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¢— OpsPol1

To

Subject: 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 'UFO/ flying saucer’
matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestia! 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 '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 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.

| hope this is hetpful.

das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk
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From: _ Info-Access3

Sent: 04 June 2003 10:19

To: DAS4A1(SEC); DAS-LA OpsPol1

Ce: Info-Access4

ection 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: une 08:04
To: info-access3 @defence.mod.uk

Subject: information verification

Greetings -

My name is SEO 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) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

E-Mail das-laopspol1a@defence.

Your Reference

Our Reference
D/DAS/64/3 @—

Eastchurch

Kent Date
\‘| May 2003

Veer

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. I am 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.

yh femeare



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

won Section40E-Mail das-laopspol1a@de' : :

Your Reference

Our Ref
D/DAS/64/3@—-

Date
23 March 2003

»- ii
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 “UFO”

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.

Yous A acerely
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Ee OpsPol1

To:

Subject: The Rendiesham Forest File
Security Label: Signed

pegoection 40
Thank you for your message of 10 May concerning access to the papers on the Rendlesham Forest incident. Your
message has been passed to this Department as we are the focal point within the MOD for correspondence regard
‘UFOs’.

| 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
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

Le Fayn /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE ey

To DAS(iA) Af TO RefNo__ S57 _ /2003
4

cc De lade | Date [4 .9-—.

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

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 onORT

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.

5
SY

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 1* April 2003
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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 Rendiesham 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: - 7
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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) 020 7218 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 meftit their permanent retention. However since 1967, following an increase in

public interest in this subject "UFO" report files are now routinely preserved. Any files from the

1950s and early 1960s which did survive are already available for examination by members of the

public at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. Files

from 1967 onwards 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 requestedis supplied wherever possible 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
TORINO, assssccsssesnseceneces

18 MAY 2003

FILE



From: Sea
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-laopspol1a@defence.

Your Re

Our Refé
p DASIA

. 
ate .Staffordshire 2 Ape?

Man

Thank you for your letter dated 12 April 2003. =)

Firstly, you mentioned a ‘UFO’ which allegedly crashed in Cannock Chase in 1974. I 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 ‘UFO’ sightings are examined, but consultation

with air defence staff and others as necessary is considered only where there is sufficient evidence

to suggest a breach of UK air space. 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. I hope this is helpful.

Vous f ‘naely



Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations and Policy 1a

Ministry of Defence

STAFFORDSHIRE Room 6/73

Metropole Building

Northumberland Avenue

LONDON

WC2N SBP

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 I discovered information on an event that was alleged to have

occurred in my local area in 1974 where an alleged ‘crashed UFO’ 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....



(2)

..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 REOMRAOMEN 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.
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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 one PO
(Switch

(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Re

Our Ref
D/DAShRoswell

NM 88202-0583 USA

ITT SF

Date .
22 April 2003

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,



ACTED ONORIGINAL DOCUMENF 3
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For the attention of Mies P. Titchmarsh —

Ministry of Defence,

LONDON SWLA 2HB’

Dear Miss Titchmarsh,

ret UFO Matters and Rendlesham Forest Sighting.

I enclose a copy of a letter which I received in January, together with
a copy of the front of the envelope which contained the Same, and would be gratefuto receive your comments thereon.

Thanking you in anticipation.

Yours

_., REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT



DACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT . ad .

CORRESPONDENCE FROM; SY |

1. I attach a letter end attachments we recently received froma ay
for your information and whatever action you think necessary. _ -

2. As you will cco, EE >a: sent us a copy of a letter which purports
to be a report of landing of a UFO crewed by several "entities" near RAF
Bentwaters in 1980. This letter is clearly a forgery. Although it is written
on MOD headed paper it is most certainly not an official dccumeee.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 newspaper. The News of the World
ran a very sensational seory in October last year, alleging that a UFO had landed
near RAF Bentwaters. They based this on a report by a USA 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 MOD'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. GHEE) 2séressea 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 ps8
are the responsible division, although we do not, contrary to what the letter
suggests, carry out investigations.

4k, 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
speak to you about this.

A MATHEWSON

Ds8

MB 7230 2638 MB

_ REDACTEDON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

—TM~ a :
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To__ pas CLA) pip. TO RefNo 422 2003

“ Date Tuas Aort\ 2ZOd2

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). Tf,

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 Misecion 40
Under 'Service First’, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have

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

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

This information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published

targets. In addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests

for information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

As part of our monitoring procedure, random spot checks on the accuracy of

your branch records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year.

Ministerial Correspondence Unit

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

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.

\ £
INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

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

Whitehail

London SW1A2EU

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,



REDACTED ONORIGINAL DOCUMENT

* MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

. Telephone (Direct Dialling) o1-213qE

Ques, (Switchboard) 01-218 9000.

Dear ae ’

As you know, OSI has ‘completed @ report on the landing of
a craft of unimowm origin crewed by several entities near BAF Bentwatern on

the night of December 29/30 1980.

Interestingly, OSI reports that the ent:
spproxiuately 14 metres tall, wore what appeared to be

cuits, but no helmets. Conditicns on the night wars nisi

Tape recordings vere made on which the

to epeak in an slectronically synthesised version of E
- Auerioan accent. Similar transmissions intercepted irre,

1975. (See attached—~ Flag A)

digits and an opposable “thumb.
Despite original reports (riage B-G),

was not damaged but landed deliberately as part of_s series of visite to

SAC bases in USA ana Europe. Reporte that craft was repaised by US

gervicemen or was taken on to the base are not confirmed osI.

. Lenéing is not considered a defence issug in view of the
overt peaceful nature of the contact, but investigations TSS are to te

continued on QS authority. Precautionary plan for counter-

information at a loccl level involving eenapmegy and a >_>

—, is strongly recommended. . -

m
y



Roswell, NM 88202-0583

Tel. TE &n:2i1:

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 Informantian Act

(FOIA) request, which was received by this office on 6 March 2008, for

information relating to a “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.” Specifically, you requested

“any transcripts that you have of the type of tape recordings cited in the British

MoD document, or any other documents relating thereto.” Your request 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 pwrosided

in your letter, you are considered an “all other” requester. As such, yous are

allowed 2 hours of search and the duplication of 100 pages at no cost. Simce

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 in the

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

question the validity of the document as a true and legitimate British MoD

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 ta

protect U.S. communications and produce foreign intelligence information. 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: hittp://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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eg ocction 40
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

E-Mail das-laopspol1a@def :

Your Reference

Our Referenc
DIDAS/04/3

Staffordshire 4 "x pril 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.



Ministry of Defence (MOD)

Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a

Room 8245

Main Building

STAFFORDSHIRE . Whitehall

Section 40 LONDON
SWIA 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. | 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 I 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: Section 40) |
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 900

E-Mail das-laopspol1 a@defence. :

Your Reference

Our ReferenceChester-Le-Street 
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

‘Rendiesham 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.

Mowe’ Ginwe



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) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Our 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 ‘UFO’ 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 C.I.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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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

a
x a
:

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DAS CLA Pde: TORefNo 2163 /2003

Date 2/7- 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 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

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.

()
INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5" August 2002
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ia | PAS LATEP

” Dear MrbBiair
i know thai you are a very busy man & i dont wish to seem like a right pest but a

‘was wonderingif you could possibly reiease aii the u.i.o. file's that the military appear to have

aquired from ail over the couniry in the past 50 year s . | know that whenever anybody ask’s ©
‘the military about the u.f.o.s that have ianded near & sometime’s right outside air base's aii 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 Topelifie whenin 1952 during NATOs" Exercise Mainbrace two RAF officers & three

‘aircrew observed a ufo apparentiy following a Meteorjet fighter as it was comming in to iand.

(2) The West Mailing incident in 1953 when the two man crew of a Vampire jet night-fighier

‘reported observing a ufo while on a sector reconnaissance .

@) The RAF pilots close encounter over Southend tn 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 1956 when at least one uio was
tracked simuitaneousiy by no iess than three ground based radars & one airbourne radar.

(6) The Wardie mystery of 15 February 1957 when a large circular object was seen by
indepedent witnesses & it even prompted an MP caiied J.A. Leavey to tabie a House of
Commons question to the secretary for air requesting an expianation. r

0) RAF/USAF Upper Heyford 15 March 1983 when an unidentified object described as a
primary target by a US Air Force air trafic 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 &
althougn the cases thati have listed here are aimost ail from before the 1970s there are more
& more reports every year. There is also said to be a room where the air ministry is said to

have conducted top secret research into the ufo phenomenon at one of its officesin
Northumberland Avenue, london. Tne report that| read stated that on the ninth jioor of what
was formeriy the hotei Metropoie, a top secret room ~-no. 801 --where aii reports of ufos were
collected & studied by experis. | dont know if the room in question is still being used by the air

ministry to examine the ufo reports that continue to get reported to the military & police. itis
said that at least 10,000 reporis on file somewhere in Whitehail that cannot be explained by

conventionail pnenomenon like bailoons, aircraft, birds or insects that make up about 90% of

ALL uio reports but thereis still the 10% of reports that remain unexplained that ufologisis find

interesting & ifi recall correctly there are even more files hiddenin the offices of the F.B.i that
are still classified above top secret on the grounds of national security but the U.S government
ciaims that ufos dont exist so the question arises how can something that does not exist pose @
a threat to national security :7. | know that you are a very busy man whai with the comming war
& ail the probiems that you are having to deai with at the present time but perhaps you could
even get ir Bush to reiease ali uio reports ihat are being heid by both the F.B.i& C.iA since
the C.i.A are rumoured to have started a group that deais EXCLUSIVELY with ufos that are

reported in the U.S. . The group that ine C.i_A are rumoured to have siarted are calied M.J.i2

or MAJESTIC 12 to give it its full name & it was said to have been started in 1947 after the
inlamous Rosweii crash. There will of course be peopie who will claim that there are no uio
files jin the government archives but there are files from the 195Us that refer to unexpiained
lights following aircrait inciuding one that flew to within five feet of concorde when it was ilying.

Secion 40 Ap NSeere



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 9000

(Fax)

E-Mail das-laopspol1 a@defence.

Your Reference

Our Refere
D/DAS/64/2 -&—

Hull

East Yorkshire Pats 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. I hope

this is helpful.



Hull, East Yorks

rs arcs a wre

Dear Sir/Madam Say fed

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.0O. has been used, though at

this time, it is the only term applicabie. 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) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 90:

(GTN)

Your Reference

BIDASIea
Date
11 March 2003

Hessle

East Yorkshire

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,



t

®

—_—_—_

From:

Sent:

To:

Subje

info-Records1

05 March 2003 14:29

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

ct: RE: Request for information

On collection 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 not!).

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 05 March 2003 14:02

To: Info-Records1

Subject: RE: Request for information

Thankgereexcus6)xe 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+Pol1

Sent: 04 March 2003 10:20

To: Info-Records1; AHB(RAF)-Head of

Subject: RE: Request for information

Thank#Sferemss6ohlass6d) 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+Pol1; AHB(RAF)-Head of

Subject: RE: Request for information

The endorsement on the file - Destruction 2022 - is probably a Records 1 review decision. File Acrok
a“ 340/70

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

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

Please fet me have the file and I will arrange for a final review, and probable transfer tom the PRO. nf2f wos

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 03 March 2003 17:03

To: AHB(RAF)-Head of; Info-Records1

Subject: RE: Request for information

Section fee)) BG 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 BO! files and in particular to locate the one for this particular accident. Although

there are some BO! 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 aifeady 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.

BER oPoweloBowe 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 iebuggests?

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(eo
)

a= Original Message-----

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 28 February 2003 16:03

To: AHB(RAF)-Head of

2



Subject: RE: Request for information

n4 (
e
)

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

—— Original Message-----

From: AHB(RAF)-Head of

Sent: 24 February 2003 11:25

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Ce: AHB3(RAF)

Subject: RE: Request for information

Importance: High

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.

| 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 Mssciion 40

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 catetogue 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 BO! file, or were stored

separately.

! am grateful for any assistance you can give.

SE



@ 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: AIB and 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 andproceedings of Board of Inquiry

AVIA 101/682 Lightning Mk 3 XP 699 near Wattisham, Suff on 3 March 1967: AIB and RAF = 1967

reports andproceedings 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 Tl XM 707 near Kemble, Glos on 30 June 1967: RAF and AJB 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 XL-611 near Salisbury, Wiltshire on 14 May 1968: AIB andRAF 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 aircraft at Farnborough on 20 Sept together with associated

information

Sort results by covering dates.

Sort results by former reference.

Sort results using relevance ranking.

AF /SF3 40/70 Lights rng YS BY
T Soreln, 3.4470

Been remaveol for dodmichern 2022.

Lubfad ak Hayes ale

$4. — 20| vos
4

http://catalogue.pro.gov.uk/SearchWithinHits.asp?fldLettercodeRef=AVIA&fidDivision 14/02/2003



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-Ops+Poll

E-Mail: das-laopspol1 @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. Ihave 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, 5 Squadron on

8 September 1970 off the Yorkshire coast. The pilot, Captain W Shaffner USAF

was killed.

I 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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|

06 Fee 2093

DAS (Lower Airspace) RAE

Operations & Policy 1, —

Ministry of Defence, East Yorkshire.

Room 6/73 Metropole Building, Section 40) |

Northumberland Avenue,

London. WC2N 5BP.

Dear

Sorry for the long delay in replyingto your letter of 5 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 Schaffner 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. In your last letter you mention that a copy of the report is ‘earmarked for

preservation in the Public Record Officein the near future.’ Can you ggivee any
indication when that report will be accessible?

Thanks again. Looking forward to your reply, I remain

Yours Sincerely,
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@bas-ta 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

noone Original Message-----

From: DAS-LAOpsPolla@defence.mod.uk [mailtto: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

a a

14/02/2003
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oe
@DAS-LA CpsPolta

From: DAS-LA OpsPolta

Sent: 12 February 2003 11:46

Subject: E-mail of 9 feb 21:55

Signed By: das-laopspol1a@defence.mod.uk

Security Label: Signed

Dea 4

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

So ra

12/02/2003
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+... ** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

\Lews Pigty /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DAS Cw) PrP TORefNo ISUL, _—/2003

Date 11 Fels Donk

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.
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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, SWIA 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.
a ~y

‘
ed
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e
e

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5" August 2002

— a|



Page 1 of 1
>

*

¥ Oe

Ministers

BeeMmSection 40
Sent: 09 February 2003 21:55

To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subject: Wierd Weather ???

Dear Sir or madam,

| 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.

a 7
Lancs

Yours faithfully

My address is

10/02/2003



From: eile |
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-laopspol1 a@def -

Your Reference

Our Reference
Middleton . D/DAS/64/3 a
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
\\ 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.

Y- BVS Swi cl \
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** UFO.s

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To Das LA? TORefNo 1182. /2003

Date ar Tel Roce,

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 MAsection 40
Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple

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

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

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

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

information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice. se
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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, SWIA 2EU

Becton a0 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



Dear

MIDDLETON.

MANCHESTER.

Sir/Madam.

I believe the U F.0. sighting

mear R, A. F. Weedbridge ef more then 20yrs

age has been released by the goveraent

under the freedem ef information aet. I am

refering to the M. O. D.ss restrieted

(Rendlesham file) in which a glewing trianular

object was discribedin the woods, this file

is new released as part of the opening of the

inner workings of Whitehall. I weuid

G&ppreciate an actual aeeurate cepy ef this

file. ané alse the statements of the AMERICAN

army persenell whe entered the weod andhad a

elear ebservation of this phenomenen, er is

that still classified.

(Thank yeu.)

SENGERE
LY .



~ 25/)
ermpoection 40 a
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard)

(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Our Reference
il PiDAS/64/ 3

Hu ate

East Yorkshire 4 March 2003

Tam 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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REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

With Compliments

F6 Division

(Emergency Services)
Home Office

Queen Anne's Gate

LONDON SW1H 9AT

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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SUBJEVTISKYLAB REENTRY

‘REF: STATE 1281302

§, SUGSARY. AS FeLi 3 REFTEL CPROCEDURES veU Li
P IDLE GVER SEAS IMPACT GF SK4

 aWw e-UP

Hrs35
DU

USE 28 CONRECTICN WI ATLAS)
CUILINED BELCWY ARE PROCEDURES RELATING TO AVLATION AND AIRSRAFFIC CGHTROL, VHICH US FEDERAL AVIATION ADGTUISTR ATION
INTENDS TO USE, SKYLAB ACTIOS OFFICERS wT ALL POSTS SHaup
‘OTE THAT PARAS 7 AHD & BELOUY ESTABLISH SISILAR.. Pato‘URES,WHICH WILL BE USED BY THE DEPARTMENT'S SHYLASB CORT INGENCYVOREING GROUP IN CONVEYING INFORMATION ON SKYLAB'S PrasAL
GRBITS AKRD REENTRY TO POSTS, ERD SUMMARY,

2,18 ASSESSING THE RISK TO AIRCRAFT FROM THE REENTRY OF
SKYLAB FRAGNENTS, THE FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION HaS
DECIDED TRAT THE RISK, ALTHOUYce HOT LARGE, ISAVOQIDASLE
AND THEREFORE THAT~ CERTAIN ACTIGNS ARE APPR SPR I-
ATE Ill US CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, THE FAA INTENOS TG USE ITSAIR TRAFFIC CONTROL SYSTEN TO SE QUEUT TALLY CL SSE Be COKE OF
JGMESTIC AIRSPACE LYING UNDER POTENTIAL REENWTRY DEBRIS
TRACKS SRD TO DIVERT AIR CARRIERS FRO ENTERING THESE ELG6CKS
FGR PERIODS ON THE ERDER GF TWENTY MINUT-S PER BLOCK SEGULD

~

THE PREDICTED FINAL REENTRY GRBITS THREATEN AT AIRSPACE,

3. OA ACCORD AHCE WITH FAA RES? ONSIBILITIES WITHIN TRE
INTER EATIONAL CIVIL AVIATIGN ORGANIZATION CiCkG), TRE FAA
KAS fesuss no LTRTERNATIONAL CLASS ! NOTICE TG AIRMEN

~GRGTAM) PUABER C72 149, JUNE 7 FOR WORLD-WIDE DISTRIBUTIONTC TETERUAT ORAL HOTAM OFFICES ADVISIxG (AD OF INTENDEDUS ACTICNS WATH RE SPECT TO CIVIL AIRSPACE UNDER US CONTR.
AND (B) TKAY THE FAA INTENDS TO MAKE AVAILABLS THE IRF CIUHA}
TICh BECESSARY TO PERFORM SUCH PROCEDURIS. aF SIMILAR
ACTIONS ARE DEEMED NECESSARY BY OTHER COUNTRIES,

4. ALTHOUGH THE EXACT TIME AND LOCATION oF SXYTLAB KREENTRY
CARROT BE ACCURATELY iaeattee TRE -TAP PROXIMATE TIMt aie
LIKELY REERTRY, CORRESPONDING TG A FAMILY OF CURSES CUT LICR2A81TS, Roe Be DETERMINED 7LTK T&CREASING CERTAINTY 1S TNE

ASETIME GF REENTRY IS APPROACKED, BASED UFGR PRaJECT IONS 15
TE PROVIDED TO THE FAA OF -THE TIME AnD GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION
GF THE SATELLITE DURING THE FINAL REENYRY PHASE, TRE Faa
WILL TRAUSMIT, VIA INTERNATIONAL NOTAY, THE GECGRAPKIC
CGORDINATES OF AIRSPACE BLOCKS WITH COARESPCIDING TImZS 5 UR-

“~Y TURE TST 8 cna be teen ees thee ee eee ee . we.
MG a arn . ot, te , ay
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ING YHICH THK BLOCKS “ARE POTEPTIALLyY vlrnle THE IMPACT
FECTIRINT, THE DINENSTONS OF THESE ELGexs VILL BE. APFROKI-

BATELY 2,005 ri X 209 4 EXTEKDIa@ FRea GiouND LEVEL UP,

ye BUITING TRE FIlvAL 24 HOURS PRISS TG REENTRY, A SERIES oF
POUT UCTANS VCILL BE TRANSMITTED. THESE UILL REFPLECE THE

INCREASING CERTALNTY VITH WHICH THE ACTUAL recut C2 BITS.
HAY EE. LETERMIUED.: THE PLARNEB OT at TRAHSHULSSICN AND Cone
TENT ARE aS Fotteys: Ses i

-REERTRY TISE CUNDEERSCCRED) MESSAGE CONTENT (UNDERSCCRED)

T WIFUS 24 HIS, ~~. PREDICTED TIMEFRAME FER REENTRY

YRICUS 12 ERS, ° PREDICTED TIGEFA AME FER REERTRY
FT uINUS 6 ERS, - PREDICTED TINEFRANE FOX REENTRY,
os oe -. + . JBFGRMATICN ON AIRSPACE BLOCKS

. ACTUALLY AFFECTED

-- ADVISERY THAT SKYLAB HAS REEN-

TERED ARD HG FURT YER TRANSAIS~

T Sennnnne---

SIGHS HAY LE EXPECTED.

6 THE JEPCRUATION IN PARAS 1-4, ALONG -YVITH A SAGFLE NGTAM"FORISAT is Een TRARSMITTED BY THE FAA TG ALL CLASS 1
JHTERUATZGHAL ROT AG RECIPIENT COUNTRIES, THIS GUTLIKNE GF
FAA LCTICN AND ETpTEnTicys Is PROVIDED FER YOUR USE AS
APPROPRIATE aN ADVISLEG- HOST CSSUNTRIES' SKYLAS CONTACT POLNT
GF SKYLAB STATUS AND COHTINGENCY ACYICNS BEING TARE BY FAA,

ANY BECTSION REGAR ING THE CLOSING GF. €R DIVERSION CF AIR-> GQUAFY FLIGHTS JFreSHE ELCCKS SF AIRSPACE ¥G BE IDENTIFIED
IN THE FAA ROYAMS IS-SOLELY THAT OF THE GOVEREMENT HAVING

RESPeNSIBIL Igy. FOR THAT AIRSPACE SSTS SHEULD RETCRY ANY
SIGEIFICAL'T TRECAUTIGNARY PREPARATIONS BY LOCAL AV IAT LON
AUTHCRITIES THAT CONE TO THEIR ATYENTION,

7. ALL POSTS BILL BE ROVIDED WITH THFCRMATION TO PASS
TO KGOST COUNTRY ANTHGRITIES ON THE PROJECTED REENTRY PARA-
METERS OF SKYLAB BEGINNING AT T MINUS 48 KOURS, SUCK MES-
SAGES WILL HOT IDENTIFY ;SPECIFIC AIRSPACE ELOCKS BUT VILL
PROVIDE SUFFICIENT INFORMATION TO ALLGY IDENTIFICATION oF
THE PROJECTED REENTRY TRACK #:0 ASSOCIATED DEFRIS FeotT-

FRIRY. PREDICTICH UPDATES WILL BE PROVIDED BEGINNING AT 48
;OURS EEFCRE EXPECTED REENTRY (CT MINUS 48) AED AT T BIKUS

3&, YT MINUS 24, T MINUS 18, T HINUS 12, T MINUS 6, T KIHUS

2 AUD AT T. THRE HESSAGE AT T VILL EE FOLLOVED BY A HESSAGE

CONFIRNING THE REENTRY AS S6eH AS CE ep ope tateREPERTS ARE
RECEIVED, THIS CGULD OCCUR FREH GE TO SIX K2URS AFTER
RKECHTRY,.

8, DEPARTMENT INTENDS TG PROVIDE POSTS WITH MAPS ON WHICH

RE PRINTED CODED TRAJECTORIES OF SKYLAB TO PERMIT EASY

eT oe ease OF TEE FROJECTED TRACK. IF DISTRIBUTION OF

THE NAPS CHOULD KOT BE CONPLETED EBEFCRE REENTRY TKE TRACK
VILL BE IDEeuTIS ISD BY TIME IN GREENRYICH MEAN TIME (GMT)
ALONG WITH THE COSRESPOCHDING LATITUDE AND LONGITUDE POLITS
OF & STRAIGHT LINE APPROXIMATION TO THE APPROPRIATE SEGMENT

OF THE TRACK,

Ss, IT Is EMPHASIZ£ D THAT THE RISK TO AIRCRAFY IN FLIGHT IS
CONSIDERED MINIMAL AND THAT TKE ACTIGH PROPOSED BY THE FAA

per PeeIS JATEKDED TO AVOID EVEN THAT MInItHAL RISK, ADEE
TO te uo - o er aog ion wy
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MEMORANDUM

Date DS SC MB °

Your 2Iwoa °

Subject eee!lAMIDENTIE 1e>esos SEBRAS . voottecceteseeeeesees .

We delat: Sowyle ot % Us.

XT undektayy | ae
YOU Wheat hedtmed

REDACTEDON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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Official communications +o be addressed to the Chief Superintendent a

NORTH WALES DIVISIONAL POLICE HEADQUARTERS

BODHYFRYD Sc
POLICE

WREXHAM

COUNTIES OF CLWYD AND GWYNEDD CLWYD

LL12 7BW.

TEL. No. p>

Ref: N/2/AT/D2,. Your Ref: Date: 22nd June, 1999,

A

Ministry of Deferce (D.S. 8c),

Room 8241, The Main Building,
Whitehall,

LONDON,

S¥Wo1.

r

a

Dear Sir,

Unidentified Debris - Saturday 16th June, 1976 -

At 5 asm. on Saturday, Sth June, 1079 “iss QDof the above
SS wre woren up by the sound of corething fal]atl.f

z

on the roo? of har3 a

house. Misc @TMBwent outside end found twenty pieces of rock type debris.
No damage hed been caused to the house. MissQyp wes concerned hecsuse
the cebris is not like any substance in, on or around the house 3nd believed
it ray have come from the sky, verhaps the sky lab satelite.

At 2 er. on Tuesday, 10th June Misc QP revorted this incident to
Constssle at T.langollen Felice Station, and as a result VouD> : ~

£

T now attach the sample you requested.

-
_was Givided into three samyles snd pleced into

The debris collected

e bags. The other two samples have been retained at
marked sealed polythen

Llancallen,

. Yours faithfully,

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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UK CONFIDENTIAL

D/DSTI/1 7/9

DS_8c Sqn Ler Qe

DEBRIS FROM SPACE

Reference: D/S)(Air)8/1B

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 is 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 simplya piece of molten scrap métal. There is no positive indication that
igvcam from space, Consequently it has been disposedof. I suggest you inform
the BBC that the object is no longer available am furthermore, prior to disposal
MOD Research Staff were unable to positively identify it as an-ob Sct from spacesNo mention should be made of thé potential intelligence Gnterest which Sristea-et
the time of discovery of the object. ;

18 June 79 Met

UK CONFIDENTIAL

V
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©LOOSE MINUTE _ ;

D/s4 (Air )8/1B

DDSTI

Copies to

DI54

DI55

1- You spoke to me in March about the increasing interest in debris fron space
end 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 known as Séf(Air)) already handled
correspondence about UFOs, it might be quoted in the circular es the address to
which the Police should write. So far we have had no letters or telephone calls
from the Police or this subject.

2- I did get a telephone vall yesterday however from Ms i. of
BBC TV who addressed me by name and said she would like to use in a documentary
a piece of a Cos1os rocke* which the Eastbourne Police had sent recently toSquadron Leader Ga, in Old War Office Building. I febbed her off but
she will probably ring again and I should be grateful for urgent advice on the
answer 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 think I could have a copy?

13 Jun 79

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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Queen Anne’s Gate, Lonpon, SW1H 9AT

Direct line: 01-213

Switchboard; 01-213 3000

Our reference:

Your reference: 6 June 1979

The Chief Executive

County Councils )

District Councils ) 2” Bxéland 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 y in England end Wales

Dear Sir

Satel c ~ SKY

The United States space laboratory "SKYLAB" 4s 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 o a:

Home Office Circular No ES 5/1979
eh.

3. The risk of injury or damage by debris from SKYLAB 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 f (Air), Ministry of
(co. Main >) Whitehall, London SWiA 2HB, preferably by telephone
no. QED) .

5e 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 e Outside normal office hours the duty officer may be
contacted, tel. no. e

Yours faithfully

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT



THES AMERICAN SPACE STATION SETLAB

SKYLAB was launched as a apace laboratory in 1973 and was manned
until February 1974. It hes row coma to the end of itn life and
is expected to fall to earth towards the end of June or the first
half of July 1979.

The satellite is about iG fest long by 20 feet wide and weighs
about 70 tons. It containa no miclear material, It is fitted
with gas jets by which its attitude in space can be corrected, but
it has no propulsion system which could take it away from the earth,
nor can it be destreyed. As it gradually loses speed it falla
closer to the earth, and vhen it enters the outer atmospheres this
will happen more quickly. It is expected that eventually friction
with the air will cause it to break up, probably into some thousands
of pieces most of which will te burnt up before they reach the
earth's surface, but it is possible that many pieces could survive
and strike the earth over a wide area.

The descent of the satellite is being continuously monitored and
the US authorities are making information 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 area in which the dsbria might land will probably rot be
available until 2 few hours im advance,

SKYLAB circlss the garth in an orbit which lies between the
latitudes of 50°f and 50°S. This just crosses the southern-most
part cf Cornwall, but if it breaks up the pieces might be scattered
up to about 50 miles each side of the orbit and the area in which
fragments might land includes most of Cornwall, southern Devon and
Dorset, the Isle of Wight and the coastel areas of Hampshire and
Sussex. If any piecea should drop here they are far more likely to
fall comparatively harmlessly in open country than to cause any
injury or damage to buildings. It ia extremely unlikely, however,
that any debris will land in this country, having regard to the
small area affected compared with the area of the earth traversed
by the satellite's orbits,

Even if a forecast can be made, nearer the time, as to the area
in which SKYLAB may come dosm, it will be quite impossible +o

say where any particuler piece would land. The emergencr services
(fire, ambulancs and police) are accustomed to dealing with accidents
causing damage or injury. If anyone should suffer from SKYLAB's fall,
any claim for compensation would be dealt with in accordance with
the appropriate internaticnal convention, under which the launching
state would be respongitie for settling clains.
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iT oe ming rteeHOME OFFICE | bride RECSREE he
Queen Anne’s Gate, Lonpon, SWiH 94T Bi 54

Direct line: 01-213 7 23 APR E>,
Switchboard: 01-213 3000

Our reference: . , E ;
Your reference: 20 April 1979 ‘ oo

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
24 January 1978, consideration has been given to contingency arrangements
for dealing with the sossibility of a similar incident in the

United Kingdom. it is recognised that the likelihood of such an accident
is remote. Moreover, tne additional hazards to life from nuclear-powered
satellites are very suail and are limited to potential exposure to

radioactive debris following accidental re-entry. Nevertheless, <he
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 Kingdom territory, should it ever occur.

2. A crasn involving a satellite which was not powered by nuclear fuel

would present problems wnicn would fall to be dealt with through noxmual

major accident procedures. Tais 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 see paragravh 21 for reporting arranzements for non-nuclear space
objects). Similar circulars are seing issued by the Scottish Office and

Northern Ireland Office.

Features of a Satellite Accident

3e In the absence of extensive experience it is difficult to make any
firm assumptions about the tea tures of a satellite accident. A major
problem is that the prediction of the lecation of a sateliite's point of

return to earth is very difficult. Althoughit is likely that knowledge

~1+
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of changes in the orbital pattern which might lead to
premature return to earth would ba available neny hours
or even days before re-entry occurred, it would not be
such that a reasonably accurate prediction of the final
orbit over the earth could be made until 12-24 hours
before impact. Even then forecasts of the peecise voint
of re-entry along this track might still be in error by
thousands of icilenetres. It is therefore probadle that
accurate warning would not be available until a few minutes
before impact, and it is possible that there might be no
warning at all.

4. On re-entry into the earth's atmosphere, the behaviour
of the satellite would largely be deterninod by its mechanical
construction. Some sateliites are designed in such a wey that
they will disintegrate on re-entry; others are so designed
that fairly large components will remain intact on entering
the earth's atmosphere. ‘he debris from a crashing satellite
might thus vary from minute dust particles to heavy and
sizeable objects, and the latter nignt include the radioactive
source ~ but any part might be radioactive.

5. Although the parameters of the orbit of a creshing
satellite can be fairly closely Gefired, debris might fall
over an area 2000 kilozetres long by 2CO kilometres wide. It

would not thererore be possibie to alert police forces on a
selective basis; in the event of a warning that a satellite
might crash in or near the United Kingdom, all police forces
would have to be alerved.

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

ae there would be a possible radiation 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, perhaps the greater
part of the country;

c. individual pieces of debris might be very szall,
yet each might present a small radiation hazard.

“There would be no exvlosion of the type associated with the
detonation of an atomic bomb..

Continsency Arvencerents

7o If the malfunctioning of a satellite becazs known before
it cane out of orsit the Ministry of Defenee (40D) 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 locallyto allocate
reference munbers to findings. Ons way would bs for the
force operational headquarters to allocate a unique serial
number to each finding as soon ss there is reason to
believe thet it may have come from a satellite. Each
veference nuwber should consist of two letters identifying
the police force concerned followed by a nenber allocated
locally (e.e. HP7). Following are the letters to be
incorporated in thease reference numbers:

Avon and Scmerset AY Lincolnshire LI

Bedfordshire _ BS Merseyside ES

Cambridgeshire CA - Metropolitan HP

Cheshire CH Norfolk NF

City of London cy Northazptonshire NH

Cleveland cv _ Northunbria NU

Cumbria CN North Vales KW

Derbyshire DE North Yorkshire NY

Devon and Cornyall DC Nottinghamshire iy

rset DO . South Vales s¥

Durhan bU South Yorkshire SY

Dyfed-Powys DP Staffordshire ° st

Essex BX Suffolk

Gloucestershire GL Surrey SR

' Greater Manchester GH Sussex SX
Guent | GH Thames Valley iv
Hampshire HA . Warwickshire WA

Eertfordshirs HE West Hercia Wwe

Humberside HU West Midlands WD

Kent KS West Yorkshire WY

Lencashire LA Wiltshire WI

Lleicostershive IE

~2-
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of the possible risks to the United Kingdom. A Government
decision would then be sought on whether the police should
be alerted and whether a public statement should be madee
If such action were decided om, Overall responsibility for
the measures to deal with an incident vould te exercised
from a central control point in Whitehall, in e manner
Similar to procedures already established to handle a
terrorist incident and with similar Ministerial ani senior
official representation from all the Government DBevartnents
concerned, Warning to the police would be given by means
of a broadcast over the Folice National Computer (PHC) systen.
The focal point for the collection of scientific data would
bo the Atomic Weapons Research Establishment (avx2),
Aldermaston, which would in conjunction with the National
Radiological Protection Board (NRPS) arrenge for eppropriate
scientific and technical advice to be made available to
central Govermnent and to police forces who might be involved.

8.. On receipt of the warning message, police forces should
arrense to gather reports of debris. Chief fire officers
should be informed of the warning and asked to notify the
police promptly of any reports which they may receive. Fire
service personnel are trained 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 not all types of redioactivity, and are

not able thereforeto say authoritatively that debris is not
radioactive.

9. When reports of suspected or actual locations have been
received, the police should take such steps as may be needed
locally to prevent people entering areas which may be dangerous
because of radioactive material (see also paragraph 15 valow).
For advice as to the dangers of radioactivity and for the
examination and disposal of suspect material they should call
upon the National Arrangements for Incidents involving

Radioactivity (the NAIR schene). Under this the immediate
attendance of the Stage 1 contact is requested, followed if
necessary by calling out the Stage 2 establishment

(Eome Office Circulars ES 7/1972 and ES 3/1977). The NAIR
representatives snouid advise local police on their ow

initiative until contact is established with, and scientific
and technical advice received from, AYRS and/or NEPB under the
arrengements described in paragraph 7, Alli persons should be

told to keep well away from possible radioactive debris.
Although highly unlikely, some large pieces of debris night
have radiation fields of significance over distances of the
order of 100 metres, end some limited evacuation might be
necessary; widespread continuous contscination is, however,
unlikely. Advice on the degree of evacuation recuired would
be available in the first instance from the NAIR representatives

-3-
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and subsequently fromrepresentatives of the AWRE and the
NRPB, In the case of damage requiring rescue or firefighting
operations, the possible hazard from radioactivity should be
borne in mind and existing disaster plans relating to rescue
operations in such circumstances should be inplemented as
appropriate.

1,10. Details of all findings of material which the police
have reason to believe is satellite debris should be reported
immediately, together with a brief outline of the action taken

' and quoting a unique reference number identifying tne police
force concerned. Such revorts should be sent via the ENO
system to New Scotland Yard (from where they will be passed to
the central control point) in accordance with standard proforma
headings ~ see Annex A. This will ensbie a nationwide picture
of confirmed sightings to be built up and consideration to be
given to the need for specialist assistance. The central
control point will pass the reports received to the scientific
data centre at AYRE (paragraph 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, and this centre would operate
within general directions provided by the central control point.
Special communications equipment available at the centrai control
point could be deployed locally if there were a need to reinforce
facilities in particular areas.

11. If the warning time was only a matter of minutes, it would
not be possible to alert police forces before resorts of falling

gebris began to come in. A FNC broadcast would, however, be
sent as soon as possible and a subsequent message would confirm
that the central control point arrangements hed been established.
The reports required under paragraph 5) above 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 misht prove to be false or
zt might be tossible to establish immediately that the debris
could not have come from a satellite. Whenover a report of
debris has been confirmed, hovever, and there ere no valid
‘reasons for believing that the debris could not have forned

part of a satellite, the action outlined in peraryrapn 9 above
should be taken and the central contvol point chould be notified
immediately. The eppropriete contact is the Duty Officer on

01 or GMB. Action would then be taken to bring the
central control point arrangements into operation if Necessary e

Sescch for Unrerorted Freerents

13. Since much of the debris would te very stell many of the
fraguents would not be sighted and unnoticed irredisted debris

might be scattered over an ares of thousands of square

~4-
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kilometres, A major search operation might have to be
_mounted to locate radioactive fragnsnte., Whether to
mount a search, ard if so what area should be covered,
would be decided by the central control point,
Arrangenents would be mads to deploy, using the
framework of the NAIR scheme, the resources of every
available technical support service, jneluding teens fron
MOD, NRFB, United Kingdom Atomic Energy Authority (Uxaza)
British Nuclear Fuels limited (BNFL) and the Blectricity
Generating Boards, using specialist aircraft and vehicle
search techniques, In rural areas the rost effective
initial search to locate rajor sources of radioactivity
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 AWRE and NREB
staffs.

Recovery of Fregrents

14. Special arrangenents would be made centrally.under
AWRE advice for the recovery of ail fragments, when they
had been located and examined, and these would be notified
to the police forces concerned. Vhere, in the interests of
public safety, and on scientific edvice,a fragnent
is removed from the point of impact, the central control
point should be informed where it is to be stored while
awaiting recovery.

,

15. It-is for the Government to decide whether, and if so
by what means, a public warning of danger from radioactivity
should te given. In reaching that decision, the need to
prevent unnecessary elarm would be carefully considered.
Chief Officers should therefore engure that nothing is done
locally to anticipate a Government statement.

Press and Publicity

16, It is essential that those dealing locally with a
satellite accident and the Government team in Whitehall
should not issue inconsistent statements. Chie? Officers
should ensure that all local press enquiries are directed
to a senior officer at force headquarters, who is briefed to
deal with them, working in close liaison with Government
Information Officers who vould make apvropriate arrangements
to co-ordinate the national dissemination of information
from Whitehall.

=-5-
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Extra Costs : f

172 International 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 closed,

Claims Procedure

18. The Government is under an obligation to consider claims

from the general public for injury or death following a 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 e+

assistance in looking into claims for compensation by thos? in

the affected area at the relevant time.—

Communications

. JO

19. AS indicated in paragraph 9, 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 1 ee a, a») or
Mr GED (te no ) or by Telex message. The

normal Home Office Telex number is . The additional

number (answer back codeQQ) may 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 crasn of a sateliite known

er believed to be carrying radioactive material. Nuclear powered

Satellites are few but many non-nuclear satellites and other space

debris are in orbit and there is continuing likelihood of such objects

falling from space and partsef them surviving re-entry to the
~

atmospnere and landing on the earth's surface. ‘hough the likeiilnood

-6-
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is small the police may become aware of such debris if th

fall is observed and reported to them. In that event it w 1
Defnbreciated if chief officers would inform the Ministry of
E ce Ss at the object may be examined and i i
a The point of contact at the Ministry or Defence
Co —— Head of S4f(Air) , Ministry of Defence,

ig, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB (tel no GB).

Yours faithfully

REDACTED ONORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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“ANNEX 4

SATELLITE ACCIDENT REPORT PROFORMA

To be reported via the Police National Computer terminal in
New Scotland Yard to the Government Central Control Point
(See paragraph 9)

ADDRESSEE — 0286 SATELLITE

‘Iten

ALPHA “Prom (state name of force),

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

CHARLIE Reference No (state local unique ref no *).

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

BCHO Doseription (state rough size ard shape, material,
whether radioactive),

FOXTROT Casualties/Demace (brief description of dead/
_ seriously injured and damage to property).

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

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

INDIA Assistance already at or ordered to scene, other
than police.

JULIET Assistance Required (state type and approzinate
nunber) .

* It will be very important, in making initial reports and
to assist subsequent action and enquiries, to identify each
finding of possibly dangerous debris by means of a reference
nunber unique to that finding. Tas reference number, when
allocated, should be notified to those concerned with action on
the spot as woll as to the central governuent control point.

= 4 -
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/fMINISTRY OF DEFENCE DS8c (
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone 01-218 (Direct Dialling)

01-218 9000 (Switchboard)

The Chief Superintendent,
oe . + 4 Your reference

Divisional Police Headquarters

BO DAY.ft CLD Our reference
Clywd, LL12, 7BW pat TS BAPIEST

28th June 1979

Dear Sir, 8

Receipt of your letter of 22nd June, tozether
with debris samples passed to you by Hiss Gall
of Llangollen, is acknowledged,

Thank you for advising us of this incident
and for forwarding the samples,

Yours faithfully,

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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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.

i

| Section 4}
ane Original Message-----

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Polt

Sent: 04 March 2003 11:29

To: Sec(HSF)1a

Subject: Release of file

|

| Section 40i

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) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(GTN)

Your Reference

Our 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 co
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 21 40
(Switchboard) 020 721

(GTN)

Your Reference

Hull 7 ae2003

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,



Fsecionso
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Ministry of Defence

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Hull.

Northumberland Avenue, London. East Yorkshire.

WO2N 5BP Section40 _ Il
DAS

6 January 2003. TOZNO. sesssssssesscseseecnssereess

-7 JAN 2093

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

Files requertae frome Hayes T2005.
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1. ATTENTION. IS DRAWN TO THE | DIVISION ~~.
NOTES ON THE INSIDE FLAP :

2. ENTER NOTES OF RELATED FILES |
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Main Building, Whitehall
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Report No...MD.@1.. ..... Transmitted on.. Yorkshire.TV... "Tuesday Calendar"

Length........30.mins. Date....... Zord January, 1979 oo, Time....3+20,p.m.

Short Title.............. 1 Fe© ee

.*

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 whe claim they've had a close encounter of the third kind? Have

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 Nielsen who is the Secretary of the European Headquarters

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. research

organisation based in Cleveland County. We've got Miss Heather Cooper, “AN

astronomer and lecturer at Greenwich Planetarium in London and in our London

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 shet recently in Italy and in New Zealand,

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 million to one, but stil! thwey 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 exist?

Rev. Nielsen: 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 I think that information should be made ‘public by all world
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Report No.MD.81 , Continuation No.2,

governments and I agree absolutely wholeheartedly with the Lords debate. :
R. Whiteley: Okay, now you're holdinga model of a U.F.O., we would call ita
flying saucer, you believe, do yau, that U.F.Os look like that?

Rev. Nielsen: I believe that a certain type of f:ving 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* photographed, indeed Stephen Darbyshire of the Lake District

photographed twenty years after Adamski. It's been featured in almost all

government reports as being widely reported in newspapers, all over the world

especially by papers like the Brazilian Press, for example, who published fully all

the photographs taken by their Brazilian Navy many, rnany 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 by
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 Heinek*, 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. ButI

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

Sightings will be explained by phenamena 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 qo

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, we 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 phenomena in the skies that can be seen and there's no doubt in our

mind that most of the reports come from eminently sensible and responsible people.

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. ;

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' t got

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.

Rebarae
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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 from

your lips, that officially the Ministry of Defence is not saying U.F.Os do not exist?,

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 good many

+

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 seventy-

five feet away from an object which he described perfectly as a craft of this

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 released

that statement. Now that is the kind of treatment I think that this ... the people

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 you

would call is a sighting? 
7

Rev. Nielsen: Yes, absolutely, especially one of that close proxirnity. .

R. Whiteley: Well, Brian Straight ... I mean Brian Straight is not laughing it off,

you don't laugh off every claim that's made do you? -

r. Straight: No, certainly not, but Chrysis itself has recourse to a number of

people with university backgrounds in everything from astronorny through physics

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 been

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

‘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. Straight: No.

R. Whiteley: .. because of that state of mind.

Mr. Straight: No, I'm not saying that, what I'm saying is that there appears to be

some external phenomenon which is very badly understood which 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, Americans saw steam-

powered airships, people nowadays see spacecraft. _

R. Whiteley: Yes, but I mean the design hasn't actually changed, 1 mean they're

very old-fashioned, they've been like that for years and years, haven't they, that

shape? , -

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 IMr.Raymond

Cass of Bridlington.

Mr. Cass: UFOs are a visual phenomenon. Things seen in the sky. Voices or radio -

signals of unknown origin are an audio curiosity which nevertheless have interesting

darallels with UFOs, Dresent d

nuts and bolts theary, that is extra-terrestrial craft of a tangible nature and a rival

and revolutionary hypothesis rapidly gaining ground that the UFOs are non-physical,

possibly projections from the collective unconscious of mankind.
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Report No. MD.81 ; Continuation No.5,

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 speaking. in

polyglot, that's an element where two or more voices are combined in one set of

speech. Listen to this.

(Extract) 
_

Well, Mr. Cass reckons that he's recorded that polyglot far out in space.

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. Whiteley: No, because you believe that but can I ask you, Mr.Stevens_in

London, what do you think about this polyglot claim, recording voices from out of

space?

Mr. Stevens: Well, it's very difficult. AILI 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 I will

comment on what was said earlier on, which 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 somewhere, 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 indeed artifacts of another

Civilisation coming to look at us, why are they doing so? On the ather hand if tife

‘isn't common in the universe then why do we see so many UF Os?



Report No. MD.81 Continuation No.6.

R. Whiteley: © Why don't they land then? a

Rev. Nielsen: Well, they have. The answer very simply, Richard, is that they Rave
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 governed 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 ridicule, 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. Whiteley: Yes.

Rev. Nielsen: Out of focus.

R. Whiteley: With the great sophistication we've got these daysin photography 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 photographs have been taken to general film in Hollywood, Kadak
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 on,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? _

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

interests 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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& much more interesting thing to look 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 (t's
likely to be. 

oo

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.

(Film)

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 possession, does

that say anything to you?

' 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: Yes, 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 nat saying anything rnore! -

R. Whiteley: Well, actually that's very good because .. what a clever girl you are,

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. ~

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 Thursday, governments - certain gcvernments ‘are

hushing up the whole question of U.F.Os, so let me first ask you if you, very briefly

go along with that?

Ly;

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 physicist by the name of
Dr.Stanton Cleeton*....

R. Whiteley: Okay. Well, let's ask Mr.Patrick Stevens of the M.O.D., he is the
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 total nonsense the idea of a cover-~up and thisis 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 tothe

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 bea

cover-up, but there really isn't any cover-up, there's nothing to cover up, there

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 nothing 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 I- just

wondered if you gentlemen in the Ministry of Defence are taking precautionary

steps in case they do exist and in case they're hostile. Are there any defence

systems we have to use against them? 7

Mr. Stevens: No, at least to use against curious phenomena in the sky, you don't

need any defence systems. I don't know how I can convince somebody who really

believes that there's a cover-up. Lord 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 when

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 basically in Hyde Park and

chaps get out of it for you to believe .... - ey

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 hac an unusual composition, if it had unusual

radioactive properties or something like that. I would like perhaps to ... for more
astronomers to see UFOs, it's very strange that astronomers don't see UFOs,

they're the chaps who're out all night observing. People who're out at night don't

tend to see UFOs, 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 because we've only got thirty seconds left.
Rev. Nielsen: Well, in the House of Lords it was menticned that 2 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 document in my hand ... I have that document in my
hand ws. ) :

R. Whiteley: (interrupting) Well, we're focussing on it, we can see a jolly good... 7

Mr. Stevens: ican iell you siraightaway that it is noting iike ... remiutely like aity

Ministry of Defence dacument, it's got these alleged sightings, but anybody whe

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.

-»-000G0...

* denotes phonetic spelling
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-13~ VIEWPOINT AQUAR: US x 8) :
" FLYING SAUCER NEWS

. Sightings: continue unabated, appealing to newcomers; old hands tend to skip
them; veterans real lse that fovernments knew In 1947 that Saucers were real and
had made contact.

2 bn 1947. Fai the lies, Investigations, pontifications of the past 31 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
prodigious. effort of providing constant/world-wide sightings, and tet's be grateful

. for the progresswe earthlings have made in truly opening our minds,

_ so that the Space Peoples can Increase the repeat-visits~to-the-same~area —
“pecause we all now welcome/accept thelr quiet help, and our group aura has lightened
enough to 

:

_ratsethe frequency of contacts.

= HOME NEWS ==

"00 000000000 0000000.00000009000000000000
/UFO/45/MEWO/666/78° se ete OOP IL 78
“MINISTRY. OF DEFENCE DEPARTMENT OF: AERIAL: STUDIES

Lelalal CLASSIFIED TO ALL PERSONNEL BELOW. AGDO 2°

CONTACTS FOR THE YEAR ENDED 22/2/78 (23) AS FOLLOWS:
23/ 5/77 6935_K5634 LEICESTER 559/7C CLASS 5

2K5635 BRADFORD -* |1A/? CLASS 5 24/ 5/77 1116
K5636 - LONDON (SW): 559/7C CLASS 3 16/ 6/77. 0600 .
K5637 tt ” oo

K5638 LONOON (SW) ~559/7C CLASS 5 23/ 7/77 1755

" K5639 FALMOUTH . © 558/0'X CLASS 2D 23/7/77 1721

K5640 ° LLANELLI -555/C4S_—s CLASS: «5s /- 8/77 0931

K5641 SOUTHALL 640 OKW/2 GLASS16 11/ 9/77 1159 -

vem -K5642 LEEDS 559/70... CLASS. 5 {8/10/77 0445 -
K5643 BELFAST 088/23 - CLASS 16 22/11/77°2350
K5644 _ ABERDEEN 088/23... _ CLASS 6 ..23/11/77 0020

K5645 SLOUGH 559/70... CLASS. 5°. 14/12/77.1807
5646 BELPER H6/44/46 _ CLASS ‘16~° 23.12/77 2300
K5647 DERBY =. 559/KW.": ° CLASS5 31/12/77 1305.
“K5648 | TRURO 559/2° "| * “CLASS 8 .*'2/ 1/78 0430

“"K5649 SELBY 1080/46" CLASS 16 . 23/1/78 1056_
K5650 | GLASGOW S59SERIES CLASS 5 ° I/ 2/78 0945-
K565| LONDON (E) —7A/7C. CLASS 23 22/2/78 120!

/FENDLIST .

CLASSIFICATION NOTIFIED TO THE FOLLOWING DEPARTMENTS:
METRPOLITAN POLICE

. DEFENCE (ALR FORCE)

DEFENCE (CJVIL)

SPECIAL PATROL GROUPS—

B.B.C. (INTELLIGENCE BRANCH)

SUB-REGIONAL CONTROLS

COMPUTER DATA ‘SECTION

MICROWAVE COMMUNICATIONS NETWORK .

/*ENDLIST co
FURTHER CONTROLS AND DATELINE NETWORK CMDAR VIA NOHO. CHELTENHAM

OPERATION 23 NOTIFICATION TO SECTIONS B H WZ VIA NDHQ CHELTENHAM

"-- NORAD CYBERTECH LINKFG

“DATA COMPILATION NETWORK SECTIONS . HKW

, FURTHER NOTIFICATION FOR ACTION TO BE TAKES VIA COMM. 46 (78)

"RLD CIA NORAD UFO 23 : .

-*#** LISTED AND CLASSIFIED

7*®END COPY 17/ 75 CLASSIFIED 2298/44/C/AGDO 2/23
CO0O00D0G0002ACO0HD0000CODDGH00DH000000000 Oo:
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. "ft would like to mention to you what a wonderful sight my husband and | wy

about four weeks ago. It was one whole field covered in Angel Hair. The flelu is

grown for hay so there is clover and lots of tufts of grass and it was on @ Sunday

morning at 7.15 a.m. : It was a lovely morning, so peaceful and quiet and nobody

was about, only us and we always take Simba, our dog, on th!s field. Then we saw

it - it was lovely, everywhere was this Angel Hair. | was picking it up on my

hands and as it was melting, Simba was !Iicking it off like little droplets of

water and on every tuft of grass they looked like !ittle.silvery domes and they
glistened in’ the sunlight. The whole field was covered. Now they can't say IT was

spiders! webs. because -it would have taken miilions of spiders to-have done that in
one night. Even my husband said that, it was so thick. It was a lovely sight."”

Mrs SD Faversham, Kent.

oo! §G4545555555%! Cy 6 ( (66 ( GOGGGG55555 yy
yyy) »*)

Kent and Sussex Courfer 23.6.78 ‘(credit C.E.Woodcraft)
Sllent_UFO_ speeding over the forest puzzles surveyors .
Sstesake ses bStsest ate sanr ake stakes base ssesseesssese

* t! could not belisve my eyes,' safd 34 year old vr. Ca, 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 aroutid the radio stationis something
[tke 600 ft above sea level and | was sort of looking down on [t. It was 500 to

600 yards away and about 50 to 60 ft below me, but about [00ft above the ground.”

it was flying down the valley towards Nutley and | would have only seen it because -

“It was outlined against the trees. [+ moved on over the A22 and vanished In the
horizon. From where my mate, QB, and } picked up seeing I+ we reckon it
covered about four miles In threeto- four seconds. . , :

} am colour blind but my mate tells me it was fight coloured underneath and

‘red on ‘tops. The-:first glance, the first instant impression, 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~
iow. ‘It was moving too fast for a crop spraying machine, and anyway there Is ,
nothing to spray there. It’s just forest. 1 contacted the police in the hope that
.someone else might have reported seelng it. [+t was about 2.30p.m. on Tuesday

June 13, and as the object went over the big fay-by on the A22 | thought a lorry
driver or someone who stopped there might Have seen it or could have corroborated

the sighting. _ :

}. suppose a couple of seconds had passed before {| tapped my mate on the

shoulderto draw his attention to the object. He agreed with me that we could not __
see wings on it. It was about 20 to 30 feet long.. i could not get a true shape

of Its depth because | was jooking at {+ 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. It was very eerfe 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 It. When the Biggin Hill air show is on we .

always hear the noise of the jets as they scream over the hlll, but this was
, completely silent. | suppose we might have heard a murmur if we had not had the

rig running. | just could not explain it.. It was good daylight and'| don't drink.

tt could not have been an aeropiane. it just did not click with anything | had
ever seen before."

§G555555555555555555555555555555

Wythenshawe Express and Recorder 2.6.78

—_—ae and (BB cre walking along Nearbrook Road, Benchil!. -
-tooking for s sister when a strange object suddenly appeared just above the

rooftops as they approached Broadoak Road, shaped fike a world war two tin heimet.

‘aged {3 said: 'It 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 couple of minutes _and then disappeared. We ran towards it trying to get a

closer look.’ It was am: second ciose encounter. Once when he was on holiday in
Wales,he saw 'two bright. things’ flash across the sky... 'There wes no explanation

a oe
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Subjec.

Repert of U.F.0O.

MINUTE SHEET + Reference

Station Milmsbridge sesssesnte woe Date .......218t April 1976

ChiefSupe rintendant

at 7.0Cam Prissy21st April 1978,I atten Goloar, Huy ce era:
and ‘there interviewed 2 Years, Butcher, and his

wife Telephone Ne

estated at 8.30em she locked from her re Cor
and Saw a bright object in the sky upen closer examination she ea.°
what ap; eared to be a round white bright coject ercournd tic:
than e star. She sumzond her husband, ne locked through the wirde,
and sa. theseme.

vr then lookes at the object shroughn his biWith wee
described it <s round, bright red circuler in shape with a de
circumscribing asmall area to the uprer helf ofthe svhere,

-Mr GD stated the object hung around for 4 hour flyins ina
North South direction, then went awayin a western direction,

He could only describe its location as Girectly above the viliass
of Scapezeat Hill. ;

The area-around Scapegaat hill is surrounded by varies trees of
transmitting and receivinggeriels I have checked these out and alt
appesr in order. I have svcken to ver@sennel at the BBC racic
transmitting station at Fole Moor an. they have informed me thet
all is in order. .

2

Could a copy of this plee

at Wakefield for there inform

of a UFO in this area at thi

©
 
9 be passed to the war departrent

ne there have been no other reports

n
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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 gorse was
Set on fire.
In 2 separate incident tro

men watched a multi-coloured
UFO for more than an_hour

mear Aldershot and a Farn-

borough woman reporied thst
her youns son jad becn
frishtened by a UFO.
The sightings are the hitest

in a series of U FO repoits in

the Surrey and Sussex areas,
some of tnem by peopic with

experience of aeronautical
matters.
in the Kingstanding area of

Ashdown Forest a 10-strong
polite squad searched the
round for a UFO said to
ave set fire te gorse ac about

10.30 last nicht,
A resident at a nearby

T
T
S
 S
o
m
e

 te Attella 
cae

“MULTLCOLOER »

PED

RY POLICEM.

UFO SIGHT

PL Te Cxformer Rov ay”

Rahat Sohne

MAN
“S {7 er

“orps member and a policeman
old yesterday
“oluured

“Nednesday
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might,

and Hanipshire.

At the same
Maureen Slater.
Farnborough, Hants,
and tio of his friend
cigat-shaped UFO

af a
unidentified

wbject which both watche

time
356, of

mrultic
ving

ed on
Mr Peter

and Pec
Trages, 24, both of Ash,
wid the UFO was over

Alan
Surrey,
Surrey

Mrs
nearby

her son
S saw a

which
hovered close to the ground at
a local recreation ground.
said it had flashing
and red lichts,

She
blue, green

Meanwhile a police search
in the Kingstandng area of
Ashdown Forest ear EastGrinstead, Sussex, for a UFO,
which was reported by a iocal;
resident to have set fire to

c heathland on Wednesd
called off yesterday after noth-ne

n

jag was found,

farm ots: £ erystery
odject which fell from the sky
and broke in two as it hit the
ground, causing the fire, said
Inspector Pat Regan, of Eas
Grinstead.
Firemen put out the blaze.

Police were checking for

possible radioactivity as well
as evidence of the falling

obsect.

Red: white, blue
A policeman at Ash, Surrey,

who Was formerly in the RAF,
said he watched a multi -

enloured UFO for more than
20 munutes,

P-c Alan Craggs was called
to Ash Walsh 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 finaly to

green, it moved erratically in
the sky over Twesiedown,
Aldershot. traveling north.

_ Craggs, _ one-time

‘to Sav tl

ay Was

ores fa UFO
fae

© berPa.RAF West Drav-
ton, rang his old base. where

it wes condirmed thar the RAF

had mo knowledge of the

Object.

At the Same time 2 woman
at Farnvorough rang police

ner voung son had been

frightened bv an onject in the
sky. which gave out bright

golden flishes as ic hovered
over plaving fields.

@OLOS ANGELES: What ap-
peared to be a meteor flashed
across the sky above Los

Angesies leaving a trail of brii-
liant Hent and promoting bun-
Greds ot telephone ealis (UPS).



‘eS ‘REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

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

. stl nrvl of Go) 0pm — (0 2 pm,

B. Description of object. Cas of objects, size, shape, colours,
vrigntness, sound, Snell, etc).

/ , gre. Yh ~ efprprenrelree “Lo .Joy(ot Or taut aod X vee rely
Cc. Exact nosition observer. (Geographical location. Indoors or outdoors.
Stationary or moving)..

Melony en Coren Cty,6 Mehery ees

D. How observed. (Naked-é@ye, 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).

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

_—

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

—

H. Movementa. (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. (Telephone lines; high voltase lines; reservoir, lake
‘.amp or marsh; river; high buildings, tall chimneys, steeples, spires,

“uv 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 ete),

See (Oy)
M, _ Name and address of informant

me 6 ard ls
N. | Any background on the informant that _may be volunteered. i

8

° QO. Other witnesses.

P, Date and time of receipt of report.

UWA cm fe?

REDACTED ONORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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@ . REPORT OF AN UNXTENTIFIUD FLYING OBJECT

Ae Pate, time and duration of sighting. (Local times to be quoted).

th afore (G7F ~ fom G30 peo 101° yr ,

QB. Desscription of object. Gtunber of objects, size, shape, colours,
origntness, sound, smell, etc).

Like « Leyee tly ow — yEm

Cc. pxact nosition observer. lscgrpte location. Indoors or outdoors.
Stationary or moving)...

D. How observed. (Naked eye, binoculars, other optical device, still or
movie camera).

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

Lrkr, Apache Ladi (bee)

F. Anvle 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).

—_—

OaJe Meteorological conditions during observations. (Moving Clouds, haze
mist etc),

“Yy



M.

~ |REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT *~ *

“ay objects.. (elephone lines; high voltage lines; reservoir, lake
‘,.amp or marsh; river; high buildings, tall chimeys, steeples, spires,

“VY or radio masts; airfields; generating plant; factories, pits or other sites
with flood-lights | or other night lighting).

' Name and address of informant. _

. To whom reported, (Pottce, military organisations, the press ete)

MY) e209

Any background on the informant that maybe volunteered.

Other witnesses.

Date and time of zeceipt of report.

[1-30 Coanfit

REDACTED ONORIGINAL DOCUMENT



: @ REPORT OF AN UNLLENPIFIUD FLYING OBJECT |

A. Tuto, time and duration of sishting, (Local times to be quoted).

PB. Description of object. (Number of objects, size, shape, colours,
origitness, sound, smell, etc).

Cy Hxact nosition observer. (Geographical location. Indoors or outdoors.
Stationary or moving). |

é .

D. How observed, (eked -€f6,/ binoculars, other optical device, still or
movie camera).

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

F. Angie 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 estimatSs of.
course and speed). ;

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



REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

“ objects. _ {Telephone lines; high voltase lines; reservoir, lake
amp or marsh; river; high buildings, tall chimneys, steaples, spires,

“4 ox radio masts; airfields; generating’ plant: factories, pits or other sites
with flood-lights or other night lighting).

NM.

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

. Name and address of informant.

Ma.

Laneke. EY , Heat
Any background on the informant that may be volunteered.

Other witnesses. |

Sethe
Date and time of zeceipt of report.

IKE pm fps

| REDACTEDONORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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OVERTMEND THIS REALLY IS NONSENSE. THERE'S NOTHING 70 COVER UP FRoMOVER UP ALL THE EVIDENCE AVAILABLS 10 MOD, WE DON'? BELIEVE THERE
a HAS EVER BWSN AN ALTEN SPACR CRAFT HERE.
ae OO FIRST: LORD STRARCLGI, SPRAKING IN THE HOUS® OF Lorps LAS?So WESE, GAVE AN ASSURANCH THAT THERS WAS NO GOVERNMENT coyaR UPi® YOU DON'T PELTEVE HIF, I DON'T KNOW HOW TO CONVINCE you. *BUT I'LL TRY, 

°
SECOND: THE ARRIVAL CF CNE ALIEN SPACE CRAFT WOULD BR A
STUNUING EVENT, ‘THE SKIES FULL OF ALIEN SPACR CRAFT, AS THR
UFOLOGISTS CLAIM, COULD NEVER BE KSLT HIDDEN FROM THe
SCIENTIFIC COMMUNITY BVEN IF THE GOVERNMENT WISHED. ANY
IDSA OF A COVER UP MUST INCLUDE THE SCIENTIFIC COMMUNI PY,
AND ANYONE WHO BELIEVSS THA? WILL BELIEVS ANYTHING,
THIRD: I'LL TELL YOU PRECISELY WHAT HAPPSNS ABOUT UFO

REPORTS IN MCD. I HAVES ONS LADY WHO SPENDS A. SHALL Part
OF HER TIME DEALING WITH UFO ENQUIRIES. UFO REPORTS ARE
SENT TO THE OPERATIONS AND SCIENTIFIC STAFFS. A? KACH PLAGR
ONE PERSON, PART TIMS, LOOKS AT THEM TO SE@ IF THERB TS any
THING OF DEFSNCE INTEREST, NOTHING HAS EVER SUGGESTED aLTEW
SPACE CRAFT,

TST OF THIS PAPER SHOWS THE LENGTHS TO WHICH SOP PROPT,
OP TAC TS CONVINCS OTHIRS THAT THE KOD DOS SERTOUS UFC R

IT PRETENDS TO BH A LIST OF PEOPLE] CONTACTED BY
UFOS. J-EAP- ORR ROPES: CONPACR RD eP¥.HODH“AROURARROS NUFBSRS
¥5643 to K5651. ANYON? KNOWING ANY?@HTNG ARCUT FOD CAN EXPLATH
IT 1S PUCNSY, THERS IS NO DIPARTVENT OF ASRTAT, STUDT2S IN op,

ae THE LAYCUT JS RUFBISH, THERE TS NO PROPER CLASSTFICAPION AND
VN 20 ON. IT TS A FAFE, VORP BLUNTLY, A LIE. BUT I SUPPOSS

SOEE PEOPL= BELT SVE IT, _

THIS IS NONSENSH. UPFOLOGISTS KNOW THAT IF THERE HAD BaRy
ACTIVITY ON ANYTHING LIVS THA SCALE THEY CLATIE, TT MUS? HAVE
COME TO THE NOTICH CF GOVEPNMENTS, WHEN GOVERNEENTS DENY ATL
KNOWLEDGE OF ALIEN SPACE CRAT?, UFOLOGISTS DON'T BYLTEVH TT,

PERHAPS WH IN MOD ARE PARTLY TO BLAME, ARBW THE
EASY WAY QUT AND JUST SATD "THERE IS NO # THAT UFOS POS#
A THREAT TO DEFENCE", THAT H4S SAVHD US FRCHK ARGUMENTS, WHat
WE SAY NOW IS MORE TO THE POINT - UFOS HAVE NaTURAL BXPLANS PIONS
LIK# FIREBALLS AND SO ON: THEY ARE NOT ALIEN SPACE CRAFT.

WE GET SOMF REPORTS WITH THIS DESCRIPTION AND THERE COULD
Hak BE A NUMBER OF @XPLANATICNS. ONS POSSIBLE BXPLANATION IS

ATRCRAFT SEEN HSAD-ON AND THEREFORE APPHARTNG TO BE STATIONARY,
WHICH THEN TURN AT AN ANGLES AND CAN THEREFORE BE SEEN TC BB
MOVING AT SPEED. IPT IS SPRANGS NOW DIFFICULT I7 TS TO JUDG

DISTANCS, LAST Y3AR “"S GOT MANY REPORTS OF A KIUCHWN SATHILIGS

RE-ENTRY, BUT ONE DESCRIBTD "AN OVAL THING YVITH A YHITS COCEPIT
WHICH HOVERED AND THEN SHOT OFF Af GREAT SPHSD",

REDACTED



a ay !

(TERNAL i THERE IS SOMETHING EXTRAORDINARY ABOUT THE CLAIM oF HUGE
QCESTSTENCINS

7 HAYS SHEN A
ara .“QO

* NO SZPERTS WHY

) CONFI DEE?

-

gat

NUMBERS OF SIGHTINGS, WHAT IS THE POINT OF ALL THESE Vrstqg

BEING SREN OR NOT? IF THEY DON'T, VHY HAVE "DHSY" Neyer
COMFUNLCATHD WITH GOVERNMENTS? WHY IS THERE NO EVIDENCE on
RADAR FOR THIS HUGH NUMBIR OF VISITS? WHY HAS WoDReTI, Barr
RADIO TELESCOPS J=VaR FOUND ANYTRING REYOTSLY RYSEFBLING ay
ALIEN SPACE CRAFT? VHY HAVS NO ARTEFACTS BSN FOUND, No
BROKEN BITS OF SPACE CRAPT? WHY IS THERS NOT A STNGTR
CONVINCING PHOTOGRAPHYS OF ALIEN SPACE CRAFT? ASSUKING RACH
SIGHTING IS NOT A VISTT FROM ANOTHSR STAR, WHERE ARE Diay
I DING?

/ OVER SO MANY DECADES, TO NO APPARSNT PURPOSE? bo “THEY" MIND

UFOLOGISTS HAVE TO INVSNT MORE EXTRAORDINARY STORIES 70
EXPLAIN THE DICRSPANCIES, THE ALIENS ARE HIDING IN A HUGE
HOLE IN THE BARTH? OR THE SARTH IS HOLLOW, OR THSY ARE
IN THE DEPTHS OF THE SSA. OR THEY COME FROF "ANOTHER SPACE
TIVE CONTINUUI. IT ISN'? JUST A OQUSSTION OF VISITS BY atten
SPACE CRAFT. UFOLOGISTS ARE FORCED INTC BXYPLANATIONS THAT ARW
ALWAYS MORE @XTRAORDINARY AND INCAPABLE OF BRING RITHRE PROvHD
OR DISPROVED,

PROPLE SAY "I HAVE SEEN A UFO", AS THOUGH PHERS IS CNS
SPECIAL KIND OF THING UP THERE. BY DEFINITION IT IS
UNIDENTIFIED, JUST AN UNSXAPLAINED PHENOMSNON. THEY TRANSPOSE
"UFO" TNTO "FLYING SAUCER", AND BHNFORE YOU KNO# If HaS BRCOKE
AN ALIEN SPACES CRAFT.

I vAS TALKING TO A LADY ABOUT UFOS, AND SHE SATD "AB, BUT
I'VE SS4N A UFO". SHE DeSCRIBSD IT ~ JUST AFTER DUSK, VaRyY
RIGH, GLOWING, MOVING IRREGULARLY ABOUT THE SKY. I TOLD H#
THAT WAS A CLASSIC D'4SCRIPTICN OF A METSOROLCGICAT BATTOOH!,.
BIT SHE SATD "NO, TE VAS A UFO",

THE NAMS UFO STICKS. BUT IT JUST MEANS SOMSTHING YOU DON'T
RECOGHTS4,

IT DSPENDS WHICH WAY YOU TACKLE THS PROPISM, IF YOU SAY
"SVERYTHING STRANGE TN THS STY ITS A UFO, AND EVERY UFO IS AN
ALIEN SPACE CRAFT, THEN YOU aR® IN TRCURLE. IF YOU SAY "THERE

ARS STRANGE PHSNOFENA, WHAT ARH THE PCSSIBLE CAUSSS?" YCU
FIND THERE ARE PLSYTY OF SENSIRELS CAUSES, HSN THERE IS N

NEED TO INVENT THE FANTASTIC EXPLANATION OF ATTEN SPACS CRAFT -
FOR WHICH THSRE IS NOT ONE JO? OF DIRECT EVIDENCR,

BESIDES, WHEN YOU LOOK AT THE SUGGESTIONS ABOUT ATTEN ;

SPACE CRAFT, YOU FIND TiuiSY ARE FULL CF INTERNAL INCONGIS®SNCIZ

XQ

)

reprons
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THERE IS NO DOUBT THAT THERE ARE PLENTY OF STRANGETHINGS TO SEW IN THE SKY, REPORTED BY RESPONSIBLE PEOPLETHE ONLY QUESTION IS WHETHER THESE SICHTINGS REPRESENT *NATURAL PHENOMENA OR ALIEN SPACE CRAFT, WE SAY THERE ARRNATURAL EXPLANATIONS - FIREBALLS, MET BALLOONS, ATRCRAF?LICHTS, MIRAGBS AND SO ON. THERE IS NO NEED 26 INVENT
ALTEN SPACE CRAFT,

Bs kare f

WE DON' BELIEVE THERE HAS EVER BEEN A SINGLE VIST? py
AN ALIEN SPACE CRAFT, ‘THERE ARE LOTS OF STRANGE PHENOMBYA
IN THE SKY, BUT THERE ARE PERFECTLY NATURAL EXPLANATIONS
FOR THEM,

THERE ARE MANY DIFFERENT EXPLANATIONS. HUGE QUANTITIES
OF SPACE DEBRIS ENTER THE ATMOSPHSRE, AS METEORS AND PIRES
BALLS; BRIGHT PLANETS AND EVEN THE MOON HAVE BERN REPORTED

| AS UFOS; SaPSLLITE DSBRIS (600 BITS RE-ENTER EVERY YEAR);
ST ELMO'S FIRE, BALL LIGHTNING, CURIOUS CLOUD FORMATIONS;
MST BALLOONS, AIRCRAFT LIGHTS, AND LANDING LIGHTS; KITES;
EVEN BIRDS; CAR LIGHTS ON DISTANT HILLS. A STUDY BY THE
COLORADO UNIVERSITY REPORTED 50 BXAMPLSS - AND ADDED THAT If
WAS IMPOSSIBLE 10 LIST THEM ALL, THERE WERE STMOLY TOO MANY.

ALI THOS PHENOMENA CAN BE MISINTERPRETED IF SREN
UNEXPECTEDLY AND BRIEFLY. WITH DISTORTIONS OF LIGHT, SVEN
MIRAGHS, THE MOST ORDINARY THINGS ARE QUITE UNRECOGHISABLE,
AS ANYONE WHO HAS SEEN A MIRAGE IN TH? DESERT CAN SAY.

SOME OF THE PHENOMANA ARB VWSRY STRANGE, FOR RYLARPTU:
PIREBATTS: ARS VERY LARGE LSTSORS, VsRY DIFFSRUIT FROM THR
USUST "SHOOTING SPAR", -THNY Hive trvID COLCURS, AND COLOUR
CHANGES, THSY MAY BREAK UP, “TTY FRAGMENTS CIRCULTNG oR
FLYING AS IF "IN FORMATION", THRY ARB SO RRIGHT THAT PSHOPLY
OFTEN UNDERESTIMATE THE DISTAMCR,
“BATE LIGHTING, STRANGS ELECTRICAL PHENCMENON, “WHEN YOU GET
A GLOWING Bart THE SIZ@ OF A FOCTBALL, WHICH DRIF@S Nar THR
GROUND, OR EVEN HIGH IN THE ATR, IT HAS BYSN KNOVN TO DRIFT?
ALONG POWSR CARLES AND DSLEPHCNS LINES,
SUNDOGS, ARE RUFLECTIONS OF THES SUN FRI" LAYERS OF ICR CRYSTAL,
fl} CLOUDS, IT'S RATIER LIKE SESING THE SUN TN A CLOUDY BTRaCE
YOU ALSO GET MOON-DAYS.
SATELLITE DEPRTS CAN OFTEN PRODUCE DRAVATTO PHENOMSTA VHRN Ttet ee 

Vesti dss tt

BURNS UP ON Ra-ENTRY, SOMETIMES SPLITTING UP.

OF COURSH THERE ARE "UFO"s, IN THE SENSE OF UNIDENTIFIED
THINGS IN THE SKY. THE TROUBLE IS THAT SOMS PEOPLE
IEMEDIATELY TRANSPOSE "UFO" INTO ALIEN SPACE CRAPS,

SOMETIMES FLYING SAUCER,

THE 1968 COLORADO STUDY LOCKED AT THE CLAIM THAT ASPRONAUYS
HAD REPORTED UFOS. THE ASTRONAUTS HAD REPORTRD MANY STRANGE
PHENOMENA, BUT ALL EXCEPT THRES VERE EXPLAINED. THERE WAS
NOTHING TO SUGGEST THAT THS UNSKPLAINSD SIGHTINGS WARE ALIEN
SPACS CRAFT. RSHEMBBR THAT SPACE CRAFT USUALLY HAVE SEALL
AND SHEARY WINDOWS,



RADN — RADAR TS IN SOME VAYS MORE FALLIBLE THA TRE HUNAY BYE.
‘ 5 MANY TECHNICAL, PRCBLEMS PRODUCE FALSB ECHOES, DUS?, FLOCKS

where the OF PIRDS, ATMOSPHERIC CONDITIONS. A COMMON ONE Tg KNOWN AS
ulses bounce ANOMALOUS PROPAGATION, ANYWAY IT DOES NO? FOLLOW THAT VISUALlot layers in AND RADAR SIGHTINGS ARE OF THE SAME PHENOMENA,
fhe mosphere

JEFFICULT CASHES SOME CASES ARB DIFFICULT @Q EXPLAIN, BRCAUSE THE
DESCRIPTION ITS TOO VAGUE OR THE SVIDEWCS 700 REMOTE, CCUPLED
WITH WACEPTIONAL CCHDITIONS. IF ONE ACCEPTS THAT NATURAT,
EXPLANATIONS COVER MOST SIGHTINGS, IT IS AN ENORMOUS ZND
IRRATIONAL JUFP TO CLAIM THAT THE RESIDJE CONSTITUTE ALTEN
DPACE CRAFT WHEN THERE IS NO POSITIVE BVIDSHCS THAT ppmy ARE
ALIEN SPACE CRAFT,

SE TATLED REPORTS ALWAYS UNWISE TO EVALUATE SUCH REPORTS WITHOUT THE PIRSp-
HAND FVIDSNCE, UFO STORIES ARE LIABLE (0 BS BMBELLISHED ‘rT TH
BACH SUCCESSIVE TELLING, TO ASSESS THEM ONE WOULD HAVE 70
READ THE STATEMENTS OF WITNESSES, AND KNOW PRECISE DIRECTIONS
TINES, ATMOSPHERIC CONDITIONS AND SO ON, SOME EVIR Is fee
VERY SrTRaao , ON 4 RECEIT TV PROGRAMAS Pho PEOPLE OS:

HOSS Geawing Se OAK THAT Se1d vesy Lew OvER WEST Loria}
MOONE FISE tt Lorene) SAze fT.

JNART PIGAL WANY UFOLOGISTS SEEM TC ACCEPT UFO REPORTS UNCRITICALLY.
" — THE COLORADO REPORT BEXAMIN"SD T¥O FAMOUS CASES QUOTaD BY

LEADING UFOLCGISTS. OW YAS AN CLD MANUSGRIP? DESCRIBING
A UFO SSEU IN THE CHIRTHBNTH CRNTURY: If WAS A FAKE BY

TWENTTETS CHNTURY SCHOOLBOYS. THE OTHER WAS THS SO~CALLED

TULLI PAPYRUS REFERRING TO UFOS IN PHE TIMES OF THE PHAROAH

THUTMOSE ITI: THEY ASSESSED THAT A FAKE TCO. ANYWAY "0-003

CAN PRODUCE THS PAPYRUS. yx

7
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OTORADO. STUDY/ IN 1968 THE US ATR FORCE GOT COLORADO UNTYVERSTTY TO D0 AN
ERC CANS j LNDEPRNDENT STUDY, YHSLK VERY DBTATLED SCIENTIFIC ANALYSISal WAS PUBLISHED, AND ITS MAIN CCNCLUSION WAS (I QUOTE): "NotHING

1 Oy ati we} HAS COME FRCM THE STUDY OF UFOS IN THE LAST 21 YEARS THAT HiS
Gre Mele ADDED TO SCIENTIFIC KNOWLEDGE", THE REPORT WAS ENDORSED BY
wee Ua A PANEL OF THE NATIONAL ACADEVY OF SCIENCES. THE ADVICE WE
le HAVE HAD IS THAT NOTHING HAS HAPPSNED SINCE QHUEN TO CAUSE THR
jhe 8 cet UNITED STATES AUTHORITIES T0 CHANGE THEIR VIEWS.

FRENCH IT IS OFTEN CLAIMSD THAT THE FRENCH MINISTER OF BPSUCE, Ih
A 1974 BROADCAST, SAID THAT UFOs WERE REAL. I HAVES REaD THE
TRANSCRIPT. NE SAID THAT THE PHENOMENA WERE GENUINE AND
REPORTED BY SENSIRLS PHOPLE. BUT NOWHERS DID HE SAY THAT UFOs
WERE REAL IN THE SENSE OF BEING ALIEN SPACE CRAP.

, 
me at

x eh AS Tre mr PEMAPKOBLE PYETERIES I’ , e DESAI GF ; _ poms LY

“* One CASE vssceisgs won AT THE IU LEIRL OF 46"*VIEGE RM FELTES , . -¢Ctou) Reed Toon AxwAY A emecratte
QO VED tercenseb 4 A : oe rie SRY ts66 we OM On Tae PAORFEE MS REGISENT. BUF May _. —- ForsTT AL 19M } oe Licrcsas. II STbORIAES ¢ THE OULMERS WESFS
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HURE THERE'S SYOKE THE UFO INDUSTRY IS MAKING A GREAT DEBAT, OF SMOKE, TO THE
ijera( FIRE

. *

CORDS DEBATE

Testy -
law YEAR SIGHTINGS

CONFUSION CF CCMMON SENSE SAND TO ITS Oun SUBSTANTT AT, PROFI 27

VERN LONG DEBATS, ABOUT THR'S HOURS. EARL OF HALSBURY,

A SCIENTIST, MADE SOME TELLING POINTS ABOUT THE PHENOMENA

THAT GET CALLED UFOS (SUN DOGS, GREEN FLASH). LOxb Hewiann
WAS BRIEFED FOR THS DSBATH BY SIR BERNARD LOVELL. “Ha SalD

: dODRELL BAUK RADIO THLESCOPS HAD Bali Ol WaTCH FOR 30 YBARS

LAND NEVER SEEN ANYTHTUG THA ? COULD POSSIBLY BE AN ALIEN SPACES
iCRAFT,

THE SIGHTING OVER ENGLAND ON NEW YEARS EVE WAS ATPRT RUTRD

Te AAVESEIGA

TO THS RE-ENTRY CF GHEE LAURCHER OF A RUSSIAN SaTSLLITE, COSiLC
1068, TAUNCHSD ON 26 DICS.MB4R, NEARLY ALT THE 100 REPORTS
RECSTVSiD Ih HOD WERE CCNSISTENT WITH RE-SNTRY OF SPACE DBRRTS

THS NEW ZEALAND SIGETIEGS ATTRACTSD SUCH WIDA PURLICITY
THAT THE NEY Z3ALAND GCVERNEENT MAY rays AN ANNOUSCEEEND,
THS ADVANCE INFORMATION FRCH CUR HIGH COMPISSICN THERE LRAVHS
LITTLG DOUBT THAT THSRS VILL BE A NATURAL AXPLAUATTON.

THS PACT THAT THERS WIRE BOTH VISUAL AND RADAR TONS Tay
CONFUSED SOME PHOPLE WSALRSADY YNOY THAT CONDIGIONS LS
WHAT TR KNOW AS AKOVAT.OUS PE oopana ny Cat VHERE RADAR PULSES.
BOUNCH OFF LAYSRS IN THE ATOSPHARS AND TT TS NC? YET SHOWN
THAT THE VISUAL AND RADAR SIGHTINGS WSRa OF GH SAME DHING.

‘OU MANY ARB
ARB

Pr atteay

#FTCTAL SHCRETS
ia iia)

fd
pawn

N THY REPCRTS ARG}SATNIY LOOFSD AT RY THE OPSRATTONS SPAFF

RASPONSIPES FOR ATR NEFINCH, THIS TS NO PLACES TO GO THTS
DaTATLS CF ATR DSSPENCE RUT PHS PATH SUITNGS ARE ORVTOUS - Ae.
INTRUDER, ATRCRAFD: SATNIII@4 DEBRIS TS SONSTIMES INTERNSTING

WR TWCVAT Em Yr Ny RS in 3 ’ rmwi DON FD eee TO THE POLN?T WHERE POS
=INVESTIGATT OF Is WADS, B BC AUS S “H ONLY T0007 7OR DEPENc

IMPLICATICNS: ONCE TH: r STAY ARS SATISFIeD THAis
Ru ApS

fim me marshy NMATMM LUIYR D

ARE NC SUCH EP °LIC AGTCKS, NO FURST?THAR INVSSTIGATICNS ARS FADS,
NOD USED TC ENOUIRE A BIT FURTHER SOME YHARS AGO, AND THEN7

ABOUT 10 PER CENT WHRS UNSXPLATNSDB. BUT THEY WER ONLY
UNGAPLATNED BECAUSE TH DETATIS WHERE VAGUE,

ALT, GOVERNKENTS PAPSRS ARE COVRRED BY THS OFFICIAL

ACT, BUT RELEASH OF DOCUMENTS CAN BY AUTHORISED. THR3 ny
REASON CUR UFO SIGHTINGS ARE NOT MAD’ PUBLIC 18 THI ALD

CORRSSPONDEUCS WITH THE PUBLIC IS CONFIDESTIAL BaTweail OURK

SELVES AND THE WRITBR. WE CCULDNOTRELSASE IT wIPHCUYBTTHS

xm

Sack wT S)

ine

GETTING PERMISSION FRCI EVERY VRITER OR DSLETING THs NAMES ia
ADDRESSES TO PRSSSRVS THE WRIGSP'S PRIVACY. YOU WCULDN'T LIES

IT IF YOU VROTS TO A GOVERNMENT DEPARTEGNT AND THEY PRCIPTLY

PUBLISHSD YOUR L3UTTaR,

NOW, I HAVS ONLY ONS DADY PART TIPE ON UFOS. I COULD Not
SPARE HER FCR A COUPI® OF MONTHS EDITING THOSE PAPERS. ANY AY
WHAT'S THE PONT? WE HAD 800 REPO®TS LAST YSAR, (AND IT DON'T

SUPPOSE THEY DIFFER MUCH FROM THE TENS OF THOUSANDS OF REPORT.
a!

RSCEIVED BY UFOLOGIS@TS - BXCap? THAT OST OF OUR REPORTS, ARG

GIVEN GN CLEAR PRO-FCRITAM, Apeha sg pran ,
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Cc . REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBTZCT

Ae “tate, time and duration of sighting. (Local times to be quoted),

SL AE

SEAN

scription of object. \Nanber of objects, size, shape, colours,“Woldnepeesound, E us iedk Hoshing bu | ed [ushile| grean Avghits

C. axact nosition observer. (Geographical location. Indoors or outdoors.
Stationary or moving).

D. How observed, (Nakaa-6ye, binoculars, other optical device, still or
movie camera). 

.

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

ae

P. Anvle of sight. (Estimated heighta are unreliable).

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

NN

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
mlat ete).

TM



“y objects. (Telephone lines; high voltage lines; reservoir, lake
“amp or marsh; river; high buildings, tall chimeys, steeples, Spires,

“UV or radio hasts; airfields; generating plant, factories, pits or other sites
with flood-lights or other night lighting). 

.

M.

- _%o whom reported, (Police, military organisations, the press etc).

Pet. o€ Qhlershot-

. Name and address of informant, _

Abpety . re .Any background on the ifformant that may be volunteered,

_~
Other witnesses, . 

. 
.

— : ry NM | a, / 03 ; hf to
Schoachrdler STéacdkey. Chilciion Lene, ooked _

Date and time of receipt of report, 
So

oo ee
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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 Ic Our Reference
Room 012 D/DASIO4 1
Old War Office ale

London

SWIP 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 SN

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

pyccion

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 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.

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 2/18903~2etef 29/;/0x —Wireng fle RerK

AIR 2914200- RAF Operabion, Keovel

Rank t> Branch DAK - LA ~Oes + Col [

sag retewout look Sogn foundin HAL 218878 or tk 24/2200 .
r2|[2[2003
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RRESection 40

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 Ic

Room 012

Old War Office

Whitehall

LONDON

SWI1P 2EU

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

Received: Air 2/19083 — Fi, vefarcel 12/2/2002

Rank “1D Branch DAS-LA-Op<Lol [

Date_/2 [2003 Te Noaa

Copier of kilos Sse4lr/ 13 relecorecd. u/ehoo2
SB fly
SBu LS
S8u/1//6

Se[ s/t?



From

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Our Reference
D/DAS/64/3
Date
11 February 2003

Leyland

Lancashire

Tam 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. [SY

I hope this is helpful. AS

Yours sincerely,



. 
copy ypor rps |

; y REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT": °

_a— wee (Air) 584/1/13
15 March 1974

Dear Nr Gp

Thank you fot your letter of 10 March, the
contents of which have been noted.

Yours faithfully

.

Te /rgou [72 Fok TH

fir 2fi3a7e
UE Raparts (ADUA7S

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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SUNDAY MARCH THE TENTH 1974 LONDON U.K. TIME I4.52

Thank you for your letter dated February I4th, the information it contained

was interesting and of value particularly when one discovers that the five

reports you passed on of sightings on the evyhing 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 Corwenin 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 the moment the achievements of NASA,

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT,
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PAGE 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 beneficial for us all. Hopefully (!) somewhere along the way

we are all ‘private! individuals. 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 @@

classified as being ‘private’ or not. Let us try and use the immense

technological summit now reached by man for the extension of Inowledge 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 Pakntoms would be much appreciated !

Thanks for all your help so far, I leok forward to meetigg you one day. Perhaps

when e to get a job we can lunch together.

CEs ace ce eee 
gmat

cep pe pen ee gt =og

_ REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT!”
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RONISTRY GF DEFENCE

Main Building Vhitehall London SW1A 2H

Telephone 01-213 (Direct Dialing}

01-218 9000 = (Switchbuard)

. Your reference

Our referenca

aF/7484/72/S4if( Air)
Date

| \\ Marek 1975

\o>
Dea: a

Thank you fox your letter asking for information abcut the incicent that cecurred

in Nerth Wales on 03/224, Tannuary 1974.

I shouldcevhaps first explain that the Ministry of Defence investigstes reports of
unidentified flying objects (UFOs) solely to sec if there are any defence implications.
We cannot normelly puraue our research, other than for defence reasons, to a point

sh sY61 >
sn ea “where positive correlation with a known object is establi

of the ercebable identity of the object seen.

With pezard te the events of the evening of 23 January in the Berwyn Mcuntains; we

did receive a number of veparts of an unusual object seen in the sky just bevore

10,00 pm on the evening in question. These came from Willesden, Greenford in

Middlesex, Mill Hill, Boston in Lincolnshire and Chigvell Row in Sussex. They

Gesoribed a bright lisht seen in the north-west which appeared to be falling towaxds

the borigon, One resort gave the time precisely ag 9.57 pa, and another said that

he object appeared to bresk uy following a brillient flesh of light. Later on

personnel of the 2oval Aix Forve Mountain Rescue Team paz ticipate2d in a search of the

area where the obgect was thought te have come down, bud as you probably know nothing

was found.

Thece reports of 4 Oright light apsasrentiy falling towazds the horigen and thex F E& +e Moae ms os 24S $2e€ A0rizgen and based

exploding cauld well have been caused by the descant ef e meteor through the atmosphere

burning up as it vent ard finally disintesreting before it reacned the ground. Such

a hypoth esis would also explain the absence of sny signs of impact. 14 bas slso been
sugseested that about an hour and a half eavliex 4 & 432 pia there was an earth teemor

the Berwyn Vounhains which vroduced « landslide with ncisee like @enctations.

Thtis latter asveat of the affaix however is cutside the field of the Ain Porvce Depart~
ment, and is net considered to be connected with the revorts refersed to shove,

lL, * - * * . ".

I hope this infermaticn will be of scmehelip to you.4

Yours faithfy tl
s

i
n

w
s

REDACTEDON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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ey) eet a3 fd ay

>I SS + ( ally) Cadiden otethe chet een 4,
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Ae

Hidden copy to:
DS8b

Met 0 9

i3

2 EEC 25Bohs Vy a

when we spose on the telephone I pronised to let FOU Rave & SwaeLyof the various reports wo have received of an unusual object seen

in the sky on the evening of 23 January. These were five in micber,

frou willesden, Greenford in Middlesex, Mill] Hill, Soston in

wincolnshire and Chigwell How in Gussex, (we received no reports

fron horth weles). In seach case the tine of observation was sbated
to nave been either 10.00 pa or during the preceeding quarter of an

nour. In one case it was specified precisely as 9.57 pa. as to
vue nature of the object seen, we were giveao the following details:—

appearance

i. Cone~-shaped, sent off sparks, yellow;

te

i. Whitish-green light;f-
t>

a
dii. white vertical track in sky, followed by green flesh;

iv. Srilliant flesh of light, object sppeared to break up;

rreen with lone teil.3Ve

Direction ofObservation

- sastwarés (looking towards Eilburn fron sillesdes);p
t
e

ii.) Northwa

Lil. Aorth-ywestwards;

iv. "Compass heeding of 270°" (therefore presunably
northewestw ards 3

Ve “ot provided.

REDACTED ONORIGINAL DOCUMENT |
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aitection of Leverens:

i. calling to earth;

ii. Valling to earth;

iii. Falling to earth;

iv. Halling;

ve. Travelling frou east to west.

at is interesting that reports three end four both describe a felling
object waich disappeared in a flasi. This could have becn a “bolide’
or meteor that disintegrates during its passage through the atmosphere.
-iglotegration would be associated with an air explosion which could
ve audible up to a distance of 50 niles.

ft au sorry if I sounded sosewhat unenthusiastic on the telephons
about your suggestion that KAY aircraft be used to identify anv
aaterial fron the object waich may have reached the ground. I should
explain that the interest of the Hinistry of Defence in unidsntified
flying objects is directed towards any ivplicstions they say asave for
aotilonal defence, and tuab we save no interest in then fron 2 puraly
acadesic or scientific point of view. se are of course severely
lisited (not least by Parlianent) im tae uses to which we can put
~asources provided specificelly for defence. There are certain fields
au wWuich it is a recognised practice (coastal search and rescue is
one such area) for us to assist other Government Departaents. where
are certain other areas in waich (subject to a cods of rules) we can
give assistauce to other recognised agencies or tedies in both the
pedlic ard private sectors. Lely to a private individuel is a

Citferent catter agein however, and requires very detailed considera-
tacn On a case by case basis, which, alnost by definition, mekes a
swift response unlikely. i should in short be at fault if I were to
dsave you with the Llapression that on any futusce occasion sssistance
could autonatically be made available.

4 enclose a susmary of all UFC reports received in the firistry since
1359 categorised according to our eatinstiorof the likely couse, in
tre nope thet you wey Lind it ef some interest.

Yours faithfully

REDACTEDON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT:
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Rf 868/73/Met 0 9

S4F( Air)

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS

Reference: ry

A. S4F(Air)584/1/32 dated 29 January 1974.

1. With regard to the 4 reports forwarded with reference A it would appear that
Mrs MPs sighting (note time, description and movement) was not related to
the others. A copy of a fifth report, received via Met 0 7, is attached.

@. In all cases weather at the time and location of the reported event was ary
with small amounts of cloud 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 lowest 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.

Se 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.

4. «The passage of a meretcor could previde a reasonable explanation for the othe
Sightings. This need not have been a 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
a distance of about 50 miles. If nothing is found at ground level then a bolide
would appear to provide a possible answer - Dr QB's comment concerning the
green flash and the object disappearing whilst still 20° above the horizon is
noteworthy.

Ss” February 1974

Het © 9

Room Ext

HQ Het Office

Bracknell

EB

REDACTEDON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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MEMORANDUM

a

Me. 2oom SD

Ref. ach y s2e lar Date n Aan 74. Tel. EEE Ext, 7

—— a

Subject VMISEMricO Pye Otters

RJ erenos . Sth Card a apt j id dakeh 2g Chetan Ae. -
x

, Ac . ‘Tan Oa ape {Xy ys Am ok Ceboneuse ARNEL We

. . LaF . g 1 ;ke SSayiccat on VO aadud sf _
& - j

Corn. otto we san Sas, pal Ang Cad te 4S oe
AS,

dt

Appointment block letters, _... Signature!

Complete this form in manuscript unless there are svecial reascns for typing.

remaaiie oem,

FoB L0G. 56-2565

REDACTEDON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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MOD Form 4A

MEMORANDUM

To Sa F (A®) From S$ TE¢C¢

Ref. Stee] neh R& Date Tel vy [2 Ext. Sp

uikie.
Subject

Ref L Lewsé mtiwute SF E Carry SCY IL [13 dak f

Lhe achtedy tick are aan ove

a wick aten Ayeutel apie Ft Onfe—

hak & obpeet mee apen 0 mb bert

aubre5 He athucfeer.

Re. Cawee 4 the olere cLaimn d Me vent

~eart K& tet~ it 4 «wet Coes cleat chi ¢

Rank/ Name in .
Appointment block letters... ... Signature... =

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

J.-P.Ltd. 56-2365

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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LOOSE MINUTE

Saf(Air)584/1/18

STCOC 
ANS

o GE 2( RAF \\*

si est jor
Met_0 9 yo a A >

7 ye

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS
“a

The attached reports of an unidentified
flying object are forwarded for investigation.
All appear to refer to the incident reported
in the National press and on the radio and
television on 24 Jan. It was then suggested
that this might have beena 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.

aX Jan 74 S4f( Air)

REDACTEDON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT



, REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIUD FLYING OBJECT

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

DB. TE D200 hag

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

Saie of Sah WO - Cran iw Col oun , Long Ju

C. Exact position observer. (Geographical location. Indoors or outdoors.
Stationary or moving)...

At hom s , KO cons

D. How observed, (Naked eye, binoculars, other optical device, still or.
movie camera). - ;

N Rd SM n

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

eo
ee

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

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

H. Movements. (Changes in EB, F and G may be of more use than estimatesof.
course and speed).

aaating Gen aed Je aod
Je Meteorological conditions during observations. | (Moving clouds, haze.
mist etc).

QI ae . AW



‘Oo

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

K. Nearby objects. (Telephone lines; high voltaze lines; reservoir, lake
ov damy awamp or marsh: rivers high buildings, tall chimneys, ateaplos, spires,

TV or radio masts; airfields; generating plant; factories, pits or other sites
with flood-lights or other night lighting).

No | wba dnrrwdro vw

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

Daly Room Sesh tund Yad ex uy
oJ IS) Ou. |. yey

M. . Name and address of informant.

Os g cath an Sx
N. Any backeround on the informant that may be volunteered.

0. Other witnesses.

«a

P. Date and time of receipt of report.

Dud Ve Ka 0

ss

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT



lie

REPORT OF AN UNIDSNTIFI“ED FLYING OBJECT|

oe. Date, time and duration of sighting. (Local tines to. be quoted).

B. Description of object. (umber of objects, size, shape, colours,
brightness, sound, smell, etc)Jo

(Shite eitrealHach, 5 lg Gren fot.
eTerHee! Afar? w- Lapipeneed fe hd binvy an.

C. Exact position observer. (Geographical location. _ Indoors or outdoors.
Stationary or moving).

du WL - chain Aaererl, NW),

D. How observed. (Naked eye, binoculars, other optical.device, still. or..
movie damera). ;

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

F. Angle of sight.’ (Estimated hei are unreliable).

Cubsrt? Lfo° abyt wells +

eG Jo” oboe LeyA fo-fote qheen (ok occu ef

G. Distance. teerosazence ppenseda known landmark wherever possible)...

H. Movements. (changes in B, F and G may be of more use than estimates of.
course and speed)."

tow.

Je Meteorological conditions during observations. | (Moving clouds, haze.
mist etc). | ca pb

Noman“i

+

inteew ee ee oe
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K. Nearby objects. (Telephone lines; high voltage lines; reservoir, lake
oxy damy swamp or marshy; rivers; high buildings, tall ohimeys, steeples, 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).

mod Saft (a ) GAT cm,

M. . Name and address of informant.

0/.

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

oO. Other witnesses.

P. Date and time of receipt of report.

a

REDACTEDON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT



r J REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJEC? ~

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

Sy.i THK CQ 4S py - 10:00 pny

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

Dan tRenk WARN

C. Exact position observer. (Geographical location..: Indoora or outdoors.
Stationary or moving)...

\ ‘VwYoony ~ Joodeine Wo Lind oud

D. How observed. (Naked eye, binoculars, other optical device, still or.

movie canora). ° ;

N why d dy &

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

¥, Angle of sight. (Estimated eee are routheie).

a

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

a

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

ogpeed ie Ae Loathing BS xeIK

J. Meteorological conditions during observations. (Moving clouds, haze.
mist etc). W »

Ln

vera



K.
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Nearby objects. (Telephone lines; high voltase lines; reservoir, lake
or dam; swamp or marsh; river; high buildings, tall chimoyn, ateoplos, spires,
TV or radio masts; airfields; generating plant; factories, pits or other sites
with flood-lights or other night lighting).

M °

a
—

_ Name and address of informant.

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

YioYD

Nw2
Any backrround on the ant that may be volunteered.

Other witnesses.

Date and time of receipt of report.

‘
x
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@ REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

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

D3.\. 7 G48 pry _ [O-Ony

B. Des: ciption of object. (Number of objects, size, shape, colours,
brightness, sound, smell, etc).

Lowye mi TAL - Gracin, degky

Cc. Exezct position observer. (Geographical location. Indoors or out.vor.
Stationary or moving).

Fong roatk . S\HERG indoarn - J oR ine

\ikXe mh worn oa). DM arr Lan) wn NSD wa
D. How observed, (Naked eye, binoculars, other optical device, still or
movie camera).

N oka iy &

Re Direction in which object was first seen. (A landmark may be mora useful
than a bacly estimated bearing).

q here

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

N wi Cyn UA.

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

~

Not Qing wae

H. Movements. (Changes in BE, F and G may be of more use than estimates of.

course and speed)..

RR» Ce nena on tO |J. Metecrological conditions during observations. (Moving clouds, haze.
mist etc).

a>

none
Ys
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Nearby objects. (Telephone lines; high voltage lines; reservoir, lake

or dam; swamp or marsh; river; high buildings, tall chimeys, steeples, spires,

_ £V or radio masts; airfields; generating plant; factories, pits or other sites

with flood-lights or other night lighting).

M.

N.

P,

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

MoD

_ Name and address of informant.

Any backzround on the informant that may be volunteered.

Other witnesses.

>

Date and time of receipt of report.

Sue 7a = 30.AM

REDACTEDON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT



REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIND FLYING OBJECT

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

Gado ym a3}.

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

Theenpac ( ctgel wh Absec Pybt aed ~ LG -

Le onc - af foil Lave the An ae [le
C. Exact position observer. (Geographical location. Indoors or outdoors.

Stationary or moving).

Jueves - of brit a a OM ¥ Cer G A

D. How observed. (Naked eye, binoculars, other optical device, still or

movie camera).

habs Eyk .

E. Direction in which object was first seen. (A landmark may be more useful

than a badly estimated bearing).

Lorkcg Le sh~

F. Angle of sight. (stimated heights are unreliable).

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

—_—

H. Movements. (Changes in ©, F and G may be of more use than estimates of

course and speed). otc a.

igi 2 forappeared A fk oi brmaty 40

tA MAty * aa Ln orth cf en & ib’ 4 obit
pes” G4 wed Seo el.
J. Meteorological conditions during observations. (Moving clouds, haze
mist etc).



@ REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

K. Nearby objects. (Telephone lines; high voltage lines; reservoir, lake

or dam; swamp or marsh; river; high buildings, tall chimeys, steeples, spires,

TV or radio masts; airfields; generating plant; factories, pits or other sites

with flood-lights or other night lighting).

bod appewed £ le ate (Lack

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

M. Name and address of informant.

HeDDES DIN
(OzeTS.

ta
t

Any background on the informant that may be volunteered.

0. Other witnesses.

P, Late and time of receipt of report.

Gam auf/r¥

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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oO, OpsPol1
emmmscction 40
Subject: RE: Documentation

Deo SSD

Thank you. | will send the documents to you today.

From

Sent: 11 February 2003 11:11

To: DAS-LA OpsPoli

Subject: Documentation

Thank you for looking upthe relevant documentation for me.

My address is as follows:

Leyland

ire

Thank you once again.

11/02/2003



pA p-ops+Polt
From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 20 December 2002 17:09

To: AHB2(RAF)1

Subject: Request for Information

| 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 consulting you first.

Have a lovely Christmas and | will speak to you again in the new year.

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1



pa@n-ops+Port
From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 20 December 2002 16:41

To: info(Exp)-Records1

Subject: Request for files

| 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 VaRe te.

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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R.. OpsPol1
From: DAS-LA OpsPol!1

Sent: 20 December 2002 17:23

Subject: RE: Request for Information.

Signed By: das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk

Security Label: Signed

Dear Sfeteitenm 0

We only make a charge if the work invoived 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 OpsPol1

Subject: Request for Information.

per ysection44
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

---- Original Message —---

From: DAS-LA OpsPol!1

Sent: Friday, December 20, 732 PM

Subject: Request for Information

pe Section40

| 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



pada OpsPol1

To:

Subject: Request for Information

Dear

| 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



pa s-ops+Pon
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

Information Exploitation Access

829 St Giles Court

1-13 St Giles High Street

London

WC2H 8LD

Email: Info-Access3@defence.mod.uk

Tel:

Fax:

aon 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



Pe
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ENCLOSURE 22 IS PLACED ON
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to:
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.

cane Original M a!

From

Sent: 30 January 2003 16:00

To: DAS-LAOpsPol1 @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

|
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From: DAS-LA OpsPol1

Sent: 30 January 2003 13:19

To: Section40
Cec: ‘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-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk

30/01/2003



*
*
 T
O

 B
E
 G
I
V
E
N

 A
 H
I
G
H

 P
R
I
O
R
I
T
Y

 *
*

aa ** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

Low Aung /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

“To | peta) A? TO Ref No \OO\ /2003

Date is Qa 252,

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, SWI1A 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.

()
INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5" August 2002
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® Ministers

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 sec

come across this name several times in my reading cand find myself asking ,

there .thanks

tion in the M.O.D. called secretariat (air staff) 2a.| hav
e

if there is total denial why is it

27/01/2003



Page 1 of 1

Ministers

From: Ministers

Sent: 24 January 2003 17:35

To: Section 40,
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 full
postal address.

Alternatively, you might like to email lowflying@defence.mod.uk, or visit
the http://www.mod.uk/issues/lowflying/index.html webpage, as Secretariat (Air Staff)2a is
now part of DAS.

Many thanks,

MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit

Section 40. lle War Office Building,
itehall, London SW1A 2EU

27/01/2003
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Y Ministers

From:

Sent: 24 January 2003 17:46

To: ministers@defence.mod.uk

Subject: Re: pilot observations

Is 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.| 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 Section 40 Smithton Inverness SQevemeameO

27/01/2003
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O. OpsPol1

To:

Subject: Freedom of Information

me oC110"1 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.

| hope this is helpful.

pection 20) WD gs ence.mod.uk
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

o may 32LA) A? TO Ref NoSSO 2003
Date 171 Tan Dear,

The Rrime-Minister/SofSAvin(AFyMim(DPyUSefS/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-PMAviinistes/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 periedically calls for a sample

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

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

232/01; further informationis available from DG Info Misecionao
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

SERIE HOS: 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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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 OpsPo!1

Subject: Re: MOD FO! 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

pesection 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

Seana

29/01/2003
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From

Sent: 29 January 2003 14:00

To: DAS-LA OpsPol!1

Subject: Re: MOD FO! Publication Scheme

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:

Date Next version

fe] Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident

1980 (Part 1) 01/12/1980 n/a

| |Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident
1980 (Part 2) 01/12/1980 n/a

a Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident
1980 (Part 3) 01/12/1980 n/a

| Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident
11980 (Part 4) 01/12/1980 n/a

Fe] Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident
1980 (Part 5) 01/12/1980 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. I looked 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,

aie Ly 48066-1625 USA
Phone

Fa

—--- Original Message —---

From: DAS-LA OpsPol1

Wscction 40
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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eo OpsPol1

To:

Subject: MOD FO! 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 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



a

ae

To: Ministerial Correspondence

Subject: MOD FO! 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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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY==

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

TORefNo S63 /2003

Date oo] | o%

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

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 im 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 Misecion aa
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.
f

©)
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Revised 5** August 2002
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® Ministers

From: [ESIC NNA.0
Sent: 23 January 2003 21:59

To: Ministers

Subject: Re: FOI publication

Dear Sir,

Unfortunately these links are not working either. I 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:

| 23, 2003 3:23 AM
Subject: RE: FO! publication

Date Next version

ie Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident

=~ 11980 (Part 1) 01/12/1980 n/a

\(x] Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident

"1980 (Part 2) 01/12/1980 na

fu nidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident

| 1980 (Part 3) 01/12/1980 wa

ez) [Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident

1980 | (Part 4) 01/12/1980 n/a

i Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident

1980. (Part 5) 01/12/1980 n/apos

Hopefully 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
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Ministers

From: [SalI
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



Page 1 of 1

DAS-LA OpsPol1

From: DAS-LA OpsPol4 | X
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 'UFO' 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.

From

Sent: 26 January 2003 03:38

To: das-laopspol1 @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



DAS-LA OpsPol1

To: Section 40
Subject: can u help?

pe oection 40 |

| 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. DS8 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 DAS ( UK) (2% TO RefNo G'S /2003
Date 2S" Jan 2ocy

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

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 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 Buildin j 2EU

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

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

w: http://main.chots.mod.uk/min_par!/

* Delete as appropriate.

Revised 5" August 2002
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@ Page 1 of 1

Ministers

Fromm: SSN
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?

iam 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



Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Our Reference
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,

naa

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.

I would be very grateful if you could answer the following questions:

To Whom It May Concern:

Do you regard UFO’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?e
o
 
¢
 

@
 

@

Answers to the above questions and any other relevant information would be

gratefully received.

Yours Sincerely

o
y
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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.

RE: http://channels.netscape.com/ns/atplay/content.jsp?file=alien9.inc

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: ecember 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,

SN <1 1033 Wemocction 40
ilippines
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Are There Aliens Among Us?

British Military

"Suppressed UFO Info’

cover up one of the country's

most famous sightings of an

1 unidentified flying object, a

" parliamentary watchdog ruled

Tuesday.

: 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 sawa 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

? 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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@ "It illuminated 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 Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenuertomior,—~’
WC2N 5BP

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

(GTN)

Your Reference

DIDASISa
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 ‘UFO’ 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,



Dea

Director of Air Staff ( Lower = |
Operations & Policy la

Ministry of Defence

Room 6/73, Metropole Building,

Northumberland Avenue,

London

WC2N SBP

24th Dec 2002

iverpool

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 U.F.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) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax) .

E-Mail das-laopspol1a@def :

Your Reference

Winsford Our Referen
Cheshire D/DAS/64/3 4

Date
22 December 2002

le
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.

Vi ginewehy
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e RECORD (2)

Vor VR OL The National Archives

De BAN
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

a ~y
Ne Ny :
¥ y Kew, Richmond, Surrey TW9 4DU, United Kingdom
Sd

AN 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.uk/ E-mail:



From: | 2.
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard)

(GTN)

Your Reference

DIDASIGAB°
Dat
76 Secember 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 ‘UFO’, you will be able to find

all the UFO classes of information in the scheme.



In your letter you also asked a number of questions regarding these documents and I will answer .
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 madein

accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information.~

2 & 3. All the known MOD documents on these events have been released 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 recordingis 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. Doesa 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: Section 40 Secretariat (Air Staff) 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

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 respectto 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,



MINISTERS' CORRESPONDENCE UNIT
| a

roe (AS) Ref No__° 10 007
Date__25 NOV 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,
— 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
ection 40 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. ns fanted Ne?

BEC (AL)MINISTERIAL CO

MB 6140



10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON SWIA 244

From the Assistant Private Secretary . . 13 October 1997

Dear Correspondence Secretary,

PRIME MINISTER’S OFF ICE CORRESPONDENCE SECTION

We have a regrettable 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 departmentsin 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 replyis always

sent on our behalf. | What this may mean for your departmentis that you receive a larger
batch than normalin the initial stages of this exercise. You will be receiving those letters
received herein 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 receivedin this office.

The Prime Minister is very keen that his correspondenceis replied to as quickly as
possible and J would be verygrateful if you could uy, within your own probably stretched
resources, to meet his request.

Can I please ask you to ensure that all those within your department who deal with
Prime Minister’s treat official correspondence are made aware of this temporary
arrangement.

Yours sincerely

The Correspondence Secretary



PRIME MINISTER’
CORRESPONDENCE SECTION

Email:
No acknowledgement has been ecat
Ltis is, lortantthas siase forma of
acknowledgement ts sent by JOB? . . 2870
Department, anda FULL Y

Dear Prime Minister, F 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 situation or help in getting answers to my questions it
would be greatly appreciated.

TLAMENTARY;
BRANCH |

24 NOV 1997 |

POOM 6134 MAINBBLDG

18 Sep97 12:23
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Unexplained Lights

RAF /CC

\. Early in the morning of 27 Dec 8o (approximately 0300L), two USAF
security ‘police patrolmen saw unusual lights outside the back gale at
RAP Woodbridge. Thinking an aircraft might have crashed or been ferced
down, they called for permission to go outside the gate to investigate.
The on-duty flight chief responded and allowed three Patrolmen to orog-
ceed on foot. The individuals reported seeing a strange glowing object
in the forest. The object was described as being metalic in appearance
and triangular in shape, approximately two to three meters across the
base and approximately two meters high. It jlluminated the entire forest
witha white light. The object itself hada pulsing red light on top and
a bank(s) of blue lights underneath. The object was hovering or on legs.
As the patrolmen 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 } 1/2" deep and 7" in diameter were
found where the object had been Sighted on the ground. The following
night (29 Dec 80) the area was checked for radiation. Beta/ganma readings
of 0.1 miltiroentarmns ware recorded with peak readings in the three de-
pressions and near the center of the triangle formed by the depressions.
A nearby tree had moderate (.Q5-.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 alewing
Particles and then broke into five separate white objects and then dis-
appeared. Immediately thereafter, three star-like objects were noticed
in the sky, two objects to the north and one to the south, all of which
were about 10° off the horizon. The objects moved rapidly in sharp anguler
movements and displayed red, green and blue Vights. The objects to the
north appeared to be elliptical through an 8-12 power lens. They then
turned to full circles. The objects to the north remained in the sky foran hour or more. The object to the south was visible for two or threehours and beamed down a stream of light from time-to time. Numerous indivi-duals, Including the undersigned, witnessed the activities in paragraphs> and 3.

if

2

CHARLES 1. WALT, 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 Dialling) 071 2182140
(Switchboard) 071 218 9000

(Fax)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS) /12/
Date :

4: November 1994

1. Thank you for your letter to the Secretary of State, which hasbeen forwarded for reply to this office as the focal point within theMinistry 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/RAFWoodbridge in December 1980. You asked at what level the decision wastaken that the UK's security was not compromised that night. Thedecision was, quite properly, collectively reached by officers withinthe MOD/RAF sections with responsibility for air defence matters;
their judgement was based on the available evidence. Furthermore, itis not our policy to enter into detail about the procedures the MODadopts for making threat assessments. The Deputy Base Commander ofRAF Woodbridge at the time of the event, Lt Col Halt, made an officialstatement 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 tobelieve that the original assessment made by this Department wasincorrect.

4. Your letter goes on to mention RAF Rudloe Manor in Wiltshire. RAFRudlce Manor is the Headquarters of the RAF Police, which does serveas a focal point, amongst other things, for flying complaints. In thepast, Rudloe Manor was the RAF coordination paint for reports of
unusual aerial sightings. However, once such reports were receivedthey were simply forwarded to this office for appropriate action.Nowadays Rudloe Manor, along with other RAF stations, forward suchreports directly to this office.

5. I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,

REDACTEDON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT



M.O.D,

Secreariat (Air Staff) 2A.
Main Building Whitehall.

Iam writing with some questions pertaining to Unexplained aerial phenomena,
often referred as UFO’s.

Iam 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?

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:

|. If the Halt statement is the available evidence,

2. If its all the evidence.

3 or if 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?



From: See Secretariat(Air Staff)2a1 ' Room 8245,
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, a
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SWIA 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial} 0171 218 2140

(Switchboard) _0171 218 9000

(Fax)

~

Your reference

Our referenceBath D/Sec(AS) /64/3
Date

2 GO October 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. In 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,



. HAwsaeo EXTRACT

Wiebe. Ansgvers

<4 >

Rendlesham Forest (Incident)

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretary of State for

Defence (1) what response his Department made to the

report submittedby ‘Lieutenant Colonel Charles Halt

relating to events 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.



peroection 40 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.

Iam 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?

3:3: ‘Halt’ also statesin 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 thisis 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: Secretariat(Air Staff)2a1, Room 8245,
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, | ae
“Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 01712182140 >
(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
(Fax)

Your reference

, Our referenceBath D/Sec(AS) /64/3
Date

\9 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.

] 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. | 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 I 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 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 for any help you can give me.

All the best...



(on eaEEMLOMEEE Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140 .
(Switchboard) 0171 218 90

Your reference

BATH * Our reference
D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Da

20 June 1997

1. Thank you for your letter of 21 May concerning events whichare alleged to have occurred at RAF Woodbr idge/Rendlesham Forestin December 1980.

Yours sincerely,



eeapoection 40 Secretariat(Air Staff)2a1, Room 82
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, — oo
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 whichwe 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

‘TRIE Gul



From:
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, |
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SWI1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140 =

~ (Switchboard) .0171 218 9000 _ -

Your reference

~ Our referenceCu eran) /64,/3
Date

Zo October 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. In para 2 of my letter to you of 7 Nov 94I 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 ANSACO EXTRACT

Qu Wy, \99L
NJ

Rendiesham 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 events 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 Charies 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 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.



ISTRY OFDEFENCE
fa SEC (AS)2

M.O.D, oe 1a OCT Bes
Secreariat (Air Staff) 2A.

Main Building Whitehall. Fae lo 2

Iam 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 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?

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. Ifits all the evidence.

3 or if thereis 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?



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 evidencein the case of further investigation.

Who? And are they available?

If not please could you tell me why?

The halt statementis dated 13th Jan. 91, can you give an explanation whyit took almost 2 weeks De E~
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 help 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 nightsin

question.

All the bes

10-46.
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Begoection 40 | Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a1 .
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SWIA 2HB

‘Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
(Fax)

Your reference

Our reference
D/Sec(AS) /64/3
Date

2oO 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 I 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 forg ou can give me.



From —_ .
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) | |
Operations & Policy 1 -
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

meenseP
Telephone (Direc

(Swit

(Fax)

(GTN

Your R

Cambridge WI SNSCE
Date

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

Code) in May 2001. Since then 22 others have requested and been sent copies of the file.

SESE 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 SER 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 «©



would take an unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to a request. Information held in -—. -
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,
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** °

las one /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DAK Gx) ad TORefNo__ G@S42._/2002

The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOLD 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 peeccally calls for a sample

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

into force in 1997. Ail 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 Mscctonao |
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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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

ments pertaining to Rendlesham. These docs were obtained section 4g

. I gather that these documents are the one

the MoD has decided to release.

Section 40] 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 ESO” 122s
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: Section 40, |, ie)
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-laopspol1a@def :

Barrow in Furness Di Referee
Cumbria

DateSection 40 [G December 2002

.- =
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



a

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. I 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.

Vocurs Sinat



* ** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** /

low ry iy /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To JRS( LA) P# TORefNo_ b6d2 _ /2002

Date 5 la Od

The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DPYUSofS/MOD* has received the attached
correspondence from a member of the public, which this officehas 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 petedtealh. calls for a sample

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

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

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanationis c aon)

232/01; further informationis available from DG Info Bisection |
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, SWIA 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.
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Page 1 of 1

Ministers

From: a
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

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



@s.n OpsPol1
From: DAS-LA OpsPo!1

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 searc. 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-mai! me at das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk

ection 40e of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1
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@.., Flying
From: Ministers

Sent: 09 December 2002 09:02

To: Low Flying

Subject: FW: UFO reports

Signed By: ministers@defence.mod.uk

Security Label: Signed

aie Original Message-~----

From: a) 0
Sent: r 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

Regards



y Page - of |

DAS-LA OpsPol2 
_
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From: DAS-LA OpsPol2 :

Sent: 12 December 2002 11:34

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 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 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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®.., OpsPol1
To: DAS-LA OpsPol2

Subject: MOD Released material on UFOs

mesection40 |
Thank you for your e-mail dated 3 December concerning the MOD Rendilesham 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

Directorate of Air Ra (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

lew Flinn /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To _TPSGx)\ fx? TO Ref No__G34 _ © __/2002

Date Cp (2.SO

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

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 Moccia
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 SWLA 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.

a
¥
YW

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5" August 2002

x
e
 A
L
T
W
M
O
R
I
d
 H
O
I

 V
 N
A
A
I
D
 A
d

 O
L

 «
x



o
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:

Saw East Chicago, In., 46312, 3 /s/ FES
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@ DaAs-La OpsPo!2 —~

From: DAS-LA OpsPol2 i

Sent: 12 December 2002 11:33

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 eli the

released information on UFOs. A search on Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to the Rendlesharm

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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D@p-ta OpsPol1

To: DAS-LA OpsPol2

Subject: MOD Released material on UFOs

peaSection40 |
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.

| hope this is helpful. !f 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
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** y

Lowy iy /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To_ Ded (ix) AY TORefNo_ SSO * 2002

Date G-Qe— &~

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 perodically 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 explanationis 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_par!/

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
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© Parliamentary-Asst Clerk3

MEME Sccton40
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. I can not find these,
can you please tell me when this will be made available and where | can find them.

Kind Regards

Esher

ecto

03/12/2002



DAS-LA OpsPol2

From: DAS-LA OpsPol2

Sent: 412 December 2002 11:32

Subject: MOD Released material on UFOs

Signed By: das-laopspol2@defence.mod.uk

Security Label: Signed

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 tne

MOD for matters concerning UFOs.

If you wish to view the documents released under the MOD Freedom of Information Act, Publication Schsme,

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 @detence.mod.uk

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

12/12/2002
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®.., 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 MOD 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
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** J Sa

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To Jas CLA) pte TO Ref No G73S /2002

Date \CY\Rien ROOe_

= A P\ LIS efS/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 PMAMinister/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 -

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. x
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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, SWIA 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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INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5" August 2002



LORD CHANCELLOR’S DEPARTMENT

ROOM 6.24, SELBORNE HOUSE

“54-60 VICTORIA STREET

LONDON ©

" SWIE 6QW

| Transfer of Public Correspondence

-We received ‘the attached correspondence. =After consideration, the-subject :
-matteris-more-appreprate-te-your-department. |

aba

ad

() The correspondent has been informed of the transfer.

() | The correspondent has not been informed of the transfer.

() The correspondents have been informed of the transfer.

() | The correspondents have not been 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.
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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

prereaorse retary to Yvette Cooper MP

ee r oe et

com
Sent: ecember :
To:

5 a-Freedom of Information (IT and E-Government Policy)

One fo

Thanks

— Original Message-----

or
Sent: 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

| 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, {SSSS12

The sender left the following as their name and address:

Section 40, Peterlee Co. Durham Section 40]

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.



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,

President

Yrivate Investment Banking Consultants

Chicago, Illinois

DIRECT

CEL

FAX

kkK*

catia Original Message-----

From: "DAS-LA OpsPoli" <DAS-LAOpsPoll@defence.mod.uk>

Sent: Mon, 16 Dec 2002 11:53:08 -0000

To: '

Subject: eleased 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. If you wish to contact me in the future, please

send your e-mails to das-laopspoll@defence.mod.uk

Ministry of Defence

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1



DAS-LA OpsPol1

Subject: eleased 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.

| 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.

| 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] Rendlesham 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,

KKKKKK

President

nvestment Banking Consultants

Chicago, Illinois

DIRECT

CELL

FAX
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

Lew My ae /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DAS (\A) f+ TO RefNo _GG2e. __ /2002

Date G"* December Zan>

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.

yTM
C)

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5" August 2002
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Ministers

From:

Sent: 03 December 2002 20:26

To: ‘OPCA.Enquiries@ombudsman.gsi.gov.uk’; ‘public@ministers.mod.uk'

Subject: Rendiesham Files Information Release

Thank MetSection 40 Bim 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

04/12/2002



t

@ isis OpsPol1
To: = r37r cf nt 9a reer
Subject: Forest Papers

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.

| 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 behaif.

Yours Faithfully

igations Co-Ordinator

orthern Branch

And member of BUFORA

Denton Burn, Newcastle Upon Tyne



DAS-LA OpsPol1 %

To: ee
Subject: eports of sightings of UFOs

Hh 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

| hope this is helpful.
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

Len Py ng /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To_ DPS (x) fx TORefNo_ GA. __/2002

Date - (2 -oU

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. Ail 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

Secon a0 ASS 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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INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5” August 2002
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. Page 1 of 1

Parliamentary-Asst Clerk3

From:
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 !!!!

YOURS SINCERLY

SALISBURY

WILTSHIRE

Section40)

03/12/2002
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@rs-La opsPolt \
To:

Subject: UFO Papers

semsecionJ
| 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.

| 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
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** —,

Len Hurry /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DAD AA) Px TORefNo 6GSG2 ___ /2002

Date G. |2. 62.

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. SWLA 2EU

Section40 | 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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Revised 5" August 2002
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From:

Sent: 02 December 2002 19:37

To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subject: | 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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