we have heard from them. I hope this is helpful.

yb’»‘xvj S ‘/\c;_;{er(A)
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“AS-LA OpsPol1

To:
Subject: The Rendiesham Forest File
Security Label: Signed

alsccion 40

Thank you for your message of 10 May concerning access to the papers on the Rendiesham Forest incident. Your

message has been passed to this Department as we are the focal point within the MOD for correspondence regard
'UFOs'.

I am sorry to hear you have had trouble locating the documents referred to as "The Rendlesham Forest file". These
-can be found in the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme at www.foi.mod.uk . A search under
Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to these documents, or alternatively, you may wish to search under UFO,
as this will take you to all the UFO classes of information in the Scheme.

| hope this is helpful.

das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk

19th May 2003




** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

Lao \%y\j /B-MAIL
TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
To___ DAR (1 LA ) ¥ TORefNo__ SS577¢ . /2003

g

“ D& \M“’ | Date |3 .5 -<>.

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date (our target is
now to answer 100% of letters from members of the public within this timeframe). If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 periodically calls for a sample
of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

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

Under 'Service First', all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have
simple systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the
public (including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply).
This information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published
targets. In addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests
for information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
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From:

Sent: 10 May 2003 07:15

To: public@ministers.mod.uk
Subject: "The Rendlesham File"
Hello,

I am looking for the so-called "The Rendlesham File" that is to be found on
your web site. Can you please help me where to find it?

Reference: http://www.sky.com/skynews/article/0,,15410-12182835,00.html|

Phone
Mobile
Mailto

Sasser Media Lab Ltd, http://www.sasser.net
Address: ‘ - \
ﬁlm, Sweden -HNL \;\V\LS ck WWW - {—v\ o)k
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From:

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

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

Your Reference

Our Reference
D/DAS/64/3

Date
15 May 2003

Thank you for your recent letter concerning access to information about ‘unidentified flying
objects’. This Department is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence
regarding ‘UFOs’.

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

With regard to the files containing ‘UFO’ sighting reports, it was generally the case that before
1967 all "UFO" files were destroyed after five years, as there was insufficient public interest in
the subject to meﬁt their permanent retention. However since 1967, following an increase in
public interest in this subject "UFQ" report files are now routinely preserved. Any files from the
1950s and early 1960s which did survive are already available for examination by members of the
public at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. Files
from 1967 onwards are routinely released to the Public Record Office when 30 years have elapsed
since the last enclosure on the file.

For information less than 30 years old, the Ministry of Defence operates in accordance with the
Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the Code), which encourages the
provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example, cause harm to defence, invade
on an individual's privacy, or if it would take an unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to
a request. Information requested is supplied wherever p0551ble providing it does not fall under
one of the exemptions in the Code.




The Freedom of Information Act 2000 will come into force in January 2005, when it will
supersede the Code. As part of our commitments under the Act, the MOD has launched a

. Freedom of Information Publication Scheme on the internet containing information the MOD
makes available to the Public. This includes classes of information on UFOs and if you wish to
look at these please go to www . foi .mod.uk and search under UFO.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,




HUL
TE

Dear sir/madam,
I am writing to you in the hope you can help me gain access to
information about UFO investigation, sighting’s or encounter’s under the “Freedom
of information act”. Thank’s
Your’s faithfully




Dear Sir,
I am writing to you in the hope you can help me to see documental evidence

of UFO sighting’s or encounter’s.
Thank’s your’s sincerel

DAS
LY ., [
16 MAY 2003

FILE




From: IR

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

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

E-Mail das-laopspol1a@defence.

Your Re

Our Refe
B tAS/<
’ ate |
Staffordshire 2 Aprik?
Maf)

Thank you for your letter dated 12 April 2003. @

Firstly, you mentioned a ‘UFO’ which allegedly crashed in Cannock Chase in 1974. 1 have
looked through our files from around that date and could not find any papers relating to any such
incident.

You also mentioned an alleged incident in the Berwyn Mountains in that same year. Please find
enclosed copies of sighting reports the Ministry of Defence received for the 23 January 1974 and
papers concerning enquiries made with various departments at the time. Personal details have
been removed to protect the privacy of those who have corresponded with the MOD and MOD
employees.

The documents you may find to be of particular interest are the file note (marked 23) and the letter
dated 11 March 1975 (marked 107) which appear to give an explanation of the sightings. The
RAF Mountain Rescue Team mentioned in the documents as having participated in a search of the
area, were based at RAF Valley in 1974 and RAF Valley’s Operations Record Book for the period
was examined. This book is a historical record of activities at the Station, but it contained no
record of these events.

With regard to your concerns about unknown objects penetrating the UK Air Defence Region, I
should wish to assure you that the integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is maintained through
continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved by
using a combination of civil and military radar installations, which provide a continuous real-time
“picture” of the UK airspace. Any threat to the UK Air Defence Region would be handled in the
light of the particular circumstances at the time (it might if deemed appropriate, involve the
scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft).



From that perspective, reports provided to us of ‘UFQ’ sightings are examined, but consultation
with air defence staff and others as necessary is considered only where there is sufficient evidence
to suggest a breach of UK air space. The vast majority of reports we receive are very sketchy and
vague. Only a handful of reports in recent years have warranted further investigation and none
revealed any evidence of a threat. Please find enclosed for your information a copy of the form
which is used to report sightings to this office.

Finally, as requested I enclose a hard copy of the document relating to the ‘Flying Saucer Working
Party’ in 1951. 1 hope this is helpful.

yow@ I ;'Aéwe'\



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

Ministry of Defence

STAFFORDSHIRE Room 6/73
Metropole Building
Northumberland Avenue
LONDON

WC2N S5BP

Saturday April 12" 2003
Reference: JD/MOD/2/03

Dear Sir,

RE: Information on Unidentified Flying Objects

Further to your recent correspondence (your ref: D/DAS/64/3, of the 9™ April 2003), I would
like to thank you for your speedy reply to my request and for the information you sent on the
alleged UFO incident at Rendlesham Forest in December 1980.

It is on the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects that I again write in the hope that you may
be able to assist me with my research.

I have been researching the subject for a number of years but am only now beginning
correspondence with you as I have only just finished sorting the massive amount of information
I have already obtained.

In the course of my research 1 discovered information on an event that was alleged to have
occurred in my local area in 1974 where an alleged ‘crashed UFQO’ is said to have been
recovered from Cannock Chase, in Staffordshire by the military, possibly in the same time
frame that another or part of the same UFO was removed from the Berwyn Mountains in
North Wales.

I include below for your information, extracts from an article on the incidents based on the
book “Cosmic Crashes”

“One of the most contentious stories concerning crashed UFOs in Britain are the allegations
surrounding the so called Berwyn Mountains Incident in January 1974..... claims that
something had impacted on the Berwyn Mountains and that people had seen strange
helicopters and lights and that there had been a strong military presence in the area during the
time frame.

-..In 1996...1 was contacted by a credible guy, a very credible guy as it turns out, who used to
work for ATV Television in the 1970’s...

He told me that ATV had received a report of a fairly interesting UFO incident which had
occurred in the Hednesford area of Cannock Chase on a particular night in January 1974....




)

..He told me that he could not remember the details of how they determined the exact
location, but that it was in the Hednesford area...

....They managed to get out there, it was snowing that particular night, and when they got out
to the particular site, they found two guys sitting in a car by the edge of a field, and no less
than 10 troop carriers, army lorries, with about 100 troops milling around and basically all hell
breaking loose...

...These two guys had seen what they had initially thought was a plane coming down in a field.
It looked like like a fire ball with something trailing behind it. When they pulled up and
managed to get out to the field, they described it as a flying saucer. Now when I pressed the
ATV guy, he said that was literally the description they gave “a flying saucer”...

...When the ATV team ..Pulled up at the field, the army was milling around, they would not let
them enter the field and would not allow them to basically do anything..

..But they did a small interview with the driver of the car who seemed to be very ill. He was
sweating and had just shirt sleeves on despite the fact that it was throwing it down with snow.
When they completed the interview and got back to their van, the camera man actually sneaked
out from the back of the van and did a quite long detour round into the field from the reverse
side..

..He got into the field and found a huge circular burn mark in the field, he got this down on
tape and took it back to the studios. The following day he said that people came from the
Home Office and removed the film..

...What’s interesting is that if you tie this in with the Berwyn Mountains case then you have
got military presence at two fairly spectacular alleged UFO sites in Britain both in January
1974..

..In the Berwyn Mountains case, we know from the testimony of some of the people involved
that there was a fall of snow that night. In the Staffordshire case, the witness told me it was
snowing heavily. It’s entirely possible that both incidents could have occurred in the same time
frame..

.. In the account from the Ex British Army personnel, he said that his unit was based in the
South of England and that they received, and this is the bizarre thing, the received advanced
notice that they were going to be required to take part in some sort of operation and on the
specific night in question they headed up towards Birmingham..

..Now Birmingham is a stones throw from Cannock Chase and it’s entirely possible that the

team which eventually made it’s way to North Wales was the very same one seen swarming all
over the chase..

..Given the fact that the Ex Army guy said they had prior knowledge they were going to be
required and when I spoke to the ATV guy, he told me that the incident at Cannock Chase had



3)

not been reported but the two guys in the car who were just in shock. I asked him “How do
you explain that? and he said in his opinion the army had advanced notice that something was
going to take place.

..When I interviewed T SSaRAOM she told me she was approached by a science journalist
from a national Sunday Paper who was doing research for a story concerning the alarming
increase in childhood cancers in the area. Now the ATV guy from Cannock Chase incident said
that the guy who was ill in the car was suffering from radiation burns and actually died very,
very quickly afterwards from his injuries.

.Now I’ve been looking into the allegations concerning where he was taken, where he died
and so on and have literally hit a brick wall, not because I can’t track people down but that all
those I have found have really clamed up almost to a level of fear being expressed.”

So in response to this incident I would like to make the following observations/questions:

1. You (The MOD) has stated in the past that your only interest in the investigation of
Unidentified Flying Objects are if they pose significant threats to the United Kingdom. If
this is the case then these incidents clearly involves not only an Unknown object
Penetrating the United Kingdom Air Defence Region, but one or more of these objects
actually coming to grief over the United Kingdom.

2. This surely must have warranted some sort of investigation, especially in view of the fact
that, in both cases, the military are said to have been involved and expecting something to
happen and that subsequently it is said that material was taken away from the site(s).

3. The British Government must have clearly been involved in this incident and been clearly
concerned over not allowing the truth to be known, if as the ATV cameraman states, the
Home Office removed the film they had shot of the incident on Cannock Chase that night
in January 1974.

Do The Ministry Of Defence have any information on these particular incidents which could be
made available to me (please could you pass on this letter to the relevant department if you are
unable to assist me)? Were these incidents investigated?

Finally a couple of quick requests which I hope you may be able to also assist me with.

I am interested in exactly what information the MoD requires from those who are making
reports to you of Unidentified Flying Objects and was wondering if you could send me a copy
of the sightings report form used.

Lastly, I understand that on your Website there is a 1951 report document issued by the so
called ‘Flying Saucer Working Party’, I was wondering if you could send me a copy of this

also.

Again may I extend my thanks for the assistance you have given previously and I hope that you
or your colleagues will be able to assist me with the requests in this letter.

I very much look forward to hearing from you in the near future.



S

Yours Faithfully

UFO Researcher



From: .
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct
(Switch
(Fax)
(GTN)

Your Re
Our Reft
D/DAS/

Roswell

TV T

NM 88202-0583 USA

Date .
22 April 2003

oo N =

I am writing with reference to your letter of 3 April addressed to the Ministry of Defence,
Ministerial Correspondence Unit, regarding the papers released into the MOD Freedom of
Information Publication Scheme relating to the “Rendlesham Forest” incident. Your letter has
been passed to me as this office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for
correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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

With regard to the alleged incident in Rendlesham Forest, all available substantiated evidence
would have been looked at in the usual manner by those within the Department with responsibility
for air defence matters. The judgement was that there was no indication that a breach of the
United Kingdom’s air defences had occurred on the nights in question and no further investigation
into the matter was deemed to be necessary. Although a number of allegations have subsequently
been made about these reported events, nothing has emerged over the last 22 years which has
given us reason to believe that the original assessment made by the Department was incorrect.

A copy of the file containing papers relating to these events was released to a member of the
public in 2000 following a request made under the Code of Practice on Access to Government
Information. The documents are a compilation of papers which were put together on one file some
time after this event. Some are contemporary with the events and others are later correspondence
showing MOD staff attempts to reconstruct the action taken in order to answer public enquiries.
The whole file was included in the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme in order to




make it more widely available to those who may not have been aware of its release.

As for the document you enclosed with your letter, I can inform you that this was sent to the
MOD by a member of the public who claimed they had received it from an unknown source.
Although written on what appears to be MOD headed paper, it was not an official document, but a
forgery. The covering letter from the member of the public and a loose minute from this
Department (then called DS8) to an MOD Security Department about this letter are also included
in the released file, but for ease of reference I have enclosed copies with this letter. Although the
letter was a forgery, these papers form part of the “Rendlesham Forest” file and were therefore
included when the whole file was released.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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For the attention of Miss P. Titchmarsh

Ministry of Defence,
whitehall, , 3
LONDON SWilA 2B’

Dear Miss Titchmarsh,

re: UFO Matters and Rendlesham Forest Sighting,

I enclose a copy of a letter which I received in January, together with

a copy ?f the front of the envelope which contained the same, and would be gratefu
to receive your comments thereon.

Thanking you in anticipation.

Yours

.. REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT




DACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT | . L—/ -

CORREZSPONDENCE FROM ] |
1. I attach a letter =ad attachments we recently received from a —
for your information and whatever action you think necessary. o -

2. As you will see,—has sent us a copy of a letter which purports
to be a report of landimg of a UFO crewed by several "entities" near RAF

Bentwaters in 1980. This letter is clearly a forgery. Although it is written

on MCD headed paper it is most certainly not an official documdt.I do not want to
be too’'alarmist about what could be simply a harmless Joke, but this could prove
rather embarrassing if it ever found its way to a newsgaper. The News of the World
ran a very sensational story in October last year, alleg'mg that a UFO had landed
near RAF Bentwaters. They based this on a report by a USAF Colonel, of some
unexplained lights near the base, which they had managed to get hold of. They
would no doubt seize on this letter as further "proof" that something had happened.
There could also be Parliamentary interest. Sir Patrick Wall MP has recently"
asked 2 questions on the ¥OD's interest in UFO reports and might ask questions
about this. In the worst case, then, this letter could cause a good deal of
unnecessary and unwelcome bother., :

3. Haddressed.the letter to Mrs Titchmarsh, my predecessor in this
post, because he had spoken to her shortly after the News of the %World story

appeared: my phone number has become fairly well known amongst UFO spottérs. The
reference to DS8 in the text of the letter is also easily explained; anyone who
has received &4 letter explaining our policy on UFO reports would know that DS8
are the responsible division, although we do not, contrary to what the letter
suggests, carry out investigations.

L, By way of background, I attach a note explaining the limited extent of our

interest in UFO reports and the 2 recent PQS. I should, of course, be happy to
speax to you about this,

Q }A-{@j{\m R
A MATHEWSON

Ds8

MB 7230 2638 MB

- REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

-~ a :




** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
To__pAs (LK) php- TO RefNo LA22ES /2003

CC' Date \T“'\ aeg“s 200

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

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date (our target is
now to answer 100% of letters from members of the public within this timeframe). If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 periodically calls for a sample

An 'Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information' came
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on_

Under 'Service First', all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have
simple systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the
public (including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply).
This information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published

targets. In addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests
for information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
&L’"

Revised 1% April 2003
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Roswell, NM 88202-0583 USA

3 April 2003

Ministry of Defence

The Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222

Old War Office

Whitehall

London SWI1A2EU

United Kingdom

To Whom it May Concern:

As a UFO researcher I have learned that on 29 November 2002 the MoD declassified and released
a large number of documents relating to the so-called “Rendlesham Forest” UFO landing incident
of December 1980 at Bentwaters/Woodbridge air bases in England. Indeed these documents have
been posted on the MoD website.

In particular, one document (page 107 as hand-numbered in the document set, copy attached to
this letter) with an MoD letterhead mentions that “[t]ape recordings were made on which the
entities are heard to speak in an electronically synthesised version of English, with a strong
American accent. Similar transmissions intercepted irregularly by NSA since 1975. (See
attached-- Flag A.)” [No attachments in evidence.]

Naturally anyone serious about the field of UFO studies would find this document stunning in its
implications, and on 26 February 2003, I submitted a Freedom of Information Act request to the
National Security Agency (NSA) for any existing transcripts of the intercepted transmissions to
which the MoD document alludes. (I attach, for your reference, a copy of my FOIA request sent
to them.) As you can see from their response (a copy of which is also attached hereto) they not
only deny having any knowledge of the transmissions to which the MoD document refers, but also
state: “In addition, we question the validity of the document as a true and legitimate British MoD
document.”

This response is rather startling, as the document in question is posted on the MoD website, so
that it appears that NSA is saying that the MoD has posted a less than legitimate document on its
site, which I am quite confident is not the case. I would be most interested in any response that
the MoD could communicate to me concerning this matter. Ahead of time, many thanks.

Most sincerely yours,




FEA LY
Teat sy

' Amerioan acoent. Similar transmissions intercepted irre

' Dear ." ’

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

2 MINISTRY ox;nmce
pr— . ‘Tekphone (Direct Dialling) o1-213 9
SR (Switchboard) 01-218 9000 .

As you know, OSI has .cmletea a repordy on tha landing of
a craft of unimown origin crewed by several entities near BAF Bentwatera on
the night of December 29/10 1980.
Interestingly, OSI Teports that the ent;
spproxizately 1} metres tall, wore what appeared to be
esults, but no helmeis. Conditionm on the nizhi wars misi

Tape rocordings vere made on vhich the
to epeak in nn sleoctronically -ynthuiua version of E

1975 (See attached - 1-'1-3 4)

digits and an o:pposablﬂ ihun‘b. :
Despite original reports ("h&' B-0),
was not damagsd but landed deliberately ss part of a serids of visits to
SAC bsses in USA and Europe. Reports that craft was repaized by US
servicemen or was taken on to the base are not confirmed osI.
. Llending h not considered a defence issug in view of the
overt peaceful nature of the contact, but investigaticns IS8 are to bte
continued on W sutiority. Precautionary plan for counter—

information at a loccl level hwnlving Ry 253 a -
“, is strongly recommended. ‘ o

e




Roswell, NM 88202-0583

Tel. R i S

26 February 2003

National Security Agency
ATTN: FOIA Office (DC321)

STE 6248
Ft.

Dear FOIA Officer:

A collection of documents recently declassified, as I understand, by the British government, has
come to my attention, documents concerning the reported sighting and landing of an unidentified
flying object in late December 1980 in the Rendlesham Forest region of England, specifically near
the former joint US/UK air bases known as Bentwaters and Woodbridge bases, USAF/RAF.

I attach hereto a copy of one particular document from this group, which as you can see is a letter
from someone (name redacted) in the UK Ministry of Defence, reading in part:

“Tape recordings were made on which the entities are heard

to speak in an electronically synthesized version of English, with

a strong American accent. Similar transmissions intercepted

irregularly by NSA since 1975. (See attached -- Flag A.)”

[No attachments in evidence.]

I must say that I was delighted to see (1) this kind of governmental openness on the part of the
UK and (2) this evidence of codperative interest between the two governments, and wish to learn
more of this matter in connection with research that I am conducting.

Accordingly, I request, through FOIA, that you release to me any transcripts that you have of the
type of tape recordings cited in the British MoD document, or any other documents relating
thereto. In the event that you possess such transcripts/documents but conclude that you cannot
release them to me, I ask that in accordance with FOIA law you specify which of the nine
exemptions justifies the non-release. Also I ask that if at all possible you reply within the twenty
working days specified by law. If necessary I am willing to remit up to $20.00 in photocopying
fees as part of your tasking of my request; if such charges would exceed this amount please check

with me first.

Many thanks ahead of time for your assistance, and I look forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely yours,




NATIONAL. SECURITY AGENCY

CENTRAL SECURITY SERVICE
FORT GEORGE G. MEADE, MARYLAND 20755-6000

FOIA Case: 42605
19 March 2003

Roswell, NM 88202-0583

This is in response to your 26 February 2003 Freedom of Informzatien Act
(FOIA) request, which was received by this office on 6 March 2003, for
informnaticn relating te a “reported sighting and landing of an unidentifiied
flying object in late December 1980 in the Rendlesham Forest region of
England, specifically near the former joint US/UK air bases known as
Bentwaters and Woodbridge bases, USAF/RAF.” Specifically, you requested
“any transcripts that you have of the type of tape recordings cited in thee British
MoD document, or any other documents relating thereto.” Your requesit kas
been assigned Case Number 42605. There is certain information relatingto
this processing about which the FOIA and applicable Department of Defease
(DoD) and NSA/CSS regulations require we inform you.

For purposes of this request and based on the information you prowxided
in your letter, you are considered an “all other” requester. As such, you are
allowed 2 hours of search and the duplication of 100 pages at no cost. Since
processing fees were minimal, no fees were assessed.

Your request has been processed under the provisions of the FOLA. We
are unaware of any such transcripts and/or tape recordings as cited irx the

. British MoD document you provided with your request. In addition, we

question the validity of the document as a true and legitimate British Mol
document. The National Security Agency/Central Security Service is

" responsible for centralized coordination. direction and performance of highly
specialized technical functions in support of U.S. Government activities to
protect U.S. communications and produce foreign intelligence informatiom. In
addition, NSA helps ensure the security of U.S. Government computers.

Since your request relates to UFOs, it may interest you that NSA has
reviewed and declassified 461 pages of material related to UFOs and has made
the material available on the Internet. You can access the NSA FOIA Home



FOIA Case: 42605

Page at address/URL: http://www.nsa.gov/docs/efoia. The UFO material is
found by clicking on “Frequently Requested Information. Released Records.”
There is also a listing of UFO terms for which we hold no records.

If you would like this office to provide you with a copy of the released
material, please be advised that duplication charges are $54.15 (461 pages -
100 free pages=361 pages x $.15 per page = $54.15). Costs are computed in
accordance with DoD Regulation 5400.7-R, which assesses $.15 per page for
duplication. There are no search fees since no search is required to locate the
material. The material will be released to you upon receipt of your certified
check or money order within 30 days of the date of this letter made payable to
the Treasurer of the United States in the amount of $54.15.

Correspondence related to your request should include the Case Number
assigned to your request, which is included in the first paragraph of this letter.
Your letter should be addressed to National Security Agency, FOIA Office
(DC321), 9800 Savage Road STE 6248, Ft. George G. Meade, MD 20755-6248
or may be sent by facsimile to 443-479-3612. If sent by fax, it should be
marked for the attention of the FOIA office. The telephone number of the FOIA
office is 301-688-6527.

Sincerely,

Chief
FOIA/PA Services
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From: SR

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

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

WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
E-Mail das-laopspol1la@defence.mod.ul

Your Reference

Our Referenc
DIDAS 6413

Staffordshire 51) a/t\epril 2003

Thank you for your letter dated 6" April 2003, in which you request paper copies of the
documents relating to the alleged UFO sighting in Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in 1980. Please
find them enclosed for your information.

yo el da el eﬁ




Ministry of Defence (MOD)
Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a

Room 8245

Main Building

STAFFORDSHIRE ' Whitehall
Section 40| LONDON
SWI1A 2HB

Sunday April 6" 2003
Reference: JD/MOD/1/03

Dear Sir/Madam,

I am writing to you today in the hope that you may be able to help me. I recently discovered an
article which I had kept from some time ago about the publication of various material and
documents relating to the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs) on your website. As a
researcher, I was pleased to discover that such material was available particularly such
information as that relating to the Rendlesham forest incident which I am particularly interested
in, and the many other documents which were mentioned and the many others that were not.
Unfortunately I do not have access to Internet facilities and have not been able to view the data
which you have made available. I was wondering if there is any possibility of getting hold of
paper copies/printouts of the material which you have made available and published on your
official website as I would very much like to read it but as 1 said, simply do not have the
facilities to access the website and printout my own copies.

1 am grateful for any assistance in this matter which your department may be able to offer me
in this matter and thank you for your time even if you are not able to assist me.

I very much look forward to hearing from you in the near future.

Yours Faithfully

UFO Researcher
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From: _

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 900
E-Mail das-laopspolla@defence. Y] -

Your Reference

Chester-Le-Street

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3 &

Date
2 | March 2003

Thank you for your letter dated 17 March 2003 in which you requested a copy of
documents concerning the alleged ‘UFO’ sighting in Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in 1980.

The Ministry of Defence file on this incident has been included in the MOD Freedom of
Information Act Publication Scheme and can be viewed at www. foi .mod.uk. A search under
‘Rendlesham Forest’ will take you directly to these papers. Alternatively, if you wish to see all the
material on ‘UFOs’ included in the Publication Scheme, please search under ‘UFQ’.

I hope this is helpful.

%wﬁ $ iR




17" March 2003

Chester-Le-Street,
Co. Durham

Dear Sir,

I am writing in the hope that you would be able to
provide me with any existing information, documents or
memorandums relating to the unexplained aerial phenomena
reported in the Rendlesham forest area, near RAF Bentwaters
and Woodbridge on consecutive nights beginning 26"

December 1980. Any information would be greatly appreciated.

Yours Faithfully,




From:

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

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3

Date
14 March 2003

Thank you for your recent letter addressed to the Prime Minister regarding 'unidentified flying
objects’. Your letter has been passed to the Ministry of Defence and this office is the focal point
within the MOD for correspondence relating to UFOs.

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

With regard to the records of ‘UFQ’ sightings reported to the MOD, it was generally the case that
before 1967 all "UFO" files were destroyed after five years, as there was insufficient public
interest in the subject to merit their permanent retention. However since 1967, following an
increase in public interest in this subject, ‘UFO’ report files are now routinely preserved. Any
files from the 1950s and early 1960s which did survive are already available for examination by
members of the public at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey,
TW9 4DU (Tel: 0208 876 3444 Fax: 0208 878 8905). Files from 1967 onwards will be routinely
released to the Public Record Office when they have reached 30 years old, in accordance with the
Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967.

Requests for information from files less than 30 years old are handled in accordance with the
Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the Code), which encourages the
provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example, cause harm to defence, invade
on an individual’s privacy, or if it would take an unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to
a request. Information requested is supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under
one of the exemptions of the Code.



In your letter you also mention “a top secret room — no. 801” in the former Metropole Hotel
where UFO reports were examined, and question whether it is still in use. Room 801, Metropole
Building is believed to have been used by the Flying Saucer Working Party which was set up in
August 1950 at the suggestion of Sir Henry Tizard who thought “flying saucers should be
investigated”. Records show that at the 11" meeting of the Joint Technical Intelligence
Committee in June 1951 the Chairman of the Flying Saucer Working Party presented his report.
The Committee decided that “the document should be regarded as the final report and, in view of
the conclusions the Working Party should be dissolved”. The papers of the Flying Saucer
Working Party and the final report have been released to the Public Record Office. Due to the
public interest in this report, a copy has also been included in the MOD Freedom of Information
Publication Scheme and can be viewed at www. foi .mod.uk, search under UFO, and then
Report. Directorate of Air Staff is the only department within the MOD which deals with UFO
reports today and our interest is limited to that described above.

Finally, you mentioned UFO reports possibly held by the F.B.I and C1.A. Clearly this is a matter
for the US government. If you wish to request information under the US Freedom of Information
Act please look at the US Bureau of Administration’s web site at www.foia.state.gov/ which
shows material already released and gives details of how to make a request.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
To VAsS (A pqe- TORefNo 21632 /2003

Date 2. 7- 2 <5

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 periodically calls for a sample
of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

An Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information came
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In
addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for
information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
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o taes.  PAS ARy

Dear virBilair

i know that you are a very busy man & i don't wish to seem like a right pest but | e
‘was wondering if you couid possibiy reiease ali the u.i.o. file's that the mililary appear 1o have o
aqwred from ali over the couniry in the past 50 year s . | know that whenever anybody ask’'s .
‘the miiitary about the u.f.0.s that have ianded near & sometime’s right outside air base’s ail over
‘the country since the early 1950s & to show you what i mean i will give you a few exampie's.
- The exampies are
(1) RAF Topciifie when in 1952 during NATOs ' Exercise Mainbrace two HAF ofiicers & three
‘aircrew observed a ufo apparentiy following a Meteor jet fighter as it was comming in fo iand .

{2) The West Maliing incident in 1953 when the two man crew of a Vampire jet night-fighter
‘reported observing a uio whiie on a sector reconnaissarnce .

{3} The RAF piiots ciose encounter over Southend in 1954,
{4) The landing at Broadiands in 1955 which at that time was the home of Lord Mountbatten.

{5) RAF BENTWATERS/LAKENHEATH in 13/14 august 195b when at least one uifo was
tracked simuitaneousiy by no less than three ground based radars & one airbourne radar.

{b) The Wardie mystery of 15 February 1957 when a large circular object was seen by
mdepedent witnesses & it even prémpted an MP caiied J.A. Leavey 1o tabie a House of
bommons question to the secretary for air requesting an expianation. .

(7) HAF/USAF Upper Heyford 15 March 1983 when an unidentified object described as a
primary target by a US Air Force air trafiic controlier was tracked from about 5.00pm to
9.15pm.

i have listed here in this ietter just a few of the many sightings over the past 50 years &
aithougn the cases that i have ustea here are aimost all from before the 1970s there are more
& more reports every year . There is also said 1o be a room where the air ministry is said 10
have conducted top secret research into the ufo phenomenon at one of its offices in
Norchumberiand Avenue, iondon . The report that | read stated that on the ninth floor of what
was tormeﬁy the hotel Metropole, a top secret room --no. 801--where aii reports of ufos were
collected & studied by experts. | dont know if the room in question is still being used by the air
mlmstry o examine the ufo reports that continue o get reported to the mmtary & pohce itis
said that at least 10,000 reporis on file somewhere in Whitehall that cannot be explained by
conventionail phenomenon iike bailoons, aircraft, birds or insects that make up about 90% of
ALL uio reports but there is still the 10% of repornts that remain unexpiained that uioiogtsts find
mteresnng & if i recali correctly there are even more fiiles hidden in the offices of the F.B.1 that
are still ciassified above top secret on the grounﬂs of national secumy butthe U.S government
ciatms that ufos dont exist so the question arises how can something that does not exisi pose ‘
a threat 1o nationai secunty 7. | know that you are a very busy man what with the commmg war
& aii the problems that you are navxng to deal with at the present time but perhaps you couid
even get iir Bush to reiease all uio reports ihat are being heid by both the F.B.i & C.L.A since
the C.1.A are rumoured to have started a group that deais EXCLUSIVELY with ufos that are
reported in the U.S. . The group that ithe C.1.A are rumoured to have started are calied M.J.12
or MAJESTIC 12 io give it its full name & it was said to have been started in 1947 after the
tmamous Rosweli crash . There will of course be peopie who wili claim that there are no uio
ﬂles in the government archives but there are files from the 1950s that refer to unexpiained
%xgnts following aircrait inciuding one that flew to within five feet of concorde when it was flying .

Soction 40 TRIETE R
Secicn GLASGOW SRR S




From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

E-Mail das-laopspolia@defence.mod.uk—

Your Reference

Our Refere
SbRee—

Hull
East Yorkshire Ral{/e[arch 2003

Thank you for your letter dated 11 February 2003, concerning a sighting of an ‘unidentified
flying object” over Hull and the surrounding areas back in December 1980.  This office is the
focal point for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs’.

I should perhaps explain that sighting reports are generally filed in the order in which they
are received. However, it is sometimes the case that members of the public submit reports at a
much later date, perhaps years after the sighting. These are not filed in chronological order.

You will appreciate that it would not be practicable in terms of time and resources to
conduct a complete search of all files from 1980 to the present day. However, I have examined
those from around the time and can confirm that they contained no reports from either military or
civilian sources pertaining to a sighting over Hull, around the last week of December 1980. 1 hope
this is helpful.




Hull, East Yorks
SR TIPS § v oo

Dear Sir/Madam i e

I am researching a case in the Hull and outlying area's which
occurred aroud last week of December 1980.

I appeciate this was some years ago, but feel you may be of help.
Firstly, this is not a 'Criminal' case, so does not infringe
anyones civil liberties, althogh, confidentiality is assured.
There was anomalous aerial activity on Christmas week, and

the following nights, the term U.F.0. has been used, though at
this time, it is the only term applicable. I have a number of
facts, and civilian witness testimony, and am trying to establish
that some of the 'Services' may have witnessed this event/s.

A book of the event is in process, and this enquiry is to further
solidify the accounts. If you could pass this query on to your
retired staff, and others who may be able to elaborate, on an

already, very fascinating and enigmatic case, I would be very

grateful.

Yours Sincerely.
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 90
{(GTN)

Your Reference

NS

Date
11 March 2003

Hessle
East Yorkshire

Dea: ST

Thank you for your recent letter regarding the Board of Inquiry file into the aircraft accident
involving Captain William Schaffner USAF. I will answer your questions in the same order as
your letter. "

1. I have not seen the BBC Inside Out programme, but can confirm that a number of
photographs and details of Captain Shaffner’s last communication with ground controllers
were given to Captain Shaffner’s two sons who visited the UK to take part in the
programme. They in turn, made them available to the programme makers, as they are
entitled to do. These documents do form part of the Board of Inquiry file.

2. Yes, the Board of Inquiry file still exists in its entirety.

3. Board of Inquiry files into aircraft accidents vary in size depending on the complexity of
the circumstances of the accident and the amount of evidence gathered. The file involving
Captain Shaffner is 4 inches thick.

4. Once a Department has selected records for preservation, the Public Record Office (PRO)
has to check, catalogue and allocate them a unique PRO reference. The PRO has limited
resources and this process can take several months to complete. Once transferred there is a
delay of 70 days before documents are publicly available. The Aircraft Accident Report I
sent to you with my last letter has been assigned a PRO reference (AIR 2/19173) and we
hope it will be transferred within the next few months. As there is a public interest in this
particular accident the Board of Inquiry file is also to be reviewed for possible retention in
the PRO. If selected, we expect it to be at the PRO by the end of the year.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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.DAS-LA-Ops+PoI1

From:
Sent:
To:
Subje

Info-Records1
05 March 2003 14:29
DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

ct: RE: Request for information

-

On coll

ection there is a delay of 70 days (I assume that this is so the part of the PRO that collected the records has time to tell

all the other departments at Kew that the record is there! I kid you notl).

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll

Sent: 05 March 2003 14:02

To: Info-Records1

Subject: RE: Request for information

Thanm my ignorance, but can the Public look at these as soon as they are transferred, or is there any
delay between transfer and public access?.

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

From: Info-Records1

Sent: 05 March 2003 13:14

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Subject: RE: Request for information

Your two questions:

1. the Aircraft Accident Report has been assigned PRO ref AIR 2/19173. It has not been transferred to the PRO. In
recent months there has been a considerable delay in transfers. However, I hope that transfer can be achieved with
the next month or two.

2. the BOI - as with the AAR transfer is likely to take some time, I hope that by the end of the year Kew will have it!

Sorry this is all so vague, but PRO have to check our work and they have limited resources (I checker covering several
Departments).

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1l

Sent: 04 March 2003 10:20

To: Info-Recordsl; AHB(RAF)-Head of
Subject: RE: Request for information

Thank.&m sdoh as I have answered my enquirers letter, I will send the file over to you.

When I answered this person's last letter we sent him a copy of the Aircraft Accident Report (AAR) and told
him it had been earmarked for the PRO. He has now asked for an indication of when it will be accessible at
the PRO. Do you know?

With regard to the BOI file, if you endorse the file for retention in the PRO, when is this likely to be a
accessable to the public? i.e. as soon as possible or in 2022,

1



From: Info-Records1

Sent: 04 March 2003 07:24

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Polt; AHB(RAF)-Head of

Subject: RE: Request for information

The endorsement on the file - Destruction 2022 - is probably a Records 1 review decision. Ef.a 044-7{ FS/
7 3yo/70

As [previously discussed I am quite happy to overrule this decision and endorse the file for the PRO, subject Ceuk bo

to a final check on any potential sensitivity (I expect none). DASC need not get involved. Q ! ,

Please let me have the file and I will arrange for a final review, and probable transfer tom the PRO. "17’/ 003

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll

Sent: 03 March 2003 17:03

To: AHB(RAF)-Head of; Info-Records1
Subject: RE: Request for information

- m files belong to DASC and | have only become involved with this one because

Ufologists have taken an accident and made it into an elaborate UFO story. in order to answer
the enquiries we received after the BBC Inside Out programme, | attempted to find out what
happens to BOI files and in particular to locate the one for this particular accident. Although
there are some BOI files open in the PRO, DASC were unable to say whether all the files are
sent to the PRO or whether only a few are selected. | assumed that as this accident happened
over 30 years ago the file would be in the PRO, but as we later discovered it was still held at
Hayes. | now have the filg | the cover is marked for Destruction in September 2022 (50 years
after the last enclosure). has diféady suggested to me that because this accident has
become particularly well known (all be it for misguided reasons) that consideration should be
given to permanently retaining this file in the PRO. | would fully support that view, but as | am
not the owner of file, | do not think it is for me to say.

F loRoiwe have to approach DASC with this suggestion, or can you/your staff mark the file for
retention? Also it would appear that these files are generally closed for 50 years, so could it be
released to the PRO before 2022, as ¥ uggests?

From: AHB(RAF)-Head of

Sent: 03 March 2003 14:24

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1; Info-Records1

Subject: RE: Request for information

TY t | suggest to you both that, with the amount of interest which this incident

has generated over the years, as well as a BBC documentary an dusggestions of
disinformation, we should simply place the BOI file in the PRO and refer enquirers there?
What think you both?

8
o

----- Original Message---—

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Sent: 28 February 2003 16:03
To: AHB(RAF)-Head of

2




Subject: RE: Request for information

With the help of [ETISHISIRIEN" Info-Records, Hayes have now found the BOI file and
sent it to me.

cc B

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

From: AHB(RAF)-Head of

Sent: 24 February 2003 11:25
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Cc: AHB3(RAF)

Subject: RE: Request for information
Importance: High

B

We hold the original of the accident card and a computer printout from Flight Safety,
but not the BOI file. If HAyes do not hold it then it was in all probability destroyed,
but we will check the PRO's holdings as well, since it is older than 30 years old.

The computer printout does make reference to the exchanges between the pilot and
the ground controllers, but it is not a verbatim transcript.

I am out of the office from 1130 today until Thurs 0900. If you need copies of the
card and the printout before then, or any other info please talk to*x

Scciion KN

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Sent: 21 February 2003 15:05
To: AHB(RAF)-Head of
Subject: Request for information

You may recall that last November the BBC made a programme about the loss
of a Lightning aircraft on the 8 September 1970 which resulted in the death of
the pilot,

Captain William Shaffner USAF. | have been asked some questions by a
member of the public concerning the Board of Inquiry file and | am trying to
locate it. There are some BOI files in the PRO catelogue but these only go up to
1968. DASC say they send their files to the archives at Hayes, but while Hayes
have got some BOI files, they can find no trace of this one. Therefore please
could you let me know if AHB holds the file? | know a copy of the aircraft
accident card, some photographs of the aircraft and the transcript of the RT
between the aircraft and the ground controller were given to the Shaffner family,
but | do not know whether they came from the BOI file, or were stored
separately.

| am grateful for any assistance you can give.

EAS-!%-ngPoH
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. Search Results

You ran a basic search on "Board of Inquiry" restricted to reference(s): AVIA.

There were 14 hits within catalogue entry details. Hits 1 to 14 are shown below sorted by catalogue reference.

PRO Reference Title/Scope and Content Covering
' Dates

AVIA 101/677 Gnat T Mk 1 XR568 near RAF Valley, Holyhead, Gwynedd on 14 January 1965: 1965
AIB and RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/678 Buccaneer XK 524 at Holme, on Spalding Moor, Lincs on 13 May 1965; AIB and 1965
RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/679 Lightning Mk3 XP 739 near Wattisham RAF station, Suff on 29 September 1965: 1965-1966
AIB and RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/680 Sioux XT 125 Helicopter near Musaymir, Aden on 6 December 1966: AIBand  1966-1967
RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/681 Lightning T4 XM 971 near Coltishall, Norf on 2 January 1967: AIB and RAF 1967
reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/682 Lightning Mk 3 XP 699 near Wattisham, Suff on 3 March 1967: AIB and RAF 1967
reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry :

AVIA 101/683 Vulcan B2 XL 385 destroyed by fire at RAF Scampton, Lincs on 6 April 1967:  1967-1968
AIB and RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/684 Gnat T1 XM 707 near Kemble, Glos on 30 June 1967: RAF and AIB reports and 1967
proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/685 Shackleton Mk 3 XF-702 near Lochailort, Invers on 21 December 1967: AIB and 1967-1968
RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/686 Vulcan B2 XM-604 near Cottesmore, Rutland on 30 January 1968: AIB and RAF 1968
reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/687 Hunter TYA X1.-611 near Salisbury, Wiltshire on 14 May 1968: AIB and RAF 1968
reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/688 Lightning T5 XS-418 on transit flight to Stradishall, Suffolk on 23 August 1968: 1968
AIB and RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/689 Lightning T6 X5-896 at Tengah, Singapore on 12 September 1968: AIB and RAF 1968

reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 13/1380 Data and photographs presented at board of inquiry into accident to Breguet 1968
Atlantic 43 ajrcraft at Farnborough on 20 Sept together with associated

information

Sort results by covering dates.

Sort results by former reference.
Sort results using relevance ranking.
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From:
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations and Policy 1
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue,
LONDON WC2N 5BP

Telephone: (Direct dial
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
CHOts address: DAS-LA-Opst+Poll
E-Mail: das-laopspoll@defence.mod.uk

FAX MESSAGE

TO: General Section — DR2 Hayes
SUBJECT: Location of file
DATE: 18 February 2003

NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING THIS COVER: 1

I would be grateful if you could inform me whether you hold a Board of Inquiry
file for the following RAF aircraft accident. I have examined the PRO catalogue
which contains a number of Board of Inquiry files (PRO reference AVIA 101
series) but these only go up to 1968.

The file I am seeking concerns the loss of Lightning F6 XS894, S Squadron on
8 September 1970 off the Yorkshire coast. The pilot, Captain W Shaffner USAF
was killed.

1 believe the branch which dealt with Aircraft Accidents at the time was the
Directorate of Flight Safety (RAF) so the file may have the prefix DFS(RAF).

Please give me a call if you need any further information.
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DAS (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1,

FLE _

DAS 3}

----- LLITRTTVN
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06 ree o003

Ministry of Defence, East Yorkshire.
Room 6/73 Metropole Building, _
Northumberland Avenue,

London. WC2N 5BP.

Dear 10
Sorry for the long delay in replying to your letter of S November

2002.

Thanks for the enclosures of the Aircraft Accident report and the Accident card for -
the tragic events involving Captain W. O . Schaffner on 8 September 1970; these were
very much appreciated. I note that some photographs and a transcript of Captain
Schaffner’s last communication with RAF Patrington featured on the BBC InsideOut

website, are these a part of the Board of Inquiry report?

After reading the report that you kindly sent, my curiosity is satisfied and I am sure
there was never any UFO in the Captain Schaffner tragedy; this was a later invention -
when the Grimsby Evening Telegraph and Hull Daily Mail newspapers published Pat
Otter’s story in October 1992. However, there are a few questions about the Board of .
Inquiry report for the Schaffher accident, which will help clear up some other widely

spread ambiguous ideas.

1. Does the Board of Inquiry report for the Captain Schaffner air accident exist in

it’s entirety, are any parts missing or destroyed?

2. How thick is the Board of Inquiry report of the Captain Schaffner accident?
(Several UFOlogists, authors and others, who claim knowledge of it state
different values for the thickness, one UFOlogist said it was 11 inches thick

and another stipulates over 4 inches thick). Knowing the approximate
thickness would be useful in further deconstructing the mythology.
3. Inyour last letter you mention that a copy of the report is ‘earmarked

for

preservation in the Public Record Office in the near future.” Can you give any

indication when that report will be accessible?

Thanks again. Looking forward to your reply, I remain

Yours Sincerely)|
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@o1s-LA OpsPolta

From:
Sent: 13 February 2003 14:12
To: DAS-LAOpsPol1a@defence.mod.uk

Subject: RE: E-mail of 9 feb 21:55

Thank you for replying. The problem is that the met office have no record of unusual weather on this occasion
and so this is what has made me extremely curious.

After having E-Mailed them | have sent the same message to several authorities just to see if 1 can get an
explanation though it is looking like it will remain a mystery.

Once again thank you for your time

----- Original Message-----
From: DAS-LAOpsPolla@defence.mod.uk [mailto:DAS-LAOpsPol1a@defence.mod.uk]
Sent: 12 February 2003 11:46
To

Subject: E-mail of 9 feb 21:55

Your e-mail of 9 Feb 21:55 to public@ministers.mod.uk concerning strange weather conditions
over Leyland in Lancashire on 3rd Feb, has been forwarded to this office, which is the focal point
within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘unidentified flying objects'.

Considering the content of your e-mail, it perhaps might be more appropriate for you to contact
the Meterological Office. Their address is: London Road, Bracknell, Berkshire, RG12 2SZ (Tel: 0845
300 0300 Fax: 0845 300 1300). Alternatively, you can e-mail them at enquiries@metoffice.com

| hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely

EKS(D\)Gps&PoH a

14/02/2003
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@ DAS-LA CpsPolta
From: DAS-LA OpsPol1a
Sent: 12 February 2003 11:46
To: Section40 |
Subject: E-mail of 9 feb 21:55

Signed By: das-laopspol1a@defence.mod.uk
Security Label: Signed
Dea

o

Your e-mail of 9 Feb 21:55 to public@ministers.mod.uk concerning strange weather conditions over
Leyland in Lancashire on 3rd Feb, has been forwarded to this office, which is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 'unidentified flying objects’.

Considering the content of your e-mail, it perhaps might be more appropriate for you to contact the
Meterological Office. Their address is: London Road, Bracknell, Berkshire, RG12 2SZ (Tel: 0845 300 0300
Fax: 0845 300 1300). Alternatively, you can e-mail them at enquiries@metoffice.com

| hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely

_DAB‘(LZUOps&PoH a

12/02/2003



** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

.. #%*TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

\ smi %ry /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To Ihﬁﬁfgg) Qﬂ TORefNo ISUL, /2003

Date | ™ Fobo oo

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 periodically calls for a sample
of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

An Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information came
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with
the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is ¢

ontained in DCI(Gen
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In
addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for
information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

#» ALTIOTdd HOIH V NHAID Hd OL ==

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
élf: =

Q}ﬁ‘

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

A d

Revised 5™ August 2002
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Ministers

S ciond0

Sent: 09 February 2003 21:55
To: public@ministers.mod.uk
Subject: Wierd Weather 777

Dear Sir or madam,

I live in Leyland in Lancashire a small town just south of Preston.

On Monday 3" February in the early evening it was snowing lightly there was hardly any wind, when all of a
sudden a very very bright light lit up the curtains and for a split second appeared to be heading straight for the
window. This was followed immediately by an extremely loud bang like a crack of thunder but a lot louder.
Then everything went back to normal. No more thunder or any more flashes. To me it seemed as if this

phenomenon had occurred right outside my window.

On speaking to others they were saying the same thing ? | know for a fact that this also occurred at the same

time as far away as Royton, which is the other side of Manchester.
| have never in 51 years known it to either thunder or lighten whilst snowing and this did not seem like either

of those things.

It has been suggested that it was a Meteor but if this was the case it would have been on the TV news. The
incident has not been in any papers or news programs to my knowledge.

Can you shed any light on this subject.

Yours faithfully

!ey‘an! .I

Lancs

10/02/2003
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From: SR |

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
E-Mail das-laopspolta@defence mod.uk

Your Reference

Our Reference
Middleton _ D?DAg/%EI/z(

Manchester

Thank you for your letter dated 27 January, which was passed to this office. We are the
focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘unidentified flying
objects’.

Date
\t February 2003

You requested a copy of documents concerning the alleged UFO sighting in Rendlesham
Forest, Suffolk in 1980. The Ministry of Defence file on this incident has been included in the
MOD Freedom of Information Act Publication Scheme on the Internet and can be viewed at
www.foi.mod.uk A search under Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to these papers.
Alternatively, if you wish to see all the material on UFOs included in the Publication Scheme,
please search under UFO.

\/G AVS S aala ';(4 \




** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

¥* TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** Wros

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DAS LA FfFf TORefNo 1(R2 /2003
Date 6"d T=hn 2008,

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 periodically calls for a sample
of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

An Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information came
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on_

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In

addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for
information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

»» ALTHOTId HOIH V NHATD HI OL *=x

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU

g CHOtS: Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk;

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

Yy &

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5% August 2002




Dear

SISHISISRAON MIDDLETON .
MANCHESTER .

gir/Medam.
I believe the U F.0. sighting

mear R, A, F. Weodbridge of mere them 20yrs
age has been released by the gaveﬁ?ent
unéder the freecdem of infermatien aet. I am
refering te the M., O, D.ss restrieted
(Rendlesham file) in which a glewing triagglar
object was diseribeddin the weoods, this file
is new released as part of the opening of the
inner workings of Whitehall. I would
appreciate sn actual aeecurate copy ef this
fiile., 2né alse the statements of the AMERICAN
army persenell whe entered the weod andhad a

elear ebservation of this phenomenen, er is

that atill classified.
(Thamk yeu.)

%E&%@g%§¥;
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From:_ -

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

Your Reference

Our Reference
il Bf[t)AS/64/ 3
Hu ate
East Yorkshire 4 March 2003

I am writing with reference to your request for a copy of file D/DS8/75/7 — Unidentified Flying
Objects- Satellite Debris. '

I am now in a position to provide a copy of the file, which is attached. Personal details such as
names and telephone numbers have been removed in accordance with the Data Protection Act
1998. :

Yours sincerely,
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With Compliments

F6 Division
(Emergency Services)
Home Office

Queen Anne's Gate
LONDON SWI1H 9AT

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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SUBJQEUTISKYLAD REENTRY

“REF: STATE 128102

1, SUARY. AS FOLLOY-UP To REFTEL (PROCEDIRES VE INTEmD 1o

- u”” 1% CONRECTION VITH POSSIBLE GVERSTAS IMPACT ©F SRTLAZY,

{ CUTLIKED BELGY ARE FROCEDLRES RELATING TO AVIAT 104 EXDOAIR

Y fRAFFIC CGHTROL, WHICH US FEDLRAL AVIATICH ADMIUISTAATION

{ IHTENDS TO USE. SKYLAB ACTIOH OFFICERS AT ALL POSTS sxuuLD
OTE THAT PARAS 7 AKD 8 BELOY ESTABLISK SINILAR.FROCERURES,
VHICH VILL BE USTD BY THE DEPARTHINT'S SIVLAD ahll {GENCY

UCREILG GROUP IN CORVEYING INFORHMATION ON SKYLAS'S FIHAL
GABITS AKD REENTRY TC POSTS. EED S AMARY,

K .
R PR XN L P U]

2,1k ASSTSSING THE RISK TO AIRCRAFT FRCMY TS REENTRY &F
SKYLAD FRAGMEHNTS, THS FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION HAS
DECIDED THAT THE RISK, ALTHOU GH HOT LARGE, ISAVOIDADLE
FND THEREFGRE THAT- CERTALN ACTIGHS ARE APPR ""‘RI-

-

© iy ATE 1il US CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, THE FAA INTEMDS TG USE ITS

AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL SYSTEM TO SE QUENTIALLY CLOSE L\ccas OF
JAIESTIC AIRSPACE LYLIHG UNDER POTENTIAL REZHTRY DESR IS
TRACKS 4HD TO DIVERT AIR CARRIERS FRGY ENTER ING TIESE [LOCYS
FCR PERIGDS ©W THE €RDER GF TWENTY HINUT-S PER BLOCK SHGULD

THE PREDICTED FINAL REEHTRY GRBITS THREATEYM AT AIRSPACE,

J. i {-‘\CC:’:RYJMJCE VITH FAA RESP?ONSIBILITIES WITHIR THE
INTERHATIONAL CIVIL AVIATIGH ORGANIZATIcH (ICAGY, THE Fak
, K3 § ISbl':L it LHTERNATIONAL CLA..»S ! XOTICE TG AIRWEN

E (HOT & LU BER "’7?149, JUNE 7 FOR VGALD-VIDE DISTRIBUTICH

; fe IanRumYthﬁ’ KOTAM OFFICES ADVISIHG (&) OF INTEEDED

1 US ACTICHS VITH RE SPECT TO CIVIL AIRSPACE UNDER US CONTROL
FAD (B) THAT THE FA4 INTEEDS TO MAXE AVAILABLE TIE INFENIiA-
TICH &ZCESSARY 70 FERFORM SUCH PROCEDURZS IF SIMILAR
KCTIONS ARE DEENED KECESSARY BY OTHER COUNTRIES,

! A, ALTHOUGH THT EXACT TIME AND LOCATION ©F SXTLAB REEHTRY

CRUROT BE ACCLRATELY r"?f.DICTEu, THE - f\;..“"XJ."Al~. TiMS .}T
Ll}\;_LY REEKTRY, CORRESPONDING TO A FANILY GF CHNSICUTI

8178, Cnh E& DETZRMINED N ITH IECREASING CERTAINTY ‘“‘. O)L.
]IHE (u "‘"PTh\ 1S APPROACHED, BASED UFOX PROJECT 104S 15
LE PRGVIDED TO THT FAA OF -THE TIME AND BECIRAPHIC LGCATIOY
CF THE SATELLIYT DURING THE FlHaL REZHTRY PHASE, TKE Faa

VILL TRANSMIT, VIa INTERNATIONAL NOTAM, THE GEGGRAPHIC
CGORDINATES OF AIRSPACE BLGCXS ¥ITH CCARESPOIDING T IMES 5UR -
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Idg YHICH TH ELGCKS /RE FGTLNTIALLY VITHIE THE IMPACT
FUCTIRINT, THE DIMANSISNS 8F THESE [LGCXS YILL DE. APFROXI-
RATULY 2,000 i1 X 200 11 EXTEIDIANG FRCH GloUtd LEVEL UP,

se DUTING THE FIal 24 KSURS FRICY T¢ RETUIRY, N SERILCS oF
FOUT HOTANS YILL LE TRANSHITTED, TlﬁSL UILL REFLEC! THE
INCREASING CIRTAINTY YITH UHICH TUE ACTUAL RSE!T“Y fARITS.
MAY BC DETEZREINSD. THE PLAHHED uor«n TRAHSISSICH AKD Ceb-
IEHT ARE AS FiblewsS: _ S K

-REEETRY TIHE tUlD ERSCCRED) MESSAGE CORTENT (UNDERSCCRED)

T HINUS 24 Wig, - PREDICTED TIMEFRANE FER REENIRY
T KItusS 12 RS, - ' PREDICTED TINEFA4ME FER REENIRY
T BlLUS € KRS, - PREDICTID TIHMEFRAME FOX REEUTRY,
<. o <. - . INFGRMATICH ¢ AIRSPACE ELOCXS

. ACTUALLY AFFECTED
<= ADVISCRY THAT SKYLAB HAS REEH-
TERED ARD HOG FUARTKER TRANSHIS-

T dommmmmmeee
SI0US 11AY EE EXPECTED.

€, THE IHFCREATION IN PARAS (-4, ALEYG -WITH A SANFLE NGTAM
‘FORMAT, IS k"th TRARSHITTID BY TYHE FAA T6 ALL CLASS |
INTEREATLGHAL HGQIH RECIPIEHT COUNTRIES, THIS GUTLIKE ¢F
FAR LCTICH ALD INTENTICHS IS in-VID"W FER YGUR USE AS
f\f’}'nuruin'f _14 hJVICI’t\J HOST €6 U.\Tul"S' S'lﬂ.r.b C-JN“"‘CT PGIHT
GF SKYLAB STATUS AED CCHTINGENCY ACYICHS BTING TAKEH BY FAA4,

ARY BECISICH R”G ING THE CL&SI”G &F €3 DIVERSICH CF AIR-

GRAFT FLICKHTS I “ﬁ T”S LLCCKS 8F AIRSPACE TG BE IDENTIFIED

I THD FAA BOTAMS IS-SOLELY THAT OF THE GOVERHHENT HAVING
RESFCHSIBILITY FOR THAT AIRSPACE ASTS SHIULD REPCRT ANY
\SIGtIFILn ‘T IRECAUTICHARY FREPARATIONS BY LOCAL AVIAT ION
AUTHCRITIES THAT CONME TO THEIR ATTERTION,

7. ALL POSTS WILL BE iﬂUIDEQ VITH IHFCRMATICN TO PASS

TO HOST COUNTRY AUTHORITIES ON THE PROJECTED REENTRY PARA-
METERS OF SKYLAB BEGINNIKG AT T MINUS 48 HOURS, SUCH MES-
SAGES VILL NQT IDENYIFY $SPECIFIC AIRSPACE ML”P"S BUT VILL
PROVIDE SUFFICIENT INFORMATION TO ALLGY IDENTLIFICATION OF
THE PRCJECTED REELNTRY TRACK £:D ASSOGCIATED DEERIS FooT -
FRIRT, PREDICTICH UPDATES WILL BZ FRCVIDED BEGIHNINHG AT 48
sOURS EEFORE EXPECTED REEHMTRY (T HIHUS 48) AlD AT T HIKUS
36, T MINUS 24, T wINUS 18, T HINUS 12, T MINUS 6, T MIHUS
2 AND AT T, THE MESSAGE AT T YILL IDE FOLLCGJYED BY A HMESSAGE
CONFIRMING THE RELNTRY AS S%ed AS C”""IRﬂAiC?Y REF{RTS ARE
RECEIVED, THIS CCULD OCCUR FREHM OKE TO SIX K2URS AFTER
KEECHTIRY.

8. DEPARTMENT IMTECHDS TG PROVIDE POSTS WITH MAPS ON VYXICH
AE PRINTED CCDED TRAJECTCRIES OF SKYLAB TO PERMIT EASY
IDEKTIFICAAIOH OF TF= FROJECTED TRACX., IF nDlSTRIBUTION OF
THE #MAPS SHOULD NCT BE CZMPLETED BZFCRE REEZNTRY TEE TRACK
¥Ity BE IDE HYI 1E€D BY TIiME IM GREENWICH METAN TIME (GMT)

PLONG VITH THE CO3IRESPOMNDING LATITUDE AND LONGITUDE POINTS
OF & STRAIGHT LINE APPROXIMATION TO THE APPROPRIATE CSEGHENT
OF THE TRACK, x

9., I IS _“PHASLZ D THAT THE RISK TO AIRCRAFY IN FLIGHT IS
CONSIDERED MINIMAL AND THAT THE ACTICH PROPOSED BY THZ FAA

o e

IS INTENDED TO AVOAD EVEYN THAT mInItial RISK, XG5
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MEMORANDUM
To ‘%’ i i'

Date Dg gc MB .
Your rg:l\‘tmm *

Subject oo A \“mp(@ ....... WS, ....................... '
Me defans ample ot ¥ vs.

I wdendtapng o, b
Y virshes! NATMa
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Official communications #o be addressed to the Chief Superintendent 5’\

NORTH WALES DIVISIONAL POLICE HEADQUARTERS

BODHYFRYD I
POLICE
WREXHAM
COUNTIES OF CLWYD AND GWYNEDD CL¥YD

LL12 7BW.

TEL. No. D

Ref: n/2/5T/D2. Your Ref: Date:  22nd June, 1972,

'
Ministry of Deferce (D.S. 8¢),
Room 8241, The Main Ruilding,
Whitehall,

LONDON,

Sl

v
’-

Dear Sir,

Unidentified Debris - Saturday 16th June, 197C -

At 5 a.m. on Saturday, 1%4th Juns, 1077 Mis= QNP of the above
S5 WRE woven up by the sound of rorething fall

=SSR

.

on the rosf of haer

B o
touse. Mis: () went outside 2nd found twenty piece; of rock type debris.
No damage hzd been czused to the house. \’-Qc- was concerned beczure
the debriz is not like any substarce in, on or 2round the hous~ and telieved
it may have come from the sky, verhaps the sky lab satelite.

At 2 puom. on Tuesday, 10th June E”iiss- revorted this incident +o
Constatble at Tlangollen Folice Station, and 25 a result vou
£

I now attach the sample you reaquested,

-

728 divided into three samrles snd plzced into

The dsbris collected
¢ bags. The other two samrles have been retained =+

marked sealed polythen

T.lanscllan.

. Yours faithfully,

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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UK CONFIDENTIAL

@

D/DST1/17/9

DS 8c sqn LarCGlNNNEED

DEBRIS FROM SPACE

Reference: D/Sy(Air)8/4B

1. I attach a copy of the Home Office circular on satellite accidents which you
requested.

2. On the matter of the BBC TV documentary and Ms— request, we arranged
for the object which supposedly fell on Eastbourne golf course to be examined with
a view to determining its origin. Qur investigation has led us to conclude that
it is simply a piece of molten scrap metal.  There is no positive indication that
itcame from space, Consequently it has been disposed of. I suggest you inform
the 3BC that the object is no longer available amd furthermore, prior to disposarl
MOD Research Staff were unable to positively identify it as anm ob &ct from spacer
No mention should be made of the potential imtelligence ﬁﬁWt
the time of discovery of the object. 4

18 June 79 Met

v
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®
LOOSE MINUTE o :

D/s4(Air)8/1B
DDSTIL

Copies to
DISk
DI55

1. You spoke to me in March about the increasing interest in debris from space
and the circular which, at your request, the Home Office would be sending to
Civil Police Forces to enaure that any debris found by the public was reported
to MOD. I agreed that as ry branch (then kntwn as Shf(Air)) slready handled
correspondence about UFOs, it might be quoted in tho circular as the address to
which the Police ghould write. So far we have had no letters or telephone calls
from the Police or this subject.

2 I did get a telephone call yesterday however from Ms — of
BBC TV who addressed me by name and said she would like to use in a documentary
a piece of a Cosmos rocke: which the Eastbourne Police had sent recently to
Squadron Leader ﬂ in Old War Office Building. I fcbbed her off but

she will probably ring again and I should be grateful for urgent advice on the
ansver she should be given.

3« I am still not clear how she got my name unless it was quoted by the
Eastbourne Police. Incidently, I have not seen the Home Office circular. Do
you thirnk I could have a copy?

|3 Jun 79

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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i 5 \\
: ,A( .
HOME OFFICE C/

Queen Anne’s Gate, LonpoN, SW1H 9AT
Direct line: o1-213
Switchboard: o1-213 3000

QOur reference:

Your reference: 6 June 1979

The Chief Executive

County Councils )
District Councils ) 11 Eneland and Wales

London Borough Councils

The Director General, the Greater London Council
The Town Clerk, City of london

Chief Officers of Police )
Chief Fire Officers ) 1in England and Wales

Dear Sir
Satel > - SKY

The United States space laboratory "SKYLAB" is expected to descend
from orbit within the next few weeks. A note is enclosed giving information
about the situation as at present known or foreseen. This may be used in
answering enquiries from the public,

2. The special arrangements described in
will not be applicable, since SKYLAB ¢

Home Office Circular No ES 5/1979

-

3+ The risk of injury or damage by debris from SKYIAB falling in this
country is extremely remote., In the unlikely event of an incident occurring,
the normal emergency services (fire, ambulance, police) should be able to
handle the situation within their normal resources.

4, If, despite the probabilities, debris does land in this country, the
police are likely to become aware of the fact locally. Chief officers of
police are asked to give particulars of any confirmed landing of debris as
promptly as possible to Mr Head of S4 £ (Air), Ministry of
I(Jefence, Main Bu:)llding, Whitehall, London SWiA 2HB, preferably by telephone
no. VNEEND) .

5« Any enquiries about the subject of this letter may be addressed to the

Home Office, F6 Division (Mr tel. no. Mr
tel. or Mr tel. no. or by telex
(no o Outside normal office hours the duty officer may be

contacted, tel. no.

*

Yours faithfully

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT




TEE AMERICAN SPACE STATION SEITAB

SKYLAB was launched as a spacs lsboratory in 1973 and wae manned
until February 1974. I% hz2s row come to the end of iir 1ife and
is expected to f2ll to earth lowards the end of June or the first
half of July 1979,

The satellite is about 1GG fest long by 20 feet wide and weighs
about 70 tons. It containa no muclsar magerial, It is {itted

with gas jets by which iis attitude in space can be corrected, but
it has no propulsion system which could take it away from the earth,
nor can it be destroyad. 4s it gradually loses speed it falls
closer to the sarth, and when it entsrs the outer atmoaphera this
will heppen more quickly. It is sxpected that eventually friction
with the air will csuse it to break wup, probably into some thousands
of pieces most of which will be burnt up before they rsach the
earth's gurface, but it is possible that many pieces could survive
and strike the sarth over & wide area.

The descent of the satellile iz being contimously monitored and

the US authorities ars making informaiion regularly available to the
media. But the time of its fall is unlikely to be known more
accurately until about 10 days befors it happens, and an indication
of the aree in which ths dsbris might land will probably rot be
available until 2 few hours im advance,

SKYLAB circlaes ihe %af%hbia an orbit which lies between the
latitudes of 50 F apd 508, This just crosses the southern—most
part ¢f Cornwall, but if it breaks up the pieces might be scattered
up to about 50 miles sach side of the orbit and the area in which
fragments might land includes most of Cornwall, southern Devon and
Dorset, the Isle of Wigh: and the coastal areas of Hampshire and
Sussex, If any piscea should drop here they are far more likely to
fall comparatively harmlessly in open country tham to cause any
injury or damsge to buildings. I¢ is extremely unlikely, however,
that any debris will lard in this country, having regard to the
small area affected comparsd with the ares of the esrth traversed
by the satellite’s orbitis,

Even if a forecast can be msds, nesarer the time, as to the area

in which SKYLAB mey come down, it will be quite impossible o

say where any pariiculsr piece would land, The emergency services
(fire, embulancs and police) are accustomed to deslirg with accidents
causing damege or injury. If anyone should suffer from SKYLAB's fall,
any claim for compensation would be dealt with in accordance with
the appropriate iaternaticpal convention, under whick the launching
state would be responsitle for settling claims.
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e """""’-"""Bv-.-
HOME OFFICE :§ S dd RIS i
Queen Anne's Ga~c Lonpon, SWiH 9AT L ::4
Direct line: or-213 E‘ 2 3APR#®
Switchboard: o1-213 3000
Ouwr seference: L ' i :
Your references : 20 April 1979 L ST

For Action: Chief Officers of Police in England and Wales

For Information: Chief Fire Officers in England and Wales
Chief Executives/Clerks of -

The Greater London Council and all County
Councils in England and Wales

The Common Council of the City of London,

London- Borough Councils and all District Councils
in England and Wales

Dear Sir

Home Office Circular No ES 5/1979

Satellite Accidents

Introduction

‘Following the descent of a nuclear-powered Soviet satellite in Canada on
2k January 1978, consideration has been given to contingency arrangements
for dealing with the vossibility of a similar incident in tne

United Kingdom. It is recognised that the likelihood of such an accident
is remote. Moreover, the additional hazards to life from nuclear-powered
satellites are very small znd are limited to potential exposure to
radicactive debris following accidental re-entry. Nevertheless, :the
special considerations that affect the use of nuclear materials and the
safety standards applied to them make it prudent to devise plans to deal
with such an incident on United XKingdom territory, should it ever occur.

2. A crasn involving a satellite which was not powered by nuclear fuel
would present problems which would fall to be dealt with through norumal
major accident procedures. Tals circular is therefore concerned only with
contingency arrangements for dealing with the crash of a satellite which is
known to be nuclear-powered or whose energy source has not been established
(but szee paragraoh 21 for reporting arrangements for non-nuclear space
objects). Similar circulars are veing issued by the Scottish Office and
Northern Ireland Office.

Features of a Satellite Accident

3 In the absence of extensive experience it is difficult to make any
firm assumptions abou: the fe tures of a satellite accident. A major
prodblem is thal the predictiocn of the location of a sateliite's point of
return to earth is very difficult. Although it is likely that knowledge

-1 -
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of changes in the orbital pattern which might lead to
premature return to earth would bs availsble nsny hours
or even days before re-entry occurrod, it would not be
such that & reasonably accurate prediction of the final
orbit over the earth could be made until 12-24 hours
before impact. Even then forecasts of the precise point
of re-entry alorg this track night still be in error by
thousands of irilometres., It is therefore Probadlie that
accurate werning would rot bte available until a Yew mirutes
before impact, &nd it is possidle that there wight be no
warning at all,

4. On re-entry into the earth's atmosphere, the behaviour

of the satellite would largely be determined by its mechanical
construction. Some satelliites are designed in such a way that
they will disintegrate on re—eniry; others are so designed
that fairly large components will remain intact on entering
the earth's atmosphere. The debris from a crashing satellite
might thus vary from minute dust rarticles to heavy and
slzeable objects, ard the latter mignt include the radioactive
source - but any part might be radioactive.

5« Although the parametors of the orbit of =z creshing
satellite can be fairly closely definsd, debris might Tall
over an area 2000 kilozetres lonz oy 200 kilouetrss wide. It
would not thererore be possibie to alert volice Forces on a
selective vbasis; in the event of a varning that a satellite
wight crash in or nesr the United Xirgdom, all police forces
would have to be alerved.

6. The crash of a nuclear-powered satellite would present
particular problems such as -

a. there would be a possible radistior hazard,
the degree of which could not be determined in
- advance;

b. debris from the crashed satellite might be
scattered over a very large area, ferhaps the greater
part of the country;

€+ individual pieces of debris might be very small,
yet each might present & small radiation hazard,

There would be no explosion of the type associzted with the
-detonation of an atomic bomb, .

Continsency irrsonzexents

Ts  If the malfunctioning of a satellite becazz knounbefore
it ceme cut of orbii the Hinisiry of Defence (:0D) would be
responsible for arranging for ths preparation of an assessment

-2-
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Chief Officers will no doubt wish to consider in advance
what procedure should be instituted locally to allocate
reference mumbers to findings. Ons way would bs for the
force operationzl headquarters to allocate a unique serial
rumber to each finding &s soon s8 there is reasoa to
believe that it may have come from a ssielliie. Bseh
reference nuubsr should consist of two lettcra identifying
the police force concerncd follovwed by a number allocated
locally (e.g. ¥P7). TFollowing ave the letters to be
ircorporated in thase reference rumbers:

_ UNCJASSIFIED

Avon and Scmersst AV Lincolnshire I
Bedfordshire BB Mersgeyside HE
Cambridgearirs CA - Ketropslitan MP
Cheshire cd Norfolk NF
City of London cY FKorthamptonshire NE
Cleveland cv Northunbria XU
Cumbria - CH North VWales K¥
Derbyshire DE North Yorkshire NY
Devon and Cornwsll De Nottinghamshire T
rsed ' DO South Vales S
Duzham U South Yoxrlzshire ST
Dyfed-Pouys DP Staffordshire - ST
Bgsex BX Suffolk SF
Gloucestershire GL Surrey SR
" Greater ¥anchester GH Sussex SX
Gusnt | GW Thares Valley v
Hampshire HA . Warwickshire YA
Bartfordshire HB Vest Hercia wC
Rumberside HU Yest Midlands WD
Leng K8 ¥est Yoricshire VY
Lencashire LA Y¥iltshire ¥i
Leicosterashize s
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of the possible risks to the United Kingdom., A Government
decision would then bte sought on whether the poiice should

be alerted and whether a public statement should be nmade,

If such action were decided on, overall responsibility for
the measures to deal with an irciden: would te cxercised

fron a central control point in Whitehall, in e navmer
similar to procedures alresdy establishod to handle a
terrorist incident and with sinilar Hinisterial ang senior
officiel represcntation from all the Government Departuments
concerned. Warning to the police would be given by means

of & broadcast over ths Folice National Computer (FAC) systen.,
The focal point for the collection of scientific data would
bo the Atomic Weapons Research Establishmant (AVRZ),
Aldermaston, whica would ir conjunction with the Nationsl
Radiological Protection Board (NRPB) arrenge for eppropriate
scientific and iecnnical advice to be made evailable to
central Government and to police forces wno might be involved.

8.. On receipt of the warning message, police forces should
arrenze to gather reports of debris. Chief fire officers
should be informed of the warning and esiced to notify the
police prompily of any roports whicn they may recsive., Fire
service personnel are traired to fight fires involving
redioactive sources and have a limited range of equipzent for
the detection of radiation; they are able to confirm the
presence of sore but rot all types of rzdioactivity, and are
not able therefore to say suthoritatively that debris is not
radioactive,

9« VWhen reports of suspected or actual locations have been
received, the police should tske such steps as may be needed
locally to prevent people entering areas which pay be dangerous
because of radiosctive matorial (cee also parsgraph 15 balow).
For edvice as to the dangers of radiocactivity and for the
examination end disposal of suspect material they should call
upon the National Arrangements for Incidents involving
Radicactivity (tne NAIR schene). Under this the irmediate
attendance of the Stage 1 contact is recquested, followed if
necessary by calling out the Stege 2 establishment

(Eome Office Circulars S 7/1972 ard ES 3/1977). The NAIR
representatives shouid advise local police on their owm
initiative until contact is estadblishzd with, and scientific
and technical advice received from, AWRS and/or #RFB under the
arrengenents described in paregraph 7. All persons should ba
t0ld to keep well away from possidble radioactive debris.
Although highly unlikely, some large piecces of dsbris might
have rzdiation {ields of significance over disitances of the
order of 100 meires, and some limited evacuation might be
necessary; widespread continuous contvemination is, however,
unlikely. Advice on the degree of evecuation recuired would
be available in the first instance from the NAIR representatives

-3 -
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and subsequently fron representatives of thz AWRE and the
NRPB, In the case of damage requiring rescue or firefighting
operations, the possidble hazard froa radicactivity should be
borne in nmind and existing disasier Plans relating to rescue
operations in such circunstances should be inplementud as
appropriate,

1, 10, Details of all findinzs of materisl which the police

have reason to believe is satellite debris should be reported
immediately, together with a brief outline of the asction taken
- and quoting a unique reference nusber identifying the police
force concerned., Such reports should be sent via the 0
system ©o New Scotlend Yard (from where they will be passed to
the central coatrol point) in accordence with standard proforma
headings - gee Annex A. This will ensble a nationwids picture
of confirmed sightings to be built up and consideration to be
given to the need for specialist dssistence. The ceniral
control point will pass the reports received to the scientific
data centre at AWRE (paregraph 7 above)., If debris is expected
over a considerable area of the country it may be necessary to
set up a field operations centre to provide overall direction
of both land and air searches, end this centre would operate
within general directions provided by the central control point,.
Special communications eguipment available at the ceatral control
point could bs deployed locally if there were a nesd to reinforce
facilities in particular areas.

t1e If the warning time was only a matter of minutes, it would
not be possible to alert police lorces vefore reports of falling
debris began to come in., A& FNC broadezst would, however, be

sent as soon as possible and a subsequent message would confirm
that the central control point arrangements had been established,
The reports required under paragraph,&hgbove should then be
Passed immediately to the control point,

12, If no warning at all were received, the first indication
that a satellite had crashed might be reports to the police of
debris. In many cases such reports micht prove to be false or
it might be possible to establish immedistely %hat the debdris
could not have come from a satellite. lLenover a report of
debris has been confirmed, however, =nd there sre ro valid
reasons for believing that the debris could not have formed
rart of & satellite, the action outlined in paragrapn 9 above
should be taeken and the central contiol point chould be rotified
immediately. The epvropriste contact is the Duty 0Sficer on
01 or Q. Action would then be taker to brinz tha

>

central control point arrangements inio operation if necessary.

Sgsxch foir Unrarorted Tresments

13. Since ruch of the debris would te very srell many of the
freguents wouid rot be sighted zni usncticed irradieted dobris
might be scattersd over an ares of thousands of square
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kilometres. A major search operation wight have to be

- mounted to locate radiocactive fragmsnte, Whather to
mount a search, .ard if so vhat arses should be covered,
would bs decided by the central control point.
Arrangemsnts would bz mads to deploy, using the

framework of the FAIR scheme, the resources of eVary
available technical support service, dncluding teans from
MOD, NRFB, United Kingdom Atomic Bnergy Authority (UXA2A)
Britich Nuclear Fuels Limited (BNFL) and the Blectricity
Generating Boards, using specislist aircraft esnd vehicle
search techniques, In rural areas the rost effective
initial search to locate major sources of radiocactivity
might be from the air. Folice forces would then be asked
to organise ground searches of specific areas under
arrangements by the central control point or forward

operations centre and with the advice of AYRE and NREB
staffs,

Recovery of Frogments

14, Special arrangements would be made centrally.under
AVRE advica for the recovery of all fragments, when they
had been located and sxamined, and these would bs notified
to the police forces corcerned. ¥here, in the interests of
public safety, and on seientific edvice,a fragment

is removed from the point of impsct, the central control
point should be informed where it is to be stored while
avaiting recovery. ‘

1 4

15. It is for the Government to decide whether, end if so
by what means, a public warning of danzer fronm radiocactivity
should te given. In reachirg that decision, the need to
Prevent unnecegsary elarz would be carefully considered.
Chief Officers should therefore ensurs that rothing is done
locally to anticipate a Government statement,

Pregss apd Publicitr

16. It is essential that those dealing locally with a
satellite accident and the Govermment team in Whitehell
should not issue incorsistent statenments. Chie? 0fficers
should ensure thet all local press cnquiries are directed

to a senior officer at force headquarters, who is briefed to
deal with them, workinz in close liaison with Government
Information Officers who would make apvropriate arrangements
to co-ordinate the national dissemination of information
from Vhitehsll,
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Extra Costs B {

17. 1International law makes provision for a country in which
a satellite falls to be reimbursed for any damage and other
costs arising from the incident. In order to establish facts
and enable costs to be calculated, for inclusion in any claim
submitted by the United Kingdom, police forces (and fire and
local authorities) should keep a record of all debris found
and all action taken from the receipt of the warning message
(or, if no warning message is given, from the receipt of the
first reports of falling debris) until the incident is closead,

Claims Procedure

18. The Government is under an obligation to consider claims
from the general public for injury or death following & nuclear
accident and there is already a registration procedure in
existence for this purpose. In the event of a nuclear powered
satellite accident a Government announcement would be published
about how to obtain registration forms to provide information o
assistance in looking into claims for compensation by thos2 in
the affected area at the relevant time,

Comnmunications

. 10
19, As indicated in paragraph{gz reports will be sent via the
PNC terminal in New Scotland Yard and from there, depending on
the volume of traffic, by Telex or by courier to the central
control point. Any general directions issued by the control
point will be sent by these means.

20. Messages addressed to the central control point should be
confined to operational matters concerning the search for debris,
public control, etc. Any enquiry about subsidiary administrative
matters arising in consequence of the operations envisaged in

this circular should be addressed to the Home Office, F6 Division =

by telephone to MrﬂO -) or
Mr G (tel no ) or by Telex message. The

normal Home Office Telex number is . The additional
number (answer back code @) ray be activated to
handle such messages exclusively when the need arises

Non-nuclear debris from space

21+ As indicated in paragraph 2, the contingency arrangements set

out in this circular are applicable to the crash of a sateliite known
or believed to be carrying radicactive material., Nuclear powered
satellites are few but many non-nuclear satellites and other space
debris are in orbit and there is continuing likelihooé of such objects
falling from space and parts ¢f them surviving re-entry to the

-

atmospnere and landing on the earth's surface. Though the likeliihood

-6 -
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is smgll the police may become aware of such debris if &

fall is opserved and reported to them. 1In that eve-:r!j;l:'v:'he 1

g:fzigzez:azidtifhchigf officers would inform the Ei;isZr;ogfd

Delenc s at the object may be examined and i i

zze;ilfled. The goint of gontact at the Mingztii g;sgzgizce

Maix; B—uildir ’ .j;ead of'»S?f(!*:ir) 3 Ministry of Defence, ‘
g, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB (tel noGENNEENEGEGN) .

Yours faithfully

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

UNELABSIFIED




ANNEX A
SATELLITE ACCIDESNT REPORT PROFORMA
To be reported via the Police National Computer terminal in
New Scotland Yard to the Government Central Control Point
(See paragraph &) I°
ADDRESSEE - 02BS§ SATELLITE

‘Item

ALPHA " Pron (state nams of force).

BRAVO Date/Time (state ONE, tims of sighting;
TW0, time report submitted).

CHARLIE Raference No (atate local unique ref no *),

DELTA Exact location of debris (giving grid reference
end rap sheet number whers possible; otherwise
by direction and distance from easily identified
point on Ordnance Survey map).

BCHO Daseription (state rough size erd shaps, material,
whother radisactive),

FOXTROT Casualties/Demare (brief description of dead/

o seriously injured and damage to property).

GOLF RV (state location, televhone number if available,
of guide to lead investigator to incident).

HOTEL Action (state what action teken locally or
proposed and any other relevant information).

INDIA gsistance already at or ordered to scone, other
than polics. :

JULIET 4ssigiance Required (state type and approzimate
nunber) .

* I% will be very important, in making initial reports arnd
to assist subsequent action and enquiries, to identify each
firding of possibly dangerous debris by reans of & refersnce
nunber unique to that finding. Tas rsfercnce numter, when
allocated, should be notified to those concerned with action on
the spot as well as to the central governusent control point.
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7/
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE D38c¢ _ C
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone 01-218 (Direct Dialling)

01-218 9000  (Switchboard)

The Chief ouoerinuendent

Your reference
Divisional Police ﬂeg.aﬁua*"cero

D/ 2A7 /DR
E?{i) ; }:ln b IYD Our reference
Clywd, LLl2, TBW Dag/ s4(air)e/7

28th June 1979

Dear Sir, /L)X
Receipt of your letter of 22nd June, together

with debris samples passed to you by Hiss _
of Llangollen, is aclxnowledgod .

Thank you for udvising us of this incident
and for forwarding the smple

Yours faithfully,
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DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

From: Sec(HSF)1a

Sent: 04 March 2003 12:59
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Subject: RE: Release of file

Yes, | can confirm that | am happy for it to be released.

----- Original Message---—--

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Polt
Sent: 04 March 2003 11:29
To: Sec(HSF)1a
Subject: Release of file

|
[ -
i
i

| We discussed a little while ago the release of our file from 1979 on satellite debris. | have the

‘ papers ready to send to my enquirer, but could | just confirm that you are happy for us to send

' a copy of the whole file including the Home Office circular. | have remove personal
information such as names, and telephone numbers.

" DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
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From:
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

G T
(GTN) Al

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3
u

Date
East Yorkshire 12 February 2003

I am writing concerning the request you made under the Code of Practice on Access to
Government for copies of two Ministry of Defence files.

Please find enclosed a copy of file D/DS8/76/6 — Unidentified Flying Objects — TV Discussion.
You will notice that personal data has been removed. This is to protect the privacy of those who
have corresponded with the MOD and MOD employees.

With regard to the other file you requested (D/DS8/75/7 — Unidentified Flying Objects —

Satellite Debis), we are currently consulting another department about the release of these
documents and as soon as we have a decision, I will write to you again.

Yours sincerely,



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

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 21 40

(Switchboard) 020 721
(GTN)

Your Reference

B

Hull 7 January 2003

Thank you for your letter of 6 January in which you made a request under the Code of Practice on
Access to Government Information for copies of two Ministry of Defence files. These files are

currently held in archives, but they have been recalled and when I have received them, I will write
to you again. In the meantime, you asked what charges may be incurred.

The Ministry of Defence is bound by the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information
and this means that we are committed to providing you with the information you require, as long
as it is not exempted under the Code. However, to ensure that this does not create an extra burden
on the taxpayer, we have a charging regime for more complicated requests. If a request is likely
to require over four hour’s work, each hour’s work over the four hours (or part thereof) is charged
at £15 per hour. These cost include locating relevant material, photocopying, and the removal of

personal details to protect the identity of MOD employees and those who have corresponded with
the MOD.

If when we receive the files it looks likely that your request will take more than four hours to
complete and a charge will be necessary, I will provide an estimate of the cost so that you may
decide if you wish us to proceed.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,




foecion o |
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Mimstry of Defence
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Hull.
Northumberland Avenue, London. East Yorkshire.
WCEN 5BP Section 201
DAS
6 January 2003. 1 [07721 T J—
-7 JAM 2083
Dear :

Under the new Code of Practice for providing information to the
public (relating to FOI law implementation), I request whether the following two files
may be released in their entirety and what charges may be incurred for copying them
etc?

D/DS8/75/7: UFO Satellite Debris
And:

D/DS8/75/6: UFO: TV Discussion.

In anticipation of your reply.
Yours sincerely

fles roqperted frow Harjes (20w -
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NOTES ON THE INSIDE FLAP -
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Report No.. MD.81.. ... Transmitted on..Yorkshire. TV.- "Tuesday Calendar"
i.ength....... .30 mins. Date....... 23rd January, 1979 ... .. Time... 3.20.p.m.
Short Title.............. [ R = 5 - TS U

. ®

Richard Whiteley: Hallo and welcome to "Calendar Tuesday" whoever you are and

indeed wherever you are. Well, I say that because this afternoon we're going to ask
sorne rather ... well, rather disturbing questions like - dc U.F.Os exist? Should we
believe people who claim they've had a close encounter of the third kind? H:ave
the world's governments conspired in a galactic cover-up as indeed certain
members of the House of Lords seemed to indicate last week, or is the whole thing
just plain and simply 'in the mind'? Well, with us to try and answer those questions
are the Reverend Ray Nielsan who is the Secretary of the European Headquar’ters
of the Aetherius Society which believes very much in the existence of U.F.Os. "_We
have Mr.Brian Straight, a co-ordinator of Chrysis, that's the U.F.O. reseaf;:h
organisation based in Cleveland County. We've got Miss Heather Cooper'; “an
astronomer and lecturer at Greenwich Planetarium in London and in our Loh.don
studio Mr.Patrick Stevens, who's the -Assistant ‘Secretary in the Air Force
Department of the Ministry of Defence. _

Well, before we actually get involved in that discussion, let's first of all see
for ourselves films of reported U.F.Os shot recently in Italy and in New Zealélnd,
sightings like these led to the debate in the House of Commons... or rather the
House of Lords last week.
(Filmed extracts)

Well, as the man said the chances are a miliion to one, but still th ey come,
Let's find out if people believe they really are coming. Let's ask you, first of all
Reverend Ray Nielsen, can I hear it first from your own lips, you personally are
100%, nay, a 1,000% convinced that U.F.Os do exnst’?

Rev. Niclsen: Yes, I have absolutely no doubt whatsoever, after studying’ the

. subject very thoroughly, mind you, since 1960. I believe that flying saucers are

here, they have becn coming here for centuries and the fact that there is a

controversy is due that certain information is not released, so therefore there is

argument and 1 think that information should be made Apublic by all world
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Report No.MD.81 ) ‘ Continuation No.1,’

governments and I égree absolutely wholeheartedly with the Lords debate. ;
R. Whiteley: Okay, now you're holding a model of a U.F.0O., we would call it a
flying saucer, you believe, do you, that U.F.Os loak like that? '
Rev. Nielsen: I believe that a certain type of fiving saucer is like this one, this is
what we in the Aetherius Society refer to as a scout craft, it's the type of
craftwhich Adamski* phatographed, indeed Stephen Darbyshire of the Lake Dlstnct
photographed twenty years after Adamski. It's been featured in almost all
government reports as being widely reported in newspapers, all over the w'orfd
especially by papers like the Brazilian Press, for example, who published fully all
the photographs taken by their Brazilian Navy rnany, many years ago and this type
of craft is, shall we say, a very commonly seen craft.

R. Whiteley: Okay, well, you've made your position perfectly clear, thank you very
much indeed. Heather Cooper, as an astronomer, what is your view?

Miss Cooper: My view is that perhaps 95% of UFO sightings can be explained Ey
other phenomena such as meteorological phenomena, natural phenomena in the
atmosphere and manmade things like balloons. There is perhaps a residue, 5%. of
sightings, which haven't been explained and those are the ones we should be
interested in. Now there has been an attempt to do this, Professor Alan Hemek*, a
very distinguished astro-physics Professor in the States, has been analysing the
small minority of sightings which haven't been explained by other means. He's

whittled it down to about 2% now and those 2% haven't yet been explained. But I

think T speak for most astronomers when I say that I think that these 2% of

sightings will be explained by phenomena which perhaps aren't yet understood, but I

don't see why we have to start recoursing to imagining people from other

civilisations are coming to contact us and I'd like to describe my thoughts on that a

bit later.

R. Whiteley: Yes, okay, well, lots of fascinating points there, but let's go straight
to you, Brian because your job at Chrysis is basically when you hear of them you go

out and investigate sightings. People ring you up and say - look, there's been a

sighting and you nip off straightaway and have a look. Is that basically what you
do?
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Report No. MD.81 Continuation No.2.

Mr. Straight: Not really, no, it depends very much on how important we consider
the sighting is.  If it's just lights in the sky, or something like that, w= won't
bother. If we get a sighting which is obviously of an unusual object , say, close to
the ground seen by a large number of people then we tend to go out on that. Our

position, however, is very similar to Heather's, that we believe that there is at

present absolutely no scientific evidence for the existence of U.F.Os, however‘

there is .. after scientific analysis has been applied to UFO sightings a disturbing
residue of cases which are left unexplained. We are more interested in looking -at
these unexplained cases in an attempt to try and explain exactly what they are. '
R. Whiteley:  Well, Patrick Stevens in London, you've heard there the view of the
people in the studio here. Can I ask you then what - if I may put it this way - the
professional view is of the existence of U.F.Os because one of your- jobs is to. deal
with U.F.Os. .

Mr. Stevens: Well, I can tell you what the Ministry of Defence view is and that is
very similar to Heather Cooper's, that there's no doubt at all that there are
extraordinary phencmena in the skies that can be seen and there's no doubt in our
mind that most of the reports come from eminently sensibie and responsible pedp'l_e;
The only question is what is behind those phenomena and what worries us is the way
people immediately transfer the term UFO, they've seen something which is
unexplained and unidentified and they immediately turn that into a flying saucer
and they immediately transpose that into alien spacecraft. There is no evidence
for this whatsoever. : o

R. Whiteley: What about this 2% that Heather says is unexplained?

Mr. Stevens: I think Heather made the point there that there are a great many
extraordinary ... there are very many strange reasons to account for the phenomena
and there may well be a residue which cannot be explained because you haven' tAgot
sufficient detail, or because you get a conflict of evidence sometimes and
sometimes the situation is very unusual, the atmospheric conditions are rare and
you can't quite explain what it is. It's rather like a mirage, if you look and see
something in a mirage you cannot possibly know what is the other end of that
mirage unless you have independent evidence.

""M - S
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Report No. MD.81 ' ‘ Continuation No.3.

R. Whiteley:  Just again, I'm anxious to get things quite clear, can I hear 'it fro.m
your lips, that officially the Ministry of Defence is not saying U.F.Os do not exnst'7

Mr. Stevens:  What we say is there are strange things to be seen in the sky, what
we say most emphatically is we don't believe thar those represent alien spacecraft,
we don't believe there's been a single alien spacecraft in our sky. '
R. Whiteley: Ah, well, you, Ray Nielsen, probably wouldn't agree with that?

Rev. Nielsen: Well, of course I wouldn't agree with that. There are a goqd maﬁy

L

people around the world who wouldn't agree with that for the simple reason that if
you research this subject very, very carefully and, Mr.Stevens, I remember a case
in 1962 where we're not talking about a thin pinpoint of light in the sky, we're
talking about an encounter that a member of this country had and he was seven'ty‘~
five feet away from an object which he described perfectly as a craft of thxs
nature. That man released his information after his experience and his account was
published in the daily Press with a full explanation from your Department saying
that what he'd seen was the reflections of his headlamps off a low flying cloud and
yet your Department did not investigate that man until the day after you rel'e'aé'ed
that statement. Now that is the kind of treatment I think that this ... the pec_jpile
in this country are fed-up with, is the too simple explanation of something which
obviously is an encounter of a very unusual kind. .
R. Whiteley: What you're saying is that it's too easy to laugh it off, what y‘ou '
would call is a sighting? -
Rev. Nielsen: Yes, absolutely, especially one of that close proxirnity. .
R. Whiteley:  Well, Brian Straight ... I mean Brian Straight is not laughing it off
vou don't laugh off every claim that's made do you?
r. Straight: N, certainly not, but Chrysis itself has recourse to a number of
people with university backgrounds in everything from astronomy through phys'gés
to psychology and our researches have indicated very strongly that the UFO
phenomena is very much connected with the psychology of the witness. We think
that this is very important, in that if you examine - as Ray said UFOs have beén

seen for hundreds of years, if you look at the sightings, the UFO itself alwéys

‘mirrors the level of technology of the society in which the witness exists......
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Report No. MD.81

Continuation No.4.

R. Whiteley: Are you saying basically.... are you saying that a. person who
actually wants to see a UFO probably will? ‘

Mr. Stralght: No.
R. Whiteley: .. because of that state of mind.

Mr. Straight: No, I'm not saying that, what I'm saying is that-there a‘ppears to be
some external phenomenon which is very badly understood \"thh witnesses
interpret in certain ways, exactly what that external phenomenon is is of course
very difficult to say, as I say Romans saw flying shields, Amerlcans saw steam-
powered airships, people nowadays see spacecraft. o

R. Whiteley: Yes, but I mean the design hasn't actually changed, I'hean they're
very old-fashioned, they've been like that for years and years, haven't they, that
shape? ' i

Rev. Nielsen: Well, I think logic tells you that if - and I'm not being dogmatic
here, I'm just saying what we believe and other people too - if we believe that these
are intelligently controlled, and I believe they are, then whoever can manufacture a
craft that can transverse millions of miles of space and stiil be that size must be
pretty well advanced.

R. Whiteley: Lady and gentlemen, Just hold it there for a couple of minutes, I
want you all to listen to a clip of tape recorded specially for us by Mr. Raymond
Cass of Bridlington.

Mr, Cass: UFOs are a visua! phenomenon. Things seen in the sky. Voices or radio
signals of unknown origin are an audio curiosity which nevertheless have interesting

pnr:ﬂ\als with UFQs. Dresent d

a Ay

rival
and revolutionary hypothesis rapidly gaining ground that the UFQs are nqn-physical,
possibly projections from the collective unconscious of mankind.

m

nuts and bolts theary, that is extra-terrestrial craft of a tangible nature and
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R. Whiteley: Well, Mr.Cass there posing a couple of questions, but he goes on to
claim that he has in claim recorded unexplained abnormal voices speakmg in

polyglot, that's an element where two or more voices are combined in one eet of
speech. Listen to this.
(Extract) , e
Well, Mr. Cass reckons that he's recorded that polyglot far out in épace.
We've listened to it again and again and again and it seems to be a combination of
sort of German, but we thought we heard the word a couple of times "Elvis", now,
you know - I'm being serious, we thought we heard the narne "Elvis". Now... we're
all laughing away - you're not.

Rev. Nielsen: I'm not.

R. Wniteley: No, because you believe that but can I ask you, Mx‘.Stevens;in
London, what do you think about this polyglot claim, recording voices from out of
space?

Mr. Stevens: Well, it's very difficult. All I got there was a bit of atmospherics and
a couple of words which might have come from anywhere and I've no idea what they
were, or what was said and I can't really comment seriously on that, but [ will
comment on what was said earlier on, whh_:h is that .. this idea that these alien
spacecraft are not material and you find that the ufologists get forced more and
more into these extraordinary explanations. They suggest that there are tens of
thousands of visits every year, it's inconceivable that these can be fresh visits from
distant .. some perhaps ten hundred light years away, so they must be hiding
somewhere and when it can be proved that they aren't hiding it sornewhere, people
have to invent the kind of paranormal explanation, that they come from other
space time continuance. :

R. Whiteley: Heather Cooper, [ wonder why don't these people land?

Miss Cooper: Well, there are two wonderful paradoxes which Patrick has brought
up: astronomers believe that we are very, very common in the universe, that life is
probably very likely to be common, we're made out of the mest widespread
chemicals and elements and that sort of thing. Okay, so life is common ‘in the
universe then.why on earth are all these people coming to look at us, are we some
sort of celestial curiosity. So if all these things are indeec artifacts of another

civilisation coming to look at us, why are they doing so? On the other hand if iife

‘isn't common in the universe then why do we see so many UFQOs?
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R. Whiteley: Why don't they land then? S
Rev. Nielsen: Well, they have. The answer very simply, Richard, is that they have
landed, that at the moment they are unable to land openly as many people would
like them to. for example, in Central Park or Hyde Park. They are govemed very
strictly by a law we believe which 'unables' them to directly interfere with our free
will, in other words their introduction into our atmosphere is part of a controlled
plan, something which has already been planned to help mankind, if mankind. wants
to be helped, but if he treats the subject with ndxcule, with contempt,. ‘with
scientific and intellectual narrowmindedness, then they can only help us to the
degree that we accept them.

R. Whiteley: You're taking the brunt of this I think really, but never mind. Most
of the photos we see of flying saucers ...

Rev. Nielsen: ... are blurred.

R. Whitelex: Yes.
Rev. Nielsen: Out of focus.

R. Whiteley: With the great sophistication we've got these days in photograpny and
tele vision and so on, why ...

Rev. Nielsen: I've gone into this very, very carefully, as you can well imagine,
and a lot of phatographs have been taken to general film in Hollywocd, Kodak
examines an awful lot of them, and it's the same not only with flying saucer
phenomenon but with an awful lot of terrestrial phenomenon. It's very, very
difficult to photograph a clear picture of phenomena of this type. I believe that
around each of these spacecraft that visits this earth is what we call a field or }
force field and this interferes, or interrupts with the emulsion an, the fi
you cannot get an absolutely clear-cut .... as a matter of fact....

R. Whiteley: What's your view on that, Brian, do you agree with that? L
Mr. Straight: Well, no, it's very .... obviously one hesitates to say that all the
photographs that have been handed in to you .. research groups and governments
are fakes, in fact. I've never yet seen a photograph which could not be faked in
some way and to me that means that the photograph is, therefore, devalued. What
lnterests me much more is why people need to think that these photographs are of'
extra-terrestrial objects. You know, I think that there's a very.... in modern man
there is some sort of need to believe that these things are extraterrestrial and

they're brothers from out of space who're coming to save us. It seems to me that's
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8 much more interesting thmg to lock at than actually to take the photograph‘
apart, because you can't ever really prove when it comes to the sort of nth degree
of analysis whether a photograph is genuine or not, you can only say whether ‘it's
likely to be. '

R. Whiteley: Well, what I'm able to do now actually is to introduce you to some

exclusive "Calendar" film which we managed to take the other day, have a look at
this.

(Fiim)

You can see it there, it's coming through the murk there, you can'just

~ see.... there it is. Well, Ray Nielsen, that film has come into our possessxon, does

that say anythmg to ynou?

" Rev. Nielsen:  Not really, no, to be really honest with you, I mean I'd have to’ see

it in freeze frame and identify it, the same way that the New Zealand Government
is taking the trouble to examine the film there. :

R. Whiteley: VYes, okay, it was a difficult condition for you to see it in the bright
lights of the studio on the monitor. Heather, did you have any theories on that?
Miss Cooper: Well, I thought it was a frizby but I'm not saying anything more! -
R. Whiteley:  Well, actually that's very good because .. what a clever girl on ére,
because we have to come clean. We shot that yesterday afternoon in the garden
outside the studios by tossing a tureen-... covers a dish from the canteen up in the
air, h

Rev. Nielsen: Well, freeze frame would have shown that up.

R. Whiteley: You reckon? Okay, yes, I take the point. Now a lot of people say,
indeed the House of Lords said on Tiwrsday, governments - certain governments are
hushing up the whole question of U.F.Os, so let me first ask you if y

go along with that?

, very bnef

_/,

Rev. Nielsen: Yes, I do. I was part of a scientific delegation last year to New

York where I met Sir Eric Geary*. who's leading the delegation to the United

Nations and I met scientists including Professor Heinek and they are all agreed that

after years of investigation the evidence is overwhelmingly against, I'm afraid, the

idea that everything's in the open. I'm afraid that there is a cover-up, the' big
powers do not ....

R. Whiteley: You call it the Cosmic Watergate I see.
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Rev. Nielsen: Yes, that term was coined by a nuclear physu:lst by the name of'
Dr.Stanton Cleetont*....

R. Whiteley: Okay. Well, let's ask Mr.Patrick St.evens of the M.O.D., he is .tﬁe
man who'll be called upon to defend us from these things eventually: is the
government covering up on these things, I mean do you know that they exist but

you're sort of saying... the government's saying 'nonsense, they don't exist', when
you really know they do exist?

Mr. Stevens: It's tatal nonsense the idea of a cover- -up and this is a thing which the
ufologists keep coming back to, they know that if there were visits from’ alien
spacecraft on anything like the scale that's suggested, it must have come to-the

attention of governments, so when governments deny that they know anything at all

‘about alien spacecraft ever having arrived, the ufologists promptly say it must b_‘e'a

cover-up, but there really isn't any cover-up, there's nothing to cover up, 'the're
never have been any alien spacecraft here and all the evidence, including the very
extensive scientific studies done by the Americans, indicate that there's nothmg at
all in the way of alien spacecraft visiting here. UFOs there are, in the sense of
things which are seen in the sky and require explanation, but there are perfectly
sensible explanations for them. :
R. Whiteley:  Well, of course Mr.Nielsen thinks that they are friendly, but [- ]ust
wondered if you gentlemen in the Ministry of Defence are taking precautionary
steps in case thcy do exist and in case they're hostile.  Are there any defence
systems we have to use against them? !

Mr. Stevens: No, at least to use against curious phenomena in the sky, you don't
need any defence systems. [ don't know how I can convince somebody who really
believes that there's a cover-up. I ord Strabolgi said in the House of Lords the
other day, speaking on behalf of the Government he said 'really there is no cover-
up' and he gave his total assurance. What evidence can I produce?

Rev. Nielsen: He's hardly liable to say anything else, but permit me to say this, I

mean the Earl of Kimberley and I were discussing this the other day and he doesn't
regard the House of Lords debate as being a defeat. You don't expect somebody to
turn round and say - 'oh yes, yes, you're right, all these years we have been

withholding evidence', you can't say that. All that we can hope is that there are at

least ten governments now who have told the U.N. that they are willing to submit
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evidence that they have collected over the years, let's hope that gradually w‘hen
this cornes out in the open, more governments will follow suit and say - there you
are, there's the evidence, you make up your own mind. - ' ,
R. Whiteley: Heather, I know you haven't said, you know, that you don't believe...
you're prepared to believe the 2%, but is there one thing would convince you as an
astronomer that they exist. Would one have to land basncally in Hyde Park and
chaps get out of it for you to believe .... - e
Miss Cooper: I'd like that very much indeed. I want physical evidence which can
be analysed in the laboratory basically, I want ...

R. Whiteley: A bit of metal or what?

Miss Cooper: A bit of metal, if it had an unusual composition, if it had unusual
radioactive propertles or something like that. I would like perhaps to ... for maore
astronomers to see UFOs, it's very strange that astronomers don't see UFOs,
they're the chaps who're out all night observing. Peoplé who're out at night don'.t
tend to see UFQs, it tends to be - and can I come back to your psychological point -
people perhaps who want to see UFOs do see them.

R. Whiteley: Very briefly becausé we've only got thirty seconds left.

Rev. Nielsen: Well, in the House of Lords it was menticnad that a Ministry of

Defence document was published where it listed eighteen people who had had

contacts over the last two years.

Mr. Stevens: I've got that docurﬁent in my hand ... I have that document in my
hand ... ' |

R. Whiteley: (interrupting) Well, we're focussing on it, we can see a jolly good.‘.... y
Mr., Stevens: 1 can ieli you straightaway that it is nothing iike ... remutely like ai‘aly
Ministry of Defence document, it's got these alleged sightings, but anybody who
knows anything about Ministry of Defence documents could tell you that's a fraud.
(interruptions) Refer to anybody who knows anything about the Ministry of
Defence, there's no date, there's no such Department....

j R. Whiteley: (interrupting) Thank you very much irdeed. All of you in the studio

thank you very much.

«..00000...
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© FLYING SAUCER NEWS

- :Slghflngs'conflﬂue unébafed, appealing to newcomers; old hands tend to skip
them; veterans rea(lse that Govornmenfs knew In 1947 that Saucers were real and
had made conTacT : D

i i 1947, Al The Iles, lnvesflgaflons, pontifications of the pa=T 3} years
'have been a ‘cynical’ cover-up. Let's face that.

. - .let's-please; too, spare a thought of thanks to the Space Peoples for the
prodlg:ous effort of providing constant/world-wide sightings, and ief‘s be grateful
. for the progress we earthlings have made in truly opening our minds,

. so that the Space-Peoples can Increase the repeat-visits~to-the-same~-ares -
"because we all now welcome/accept thelr quiet help, and our group aura has |ightened
enough to .

ralse the frequency of contacts.

= HOME NEWS = =

Ob 0:0000000000000000000000000000000000000

UFO785/MEMO/6B6/78 ™. T sy e e (CORC AT, T5

“"MINISTRY. OF DEFENCE DEPARTMENT OF AERIAL STUDIES -
xx* CLASSIF[ED TO ALL PERSONNEL BELOW. AGDO 2-

CONTACTS FOR THE YEAR ENDED 22/2/78 (23) AS FOLLOWS:

23/ 5/77 €935

K5634 LEICESTER  559/7C CLASS 5
~K5635 BRADFORD - * |1A/? CLASS 5 24/ 5/77 1116
K5636 - LONDON -CSW) . 559/70 CLASS 3 16/ 6/77 0600 .
K5637 L - o ‘
K5638 LONDON (SW) ~559/7C CLASS 5 23/ 7/71 1755
" K5639 FALMOUTH _ * 558/0'X  CLASS 20 23/ 7/77 1721
K5640 - LLANELLI = -555/C45  CLASS 5 1/ 8/77 0931
K5641 SOUTHALL 640 OKW/2 CGLASS 16 11/ 9/77 1159 -
om0 K5642 LEEDS 559/7C.- CLASS. 5 18710777 0445 -
K5643 BELFAST 088/23 © - CLASS 16  22/11/77°2350
K5644 ~ ABERDEEN 088/23 . CLASS 6 .23/11/77 0020
K5645 SLOUGH 559/7C°". CLASS. 5. 14/12/77 1807
K5646 BELPER H6/44/46  CLASS ‘16" 23/12/77 2300
K5647 DERBY . 559/KW T ' CLASS "5  31/i2/77 1305 .
'K5648 TRURO 559/2-" " "CLASS '8 .2/ 1/78 0430
"'K5649 " - SELBY 1080746 " CLASS 16 . 23/ .1/78 1056
K5650 GLASGOW 559SERIES CLASS 5 ° I/ 2/78 0945 -
K5651 (LONDON () 7A/7C. CLASS 23 22/ 2/78 1201

JXENDLIST . . -
CLASSIFICATION NOTIFIED TO THE FOLLOWING. DEPARTMENTS:
METRPOLITAN POLICE
. DEFENCE (ALR FORCE)
DEFENCE (CIVIL)
SPECIAL PATROL GROUPS
B.B.C. (INTELLIGENCE BRANCH)
SUB-REGIONAL CONTROLS
COMPUTER DATA ‘SECTION
MICROWAVE COMMUNICATIONS NETHORK _
/¥ENDLIST o o
FURTHER CONTROLS AND DATELINE NETWORK CDAR VIA NDHQ. CHELTENHAM
OPERATION 25 NOTIFICATION TO SECTIONS B H W Z  VIA NDHQ CHELTENHAM

"~ NORAD CYBERTECH LINKFG

- DATA COMP|LATION NETWORK SECTIONS . H KW

,FURTHER NOT'FICATION FOR ACTION TO BE TAKE VIA COMM. 46 (78)
'RLD  CIA NORAD UFO 23 ' .
- ¥%% | |STED AND CLASSIFIED

/¥END COPY |7/ 75 CLASSIFIED 2298/44/C/AoDO 2/73%
000000000000 00C000000QOO00V0000000CO0000D0 0

\

— s s L. ~

QQGQOQQQQQQOOQOQQOQQQQOQOOQQQQGQQ.QQVOOOGOQQGOQ

QQOQOOO'QQ00.00000_0'0000000_000000660060.0000000
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. "l would like to mentlon To you what a wonderful sight my husband and | «/
about four weeks ago. (1 was one whole field covered in Angel Hair. The flelv s
grown for hay so there is clover and lots of +ufts of gress and it was on & Sunday
morning at 7.15 a.m. * It was a lovely morning, so peacefui and quiet and nobody
was about, only us and we always take Simba, our dog, on this field. Then we savw
it - it was lovely, everywhere was this Angel Hair. | was picking it up on my
hands and as iT was melting, Simba was licking it off like little droplets of
water and on every tuft of grass they focked Iike litile silvery domes and they
glistened in the sunlight. The whoie ficld was covered. Now they can't say IT was
spiders' webs. because -it would have taken mi{lions of spiders fo-have done that in
one night. Even my husband said that, It was so thick. It was a lovely sight."’

Mrs Faversham, Kent.

- (5()()()(}()()()()()()( ()( ()()()( ( ()()()()()()()()()()ﬁ)() )()

PRDR ™

Kent and Sussex Courier 23.6.78 '(credif C.E.Woodcraf+t)
Sllent UFO_speeding _over the_forest puzzles_surveyors ’

B 1} could not belisve my eyes,' said 34 year old Mr.—, who Is .

carrying out a geology survey for the Southern Water Authority. 'I was looking down ‘
-the valley towards Lady Castle Stewart's estate when | just, saw something silhouetted
against a high bank of fir trees. The forest aroufid the radio station is something
ITke 600 f+ above sea level and | was sort of looking down on It. [+ was 500 to

600 yards away and about 50 to 60 ft below me, but about 100ft above the ground.”

i+ was flying down the valley fowards Nutiey and | would have only seen it because -

"1t was outlined against the trees. |t moved on over the A22 and vanished in the
horizon. From where my mate, NI, -nd | picked up seeing I+ we reckon it
covered about four miles in three to- four seconds. . ’ .

| am colour .blind but my mate tells me it was light coloured underneath and
ved on “op..~ The:first glance, the first instent impressicn, was of the shape of a
high-powered. speed boat, the sort that race in the channel. There was no engine
noise and | coutd not Imagine anything like a plane travelling that fast and that -
tow. - 11 was moving too fast for a crop spraying machine, and anyway there Is '
nothing to spray there. 1t's just forest. | cqn%acfed the poiice in the hope that
.someone else might have reported seeing it. I+ was about 2.30p.m. on Tuesday
June 13, and as the object went over the big lay-by on the A22 | thought a lorry
driver or someone who stopped there might have seen it or could have corroborated
the sighting. . :

1 suppose a couple of seconds had passed before | tapped my mate on the
shoulder to draw his attention to the object. He agreed with me that we could not e
see wings on it. It was about 20 to 30 feet long. 1 could not get a frue shape
of its depth because | was jooking at 1t sideways and on top and it. flew diagonally
across our view. | had the imoression it was wedge shaped with possibly a slight
rise in the middle. [t was very eerle because it moved at such a fantastic speed,
300 to 500 mph, we worked out, and very low to the ground. . -

| have never seen anything like 1+. When the Biggin Hill air show is on we .
always hear the noise of the jets as they scream over the hill, but this was
. completely silent. | suppose we might have heard a murmur if we had not had the
rig running. 1| just could not explain it.. I+ was good daylight and | don't drink.
I+ could not have been an aeroplane. It just did not click with anything | had
ever seen before,"

K)()()()()()()()()()()()()()()()()()()()()()()()()(>(?()()])()()

Wythenshawe Express and Recorder 2.6.78

"* and [ cre walking along Nearbrook Road, Benchill . -
- tooking for s sister when a strange object suddeniy appeared just above the
rooftops as they approachied Broadoak Road, shaped like a world war itwo tin heimet.

‘aged 13 said: 'lIt was massive, bigger than a jet plane. There were lights
all around it and two beams coming out from it.! . : :

: - aged 14, added: ‘it was low down, just above the house, and it hovered
for a ccuple of minutes and then disappeared. We ran towards it trying to get a
closer look.? I wes -'5 sgcond ciose encounter. Once when he was on holiday in
Wales, he saw 'two bright.things’ flash acress the sky. - 'There wss no explanation

R I
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REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT |



-

My CTED ON ORIGINAL DQ&E
BT A \‘1(

—_—

—_— =7 —_—
T %Y ageT —
S L P ¢

—_— sy ‘é&\ - 5 “ ¢ ; ‘ - -
LT AT IV TGy i aar

——

LTI g o o
e i e A iy g e
T e m"p’@ e f“(""““%r—mﬁ‘d' ;é;@,f/ T
T e v i Lol SN ol
e " P it P
e _ejci\:“ ‘%5’4 “/‘J@W‘/ Tme—

e i ) R \——Woo( e

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT |




Subjec.

Repert of U.F,0.

-
o - ] S
2T YORK:
- iy

W
e

-~

&

'l Q!

v-p.- [

2 4 AFR978
TN S I
RO

o
.

.o "mmo“
R g

Al § &

N Al 4 .:l\ Q_‘\_'
NN Gy

M\

X REDACTED ON ORIGINA UMENT o
"% REDACTED ON ORIGINAL, YQR‘;%EH'Y;‘;% METROPOLITAN POLICE

MINUTE SHEET - EM
Hilnsbrite Date .....21st April

Station

@sersesnesecacanananesoneitsransnn ereceserarenacnens tcereintncacas eesens

verintendant -

Chief Surpe

at 7.CCam Pri:..
21st Lpril 1978, I atten Gulicar, 5u:°;:j;,;-
and there interviewed 2 Years, Bgtcher, and his e
wife Telephone No
stated at 8.30zm she locked from her TEEr »Cor yiimia,
and saw a bright object in the sky upen closer exar inaticn she s;,. d
what apjezred to bz a round white brlgat coject arcu d times ticrer

than a2 star. She sum:ond her huSuani he locked
and sa. the szme.

Mr‘- then lockes at the object through his blnocul.‘rs
described it s round, bright red circular in abape with a da
circumscribing asmall area to the uprer helf of the srhere,

‘Mr -stated the object hung around for 4 hour flying
North South direction, then went away in a western dirsction

He could only descrite its lcocation as cdirectly zbove th
of Scapegeat Hill. :

The area i
transmitting
atpear in order. I haeme ssoken to vergsennel at
transmitting station ai Pple loor an: they have informed e
ell is in order. - '

-around Scepegoat hill is
and receivingaeriels I have checked these out a2
the 3BC ra~i

wias

the war depsrt
ve been noc other

Could a copy of this pl
at Wzkefield for there infornm
of a UFC in this area at thi

(4]
{‘.) i

n

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT,

2
in a

.
@ villzsrs

surrounded by varies tie

ment

rerort
P

i

3

M

OV TIPTRYT TS, SOOIV A A LT K e 4 e o ey o o i e £ g5y




* .
C . . P

S\ TORDSHIRE DI
, JL‘éE gm‘hi‘ @b\k

i Form 65,
STATION. ) DIVISION, ' . . DIVN. H.Q. _ T
st all :3.0.'3}. HGZ’-:;LS REF. REE, V4 fﬂ/ ’1‘3 _,","1
. ‘ . M
RANK. 1 @, N, - NAME, — DATE,

064,73

et o

SUBJECT Cd Thyivy ohiject.

: At 8peme on Thursday’ 63
Quty ot Lho don 1::,_}} £3lice GFYs

Division vien o TN

20

venloy iy it s .
that be acd soen e unidentidiog, Flyiny objeet in the
veston Corney/reir area. of Ghe ¢y bhoetwoon 220%hra

ol 2227408 on sednes qay beh ;‘;":3311 1975, L

G profoenn 08 laid out

& ; Orde Mool 1 e 1971 vas commleted
r- wotquarters dentrol docm and nysels,

o nther reveris ¢f

a PG hiave boin racoived ob
thia fs(::*t:'mﬂ It il be scon  has o, -di;l not
oot this .\-,t*h.:t' n“u.l {_3-:.';.::.9 she following dos olher
tho m*( NING news Wlotin and the lozal porey 1““0*“‘ <
u <tir‘,.’4 L Of o daller caiact an the couth of angland on

that Vedrosdar ay nishvte

I aslk that thie corerinyg ranert ha *“w- worded o
eedouasricry she alfoxd for whale infexmation,

. !

r,.

Tha Chi' ? Gonstnble,
(‘&”XAI\ \0‘{3}‘

| -2 .
Chief Superintendent Hemmings,

Please forvrard to Headquarte

11.4.78, % ~-

“ ‘Superln nden
‘4,,.--~-'~'~-~'-: SV

- ./' s - @DA@JE@ ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

{




Mo bplie X poniile T wptr
AT LG /Qél/ 576 oild ug;/ (¢ |
D Gl o Jlie s fﬂw

- el Benfas o Lo YA i S

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT




%

R A
SolAarT
i~
iz

I

Oy
R S I A

v

[z

oy

[

“Zm

(@

s

bR

-2

B

r

oy

34

R e e
AU

o Ty

JPY U

Y

€

-y

AR}

.

Ao




\> \N\% Q\v\ ey =
Valiar:(a

IR

.nmxo% UL g0 Ansnny

B DIES SOOI SNoww) asoL)

30 DUOQ UIGY JATY IS 97 O5W |
ALy AUS JUOLUL J1 08 .,

“4pUODRS 01

4501 LTUO PUT—PAIUSIS SIYSIT

PaINOO-IIINE Ay} aN{{ Jou
A 2XB sAaB AU gne

USY . NI,

* SIFIOIONY U0 SINPLOS AQ DI
Apumady 239M  suavy puy

“IS2I0F AU U PSRN 20103

LT VAT PIsn wodq sawy

.xocﬁc 6% own oul

LSPY Sutford auy 1aa0
Buirsdoy 000 podus-Iuio
‘9BIL] B ALS M, "I{0UL ST
IO} MDIpUY S8 ‘UM pUno
unHYPIIIRI {0l B U0 Supdeid
a19m ‘sjod OM) pue ‘fog ouy,
“M2IPUY ‘U0 PO~ .:.3.3 I3
puy ‘SO APUIH JO IuIS
waaanTy SIF DIImdsnoy  AQ
WAROIOHUILY UT POLUOIY O%]8
FUM FTODIUF ONUVIS DU,

paesg

DICY  SaIRY  qey)  SULIGINS :
aouagact 35 ANSpuIN QUL L PO 0] UM 3R DUT UOAIOY
Sa1%{f a3 UO 300 QUL  pUiudq

LIy J0 NMMIND AU putidolp ) SI00Y OMY U}

WL QIIANY  lsunneurid dlowr  AaB  CA[enusAT
oy go5Ens funyg Oudn 183 o
|t IO DUITY dAvY ouM Bojvd o7y Lur 9yBIS PI INO0NFY

HoUG UL
urerdsd
10U PO JUS $UF Bupivey
(MBS QU ShuuVD ey Ul
_mcv.eunzem_v pue * " * AY§ ouj
0Uf IT)S O} TPISIND PANIEA
22O ST WY §,M0IpUY
103 DI0BL m.én U vﬁ..wvm

J0° v0aje ou SeM STUL .
*pres U L 'BpT7OoNNT UM U
oI Xunp 07 pull 1 |V
20 Bupeely PG
oo spiaoulg S pPsemidoy g .
Aoy Pio] POOAUL 1o¥10iT0D

‘XIgwag ug ¥

L\s&ww« D~
e TR E

up Fupvwr dn punom o W pus  sdioQ IRAJOSIO
WISV DY WO PURL U . 1BAMT oUl JO JIGUIIW I31US0f
uY PABI I A0 MY '0105dq Bt '08 pode  ‘poosul XM

8Oda U ...Su:on RUPID Y. T Ianuidred dui suM Wit RIZA
2U0 *£a3na{ur
J0u STA SI{Y 1vRY oneuium ez xor 499{qo v} wnEuFﬁ
AOINOsQT Wl puy 3w AIOA PODIS - MOUSIAPIY  IBOW  ‘USY
sSuUM LS S Ay ou::uvn 49 POUOITLIN JADIYO PLO-TEIATT
qreroape Bugssed  mvy 1, L2UY:. o) banolox-pinw

Tmoes fwiSuuye e Hdupiooq dn pIpud 8L

ses 47wy Ay (e puy.,
fye 0w 54080 NOU
S9019%2 U PUL UMOP Puv dn i ‘
L:SoE o 01 uuéx.nc T 0g'8 ¢ atUy oYL
T DOOMUT AiqEISUND PILS  joouds DI T WO URD
«PTALIVA0  STAL AL)S UM KHudRlowd uv PRIBMSUT DY
PARG LA B 9B STM I | §ESuID UYLV 2[ABIAeD 010

cpued AW 10 no padias ¥ La1mg  SunnequAduw Uy
UYA O, EE_ LEAPRNIY I -Suppydie 9AusLE Uy PIsseU
OUSIIPLY_LAODIISING, 1A WXt DRI OuUMm oEo,& N[0
P LRI AR RS e.c?oE seA 91, wosy s100al omed Aup1oal
W8 01 UM 0] ONIQ | yaxeas  polDdIods AU} F.:o:»o

01 DPar oIl Jn0[0y elutus paquwes  eoned - 5 DU

OG0 U Ave Loy sujesSuy, 57T Ut NS 2& erEF
‘61 .oE..w.EO pUL 0T ‘3ICT U0
‘sunidnbovp ‘sdjudnep spoosul 0 UW UG SO0V 20IYY O3

xwmm:mx.\

Mmmzom
csoncm<

....
.

nmm*mc:o
sey

nypayS)

o SO

A m g4Nns msxa@
d 8je8i9y

\F::‘P_,

\\\\\\\\\\\\\\

T proopn
%o 5«0@5@%&
§Usnosequie @

NGOG

- ’ ' LSS,
’ B ; mv__ P
or %1 w

PAERIVER S-S

‘ofn @

Bupprasds UO—~SEILE oM U

0o YDy AP KPdIUIPAWHIL
‘0EO0T ¢ oWt UL ‘puncas oul
I 91 §8 OM1 O] NV PUB
A101020v1y MOT © i
ydnoagy Suddoap 14w 9 [uq
SUOARILAWT B PININIX dug
RPN SRt OMONNA0N)
WIng 9ALI, NOX IO
ST SN £q wess soa 3R
Uit AUNp=ou
“PAL UO NOUSNS PUMSULD)
ST ITIU IR0 MMOPISY
30 vonn 24l
U} UA0P WL QA1 UL
- ZERENLE ]
-0iper cSng XOT 231UNOd
IUN0d I35 € M voig
o3 jdaas Loy Iy qng
DI B POISEIS YOTUA
20]  Burgoress
2194 ad1j0d ATPIfS4 puR

207P1E . * 4t pamold  SUIIIUOS
R B NILZVE THD Pue TUN MOUF £8 . 1w ow zaom
” (e~ ved 3 WU AR




7 Qprd 78

- MULTI-COLOUR
UFO SIGHTED |
BY POLICEMAN !
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Down in m

By Ian Morton

POLICE were searching
part of Ashdown Forest
in Sussex and carrying
out radioactivity checks
today after a UFO inci-

.dent in which grorse was

set on fire.

In o separate mr‘xdent two
men walched a multi-ccloured
UFO for more than an hour
near Aldershot and a Farn-
Jborough woman reporied tinst
tier young sun  nad  been
frichtened by a UFO.

The sightiigs are the latest
in a series of U FO repoits in
the Surrey and Sussex areas,
some of tnem by peopie with
experience of  aeronautical
matters.

In the Kingstanding area of
Ashdown Forest a 10D-strong
police squad searched the
gou‘d for a UFO szid to

ave seb fire te gorse ag about
10.30 Last nivht.

A resident at a  nearby
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Zorps niember and a ruliceman

old  yesterday
“claured

“Neduesday
n\\ood 50,

night,

and Hampshire.
At the same
Maureen Slater.
Farnborough, Hants,
and tiwo of his friend
cigar-shaped UFO

of a
unwk‘ntlﬁed
wbjeet which both watche

txme
\)6 of

:;]wlu-
ving
ed on

Mr Peter
and P¢
Traggs, 24, both of Ach,

wid the UF O was over

Alan
Surrey,
Surley

Mrs
nearby

her son
S saw a

which

hovered close 1o the gZround at

a local recreation ground.

said it had ﬁd:hmb
and red lichts,

She

blue, green"

Meanwhile g police search

in the Kingstand:

.ng area of
Ashdown  Forest ear  East
Grinstead, Sussex, fox a Uro,

which was reportcd by

a local;

resident 1o have sef fire to

i heathland on Wednesd
called off yesterday afier noth-

P.A

mg was found

farm repoued -a. m -tuv
object which fell from the sk¥y
and broke in two as it hit thn
ground, causing the fire, ;nd
ln\vemr Pat Regan, of Eas
Grmstead

Firemen put out the blaze.
Police were checking for
possible radioactivity as well
as evidence of the falling
object.

Red white, blue

A policeman at Ash, Surrey,
\»ho was mrmerl, in me IAY,
said he watched a multi -
mloured UFO for more than
20 nunues,

P-c Alan Craggs was called
to Ash wWalsh School by the
caretaker who had been
watching the object for more

than an hour.

Both men saw the UFO
change colour from red to
blue to white and finaliy to
green, It moved ervatically in
the sky over Twesleddwn,
Aldl.rsnot tm\ehmv norti.

_ Craags, _ one-time

- to sav b

a4V was

m bma UKG

ls e
corpont ag RAF West Drav-
ten, range his old base. where
it was conirnmiesd that the RAFR
had no knowledge of the
object,
At the same time a woman
Farnborough ranz police
her voung son had been
frizhtened kv an onject in the
skv which gave out bright
golden flishes as it hovered
over plaving fields.
O LOS ANGELES: What ap-
peared to be a meteor fashed
across xhe sky above Los
Angeles leating a tinil of brii-
lian- Hient and’ promiting pun-
c"eds oi te!‘pncne 2alls (UP‘

al
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: ‘ ﬁ 'REPORT OF AN UNILENTIFIUT FLYING OBJECT

A.  Date, time and duration of sighting. (Local times to be quoted).

i 57 W @7{ Go) 0 pan — (o (0

B. Description of object. (Number of objects, size, shape, colours,
vrigitness, sound, smell etc).

, 5 Grete. Y4 bAE ~ ofs frenre ]
Afﬁ Véfu %é @/,z; . ool % A—kﬁ relt

C. txact nozition observer. (Geogra.phic:al location. Indoors or outdoors.

Stationary or moving)..
Lo géwug &
Mﬁ s

D. How observed, (Naked“eye, binoculars, other optical device, 3till or
movie camera). . -

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

F. Anzle of sight. (Estimated heights are unreliable).

/"

G. Distance. (By reference to a known landmark wherever possible),

—-

H. Movements. (Changes in E, F and G may be of more use than estimates of
course and speed)., : :

-

J. Meteorological conditions during observations. (Moving clouds, haze
nist etc). . '




REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

“y_objects. {Telephons lines; high voltase lines; reservolr, lake
‘..amp or marshi river; high buildings, tall chimneys, steeples, spires,

4V or racio masts; airfields; generating plant; factories, Pits or other sites
with flood-lights or other night lighting).

L. To whom reported. (Police, military organisations, the press etc).

Al

o Seelay)
M. . Yame and address of informant, . . - : o

| | —&%1« @4/7&« 6305;
N. | Ang_backpround on the informant that may be volunteered. /§Z§*4ﬁr

- 0. Other witnesses.

P, Tate and time of‘receipt of report.

N ek

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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‘ _ REPORT OF AN UN(IENTIFL:D FLYING OBJECT

A. Date, tlme and duration of 31.»'«*?1‘..).&1;o (Local times to be quoted).

d,//d’b(’ [(7‘7(? - %zy\,_ 930 = /0;/0/344‘

2. Des cnp‘tlori of object. (Num'ber of objects, size, sha.pe, colou.rs,
origatness, sound, smell, etc).

p&/(? 57 /(7'77/\4 "‘v-ﬂlac‘—f ACv — { edens fo_
W&}@% Mlr - jed ~Greom — W&ji;w NZZ@

C. oxact nosition observer. (Geographica.l location. Indoors or outdoors.
Stationary or moving). ' :

P e b Clodoell okl Frzeo,
el Aireds o oliv

D. How observed., (Nakyck}e’, binoculars, other optical device, still or
movie camera). .

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

Lty /zg:mz, Lowdooo (enc)

F. Angle of sight. (Estimated heights are unreliadle).

Dzu e~ %7

G. Distance. ' (By reference to a known landmark wherever possible).

H. Movements. (Changes in E, F and & may be of more use than estimates of .
course and speed). : :

/

-

J. Meteorological conditions during obaervations. (Moving clouds, haze
nist ete)., . .

A
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" REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT =~ ***

“y objects. (Telephohe lines; high voltage lines; reservoir, lake
w&amp or marsh; river; high buildings, tall chimneys, steeples, spires,

4V or radio masts; airfields; genmerating plant; factories, pits or other sites
with flood-lights or other night lighting)

. Name and address of informant..

. To whom reportéd; (Police, military organisatlons, the press e c)

S’t{ ,C/é’\?)

Y] 52

Any background on the informant that may be volunteered.

Other witnesses.

Date and tlme of receipt of report.

//30 c*% 7/&(/7f

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOQUMENT




’ ‘ REPORT OF AN UN{IENTIFIUD FLYING OBJECT

JA.  Dmte, time and duration of sishting. (Local times to be quoted).

. bffl 0«//)/’%7 (§>f e 5. 7'70//)/}4_

2. Description of object. (Number of objects, size, sha-pe; colours,
orighitness, sound, smell, etc). '

L e hledpll - wd ~Aivsd Greew ¥

A 4 %‘/M s

C. gZxact voaition observer. (Geogra.ph.iéal location. Indoors or outdoors.
Stationary or moving). ' :

o .

D. How observed., (NMAbinocuus, other optical device, 3till or

movie camera).

E. Dirsction in which object was first "s‘een.. (A 'la.ndma.i'k may ‘be mora useful
than a badly estimated bearing).

F. Angle of sight, (Estimated heights are unreliadle).

G. Distance. (By reference to a known landmark wherever possible),

H. Movements. (Changes in E, F and & may bs of more use than estimatls of .
course and speed), -

J. Meteorological conditions during observations. (Moving clouds, haze

§ist atc). .




REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

'ﬁv objects.  {(Telephone lines; high valtaze‘lines;'reservoir, lake
~amp or marsh; river; high buildings, tall chimneys, steaples, spires,

TUV or radio masis; airfields; generalting planty factories, pits or other sites
with flood-lights ox other nigat lighting).

M.

' To whom reported. (Police, military organisations, the press etic).

S3e F‘({;xyr)‘ “ ¥ (2*61;;13;; t§§9}9f4<>ﬁ7;

. Name and addréss‘of informant.'

Ao,
Lemcte. G, %%J?

Any background on the lnformant that may be volunteered.

Other Witnesses.‘

BW

Date and tlme of receipt of report.

Q4r/%’ y%ﬁﬁ

" REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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REDACTED ON ORIGI
OVARIIMAN®D THIS REALLY TS NONSENS®., THERE'S NOTHING TO COVER TP Ton
SVER 0P ALL THE EVIDENCE AVAILABLE TO MOD, WE DON'T BELIE%EugHgﬁgM
- HAS BVER BWAN AN ALTHN SPACR CRAWT HERE.
L (*- FIRST: LORD STRABCLGI, SPRAKING IN THE HOUS® OF LORDS LAST
.-l VERK, GAVE AN ASSURANCE THAT THER® WAS NO GOVFRNMENT COYFR UP
I¥ YOU DON'T BELIKVE HIVF, I DOH'T KNOW HOW TO CONVINCE YOoU,
BUT I‘'LI. TRY. , )
SECOND: THE ARRIVAL CF CNE ALIEN SPACE CRAFT WOULD BR A
STURJLNG EVENT. THE SKTES FULL OF ALIRN SPACE CRAFT, iAS THE
UFOLOGISTS CLAIM, COULD NREVER BE K3PT HIDDEW FROM THR
SCIENTIFIC COMMUNITY BVEN IF THE GOVERNHENT WISHED. ANY
IDZA OF A COVER UP MUST INCLUDE THZ SCIENTIFIC COMMUNI 7Y,
AND ANYONE WHO BELIEVH3 THAT WILL BELIEVE ANYTHING.
IHIRD: I'LL TELL YOU PRHECISELY WHAT HAPPAENS ABOUT UFO
- KEPCHTS IN NMOD., I HAVE ONE LADY WHO SPENDS A SNMALL PART
OF HER TIMS DEALING WITH UFO ENQUIRIES. UFO REPORTS ARE
SENT TO THE OPERATIONS AND SCIENTIFIC STAFFS. AT EACH PLACH
ONE PERSON, PART TIVSE, LOOKS AT THEK TO SER IF THERE IS ALY
THING OF DEFINCE INTEREST. NOTHING HAS EVER SUGGESTED ALIRN
SPACE CRAFT.

IST OF THIS PAPHR SHOYS THE LRWNGTHS 70 WHICH SOME PROPT,

Qi ACTS CONVIHC® OTHARS THAT THE 10D DO3IS SERIOUS UFC R
IT PRETENDS TO RB® A LIST OF PROPLY CONTACTR®D BY
UFOS, JIS7U-OEZRPROPLO: CONPAGARD-RY=HOR=AROUD-GFES — NUMBSRS
K5643 to K5651, ANVONT FNOYING ANYTHING ARCUT TOD CAN BXPLAIN
IT T3 THUONRY., THERS IS NO DIPARTINNT OF ARRTAT, STUDI RS IN 0D,

T THE LAYCUT TS RUBBISH, THWRE IS NO PROPRER CLASSTIFICATION AND

AR 20 ON. IT TS A PAFE, FORE BLUNTLY, A LIE. BUT I SUPPOSW

SOEE PEOPT.E BELI®VE IT, -

THIS IS NONSENSE. UFCLOFISTS KHOW THAT IF THWRRE HAD RIRY
ACTIVITY ON AWYTHIRG LIVHE TH® SCALY THREY CLATT, IT MUST HAVE
COME TO THZ NOTICH CF GOVEREMENTS, WHIN GOVIRNMENTS DENY ATL
KNOWLEDGE OF ATLIREN SPACE CRA®DY, UFOLOGISTS DON'D? RMITILVHE IT.

FERAAPS WE IN VMOD AR® PARTLY T0 BLANE. ST THE

EASY WAY QUT AND JUST SAID "THSERE IS NO B THAT UFOS POSH
A THREAT 70 DEFENCE", THAT HaS SAVED US FRCY ARGUMENTS. WHaT
W SAY KOY IS MORE TO THE POINHT - UFOS HAVE NaPURAL EXPLANLTIONS

LIKE FIREBALLS AND SO ON: THEY ARE NOT ALIEK SPACE CRAFT.

WE GET SON® REPORTS YWITH THIS DESCRIPTION AMD THIRE CCULD
Hel  BE A KUFRER OF ZXPLANATICHT. ON® POSSIBLE BXPLARATION IS
ATRCRAFT SERN HRAD-ON ALD THEREFORE APPRARTNG TO BE STALTOHARY,
WHICH THBEN TURN AT AW ANGLE AND CAN THEREFORE BE SREEN TC BB
FOVING AT SPBED. TT IS STRANGS IOYW DIFFICULT IT TS 70 JUIGT
DISTANCS, TAST YRAR % GOT MNANY RIEPORTS OF A KICHN SATRILITH
RE-ENTRY, BUT ON# DRSCRIB®D "AN OVAL THING “TTH & WHITR COCIPIT
YIICH HOVERED AND THEN SHOT OFF AT GREAT SPRRDM,




] o .,’
ITERNAT i THERE IS SOMETHING ZXTRAORDINARY ABOUT THE CLATM OF HUGE

OCNEISTRNCINS

. HAVE SEEY A
ey )
()

" NO WXPERTS WY
Y CCORFT DR

.
o /C‘/n‘dn v ~hd d

g

JNUMBERS OF SIGHTINGS. VHAT IS THE POINT OF ALL THISE VISIfpS
BREING SEEN OR NOT? IF THEY DON'T, WHY HAVE “THEY" Nuvan
COMFUNICATRD WITH GOVERHMANTS? WHY IS THFRE NO EVIDENCE oN
RADAR FOR THIS HUGR NUI'BYR OF VISITS? WHY HAS TODRELL BARK
RADIO TELESCOPT JTUVAR FOUND ANYTRING REFOTWLY RUSEMBLING  Ax
ALI®BN SPACE CRATT? WHY HAVS NO ARTERACTS BEIN FOUND, No
BROKEN BITS OF SPAC® CRAPT? WHY IS THERR NOT A STHGLR
CONVINCING PHOTOGRAPHYS OF ALIEN SPACE CRAFT? ASSUNING RACH
EI%HTING IS NOT A VISTT FROM ANOTHWR STAR, WHERE ARW THIZY

IDING?

¢/ OVER SO MANY DECADES, TO KO APPARENT PURPOSE? 10O "THEY" VIND

UFOLOGISTS HAVE TO T"VRNT MORE EXTRAORDINARY STORITS 70
EXPLAIN THE DICR®PANCIES., THE ALIWNS ARE HTIDING IN A HUGE
HOLE IN THE BARTH? OR THE BARTH IS HOLLOY., OR THSY ARE
IN THE DETTHS OF THE SBA. OR THEY COME TROF "ANOTHER SPACE-
TIFE CONTINUUM". IT ISK'D JUST A OURSTION CF VISITS BPY ALTEN
SPACE CRAFT. UFOLOGISTS ARE FORCED INTO EXPLANATIONHS THAT ART
ALWAYS VORE BXTRACRDINARY AND INCAPABLE OF BREING RITHFR2 PROVED
OR DISPROVED,

PRCPLE SAY "I HAVE SEEN A UFO", AS THOUGH THERE IS ON3
SPECTAL KIND OF THING UP THER®, BY DEFINITION IT IS
CHNIDIHITFIED, JUST AN UNBAPLAINED PHEHOMZNOY. THEY TRAHNSPOSE
"UFO" THTO "FLYING SAUCER", AHD BHFORE YOU KHGY IT HiS BICOVE
AN ALIEN SPACE CRAFT.

I WAS TALKING TO A LADY ABOUT UFOS, AND SHR SAID "AH, BUT
I'WE SE4N A UFO". SHE DYSCRIBSD IT - JUST AFPDER DUSK, VHERY
HIGH, GLOWING, IOVING TIRRWGULARLY ABOUT THE SKY. T TOLD Hu
THAT WAS A CLASSIC DW3CRIPTICYN OF A METROROLOGICAI RBRALLOOI, .
RIT SHB SAID "HO, TT "AS A UFO",

THE NAM3 UFO STICKS. BUT IT JUST FEANS SCHETHING YOU DON'T
RECOGHT S,

IT DYPENDS WHICH WAY YOU TACKIE THW PRORIWM, TIF YOU SAY
"HVERYTHING STRANGRE TN TH® STY IS A UFO, AND EVERY UFC IS AN
ALIEN SPACE CRATT, THEN YOU AR® IN TRCURLE. IP YOU SAY "THERY
AR STRANGE PHANOFENA, WHAT ART THE PCS3IBLE CAUS®I?"  YCU
FIND THERE ARE PIEITY OF SENSIRLE CAUSES, THEN THURE T8 N
NEED TO INVENT THE FANTASTIC BXPLANATICN OF AJTEN SPACT CRAFD -
FOR WHICH THWRE IS NOT ONE JO? OF DIRECT REVIDRNCE.

BESIDES, WUEN YOU LOQK AT THE SUGGHSTIONS ABOUT ATIRN )
SPACE CRAFT, YOU FIND TiiZ¥Y ARE FULL CF INTERNAL INCONSISTINCIZ

(he0 17
.

]
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THERE IS NO DOUBT THAT THRRE ARE PLENTY OF STRANGR
THINGS TO SE® TN THE SXY, REPORTED BY RESPONSIBLE PEOPLE
THE ONLY OUESTION IS WHETHER THISE SIGHTINGS REPRWSENT °
NATURAL PHENONENA OR ALIEN SPACE CRAFT. WE SAY THERE ARE
NATURAL EXPIANATIONS — FIREBALLS, VET BALLOONS, ATRCRAFT
LICHTS, MIRAGRS AND SO ON. THERE IS NO NEED 70 THVENT
ALTEN SPACE CRAFT.

e apaan ©

WE DON'T BELIEVE THERE HAS EVER BERN A SINGLE VISIT By
AN ALTEN SPACE CRAFT. TH®RE ARE LOTS OF STRANGE PHENOMENA

IN THE SKY, BUT THERE ARE PERFECTLY NATURAL EXPLANATIONS
FOR THEH,

THERE AR® MANY DIFFERENT EXPLANATIONS. HUGE QUABTITIES
OF SPACE DEBRIS ENTER THE ATIOSPHSRE, AS METEORS AND FIRE-
BATLLS; BRIGHT PLANETS AND EVEN THE MOON HAVE BEEN REPORTZED

| AS UFOs; SATILLITE DIBRIS (600 BITS RE-ZNTER LVERY YEAR);

ST ELMO'S FIRE, BALL LIGHTNING, CURIOUS CLOUD FORMATIOHS;
MET BALLOON3, ATIRCRAFT LIGHTS, AND LANDING LIGHTS; KITBS;
EVEN BIRDS; CAR LIGHTS ON DISTANT HILLS. A STUDY BY THE
COLORADO UNIVERSITY REPORTED 50 BXAMPLES — AND ADDED THAT IT
WAS TMPOSSIBLE 70 LIST THEM ALL, THERE WERE STLoLY 700 HANY.

ALT, THOSY PHENOMENA CAN BE MISINTERPRETRD IF SEEN
UNEXPECTRILY AND BRINFLY. WITH DISTORTICHS OF LIGHT, 3VEN
MIRAGES, THE FKOST ORDINARY THINGS ARE QUITE UNRECOGNISABLE,
AS ANYONE WHO HAS S®HEN A MIRAGE IN TH? DRSERT CAN SAY,

SOME OF THE PHENOMANA AR® VSRY STRANGE. TFOR WIAVPLY:

FTREBATT.S:  ART VHRY LARGE I'STEORS, VIRY DIFFERTIT FROM THR

USUST "SEQOTING STAR". THRY HAVE VIVID COLCURS, AND COLOUR

CHANGES, TH®Y MAY BREAK UP, YITH FRAGVMENTS CIRCULING OR
FILYING AS IF "IN FORFATICN", THIY AR® SO RRIGHT THAT PEOPLET
OFTEN UNDERESTIVATE THE DISTANCEH,

"BATL TIGHTHTIRZ, STRAVGD BLECTRICATL PHENOIMENQON, YWHEN YCU GET

A GLOYING BATL THE SIZE OF 4 FOCOTBALL, YWHICH DRIFTS N=AR THT
GRCUND, OR EBVEN HIGH IN THE AIR, IT HAS BREN KNOYN TOQ DRIFT
AT.OBG POWSR CARLES AWD TZLEDPHONE LINES,

SUNDOZS, ARE RYFLRCTIONS OF THZ SUN WRCI" TAYRRS OF ICE CRYSTAL
IN CLOUDS. IT'S RATHER LIK® SEITNG THE SUN TN A CT.OUDY MTRROS
YOU ALSO GBT MOON-DAYS,

SATELTITE DENRIS CAN QFTEN PRODUCE DRAFATIC PHEWGHINA YHEN IT

o ALE RN £LoA

BURES UP ON R=-ENTRY, SONETIMES SPLITTING UP.

OF COURSE THERE ARE "UFO"s, IN Td% SENSE OF UNIDEHTIFIED
THINGS IN THE SKY. THE TRCUBLE IS THAT SOlS PEOPLE
TFIEDIATELY TRANSPOSE "UFO" IKTO ALIEN SPACE CRAFT.

SOMETINES FLYIN G TR CER.

THE 1968 COLCRADO STUDY LOCKZD AT THE CLATIL, THAT ASTRONAUYS
HAD REPORTED UF0S. THE ASTRONAUTS HAD REPORTED MANY STRANGE
PHENOMENA, BUT ALL EXCEPT TIRDZ WERE EXPLATINED. THEERE ¥AiS

NOTHING TO SUGGREST THAT THS UNSKPLAINZD SIGHTINGS WARR® ATIRY
SPACE CRAFT. REMENMBER THAT SPACE CRAFT USUALLY HAVE SKALL
AND SIMEARY WINDOYS.,




RA.D!\( - RADAR IS TN SOMR YAYS LORE FALLIBLE THA THE HULAN 1Y%,
. . VFAITY TECHNICAI, PRCBLEVS PRODUCE FALSE RCHOES, & Dusnh, FLOCYS
where [he CF PIRDS, ATHNOSPHERIC CONDITIONS. A COIMON ONE IS KNOWN AS
wlses bounce  ANONALOUS PROPAGATION, L ANYWAY IT DOES NOT FOLLOYW THAT VISUAL
f)of(» layers 1n AND RADAR SIGHTINZS ARE OF THE SAVE PHENONMENA.
fhe mosphere

ITFICULT CASEES SONME CASES ARE DIFFICULT TQ EYPLAIN, BRCAUSE 7HT
DESCRIPTION IS TCO VAGUE OR THE IVIDEWCHE 700 REMOTE, CCUPL®D
WITH FXCEPTIONAL CCHDITIONS. TIF ONE ACCEPTS THAT NATURAL
EXPLANATIONS COVER IMOST SIGHTINGS, IT IS AN EHORINOUS ZND
TRRATIONAL JU¥P TO CLAIN THAT THE RBSIDUE CONSTITUTRE ALIEN
SPACE CRAFT VHEN THERE IS NO POSITIVE EVIDRNCS THAT THDY ART
ALIEN SPACE CRAFT.

CETATLED REPORTS ATVAYS UNYISE TO EVALUATE SUCH REPORTS WITHOUT THRE FIRST-
HAND EVIDENCE, UFO STORIES ARE LIABLE TO BE EIBELLISHED I TH
BACH SUCCHSSIVE TELLING, TO ASSESS THENM OHW WOULD HAVE T0
READ THE STATENESNTS OF WITHHSSES, AID KHOW PRECISE DIRZRCTIONS
TIMES, ATIFOSPHRRIC CONDITIONS AND SO ON. SOME SVIRI T Ay

VERY  Grigrsss , QN £ RICerY TV FRIGREMME b PELFLE Dt

FOGE GLawinG SFMIE SO THAT Sl CESY LOW SYRR WEST LTrer

WOOME  FPEE vt Lrpoadt SRep T

JNORITICAL MANY UFOLOGISTS SEZEW TC ACCEPT UFO REPCRTS ULCRITICALLY.

’ o THE COLORADCO REPOXT BXAMINED TWO FANOUS CASES QUOTED ©Y
LEADING UFOLCGISTS. OWE WAS AN OLD MANUSCRIP? DESCRI BING
4 UFO SU3IH TN THE THIRTEESTH CRUTURY: IT WAS A FAKE BY
THENTIWTE CHHTURY SCHOOLBOYS. 1HE OTHAR WAS THS SO-~CALLED
TULLI PAPYRUS REFERRING TO UFCS IN PHE TINGZ OF THE PHAROAH
THUTMNSE YIT: THEY ASSESSED THAT A FAKH TCC. ANYWAY NO-OLil
CAN PRODUCE THZ PAPYRUS. X

T
t

e nignns it

YERYy VEOPG A S0 Iy Sy ST s LiFs Dl
CT.ORADO. STUDY/ IN 1968 THR US AIR FORCE GOT COLORADO UNTVERSITY TO N0 AN
LG AND | LNDEPREDENT STULY., THMLR VERY DETATLED SCIELTIFIC AWALYSIS
1&{ WAS PUBLISHED, AND ITS MAIN CCNCLUSION wAS (I QUOTE): "NOTHING
1 8 s we) HAS COIE FRCM THE STUDY OF UFOS IN THR LAST 21 YZARS THAT HLS
(rdd e ADDED TO -SCIENWTIFIC XKIOYLEDGE". THE REPORT WAS ENDCRIED BY
poa Y g A PANEL OF THRE NATICONAL ACADEFY OF SCIENCES. THE ADVICE W2
R HAVE HAD IS THAT NOTHING HAS HAPPANZD SINCE PHRN TO CAUSE THR

'“ et UNITED STATES AUTHORITIES T0 CHANGE THEIR VIEWS.

FRENCH IT IS OFTEN CLAIMAD THAT THE FRENCH FINISTER OF DPENCE, Ik
A 1974 BROADCAST, SAID THAT UFOs WHRE REAL. I HAVE RE.D THE
TRANSCRIPT., TIE SAID THAT THE rHENONMBHA WERR GRNUINE AND
REPORTED BY SENSIBLS PHOPLE. BUT NOVHRRS DID HE SaY THAT UFOs

WERE REAL IN THE SENSE OF BRING ALIEN SPACE CRAFT.
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HYRE THERE'S SI'CKE THE UFO INDUSTRY IS MAKING A GREAT DB AL OF SMOXE, T0 THE

HER=( FiRRm
* *
CRDZ DIBATE

TYotT -
oW YR

AR SIGHTTEGS

CONFUSION CF CCHMMON SENSE LAhD TO0 ITS Oull DUPST&HLIAL PROFI 7

VER L.ONG - DEBAT&E. ABOUT THRZE HOU23. EARL QF HATSBURY,
A SCIBNTIST, MADE SOME TBELLING POINTS ABOUT THE PHENCOMENA

(THAT GET CALLED UFOS (SUN DOGS, GRESN FLASH). LORD HEWL3TD
(WAS BRIBFED FOR THZ DIBATE BY STR BERNARD LOVELL, “Hz Galb

+ JODRELL BAHK RADIO THLESCCPZ HAD BaEbl Gid WATCH FOR 30 YBARS
lAhD NBVER SEEJ ANYTHTIIG THA T COULD POSSIBLY BE AN ALIEN SPACH
| CRAFT.

THE SIGHTING OVW“ KHGLAND ON NEW YEiR3 BVE WAS ATTRIBUTED

'KXT TJVQ?”T;

70 THE RE~BITRY (F ThHE LAUKCHER OF A RUSSIAN SATELLITH, GOS0
1068, TAUIICHZD ON 26 DACHIBAR, WBARLY ALL TI= 100 REPORTS

RﬁCmIV 5D Tk MOD WERE CCKRLISTAHT WITH RE- Bd“é% OF SPACE DERRIS
THE NuW ZZALAND SIGEITIGS ATTRACTZD SUCH WIDA PURLICITY
THAT THE NEZW ZTALAKD GOVERKIEHT LAY 15'4 AN ANNOUMCll“TT.
THY ADVANCE INFORFATIOR FRCIH CUR HIGH COMVISSICH THER® LTAVES

LITTL® DOUBT THAT THIRT WILL BE A HATURAL )quﬂiunTOh.

THE FACT THAT THRRY WIRZ BOTH VISUAL AND RADAR IGH”TL:?
CONRUSRD SCOVE  PROPLE W3 OALRTADY YNOY THAT COHDITIONS LWD
VHAT I8 KHO™WIT AS AKC"AICU% I CPurA“TOY, YHERT RADAR PULSES
BOUNCH OFF TAYSRS I THE AT IOUQH“Q AND I TS IC? YET SHOUNW
THAT THE VISUAL AND RADAR nTGHTIN”“ UYERT OF HE JAVE THING,

&"J‘J !\
OV WAWY ART
ART
PTATi]

CHTCI AL SECRETS

BRI
e
e

3 THY REPORTS AR FATNLY LOOFSD AT RY THT OPTRADTONS §TAFF
R@j*cnsr?xﬁ FCR ATR DEFINCE, THTS IS NC PLACE 70 ©0 THTO
DEPATLS CF ATR DEFWNCH, BUT THI FATH TWINGS ARE ORVIOUS = At
INTRUDFR, ATRCRAFT: SATNITITH DRRBRIS T8 SCMITINES INTRRESTING

Ao T\(‘\‘l\"tr‘l ’\Y\’T i mr~ MITH TIATIIM UIITIvmT™ D eNey (T Trm

vers (00 i T‘Nm-{(“t\.}._: L L% S o ynnxsy Fuo A,J,vL
INVESTIGAT TOF IS WADE, B C“U’? *ﬂ ONLY J1.007 T0R DARPFZH

=0
IFPITICATTCNS: ONCHE THZT e 7 STAFYF ART SATISFI=D THRERA
RT ADW

ARE NC SUCH IFLICATICHS, NC }J dﬂp INVESTIGATICNS AR% IMADE,
¥OD USED TC WNOAUIRE A BIT FURITHER SOVE YEARS AGO, AND THEW

!
ABOUT 10 PER C2NT WERY UNZIPLAINED. }UT THEY WERHE ONLY
UNBIPLAIN®D BECAUSE THE DETAILS WERE VAGUE.

ALT, GOVERNIRNTS PAPARS ARE Covtho EY THZ OFFICIAL
ACT, BUT RELZASE OF LOCUNINTS CAl B3 AUTHORISED. T43 OQEL
RZASOK CUR UFO SIGHTINGS ARH NOT KaD2 PUBLIG 18 THLT LT
CORRBSPOWDELCA WITH THS PUBLIC 18 CONFIDS:TTAL BETWEI OUR-
SELVES AND TiE WKITBR. VB CCULD KOT RALIASE IT wITHCUL RTTHD

wm
%IﬁC"‘ “.1 )

IeS

GETTING PERMISSION FRCI] TVﬁuY WRITER CE DELATING THB NgKES L{I
ADDRESSES TO PRESERVE THE WRITAD'S PRIVACY. YOU WCULDH'T LIES

IT IF YOU YROTZ TO A GOVERIIMENT DEPARTIIANT AMD THZY PRCIPTLY
PUBLISHED YOUR L3TTRWR,

NOW; I HAVE ONLY OIl% LADY PART TIFE ON UFCS. I COULD NCT

SPARE HER FCh A COUPLT OF FONTHS EDITING THOSE PAPERS. ANYYAY

WHAT'S THS POINT? %WE HAD 800 REPORTS LAST Y%AR, (AND I DCON'T

SUPPCSE THEY DIFFER I'UCH FROM THE THNS OF THOUSAWDS OF REPORT:

n

RECEIVED BY UFOLOGISTS - E{C®PT THAT VOST OF OUR REPQR;% %{#

GIVEN GN CIBAR PRO-FCRITAM, Apiesfea efoil f107




REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

—
fe.
'
o
i —
— gy
Tl R
5 (o8}

FOLICZ

A}
>
fr}
o
)
. '
X
€]
1
e 7
! - . ot
KOS Dy
A -
o wed - ¥
o wea
- v vl

~

[%8]
A~

-
{~
(&)

oyt

aEN

.
o]

<t

e LN
RGO RTS%
N

[ B

"3

ot BN
N 1)
i, 7N eem
A NS
Tl
(35 (fnle
/z\/l\sv....

o~

J
(AN I i |

P
- s oo’ St “
—d T

“

[

=

N
-~
-

DY

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT



m\&gg\\\\a T
-

' REPORT OF AN UNIIENTIFILD FLYING OBJZCT

;:‘x... T;:.te. time and duration of 31ﬂhung.. (Local times to be quoted).

5.4 .75
Q.\)&.N\-\-&

scription of object. (Number of objects, size, sha.pe, colours,

%’guﬂess, sound, .smell etc aa&h bhm_l ‘—e‘cl lw\»u_b_,gm /\tal‘z

C. zxact noaition observer. (Geographiéa.l location. Indoors or outdoors.
Stationary or moving).

D. How obsexrved, (Na.&qﬁe/ye binoculars, other optical device, atill or
movie camera). )

E. Diroction in which object was first seen. (A landmark may 'ba more useful
than a badly estimated bearing).

T~

F. Anzle of sight. (Estimated helshts are unreliable),

\

G. Distance. (By reference to a known landmark wherever possible).

~_

H. Movements. (Changes in E, F and & may be of more use than estimates of .
course and speed). .

T~

J. Meteorological conditions during obiervations. (Moving clouds, haze
nlat ete). ‘

™




"7 _objects. (Telephone lines; high voltaqe'lines; réservoir, lake
~43BP or marsh; river; high buildings, tall chimeys, steeples, 8pires,

4V or radio masts; airfields; generating’plant; factories,vpits or other sgjteg
.With flood-lights or other night lighting). : o 3

M.

. To whom reported. (Police, militgry organisations, the press etc),

“RAi ot Obdorshot

. Mane anq address of informant.'

Whkrer, . o .
Any background on the ififormant that may be volunteered,

T~

Other witnesses, , i 4
— oA R P - ~'.'¢to
—<haoolchdlent STaacloy Q\&&“@*\\ Loere. QOJ&F\—O\ g
Date and time of receipt of report. : -

S S
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From

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

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial)
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
(GTN)
CHOts DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
E-Mail das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk
Your Reference
D INFO(EXP)R 1c Qur Reference
R(l)é)m 012 B/It)AS/64/ 1
Old War Office ae
Whitehall 11 February 2003
London
SWI1P 2EU

RELEASE OF INFORMATION - FILE AF/584 AIR 2/19083 — UFO REPORTS —
JANUARY 1974

Copies of the contents of the following folders in this file have been released today to a member

of the public in accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the
Code).

Folders 584/1/13
584/1/14
584/1/15
584/1/16 ~
584/1/17

All personal details were removed to protect the privacy of those corresponding with the MOD
and MOD employees.

The Code states that where information is released it should be noted on the minute sheet of the
file, but as this file was requisitioned from the Public Record Office, in accordance with your
instructions, I have not added anything to it. You may of course, wish to add a copy of this letter,
but I will leave this to your discretion. The request for information and copies of the papers
released have been placed on file D/DAS/64/3 Part Z Enclosure 23 which is held in this office.




MOD RECORDS ORGANISATION

Wsecion <0

Records Requisitioned from the Public Record Office

The enclosed records were requisitioned for you from the Public Record Office (PRO).

They must not to be mutilated, altered, annotated or added to in any way; and on no
account must they be passed to any other authority without written perrmssmn from this
branch.

You will be held personally responsible for this material whilst it is on charge to you, and
accountable for any breach of the above instructions.

THESE RECORDS MUST BE RETURNED TO THE ADDRESS BELOW BY:-

16" MARCH 2003

DO NOT RETURN DIRECTLY TO THE PRO

D INFO(EXP)RECORDS 1c
Room 012

Old War Office

Whitehall

LONDON

SWIA 2EU

Please sign one copy of this receipt and return it to the address above.

Received: AIR 2/18873

AIR 2/18903 ~atieed 25/ o, — W omgy Pl Renk
AIR 294200 — RAF Operaions, B crel

Rank > Branch DK - i ~@I,0§ -+ Pa! [

crébﬁ relovoct b @W PZI% ZAL 2[18878 o AR 247,200 .

r2] {2003




MOD RECORDS ORGANISATION

To ST

Record Requisitioned from the PRO

The enclosed piece, was requisitioned for you from the Public Record Office (PRO)

It is not to be mutilated, altered, annotated or added to in any way and on no account is it
to be passed to any other authority without written permission from this branch.

You will (be held personally responsible for this material whilst it is on charge to you,
and accountable for any breach of the above instructions.

THIS RECORD MUST BE RETURNED TO THE ADDRESS BELOW BY:-

19" March 2003

DO NOT RETURN DIRECTLY TO THE PRO

Return to

D INFO(EXP)R 1c
Room 012

Old War Office
Whitehall
LONDON
SWI1P2EU

ror .

Please sign one copy of this receipt and return it to the address above.

Received:  Air2/19083 — £(, refinedd 124/2{2603

Rank T Branch DAS- LA -0pe ol |
Date_b[2[2003 _ TeiNo_ RN

Cc{:?vi 0’; /J(O(LA sy(i]13 neleconed . "/1/2003
S8[ifly
5%‘-4/!/1{
Sul176
S8 [rft7




From
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

Your Reference

Our Reference
D/DAS/64/3

Date
11 February 2003

Leyland
Lancashire

I'am writing with reference to your request for the release of documents concerning the alleged
‘UFO’ crash in the Berwyn mountains range in Wales on 23 January 1974.

Please find attached copies of the sighting reports the Ministry of Defence received for the
23 January 1974 and papers concerning enquiries made with various departments at the time.

Personal details have been removed to protect the privacy of those who have corresponded with
the MOD and MOD employees.

The documents you may find to be of particular interest are the file note (marked 23) and the
letter dated 11 March 1975 (marked 107) which appear to give an explanation for the sightings.
The RAF Mountain Rescue Team mentioned in the documents as having participated in a search
of the area, were based at RAF Valley in 1974, so I also examined RAF Valley’s Operations
Record Book for the period. This book is a historical record of activities at the Station, but it

contained no record of these events.

I hope this is helpful. @

Yours sincerely,




" “opy Fer AF/*T%L,L ]

. )“ REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT - -

.. sHECALr) 584 /1/13

15 Harch 1974

Dear Mr G

Thank you fof your letter of 40 Ilarch, the
contentn of hhlc‘l have been noted.

Yours faithfully

E
Ar/7qeu/7l @Wé’U-L

Ao 2[13374

AED &1’@,.:63 (A4 -7S
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SUNDAY MARCH THE TENTH I974 LONDON U.K. TIME Iu4.52

Thank you for your letter dated February IWth, the information it contained
was interesting and of value particularly when one discovers that the five
reports you passed on of sirhtings on the efﬁing of January 23 come from
locations which, when plotted, all scem to lie along the same North to South
or South to North track. The object that fell close to Corwen in North Wales
on that evening, since POSITIVELY verified in all aspects except location,
however lies not upon that track so one has to assume that either it was not
the sky object common to the eyes of the five observers or that it was and
that it changed course. That point of‘analysis however can await further

investigation.

That 'something' came down in the Berwyn mountains on that night I am certain.
A visit to the area within 96 hours went on to include many interviews with
local residents many of whom saw a ball of incredibly bright white light come
in and hit the reverse side of Bwlch y Gaseg, a hill spot heighted at I805 ft
or therabouts. The point of impact laying on the reverse side of the hill
allowed only the flash and strong tremor together with the immense bang to be
observed, felt and heard by those near enough to be affected. My point being
that even though some local residents did not experience all three reactions,
they occurred. And they occurred at the same time.

It is certain to the minds of both my friends who came with me and to me

that we were visited by an object that evening. It is a shame that reaction

to this highly important piece of news was met with such lack of enthusiasm
by those who could have helped so much to further mankind's knowledge for may
I humbly point out that there are only two ways at the moment that man's
knowledge of the universe is extended. One by light and two by meteors placing
aside for tﬁe moment the achievements of NASA.

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT




REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
FACL TWO.

May I humbly make reference to your sentence, " Help to a private individual -
is a different matter again however..."

Please be kind enough to understand that I seek no action from your

department or in fact assistance from any source whatever purely for my
own enlightenment.

If the logical application of a good idea, regardless of where or from

whom it originated, results in the knowledge of mankind being extended then
obviously it is benef1c1al for us all. Hopefully (!) somewhere along the way
we are all 'private' J_ndlv:Lduals. We are certainly individuals. One hopes
that the country's defence system is not controlled by some mammoth, nerveless
uninterested computer. Well may it be that it can tell us how, can it tell us
why though ?

No, each idea, whether submitted by civilian clerk or NATO General, market
gardener or me is worthy of consideration on one level only. Is it a good
idea and worth acting upon, not whether the individual submitting it is @8
classified as being 'private' or not. Let us try and use the immense
technological summit now reached by man for the extension of knowledge and
not the termination of life as has been the case up to now. War is over so
it might be a reasonable idea to find some new ways of using all our
glistening objects of war. Phantoms included.

Enclosed a cutting from the London Evening Standard for your attention. And
perhaps the Ministry of the Furthering of Man's Knowledge could see it in
their heart to alert RAF Coningsby to the possibility of their being another
such visitation and if this is the case then the immediate scrambling of one
of their Phehntoms would be much appreciated !

Thanks for all your help so far, I leck forward to meetigg you one day. Perhaps
when e to get a job we can lunch together.

B i T PRSP VR

' REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUI\/IENT
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RMIMISTRY OF DEFERNCE
Main Building Whitehell London SW1A 2HB

Telephong 01-213 (Direct Dislling)
01-218 80C0  (Swiichbuard)

. Your referencc

Qur referenca

A"/'74~4/ "12/248(4ir)

Date

‘ ' | \} Marck 1975

\O >
vea D /f’

Thank you for your letter asking for informaticn abcut the inecident fhst cecurred
in North Tales on 23//4 Ja uary 1974,

I should =erhaps Tirst eyvlaln that the Ministry of Defence investigstes reports of
unidertified flying objects (LPO:) solely to see if there are any defence implicaticns.
Wle cann t normz1ly pursue our research, other than for Zdzfence rezsons, to a point
where positive correlzticn with a known object is established, nor 1o advise cbszervers
of the prcbﬂ le identity of the object seen.
Wite rezard to the svents of the evanirng of 23 January in the Berwyn Meunizins; we
did reczive a nunher of reperis of an unusual object seen in the sky just belors

1C.00 pn on the evening in guestion. These cume from ¥Willesden, Greenford in
Middlesex, 111 Hill, Bos%ton in Lincolnshire and Chigwell Row in Sussex. They
described = bright light sceh in the north-west which spreared to be falling towaxds
the borizon., Onez repori gave the time precisely ag 9.57 pa, and another szid that

he object appeared io bresk up following 3 briiliant flash of light., Later on
rersornel of the Zoyal Alr Force Meuntain Zescue Team participated in a seasrch of the
ares where the obieect was thoughi t¢ khave come down, bub ag you probably know nothing

was found,

Thece rzporss of 5 bright light aprarently f2lling ftowazds the horizen and thean

expleding could wsll have heen caussd by the descent ¢f e meileer through the zimosphere

burning 2 as it went ard finzlly disintegrsting before it reacned the grourd. Such

a hypoth sis would alse explain the sbsence of zny sians of impsct. It has zlso beexn

sug sgested thay sbout an hour arnd a half esvlier 2% 8,32 rra there wus an eavrth Yremor
the Bzrwyn Ucuniains which nroducsd a2 landslide with ncisees like denciations,

T 1is latter asveat of the affair however is cutsids the fleld of the 4in Perce Depari-

ment, z2ad is net considered to be connscted with the reports referzad te shove.

1\ "‘ K - . . -
I bope this infermaticn will be of scacheip %o you.

Yours €aithsu

L_’
=
~
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Hidden copy to:
DsS8b
Met 0 O
i3
: *-,;.;.~a.~) i)‘“'.v{ “l }/’i
A4 Sebzuazy 1974
8387 wir
«hen we spoks on the telephionc I progised to let 50“ have a guniory

of the various reports we have received of an unusual object seen

in the sky on the evening of 23 January. These were five in nuaber,
from willesden, Greenford in Middlesex, 11411 :i11, Boston in
“incolnshire and Chigwell How in Lussex, (we received rno reports
frox Noxth weles). In scach case the tize of observation was siated
Lo have been either 10,00 pa or during the precceding quarter of an
~our.e In one case it was specified gracxsely a8 9.57 pa. 48 to

tiie nature of the object seen, we were given the foilowlnv details:i—

SDDERTANRCES
i. Cone-shaped, sent off sparks, yellow;

€ -

i. UWhitighegreen light;

fote

|

ii. white vertical track in sky, followsd by green flashy
iv. Brilliant flash of light, object sppeared 10 breask ud;

reen with long +ail.

f)

Ve

virection of Ubservation

. Lastwoards (lookxing towards Eilburn frox wWillesden);

ri

ii. lNorthws
iiil. Sorth-westwardss

ive "Compass hesding of 7709 (tuerefors presutably
north-westwards);

Va S0t provided.
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Zirection of lovereny

1. Yalling to earthy
il. ralling to earth;

iii., Falling to eartly

V.  Travelling frou cast to west.

~t is interesting that reports three and four boitl: descrite 2 falling
object waich disappeared in a flasl. This could Lave bezn a "bolide’
or weteor that disintegrates during its passage through the atnosphere.
Jigintegration would be assoclated with an air explosion which could
e audible up to a distancs of 50 niles.

I au sorry if I sounded somewaat unenthusiastic on the teleplhon.
about your suggestion that €Al aircraft be used to identify anv
caterial from the object walch may have reached the ground. I should
explain tuat the interest of the ilinistry of Defence in unidsntified
fiying objects is directed towands any iiplicstiona they 2y have for
sovional defence, and thab we have no interest in thex from » puraly
acadeaic or scientific point of view. e are of course severaly
1iaited (not least by Farliazent) in tae uses to which we can put
ragources provided specificelly for defence. Thers are certain fialds
s wiich it is a recognised practice (coastal ssarch and rescus ig
oug such area) for us to assist other Governuent Jepartaents. Yhere
are certain other areas in wilch (subjact o a cods of rules) we coan
sive assistauce to other recognised agencies or bodies in both +ne
Peblic arxd privete sectors. Jelp to a private individual ias o
Cifferent matter sgein howcver, and requires very detailed considera-
Liou on & case by case basis, which, alumost by definition, rakes a
swif{ response unlikely. I should in short be at fault if I were to
deave you with trhe iapresslon thint on any futurs occesion seeictance
could aubonatically bte made available,

i_enclose a summary of sll UFC reporte received in the firistry since
1259 categorised according to our cstinstioref the likely couse, in
tie Lope thet you msy find it of some interest.

Yours feitnfully
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Al’ 868/73/Met 0 9
SLF(Air)

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS

Reference: RS

A. ShF(Air)s584/1/312 dated 29 January 1974.

1. _VWith regard to the 4 reports forwarded with reference A it would appear that
Mre (P s sichting (note time, description and movement) was not related to
the others. A copy of a fifth report, received via Met O 7, is attached.

2. In all cases weather at the time and locaticn of the reported event wes dry
with small amounts of clcud and good, locally moderate, visibility. Earlier, rain
associated with a cold front had moved eastwards across the area but by 2200 hours
only the extreme SE of Kent was still affected. Winds in the Jowest 50,000 ft of
the atmosphere were from W'ly points. Also, no radio~-sonde or meteorological
research balloons were launched in the vicinity near the timecof interest.

3« _No satisfactory meteorological explanation can be offered to account for what
Mrs observed but, if not an aircraft, it might have been due to light
reflected from objects above the flats, eg light from a vehicle which was at first
stationary and then moved.

L The passage of a meteor could preovide o reasonzble explanation for the othen
sightings. This need not have been & meteorite, which would have reached the

earth's surface, but may have been a '"bolide" the destruction of which in the
atmosphere would be associated with an air explosion which could be audible up to
& distance of about 50 miles. If nothing is found at ground level then a bolide
would appear to provide a possible answer - Dr (i)' s comment concerning the

green flash and the object disappearing whilst still 20° above the horizon is
noteworthy.

£~  February 197%
Het © 9

Room Ext
HQ Het Cffice
Bracknell

EB
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L Y e

MEMORANDUM

TCC \é‘;\o ( P!-\QB i,“L“"Q ' From O (r\i‘: \’l(l (‘2'&;-!:>

-

e eocw (N
REAszt [ P sloge, | T ey B W

— =

Subject. MBS TIed Fjiye SFtert

QL\QJ-“Q«N\Q)‘ Sk Cén-’é) =% gfipr dadkd oq C}(’Akﬁ’?&i—«' -

~

. R A . .
b \\\o,vi.\ Z);cou ”P‘" \dw L ok e&ém‘w«*‘; %db}‘x\,\exg;\

‘\’QL UESD \‘Q\\D\‘V\ . o va J:-{'\AJ\Q\ SN MS&‘GQJ\\\!}\M Qﬁ,

. . } . e ’ .Q s \ 3
. ko g&,u\\»d\cn- NES A . \CN\)\)‘\ Sudad o R

[y ~ A
Qs ofjomd WL ton Y ‘:’\ tAQ Q&.‘\%‘- 3 %‘Qx:\
; SN

A

Appointment Hlock letters. I Signature!

Complete this form in manuscript unless there are special reascas for typing.

S—

PG, 56-2565

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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MOD Form 4A
MEMORANDUM
To S o F (/hfl) From S7¢€¢C
Ref. Sfcu:/ 'Lu/o/'s R Date Tel. ™ /56 Ext.-
w. ko,

Subject

ga‘r V LewosE mwacd  SE F(Hsd} 5<% /l /;3 dolsf

Hows  argphody  wleck ame mee o

o ke aien  Aseutd sffeev T W

ot d’(‘}/'u' B | P
onbvisg o ath o fhote.

Ne Cawne {1 tHa Are cTin // e vea b

—eart €& Qest - AL At C.M:dzm.l ot

Sk aens  « QWL’& "“"‘*ﬂ«

Rank/ Name in .
Appointment block letters... ... Signature...... e

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

J.-P.L4d. 56-2365

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT




REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

LOOSE MINUTE

S4£(Air)584/1/12
STCOC AR
0 gE 2(RAF \\\\’a v
Si7e % 8% A
Fet 0 9 ?w)\“ > \\\.,\ N

i \ad

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS//

yd

The attached reports of an unidentified
flying object are forwarded for investigation.
All appear to refer to the incident reported
in the Mational press and on the radio and
television on 24 Jan. It was then suggested
that this might have been a meteorite, but (so
far as we know) this has not yet been confirmed.
Addressees are requested to report their
findings, together with any comment they may
wish to make, to S4f(Air).

2. In order to assist us to analyse reports
for statistical purposes, any suggestions as
to the possible identification of the object
seen would be helpful.

é;C( Jan 74 S4f(Air)

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT



. REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFLD FLYING OBJECT

A. Date, time and duration of sighting. (Local times to be quoted)

22 W D52.00 ks

B. Description of object. (Number of objects, size, shape, colours,
brightness, sound, smell, etc).

.S.*"Q “% M& oo, - @I'&QM“\\ Qi&om. LGV\3 Jel

C. Exact position observer. (Geographical location. Indoors or outdoors.
Stationary or moving).,

A \‘\QW\O\7 -\"\é(‘)o\j\&

D. How observed. .(Naked eye, binoculars, other optical device, still or.
movie camera). o :

“3VR&A &A\g\ 4

E. Diroction in which object wasg fifst.seen.‘.(A'landméfk'mayfﬁe more useful
than a badly estimated bearing). :

.-"”/

.

F. Angle of sight, (Estimated heights are unreliable),

/

G. Distance. (By reference to a known landmark wherever possible);

v . /

H. Movements. (Changes in E, F and G may be of more use than estimates .of .
course and speed).’ :

g e aed B

Je Meteorological conditions during observations. (Mbving clouds, haze ..
mist etc). ~

Q\ am uy W




0

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

K. Nearby objects. (Telephone lines' high voltage lines; reservoir, lake

or damj owamp ox marohs rivery high buildings, tall ohimneys, steaplos, ospixresn,
TV or radio masts; airfields; generating plant; factories, pits or other sites
with flood-lights or other night lighting).

Nb | W—\D&j\J\J\xC}\\o w\
L. To whom reported. (Police, military organisations, the press etc).

Sul. Roown Sod 2ad Vo) Xy
Q)' \ﬁs\ 0 DY . N L

M. . Name and address of informant.

Q@\\%mm Qow g)(

N. Any background on the informant that may be volunteered

0. Other witnesses.

”////”

P. Date and time of recelpt of report.

Du- 1y W3

NS
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REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT .

W

A. Date, time and duration of sighting. (Local times to.be.quoted).

O"?’Xm S K's) df)m 33(,()4

B. Description of object. (Number of objects, size, shape, colours,
brightness, sound, smell, etc .

SEE wwlecal S < ol o (ol
pTetted /ﬂmgdr? A~ aéﬂjoimgan14( N/ A;Jq\VVZ¢~ .

c. Exact_position observer. (Geographical location. Indoors or outdoors.
Stationary or moving).. : : :

oo UL~ dndey A, N

D. How_observed. .(Naked eye, binoculars, other optical.device, still. or.
movie camera). ‘ . :

E. Direction in which object was first seen. (Alléndméfkﬁméyfﬁe moxre useful
than a badly estimated bearing). )

Lk Maw

F. Angle of sight. (Eatimated hei are unreliable),

(Lo d” LO°  abwe o ~ Sl o)

Hid

TS w@v\H le,«, fafe qrees (Lol ocewursd

¢ &#jf«i

G. Distance. ° (By referenc to a known landmark wherever possible),.

H. Movements. (Changes in E, F and G may de of more use than estimates .of.
course and speed)."

Y/

Je Meteorological conditiona during observations. (Moving clouds, haze ..
mist etc), \\\S 5 3=

\m‘? t&\\\B

]

g e = o
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K. Nearby objeocts. (Telephone lines; high voltage linesj reservoir, lake

oxr dnmj swamp or marsh; riverj high buildings, tall ohimneys, steeplos, spires,
TV or radio masts; airfields; generating plant; factories, pits or other sites
with flood-lights or other night lighting). .

L. To whom reported. (Police, military organisations, the press etc).

Mmod Sef (Gu) G-13 .

M., . Name and address of informant.

07,

Codletl, Weots

N. Any background on the inforﬁant that may be voluntesered,:

0. Other witnesses.

\P(/W 07&/( (C ' '
P, Date and time of receipt of report,

Q i - fos, o’N/’/jk(“,

X}

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT|



.- RIPORT OF AN UNTDENTIFTAD FLYING OBJZCT

A. Date, time and duration of sighting. (Local times to be quoted).

33004 C‘-L}.S‘pq - i0: 00 P

B. Description of object. (Number of objects, size, ehapo, colours,
brightness, sound, smell, etc).

uv\&. - \\‘.\\\t\.\a&\c) Sed Wh\; )"Q \3.5;_,\,\'6 cu\-&‘ &/‘bc\f\‘Q?\ — )\,\ (-kng:)

5 OV SrTS O AAN

c. Exact position obaerver. (Geographical location. @ Indoors ox oufdoors.
Stationary or moving).,

N )
Au\kooys - ﬁvwk%“% \W%J “““Wécw)

D. How_obgerved.. (Naked eye, binoculars, other optical.device, still or .
movie camora). ’ :

(\‘3 c\/\"{&B ‘WXL

E. ° Diroction in which object was first seon...(Alléndméfk'maylbe moxre useful
than a badly estimated bearing). )

V. C»Ch\l‘\ XN \/ o ./} EM U’\b A \<\‘~§k' '{)\LJ\V\ K(‘%‘\\m .

¥. Angle of sight. (Estimated haights are unreliabln)

/////’

G. Distanca. (By.reference to a known landmark wherever possible),

//////’

H. Movements. {(Changes in E, F and G may be of more use than estimales of .
course and speed).’

u\ame Jo A \Lou\%' 25 e &

Je Meteorological conditions during observations. (Moving clouds, haze.

mist etc). §® N

&3‘9‘

V\&)m@ QA\X\\\)



K.
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Nearby objects. (Telephone lines; high voltage lines; reservoir, lake

or dam; swamp oxr marahi rivexr; high buildingan, tall ohimnoyn, otooplos, opires,
TV or radio masis; airfields; generating plant; factories, pits or other sites
with flood-lights or other night lighting).

}VX -

/

-

~ Mame and address of informant.

To_whom reported. (Police, military organisations, the presg‘etc).

Mo D

Nw
Any background on the ant that may be voluntesered.

Other witnesaes,

Date and time of receipt of report.

D‘L\;\\\'\L‘, | 2 \'-3 M

~
N
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. REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJICT

iA. Date, time and duration of sighting. (Local times to be quoied).

S P | 2 Q-%SFM - '0.094

B. Dec:ription of object. (Number of objects, size, shape, colours,
brightness, sound, smell, etc).

Lw\x_ NK\TsiL~Q\SJ\&u\ &"CAU\'

C. Exczct position observer. (Geographiéal location., Indoors or out.lsor:.
Stutionary or moving).

j\—\;\\;\,\(& N S, \'\n\f. \v\},{, - JDU“G‘JQ\\:\C&

\\:-\/ow\gx\ .,\,ow\\cw‘ W sk *\‘3\'\) '\V\ NSO A

D. How observed. (Naked eye, binoculars, other optical device, still or
movie camera).

N oR ) ry &

E. Direction in which object was first seen. (A'landméik may'be mora useful
than a bacly estimated bearing).

Q \ C‘X\odi‘

F. Angle of sight. (Estimated heights are unreliable).

N \)\j Q‘S\\) LRV

G. Distance. (By reference to a known landmark wherever possibiez),

-

N od LIV e

H. Movements. (Changes in E, F and G may be of more use than estimates of .
course and speed).

] &‘\Dg&tw\&b )‘() &K \;&’UJ‘J\:V\(,& &B &{U\\‘t‘ LL’O\Q‘D>
R @ &(\‘M‘W\i‘{ |

J. Meteorological conditions duriné observations. (Moving clouds, haze.

mist etc).
g >
A\
V\’j}:)\ éc;\k\\\\)
AN




K.
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Nearby objects. (Telephone lines; high voltage lines: reservoir, lake

or dam; swamp or marshs river; high buildings, tall chimneys, steeples, spires,
~ TV or radio masts; airfields; generating plant; factories, pits or other sites
with flood-lights or other night lighting).

M.

N.

P.

(\\\)X Qa\\};&,/\,,

To whom reported. (Police, military organisations, the press etc).

Mo

. Name and address of informant.

QTLS{-&A O ( \/\ a0 O X

Any backzround on the informant that may be volunteered.

—

Other witnesses.

/

Date and time of receipt of report.

D 1y (- 30 Am
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REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIHD FLYING OBJECT

A. Date, time and duration of sighting. (Local times to be quoted).

G-ao pm 93"’7%

B. Description of object. (Number of objects, size, shape, colours,
brightness, sound, smell, etc).

/,w«pufw [ ctped L Ao Prht Q-fu; - At -
Lo onmdl - afferd l@q How., Qe @ fofe

C. Bxact position observer. (Geographlcal location. Indoors or outdoors.
Stationary or moving).

ﬁc(b—:fém - oA ﬂ,{:/( o, e o v eo 9::/(‘
ok A ofpree otge

D. How observed. (Naked eye, binoculars, other optical device, still or
movie camera).

prads élv/u( .

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

KZZV4£L%é L A

F. Angle of sight. (Zstimated heights are unreliable).

(%ﬁfedfdf °/é>%9 <ﬁﬁ7 ékqé (fa[mAt'fgfny)

G. Distance. (By reference to a known landmark wherever possible).
o—"
H. Movements. (Changes in E, F and G may be of more use than estimates of

course and speed). _

Mgeol- ot /' /Aéfw‘@/l A fx liliaary , At
A A, 4\64( A Lien ol e cn @ 0/ 9 1/
/¥5 o g e spee ol -

J. Meteorological conditions during observations. (Mbving clouds, haze
mist etc).




' REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

X. Nearby objects. (Telephone lines; high voltage lines; reservoir, lake

or dam; swamp or marsh; river; high buildings, tall chimneys, steeples, spires,
TV or radio masts; airfields; generating plant; fa,ctories, pits or other sites
with flood-lights or other night lighting).

A (el

L. To whom reported. (Police, military organisations, the press.etc).
IYRD, Se - / CL‘,)

M. ~ Name and address of informant.

HedDEC DN
e TS

Pe]

Any background on the informant that may be volunteered.

0. Qther witnesses.

. Date and time of receipt of report.

G an 2l |74
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Dg-LA OpsPol1

(OWcccionso

Subject: RE: Documentation

LS e ction 4(]

Thank you. | will send the documents to you today.

From

Sent: 11 February 2003 11:11
To: DAS-LA OpsPoll

Subject: Documentation

Dea
Thank you for looking up the relevant documentation for me.

My address is as follows:

Leyland

iiiiiihire

Thank you once again.

11/02/2003




DA’.A-Ops+Pol1

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 20 December 2002 17:09
To: AHB2(RAF)1

Subject: Request for Information

o i

I have received a request for information about an alleged 'UFO' incident on 23 January 1974. | have reason to
believe that RAF Valley's search and rescue unit and possibly a mountain rescue team were involved, and there may
be mention of it in Valley's F540.

Do you have the F540's for this period and if so could you possibly send me a copy of the January 1974 extract from
RAF Valley's? | will not release any of it to the correspondent without consuiting you first.

Have a lovely Christmas and | will speak to you again in the new year.

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1



DA’.A-Ops+PoI1

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 20 December 2002 16:41
To: info(Exp)-Records1
Subject: Request for files

B

| would be grateful if you could recall these two files from the PRO for me. They are due for release in 2005.
AF/7464/72 Part Il (AIR2/18873) UFO Reports 1973-74 v ﬁnz ¢ -

AF/584 (AIR 2/19083) UFO Reports Jan 1974
Thanks. Have a very Happy Christmas.

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

20 December 2002
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Dg-LA OpsPol1

From: DAS-LA OpsPol1

Sent: 20 December 2002 17:23
To: Section 40 |
Subject: RE: Request for Information.

Signed By: das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk
Security Label: Signed

DearfSISteNIelaRa 0

We only make a charge if the work involved in responding to a request for information is likely to exceed 4
hours work. At present | would not expect your request to exceed 4 hours, but on retrieval of the files, if it
looks like this may be the case, | will advise you so that you may decide whether you wish us to proceed. Ifa
charge is involved the fee is £15 per hour for every hour over the first 4 hours.

From:

Sent: 20 December 2002 16:51
To: DAS-LA OpsPoll

Subject: Request for Information.

pocction 40

Thank you for your response.

If you have any documents that you can send me concerning the alledged incident in question, please
let me know and | will send you my address.

Would there be any cost involved and if so how much?

Best wishes

-—-— QOriginal Message ——

From: DAS-LA OpsPol1
To:m
Sent: Friday, December 20, 32 PM

Subject: Request for Information

plYScciion 40

I have been passed your message of 3 December in which you requested documentation concerning
an alleged 'UFO crash' on the Berwyn mountains on the

23 January 1974. This department is the focal point within the MOD for correspondence concerning
UFOs.

Our files for this period are currently held at the Public Record Office awaiting release in 2005. |
have asked for them to be recalled and will write to you again when | have had a chance to examine
them. In the meantime, please could you send me your address, as these records are not held
electronically and if there are any we can send you, they will have to be sent by post. My e-mail
address is das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk.

Also, you may wish to look at the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme which was
launched on the 29 November and can be found at www.foi.mod.uk. A search under UFO will take
you to all the classes of information on UFOs included in the scheme.

23/12/2002




DA‘\ OpsPol1

To:
Subject: Request for Information

Dear-4o‘

| have been passed your message of 3 December in which you requested documentation concerning an alleged
'UFO crash' on the Berwyn mountains on the
23 January 1974. This department is the focal point within the MOD for correspondence concerning UFOs.

Our files for this period are currently held at the Public Record Office awaiting release in 2005. | have asked for
them to be recalled and will write to you again when | have had a chance to examine them. in the meantime, please
could you send me your address, as these records are not held electronically and if there are any we can send you,
they will have to be sent by post. My e-mail address is das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk.

Also, you may wish to look at the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme which was launched on the 29
November and can be found at www.foi.mod.uk. A search under UFO will take you to all the classes of information
on UFOs included in the scheme.

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



DAQ_A-Ops+Pol1

From: Info-Access3

Sent: 04 December 2002 09:20

To: DAS-LA OpsPol1; DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Subject: (U) Request for Information.

Do you know what this refers to?
Would you like to respond - I've only been given an email address.

Grateful for your views

Section 4§

Information Exploitation Access
829 St Giles Court

1-13 St Giles High Street
London

WC2H 8LD

Email: Info-Access3@defence.mod.uk

Tel:
Fax:

----- Original M
From:

Sent: 03 December 2002 23:58
To: Info-access3@defence.mod.uk
Subject: Request for Information.

Dear Sir/Madam,

| wonder if you would be so kind as to release the documentation/information surrounding the alleged crash of a UFO
into the Berwyn mountain range in Wales.

The incident took place on January 23rd 1974 and involved the MOD and the Army.

Kind regards
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E)

o

Subject: RE: Pilot Observation
Dea

The MOD operates in accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the
Code), which encourages the provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example, cause harm to
defence, invade on an individual's privacy, or if it would take an unreasonable diversion of resources to
respond to a request. Information requested is supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under one
of the exemptions in the Code. The Freedom of Information Act 2000 will gain full public access in January
2005 when it will supersede the Code.

With regard to your request for copies of 'UFO’ reports from Pilots for the last 5 years, | should inform you that
we receive reports from a variety of sources and they are filed on manual files in the order in which they are
received. No separate record is keep of any group of individuals. This means that the only way to identify
reports specifically from Pilots is to search all our files for the whole five years. Any found would then have to
be copied and all the personal details (such as Names, address, telephone numbers etc) removed to protect
their privacy. | hope you appreciate that this would be a very time consuming task for such a long period of
time and therefore such a request is likely to be refused under Exemption 9 of the Code (voluminous &
vexatious). We also have charging arrangements for more complexed requests requiring over 4 hours work,
so this could also attract a fee. If, however, you could narrow your request to a more manageable amount of
material we may be able to assist you.

Finally, you may be interested to see the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme which was
launched on 29 November 2002. It can be found at www.foi.mod.uk and is the first step towards the
inplementation of the FOIA. A search under UFO will take you to all the classes of information on UFOs
included in the scheme.

----- Original M -

From

Sent: 30 January 2003 16:00

To: DAS-LAOpsPoll @defence.mod.uk
Subject: Re: Pilot Observation

Thank you so much for youre reply.Regarding the pilot reports you handle is there any way that i
could get a copy ,say of the last 5 yrs, and would be most grateful to hear about youre policy on
freedom of information.

31/01/2003

e
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From: DAS-LA OpsPol1

Sent: 30 January 2003 13:19
Cc: ‘public@ministers.mod.uk’
Subject: Pilot Observation

Signed By: das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk
Security Label: Signed

Your e-mails of 24-27 January have been passed to me by the MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

This section was formerly Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a. The Directorate was merged with the Director of Air Staff
and reorganised. We are now part of the Directorate of Air Staff and our new title is Directorate of Air Staff
(Lower Airspace) Operations & Policy 1. We are the focal point within the MOD for correspondence regarding
‘unidentified flying objects' and we also have other duties concerning Freedom of Information issues.

| hope this is helpful.

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

das-laopspolt@defence.mod.uk

30/01/2003




** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

Lon %\E\j /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To W’LLAJPVF TO Ref No | OO\ /2003
Date _@M D\ 232,

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 periodically calls for a sample
of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

An Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information came
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with
the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is ¢

ontained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on

*
Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In
addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for
information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

9

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5 August 2002
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. Ministers

rrom: - ST

Sent: 24 January 2003 16:00
To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subject: pilot observations

Is it at all possible to find out the workings of a
come across this name several times in my rea

there .thanks

section in the M.O.D. called _secretariat (air staff) 2a.l have
ding ,and find myself asking ,if there is total denial why is it

27/01/2003
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Ministers

From: Ministers

Sent: 24 January 2003 17:35
To: Section40 |
Subject: RE: pilot observations

Signed By: ministers@defence.mod.uk
Security Label: Signed

Thank you for your email to public@ministers.mod.uk. For a reply, please re-send your

message to this email address (Ministers@defence.mod.uk) and ensure that you add your fuil
postal address.

Alternatively, you might like to email lowflying@defence.mod.uk, or visit

the http:[/www.de.ukziss,ueszlcwﬂying{jndexa_html webpage, as Secretariat (Air Staff)2a is
now part of DAS.

Many thanks,

MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit
qOId War Office Building,
“Whitehall, London SW1A 2EU

27/01/2003
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v

. Ministers

From:
Sent: 24 January 2003 17:46
To: ministers@defence.mod.uk

Subject: Re: pilot observations

s it at all possible for you to tell me
given youre details by the mod.thank you.

the workings and findings of a DAS section ,Secretariat (air staff)2a.l was

27/01/2003
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. Ministers

From: Ministers

Sent: 27 January 2003 08:58

To: Section40 |
Subject: RE: pilot observations
Signed By: ministers@defence.mod.uk

Security Label: Signed

Thank you for your email. For a reply, please provide your full postal address.

Many thanks,

MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building,
Whitehall, London SW1A 2EU

27/01/2003
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. Ministers

Sent: 27 January 2003 16:21
To: Ministers@defence.mod.uk
Subject: Re: pilot observations

i would be very gratefil to hear youre reply (S nEzn AR S ithton Inverness ETNSIORREC

27/01/2003
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L‘-LA OpsPol1

To:
Subject: Freedom of Information

gl Section 40

| have been passed a copy of your e-mail of 15 January in which you requested copies of documents held by the
MOD on UFOs. This office is the focal point within the MOD for correspondence regarding UFOs.

First, it may be helpful if | explain that the MOD examines any reports of UFOs it receives solely to establish whether
what was seen might have some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the UKs airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations,
such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide
this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which go
beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to requests for information from our files, you may wish to be aware that our files are passed to the
Public Record Office when they reach 30 years old and are then open for public viewing. Requests for information
from records less than 30 years old are dealt with in accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to Government
Information (the Code), which encourages the provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example,
cause harm to defence, invade on an individual's privacy, or if it would take an unreasonable diversion of resources
to respond to a request. Information requested is supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under one of
the exemptions of the Code. The Freedom of information Act 2000 will gain full public access in January 2005 when
it will supersede the Code.

If you would like to view information included in the MOD Freedom of Information Publications Scheme please go to
www.foi.mod.uk and search under UFO.

I hope this is helpful.

das—laopspol! gldefence.mod.uk
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

o M( M)PVW TORefNo S=O 2003

Date | T™ Jan 2caz,

The Rrime Minister/SofSAVEMAT VDRI ESefS/MOD" has received the attached

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 penodlcally calls for a sample

An Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information came
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on—

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In

addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for
information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit

Room 222i Old War Office Buildini, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU

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

= *TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

{‘“E

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5% August 2002
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Ministers

From:
Sent: 15 January 2003 10:46
To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subject: Freedom Of Information

To whomever it may concern,

| am writing to you to request copies of any documents held by the MOD relating to the sighting of UFOs under the Freedom Of

Information act 2000.

Thankyou for your time, and please send any information to:

Prescot
Merseyside

16/01/2003
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Sent: 29 January 2003 14:27
To: DAS-LA OpsPol1
Subject: Re: MOD FOI Publication Scheme

I'm afraid that I responded too quickly, as I have just found the documents exactly where you
said they'd be! (Can you imagine?) I guess that they just weren't obvious enough for my
unobservant self! Because my interest is very casual, and for my own personal edification, I
suffered no inconvenience. Again, thank you for your time and attention.

Sincerely,

—-— Original Message —--

From: DAS-LA OpsP
To
Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2003 1:56 AM

Subject: MOD FOI Publication Scheme

plSecion 40|

The MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit have passed me your message about your difficulties with
accessing the UFO Rendlesham Forest file in the MOD FOI Publication Scheme. This office is the focal
point within the MOD for correspondence concerning UFOs.

There have not been any problems with the Publication Scheme, but | note you were advised to look at
www.foi.mod.uk. This is correct except there should be no dot after uk and this may be why you have been
unable to access these records. | appologise for any inconvenience this may have caused you.

If after trying again you still have difficulties, you can e-mail me direct at das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk

Socen 0

29/01/2003
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From
Sent: 29 January 2003 14:00
To: DAS-LA OpsPol1

Subject: Re: MOD FOI Publication Scheme

Dear EETERETNN

Thank you so much for your reply! I was sent a list of the links to the reports, so I never really

had the URL's. The original e-mail looked like this:

¥ Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident

1980 (Part 1)

1 |Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident

1980 (Part 2)

1980 (Part 3)

) Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident

5] Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident

1980 (Part 4)

) Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident

1980 (Part 5)

Date

01/12/1980

01/12/1980

01/12/1980

01/12/1980

01/12/1980

Next version

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

I've had several friends try to access them also, considering my lack of expertise with
computers, but they all had no luck as well. Ilooked around at the site you mentioned, but
couldn't find specific references to these reports, although it's possible I missed them -- there's

a lot of information there! I will continue to try to poke around and see if I can

't call them up,

but in the meantime, would it be possible to purchase hard copies? Please let me know at your

earliest convenience. I appreciate your time and your assistance!

Sincerely,

Roseville, MI 48066-1625 USA

Phone
Fa

—-- Original Message —--

From: DAS-LA OpsPol1
To TP

Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2003 1:56 AM
Subject: MOD FOI Publication Scheme

29/01/2003
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The MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit have passed me your message about your difficulties with
accessing the UFO Rendlesham Forest file in the MOD FOI Publication Scheme. This office is the focal

point within the MOD for correspondence concerning UFOs.

There have not been any problems with the Publication Scheme, but | note you were advised to look at
www.foi.mod.uk. This is correct except there should be no dot after uk and this may be why you have been
unable to access these records. | appologise for any inconvenience this may have caused you.

If after trying again you still have difficulties, you can e-mail me direct at das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk

29/01/2003
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‘AS-LA OpsPol1
To:

Subject: MOD FOI Publication Scheme

The MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit have passed me your message about your difficulties with accessing the
UFO Rendlesham Forest file in the MOD FOI Publication Scheme. This office is the focal point within the MOD for
correspondence concerning UFOs.

There have not been any problems with the Publication Scheme, but | note you were advised to look at
www.foi.mod.uk. This is correct except there should be no dot after uk and this may be why you have been unabie to
access these records. | appologise for any inconvenience this may have caused you.

If after trying again you still have difficulties, you can e-mail me direct at das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk




.

.E\S-LA-Ops+PoI1

To: Ministerial Correspondence
Subject: MOD FOI Publication Scheme

Reference Treat Official Correspondence 863/2003

Please note that the URL which you gave the correspondent in the above was incorrect. The correct URL is
www.foi.mod.uk (there should be no dot after uk). This may seem a small thing but means the link fails if a dot is
added.

| have advised the correspondent and would be grateful if you would note this should you get any other enquiries of
this nature.

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

TORefNo DL /2003

Date &1 | 03&

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and

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

exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 penodlcally calls for a sample

An Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information came
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info ond

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In

addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for
information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit

EU

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
P
O

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5 August 2002
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. Ministers

From: RS

Sent: 23 January 2003 21:59
To: Ministers
Subject: Re: FOI publication

Dear Sir,

Unfortunately these links are not working either. 1 had a friend a bit more savvy with computers try
to access them, and he couldn't either, which leads me to believe that the problem is somewhere on
your end. I'd really like to see this stuff! If you cannot locate the file locations, would it be possible

to obtain hard copies? Of course I'd be willing to pick up any costs involved.

Thanks again for your help!

Sincerely,

Roseville, MI 48066-1625 USA
Phone
Fax

----- Original Message -—---

From: Ministers

To /RN

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 3:23 AM
Subject: RE: FOI publication

Date Next version

TE Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident
11980 (Part 1) 01/12/1980 n/a

%T’Unidentiﬁed Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident
1 =1980 (Part 2) 01/12/1980 n/a

E‘:}—lU nidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident
= 1980 (Part 3) 01/12/1980 wa

-1 |Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident
1980 (Part 4) 01/12/1980 n/a

i“g Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident
— 11980. (Part 5) 01/12/1980 n/a

Hopefuily above will work OK (someone appears to have moved these from their original
location on our website!).

Regards,

24/01/2003
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Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building
Whitehall, London SW1A 2EU
email: Ministers@defence.mod.uk

24/01/2003
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. Ministers

From: Ministers
Sent: 22 January 2003 08:54
Subject: RE: FOI publication

Signed By: ministers@defence.mod.uk
Security Label: Signed

Thank you for your email to public@ministers.mod.uk. The links you are looking for can be
found via www.foi.mod.uk. For ease, they are:

Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident 1980 (Part 1)
Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident 1980 (Part 2)
Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident 1980 (Part 3)
Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident 1980 (Part 4)
Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident 1980 (Part 5)
Regards,

MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building,
Whitehall, London SW1A 2EU

24/01/2003




Page 1 of 1

Ministers

From:

Sent: 22 January 2003 02:42
To: public@ministers.mod.uk
Subject: FOI publication

Dear MOD:

After a quick search of your site, I am unable to find any information that I'm told was
recently released under the new FOI act on the subject of U.F.O.s. Was this information ever
actually published and, if so, is it somewhere on your site? I'm interested to see any official

reports that might be available.

Thank you for your assistance.

Roseville, MI 48066-1625 USA

Phone
Fax

24/01/2003
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DAS-LA OpsPol1

From: DAS-LA OpsPol1 l g ‘
Sent: 27 January 2003 11:41
Subject: RE: more information

Signed By: das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk

Security Label: Signed
Dea

This department is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 'UFOs'. We
know of no other UK government department with an interest in 'UFO' reports.

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

phenomena.

The MOD examines any 'UFOQ' reports it receives solely to establish whether what was seen has any defence
significance; namely whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been
compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the UK
from an external military source, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting.
We believe that it is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be
found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide an aerial identification service. We could not
justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

The reports and correspondence we receive are placed on manual files and released to the Public Record
Office when they have been closed for 30 years (in accordance with the Public Records Act 1958 and

1967). The MOD also operates within the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the Code)
which encourages the provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example, cause harm to
defence, invade on an individual's privacy, or if it would take an unreasonable diversion of resources to
respond to a request. Information requested from these files is supplied wherever possible providing it does
not fall under one of the exemptions in the Code.

For further details of our policy and to see MOD documents which have been released in the MOD Freedom
of Information Publication Scheme, please go to www.foi.mod.uk and search under UFO.

| hope this is helpful.

gy toection 4u

Sent: 26 January 2003 03:38

To: das-laopspoll @defence.mod.uk
Subject: more information

greetings,

i would like to receive more information about the procedure of the UFO matter. Could
you tell me wich department in the whole british bureaucracy who is the main database
of information or the main phenomenon inspecting expert.

regards,

27/01/2003
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DAS-LA OpsPol1

To: Sectiond0 |

Subject: can u help?

o
piESection 40 |

I have been passed your e-mail of 16 January concerning the Rendlesham Forest incident in December 1980. This
office is the focal point within the MOD for correspondence relating to UFOs.

You mentioned that you had read the papers on this incident and queried how we came to the conclusion that there
was nothing of defence concern. It may therefore help if | explain that the integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime
is maintained through continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. Any threat to the
UK Air Policing Area would be handled in the light of the particular circumstances at the time and might if deemed
appropriate, involve the scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft. From that perspective, reports provided to us
of 'UFO' sightings are examined in consultation with air defence experts, where necessary, to determine whether
there is any evidence of a breach of UK airspace by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is such
evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe that it is possible
that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for reports, but it is not the
function of the MOD to provide an aerial identification service and we could not justify expenditure on investigations
which go beyond our specific defence remit.

in the case of the Rendlesham Forest ("Bentwaters") incident all available substantiated evidence was examined at
the time in the usual manner by those within the MOD/RAF with responsibility for air defence matters. The
judgement was that there was no indication that a breach of the UK's air defences had occurred on the nights in
question and no further investigation into the matter was necessary. Although a number of allegations have
subsequently been made about these events, nothing has emerged over the last 22 years which has given us reason
to believe that the original assessment made by this Department was incorrect.

In your e-mail you also asked about Di55 and DS8. DI55 are a branch of the Defence Intelligence Staff and reports
of sightings were sent to them in case they contained any information of value in DIS's task of analysing the
performance and threat of foreign weapons systems, nuclear, chemical and biological warfare programmes and
technologies and emerging technologies. None of the UFO reports sent to DIS over a 30 year period yielded any
valuable information whatsoever and DIS therefore decided in December 2000, not to receive these reports any
longer. DSB8 was a former name of my branch, which is now caliled the Directorate of Air Staff (DAS). Our role is
to deal with all reports and correspondence regarding UFOs, in consultation with air defence experts where
necessary.

Finally, you may wish to be aware that the in November 2002 the MOD launched its Freedom of Information
Publication Scheme. This is the first step in the introduction of the Freedom of Information Act which will gain full
public access in January 2005. The Scheme can be found at www.foi.mod.uk and a search under UFO will take you
to all the classes of information on UFOs included in the Scheme.

| hope this is helpful.

das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

‘To__ DA ( \A/) A TO RefNo S\ /2003

Date = Jan 2053

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 penodlcally calls for a sample

An Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information came
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance wiih

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on—

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In

addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for
information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Buildin i 2EU

#* TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

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

* Delete as appropriate.

Revised 5® August 2002
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Ministers

From: SR

Sent: 16 January 2003 21:54
To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subject: can u help?
i recently read about the bentwaters incident and was curious about a couple of things.

the report admits something happened, but the object was not tracked on radar.
the m.o.d states it did not present a threat to national security so was not investigated further (even though

the official line is "the m.o.d does not waste public funds etc on such matters)
surely then, if something happened that could not be explained and was not tracked on radar then this must

constitute a breach in air defence?

my second query is during reading those documents there were mentions of two departments DI55 and DS8?
what do they do?

i am not looking for a smoking gun or anything i am just interested in the subject, more so from a technology

point of view.
i also appreciate that the subject matter is not as black and white as it appears.

knottingley
west yorkshire

17/01/2003
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) ’
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

Your Reference

Our Reference
D/DAS/64/3

ate
15 January 2003

Thank you for your recent letter regarding your research on ‘unidentified flying objects’. This
department is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence regarding UFO
matters, but you may wish to note that our title and address have changed to those at the head of
this letter. '

It may be helpful if I explain that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of
'UFO/flying saucer' matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial
lifeforms; about which it remains totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows
of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. Any reports of
UFO sightings received are examined solely to establish whether they whether there is any
evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the UK from an external
military source, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to
identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational
explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not
the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify
expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

If you wish to see papers on UFO matters released as part of the MOD Freedom of Information
Publication Scheme, please look at www. foi .mod.uk and search under UFO.

I hope this is useful.

Yours sincerely,




Epsom,

Surrei*

I am a Graphic Design student studying at The Surrey Institute of Art and
Design. As part of one of my modules I am researching the phenomenon of
Unidentified Flying Objects.
Iwould be very grateful if vou could answer the following questions:

To Whom It May Concern:

Do you regard UFQO’s as extraterrestrial?

Do you regard UFO’s as a national security risk?
What is your opinion on the UFO phenomena?
What makes a credible witness?

® @ o o

Answers to the above questions and any other relevant information would be
gratefully received.

Yours Sincerely
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To:
Subject:

RE: http://channels.netscape.com/ns/atplay/content.jsp?file=alien9.inc ’*\g,@t _— v");ff
R Ta A=
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Since the launch of the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme on 29 November,
there have been a number of misleading press reports concerning our release of papers
concerning an alleged 'UFO' sighting in Rendlesham Forest in 1980. It may therefore be
helpful if I clarify the situation.

As is the case with other UK government files, Ministry of Defence files are subject
to the provisions of the Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967. This Act of Parliament
states that official files generally remain closed from public viewing for 30 years
after the last action has been taken. The MOD does, however, operate in accordance
with the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the Code), which
encourages the provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example,
cause harm to defence, invade on an individual's privacy, or if it would take an
unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to a request. Information requested
from closed files is supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under one
of the exemptions in the Code.

The MOD "Rendlesham Forest file" consists of over 170 pages which were not originally
on one file, but were gathered together sometime after these events. Some papers are
contemporary and others, later correspondence between members of the public and the
MOD. A copy of the Rendlesham file was first released to a member of the public in May
2001 following a request made under the Code. Five papers were witheld under
exemptions of the Code, but these were later released on appeal. Since May 2001, 22
others have requested and been sent copies of the file.

On the 29 November the MOD launched its Freedom of Information Publication Scheme.
This is the first step in the introduction of the UK's Freedom of Information Act 2000
which will gain full public access in January 2005, when it will supersede the Code.
The FOI Publication Scheme has given us the opportunity to make the Rendlesham file
more generally available to those who may not have previously been aware of its
release. If you wish to view the Publication Scheme, please go to www.foi.mod.uk. A
search under "Rendlesham Forest" will take you straight to these documents, or
alternatively, if you search under 'UFO' you will be able to find all the UFO classes
of information in the scheme.

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

————— Original Message-—----
Sent: 23 December 2002 10:51
To: das-laopspoll@defence.mod.uk

Subject:
http://channels.netscape.com/ns/atplay/content.jsp?file=alien9.inc

I would like to know what you have to say about the subject

matter http://channels.netscape.com/ns/atplay/content.jsp?file=alien9.inc.
By the way my school Kellogg is the number one graduate business school in
the world because of the best ethics in the world and other stuff as
reported by Business Week. See your own "Economist" ratings

at http://education.guardian.co.uk/higher/news/story/0,9830,809623,00.html
which placed Kellogg numero uno and your Oxford and Cambridge in 72nd and
74th, probably because one of them accepted sleezy Bill Clinton as a student.
I am not a "yuppy-puppy"”, my expertise lies in a totally different area, a
scientific field.

Your mod.uk site seems to be silent about the 20 or so reports you

1




‘

.repor » ly have released on the subject. I do not believe in UFO's, but
your ‘ence is defeaning and probably unneceasarily suspicious. About time
you take the pith helmets off your heads so you hear the questions if for
nothing else cause we (or at least my adopted country) saved your butts in
WWII while we lost half a million soldiers.

Cheers,

| Philippines

kellogg Mea SRR
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Are There Aliens Among Us?
British Military
'Suppressed UFO Info'

The British government tried to
cover up one of the country's
most famous sightings of an
= unidentified flying object, a

" parliamentary watchdog ruled

Tuesday.

i The "Rendlesham Files," which were finally
i published on the Internet Sunday, contain

eyewitness accounts by U.S. Air Force officers at a
military base close to Rendlesham Forest, near
Ipswich in eastern England, who saw a brilliantly lit

object land in the forest in December 1980.

The incident is widely
regarded as one of the
most significant UFO
sightings — the British
equivalent of the 1947
incident in which a
spacecraft supposedly
crashed at Roswell, New Mexico, with aliens aboard.

Paranormal
Trivia:
Play Now!

® Paranormal Coverage
® News of the Weird

: Several people had complained to the British

parliamentary ombudsman, Ann Abraham, that the
Ministry of Defense had refused to divulge full details
of the Rendlesham witness accounts. Abraham ruled

. the ministry had "withheld three documents relating
i to reported sightings of unexplained aerial

phenomena in 1980 — the Rendlesham Forest UFO

; incident.”

A ministry spokeswoman said the files had not been

to anyone who asked.

" In late December 1980, U.S. officers investigating

what they thought must have been a crashed plane
in the forest saw a triangular "strange glowing object"
that sent farm animals into a frenzy.

"The object was described as being metallic in
appearance and triangular in shape, approximately
two to three meters (seven to 10 feet) across the
base and approximately two meters (seven feet)
high," reads a report in the file by Deputy Base
Commander Lt. Col. Charles Halt.
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. "t iluminated the entire forest with a white light," he
added. "The object itself had a pulsing red light on
top and a bank of blue lights underneath. The object
was hovering, or on legs.”

Skeptics say the witnesses were merely seeing the
beam from a lighthouse on the nearby coast.

But the report adds that the next day three
depressions seven feet in diameter were found in the
grass and that readings of beta and gamma radiation
were 10 times higher than normal. Disturbances
were also noted on air force radar at the time.

Later in the night, a second UFO was seen,
described as a red sun-like light. "At one point it
appeared to throw off glowing particles and then
broke into five separate white objects,” said the file.

A Ministry of Defense memo in the file notes that:
"No evidence was found of any threat to the defense
of the United Kingdom. In the absence of any hard
evidence, the MoD remains open minded."

Until last week, only around 20 members of the
public had seen the file. The government said it
would also be publishing other files on reported UFO
sightings on www.mod.uk.

The Rendlesham File contains a Ministry of Defense
memo suggesting British requests for audiotapes
made by the American officers at the time were
brushed aside by the United States. Later reports by
UFO enthusiasts claimed that photographs and
tapes were taken away by senior U.S. officers.
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Alrspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue‘"l:undorr--
WC2N 5BP

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

Your Reference

§%§§§e“7““

Liverpool 2 January 2003

I am writing in reply to your letter of 24™ December 2002, in which you requested a detailed map
of RAF Woodbridge and the section of Rendlesham Forest where it is alleged a ‘UFQ’ was
sighted.

All the papers the MOD holds on this incident have already been sent to you and are also now part
of the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme which can be found at
www.foi.mod.uk. We do not hold any maps of the area and are therefore unable to provide the
information you are seeking on this occasion.

Yours sincerely,




B occion 0

Director of Air Staff ( Lower !uspace !

Operations & Policy 1a

Ministry of Defence

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

WC2N 5BP

24th Dec 2002

Diverpool

Merseyside

I am wrighting this letter to respectfully ask for more information on the sighting

map of R.A.F Woodbridge and the section of Rendlesham Forest where the sighting is

said to have taken place.

|
of a UF.O near R A F Woodbridge. Would it be possible to provide me with a detailed

Thank You for your time and effort in this matter.




From: ‘ 5
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

E-Mail das-laopspolta@defence.

Your Reference

Winsford Qur Referen
Cheshire D%Ag/%ae/fe‘/

Date
22 December 2002

Deo-

I am writing with reference to your letter of 8 December 2002 in which you request a copy
of documents concerning the alleged UFO sighting in Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in 1980. Your
letter was passed to this office by the Public Record Office, as we are the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘unidentified flying objects’.

The Ministry of Defence file on this incident has been included in the MOD Freedom of
Information Act Publication Scheme and can be viewed at www. foi.mod.uk. A search under
Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to these papers. Alternatively, if you wish to see all the

material on UFOs included in the Publication Scheme, please search under UFO. I hope this is
helpful.

y@wfs o W/{g
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® RECORD ({£§)
Our Ref: SR 1/1B ' OFFICE A

- V2 o0l The National Archives

\_DQ_-/"*‘/ 6/{4\

We are forwarding the attached letter, since the subject appears to be more appropriate for
reply by you than by this Office.

We have not informed the writer of the disposal of the letter.

Reader Information Services Department

Y -
3 }’; Kew, Richmond, Surrey TW9 4DU, United Kingdom
N Pig
S Tel: +44(0)20 8876 3444 Fax: +44(0)20 8878 8905 Minicom: +44(0)20 8392 9198
INVESTOR IN PEOPLE Web Site: http://www.pro.gov.uuk/  E-mail:




From: l Z
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140

(Switchboard)
(GTN)

Your Reference

8?15555“‘}““

Dat
20 December 2002

I am writing with reference to your recent (undated) letter concerning documents about an alleged
‘UFO’ incident near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in December 1980. It may assist you if I clarify
our position with regard to the documents on these events

As is the case with other government files, MOD ﬁles are subject to the provisions of the Public
Records Act of 1958 and 1967. This Act of Parliament states that official files generally remain
closed from public viewing for 30 years after the last action has been taken. The Ministry of
Defence does however, operate in accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to Government
Information (the Code), which encourages the provision of information unless its disclosure
would, for example, cause harm to defence, invade on an individual's privacy, or if it would take
an unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to a request. Information requested from

closed files is supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under one of the exemptions in
the Code.

The MOD Rendlesham Forest file consists of over 170 papers which were not originally on one
file, but were gathered together sometime after these events. Some papers are contemporary and
others, later correspondence between members of the public and the MOD. A copy of the
Rendlesham Forest file was released to a member of the public in May 2001 following a request
made under the Code. Since then, 22 others have requested and been sent copies of the file.

On the 29 November 2002 the MOD launched its Freedom of Information Publication Scheme.
This is the first step in the introduction of the Freedom of Information Act 2000 which will gain
full public access in January 2005, when it will supersede the Code. The FOI Publication Scheme
has given us the opportunity to make the Rendlesham file more generally available to those who
may not have previously been aware of its release. If you would like to view the Publication
Scheme, please go to www. foi.mod.uk . A search under ‘Rendlesham Forest” will take you
straight to those documents, or alternatively, if you search under ‘UFQ’, you will be able to find
all the UFO classes of information in the scheme.




In your letter you also asked a number of questlons regardlng these documents and I w1ll answer -
.these in the same order as your letter. =~ "~

1. No, these documents were not “kept secret from the public”. As explained above, MOD
files are generally closed for 30 years, but requests for information can be made in
accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information. -

2 & 3. All the known MOD documents on these events have been rele‘ased and can be accessed
on the website mentioned above.

4. We were recently sent a copy of extracts of an audio recording alleged to have been made
by Lt Col Halt, but such a recording is not part of our contemporaneous records of the
incident.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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MOD

Secretariat (Air staff) 2a,
Main Building,
Whitehall,

London,

SW1A 2HB

Dear Sirs,

For years and on numerous occasions in the past (From 1994 onwards) |
have corresponded with this department and the secretary of defence about
an unidentified flying object incident in Dec/Jan of 1980/81 Out side of the
Bentwaters military base near Rendlesham forest.

Over this period of time | have asked if any documents and statements exist
in MOD files other than the Halt memo, and were told that this was all that
exist in your files. | asked many times if the covering letter from the base
commander was available with no positive response.

A recent article in the UK UFO Magazine detailed how new documentation
has now been made available including this covering letter.

| would like to obtain copies of all the available new documentation, please
could you tell me how | can achieve this.

Also could you answer these questions for me?

1. Was the covering letter and other documentation kept secret from the
general public?

2. Is there ANY kind of evidence/material in document form or other
formats being withheld from the public in relation to this incident?

3. It has been stated by the MOD and the secretary of defence in letters
to me in the past that ‘those with responsibility’ and ‘my officials’
studied ALL the available evidence at the time. Does a listing of this
evidence exist? Does a report of the investigation or any internal
documentation exist that shows how the conclusions by the MOD were
reached? If the answer is yes, how and when will a copy be available
for the general public? My communication from the secretary of
defence (John Spellar - 30" October 1997) mentions ‘departmental
records’. ‘ '



4. Does the MOD have a stance on the Halt audio recording that is
available in the public domain? Does this form part of any corroborative
evidence looked at by the officials?

| look forward to any clarification you can give me on this interesting event.

All the best. ..




From: _ Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE v
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
' (Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

Your reference

Our reference
D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date

19 December 1997

1. Thank you for your recent undated letter addressed to the
Prime Minister concerning the alleged events at Rendlesham Forest/

RAF Woodbridge in December 1980, which has been passed to the
Ministry of Defence for reply.

2. The MOD's position with respect to these alleged events was
explained to your MP, Don Foster, in a letter from the Under
Secretary of State for Defence dated 30 October, which you should

by now have seen. I am afraid there really is nothing further
that I can add.

Yours sincerely,
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MINISTERS' CORRESPONDENCE UNIT

To__ & LLA@ | Ref No 2870/1997

Date__ 25 NOY 1997

The attached letter(s) which the Prime Minister has received has been

forwarded to this Department for official action. No.10's letter codes are as
follows:

A - The letter has been acknowledged by No.10. Please
send a full reply within 20 working days.

B - The letter has been acknowledged by No.10. Please
consider whether there is anything which can usefully
be said to  the correspondent and action accordingly.

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

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

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

DCIIGenI 48/97; further information is available from DOMD on extension

Under the Citizens' Charter Departments are now required to keep record of
their performance. All branches and Agencies are required to keep information on
the number of requests for information which refer to the Code of Practice
including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply. In
addition, the Department is required to provide a record of the total number of
letters from members of the public and provide statistics (which may be based on a
valid sample) of its performance in providing replies within their published targets.

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

accuracy of your branch records on correspondence will be performed
throughout the year. ~
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10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SW1A 244

From the Assistant Private Secretary ' ‘ 13 October 1997

Dear Correspondence Secretary,

PRIME MINISTER’S OFF ICE CORRESPONDENCE SECTION

We have a recrettable and unprecedented backlog of some eight weeks’ .
correspondence here.  We are doing what we can to rectify this but are making little

inroad into it - mainly due to the Prime Minister’s postbag being double that of his
predecessor.

To this end we shall be forwarding letters on to departments in the normal manner
but, until further notice, we shall not be acknow ledging nor recording any letters which
come to you from this office for treat official action from today on, unless notified to the
contrary. I would be very grateful therefore, if you would ensure that a reply is always
sent on our behalf.  What this may mean for your department is that you receive a larger
batch than normal in the initial stages of this exercise.  You will ba receiving those letters
received here in both August and September. Please deal with them in date order as far

as possible.  The folders which we send to your department will be clearly marked as to
the dates received in this office.

The Prime Minister is very keen that his correspondence is replied to as quickly as
possible and I would be very grateful if you could tr) within your own probably stretched
resources, to meet his request.

Can I please ask you to ensure that all those within your depariment who deal with
Prime Minister’s treat official correSpondence are made aware of this temporary
arrangement.

Yours sincerely

The Correspondence Secretary
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PRIME MINISTER'
CORRESPONDENCE SECTION

Email:

No acknowledgement ks bsen it ‘
[t is ir oriant shas some form of
acknowledgement ks sent by 3087 , : 2870
Department,arda FULL Y

Dear Prime Mlmster\w NECESSARY

I am writing to you in hope that you and your new Government may be able to
help me get some information that has been denied under a previous one.

I have been corresponding with the MOD about an event that happened outside of a
Military Facility in DEC 1980. I have enclosed a pack of correspondence between
them and myself for your viewing. I have also prepared a similar set for my local
member of parliament.

As you can see by my enclosed letters and covering sheet, I am only asking some very
basic questions about a highly unusual incident. I am not interested in harming the
MOD or the country in any way. But still the MOD will not answer the questions.

' The MOD say they investigated the incident at the time, when I enquired they only

had one sheet of paper on the incident (the Halt Statement), surely this is wrong if
they investigated fully because as Col Halt says in his official report “ Numerous
individuals witnessed the activities in paragraph 2 and 3”

I can not see how an full investigation could have been made without all the witness
statements, and if they were taken why do the MOD tell me they have only the one
paper the Halt statement. How could this be?

If there were no statements taken would it be possible to look at the investigation
report. If not would it be possible to access a copy of the original cover letter that
accompanied the halt statement, which was written by the Base Commander, of which
the MOD also do not seem to have.

If you could help clarify this situ'ation or help in getting answers to my questions it
would be greatly appreciated.

Yours sincerely...

LAMENTARY |
BRANCH |
24 NOV 1897 |

f

POOM B3 MAINE D{%

18 Sep 97 12:23
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARILYS M58 ((.m'..'h‘\lrsU’f‘l‘URI CHEOUP (USALL)
APO LV YOUN 0225

ch ‘ 13 Jan 8] Nt

Unexplained Lights

RAT/CC

1. Early in the morning of 27 Dec 80 (approximately 0300L), two USAF
security -police patrolmen saw unusual lights outside the back gale at

PAT Hoodbridge. Thinling an aircraft might have crashed or been forced
down, they called for permission to go outside the gate to investigate.
The on-=duty flight chief vesponded and allowed three patrolmen to ero-
ceed an foot. The individuals reported seeing a strange glewing object
in the forest. The object was described as being metalic in appearance
and triangular in shaoe, approximately two to three meters across the
base and approximately two meters high. It jlluminated the entire forest
with a white Yight. The object itself had a pulsing red light on top and
a bank(s) of blue lights underneath. The object was hovering or on legs.
As the patvolmen approached the object, it maneuvered through the trees
and disappeared. At this time the animals on a nearby: farm went into a

frenzy. The object was briefly sighted approximately an hour later near
the back gate. :

2. The next day, three depressions 1 1/2" deep and 7" in diamoter were
found where the object had been sighted on the ground. The following
night (29 Dec 80) the area was checked for radiation. Beta/gamma readings
of 0.1 millircentqgans were recorded with peak recadings in the three de-
pressions and near the center of the triangle formed by the depressions.

A ncarby tree had moderate (.05-.07) readings on the side of the tree
toward the depressions.

3. later in the night a red sun-like Vight was seen through the trees.

It moved about and pulsed. At one point it appeared to throw off olewing
particles and then broke into five scparate white objects and then dis-
apprared. Immediately thereafter, three star-like objecls were noticed

in the sky, two objects to the north and one to the south, all of which
vere about 10° of f the horizon. The objects moved rapidly in sharp anguler
movements and displayed ved, green and blue Yights. The objects to Lhe
north appeared to be elliptical through an 8-12 power lens. They then
Lturned to full circles. The objects to the north remained in the sky for
an hour or more. The object to the south was visible for two or three
hours and beamed down a stream of Vight from time to time.

NHumerous indivi-
duals, including the undersigned, witnessed the activities in paragraphs
> and 3.

!

2
CHARLES 1. MALT, Lt Col, USAF
Deputy Base Commander




REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
From: Secretariat(Air Staff)2a, Room 8245
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB .

Telephone (Direct Dislling) 071 2182140
(Switchboard) 071 218 9000
(Fax)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)/12/
Date '

%P November 1994

1. Thank you for your letter to the Secretary of State, which has
been forwarded for reply to this office as the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for unexplained aerial phenomena, often
characterized as "UFO" reports. :

2. I can confirm that no new information has come to this office's
attention in respect of the alleged incident at Rendlesham Forest/RAF
Woodbridge in December 1980. You asked at what level the decision was
taken that the UK's security was not compromised that night. The
decision was, quite properly, collectively reached by officers within
the MOD/RAF sections with responsibility for air defence matters;
their judgement was based on the available evidence. Furthermore, it
is not our policy to enter into detail about the procedures the MOD
adopts for making threat assessments. The Deputy Base Commander of
RAF Woodbridge at the time of the event, Lt Col Halt, made an official
statement regarding the incident, but significantly made no
recommendation that a further investigation should be carried out.

3. Nothing has subsequently emerged which has given us any reason to

believe that the original assessment made by this Department was
incorrect.

4. Your letter goes on to mention RAF Rudloe Manor in Wiltshire. RAF
Rudlce Manor is the Headquarters of the RAF Police, which does serve
as a focal point, amongst other things, for flying complaints. 1In the
past, Rudloe Manor was the RAF coordination paint for reports of
unusual aerial sightings. However, once such reports were received
they were simply forwarded to this office for appropriate action.
Nowadays Rudloe Manor, along with other RAF stations, forward such
reports directly to this office.

5. I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,

'~ [REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT




M.O.D,
Secre_ariat (Air Staff) 2A.
Main Building Whitehall.

I'am writing with some questions pertaining to Unexplained aerial phenomena,
often referred as UFOQ’s.

I'am hoping that you could clarify your position on the 1980 (DEC) incident
between Rendlesham and Woodbridge Air bases.

In earlier letters it was mentioned that Lt Col Halt made an official statement regarding the
incident and that he made a recommendation that no further investigation be carried out.

Could you clarify when and how Lt Halt recommended this action as it is not mentioned in his
official report?

Could you let me know when and how the M.O.D was informed of Lt Halts recommendations as
they are not included in his report?

If as procedure would have it Lt Halt was debriefed by Defence Intelligence it possible to obtain
any briefing notes/statements so that I may clarify this point?

Does the M.O.D have an interest or opinion in the latest revelations by Lt Halt, in which he

claims there was an absolute defence threat, high level involvement, and cover-up by Defence
Intelligence, or other Intelligence departments?

['was also told in a letter that “the decision was taken that the U.K’s security was not compro-

mised”, are there any notes/documents that support this statement from the people who made this
decision? '

It was also wrote in the letter that this decision was based on the available evidence. Could you
please clarify this point for me :

1. If the Halt statement is the available evidence,

2. Ifits all the evidence.

3 orif there is other evidence that accompanies the Halt statement in any form?

Another point I feel needs to be clarified is Paragraph 1. Of the Halt statement. Lt halt uses the
word “they” meaning other than him and later states “That three patrolmen proceeded on foot”.

Who are the three patrolmen?, as they were the best and nearest observers to the phenomenon
why were their statements of the nights occurrences not taken?
If they were is it possible to see them?




Frbfn‘:_, éecrétériétﬁ()\ir‘ Staﬁ)2a1 , Room .‘82'4'5,
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, o
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A} 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

-

Your reference

Our reference '
Bath D/Sec(AsS)/64/3
Date
33()0ctober 1996

1. Thank you for your letter of 8 October.

2. May I first correct the misunderstanding in Paras 3 and 4 of

your letter. 1In para 2 of my letter to you of 7 Nov 94 I said
that:

"The Deputy Base Commander of RAF Woodbridge at the time of
the event, Lt Col Halt, made an official statement regarding
the incident, but significantly made no recommendation that a
further investigation should be carried out."

Nowhere in my letter do I state as you suggest that Lt Col Halt:

... made a recommendation that no further investigation be
carried out".

3. I attach for your information a Hansard extract of the
responses given by Mr Soames the Minister(Armed Forces) to two
Parliamentary Questions tabled by Martin Redmond MP in July of
this year about the alleged incident at Rendlesham Forest.

Your sincerely,




H ANSARD ExTRACT

Wetes Ansees

24 j\,.L\ V9L Columns 4—23 ?rLt-zL[-
J -

Rendlésham Forest (Incident)

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence (1) what response his Department made to the
report submitted -by ‘Lieutenant Colonel Charles Halt
relating to eveats in Rendlesham forest in December
1980; what interviews were held; and if he will make a
statement; (39247

(2) who assessed that the events around RAF
Woodbridge and RAF Bentwaters in December 1980,
which were reported to his Department by Lieutenant
Colonel Charles Halt were of no defence significance;
on what evidence the assessment was made: what
analvsis of events was carried out; and if he will make
a statement. {39249]

Mr. Soames: The report was assessed by the staff in
my Department responsible for air defence matters. Since
the judgment was that it contained nothing of defence
significance no further action was taken.




Dear_ Secretariat(Air Staff)2a.

Many thanks for your letter of 30 th Oct. 1996.

Also thank you for pointing out my error over the quote from the
‘Halt’ statement.

I am writing again with some questions on the 1980 (Dec) incidents,
between the Rendlesham and Woodbridge airbases.

I: In reference to the letter of 7th Nov. 1994 from yourself, it mentioned,
’that this decision was based on the available evidence. Could you clarify
‘Available evidence’?

A: was the Halt statement ‘the evidence’?
B: Is it the only evidence?
C: If there is other evidence what form did it take?

2: A point of the ‘Halt’ statement states ‘Three patrolmen proceeded on foot’.
Who are the patrolmen?

Were there statements taken?
If so is it possible to see them?

o

3: “Halt’ also states in paragraph three of the statement, ‘Numerous individuals witness
the activities’. :

Who were these individuals?

Were they interviewed or had they given statements?
Is it possible to see these statements?

From looking at the ‘Halt’ statement, it seems that the M.O.D would have to have at
least interviewed, or asked the other witnesses for statements.
If this is not the case please could you tell me why they weren’t?

Thank you again for taking the time to help me try to understand the events of the nights
in question.

All the best...




From:E Secretariat{Air Staff)2a1, Room 8245,
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, S
‘Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140 =
(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

Your reference

' ‘0ur reference
Bath D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date
\3 November 1996

1. Thank you for your undated letter which we received on
13 November.

2. The MOD position regarding the alleged incident at Rendlesham
Forest in December 1980 is that the events were judged by those
with responsibility for air defence matters at the time to have no
defence significance. Although a number of allegations have
subsequently been made about these reported events, nothing has

- emerged over the last 15 years which has given us reason to

believe that the original asséssment made by this Department was
incorrect.

3. I am afraid there is nothing more that I can add to the
comments I have previously provided.

Yours sincerely,




Thankyou for the last letter received from you in Nov 1996.

I am enquiring about the incident of Dec 1980 between the Woodbrige and
Rendlesham air bases.

I am not asking about any new information, as I already know the MOD standpoint on
this. 1 also know the MOD standpoint that the event was of "no defence
significance"and I thank you for clarifying that with me in your last letter.

All T am asking is for a reply to the questions below so as to help me understand the
event in question.

The questions I have are:

In the letter from you dated 7th Nov 1994 it mentioned, "that the decision was based
on the available evidence"

A. Was the Halt statement' the evidence'?
B. Is it the only evidence?
C. If there is other evidence what form did it take?

2. A point of the 'Halt' statement states 'Three patrolmen proceeded on foot'.
Who were the patrolmen?

Were their statements taken?

If so is it possible to see them?

-~

3. 'Halt' also states in paragraph three of the statement.'Numerous individuals
witnessed the activities'.

Who were these individuals?

Were they interviewed or had they given statements?
If so is it possible to see them?

F rom.looki'ng at the 'Halt' statement, it seems that the MOD would have to have at
least interviewed, or had statements fro all the other witnesses involved, if only to
show that Halt wasn't halucinating in any way.

Also Is it possible to see the cover letter that was attached to the Halt statement. when
it was sent by the Base Commander to the MOD?

I thank you in advance for any help you can give me.

All the best...




Fromg‘—' EETRECII S-cretoriat (Air Staff) 2a1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

" Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140 l

(Switchboard) 0171 218 90

Your reference

BATH

" Our reference

D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Da
28 June 1997

1. Thank you for your letter of 21 May concerning events which
are alleged to have oc

curred at RAF Woodbridge/Rendlesham Forest
in December 1980.

Yours sincerely,




From:_ Secretariat(Air St_aff.)2a1, Room 82
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, o
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
- (Switchboard) 0171 218

Your reference

Our reference
D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date

November 1996
9 -

1. Thank you for your undated letter which we received on
13 November. '

2. The MOD position regarding the alleged incident at Rendlesham
Forest in December 1980 is that the events were judged by those
with responsibility for air defence matters at the time to have no
defence significance. Although a number of allegations have
subsequently been made about these reported events, nothing has
emerged over the last 15 years which has given us reason to
believe that the original asséssment made by this Department was
incorrect.

3. I am afraid there is nothing more that I can add to the
comments I have previously provided.

Yours sincerely,




cretariat(Air Staff)2a,

Room 8245.

Many thanks for your letter of 30 th Oct. 1996.
Also thank you for pointing out my error over the quote from the
‘Halt’ statement.

I am writing again with some questions on the 1980 (Dec) incidents,
between the Rendlesham and Woodbridge airbases.

1: In reference to the letter of 7th Nov. 1994 from yourself, it mentioned,
that this decision was based on the available evidence. Could you clarify
‘Available evidence’?

A: was the Halt statement ‘the evidence’?

B: Is it the only evidence?

C: If there is other evidence what form did it take?

2: A point of the ‘Halt’ statement states ‘Three patrolmen proceeded on foot’.
Who are the patrolmen?

Were there statements taken?

If so is it possible to see them?

3: ‘Halt’ also states in paragraph three of the statement, ‘Numerous individuals witness
the activities’.

Who were these individuals?

Were they interviewed or had they given statements?

Is it possible to see these statements?

From looking at the ‘Halt’ statement, it seems that the M.O.D would have to have at
least interviewed, or asked the other witnesses for statements.
If this is not the case please could you tell me why they weren’t?

Thank you again for taking the time to help me try to understand the events of the nights
in question.

All the best..

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
EC{AS) 2

13 NOY 1996

THE GH3




From:
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Bulldmg, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
T : {(Switchboard) .0171 218 9000 -

Your reference

- Our reference
D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date

EBCJOCtOber 1996

1. Thank you for your letter of 8 October.

2. May I first correct the misunderstanding in Paras 3 and 4 of
your letter. 1In para 2 of my letter to you of 7 Nov 94 I said
that:

"The Deputy Base Commander of:RAF Woodbridge at the time of

" the event, Lt Col Halt, made an official statement regarding
the incident, but significantly made no recommendation that a
further investigation should be carried out."

Nowhere in my letter do I state as you suggest that Lt Col Halt:

"... made a recommendation that no further investigation be
carried out".

3. I attach for your information a Hansard extract of the

responses given by Mr Soames the Minister(Armed Forces) to two
Parliamentary Questions tabled by Martin Redmond MP in July of
this year about the alleged incident at Rendlesham Forest. :

Your sincerely,




H ANSARO EXTRACT

\i\l(‘ -*\'QA A‘nsuers

4 Ty VDL
NJ

ReéndleSsham Forest (Incident)

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretary of Stat for
Defence (1) . what response his Department made to the
report submitted -by -Lieutenant Colonel Charles Halt
relating to events in Rendlesham forest in December
1980:; what interviews were held; and if he will make a
statement; 139247}

(2) who assessed that the eveats around RAF
Woodbridge and RAF Bemtwaters in December 1980,
which were reported to his Department by Lieutenant
Colonel Charles Halt were of no defence significance;
on what evidence the assessment was made; what
analysis of events was carried out: and if he will make
a statsment. [39249])

Mr. Soames: The report was assessed by the staff in
my Department responsible for air defence maers. Since
the judgment was that it contained nothing of defence
significance no further action was taken.

Cm\ AN S sz% = Li"zl't‘




(STRY OF DEFENCE
N SEC(AS) 2
M.O.D, - 14 OCT K55
Secreariat (Air Staff) 2A.
Main Building Whitehall. ng L, ' 2

I am writing with some questions pertaining to Unexplained aerial phenomena,
often referred as UFO’s.

I am hoping that you could clarify your position on the 1980 (DEC) incident
between Rendlesham and Woodbridge Air bases.

In earlier letters it was mentioned that Lt Col Halt made an official statement regarding the
incident and that he made a recommendation that no further investigation be carried out.

Could you clarify when and how Lt Halt recommended this action as it is not mentioned in his
official report?

Could you let me know when and how the M.O.D was informed of Lt Halts recommendations as
they are not included in his report?

If as procedure would héve it Lt Halt was debriefed by Defence Intelligence it possible to obtain
any briefing notes/statements so that I may clarify this point?

Does the M.O.D have an interest or opinion in the latest revelations by Lt Halt, in which he
claims there was an absolute defence threat, high level involvement, and cover-up by Defence
Intelligence, or other Intelligence departments?

I was also told in a letter that “the decision was taken that the U.K’s security was not compro-
mised”, are there any notes/documents that support this statement from the people who made this
decision?

It was also wrote in the letter that this decision was based on the available evidence. Could you
please clarify this point for me :

1. If the Halt statement is the available evidence,

2.If its all the evidence.

3 orif there is other evidence that accompames the Halt statement in any form?

Another point I feel needs to be clarified is Paragraph 1. Of the Halt statement. Lt halt uses the
word “they” meaning other than him and later states “That three patrolmen proceeded on foot™.

Who are the three patrolmen?, as they were the best and nearest observers to the phenomenon
why were their statements of the nights occurrences not taken?
If they were is it possible to see them?




.

In paragraph three near the end Lt Halt mentions that “Numerous individuals witness the activi-

1. Who were these individuals? .
2. Were they interviewed or had they given statements ?

As Lt Halt didn’t” recommend no investigation” in the Halt statement then someone must have
collated statements to save disintergration of evidence in the case of further investigation.

Who? And are they available?

If not please could you tell me why?

The halt statement is dated 13th Jan. 91, can you give an explanation why it took almost 2 weeks D@‘ €~

to write a statement that could have been an intrusion of defence, and for it to be investigated?
Did the decision that the incident was no defence threat occur before or after the Halt statement?

I would appreciate it if you could please he'lp in the clarification of these points, because I do not
have all the relevant facts it gives the impression that the M.O.D Investigation procedure was

sloppy and I would like to help clear this image up and present a clear picture of those nights in
questlon

All the bes

10.9%.

be
P
V\ail—cz <
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Frbm:_ Secretariat (Air Stafﬂ 2a1 .,

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

‘Telephone (Direct dial) =~ 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

Your reference

Our reference
D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date

20 June 1997

1. Thank you for your letter of 21 May concerning events which
are alleged to have occurred at RAF Woodbridge/Rendlesham Forest
in December 1980.

2. I am afraid that there really is nothing further I can add to
the information I have given in previous correspondence on this
subject. '

Yours sincerely,




Thankyou for the last letter received from you in Nov 1996.

I am enquiring about the incident of Dec 1980 between the Woodbrige and -
Rendlesham air bases.

I am not asking about any new information, as I already know the MOD standpoint on
this. I also know the MOD standpoint that the event was of "no defence
significance"and I thank you for clarifying that with me in your last letter.

All T am asking is for a reply to the questions below so as to help me understand the
event in question.

The questions I have are:

In the letter from you dated 7th Nov 1994 it mentioned, "that the decision was based
on the available evidence"

A. Was the Halt statement' the evidence'?

B. Is it the only evidence?

C. If there is other evidence what form did it take?

2. A point of the 'Halt' statement states 'Three patrolmen proceeded on foot'.
Who were the patrolmen?

Were their statements taken?

If so is it possible to see them?

3. 'Halt' also states in paragraph three of the statement,'Numerous individuals
witnessed the activities'.

Who were these individuals?

Were they interviewed or had they given statements?

If so is it possible to see them?

From looking at the 'Halt' statement, it seems that the MOD would have to have at
least interviewed, or had statements fro all the other witnesses involved, if only to
show that Halt wasn't halucinating in any way.

Also Is it possible to see the cover letter that was attached to the Halt statement, when
it was sent by the Base Commander to the MOD?

I thank you in advance fo lp%zou can give me.
4




From
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) { ‘
Operations & Policy 1 : e
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberiand Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direc

(Switq

(Fax)

(GTN

Your R

Cambridge INTZT
Date

o 2

Thank you for your e-mail of 3 December, which has been passed to me, as this department is the
focal point within the MOD for correspondence about UFOs.

The recent press reports about the release of information concerning the “Rendlesham Forest”
incident refers to the MOD Freedom of Information Act Publication Scheme which was launched
on 29 November and includes classes of information on UFOs. If you wish to look at the scheme,
please see www.foi.mod.uk. A search under UFO will take you to all the UFO material in the
scheme and a search on Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to the Rendlesham documents.

You mentioned the release of these and other documents to and their appearance
in UFO Magazine earlier in the year. I can confirm that quested a copy of the
Rendlesham Forest file under the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the
Codei in May 2001. Since then 22 others have requested and been sent copies of the file.

also requested a copy of the Flying Saucer Working Party — Report No.7. At the time
of this request no copy could be found and it was thought not to have survived. However, during
a routine review of files which had been retained in the MOD for more than 50 years, a copy of
the report was found on an unrelated file. As we were aware of_interest in this
document, he was informed that a copy had been discovered and it was duly released to him. Both
of these sets of papers have been included in the MOD FOI Publication Scheme which has given
us the opportunity to make them more generally available.

You also asked if the MOD holds other classified material on ‘UFO’ matters and whether it plans
to release any further documents in the future.

The MOD holds approximately 250 files concerning UFO matters, the vast majority of which are
unclassified reports and correspondence with members of the public. These files are subject to
the provisions of the Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967. This Act of Parliament states that
official files generally remain closed from public viewing for 30 years after the last action has
been taken. The MOD, however, also operates in accordance with the Code of Practice on Access

~ to Government Information (the Code), which encourages the provision of information unless its

disclosure would, for example, cause harm to defence, invade on an individual's privacy, or if it -

B w e pea




would take an unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to a request. Information held n—— -

these closed files can therefore, be requested and will be supplied wherever possible providing'it
does not fall under one of the exemptions in the Code. We will be keeping the FOI Publication

Scheme under review and material released in response to individual requests, may be added to
the scheme in the future.

I hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in the future, please write to the address at the top
of this letter, or e-mail me at das-laopspoll @defence. mod.uk '

Yours sincerely,




** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

#* TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** *

J__aw a»:)\\'y /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To  DAS (le{) L e TORefNo _ S 42 /2002

Date Lk * CDeg Qh—-—‘

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 penodlcally calls for a sample

An Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information came
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on_

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simpie
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In

addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for
information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
'
§ 4

=~

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5™ August 2002
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From:

Sent: 03 December 2002 09:20

To: 'Ministers@defence.mod.uk'
Subject: Rendlesham UFO documents
Hello MoD .

The press has been carrying reports that the MoD has released documents
related to the so-called Rendlesham Forest incident.

Earlier this year, UFO magazine published several pages of previously secret

ocuments pertaining to Rendlesham. These docs were obtained by!
H. I gather that these documents are the one's -

the MoD has decided to release.

_ also obtained a copy of a 50yr old report by the Flying Saucer -
Working Group. It is my understanding that an MP was told that no such
document existed. But exist it does.

* Are you able to confirm the existence of any other classifed
documents or other classified materials held by the MoD or its agencies
related to the UFO/ET subject?

* Wouldn't it be a boon for the government that introduced the FOIA to
demonstrate its commitment to the Act by disclosing all currently classified
UFO information?

* Does the MoD plan to release any further UFO documents?

My address is:-

Cambridge

Sincerely

tel:

fax:

UbiNetics Ltd
www.UbiNetics.com email:

The information contained in this email and any attachments is likely to be
confidential and legally privileged, and is for the intended recipient named
above only. Any copying, dissemination, disclosure of or use of this email

or its attachments unless authorised by us is prohibited, except that you
may forward this email and/or attachments to a third party on a strict "need
to know" basis. If you have received this email in error, please notify us
immediately by replying to the email or by calling iR’ case
then delete this email and any full or partial copies of it. You as the
intended recipient must be aware and accept that email is not a totally
secure communications medium. Although we have taken all reasonable steps to
make sure this email and any attachments are free from viruses, we do not
(to the extent permitted by law) accept any liability whatsoever for any

1




virus infection and/or compromise of security caused by this email and any
attachment. No contract may be formed or documents served by you on or with
us by this email or any attachments unless expressly agreed otherwise by us.
Any views expressed in this email or attachments by an individual are not
necessarily those of UbiNetics Limited.



From: _ V ‘O

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1a
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberiand Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP
Telephone " (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax) .
E-Mail das-laopspol1a@defenca. u
Barrow in Furness 8}1]5&%%26‘7%?/

Cumbria

Date
Section 40| I {, December 2002

oy -
I am writing with reference to your e-mail dated 4 December 2002, which was passed to

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

With regard to your request for a disclosure of records, it might be helpful if I first explain
that Ministry of Defence files are subject to the provision of the Public records Act of 1958 and
1967 and remain closed for 30 years after the last action on the file has been taken. It was
generally the case that before 1967 all MOD ‘UFO’ files were destroyed after five years as there
was insufficient public interest in the subject to merit their permanent retention. However, as a
result of growing public interest the files have been routinely preserved since 1967 and released to
the Public Record Office. Any from the 1950s and early 1960s that survived are pen for public

viewing and if you (or a representative) would like to look at these files they are held at the
following address:

The Public Record Office
Ruskin Avenue

Kew

Richmond

Surrey

TW9 4DU

Tel: 020 8876 3444
Fax: 020 8878 8905

Files from 1972 onwards will be opened annually as they reach their 30-year maturity point.
With regard to the files that are less than 30 years old, I can inform you that the.

Department receives, on average, about 400 sighting reports from members of the public each year
- and a similar number of letters, some of which may also contain sighting reports.  The information




F)

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 receive the material from archives and scrutinise and remove all of the
personal information from many thousands of documents. The latter action would be necessary
because the alternative, to contact everyone providing the information to secure their agreement to
the release of their personal details, would be unworkable. 1T regret, therefore, that your request
for copies of all this material is refused under Exemption 9 of the Code of practice on Access to
Government Information (voluminous or vexatious requests) and Exemption 12 (Privacy of an
individual). We would, of course, be happy to look to see what information might be made
available if you could be more specific about the period, or reports of particular sightings that you
are interested in. This would then enable us to consider whether a more focused effort on a limited
amount of material might be possible.

If you are unhappy with the decision to refuse your request for full access to MOD files and
wish to appeal, you should write in the first instance to the Ministry of Defence, Directorate of
Information (Exploitation), Room 819B, St Giles Court, 1-13 St Giles High Street, London,
WC2H 8LD requesting that the decision be reviewed. If following the internal review you remain
dissatisfied, you can ask a Member of Parliament to take up the case with the Parliamentary
Commissioner for Administration (the Ombudsman) who can investigate on your behalf The
Ombudsman will not, however, consider an investigation until the internal review process has been
completed. I hope this is helpful.

\/Ou/fS St




" **TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** ’

Lo R/g (\9 JE-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To_ DR ( LA) Px¥ TOReftNo b bR /2002

Date 5 [Q OF

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 penodlcally calls for a sample

An Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information came
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is ¢ L£o1)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info OM

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In

addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for
information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.
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As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of
your branch records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year.

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SWI1A 2EU

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
£y
§ 4

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5™ August 2002
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Page 1 of 1

flinisters

rrom:

Sent: 04 December 2002 11:13
To: Ministers

Subject: resent message

To whom it may concern.
| am and have been greatly interested in foo fighters all my life and have seen a

number over the years.Would it be foolish of me to ask for disclosure of records?

Regar

My full postal address is;

arrow in Furness
Cumbria

2/2002
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From: DAS-LA OpsPol1

Sent: 16 December 2002 10:56

To Sectiond0 |
Subject: MOD Released material on UFOs

Signed By: das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk
Security Label: Signed

Thank you for your e-mail concerning the press reports about material released by the MOD concerning
UFOs. Your message has been passed to me because this department is the focal point within the MOD for

matters concerning UFOs.

The MOD Freedom of Information Act Publication Scheme can be found at www.foi.mod.uk. A search under
UFO will take you to all the UFO matterial released. A search under Rendlesham Forest will take you to the

Rendlesham Forest papers specifically.

| hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in future, please e-mail me at das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk

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

16/12/2002




l%-LA OpsPol1

From: DAS-LA OpsPol1

Sent: 11 December 2002 12:05

To: DAS-LA OpsPol2

Subject: MOD Released material on UFOs

Thank you for your e-mail concerning the press reports about material released by the MOD concerning UFOs. Your
message has been passed to me because this department is the focal point within the MOD for matters concerning
UFOs.

The MOD Freedom of Information Act Publication Scheme can be found at www.foi.mod.uk. A search under UFO
will take you to all the UFO matterial released. A search under Rendlesham Forest will take you to the Rendlesham
Forest papers specifically.

| hope this is helpful. if you wish to contact me in future, please e-mail me at das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk

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



2
>

Qow FIying

From: Ministers

Sent: 09 December 2002 09:02
To: Low Flying

Subject: FW: UFO reports

Signed By: ministers@defence.mod.uk
Security Label: Signed

From: ‘

Sent: 07 December 2002 12:06
To: public@ministers.mod.uk
Subject: UFO reports

if possible please send me the latest Reports on the UFO phenomena
recently reported in the Press



y
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DAS-LA OpsPol2 .
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From: DAS-LA OpsPol2 ;
Sent: 12 December 2002 11:34
To: Seciionag |
Subject: MOD Released material on UFOs

Signed By: das-laopspol2@defence.mod.uk
Security Label: Signed

Thank you for your e-mail dated 3 December concerning the MOD Rendlesham Forest file released in th:e UK
Freedom of Information Act 2000, Publication Scheme. Your message has been passed to me because this
department is the focal point within the MOD on matters concerning UFOs.

The MOD Publication Scheme can be found at www.foi.mod.uk . A search under UFO will take you to althe
released information on UFOs. A search on Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to the Rendleshar.
Forest papers.

| hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in future, please e-mail me at das-
laopspol1@defence.mod.uk

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

12/12/2002
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&S-LA OpsPol1

To: DAS-LA OpsPol2
Subject: MOD Released material on UFOs

geoccion 0

Thank you for your e-mail dated 3 December concerning the MOD Rendiesham Forest file released in the UK
Freedom of Information Act 2000, Publication Scheme. Your message has been passed to me because this
department is the focal point within the MOD on matters concerning UFOs.

The MOD Publication Scheme can be found at www.foi.mod.uk . A search under UFO will take you to all the
released information on UFOs. A search on Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to the Rendlesham Forest
papers.

| hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in future, please e-mail me at das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk

birééfo?étélof A!ir taff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1




** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

Low ﬂ:)‘\f? /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
To TP (1a) ¥ P TORefNo __ G54 o /2002

Date (2 .0

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 penodlcally calls for a sample

An Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information came
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info oni

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In

addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for
information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222. Old War Office Building. Whitehall SW1A 2EU

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
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Parliamentary-Asst Clerk3

Sent: ecember :

To: public@ministers.mod.uk
Subject: UFOs

Sir: How can I receive a copy of the Remsdlesham UFO incident? Couldn't
locate it on your website. Send any data to:

T Cost Chicago, In., 46312, USA.! gf‘hanks! /s/ _‘
| ! |




4 .

@ Dbas-LA OpsPol2 -
From: DAS-LA OpsPol2 {
Sent: 12 December 2002 11:33
To: Section40 |
Subject: MOD Released material on UFOs

Signed By: das-laopspol2@defence.mod.uk
Security Label: Signed

Thank you for your e-mail of 3 December concerning the MOD Rendlesham Forest file released in the
Freedom of Information Act 2000, Publication Scheme. Your message has been passed to me because this
department is the focal point within the MOD on matters concerning UFOs.

The MOD Publication Scheme can be found at www.foi.mod.uk. A search under UFO will take you to ¢li the
released information on UFOs. A search on Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to the Rendlesham

Forest papers.

| hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in future, please e-mail me at das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk

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

12/12/2002
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I_J‘-LA OpsPol1

To: DAS-LA OpsPol2
Subject: MOD Released material on UFOs

gl Seotion 40 |

Thank you for your e-mail of 3 December concerning the MOD Rendlesham Forest file released in the Freedom of
Information Act 2000, Publication Scheme. Your message has been passed to me because this department is the
focal point within the MOD on matters concerning UFOs.

The MOD Publication Scheme can be found at www.foi.mod.uk. A search under UFO will take you to all the
released information on UFOs. A search on Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to the Rendlesham Forest
papers.

I hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in future, please e-mail me at das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk

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




** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** -

Ln\nq»){b /E-MAIL
TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
To__ D& () A TORefNo_ (550~ 2002
Date_ G - Qo< &~

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 penodlcally calls for a sample

An Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information came
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info o

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In
addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for
information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
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Parliamentary-Asst Clerk3

From: [T

Sent: 03 December 2002 14:29
To: public@ministers.mod.uk
Subject: UFO Documentation
Dear Sir / Madam,

| believe that according to the Freedom of Information Act, documentation relating to UFO sittings in the UK
has at last been released to the public and that they were to be posted on your web page. | can not find these,
can you please tell me when this will be made available and where | can find them.

Kind Regards

Esher

Surrei

03/12/2002




DAS-LA OpsPol2

From: DAS-LA OpsPol2

Sent: 12 December 2002 11:32

To: Section40 |
Subject: MOD Released material on UFOs

Signed By: das-laopspol2@defence.mod.uk
Security Label: Signed

Dear SR,

The Lord Chancellor's Department have forwarded to me your e-mail of 29 November concerning the U+O
papers released by the Ministry of Defence concerning UFOs. This department is the focal point within ine
MOD for matters concerning UFOs.

If you wish to view the documents released under the MOD Freedom of Information Act, Publication Schzme,
please go to www.foi.mod.uk and search under UFO.

I hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in future, please e-mail me at das-laopspol1@detence.moad.uk

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

12/12/2002
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gAs-LA OpsPol1

From: DAS-LA OpsPol1

Sent: 11 December 2002 11:55

To: DAS-LA OpsPol2

Subject: MOD Released material on UFOs

The Lord Chancellor's Department have forwarded to me your e-mail of 29 November concerning the UFO papers
released by the Ministry of Defence concerning UFOs. This department is the focal point within the M;OD for matters
concerning UFOs.

If you wish to view the documents released under the MOD Freedom of Information Act, Publication Scheme, please
go to www.foi.mod.uk and search under UFO.

| hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in future, please e-mail me at das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk

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




**TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
To__ oo (L) pip TO Ref No &7=S /2002
Date | rammenieser 200>

= A PY/LISefS/MOD” has received the attached
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained
nor acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PivAVHnisterDepartment .

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 periodically calls for a sample
of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

An Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information came
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on_

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In

addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for
information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
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LORD CHANCELLOR'S DEPARTMENT
ROOM 6.24, SELBORNE HOUSE
" 54-60 VICTORIA STREET
~+ LONDON -
- SW1E 6QW

| 'ITransfer of.' Public Correspondence

‘We received ‘the attached correspondéhce.:égﬂer consideration, the-subject .
-matterissmore-appropHate-to-your-department.

G
i1

() The cbrrespondent has been informed of the transfer.

() | The _correspondent has not been informei:l' of the transfer.

() The correspondents have been informed of the transfer. !
() The correspondents have notbeen informed of the transfer.

If your department is no longer responsible for the issue(s) raised, please
forward the correspondence to the apprapriate office, do not return it to this

department.

Thank you.




. ‘
.

From:

Sent: 03 December 2002 16:01

To:

Subject: m of Information ( IT and E-Government Policy)

Could you please treat this as a Treat Official.

Thanks

Private Secretary to Yvette Cooper MP

_____ r p—

Fron T ——

Sent: 03 December :
TOW

Subject: FW:Freedom of Information ( IT and E-Government Policy)

One fo

Thanks

----- Original Message-----
From:_
Sent: 29 November 2002 05:24

To: coopery@parliament.uk
Subject: Freedom of information ( IT and E-Government Policy)

This message has been sent from the House of Commons WebSite Constituency
Locata Service Your email address will not be divulged unless you reply by
email to this message

I am please to hear that the Government Policy is to be relaxed in the near
future on certain classified UFO sightings, | would be very interested in
perusing any such documents, especially if made available on the internet.

When any such documents are released, could | please be informed with
details of how to access them. | presume that some form of database will be

opened to the public. If so, then could you please e-mail me the link
addresses. Regards, [T
The sender left the following as their name and address:

_ Peterlee Co. Durham !

Message Ends.

PLEASE NOTE: THE ABOVE MESSAGE WAS RECEIVED FROM THE INTERNET.

On entering the GSI, this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet (GSI) virus scanning
service supplied exclusively by Cable & Wireless in partnership with Messagelabs.

GSI users see http://www.gsi.gov.uk/main/new2002notices.htm for further details. In case of problems, please call
your organisational IT helpdesk.
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DAS-LA OpsPol1

From:

Sent: 16 December 2002 13:31

To: DAS-LAOpsPol1@defence.mod.uk
Subject: RE: Released material on UFOs, Reply
Importance: High

Thank you. 12/16/02 7:30 am CST

Regards,

h President

"Private Investment Banking Consultants
Chicago, Illinois
DIRECT
CEL
FAX

* ok ok,

————— Original Message—--———-
From: "DAS-LA OpsPoll" <DAS-LAOpsPoll@defence.mod.uk>
Sent: Mon, 16 Dec 2002 11:53:08 —-0000

To: [section40_ |

Subject: Released material on UFOs

Thank you for your e-mail of 9 December concerning the release of MOD
documents relating to an alleged UFO sighting in Rendlesham Forest,
Suffolk in 1980. Your message has been passed to me as this department
is the focal point within the MOD for correspondence relating to UFOs.

I have not seen the article in the NY Times, but if it states that the
released material contains photographs, then this is incorrect, as the
MOD does not hold any photographs of this alleged incident.

If you wish to view the released documents, please go to www.foi.mod.uk
and search on Rendlesham Forest. If you wish to look at all the
material on UFOs included in the MODs Freedom of Information Act
Publication Scheme, please search under UFO.

I hope this is helpful. TIf you wish to contact me in the future, please
send your e-mails to das-laopspolll@defence.mod.uk

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




DAS-LA OpsPol1

To:
Subject: Released material on UFOs
Security Label: Signed

Thank you for your e-mail of 9 December concerning the release of MOD documents relating to an alleged UFO
sighting in Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in 1980. Your message has been passed to me as this department is the
focal point within the MOD for correspondence relating to UFOs.

I have not seen the article in the NY Times, but if it states that the released material contains photographs, then this
is incorrect, as the MOD does not hold any photographs of this alleged incident.

If you wish to view the released documents, please go to www.foi.mod.uk and search on Rendlesham Forest. If you
wish to look at all the material on UFOs included in the MODs Freedom of Information Act Publication Scheme,
please search under UFO.

I hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in the future, please send your e-mails to das-laopspol1
@defence.mod.uk

Ministry of Defence
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1
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Low Flying

From:

Sent: 09 December 2002 03:03

To: lowflying@defence.mod.uk

Subject: Request for Assistance, re; The [so-called] Rendiesham File and related photos.
Hi There, 12/7/02 9:00 pm CST

I have read in todays NY Times, section 4, pg.7 about the recent release of the so-
called Rendlesham File, i.e., the UFO photos. I have also, this evening, registered
with your web-site. For the life of me I am unable to locate or should I say navigate
to the actual photos. Would you be so kind as to provide me with a link, or other
such guidance, in order to facilitate my ability to view. I am not a so-called "UFO
buff" or a conspiracy theorist but rather just an ordinary guy who has read about the
recent posting of these photos and, well, I am curious & would like to (as it is said)
take a gander. Your assistance is appreciated. Should you desire the article that I
have referred to, i.e., "The Word for Word" article I would be more than happy to send
it to you via any number of methods/web-sites. Please advise and thanks.

Regards,

* Kk Kk ok K

President

—Private Investment Banking Consultants

Chicago, Illinois
DIRECT
CELL
FAX




** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

| sw P\Aj ',\,\i) /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To fDé\J{\ ( \,P(> {4 ¥ TO RefNo _&@2L. /2002
Date =" Decenloor SN

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 periodically calls for a sample
of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

An Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information came
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on—

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In

addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for
information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
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r Rendlesham Files Information Release Page 1 of 1
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\ - -
Ministers

s

N ——

From:
Sent: 03 December 2002 20:26

To: 'OPCA Enquiries@ombudsman.gsi.gov.uk’; 'public@ministers.mod.uk'
Subject: Rendiesham Files Information Release

Thank yo“and the Ministry of Defence for seeing to the public release of the "Rendlesham
Files". It is too often that one of the strangest enigmas of modern times is continually met with derision, fear

and ignorance. This may have been appropriate during the "dark ages" of a few hundred years ago, but it's
uncalled for today. Like many other unexplained phenomena before, this too will one day be solved, and the
more information that is credible and made public, the quicker the solution will be in hand.

Thanks again from "across the pond",

Anchorage, Alaska USA

=T

04/12/2002
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%AS-LA OpsPol1

To: M
Subject: Forest Papers

oecor SRR

Thank you for your recent letter in which you requested a copy of documents concerning the alleged UFO sighting in
Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in 1980.

The Ministry of Defence file on this incident has been including in the MOD Freedom of Information Act Publication
Scheme and can be viewed at www.foi.mod.uk. A search under Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to these
papers. Alternatively, if you wish to see all the material on UFOs included in the Publication Scheme, please search
under UFO.

1 hope this is helpful. You may wish to note that our branch has reorganised and we are now at the following
address;

Ministry of Defence

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

Room 6/73

Metropole Building

Northumberland Avenue

London

WC2N 5BP

Alternatively, you can e-mail me at das-laopspol1@defence.mod. uk



Northern Branch

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE (MOD)
Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a

Room 8245

Main Building

Whitehall

London

SW1 A2HB

Dear Sir or Madam:

| am writing to request a copy, under the terms and regulations of the freedom of information
act, of any documents relating to unidentified flying objects in the UK, and in particular the
Rendiesham forest UFO incident.

If your department is unable to fulfil this request, | would be grateful if you could transfer my
request to the appropriate department or office on my behalf.

Yours Faithfully

igations Co-Ordinator
orthern Branch
And member of BUFORA

Denton Burn, Newcastle Upon Tyne




DAS-LA OpsPol1

To: ST
Subject: eports of sightings of UFOs

1l December 2002

| am writing in reply to your e-mail of 3 December, which has been passed to me as this department is the focal point
within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence about UFOs.

You asked why the MOD does not publish any reports of sightings of UFOs on the MOD Website and it may help if |
first explain the MODs position with regard to UFOs.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of '"UFO/flying saucer' matters or to the question of the
existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally open-minded. Any reports made to
the MOD are examined solely to establish whether what was seen might have some defence significance; namely,
whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the UK from an external military source,
and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each
reported sighting. We believe that it is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural
phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of identification
service and we could not justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence
remit.

With regard to publication of these reports, all the reports we receive contain the name, address and personal details
of those who have corresponded with the MOD. Before publication these would have to be removed in accordance
with the Data Protection Act 1998. Given the MOD's limited interest in these matters we do not believe the
expenditure of cost to do this on a continuous bases, for no defence purpose, could be justified. The MOD does,
however, operate in accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information, which encourages
the provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example, cause harm to defence, invade on an
individual's privacy, or if it would take an unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to a request. Information is
supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under one of the exemptions of the Code. | note that you have
requested "recent records of sightings inside the UK". If you would like to be a little more specific about the
information you require, (for example, a particular period or location) we will see what reports can be made available
to you. In addition, you may like to look at the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme at www.foi.mod.uk.
This shows all the material published by the MOD and a search under UFO will take you to directly to this class of
information.

Finally, you say you have written "tons of times" but never received a reply. We have no record of previous
correspondence from you, so if you wish to contact us in future, my e-mail address is das-laopspol1
@defence.mod.uk. Alternatively you can write to me at the following address;

Ministry of Defence

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

Room 6/73

Metropole Building

Northumberland Avenue

London

WC2N 5BP

I hope this is helpful.




** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

L ,{7\3 '\’j /E-MAIL
TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To _ DR M) O~ ¢ TORefNo__ A (. /2002
Date_ & - (2 -\

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 periodically calls for a sample
of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

An Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information came
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with
the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is ¢

ontained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In
addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for
information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit

Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU
dCHOtS: Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk;

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **
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Y
$ 2
INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5™ August 2002

x»» ALTHOIRMd HOIH V NHATLD HE OL =



. Page 1 of 1
Parliamentary-Asst Clerk3

From: T

Sent: 03 December 2002 14:32
To: public@ministers.mod.uk
Subject: PLEASE READ ME AND REPLY

DEAR SIR/MADAM
| AM WRITING TO ASK WHY YOU DONT PUBLISH ANY REPORTS ON SIGHTINGS OF

U.F.O'S IN YOUR WEBSITE AT WWW.MOD.UK

THERE ARE SO MANY SIGHTINGS EVERY YEAR BY MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC AND GOVERMENT

SERVENTS |

| WOULD LIKE TO ASK YOU FOR THE RECENT RECORDS OF SIGHTINGS INSIDE THE UK PLEASE. AS
| KNOW THIS TYPE OF INFORMATION CAN BE GIVEN OUT TO THE PUBLIC BY THE MOD !

| DONT REALLY THINK THE MOD WILL REPLY TO THIS EMAIL BY POST AS | WROTE TONS OF TIMES

AND NEVER GOT NO WHERE ! MAKES YOU THINK DONT IT !

LAST PLEA FOR A REPLY !l

YOURS SINCERLY

SALISBURY
WILTSHIRE

03/12/2002
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@s.LA OpsPolt I

To: LIC
Subject: UFO Papers

RS- cion 4

| am writing with reference to your e-mail of 2 December in which you gave a description of something you saw but
were unable to identify over Washington on 4 October 2002. Your message has been passed to me as this
department is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence about UFOs.

It may be helpful if | explain that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/Flying saucer’
matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. Any reports we receive, are examined solely to see if there is any evidence that UK airspace might
have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Uniess there is evidence of a potential threat to the
UK from an external military source, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We
believe it is posssible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for
them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service and we could not justify
expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond or specific defence remit. | am therefore unable to
help with identification of your particular sighting.

You also mentioned that you had read the article on CNN.com about the Ministry of Defence papers on UFOs which
have been released under the MOD Freedom of Information Act Publication Scheme. If you would like to view these
papers, they can be found at www.foi.mod.uk. A search on Rendlesham Forest will take you straight to the papers
on this particular incident, or a search on UFO will find all the information on UFOs included in the Publication
Scheme.

I hope this is helpful. If you wish to e-mail me in the future, my address is das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk
Ministry of Defence

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy1




** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

## TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

L‘w%.b /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To Sm (;A} 6\;‘1 TORefNo 6SG X, /2002

Date (. 12.. &) .

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 periodically calls for a sample
of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

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

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In
addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for
information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222. Old War Office Building. Whitehall SW1A 2EU

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

Sent: 02 December 2002 19:37
To: public@ministers.mod.uk
Subject: 1 was reading the ufo story

ufo.bmp

I was reading the ufo story on the CNN.com site I think I saw part of the
samething here in the USA.
Here, is what I saw.

had something happen to me on Oct,4.2002
It happen on October Friday the 4th 2002 around 8:30 PM. PST. I was hearing
something like bat noise but not a high low pitch, but a double low pitch
noise of the same kind of like a bird call. It was foggy at the time, as
they where circling counter clockwise over my head about 50 feet, I counted
five of them. My X-wife came over to drop of my son off, I told her to look
at this, We watch this happen for about an hour. They where giving of light
white and a blue like nucleus type center. I made a drawing of it to try to
show you what I saw. I guess Washington State is very active in this kind of
thing I wish I had something to record or trace it with. here is a pic. of
what it looked like when it lite up and about the size of a seagul.

From:

Everett, WA. 98204
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