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edunscction40.
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE . ;

5h Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone —_ (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) _020 7218 9000

(Fax)

Your Reference:

Our Reference:

Hull D/DAS/64/3

East Yorkshire Date:

26 July 2004

Dear STD

Thank you for your e.mails dated 5 July and 23 July 2004.

I have enclosed a copy of the file - ‘UFOs: Alleged UFO incident ~— Crash of Lightening F6, 8

September 1970 that you requested back in April. Sorry for the long delay.

We have removed personal details in accordance with the Data Protection Act of 1998.

I hope this will be of help.

Yours sincerely
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sections)

Sent: 26 July 2004 16:39

Subject: Internet-Authorised:UFO enquiry

Dea STO
Thank you for your e.mail that you sent to my colleague felled dated 23 July 2004.

| have sent a copy of the file D/Sec(AS)12/6 which you requested with a covering letter. Sorry for the long

delay.

The personal details have been taken out with accordance to the Data Protection Act of 1998.

Hope this will be of help.

Yours sincerely

28/07/2004



From: Section 40
Sent: uly 00:41
To:

Subject: : ion on UFO's

It is now seven days since I responded to your E mail regarding File D/Sec(AS)12/6.

I had hoped to have received the relevant details by now.

I enclose once again my Snail address and look forward to receiving the file above

ASAP.

Thank you for your prompt attention to my query.

My address is:

Hull,

East Yorkshire.

Yours in appreciation
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Fromm: (SSSI
Sent: 14 July 2004 23:18

Subject: RE: Request for information on UFOs

ea SSR

Thank you for your prompt attention to my query, | look forward to receiving the relevant details at your

earliest convenience...

My address is:

East Yorkshire.

Yours in appreciation

owen Original Message-----

Sent: uly 12:03

10:
Subject: Request for information on UFOs

Deo EO

Thank you for your message of 5 July to my colleague, BEE |Goncerning your request for a copy
of file D/Sec(AS)12/6. | apologise for the length of time you have been waiting for a response. We

have been waiting to find out the status of another file concerning this incident before deciding how

much of this file can be released. We have also moved offices’ which has also added to

the delay. Thank you for your patience, | am now in a position to reply.

First, it may be helpful if | explain the background to the incident involving Captain William Shaffner

USAF on 8 September 1970. The official records show that

Captain Shaffner was the pilot of a Lightning aircraft which took off from RAF Binbrook at

approximately 2025 GMT to take part in a Tactical Evaluation Exercise involving the interception,

shadowing and shepherding of low speed targets. The target aircraft was a RAF Shackleton maritime

reconnaissance aircraft flying at 1500 feet off the north east coast. Captain Shaffner was vectored

onto the target and reported that he was in visual contact, but no further messages were received and

it was subsequently established that the aircraft had crashed into the sea. Captain Shaffner apparently

abandoned the aircraft after it hit the sea, but despite a prolonged search he was never found and is

presumed to have drowned.

Over the years since the accident there has been a lot of speculation in the press that Captain Shaffner

had encountered an ‘unidentified flying object’.

However, there is absolutely no evidence of any ‘unidentified aircraft’ having been involved, nor is there

any reason to suppose that there is any UFO connection with what remains a tragic accident.

File D/Sec(AS)12/6 contains mostly newspaper cuttings, enquiries from the press and UFO groups

about the accident, and MOD replies. | have copied the file for you and if you would like to e-mail me

your full address, | will put these in the post. Please note we have moved location and my e-mail

address has now changed Section 40)

The Aircraft Accident Report file (mentioned in paragraph 1) containing full details of the enquiry into

15/07/2004
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the accident has been selected for preservation in The National Archives (TNA) and is currently

awaiting collection and cataloguing by TNA. Once these actions are complete you will be able to view

the original documents by visiting TNA . The catalogue of all the material currently available at TNA

| hope this is helpful.

Ministry of Defence

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information

5". Floor, Zone H
Main Building

Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB

15/07/2004
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Dgp-secs

From: a
Sent: uly 03:48

To: das-sec3@defence.mod.uk

Subject: file D/Sec(AS)12/6

I am emailing to enquire the present status of my letter

request of 18 April 2004 for file D/Sec(AS)12/6 and your letter response of

29 April 2004.. Is there any news yet about the recall of this file and it's

processing and preparation?

Sincerely
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104 Air Clues

DON'T BELIEVE
“

iA A

EVERYTHING

YOU READ !
An article was carried in the Grimsby Evening

Telegraph recently; it consisted of a full page

spread on 2 consecutive days and concerned the

loss of Lightning Fé XS894 on 8 Sep 70, flown by a

USAF exchange pilot, Capt Schaffner. These are

some extracts from those pages:

Headline: MYSTERY OF A JET AND ITS 20,400MPH

“TARGET’

The aircraft, XS894, disappeared into what is fast becom-

ing one of the greatest aviation puzzles of all time. The

ditching was witnessed by the crew of a Shackleton air-

craft but no trace of Capt Schaffner was ever found. More

than a month later the wreckage was found by RN divers.

The cockpit was empty and the canopy closed.

On this particular night, a radar operator at Saxa Vord

picked up an unidentified aircraft between the Shetlands

and Norway flying at 630mph at 37,000ft. It increased

speed to 900mph and climbed to 44,000ft and QRA at

Leuchars was scrambled. The contact then turned

through 180 degrees and disappeared from the screens. Its

speed was estimated in the region of 17,400mph. During

the next hour, the mystery contact reappeared several

times.

The contact was being monitored by the Ballistic Missile

Early Warning System at Fylingdales and the informa-

tion was being relayed to the North American Air

Defence (NORAD) Command at Cheyenne Mountain.

Strategic Air Command HQ at Omaha ordered its B52

bombers into the air. A request was made from a high

level within NORAD, through HQ STC, for RAF

Binbrook to send Capt Schaffner to join the Lightnings

looking for the mystery contact. By now, the contact was

flying parallel to the East Coast 90 miles east of Whitby

at 530mph at 6,100ft - an ideal interception by a

Binbrook Lightning. What follows is drawn from what I

have been told is the official transcript of the conversation

£27

between Schaffner and Staxton Wold:

Schaffner: There is ... blueish light. Very bright. It’s

a conical shape. It’s like a large soccer ball. It’s like

it’s made of glass. Contact in descent. About 70ft ...

it’s levelled out again. It’s turning, coming straight

for me, am taking evasive action, I can hardl.....

Staxton: 94? Come in 94, are you receiving.

A radar operator who had been tracking the Lightning

and the mystery object watched in disbelief. The 2 blips

merged into one, decelerating rapidly from over 500mph

until they became stationary 6,000ft over the North Sea

140 miles out from Alnwick. Shortly afterwards the sin-

gle blip separated into 2, one maintaining its southerly

heading at 600mph, the other turning to head north-west

and vanishing at a speed later calculated to be around

20,400mph. While all this was going on a Shackleton was

ordered to hold station around Flamborough Head. Then

Staxton Wold re-established contact with Capt Schaffner.

Staxton: 94 what is your condition?

Schaffner: Not too good, I feel kinda dizzy. I can see

shooting stars. The compass is useless, can you

bring me in GCI?.

Staxton: Er... Hold station, 94 over.

HQ STC had instructed Staxton Wold to request

Schaffner to ditch his Lightning off Flamborough. It

appears the reason for the decision to ditch was a fear that

the Lightning had somehow become “contaminated” dur-

ing its mystery interception over the North Sea. The

Shackleton watched the Lightning ditch and called for a

helicopter. The crew noticed the canopy up but could not

see the pilot. On their next pass, they called that the air-

craft was sinking fast but the canopy had been closed

again. The search for the pilot involved the Shackleton, a

Whirlwind from Leconfield and several lifeboats but the

pilot was not found. On 7 Oct 70, divers from HMS

Keddleston inspected the wreckage and said that Capt

Schaffner’s body was still in the cockpit. But when the

wreckage was brought to the surface, there was no trace

of Capt Schaffner. Just an empty cockpit.

The wreckage was taken in some secrecy to RAF

Binbrook. The ejector seat seemed to be “wrong” and

there was a suspicion among the investigators that it was

not the one fitted to the aircraft when it took off. At the

end of the day the investigation team was told that as

nothing useful had been discovered, their job was over.

They were all called into the main office at Farnborough

and told in no uncertain terms that they were not to dis-

cuss any aspect of the ditching. The reason was simple -

national security.

March 1994



March 1994

That dramatic story is how a major regional news-

paper described the loss of one of our Lightnings.

The Lightning was popular with the Humberside

population and this article would undoubtedly

have attracted interest. In contrast, this is the

RAF’s version of events:

The pilot of the accident aircraft was a USAF -

exchange officer who had completed 2 tours on the

USAF F102 all weather fighter. He had accumulated

121 hours on the Lightning, of which 18 were at

night. He had been declared Limited Combat Ready

after only 8 weeks on the Sqn; this unusually short

period of time was based on his previous experience

as well as his performance thus far on the Lightning.

The limitation on his operational status was partial-

ly due to the requirement to complete all the stages

of visident profiles; at the time of the accident, he

was qualified in 2 of the 3 phases of visident, which

meant that he would be capable of carrying out

shadowing and shepherding tasks, only if he was in

visual contact with the target.

The Sqn was participating in a Taceval at RAF

Binbrook and the Sqn Cdr had authorised this pilot

to participate, in the belief that he would not be

involved in a shadowing or shepherding mission.

However, unbeknown to the Stn or Sqn, the Taceval

team had just changed the exercise scenario from

normal interceptions to shadowing or shepherding

on slow speed low-flying targets. The targets were

Shackletons flying at 160kts at the minimum autho-

rised height of 1,500ft.”

After maintaining one hour at cockpit readiness, the

pilot was scrambled. While he was taxying, the

scramble was cancelled and he returned to the dis-

persal, ordering fuel only and no turnround servic-

ing. This was contrary to standing instructions and

the engineering officer ordered a full turnround.

The turnround was delayed and, during this delay,

the pilot was warned that he would be scrambled as

soon as he was ready. He told the groundcrew to

expedite the servicing but started his engines and

taxied before the servicing was complete. He got air-

borne at 2030Z.

The pilot climbed to FL 100 and was handed over to

GCI; he was then given a shadowing task against a

160kt target at 1,500ft. At a range of 28nm, he was

told to accelerate to M0.95 in order to expedite the

take over from another Lightning. He called that he

was in contact with the lights but would have to

manoeuvre to slow down; his voice sounded

strained as though he was being affected by “g’. His

aircraft was seen by the other Lightning pilot; it

appeared to be about 2,000yds astern and 500-

1,000ft above the Shackleton, in a port turn. The

Shackleton crew then saw the aircraft, apparently

very low. Shortly afterwards, the Lightning pilot

failed to acknowledge instructions and emergency

procedures were initiated. A search by the

Shackleton, and a further air/sea search the follow-

ing day, failed to detect any trace of the aircraft or

pilot.

The wreckage was located nearly 2 months later

with surprisingly little damage. The canopy was

attached, but not closed, and there was no sign of

the pilot. The aircraft appeared to have struck the

sea at a low speed, planed on the surface and come

to rest comparatively slowly.

The ejection seat handle had been pulled to the full

extent allowed by the interrupter link in the main

gun sear. (The interrupter link ensures that the seat

does not fire unless the canopy has gone). The

canopy gun sear had been withdrawn but the car-

tridge had not been struck with sufficient force to

fire it (during servicing, the firing unit had been

incorrectly seated because of damaged screw

threads). The canopy had been opened normally,

the ORB was undone, as was the PEC, and the PSP

lanyard had been released from the life jacket.

It was concluded that the difficult task, carried out

in rushed circumstances, combined with a lack of

training in this profile, led to the pilot failing to

monitor his height while slowing down. He had

inadvertently flown into the sea but had attempted

to recover the situation by selecting reheat; this was

ineffective with the tail skimming the water. He

attempted to eject, but this was unsuccessful due to

the canopy failing to jettison. He then manually

abandoned the aircraft, but was never found. He

was, therefore, presumed to have drowned during

or after his escape.

Wing Commander Spry says

There are a number of points which are raised by

this article, the first of which is do not believe all

you read in the newspapers! Among the serious

points to consider are the distractions and stress

caused by the false scramble and interrupted turn-

round, as well as the supervisory failure of allow-

ing a LCR pilot to participate in a Taceval by

night. Close supervision during exercise condi-

tions, in a single seat environment, is almost

impossible. Minimum qualifications are laid

down for a reason!

Air Clues 105



@
-

LOOSE MINUTE

D/DPR/325/1/1

10 Mar 93

Dep Hd AHB(RAF)

Copy to:

Sec(AS)2 -

DPO (RAF)

LOSS OF LIGHTNING XS 894

Reference:

A. D/AHB(RAF)8/10 dated 9 Mar 93 (not to DPO(RAF).

1. Reference asked for comment on
I am entirely happy with your form

2. Perhaps ‘’RAF Bimbroke’ (sic)
Earth?

your draft reply to Sky TV.
of words.

exists on some alternative

DDPR(RAF) —

£2)
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LOOSE MINUTE 

Tout Chard subiakb

D/AHB (RAF) 8/10 aenrdiverly - fee aktehed .

Ae adovrcd Prkwe beliewe

9 Mar 93 he 3 rere was Stheffver

DDPR (RAF).

Sec_AS2 - foo IB

LOSS OF LIGHTNING XS 894

Ref A: D/DPR(RAF)325/1/1 LM dated 27 Jan 93
Ref B: D/AHB(RAF)8/27/1 LM dated 1 Feb 93

1. You will remember, I am Sure, Our recent exchange at
Refs A & B concerning the loss of Capt Schafner USAF in
X8894. Unfortunately SKY Television are doing a documentary
an UFOs, and they picked up on the Evening Telegraph story
and have asked me to supply them with further information
(see attached). I thought it best that you both be aware
Of SKY’s interest in this aircraft, and indeed the subject
in general.

oy

“e I should also be grateful if you would both indicate that
you are content that my attached draft reply to Mr
does not give any hostages to fortune. Sorry to inflict this
on you, but we must do our best to bring SKY back down to
earth!!

“ Hel BW cca)

F2¢



3 March,1993

——

One of my colleagues spoke on the phone (Wed) about a

television documentary we’re making for SKY TV ahout UFO’s.

I was particularly interested in the case of the English

; Electric Lightning (XS894) that was ditched into the North
Sea on the 8th September 1970 after being scrambled from

RAF Bimbroke in Lincolnshire.

I’d be grateful if you could supply me with any information

about the incident.

Yours sincerely,

Producer, SKY NEWS FEATURES

SKY TELEVISION PLC
HEAD OFFICE: 6 CENTAURS BUSINESS PARK GRANT WAY iSLEWORTH MIDDLESEX TW? 500



@ DRAFT

Esq

Sky News Features

Sky Television Qur Reference
6 Centaurs Business Park D/AHB (RAF) 8/10
Grant Way

Isleworth

Middx

TW7 SQD

LOSSOF LIGHTNING XS 894seensereorereeeee Soon ia

Thank you for your letter of 3 March 199% concerning the
accident to the above aircraft and the death of Captain
WO Schafner USAF. i td :
dicate that the aircraft took off from RAF Binbrook at
approximately 2025 hours Greenwich Mean Time to take part
in a Tactical Evaluation Exercise involving the interception,
shadowing and shepherding of low speed targets.

The fects Semerary (hy ached

The target aircraft in this case was a Royal Air Force
Shackleton maritime reconnaissance aircraft flying at 150600
feet off the north east coast. Capt Schafner was vectored
anto the target and reported that he was in visual conact,
but not further messages were received and it was
subsequently established that the aircraft had crashed
into the sea. Capt Schafner apparently abandoned the
aircraft after it hit the sea, but despite a prolonged search
he was never found and is presumed to have drowned.

rT ideateal— 5 ad er 14

at—lew—tevel—ever_the-cea-ie-ret—untmans, There is
absolutely no evidence of any “unidentified aircraft" having
bean encountered, nor is there any reason to suppose that
there is any UFO connection with what remains a tragic
accident.

DRAFT



THE FATAL

FLIGHT OF

FOXTROT 94
NS

TONY DODD

THE FATAL FLIGHT OF

FOXTROT 94

axa Vord was one of a chain of

British radar stations who's task

was to scan the skies and guard

against intrusion from unidentified air-

craft approaching from the North Sea or

the sensitive ‘Iceland Gap'. The year was

1970 when the cold war was at its height

with Russian aircraft making regular flights

into the North Atlantic to test reaction

from NATO fighters.

At 8.17pm. on the night of September 8th

1970, a radar operator at Saxa Vord

picked up a contact of an unidentified

aircraft over the North Sea between the

Shetlands and Norway.

The contact was monitored for several

Minutes at a steady speed of 630mph at

37,000ft on a south-westerly heading.

The contact was then seen to turn 30

degrees to head due south with its speed

increasing to 900mph and its altitude

lifting to 44,000ft.

In accordance with normal procedure Saxa

Vord flashed a message to the quick-

reaction-flight at RAF Leuchers on the

east coast of Scotland. Two Lightning

intercepters were scrambled within min-

utes and headed out across the North Sea.

So far it had been a routine scramble, but

it was then that the radar plotters on the

Shetland Isles saw something on their

Screens which left them amazed. The

contact which had been travelling at speeds

consistent with Russian warplanes had

turned through 180 degrees and within

seconds had disappeared from the screens.

Later they calculated the speed of the

object at 17,400mph. .

During the next hour the mystery contact

reappeared several times, and each time the

Lightnings were sent to investigate, but the

object turned and disappeared again.

By this time two F4 Phantoms of the US Air

Force had been scrambled from Keflavik in

Iceland and with their sophisticated radar

were able to track the intruder themselves.

As they attempted to close on the object they

found that they had no more success than the

Lightnings.

The cat and mouse game was now causing

alarm to NATO commanders. The alert had

reached such a level that the contact was

being monitored by the Ballistic Missile

Early Warning station at Fylingdales, also

with a second BMEWS in Greenland. The

North American

At9.39pm radar controllers picked up the

contact again. This time its speed was

decelerating to 1,300mph which was al-

most the limit of the Lightnings and Phan-

toms. It was at this time holding an altitude

of 18,000ft and heading southwest, off the

northern tip of Denmark.

Two more Lightnings were scrambled

from RAF Leuchars to patrol northeast of

Aberdeen and a further two from RAF

Coltishall in Norfolk. The contact was

now between these two lines of fighters.

While this was taking place, Fylingdales

were informed that Strategic Air Com-

mand HQ at Omaha, Nebraska, was or-

dering its B52 bombers into the air.

The order could have only come from the

Air Defence Net-

work at Cheyenne

Mountain and the

US Detection and

Tracking Centre at

Colorado Springs

also became in-

volved in the inci-

dent.

During this time the

Lightnings and

Phantoms made re-

peated attempts to

get close to the ob-

ject, but as they

approached it dis-

appeared off the

radar screens.

Eventually the

Lightnings were or-

dered back to base

whilst the Phantoms

continued to patrol.

PAGE 4
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ighest level. What had started as a rou-

ine sighting of a Russian aircraft had now

reached the White House and presum-

ably President Richard Nixon.

At this ttme NORAD was informed that a

US pilot of great experience was presently

on an exchange visit with the RAF at

Binbrook, the north Lincolnshire fighter

base near Grimsby. Enquires were made

and it was discovered that the pilot was on

station, and by coincidence, ‘Flight Avail-

able’,

out one aircraft, flown by Captain

Schaffner. The Americans wanted one of

their own men present when the object was

eventually cornered.

Captain Schaffner was sitting in the crew

room of 5 Squadron when the call came .

from High Wycombe. Schaffner was still

in his flying suit, after returning earlier

that evening from a training sortie in one

of the squadron's aircraft. When the call

came Schaffner ran out of the building

across the runway towards two Lightnings

which were standing virtually

One ofthe men on the ground crew at the

time was Brian Mann of Grimsby, who

was driving one of the fuel bowsers, He

remembers XS894 being refuelled at a

rate of 150 gallons per minute, when

suddenly the aircraft engines started, He

said, "The windows of the tanker almost

went in, I took off the hoses and got out

of the way.” Mr. Mann remembered
Captain Schaffner disregarding the ground

marshal, who was the eyes and ears of the

pilot on the ground, as he swung the

Lightning round.

ONE OF THE LIGHTNINGS FROM THE ILL-FATED SQUADRON.
COURTESY: GRIMSBY EVENING TELEGRAPH

At 9.45pm a request was made from the

highest level within NORAD through

Strike Command's UK Headquarters at

High Wycombe, for RAF Binbrook to

send Captain William Schaffner to join

.the Lightnings search for the mystery

object. By this time four Lightnings, two

Phantoms and three tankers were already

airborne and they were joined by a

Shackleton from Kinloss which was or-

dered to patrol on a north-south heading at

3,000ft 10 miles from the east coast.

Binbrook's QRA Lightnings were being

held in reserve but it was decided to send

ready for flight. One XS894, was in the

process of having its fuel tanks topped up.

Schaffner climbed the ladder into the air-

craft and hauled himself into the cockpit.

He waved aside the ground crews who were

expected to carry our pre-flight checks,

ordered the refuelling to stop and failed to

sign the regulation form stating that he was

happy with the aircraft.

The aircraft was armed with two Red Top

air-to-air missiles, one was armed, the

other a dummy. The aircraft's guns had

enough 30mm canon shells for a six-second

burst.

At 10.06pm the aircraft blasted off

Binbrook's runway into the night sky.

Those on the ground saw it disappear with

a sheet of flame from its twin tail pipes as

it headed out over the North Sea.

By now the mystery contact which had

lead to five Lightnings, two Phantoms,

three tankers and a Shackleton being scram-

bled was being tracked by radar control-

lers at Staxton Wold, which stands on

high ground overlooking Scarborough.

The contact was flying parallel to the east

coast 90 miles east of Whitby, at a speed

of 530mph and an altitude of 6, 100ft.

UFO MAGAZINE >> Vol 11 No 4
PAGE 5



@: follows next is drawn from informa-
n given to the Grimsby Evening Tel-

egraph newspaper who broke the story

and was reported as being an official

transcript of the conversation between

Captain Schaffner and the radar station at

Staxton Wold.

Schaffner: I have visual contact, repeat

visual contact. Over.

Staxton: Can you identify aircraft type?

Schaffner: Negative, nothing recognis-

able, no clear outlines. There is bluish

Staxton: Is it part of the object or independ-

ent? Over. .

Schaffner: Negative, nothing.

Staxton: Can you assess the rate...?

Schaffner: Contact in descent, gentle. Am

going with it... 50 no about 70... it's lev-

elled out again.

Staxton: Is the ball object still with it. Over.

Schaffner: Affirmative. It's not actually

connected... maybe a magnetic attraction to

North Sea.

Two and a half minutes after the blip came

to a halt it started accelerating rapidly to

600mph and climbing to 9000ft, heading

south towards Staxton.

Shortly afterwards, the single blip sepa-

rated into two. One maintaining it's south-

erly heading, somewhat erratically, .at

about 600mph and descending slowly, the

other turning through 180 degrees to head

north westerly and vanishing at a speed

later calculated to be around 20,400mph.

TRACKINGTHE UNIDENTIFIED OBJECTS
~ COURTESY: GRIMSBY EVENING TELEGRAPH

light. Hell that's bright... very bright.

Staxton: Are your instruments function-

ing 94. Check compass. Over.

Schaffner: Affirmative, GCI I'm along

side of it now, maybe 600ft off my... It's

aconical shape, jeeze that's bright, it hurts

my eyes to look at it for more than a few

seconds.

Staxten: How close are you now?

Schaffner: About 400ft he's still in my

three o'clock. Hey wait... there's some-

thing else. It's like a large soccer ball...

It's like it's made of glass.

the conical shape. There's a haze of light

Ye'ow... it's within that haze. Wait a sec-

ond, it's turning... coming straight for me...

shit... am taking evasive action... a few...

I can hardly...

Staxton: Come in 94. Foxtrot 94 are you

receiving? Over, come in.

As the controller lost contact with Captain

Schaffner, a radar operator who had been

tracking the Lightning and the mystery

object watched in amazement. The two

blips on the screen representing the aircraft

and it's quarry, slowly merged into one.

Decelerating rapidly from 500mph until

they became stationary 6000ft above the

At this time a Shackleton which had been

on patrol off the Firth of Forth was or-

dered to hold station around Flamborough

Head. Then Staxton Wold re-established

contact with Captain Schaffner.

Schaffner: GCI... are you receiving?

Over.

Staxton: Affirmative 94, loud and clear.

What is your condition?

Schaffner: Not too good. I can't think

what has happened... I feel kind of dizzy...

I can see shooting stars.

Staxton: Can you see you instruments?

Over.

PAGE 6 UFO MAGAZINE >> Vai 11 No4



Schaffner: Affirmative, but er... the com-

s is u/s...

Staxton: Foxtrot 94, turn 043 degrees.

Over.

Schaffner: Er... all directional instru-

ments are out. Repeat u/s. Over.

Staxton: Roger 94, execute right turn,

estimate quarter turn. Over.

| Schaffner: Turning now.

Staxton: Come further 94, That's good, is

your altimeter functioning? Over.

Schaffner: Affirmative GCI.

Staxton: 94 is ditching. Can you maintain a

wide circuit? Over,

Shackleton: Affirmative GCI. Over.

Staxton: Thanks 77. Standby 94 execute

ditching procedure at your discretion. Over.

Schaffner: Descending now, GCI. Over.

A period of six to seven minutes elapsed

without contact, then suddenly.

Shackleton: He's down GCI. Hell of a

splash... he's down in one piece though. -

Over.

A further two minutes elapsed.

Shackleton: GCI. Over.

Staxton: Receiving you 77. Over.

Shackleton: This is odd GCI, she's
sinking fast, but the canopy'sclosed again.

Staxton: Can you confirm the pilot clear

of the aircraft? “

Shackleton: He's not in it. We can con-

firm that. He must be in the water some-

where.

Staxton: Any distress signals
or flares? Over.

Staxton: Descend to 3,500ft.

Over. ~

Schaffner: Roger GCI.

Staxton: What's your fuel state

94? Over.

Schaffner: About 30 per cent

GCI.

Staxton: That's what we calcu-

lated. Can you tell us what

happened 94?

Schaffner: I don't know, it

came inclose... Ishut myeyes...

I figure I must have blacked out

for a few seconds.

Staxton: OK 94. Standby.

At this time the Shackleton ar-

rived over Flamborough and

began circling before XS894

Shackleton: Negative GCI,

we're going round again. Over,

Ashort time later the Shackleton

was back in contact with Staxton

Wold.

Shackleton: She’s sunk GCI,

there's a slight wake where she

was, still no sign of the pilot. I

say again GCI, we need a

chopper fast. Over.

Staxton: A whirlwind's on it's

way from Leconfield, are you

positive you saw no sign of the

pilot. Over.

Shackleton: Nothing GCI. The

first pass we assumed he was

un-strapping. He must have

got out as we went round for

the second pass, but why shut

the canopy? Over.

was vectored into the area by

Staxton controllers.

Schaffner: Can you bring me in GCI?

Staxton: Er... Hold station, 94. Over...

Foxtrot 94 can you ditch the aircraft?

Over.

Schaffner: She's handling fine. I can

bring her in. Over.

Staxton: Negative 94. I repeat, can you

ditch the aircraft? Over.

Schaffner: Yeah... I guess.

Staxton: Standby 94. Over. Oscar 77.
Over.

Shackleton 77: Receiving. Over.

Staxton: Can you see the pilot yet? Over.

Shackleton: Negative, were going round

again, pulling a tight one. Over.

Two minutes elapsed.

Shackleton: The canopy's up... she's float-

ing OK... can't see the pilot, we need a

chopper out here GCI. No sign of the pilot,

where the hell is he?

Staxton: You sure he’s not in the water?

Check your SABRE receptions. Over. (Note:

Sabre was the search and rescue beacon

carried by all RAF aircrew)

Shackleton: No SABRE yet, no flares

either. Hang on we're going round again.

Staxton: That's what we were

thinking. Maintain patrol 77, he must be

out there somewhere.

Shackleton: Roger GCI.

A short time later the search and rescue

helicopter arrived and a systematic search

of the area began. Lifeboats from

Bridlington, Filey and Flamborough ar-

rived and joined in the search as the

weather began to deteriorate. The search

continued overnight and into the next day,

without success and without receiving any

transmissions from the beacons carried by

the pilot and no distress flares were seen at

any time. ~-

The following day the Evening Telegraph

reported that flares had been seen about 10

miles off shore and the Grimsby trawler

UFO MAGAZINE >> Vol 1} No 4
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Ross Kestrel which had been in the area

had gone to investigate, but found noth-

ing. .

The missing pilot was not found and at that

time no wreckage from the aircraft had

been located. Three weeks later the

Evening Telegraph reported that the fu-

selage of the aircraft had been located on

the sea-bed and quoted that the ejector

seat was still in the aircraft giving rise to

the belief that the body of the pilot was still

in the aircraft.

On October 7th, divers from HMS

Kiddleston inspected the wreckage and

said that Captain Schaffner's body was

still in the cockpit. But that was the start

of the biggest mystery of all. When the

aircraft was brought to the surface and

returned to Binbrook, there was no trace

of Captain Schaffner, the cockpit was

empty.

The wreckage was eventually lifted from

the sea some five miles from Flamborough

Head and transported in some secrecy to

RAF Binbrook.

Air crashes in the North Sea in those days

were relatively common and much of the

wreckage found its way into Grimsby

where the Evening Telegraph

reporters were on hand

to record the event,

but not with

XS894,

BINBROOK

It was also common practice for crashed

aircraft to be taken to the MoD Crash

Investigation Branch at Farnborough where
detailed examination took place in an at-

tempt to find the cause of accidents, but this

didn't happen with XS894. Instead, the

remains of the aircraft, which were in good

condition, were taken straight to Binbrook

where it was placed behind shutters in a

hangar at the far corner of the base.

The Accident Investigation team from Farn

borough arrived at Binbrook in the belief

that they were about to start a detailed_

investigation, one which would lead to a

report to the Ministry of Defence to assist

with the eventual board of enquiry, but they

were in for a surprise.

They were amazed to find that many of the

cockpit instruments were missing. These

included the E2B compass, voltmeter,

standby direction indicator, standby inverter

indicator and the complete auxiliary warn-

ing panel from the starboard side of the

cockpit, below the voltmeter. This was a

serious breach of regulations and although

the investigation team were told the instru-

ments would be returned shortly, they never

were.

The investigators found there was a

revolting fusty smell in the

cockpit while the whole

aircraft still had

a slimy feel

to it following its month's immersion in

the North Sea.

The ejector seat also seemed tobe ‘wrong’,

and there was a suspicion that it was not

the original one fitted to the aircraft when

it had taken off on its last flight from

Binbrook. They were given assurances by

the officer commanding 5 Squadron that

the seat had not been tampered with, but

some of the investigators were not con-

vinced,

Brian McConnell, a former sergeant who

was serving at Binbrook at the time of the

incident, said that the cartridge on the seat

had failed because of faulty installation,

but this contradicted the story of the

Shackleton crew who stated that they had

seen the cockpit open. Had any attempt

been made to fire the ejector seat, the

cockpit canopy would have blown off. It

also comes into conflict with the order

Captain Schaffner received instructing

him to ditch his aircraft, even though he

stated that the Lightning was still handling

fine with plenty of fuel left.

When the accident investigators were

eventually allowed to examine the plane,

they were constantly supervised by five

civilians, two of whom were Americans.

After a few hours, the investigators were

told that as nothing useful had been found,

“their job was over.’’

The following day, they were summoned

to the main office at Farnborough and told

in no uncertain terms that they were not to

discuss any aspect of the ditching of

XS894, even with their own families. The

reason given? “‘National Security.’?

No further information has been forth-

coming and the investigation file is still

classified. When we recently contacted

the Ministry of Defence, we were in-

formed that the incident had been an

unfortunate accident and that there was

nothing relatéd to UFOs being involved.

Enquiries were made through our own

channels and we were informed that the

aircraft had eventually been taken to

Kirkland Air Force Base in America.

When questioned about this, the Ministry

of Defence spokesman said that this was

quite possible and not unusual because the

pilot of the aircraft had been American,

This in no way inferred that the MoD were

admitting that the aircraft had been sent to

America.

When the story first appeared in the

Grimsby Evening Telegraph, Pat Otter,

PAGE 8
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e Editor and author of the story was

amazed by the response he received from

the public. He was contacted by a member

of the accident investigation team who

had been sent to examine the aircraft, (he

related the earlier account).

People came forward who reported that

they had personally witnessed UFOs in

the area on the date of the incident. Two

pilots who had been flying Lightnings on

the night of the incident came forward and

gave their own account of the incident.

They were Mike Streten, a former 5
Squadron CO, and Furz Lloyd, a very

experienced Lightning pilot.

airborne early warning Shackleton from 8

Squadron based at Lossiemouth. A crew

member reported that he had last seen the

navigation lights of the Lightning passing to

the rear and below his aircraft. The Light-

ning pilot, Capt. William Schaffner was an

experienced USAF pilot who had recently

joined 5 Squadron. Immediately following

the pilot's failure to acknowledge radio

transmissions from both the Shackleton and

ground control a search was initiated.

“No trace was found and the immediate

search was called off for the night. The

following morning, acomprehensive search

was mounted, but no wreckage, oil slicks or

other tell tale signs of the missing pilot were

found. It was not until two months later that

‘From my own flying experience night

flying over the North Sea, with stars above

and lights of fishing boats below, disorjen-

tation affected all pilots from time to time.

‘‘The evidence indicated that Capt.
Schaffner had most likely suffered from

this since the only way the aircraft would

have hit the sea without breaking up was

from hitting it ata slow speed and ata very

shallow glance angle, most probably plan-

ing over it as he rapidly decelerated. It is

a matter of fact that the only way the

canopy could be opened and remain with

the aircraft was if the aircraft was doing

less than 150 Knots or so. Therefore the

most likely situation that the pilot found

himself in was the nightmare of having hit

THE WRECKAGE OF THE LIGHTNING AIRCRAFT RETRIEVED

COURTESY: GRIMSBY EVENING TELEGRAPH

Mike Streten stated:

*‘On the night of the loss of Foxtrot 94,

September 8th 1970. I was night flying

with 23 Squadron, based at Leuchars. I

remember the initial report of the loss of

the aircraft well; at that stage I only knew

that the pilot was missing and I knew that

Binbrook was undergoing its annual Tac-

tical Evaluation. The immediate facts we

were able to glean on that fateful night

were that the pilot had been shadowing an

a Royal Navy mine sweeper found the

aircraft virtually intact at the bottom of the

sea. £

‘‘I remember the reports on the aircraft

well, the aircraft was effectively in one

piece. What was very unusual, however,

_.was that the canopy was still attached to the

aircraft and all the ejector seat straps and the

seat dinghy were still in the aircraft. There

was no trace of the pilot whatsoever.

the sea while trying to recover from slow

speed situation.

**With the aircraft on the sea and sinking

rapidly, the quickest way out would have

been to open the canopy, unstrap and

disconnect the seat dinghy lanyard thereby

relying on the life jacket for floatation and

subsequently for the manual activation of

the SABRE emergency beacon (contained

CONTINUED ON PAGE 30
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@Deeorss the time of the incident involv-
ing XS894 many reports of UFOs were

being received by the local police and

coast guards in the Bridlington area. The

following are two such reports. Mrs. Jill

Cooper of Bridlington informed me that

she remembers her sighting as if it had

been yesterday.

“‘She stated that 20 years ago she had been

working in her kitchen when her four-

year-old son who was playing in the back

garden, came running into the house very

excited insisting that she go out into the

garden to see the strange objects in the

sky. She said: ‘When I got outside I could

see bright things in the sky, but it wasn't

until I got my binoculars that I could see

six saucer-shaped objects. They were me-

tallic silver in colour and at the centre of

each of themwere orange swirlingflames."

She stated that each of the objects were

approximately three inches in diameter at

arms length. She estimates that she was no

more than half-a-mile from the hovering

objects. She watched them for approxi-

mately five minutes, but returned into the

house to answer the telephone.On the

night of September 8th 1970, acouple and

their daughter were waking their dog

along a coastal path at Almouth

Bay,Northumberland.

‘This was almost opposite the point over

the North Sea where Schaffner made his

interception, when they saw and heard

something strange:

"We had been walking for approximately 10

minutes when we heard a high pitched

humming noise.’ ‘‘They later told the MoD

personnel... ‘The dog kept cocking her head

to one side and growling. It seemed impos-

sible to tell from which direction the noise

was coming, it seemed everywhere. It lasted

Sor about 10 - 15 seconds.

‘About five minutes later the eastern sky lit

up rather like sheet lightning, only it took

that night to the police and RAF at nearby

about 10 seconds to die down again. Over

the following three minutes this happened

many times, but it was only visible for a

second or two at a time. It appeared

similar to the Northern Lights. The whole

spectacle was completely silent. After two

or three minutes, there was another flare

up of the sheet lightning.’

‘The family called in at the local Police

Station to report what they had seen and °

heard.””

Their's was one of many similar reports

Boulmer. The time and location fit in

exactly with the events going on 60 miles

south at Staxton Wold. They could have

been watching some kind of natural phe-

nomenon, or could there be another ex-

planation? What do you think?

If any reader has any additional informa-

tion in relation to this incident, I would be

very pleased to hear from them.

My grateful thanks to Roy Otter of the

Grimsby Evening Telegraph who has pro-

vided a great deal of material and co-

operated fully in this case, which needless

to say is still ongoing.

Copyright: Quest International. 1993

ALIENS IN ENGLAND

CONTINUED FROM PAGE 23

overhead and we all turned our heads. On

turning to see more of this Avebury

apparition we found it had vanished,

though there was nowhere for it to have

gone! [FIG. 4]

A_'SUIT OF MANY COLOURS'

One afternoon in May 1973, about 4.00pm,

a girl named Fay, aged seven, together with

a young boy, claimed to have seen a seven-

foot tall figure wearing a green tunic and

red collar. The figure also had a yellow

pointed hat with knob and antennae and was

holding what looked a microphone. The

incident occurred

close to disused

Sandown Airport on

the Isle of Wight. The

figure then disap-

peared close to an old

hut.

TRIANGULAR
ALIENS?

Julian Garside, then

sixteen years of age,

was driven home from

work on a friend's

motor-bike on 20th

September, 1973. As

they passed Stainland

Woods, between Hud-

dersfield and Halifax,

Julian noticed three

bright triangular lights. He tapped his

friend on the shoulder and they stopped to

look. They both saw three triangular

‘shapes’, yellowish-white and around five

feet tall, ‘gliding’ uphill through the woods.

Though scared, they followed, and as they

did so, the ‘entities’ speeded up; This

wood runs about half-a-mile uphill and

when they reached the top, the figures had

disappeared. However, above the hill was

a round, orange light shaped like a road-

crossing beacon, and as they watched, it

moved away. One strange thing that both

commented on was that there was a strong

smell resembling engine oil, which seems

completely incompatible with either al-

iens, ghosts or UFOs!

Copyright: Norman Oliver. 1992.

‘ALIENS IN ENGLAND’
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LOOSE MINUTE

D/AHB (RAF) 8/27

1 Fab 93

DDPR IRAE)

Copy to:

- ~ f.sec (as) - tac MMMM (len cc sce

‘mee ae we GM TIMING <S Ses k

Rats TODSBSCRAG IES SL uM darnad IP gan 27

tL. You asked at reference for any information relating ta

the loss of XS694 and its pilot, Capt Schafnmer USAF.

=» Enclosed for your delectation and delight ars copies of

the aircraft accident card, and extracts fram the FS4a

Operations Record Books of the various units involved. The

documents tend to indicate that there is NO mystery, and that

it is the age old problem of pilots handling migh performance

aircraft close to the sea on an unfamiliar task. learly,

however, the Evening Telegraph's Pat Otter could easily make

a living writing SF novels!
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Lope MINUTE

D/Sec(AS)12/6

28 Jan 93

DDPR(RAF)

Copy to:

ABB -

LOSS OF LIGHTNING XS894

Ref A: D/DPR/325/1/1 dated 27 Jan 93

1. Thank you for your minute at Reference, and for sending the articles
from the Evening Telegraph.

2. Following the publication of these articles last year, I had a number of
enquiries from UFO organisations and researchers. As a result I tracked down
the original Board of Inquiry papers relating to the crash, and made a thorough
study of the whole incident.

3. As you recognise, this accident predated the Military Aircraft Accident
Summary procedure. I have not found any official published statement on the
crash, but given the time that has elapsed, I am not surprised.

4. In response to the questions that were put to me, I produced some
unclassified sentences setting out what happened to the aircraft. I have
attached one of my letters, which can be drawn upon in response to any queries
that you receive. Notwithstanding all the stories about the loss of this
aircraft, there is no UFO story here!

5. Please let me know if you require anything further.



Secretariat(Air Staff)2a, Room 9745 o ES

( MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
* Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct Dialling) 071-21-8

(Switchboard) 071-21-8000d°
(Fax) 071-21-38

Your reference

Our reference

Batley
D/See(AS)12/3_West_ Yorks - Datea ot 2 November 1992

Ves

Your letter dated 20 October to RAF West Drayton,
crash of an RAF Lightning on 8 September 1970, has

in which you asked about the
been passed to this office.

I have done some research into the loss of the aircraft, and have discoveredthat it was taking part in a Tactical Evaluation Exercise designed to practisethe night shadowing and shepherding of low speed targets. For the purpose ofthe exercise, the targets involved were Shackleton aircraft. The Lightningcrashed into the sea while attempting to intercept one of the Shackletons.There is no indication of any "unidentified aircraft" having been encountered,and no reason to Suggest that there is any sort of UFO incident in any wayconnected with this tragic crash.

I hope this is helpful, and I wish you luck with your research.

4

Ves Sot
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LOOSE MINUTE

D/DPR/325/1/1

27 Jan 93

Sec(AS)2

Copy to:

vo -
LOSS OF LIGHTNING XS 894

1. I have recently been sent the attached cuttings from the
Evening Telegraph relating to the loss of Lightning XS 894 and
its pilot in 1970. It makes fascinating reading!

2. Do we have a line on this? I do not believe we issued
Military Aircraft Accident Summaries in those days, but
presumahly we did have some cleared statement on the mystery.
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s ha with the 
.

ed ith two Red Top air-to-air
and the other aof which was live ;

gh 30mm cannon shells for a
-«" missiles, one

dummy, and cnou

six-second burst.
One of the men on the gro

was Brian Mann of Grimsby,

of the fuel bowsers.

refueled at a rate 0

suddenly the engines starte

* the tanker almost went in.

und crew at the time
who was driving one

mbers XS894 being

f 150 gallons a minute when
d. “The windows on

I panicked, took the

Schater: Affirmative, GCI. I'm alongside it now,
maybe 600ft off my... It’s a conical shape. Jeeze,
that's bright, it hurts my eyes to look at it for
more than a few seconds.
Staxton: How close are you now?

Schafer: About 400 fect. He’s still in my three
o’clock. Hey wait... there’s something else. It’s
like a large soccer ball... it's like it’s made of
glass.

Staxton: Is it part of the object or independent?
Over.
Schafer: It...no, it’s separate from the main

body... the conical shape .. . it’s at the back end,
the sharp end of the shape. It’s like bobbing up
and down and going from side to side slowly. It
may be the power source. There’s no sign of
ballistics.

Staxton: Is there any sign of occupation? Over.
Schafer: Negative, nothing.
Staxton: Can you assess the rate ..?
Schafer: Contact in descent gentle. Am going-

with it...50...no about 70ft... it’s levelled out
again.

Staxton: Is the ball object still with it? Over.

Schafer: Affirmative. It’s not actually connec-
ted... maybe a magnetic attraction to the conical
shape. There’s a haze of light. Ye’ow... it’s within
that haze. Wait a second, it’s turning... coming
straight for me...shit...am taking evasive ac-
tion...afew...I can hardl... ;
Staxton: 94? Come in 94. Foxtrot 94, are you

receiving? Over. Come in 94. Over.

@ NEXT INSTALMENT: Schafer ditches and dis-
appears.

@ A radar con- a
troller vectored
shafer onto th
mystery object



_started to move ‘again,
‘accelerating rapidly. to
600mph and climbing

to 9,000ft, heading
south back. towards
Staxton.

Shortly afterwards,
the single lip
separated into two, one

maintaining’ its south-
erly heading, some-

‘what erratically, at
between 600 and
630mph and descend-
ing slowly, the other
turning through 180
degrees to head north-
westerly and vanishing
at a speed later calcu-
lated to be around
20,400mph.
While all this was

going on, a Shackleton

MR3, which had been
on patrol off the Firth

When the Shackleton came

ol Forth, was ordered

south to hold station
around Flamborough

ead. ;

Then, Staxton Wold -
re-established contact
with Captain Schafer.

Schafer: GCI ... are
you receiving? Over. -

Staxton: Affirmative

94. Loud and clear.
What is your condi-

tion? Over. :
Schafer: Not too

good. I can’t think
what has happened ....
I feel kinda dizzy ... I
can see shooting stars.

Staxton: Can you see
your ‘instruments?
Over. :
Schafer: Affirmative,*

but, er... the compass
is ws...

Staxton:

. Over.

Foxtrot 94, |

turn U43 degrecs. Over.

Schafer: Er ... ail
directional instruments

are out, repeat u/s.

Over. ;
Staxton: Roger 94,

_execute right turn, esti-
mate quarter turn.

Schafer:
now.

Staxton: Come _ fur-
ther, 94. That’s good. Is
your altimeter . func-

. tioning? Over.

Schafer: Affirmative,
Gch
~~ Staxton: Descend to
3,500ft. Over.
Schafer: Roger, GCI.

- .Staxton: What’s your
fuel state, 94? Over.
Schafer: About thirty

per cent, GCI.
Staxton: That’s what

oe

round again the Lightning's canopy had closed.
fitustration by TREVOR HARRIES..

Turning.

ay

we calculated. Can you

tell us what happened,
94? Over. ;
Schafer:: I. don't

know. It came in close
... I shut my eyes...1

figure I must've
blacked out for a few
seconds.

Staxton: .OK 94.
Standby. .

At this stage the
Shackicton arrived
over Flamborough
Head and began cir-

cling before XS894 was
vectored into the area
by the Staxton con-
trollers.

Schafer: Can you
bring me in, GCI?
Over.

Staxton: Er ... Hold
” station, 94. Over.

Several minutes then

Uver, Oscar (4. Over,

Shackleton: 77. Over.
Staxton: 94 is ditching.

Can you maintain wide
circuit? Over.
Shackleton: Affirma-

tive GCI. Over.
Staxton: Thanks 77,

Standby. 94, execute

ditching procedure at
- your discretion. Over.

Schafer: Descending’
now, GCI. Over.
Between’ six ‘and

seven ' minutes then
elapsed. .

Shackleton: He's
down, GCI. Hell of a
splash ... he’s down in

one piece though. Over.
Staxton: Can you see

the pilot yet? Over.
Shackleton: Nega-

tive. We’re going round
again, pulling a tight
one. ;
Two minutes later:
Shackleton: The can-

opy’s up... she’s float-
ing OK ... can’t see the
pilot. We need_a chop-
per out here, GCI. No,

-no sign of the pilot.
Where the hell is he?

Staxton: You sure he’s
not in the water, 77?

Check your SABRE
receptions. Over. (Note:

SABRE was the search
and rescue beacon car-

ried by all RAF
aircrew).

The radar plotters watched as the Lightning stow

the crew of the Shack-
leton were back in con-°
tact with Staxton Wold.
Shackleton: She’s

sunk, GCI. There’s a-
slight wake where she
was. Still no sign of the
pilot. I say again, GCI,
we need a choppe
here fast. Over. ;
Staxton: A Whirl-

wind’s on the way from
Leconfield. Are’ you .
positive’ you saw no.

sign of the pilot? Over.
Shackleton: Nothing

GCI. The first pass we
assumed he was
unstrapping. He must
have got out as we.
went round for a
second pass ... but
why shut the canopy?

Over.

Staxton: That's what
we were thinking,.
Maintain patrol 77, he
must be there some-

where, Over.

Shackleton:
GCI. Over.

Shortly afterwards
the search and rescue
Whirlwind from nearby
Leconfield ‘arrived on

Roger,

the scene and began a’

systematic: search of
the ditching area. The
aircraft were shortly
joined by lifeboats
from Bridlington,
Flamborough and Filey

wife was at Binbroo}
‘waiting for news of "io
-husband. 2007 a
‘But the Ministry ot
Defence were doubtful .
whether there would

. be any good news for
her. “I don’t think he
got out of the plane,” a
‘spokesman. told a
reporter. “No wreckage
has been found.” .
Three weeks later the

Evening Telegraph re-
' ported that the fuselage

. of the aircraft had been
located’ on the seabed
-and noted that the ejec-
tor seat was still intact
“giving' rise to the
belicf that the body of
the pilot is still in the’

‘ wreckage”.

. On October 7, the
‘Telegraph reported
uthat divers from HMS

Keddleston ‘had
inspected the wreckage
and said Captain’s
Schafer’s body was still
in the cockpit.
But that was the start

of the biggest mystery
of all. When the aircraft
was brought to the sur-

face and returned to
Binbrook, there was no
trace of Captain

Schafer. Just an empty

cockpit. .
@ TOMORROW: A cloak
of secrecy.

ly went down.
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was placed behind what appears to have

been a series of shutters in the far corner

of a hangar.
A team from Farnborough arrived one

wet winter's day at Binbrook in the
belief that they were about to start a
detailed investigation which, in turn,
would lead to the preparation of a report
on the incident to the Ministry of
Defence, the report being used as the

basis for an eventual inquiry into the loss
of Lightning XS894. But they were in for
a surprise.

They were astonished to find many of
the cockpit instruments missing. These
included the E2B compass, voltmeter,

standby direction indicator, standby
inverter indicator and the complete aux-
iliary warning panel from the starboard
side of the cockpit below the voltmeter.
This was a serious breach of regula-

tions and, although the investigation
team was promised the instruments

would be returned shortly, they never
were.

The investigators found there was a
revolting fusty smell in the cockpit while
the whole aircraft still had a slimy feel to
it following its month-long immersion in

r
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also seems to conflict with the account
we have been given of the order from
Staxton Wold to Captain Schafer to ditch
his aircraft rather than attempt to return

to Binbrook or land at Leconfield, only a

few minutes’ flying time from Flambor-
ough. And, remember, Schafer has told
his ground controllers that XS894 was
still handling “fine” and he had plenty of
fuel left.

During the few hours the investigators
were allowed to examine the aircraft,
they themselves were constantly super-
vised by five civilians, two of them
Americans. .

t the end of the day the investiga-
tion team was told curtly that as

nothing uscful had been dis-
covered, their job was over.

The following day they were all called ©
into the main office at Farnborough and
told in no uncertain terms they were not
to discuss any aspect of the ditching of
XS894, even with their own families. The
reason given was simple — national
security.

again. Over the following three minutes

this happened many times, but the
‘lightning’ was only visible for a second
or two at a time. It appeared very similar
to the Northern Lights. The whole spec-
tacle was completely silent.
“After two or three minutes there was

another flare-up of ‘sheet lightning
which lasted about the same time as the
first. This was followedby that awful
shrill sensation, only this time it was
worse. You could actually feel your ears
ringing.”

he family called in at the local
| | olice station to report what they

had seen and heard. Their’s was
one of many similar reports that night to
both the police and the RAF at nearby
Boulmer. .
The time and the location fit in exactly

with events going on 60 miles south at
Staxton Wold and they could have been
watching some kind of natural phe-

* nomena

Or there could be another explanation.
What do you think?
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AT PRECISELY six minutes p

September 8, 1970, a single Lightning je
from RAF Binbrook.

ast 10 on the night of
t fighter took off

Ground crew on the flight line were accustomed to
Lightnings being scrambled in a hurry at any time of night
or day. Binbrook, after all, was a frontline fighter station
and its aircraft shared QRA (Quick Reaction Alert) duty
with other East Coast airfields to provide cover should any
unidentified aircraft appear on the radar screens.

By PAT OTTERBut there was

something dif-
ferent about this

scramble.
For a start, it was

normal for QRA_air-
craft to take off in
pairs. Two aircraft were

kept at a state of
instant readiness at all
times, ready for just
such an emergency.

But on this occasion
only one aircraft took
off. And it wasn’t one
of the QRA aircraft.
Then there was the

manner of the take-off.
The pilot had raced out
from the 5 Squadron
crew room, adjacent to
the apron, and had
climbed aboard while a
Lightning was in the
yrocess of being
‘efuelled.
He angrily waved

away ground staff who
isked him to sign the
wm required before

ny military aircraft
‘aves the ground and
rdered the refuelling
nes to be disengaged:
It was no_ordinary

‘There

ditched in the sea off
Flamborough Head.
The ditching was wit-
nessed by the crew ofa

Shackleton reconnai-
sance aircraft. Flares
were spotted by the
Grimsby trawler, Ross

Kestrel. But no trace of
Capt Schafner was ever

found.
More’ than a month

later the wreckage of
the aircraft was found
on the sea bed by
Royal Navy divers.

Despite earlier reports

to the contrary, the,
cockpit was empty and

~the canopy closed.
Capt Schafner had van-
ished — completely

and utterly.
Eventually the air-

craft was recovered
and taken, unusually,
to RAF Binbrook.

it was kept

under wraps in the,
corner of a hangar.
When a team from

the MoD's Crash Inves-

tigation Branch arrived

promising to help, but
then became very ret-

icent.
Similar inquiries to

the United States

embassy and to the US
Air Force at Aleconbury
proved also to be dead-
ends. Calls were not

returned. Contacts

were unavailable.
At that stage I en-

listed the aid of Bob
Bryant, then North-
cliffe Newspapers’ avi-
ation correspondent
and a man with close
links with both the
RAF and the USAF.
Bob was to spend

weeks checking out a
story he found more

intriguing by the hour.

He paid numerous vis-
its to the Ministry of
Defence and_ spent

. hours on the telephone
to contacts in the
United States. But

everywhere he heard
the ominous sound of
doors being slammed.

Intrioved

_ EVENING TELEGRAPH, Thursday, Octo

examine the remains of
XS894. He was so puz-

zied by. what he saw

and the treatment the
investigation team

received that he was

determined to get to

the bottom of the
mystery once and for
all.

He had started his
inquiries two years

earlier and, by a

strange coincidence,
was in Cleethorpes fol-
lowing up lines of in-
quiry in and around
Binbrook when the

ys 70 ERTS IOUT, Cae Wiitby, along:
a eras TM~ ”with 4

story appeared in the
Evening Telegraph.

Transcript

Now, four years on,

he believes he has
peeled back a little bit
more of the mystery
surrounding XS894

and the disappearance

of Capt Shafner. -

The Evening Tele-
graph has a copy of his

account of what he
believes happened that
night. Some of it has
come from his dogged
investigations; some

from official
ments he has obtained;
and some, most tell-
ingly, from what he
maintains is a_tran-

script of the final con-
vessations between

Capt Schafner, a radar
controller at Staxton
Wold, near Scar-

borough, and the crew
of the Shackleton

which witnessed the
crash.

This is the story we

are going to tell over
the next few nights.
The information in it is

docu-— quite remarkable. Our
source has to remam

anonymous and we
cannot corroborate all
the information in his
report. What informa-
tion we can is certainly
in line with the results
of my own inquiries

four years ago.

All we ask you to do
is to read our Stories

carefully — and make
up your own mind.

@ TOMORROW:
final take off of XS894.
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iff Flamborough the co
Irmiy closed — and com
The m stery deepened

AT PRECISELY six. minutes past 10 on the
‘September 8, 1970, a sin,
from RAF Binbrook. _.
$.-Ground crew on the fl

1a gohe, wrong on a night exercise.
sxody of the pilot was never recovered. / .ur years ago the puzzle turnéd- into’ a
( ry, when it was disclosed
q age of aircraft was

But. the

that when the
lifted from the sea bed
ckpit was found to be
pletely empty.
following publication

Evening Telegraph which, if it is correct, makes .the loss of Li

who was involved in

e htning XS894 one of theaviation storfes of An time. strangest
The information has been sent to us by a man

the initial investigation ofthe loss of the aircraft in 1970 and wa ;disturbed by what he found that he has devoted

“assured is
- XS894

Now we
View eneeasay weuuseres

ave been hand
| transcript of ¢and its pilot. We Ae

authenticating the informatireaders to make their own jvalidity of the sto -The Ri Stee te5the last five years to a detailed investicati ddle of Foxtrot _ Stainto the last hours of XS894. , investigation poeeraph tom orrow and run

night of
gle Lightning jet fighter took off

ight line were accustomed to
‘Lightnings being scrambled in a hurry at any time of night
‘or day. Binbrook; after all, was a frontline fighter station _
and its aircraft shared QRA (Quick Reaction Alert) duty
,With other East Coast airfields to provide cover should any -
unidentified aircraft appear on the radar screens. ©

¥ But there was —-
something dif-
ferent about this

‘ scramble.
' For a start, it was
normal for QRA_air-

craft to take off in
pairs. Two aircraft were
kept at a state of
instant readiness at all
times, ready for just
such an emergency.
But on this occasion

only one aircraft took
off. And it wasn’t one
of the QRA aircraft.
Then there was the

manner of the take-off.
The pilot had raced out
from the 5 Squadron
crew room, adjacent to
the apron, and had
climbed aboard while a
Lightning was in the
process of being
refuelled. .
He angrily waved

away ground staff who
asked him to sign the
form required before
any milhtary aircraft
leaves the ground and
ordered the refuelling
lines to be disengaged:

It was no_ ordinary
pilot strapped into the
cockpit of the Mach 2
interceptor. It was Cap-
tain William Schafner,
of the United States
Air Force, who was on
his second tour as an
exchange pilot with the
RAF.

Disappeared
Schafner was a vastly

experienced jet fighter
pilot with combat time
behind him in Viet-
nam. He had been at
Binbrook for some
time and his wife was
living on the base with ©
im.

No pre-flight checks
were made and, as
bemused ground crew
looked on, the Light-
ning taxied out to the
end of the runway,
turned and
immediately took off,
using reheat to gain
speed and height as
quickly as possible.

The aircraft, XS894, a
Lightning F6 of 5
Squadron, the call-sign
of which that night was
Foxtrot 94, turned over
the North Sea — and
disappeared into what
is fast becoming one of
the great aviation puz-
zles of recent times.
Early | the following

morning XS894

- By PATOTTER

ditched in the sea off
Flamborough Head.
The ditching was wit-
nessed by the crew of a
Shackleton reconnai-
sance aircraft. Flares
were spotted by the
Grimsby trawler, Ross
Kestrel. But no trace of
Capt Schafner was ever
found. .
More’ than a month

later the wreckage of
the aircraft was found
on the sea bed by
Royal Navy divers.
Despite earlier reports
to the contrary, the.
cockpit was empty and
the canopy closed.
Capt Schafner had van-
ished — completely
and utterly.
Eventually the air-

craft was recovered
and taken, unusually,
to RAF Binbrook.
There it was kept
under wraps in the,
corner of a hangar.
When a team from

the MoD’s Crash Inves-
tigation Branch arrived
from Farnborough they
were permitted to
spend only a very brief
time examining the
wreckage of XS894.

What they did discover
disturbed them. And
what happened later
disturbed them even
more.

Reticent
I first came across

the mysterious story of
XS894 six years ago.
An outline of the story
was related to me by
Barry Halpenny, an

aviation enthusiast and
author who lived at the
time in Market Rasen
and who was research-
ing for a book on avia-
tion mysteries.

He suggested that I
should dig out the cut-
tings on the crash and
look further into it.
There was-more to the
story of XS894 than

met the eye, he told
me.

i anticipated difficul-
ties ‘in investigating a
16-year-old ditching
incident in the North
Sea, but not. on the
scale I was to encoun-
ter over the next few
weeks.
Normally helpful
ress contacts at the

inistry of Defence
responded initially by

promising to help, but
‘then became -very ret-
icent.
Similar inquiries to

the United States
embassy and to the US
Air Force at Alconbury
proved also to be dead-
ends. Calls were not
returned. Contacts
were unavailable.

At that stage I en-
listed the aid of Bob
Bryant, then North-
cliffe Newspapers’ avi-
ation correspondent
and a man with close
links with both the
RAF and the USAF.
Bob was to spend

weeks checking out a
story he found more
intriguing by the hour.
He paid numerous vis-
its to the Ministry of
Defence and spent
hours on the telephone
to contacts in the
United States. But
everywhere he heard
the ominous sound of
doors being slammed.

Intrigued ;
He finally admitted

defeat. But Bob was
absolutely certain there
was an Official blanket
of secrecy over the
events surrounding the

crash of that Lightning
in the North Sea all
those years ago. |
Barry Halpenny

finally published an

abridged version of the
story in a book which

appeared in Septem-
ber, 1988. At the same
time the Evening Tele-
graph carried my story

of the mystery of
XS894.
Subsequently we

were contacted by two
former airmen who had
both been at Binbrook
at the time and added
further fuel to the
mystery be_ recalling
their memories of that
night. .

It was a story which

puzzled and intrigued
thousands of Evening

Telegraph readers. But,
perhaps most interest-
ingly of all, it was a
story which grabbed
the attention of a man
spending 10 days in a
Cleethorpes guest
house.
Sixteen years earlier

he had been one of the
crash investigators who

went to Binbrook to

4

examine the remains of
XS894. He was so puz-
zled by. what he saw
and the treatment the
investigation team
received that he was
determined to get to
the bottom of the
mystery once and for
all.

He had started his
inquiries two years
earlier and, by a
strange coincidence,
was in Cleethorpes fol-
lowing up lines of in-
uiry in and around
inbrook when the

story appeared-in the
Evening Telegraph.

Transcript
Now, four years on,

he believes he has
peeled back a little bit
more of the mystery
surrounding XS894
and the disappearance
of Capt Shafner.

The Evening Tele-
graph has a copy of his
account of what he
believes happened that
night. Some of it has
come from his dogged
investigations; some
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THIS is Foxtrot 94, th
ning at the centre of a
the day it was fished
ea.

It is pictured slung
the recovery vessel Ki
Bridlington Bay, after i
to the surface some ty
crashed on September
What is remarkable i

the aircraft. It is almost
although it does seen
damaged. This could
when the aircraft hit the
recovery.

The cockpit, which
empty, is not visible bi
that the air brakes on
extended, indicating th:
as slowly as possible w
hit the sea.

Information passed
Telegraph by a man inve
of the aircraft sugges
pilot was ordered to di
after intercepting a str:
the North Sea.

But two former Ligh
said they believed Foxt:
during a low-level lov
involving a Shackleton :

What is not disputed
has ever been found of

XS894 has not yet
secrets.

‘The pilot had raced out
from the 5 Squadron
crew room, adjacent to

the apron, and had
climbed aboard while a
Lightning was in the
process of being
refuelled. .
He angrily waved

away ground staff who
asked him to sign the
form required before
any military aircraft
leaves the ground and
ordered the refuelling
lines to be disengaged.

It was no. ordinary
pilot strapped into the
cockpit of the Mach 2
interceptor. It was Cap-
tain William Schafner,
of the United States

Air Force, who was on
his second tour as an
exchange pilot with the
RAF.

Disappeared

Schafner was a vastly
experienced jet fighter
ilot with combat time

ehind him in Viet-
nam. He had been at

Binbrook for some
time and his wife was ,
living on the base with
him.

No pre-flight checks
were made and, as
bemused ground crew
looked on, the Light-
ning taxied out to the
end of the runway,
turned an
immediately took off,

“; using reheat to ‘gain

Despite earlier reports
to the contrary, the.
cockpit was empty and
the canopy closed.
Capt Schafner had van-
ished ~— completely
and utterly.

Eventually the air-
craft was recovered
and taken, unusually,
to RAF Binbrook.
There it was kept
under wraps in the,
corner of a hangar.

When a team from
the MoD's Crash Inves-
tigation Branch arrived
from Farnborough they
were permitted to
spend only a very brief
time examining the
wreckage of XS894.
What they did discover
disturbed them. And
what happened later
disturbed them even
more.

Reticent _
I first came across

the mysterious story of
XS894 six years ago.
An outline of the story
was related to me by
Barry Halpenny, an
aviation enthusiast and
author who lived at the
time in Market Rasen
and who was research-
ing for a book on avia-
tion mysteries.

He suggested that I

should dig out the cut-
tings on the crash and

look further into it.

There was-more to the

and a man witn ciose

links with both the
RAF and the USAF.
Bob was to spend

weeks checking out a
story he found more
intriguing by the hour.
He paid numerous vis-
its to the Ministry of
Defence and spent

- hours on the telephone
to contacts in the
United States. But
everywhere he heard
the ominous sound of
doors being slammed.

Intrigued

He finally admitted
defeat. But Bob was
absolutely certain there
was an official blanket
of secrecy over the
events surrounding the
crash of that Lightning
in the North Sea all
those years ago. |
Barry Hatpénny-

finally published an
abridged version of the
story in a book which
appeared in Septem-
ber, 1988. At the same
time the Evening Tele-
graph carried my story

of the mystery of
XS894.

Subsequently we
were contacted by two
former airmen who had
both been at Binbrook,
at the time and added
further fuel to the~-
mystery be_ recalling
their memories of that
night.

and the treatment tne

investigation team
received that he was
determined to get to
the bottom of the

- mystery once and for
all.

He had started his
inquiries two years
earlier and, by a
strange coincidence,
was in Cleethorpes fol-
lowing up lines of in-
quiry in and around
Binbrook when the
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what did happen over the North Sea on
ight of September. 8, 1970, the night the
of a Lig itning jet fighter from RAF
ook mysteriously disappeared?
he time it appeared to be almost a routine
nt —~ an aircraft ditching after something
one wrong on a night exercise. But the
of the pilot was never recovered.
f years ago the puzzle turnéd into a
ry when it was disclosed that when the
age of aircraft was lifted from the sea bed
amborough the cockpit was found to be
closed — and completely empty.

scrambling the riddle of Foxtrot 94
of the story when the Evening Telegraph was
contacted by former airmen who had been

serving at Binbrook at the time and who
recalled the strange circumstances leading to
the final take-off of that particularly aircraft.
Now new information has been passed to the

Evening Telegraph which, if it is correct, makes
the loss of Lightning XS894 one of the strangest

aviation stories of all time.
The information has been sent to us by a man

who was involved in the initial investigation of

the loss of the aircraft in 1970 and was so
disturbed by what he found that he has devoted

the last five years to a detailed investigation

Four years ago, when the Evening Telegraph
conducted its own investigation into the loss of
the aircraft and its pilot, Captain William
Schafer, an experienced American on an
exchange tour with the RAF, we found all
official doors firmly closed.
Now we have been handed what we are

assured is a transcript of the final hours of

XS894 and its pilot. We have no means of
authenticating the information. We are asking
readers to make their own judgement on the
validityof the story we are about to tell. .
The Riddle of Foxtrot 94 starts in the Evening

rsday, October 8, 1992 9

mystery deepened following publication

PRECISELY six minu

into the last hours of XS894.

tes past 10 on the night of
tember 8, 1970, a single Lightning jet fighter took off
n RAF Binbrook.
round crew on the flight line were accustomed to

tnings being scrambled in a hurry at any time of night

ut there was

hething dif-
Int about this
mble.
ry a start, it was

al for QRA_air-
to take off in

L Two aircraft were

at a state of
ht readiness at all
, ready for just

an emergency.

on this occasion

one aircraft took
And it wasn’t one

p QRA aircraft.
bn there was the
her of the take-off.
bilot had raced out
the 5 Squadron

room, adjacent to
apron, and had
ed aboard while a

ning was in the
ess of being
led.
angrily waved
ground staff who
him to sign the
required before

military aircraft
the ground and

rd the refuelling
n ho dicengaoed.

Nay. Binbrook, after all, was a
its aircraft shared QRA (Qui

lh other East Coast airfields to provide cover should any
Wentified aircraft appear on the radar screens.

frontline fighter station
ck Reaction Alert) duty

By PAT OTTER

ditched in the sea off
Flamborough Head.
The ditching was wit-
nessed by the crew ofa
Shackleton reconnai-
sance aircraft. Flares

were spotted by the
Grimsby trawler, Ross

Kestrel. But no trace of
Capt Schafner was ever

found.

More’ than a month
later the wreckage of
the aircraft was found
on the sea bed by
Royal Navy divers.
Despite earlier reports

to the contrary, the,
cockpit was empty and
the canopy closed.
Capt Schafner had van-
ished — completely
and utterly.
Eventually the air-

craft was recovered
and taken, unusually,
to RAF Binbrook.
There it was kept
under wraps in the,
corner of a hangar.

When a team from
the Mof)'se Crach Inves.

promising to help, but

then became ‘very ret-

icent.
Similar inquiries to

the Unite States

embassy and to the US
Air Force at Alconbury
proved also to be dead-
ends. Calls were not

returned. Contacts

were unavailable.
At that stage I _en-

listed the aid of Bob
Bryant, then North-
cliffe Newspapers’ avi-
ation correspondent
and a man with close

links with both _ the
RAF and the USAF.
Bob was to spend

weeks checking out a

story he found more
intriguing by the hour.

He paid numerous vis-

its to the Ministry of
Defence and_ spent

. hours on the telephone
to contacts in the
United States. But
everywhere he heard
the ominous sound of
doors being slammed.

Telegraph tomorrow and runs for five nights.
Don’t miss it!

examine the remains of
XS894. He was so puz-

zled by. what he saw
and the treatment the
investigation team

received that he was

determined to get to
the bottom of the
mystery once and for
all.

He had started his
inquiries two years

earlier and, by a
strange coincidence,

was in Cleethorpes fol-
lowing up lines of in-

quiry in and around
Binbrook when the

story appeared-in the
Evening Telegraph.

Transcript

Now, four years on,

he believes he has
peeled back a little bit
more of the mystery
surrounding XS894
and the disappearance

of Capt Shafner.

The Evening Tele-
graph has a copy of his

account of what he.
believes happened that
night. Some of it has
come from his dogged
investigations; some

ments he has obtained;
and some, most tell-
ingly, from what he
maintains is a_ tran-

script of the final con-
veysations between

Capt Schafner, a radar
controller at Staxton
Wold, near Scar-
borough, and the crew

of the Shackleton

which witnessed the
crash.

This is the story we

are going to tell over
the next few nights.
The information in it is

from official docu-— quite remarkable. Our
source has to remain

anonymous and we
cannot corroborate. all
the information in his
report. What informa-
tion we can is certainly
in line with the results
of my own inquiries

four years ago.

All we ask you to do
is to read our stories

carefully — and make
up your own mind.

@ TOMORROW: The
final take off of xS894.
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HE chain of events

which led to the
crash of Lightning

XS894 from 5
Squadron at RAF Bin-
brook and the disappear-
ance of its pilot began at

8.17 on the night of Sep-
tember 8, 1970, in an
isolated building on the
Shetland Islands.
Saxa Vord was one of the chain

of radar stations whose task it
was to spot unidentified aircraft
approaching the North Sea or the
sensitive “Iceland gap".
Remember, this was 1970 when

the Cold War was at its height
and Russian long-range aircraft
made regular sorties into the
North Atlantic and along the
British coast to test the reaction

of Nato fighters.

’ On this particular night, a radar
operator at Saxa Vord picked up
the blip of an unidentified aircraft

over the North Sea_ halfway
between the Shetlands and Ale-
sund, in Norway.
The contact was monitored for

several minutes at a steady speed
of 630mph, at 37,000ft, holding
altitude and on a south-westerly
heading. Then Saxa Vord noted
the contact was turning through
30 degrees to head due south. It
increased speed to 900mph (mach
1.25) and climbed to 44,000ft.
Following laid-down proce-

dures, radar controllers at Saxa
Vord flashed a scramble message
to the Quick Reaction Alert
Flight at the nearest Nato airfield,
RAF Leuchars on the east coast
of Scotland, not far from Dundcce.
There two Lightning interecp-

tors, which had been ready on the

1 : . _ * al . <
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d-mouse with a

7,400mph radar blip
“all

a

TONIGHT we start our detailed look at the events
leading up to the ditching in the North Sea of
Lightning Foxtrot 94, a single-seat fighter from 5
Squadron at Binbrook whose final flight is at the
centre of one of the most puzzling aviation stories
since the war. Just what was it that its pilot, American
William Schafner, was sent to intercept out over the
North Sea 22 years ago and why was he eventually
ordered to ditch his aircraft off Flamborough Head
rather than return to North Lincoinshire? Now new
information has been passed to the Evening Tele-
graph. PAT OTTER reports on a story you may not

believe...

XS894 pictured at Binbrook in 1967. it was the first Fé Lightning

delivered to 5 Squadron.

The contact they had_ been

tracking at speeds and altitudes
consistent with modern Russian
warplanes turned through 180
degrees on a due north heading
and within seconds disappeared
off their screens. Later they cal-
culated that to do this its ‘speed
must have been in the region of

_17,400mph.

With the contact now gone, the
Lightnings were vectored south
to rendezvous with the tanker

by now beginning to cause sume
alarm to ‘Nato commanders, they

’ found they were just as impotent
as the Lightnings. .

The alert had reached such a

level that the contact was being
monitored by the Ballistic Missile
Early Warning System at Fyling-
dales Moor, near Whitby, along
with a second BMEWS in
Greenland.

The information they were col-
’ oo . toe , at na

@ t

BINBROOK

COLTISHALL

>
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. NATO forces were being brought up to full alert by a myste
object picked up on radar over the North Sea. At first it
appeared to be yet another Russian aircraft out to test the
reflexes of Allied air forces. But then the object began
behaving in a way which baffled radar controllers. Nuclear

bombers in the United States were ordered into the air while
the Pentagon decided that its man on the spot, a experi-

- enced Vietnam veteran then on an exchange visit to the RAF

at Binbrook, should take a look. PAT OTTER continues the
_ Story of the last flight of Foxtrot 94.

7 C APTAIN William Schafer was sit-
' " ting in the crew room of 5 Squad-

ron when the call came from High

Wycombe.
The room overlooked the apron where a line of

silver Lightnings stood, illuminated by the high-
intensity sodium lighting. The crew room itself
was sparsely furnished, with ageing chairs which
had seen better days, a bar which dispensed
nothing stronger than black Nescafe and walls
adorned with plaques and photographs donated
by visiting RAF and overseas air force units.
Schafer was still in his flying suit, after

returning earlier that evening from a_ training

sortie in one of the squadron’s aircraft. He is

remembered by those at Binbrook as a small,
powerfully-built man who loved to fly the single-
seat Lightnings, so different from the new genera-

tion of sophisticated aircraft then starting to come

into service in the USAF. ;

When the call came, Schafer was helped into the
remainder of his flying gear by other 5 Squadron
aircrew, went out through the door, turned right
and raced across the apron. ;

Two Lightnings in the line-up were virtually
ready for flight. One, XS894, was in the process of
having its fuel tanks topped up and was already
connected to a power starter.

Schafer climbed the steep ladder, hauled him-
self into the cockpit, strapped in and started the

TM engines. He waved aside the ground crew, who
metad ta haln carry aut the etandard nro.

hoses off and got out of the way,” he was to say
ater.

Mr Mann remembered Schafer disregarding the
ground marshaler, who was the eyes and ears of
the pilot on the ground, as he swung the
Lightning round. “His actions were unorthodox to
say the least,” he said.

At 22.06 XS894 blasted off from Binbrook’s
main runway into the night sky. Those on the
ground saw it disappear with a sheet of flame
from its twin tail pipes as Schafer used reheat. It
turned over the Wolds and the last they saw was

its navigation lights heading out towards the

North Sea.
By now the mystery contact which had led to

five Lightnings, two Phantoms, three tankers and
a Shackleton being scrambled over the North Sea
was being tracked by radar controllers at Staxton

Wold, which stands on high ground overlooking
Scarborough.

The contact was flying parallel to the east coast
90 miles east of Whitby at 530mph at 6,100ft — an
ideal course for an interception by a Binbrook
Lightning. ‘
What follows next is drawn from what we have

been told is the official transcript of the conversa- .
tion which took place between Schafer and the
radar station at Staxton Wold.

Schafer: I have visual contact, repeat visual
contact. Over.

Staxton: Can you identify aircraft type?

Schafer: Negative, nothing recognisable, no
clear outlines. There is ... bluish light. Hell, that’s

‘EVENING ‘TELEGRAPH, ‘Saturday! Octovér10, ‘i992! 17 @

Rendezvous with the
mysterious intruder

@ THE LIGHTNING

@ BRIAN MANN
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3wUST as the
controller at

Staxton

Wold lost contact
with Captain

Schafer, .a radar .

operator, who had.

been tracking the |

‘Lightning and the
mystery object it~

had _ intercepted,
watched: in dis-

’ belief. a

_The two blips on the
screen, representing

. the fighter, and its.
~quarry, Slowly merged”

into. ¢ decelerated,into. one,

"rapidly . from over
500mph until: they «_

‘bécanie “ statiohar

pin.

.6,000ft above the Nort
Sea’ 140 miles out off

. ,Alnwick. --

‘What exactly ‘hap-
.- pened, inside the
ground control centre

at Staxtonis open to. .
conjecture. But’ ‘our
information is that one

- suggestion was that the
_two Lightnings then on
‘Combat Air Patrol off
the Scottish coast .
should be sent south
‘immediately but it was
‘over-ruled’ by the
senior fighter control-
ler, who continued to
try to re-establish con-

tact with Captain
Schafer in Foxtrot 94.

. Two and aé half
miniutac after the cingle

Mystery as pilot |
cannot be found

RADAR controllers

at Staxton Wold,

just south of Scar-

borough, had

guided the Light- —

ning jet fighter.

from Binbrook to

the mystery con-

tact which had

been eluding its Nato trackers for almost four hours. The
pilot, Captain William Schafer, a USAF pilot on an exchange

- | tour with the RAF, reported. seeing something not contained
in any of the official aircraft recognition manuals. It was

conical in. shape and incredibly bright with what Schafer
described as something like a “soccer ball” in its’ wake.
Then Schafer’s radio went silent. PAT OTTER continues the |:

_ jetJ he pilot
2s of picking up U :

Hor fet frorgal AF Bt

story of the riddle of Foxtrot 94.

How the loss was reported in
the Evening Telegraph and

Scarborough Evening News.

Binbrook jet found
by d ivers le? fede cater, 8

BASAL NAVY divers have
" y mis: Bags!

bad we,

ea (6 aly
ey a

elapsed as Schafer was
left to circle the Flam-

borough area along
with the Shackleton.
In the meantime,

Strike Command HQ at
High Wycombe ‘had

‘instructed Staxton-
Wold to request

Schafer ditch his Light-

Although he had
plenty of fuel to reach
either nearby Lecon-
field or his home base
of Binbrook, it appears’

’ the reason ‘for: High ~
Wycombe’s_ decision
‘was a fear that the
Lightning had -some- -

_ ,how become contami-,
‘"nated during its’—

mystery interception.

ys over the North Sea: " © either. Hang on.: We're.

wrt’ may wellbe that
- +f the .fear was . that

the aircraft. has suf-
‘.fered radiation’ con:
_tamination although
some weeks later,
when the wreckage
was examined at Bin-
brook, no trace of con-
tamination by anything
other than salt water

was found.

Staxton: Foxtrot 94.

. Can you ditch aircraft?
ver, ,

Schafer: She’s handl-
.ing fine. I can bring her .
in. Over.

Staxton: Negative, 94.
I repeat, can you ditch

ning off Flamborough. _

, EVENING TELEGRAPH, Monday, October 12,1992 9

“Shackleton: | No-
SABRE -yet.. No. flares, ..-

going round: again, -: -:
Another two minutes .

elapsed. 0 a

onac leton: ; Gct, : pilot and on board theOver. -
. Staxton:. Receiving.
you, 77, Over.
Shackleton: This ‘is QL.

odd, GCI. She’s sinking
fast but ... the cano- «

py’s closed up again. :

Over... -. a
Staxton: Can you con-

_ firm pilot clear of air-
craft? Over.

Shackleton: He’s not .-
in it, we can confirm
that. He must be in the
water somewhere.

Staxton: Any distress

signals or flares yet?
Over.

aircraft? Over. | ~.... «Shackleton: . Nega-
Schafer: Yeah...I

marnace

tive, G
rt.

CI. Going round "pyre ‘Telegraph

’. as the weather began to.
deteriorate...

~~’ The search continued -
' well into the- next day .~

but. there were no.

: transmissions from the
beacons-carried by the —

aircraft and the official
reports say no distress -
flares were seen: :
_ However, the follow-
ing day the Evening
Telegraph reporte
flares had been seen .

‘. about 10 miles offshore
and the ‘Grimsb
trawler Ross Kestrel,

which was passing
through the Flambor-
ough area, had gone to
investigate but, even
though more flares
were seen, she found
nothing. wa

rm we ¥ mene
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THE loss of the Binbrook Lightning

and its American pilot had simply
been reported as just another air
crash by newspapers along the
north-east coast of England. Repor-

ters were used to handling stories

like this, which occurred with some
regularity. The ditching of XS894
provided front-page stories for the|

Grimsby Evening Telegraph and the

Scarborough Evening News on Sep-

tember 9, 1970. But they only told
part of the story. PAT OTTER con-
cludes our investigation into the
Riddle of Foxtrot 94.

HEN the wreckage of

*XS894 was finally
lifted from the sea bed
some five miles off

Flamborough Head, it was taken
in some secrecy straight to RAF

Binbrook.
Air crashes in the North Sea in those

days were relatively common and much
of the wreckage found its way into

= Grimsby where often Evening Telegraph

photographers were on hand to record
away the event. But not with XS894.
asked 2 was also common _ practice for

form wrecked aircraft to be taken to the
any MoD’s Crash Investigation Branch at

leave; Farnborough where detailed cxamina-
onder; tions were carried out in an attempt to
re {| find the cause of accidents. But this
Wore

the North Sea.

The ejector seat also seemed to be
‘wrong’ and there was a suspicion later

among the investigators that it was not”
the one fitted to the aircraft when XS894
took off from Binbrook on its final flight.
They were even given an assurance by
the OC of 5 Squadron that the seat had
not been tampered with. But some of the
investigators were not convinced.

Interestingly, an Evening Telegraph’

reader, who was serving at Binbrook at

the time, told us in 1988 that he recalled
seeing an official report on the crash
which suggested that the seat was faulty
and this was why Captain Schafer failed
to eject.
Brian McConnell, a former sergeant at

Binbrook, said the cartridge on the seat
had failed to fire because of faulty
installation. However, this is very much
nt nAdde unth the eve-witness account of

And that's where the trail of the

mystery of XS894 goes cold. Well,
almost. .

There is just one further item of
information available.

On the night of September 8, 1970, a
couple and their daughter were walking
their dog along the coastal path at
Alnmouth Bay, Northumberland —
almost opposite the point over the North

Sea where Schafer made his interception

— when they saw and heard something
strange.

“We had been walking for maybe 10
minutes when we heard a very high-

pitched humming noise,” they later said
in a statement to MoD personnel. “The

dog kept cocking her head to one side
and growling. It seemed impossible to

tell from which direction the noise was

coming, it seemed everywhere. It lasted
for maybe 10 to 15 seconds. |

INVESTIGATORS’
JOB CURTAILED
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the Light
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of what
XS894, |

But the
s— what d

some yea

s

and ‘tonig

and | Furz‘:
Lightning’

they ‘believe: di

‘began tel

‘Qf the: original ‘crash: investi-g

h

iroma man who has spent CaaS
ars’ investigating the disap-s, :

earance of XS894 that night. He had«

was determinedito: get to

ht we publish some of the sto the rear and below
views we have received. Certainly, the
evidence from the experts — men who:
were flying: Lightnings themselves that
night — is‘compelling.On these pages
Mike Streten, a former 5 Squadron Co,

ilo “vastly experienced
ob both

mate mystery

12 EORNIerIBERGHABHTHNBAL?Glo ye Toes

Evening Tele
g the: story:o

go th
lin

ingle ‘sea

= “ae

PS

flyin
i‘ : ‘Squadron based .

py.was closed (but 3; Teuchars’

n-:of| the «pilot, an | I’ remember ‘the-
‘initial report: on
joss of the airc

The immediate facts
that we weré ‘able to |
glean..on “that fateful {2

what he Cnight’ were that thepuzzied by

Tactical: Evaluation- |

rad
ilot had been shadow-..

t Patrington, an.

report’rr Intriguin
publish it in fullan

epherding an ©
arly. Warn- ©:

g (AEW) Shackleton
‘om 8 Sqdn.based at
ssiemouth.: A crew

sing

eof the aircraft.
@ The Lightning pilot,
sCapt William Shaffner
Mnot Schafer as re...
ported at the time), was
n' experienced USAF
lot who had’ recently.
oined 5 Squadron.
immediately following : -
i pilot’s failure to

give their accounts’
3

.

pa a

cknowledge » radio
j#ransmissions fromstill remains

appen to the pilot? : an e Shackiston®and the controlling

_air/sea search.

"= no trace of wreck-:
tell-tale oil slicks.age,

of the missing pilot
were found. Indeed, it
was not until some two.
months later that a
Royal ‘Navy. mine

4

sweeper found

the bottom of the sea, ~
_I remember “the:
initial reports on the’

““aircraft very well. The«
aircraft was effectively...
in one piece. What wa:
very unusual, however,

. the airs? «‘j
craft virtually intact at:

* By MIKE STRETEN

was that’ the, Sto the .
was still attached to the ;
aircraft and all the ejec- _

- tion seat straps and the —
seat dinghy *were ‘still* ’
in the aircraft. Th

3; Was no trace whatso--,
ever of the pilot.

N terms of the mis

tragic death

cifle geometric
which enabled

sion profile for the
shadowing/shepherd-
ing procedure, the air-
craft told mgst of the

» Story leading up to the ¥

_was

spe-

Fie
the .

speed of the: target to
‘be determined fairly

tiated “at!

at
gression:along i
could be covered.

I, therefore, deduced
{ that follewing the: last
observation .of: the

* Lightning ‘(nonstan-
. Gard since it was
‘observed below the tar-
get), the pilot was initi-
ating his breakaway
prior to re-initiating the
set procedure. The
danger was that the
Lightning would-be Ny-
ing slowly ‘and: that
control was therefore
.commensutately,

positive...

From my own exten-
ere. sive ‘night flying

North Sea, with stars
. above and the lights of
fishing boats: below
disorientation affected
all pilots from time to

e. .

The evidence _indi-
cated that ‘Capt
Schaffner had-: most
likely suffered ' from

“sthis:Bince the only. way
the aircraft’ could ‘have

breaking up was from
hitting it at a?-slow
speed at a very shallow
giance angle, «most
probably planing over

experience ovér the

hit the “sea. without.

radar range and ‘the.
rocedure ‘repeated so’.

the. target's -pro-”’
track

©

zg

‘Sit as he rapidly dece
, erated. oo

"it is a matter of fac
‘ that the only way-th
canopy coul }
opened and remai:
with the aircraft was i
the aircraft was doin
less than 150 knots o
so. Therefore the moi
likely situation that th
pilot found himself i

- was the nighmare ¢
having hit the se
while trying to recove
from a_ slow-spee
situation. ;
With the aircraft o

the sea and sinkin
rapidly, the quickes
way out would hav
been to open th
canopy, unstrap an

disconnect the sea
dinghy lanyard
thereby relying on th
life jacket for flotatio:
and subsequently th

* manual activation of
SARBE emergenc
beacon (contained i
the pocket of th
jacket) to transmit o
the emergency fre
qency for location an
subsequent rescue.
Since his body ha

never been found, thi

must remain a myster
but not along the line
of the source ef you
information. .

EN Fc t 9

took off t....é nigh
“it was to take part in.
routine exercise. Ant
the aircraft was arme
with nothing more tha
dummy acquisitio:

missiles.
2
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ON iWYSTERY

career

ta

the Binbrook Light-
f a: major air mystery,

f the North

Sea. - er a

It is pictured slung from the bows of
the recovery vessel inless, probably in
Bridlington Bay, after it had been hauled
_to the surface some two months after it

’ erashed on September 8, 1970.
What is remarkable is the condition of

the aircraft. it is almost complete! intact
although It does seem the fuselage Is
damaged. This could have happened
when the aircraft hit the sea or during the
recovery.
The cockpit, which was closed and

empty, is not visible but it is noticeable
that the air brakes on the fuselage are
extended, indicating the pilot was flying
as slowly as possible when the Lightning
hit the sea.

information passed to the Evening
. Telegraph by a man Investigating the loss
of the aircraft suggests the American
pilot was ordered. to ditch the Lightning
fter intercepting: strange.object over
e North Sea. ;

“But two former Lightning pilots have
polieved Foxtrot 94 hit the sea

1-low-speed exercise
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TOL 7a eiey Meee Chesil was 2 tragic]

However, during * whether that ever hap- 7.
- Tactical . Evaluatio pened. The aircraft was

o' Bxercige i always “short on fuel”,

‘a before ‘engine
% seramble call, either by ‘start: Believe mejat did

* > telebrief connected not happen!

ori i radi oe ersations
“ aircraft! @ablet between the pilot and shadowing

poor weather
ved flying the
k was practi-
“maintaining -

volved weav-
in an attempt

athe -radar: OF
indeed “the order''to :
ditch, your:source has |
ell “the power of F
the pen to embroider ;
even more f; les.

dialo

' uld ‘be:
breadcast . to. “Alesh.
out” events ire the locak
sector: and thereby
make the atmosphere.

Qui

Reaction Alert -aircra
and thednvolvement:o

vik against «what:
reader ‘must conciud:

' gould only have becn a
UFO, ig «mjere. -con:
jecture.

- Similarly, the alleged:
ue between

3 al
“erabroidery” and only
adds myths to the basic
truths of the events

refueled — ask any for.
mer Lightning «pilot

ber 8, 1970.
I had just decided

and, as I
gard

30-degrees above
appeared to be station for about *

tehedI heard “helicopter. “
#*} i He, surely would have been better.

i have turned his aircraft’
i gout to’ sea and’ then | .

hat; ap be:

bove

“under an

jsome of the .
events of the night,of Septem-

te take some ---
fore retiringder the night .
stepped into my back . |

en I saw a redish object, in an
east north-easterly fe

e

I WAS a witness to,

sition, about
horizon. It

minutes. As I wa

ft in a north: westerly ‘i

‘The' Lightning’ was
not cleared. toe ditch
stances ‘an
pilot was orderedto do
s0, he would. have
ejected since the
chances of a successful
ditching at sea at night
would have been many
thousandsto one. Nev:
ertheless, when Foxtrot
94 hit the«sea with is
apparent] . just what
appened, That is an

incontrovertible’ fact,
However, it was .inad-
vertent and ‘not
planned or ordered by
any higher authority as
is alleged inthe
articles. «3: 7

HERE was no UFO
that night. Nor was

there anything unusual
about the weather.

As for the recovery of
the aircraft to Binbrook
: the: reluctance’ to
allow it to be -exam-
ined, once a Board of
Inquiry hadbeen con-
vened, any pieces of

’ wreckage recovered are
pM

have

circum- |
even if a ©

i

*the accident. This was
.the establishment pro-
“cedure,

However, there was
no attempt to hide the
facts of the case to the
Royal Air Force at.
large and, moreover, in?
this case the whole pro-
cedure, for shadowing
and shepherding was

ireviewed to ensure it.
“was as. safe as it could
be and the Lightning
squadrons were
orn

tragic death of Captain
William Schaffner was

pobabl
pss 0

caused

aircraft.

most.

hadowing and shep-
herding procedure
against an AEW Shack-
leton during*a TACE..

o

particularly concerning the order for
the pilot to ditch his aircraft, I would

thought this avas. a_ risky
enough. proposition im broad. day-
wight, but much worse(by night.

Even. if the order was given, why
~ was he‘not instructed to orbit until a
search-and-rescue helicopter to
arrive? ‘It does not make sense to
order him to ditch andthen send the

t!aircraft. ~ 7
sabject 3 advised

ri

I READ with greafinterest your-series of articles ning.
fate of Foxtrot 94.C

din

eancerning th

I am part of a national: group of
investigators ~ Who. specialise in
rese: ing such“m: ries and I
would be glad of any further: infor--

accordingly. : . " ‘Bin Ke
aw 7 _ g ‘

To #¢onclude,. the

craft was in the sea_
- and, since his body was
never found, we will
never know.

:@ Mike Streten flew for.
“some 2,000 hours in. ;
Lightnings, was at one

y*time Chief interceptor
‘Weapons Instructor on
the aircraft and in the

: early 1980s served as

CO of 5(F) Squadron at

Diip -on -the

‘his’ attempt te
hegtarget in this’ th

at the pilot.
, tragically it the sea.

S894 impacted right wing
slightly low. The pilot survived the
crash and vacated the cockpit prior
to the aircraft sinking. It would
have been almost impossible for

, him to extricate .
© liferaft from the
c vem

craft in this
¢ Situation. "

« Wreckage suggested that
. unstrapped and stepped over the
’ side. cold North: Sea at night
without protection ‘from the ele-
ments afforded by the liferaft
would have presented

‘little hope of survival.
: The recovery of the wreckage and

’ the ‘subsequent Board of Inquiry

mself and his.

Evidence® from the recovered |
e|

him with .

were subject to no more secrecy
an any other accident. The usual

procedure was to publish initial
and subsequent findings as the
Board progresses.
The wreckage of XS894 was dis-

played openly: at Binbrook and
photographed without restriction
once the investigation was com-
plete. The result of the Inquiry was
published routinely in RAF Flight
Safety magazine and leaflets and
all the’ events surrounding the

‘ crash could be explained logically.
This includes the cockpit being
shut when the aircraft was recov-
ered, which is easily explained by
the loss of hydraulic pressure.
This accident was an unfortunate

error or judgement which cost an
American pilot his life — not some
stranger than fiction tale.
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- mation readers may have: Any infor-
mation, no matter how seemingly

tS ¢ irrelevant, will be dealt: -with’'in fF -3 Side ae sie" a yo. confidence ,and atefully. Bf]: : DON'T YOU JUST LOVE BEING IN CONTROL?I FOUND the story engrossing. ackt ‘Andy Corts, 84 gu d Road, 4, “CREDIT CUSTOMERS ONLY. YOU WILL BE ASKED TO SIGN A CREDIT AGREEMENT HE FIRST INSTALMENTDUE | FEBRUARY . SUBIECT TO STATUS. WRITTEN
But there. are inconsistencies,

Bwite Ti
- + QUOTATIONS: AVARABLE: 8 EAST MIDLANDS, PO BOX 28, DE'MONTFORT STREET, LEIGESTER. TYPICAL CREDIT EXAMPLE: CASH PRICE £775.00.Brighouse, West Yorks." DEPOSIT NIL. 49 MONTHLY PAYMENTS OF £25.49. TOTAL AMOUNT PAYABLE £1,2 52. APR 27.5% ON STAI ORDER. OFFER ENDSsev DECEMBER 1992. {PLEASE_ ‘ ONAL CHARGES MA

_ NOTE Teat TatsGEFER APPLIES ONLY TO SHO! THE Sat ENTRAL HEATING SYSTEM OF BOILER. ADDI

O
WWERS {INSTALLED AT OURAPPLY IF 1T {3. NECESSARY TO-RAISE OR ALTER THE GOLO WATER FEED YANN foe AN ADEQUATEHEAD OF WATER.



Investigations

E14

GRASSINGTON

SKIPTON
NORTH YORKS

TEL./FAX. NO. ED

28. 11. 92.

Thank you for taking the time to let me know your findings regardingthe unfortunate incident when the R.A.F. Lightning was lost in 1970. TIhave extended my area of enquiry into the United States in the hope ofgetting some feedback from my ex military friends.

I enclose the latest copy of our journal and news clippings regardingthe Bonnybridge incidents. I have been promised more and will sendthem to you when I receive them.

Thank you again for your help.

Yours Sincerely,

QUEST INTERNATIONAL Published by Quest Publications Ltd.
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(See pages 2 and 3)

UFO PROBE

STEPS UP {ZZ Local
Boasigs te sc UeS sha support
And the national media bas been in the village as ig

news of the phenomenon spreads. More and more |g
sightings of UFOs are being reported —~ local People
claim to have seen lights and other objects in the sky.'3
Now UFO experts have pledged to look further into ¥
the reports and will visit the area, (See page 19) | .

LAST NtiGaA7

or

UFO

claims
MORE people are

‘ [claiming to have
~ 

seen UFOs in the

Bonnybridge area.

Following fast
week’s Advertiser

story on sightings of

unidentified fying
. 

objects around the

village, more people

have reported seeing
strange lighted crafts

in the sky.

Now a team of

14 . ADVERTISER: Wednesday November‘4 1992

sclentists are urging
anyone who has seenUFO probe |. fesse
em.

t Malcolm Robinson
of the Psychic
Phenomena Unit said:
“We are taking this

AN investigation is
underway into
Sightings of
unidentified flying

he was approached by a
“visibly shaken’’ local
businessman claiming he
bad seen ‘‘a strange lighted

Councillor Buchanan
also added that he firmly
believed the businessman ror

' ¢ see ag “= who wished to remain whole thing veryobjects in Falkirk object im the sky’””. anonymous — and had | S¢t seriously indeed. IDistrict. ad 2. statement to the known him for many years, | aghli would appeal to
Environmental Health erasers | ouacillor “I could understand his i anyone who has seen

boss Malcolm Macdonald Buchanan said: ‘'This is not reluctance to speak to a is any sort of object toconfirmed this week that “© YY Sighting in this anybody on this tatter as aa contact me on (0259) ;his department had received “3 28 © ine maneT he quite rightly assumes he! 724033. : A NEW fu:an_ inquiry regardin seriously. I contacted sod be lauched di? Local councillor | Carronshore be:UFO "Sightiog in’ the Falkirk District Council's ridiculed oe eae thei? Billy Buchanan has | )~ °
Bounybridge arca. ; check if there hed been any Bonnybridge councillor. besa pimundated wih Derelict counAnd Councillor Billy "ai manouevres in the __ Lf anyone.else has seen CG bh ad a “close Blackmill C t
Buchanan has revealed that rea.’ something please phone me ave bad a ‘close ac rescent

"Canatit,
1.

— I will take it seriously.””
stc encounter’. being demolished -

; E “Now that it’s outEnvironmental Health . bbe new developmentboss Malcolm Macdonald port ie the Poecha’ and new shops ..
said the UFO inquiry would | ez hj Comore or cople are between Falkirk Dbe treated with the same partic. coming forward builders Morrisonsincerity as any other| raising . Before, they said New housing for

art Aa j and AIL nothing for fear of } will go up on CarrIt is not one of the! The. being laughed at’ with a residential deusual lines of complaint we | «ap Counctilor] site in Main Streetreceive,’’ he added. Cor

\?7© Bis tA

Buchanan has also

attacked national

new. er reports at
the Peckend hich he
sald ridiculed the

people who had come
forward to report the

sigh’
Television, radio

and national

newspaper reporters

have been in the area
to talk to some of the

people who have bad

sightings.

The shops and fla:
considered for ¢

investigations sh-

structural problems

option out and a -
proposal was workec

Local membe

Councilfor Stephea
delighted to see

removed at last ¢

Foundry
linanca

Al CaS7 WIG
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on 8 September 1970, RAF Binbrook was taking part in a Tactical.
Evaluation Gxercise. During the evening, the evaluation directing
staff arranged for Shackleton aircraft to act as targets in order
to test the Lightning pilots in the demanding task of intercceptiLer ng

slow flying ‘aircraft.

. 

e

Captain Schaffnerts Lightning was gcrambledat 2630 hon:

ordered to climb te 10009 feet. He was a United States

a pilot serving with the RAP but, aéithsugh he was relative

experLlenced on F102 all weather oirerat t,he -had_oaly—tiow: 426——

holes on Lightaings. Re wat slecred tove Bs fl c
e

o
s

th f
t

S
f ia c
t

o
m

bu
t 14

geod based radar controller and inforved that ¢

905 feel. and 1560 knot . Ree

relatively lowe sgeed and the vTptereeet Was, thereiore, a very
aifficult one. Eleven mimrtes after take-off, Captain Schaffner

Lightning was seen by another Lightniag pi

“approximately one mile behind the Shackleton, slight ly above it,

t
and in a left hand turn. Contact with the Lightning was then

lost, and a search began.

+. The Lightning was lecated and recovered some 2 months later. Teae

Was xemarkably intact, except that the left hane wing and some

ugelage pane 1s were missing. The cancpy was attached, 4nd open,.

put. there was no. sign of the piilot. nS



and he attempted to elect. This was alse unguccessful because the

ejection seat Saguence failed to operate vorrectiy. Realising

that the ejection sequence Aad failed, the pilet had unstrapped

and abandoned the aircrait, only to drown during or after his

sscape. The inquiry alse discovered that the election sequence

malfunction was Gue to servicing error.

Following the investigation, 4 number of changer were made in the
>

training of pilots for such intercepts and the servicing methods

employed on the ejection system.

Conclusion as original.

No attribution to I of FS(RAF).

CONCLUSIONS?

Sc, towtht Bis wegic accident came io he repregeniod w « tumugitiou

in cheTPs aad offic ied cower ype? Withony doub: come dareatsof disfT Sg ager. en he ween

newimoped stories bu: serie blue lights and Ayper-sonk cacgeis” One theory advancce 2; 2 wurmn
Lightning pilots who have commence! on chePe Grunshy evetangTelegraph wciues is tial die Tatevas

scenario coud have Gvchided an escalaiing is-e1 ul adler woh Acie Gana! > as chasing gupersome

inpuders arqund the Iceland - Faroey gap. Howevez, ‘ber «4 Soi laave Wie aay.
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071-218
(Suitchboara) ; o71-21-86008 ° -

_ “7 7 071-27-8

‘Your reference

Grass ington Our reference

Skipton : . D/Sec(AS8)12/3
North Yorkshire Date

, 23 November 1992

Var

When I wrote to you on 5 November, I said that I was trying to locate an
Unclassified Military Aircraft Accident Summary (MAAS) for the crash that
occurred on 8 September 1970, involving a Lightning F6 aircraft from RAF
Binbrook. I have found out that the procedure whereby a MAAS is issued for
every military aircraft crash was not set up in 1970, and there is therefore no
documentation on this accident that I can release.

I have now tracked down the file relating to this crash, and a thorough read of
it has not turned up any_ information that might support any of the UFO stories
that are being told about the accident. The file is classified — as are all
such files on aircraft crashes - so I will not be able to release any papers.
The facts of.the accident are, as I indicated in my last letter, that the
aircraft flew into the sea while taking part in an exercise which involved the
interceptionof Shackleton aircraft. The facts simply do not match up with any
of the allegations made in any of the articles that you kindly sent me; there
was no high speed UFO, no order to ditch the aircraft, no contamination of the
wreckage, and nothing unusual about the handling of the Board of Inquiry.

On another matter, when we last spoke, you mentioned that you were investigating
a spate of sightings in Bonnybridge, and asked whether we had received any
reports that might tie in with what was described. At the time we had not, and
I can confirm that this is still the case.

I hope this is helpful.



D/Sec(AS)12/6

16 Nov 920

Diss; - SD

CRASH OF LIGHTNING F6 XS894 — ALLEGED UFO INCIDENT

1. We spoke last week about the stories that are currently circulating
concerning the crash of a Lightning F6 on 8 September 1970. Essentially, it is
alleged that this aircraft was ordered to ditch following an encounter with a
UFO.

2. I have attached copies of all the correspondence on this alleged
encounter, together with the newspaper articles that first carried the story.
I have tracked down the Aircraft Accident Report, and as you will see, there is
no indication that there was any UFO sighting at any time during the period
running up to the crash. The original file on the accident, which will contain
the full Board of Inquiry report, is being sent to us from Archives.

3. I would be grateful for any views you have on this matter. I will keep
you informed of developments.



’ Main Building Whitehall London SWI1A 2HB

‘Telephone (Direct Dialling) 071-21-8 2140
(Switchboard) 071-21-

- _.. (Fax)... --— 071-21-8---

Your reference

Tullibody Our reference

Clackmannanshire D/Sec(AS)12/3 7
Scotland Date s

12 November 1992 ~

Your letter to Sqn Ldx§MBMMMAt RAF Kinloss has been passed to thisdepartment, as we are the focal point for all enquiries on UFOs and relatedMatters.

Following a number of recent approaches from researchers, who had heard storiesthat a Lightning F6 aircraft crashed on 8 September 1970, during an encounterwith a UFO, I tracked down the Aircraft Accident Report (AAR) for this ‘particular crash. This document is classified Restricted, as is the case for.all AARs, and cannot therefore be released. From my reading of this document I-—-———can tell you that the Lightning was taking part in a Tactical EvaluationExercise designed to practise the night shadowing and shepherding of low speedtargets. For the purpose of the exercise, the targets involved were Shackletonaircraft. The Lightning crashed into the Sea while attempting to intercept oneof the Shackletons. There is no indication of any unidentified target having- been encountered, and no reason to suggest that there is any sort of UFOincident in any way connected with this tragic crash. -

I hope this is helpful, and I wish you luck with your own research.

Yaurs 5 smcertd



RESTRICTED

-KIN/20/1/6/2/Air Royai Air Force

. = Kinloss

Forres

os, : Moray 1V36 CRA

- Forres [ay

MODUK Air ~ SEC{AS)2 7 Nov 92

UFOs ~- LIGHTNING INCIDENT ~ 8 SEP 70

Reference: Letter from Ss voy 52 cattaches).

i. Further to our conversations about the renewed interest in
the fatal accident inveiving a Lightning from RAF Binbrook on

Sep Ihave today received the attached letter from &
—- researcher {and probably entire sta of}

Strange Fhenomena Investigations. Enciesed with Mr ss

letter are 5 articles, dated between 9 ang i3 Gct 92. fram tRe

Evening Telegraph, which is eppearentiy published by Gri sby
and Scunthorpe Newspapers Ltd, 80 Cleetherpe Road. GrimsBsby.
DNZ1 SEH. The articles are the work of PAT COTTER,

2. i am--reluctant-to "add fuel te the fire” over this issue,
aS ‘the newspaper articies are somewhat sensaticonalised, and
imply that the MOD has shrouded the whole issue in a security
Blanket. . Similarly. the articles apparent ly quote efficial
transcripts” of conversation between the Lightning pilet and

the radar contreller at Staxton Woid

3. I think that the attached letter perhaps warrants a “reply
from you, although it is likely that any iine will be
Interpreted by the researchers as’ further evidence of
“sinister doings”!

- The newspaper articl

ollew in the ist class mab
h
 d

fs es are too peor to fax: they will
i]
2 ne

6. Finally. I shall withhold my reply to vr QD anti: :
hear from you about thie makter, Sorry toJ 583 the buck, but
this one could be messy if handied incorrectly.

RESTRICTED



5th November 1992,

,

co

Flease find enelosed the articles ve@garding..the..UFO sighting and

subsequent loss of a XS894 Lightning aijg aircraft (and missing pilot 7)

Ss I said on the phone, this case igs currently being researched,
not only in this country, but overseas as well, and I shall keep
you up to date on any important breakthroughs,

how you got on with your own enquiries

would be greatly appreciated,

Please let me know

» any help from yourseir

Yours Sincerely,
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“1970. Sq

_ asked that 1 submit to you thematerial from theprep wiih we plan to
ouldreview the material Ihave extracted from the accident report and

confirm a we Tiiay-gohel with publication. The Paragraphs derived fromthe report are
-sidelincd, My fox number is
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FROM IFS-RAF

4G CIVIL RVIQTION BUTHORITY

PAGE. @ag

P.365SeDO,

Schaffner " Yeah..1 guess, over"

Iben as the Shackleton was vectored neward the planned dicching acca, Schaffnerprepared himself,

The report states that Cap! Schaffner's last transmission came as he prepared to ditch the Lightaing. ”

Descending now GCI, over’ and goes on to relate how the Shackleton arrived on the scene to see the

Lighwung floatiag on the sea, out with ao sign ef thepilct, Despite a search by the Shackleton and 9

ingly alr sea rescue operation the nextday ne sign of aSchaffner was ever found. On October

Tih 1970 a Navy recovery vessel, 1S REDDLESTONElocated the remarkably intact wreckage cf

MS8G4 and brough: it to the surface, The ajection seat was still in the cockpit, the canopy was still
attached but open,

Winer the wreckage cf KS904 wag recovered it was taken straight to Binbrook and kept screened off

3 in ome comer of a hangar. The Evening Telegraph report states that investigatorsayseca pryang ey

fio Pagal MOugl: % pie

deni vas suppressed and wnat normally well connecued lownalists aud researchers met

and Closed dours when they tied to investigate the affair.

“wed only & cursory inspection and goes on to Imply that the rea! reasc~

“couog iw) tata on the dewils of muliteyacrafi ecidewis ay perhape a litle less Closely guarded

ef most ceaieiporery aovedent reports are regularly gublishea in Plight and

swevet, we do not think chat a summary of a 1970s report has aver bean published

the Inspectorate of Flight Safety for thelr permission to bring the following

we pad and methaps wy the mystery of X8894 ty rest at last.

. ef 7 OS) ant parc.pating a NATO TACKY AL @nerclae at RAP Binbrook Camair W

won Oe Gay a. Bo acladent Capt Schedne: «as at OGKBA aha Thos ow Lefare being

scrarasléd af pa? pre. Atte Wig the winters ofder & 3 a ‘er returned te thy ; .
4

ai

“y, officer who ordered a full turnrourd. The vuracund was delayed ang during this

“ot was watned that he would be seranbled as soos, as he wae taady. Ne asked the



AVIATION ALITHORITY SAD.CIVIL

groundorew {6 expedite the nurnround, however. before th wee. “eps hed for engine start,

failed ic sign the servicing certificate and wixied outai 2925hus Ay By culesedihe runway a metal

”

bomd aad aitached servicing comificate fell from, the avetafi. Uuauew: it thestation and the

squadeon, theTACK VAL scenario had been changed and pchalfner was being s.cambled tu intencen

and shadow 2 Shackleton aucral which was fiving 41 1500 aad 160 kis, Such 4 task wae not, at che

tune, part ofdeesUabus for Lighining uaiaing beti wus a war rele and was tus subject to Taceval

wk off at 2030 hes and still unaware of his target was ordered to Plight Level 100 and

waaded over wo GCI who advised him of his aarget's details. Aca range of 28 miles he was ordered tc

Reegiaras 16 Mach 0.04 to expedite a rapid takeover from another !Cghming Altbromgh sonmding

surprises, Capt Schaffner yoraplledand sepuried viyual cote) will Nghts,* hereupom he

coated 2 series of mangevrag to slow the aircraftdown avé > ion hiraself for the shadowing

aaAicQsl hrs XS8¢4 was sean by the departing eee~ . about 2000 yards astern the

tage ULa por: nun and betaen$90 and 1006 feet above f fe 2000°. 2800 above the surface), The

Shacdeton crew chen saw the Lightning apparently very lowand when at 2062 hes no response was

fests Ga loon Capi Sunaffiner the GC) conioller inidated emerg? + o edures.

Ve Wt hogt vag deed evovered panarkebly inuict, apart fiom some mugsing fuselage panels ard

owid be amibuted to impact with the see Paamunation revealed th’

etvaata low epee! ise calladawn onnuole era minital rac of desceanr

“s “heat gee the gesr was up, the flaps downand the auluukes out. The

we laeleyp ve -eypnuied the surface and goat 16 mec Coniparaiively slowly. There wag re :

tigeel ideas 2. 2 -epert caamisiation revealed oo Coanon tha, tho aisteaft was other

thanserviceable on ungadt. .

isted bu: des io a malfunction it had fuiled te operate carreetly.Meek wy ee Hee ee *

peg nT “ ‘ itl Se 5 3
tb beaten a toi lg eee el

. een oPPo gee Byes ge Go es
vt be we Bde Fete Bee? Dg ed

wre ldge ofWLS! ddaO82

Babeae Ques Uy tyerid > waeyowpaly naghgunt }

So, how did dig wagie co. 0. some wo be ropeeyenied a: a cela comspira,» of sllence redolent of

golgeUFOs and official cover aps’ Without doubt some clemenc of the officiel pepert com be seen in the
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RESTRICTED
KIN/20/1/6/2/Air Royal Air Force

Kinloss

Forres

Moray IV36 ORA

Forres (a
MODUK Air ~ SEC(AS)2 7 Nov 92

UFOs ~ LIGHTNING INCIDENT - 8 SEP 70

Reference: Letter from PSY 3 Nov 92 (attached).

Further to our conversations about the renewed i
fatal accident involving a Lightning from RAF Bi

have today received the attached letter
—~ researcher (and probably entire staff of}
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Strange Phenomena pavestigations . Enclosed with
letter are S articles, dated between 9 and 13 Oct 92, from theEvening Telegraph, “Which is apparently published by Grimsby
and ScunthorpeNewspapers Ltd, 80 Cleethorpe Road, Grimsby,
DN31 3EH The articles are the work of- PAT TIER .

2 foam reluctant to "add fuel to the fire" over this issSue,
as the newspaper articles are somewhat sensationalised, and
imply that the MOD has shrouded the whole issue ina security
bianset. Similarly, the articles apparently quote "official
transcripts” of conversation between the Lightning pilet and
the radar controller at Staxton Woid.

3. I think that the attached letter perhaps warrants a reply
from you, although it is likely that any line will be
interpreted by the researchers as further evidence af
“sinister doings

4. The newspa a

e
s

b ticles are too poor to fax: they will
follow in the is 3 i

Finally, I shall withhe
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S one could be messy if h
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Dth November 1992,

Subsequent loss of a XS894 Lightning aircraft (and missing pilot ?)
As I said on the phone, this case is currently being researched,not only in this country » but overseas as well
you up to date on any important breakthroughs,
how you got on with Your own en
would be Brea tly appreciated,

» and I shill keep

Please let me know
quiries, any help from yourself

Yours Sincere]

Founder S.P.I,
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HE chain of events_
«' which led to the
* crash of Lightning

: -"XS894 from 5
Squadron at RAF Bin-
brook and ‘the disappear-

sance of its pilot began at
. 8.17 on the night of Sep-:

’ tember 8, 1970; in an
isolated building: on, the

+ Shetland Islands.|
y + Saxa Vord was one of the chain
yof radar stations whose task it
was to spot unidentified aircraft

" approaching the North Sea or the
sensitive “Iceland gap”.
Remember, this was 1970 when

the Cold War was at its height

: On this particular night, a radar
z operator at Saxa Vord picked up
“the blip of an unidentified aircra
Yover: the North Sea halfway .

i, between the Shetlands and Ale-
* sund, in Norway.» :

FF contact was’monitored for a : mek !‘tavtac!? several minutes at a stendy speed 
.uit 2 OF 630mph, at 37,000ft, holding XS894 pictured at Binbrook in 1967. it was the first Fé Lightning -

“} (Y" altitude and on_a south-westerly delivered to 5 Squadron.
ed we heading. Then Saxa Vord noted

se, the contact was turning through
. 30 degrees to head due south. It
increased speed to Soomph {mach

¥ 1.25) and climbed to 44,000ft.
Following laid-down proce-

-dures, radar controllers at Saxa
Vord Nashed a scramble message
o' the Quick Reaction Alert

‘+ Flight at the nearest Nato airficld,
RAF Leuchars on the east coast

+ ++ of Scotland, not far from Dundee.
i.* There two Lightning intercep-
“tors, which had been ready on the
flight line for just such an alert,

. were scrambled and within
. minutes were airborne and head- |

, gy their tanker, ictor KIA, the
.- two fighters were guided north
by Saxa Vord. So far it was a

3,moutine scramble for what was
«then assumed to be a Russian
_, Bear’ or Badger, the long-range
reconnaisance aircraft used to
. test the nerves of the Royal Air.

ree.

‘* - But it was then that the radar
plotters on the Shetland Islands

a

iia

ONS tBu ey cette epeeresenpe aecee Cen Friday, October 9, 1992 °

: “TONIGHT we start our detailed look at the events

.-to rendezvous with the tanker

1 ing out over the North Sea,Rice checking the position of *
8

_ again.

mpicerey

leading up to the ditching in the ‘North Sea of
Lightning Foxtrot 94, a single-seat fighter from 5
Squadron at Binbrook whose final flight is at the
centre of one of the most puzzling aviation stories
since the war. Just what was it that its pilot, American
-William Schafner, was sent to intercept out over the
North Sea 22 years ago and why was he eventually
ordered‘to ditch his aircraft off Flamborough Head
rather than return to North Lincolnshire? Now new
information has been passed to the Evening Tele-

: graph. PAT OTTER reports on a story you may not
elieve ... ,

The contact they had been
tracking at speeds and altitudes
consistent with modern Russian
warplanes turned through 180
deyrees on a duc north heading
and within seconds disappeared
off their screens. Later they cal-
culated that to do this its ‘speed
must have been in the region of ,
17,400mph,
With the contact now gone, the

Lightnings were vectored south

by now beginning to cause some
alarm to Nate commanders, they
found they were just as impotent
as the Lightnings.

The alert had reached such a
level that the contact was being
monitored by the Ballistic Missile
Early Warning System at Fyling-
dales Moor, near Whitby. along
with a second BMEWS in
Greenland. :

The information they were col-
lecting was rclayed to the North
American Air Defence Command
at Cheyenne Mountain and_ the
US Detection and Tracking Cen-
tre at Colorado Springs. ‘Then, at 23.39, radar controllers
In the meantime, the cat-and- picked up the contact again. This

mouse game over the North Sca__ time its speed was decterating to
between the Lightnings and 1.300mph — almost the limit of
Phantoms and the mystery con- both the Lightnings and Phan-
tact was still going on. Then, at {toms — at a holding altitude of

* 21.05 after the fighters had made —‘18,000ft. It was ona south-west-
yet ther abortive altempt to erly heading coming from_ the
get close, the contact vanished off direction of the Skagerrak, off the
the radar screens. . northern tip of Denmark. .
The Lightnings were ordered to

return to Leuchars while the

BINBROOK £

COLTISHALL

and remained airborne on Com-
bat Air Patrol.
During the next hour the

mystery contact reappeared
several times, approaching from
the north. Each time the Light-
nings were sent north to inter-
cept, it turned and disappeared

By now two F4 Phantoms of
the US Air Force had been scram-
bled from the American base at
Keflavik in Iceland, They had
much more sophisticated radar
than the British Lightnings and
were able to pick up the mystery

creche

Two more Lightnings were
scrambied fram Leuchars, and

close enough to identify what was _ the east of Iceland. a CAP on _a_50-mile east-west
mre .

The radar stations and airbases put on alert by the
that night.

. Aberdeen,

” Schafer “if at al!
*_ the QRA Light

the mystery contact. }

first contacts

front, 200 miles north-east of|
a precaution, two,:

further Lightnings were ordered, ,
into the air from Coltishall in!
Norfolk and, with another tanker, |
to form a CAP 170 miles east of, |
Great Yarmouth. The contact.wasj!
somewhcre between these two |
lines of supersonic fighters. |,
White all this was going’ on,}1

RAF staff at Fylingdales, which | |
was in constant contact with

; Saw something on their eo Phantoms were instructed to were ordered to rendezvous with NORAD at Cheyenne Mountain,| !
<< which they found impossible to But when they, too, tried to get. carry out a Combat Air Patrol to a Victor tanker and then maintain heard, ominously, that the Strate-,

ieve, ic Air Command ee) at Omaha, ;~
ebraska, was ordering its Bodi-

bombers into the air. ;
It was an order which could:.

only have come from the highest: :
level. What had started as a.
routine sighting of what was’.
believed to be a Russian aircraft, ,
had now reached the
House and, presumably, Presi-
dent Richard Nixon. .

prosently’on an exchange visit
with the RAF and was stationed
at Binbrook, the North Lincotn- *
shire fighter base
from Grimsby.
., Rapid inquiries were made and.
it was discovered the pilot was on
the station and was, by coinci-:
dence, “flight available”. st
At around 21.45 a

made from a_ very vel,
within NORAD, throug! ke, |
Command's UK head! vat, |
High Wycombe, for RAF Bin-' ;
brook to send. Capt William’ |

ssible”to join |
nings looking for: .

a fow miles

White | .-

ORAD was told ‘by i’.
officials at the Pentagon |.
that a USAF pilot of |-
reat experience was: -

request was: ; :

¥

i
ae

By this time four Lightnings,,i°
two Phantoms and three tankers..1
were already airborne and the: ’-

$
+f

from Kinloss, which was. ahh
to patrol on a north-south head- | .
ing at 3,000f, 10 miles out from }
the cast t, ‘

were joincd Shackletonit h red

brook's QRA Lightnings.being Bota’in reserve, But it: f
‘decided to send out 2 sir

from the North Linco!
field ~- Nown by |
‘The Amcricans wanted
own at the sharp ¢



we Hey

APTAIN
} William

‘was sit-

room of 5 Squad-

ron when the call

O
e
 
P
r
a
g

«Wycombe.

(<The: room over-
“looked the apron
where a line of silver.
finish Lightnings
stood, illuminated by
the high-intensity
sodium lighting. The
erew room ilsclf was
sparsely’ furnished,
with ageing
which had scen better
days, a bar which dis-
pensed nothing

‘@ stronger “than blac’
Nescafe. and walls’
adorned «with plaques
and ‘photographs
donated by visiting

al
‘yp Schafer.

ting in‘ the crew”

came from High © =

chairs -

! Brian Mann
—I panicked

RAF and overseas air
force units.
Schafer was. still in

his fying suit, after
returning earlier than
evening froma train.
ing sortie in one of the
squadron's aircraft. He
is remembered by
those at Binbrook as a
small, powerfully-built
man who loved to fly

, steep ladder,

.

SAXA’
zt

!

i

ps

'
t

|

INTERCEPTION

‘

the single-seat Light.
nings, so different

from the new genera. -
‘tion of sophisticated
aircraft then starting
to come into service in
the USAP.
When the call came,

Schafer was helped
inte the remainder of
his flying gcar by
other 5 Squadron air-
crew, went out

through. the door,
turned right and raced
across the apron.

Two Lightnings in
the line-up were vir.
tually ready for Might:
One, XS894, was in
the process of having
its fucl tanks topped
up and was already
connected to a power
starter.

Schafer climbed the
hauled

himself into the cock-
pit, strapped in and
Started the engines. He.
waved aside the
groundcrew, who were
expected to help carry
out the standard pre-
Night checks, ordered
the refuelling to stop
and failed fo sign the
regulation form. signi-
fying he was _ happy
with the aireraft. :

It was armed with
two Red Top air-to-air
missiles, one of which
was live and the other
a dummy, and enough
30mm cannon” shells
fer_a six-second burst. -
One of the men on

the ground crew at the
time was Brian Mann
of Grimsby, who was
driving one of the fuel
bowsers, He remem.
bers XS894 being re-
fuelled at a rate of 150
gallons a minute when
suddenly the engines
started. “The windows
on the tanker almost
went in. IF panicked,
took the hoses off and
Got out of the way,” he
was to say later, * *
Mr Mann_remem-

Barding the grounder
marshaller, who was .
the eyes and cars of:
the pilot on the
ground, as he swung

NATO forces were being brought up to
full alert by a mystery object picked up |-°
on radar over the North Sea. At first it
appeared to be yet another Russian
alrcraft out to test the reflexes of
Allied air forces. But then the object
began behaving in a way which baffled
radar controllers. Nuclear bombers in
the United States were ordered Into
the alr while the Pentagon decided that

th 4its pot, an experi
Vietnam veteran then on an exchange
visit with the RAF at Binbrook, should
take a look. PAT OTTER continues the
Story of the last flight of Foxtrot 94.

the Lightning round.
“Kis actions were
unorthodox to say the
least," he said.
At 22.06 XS894

blasted off from Bin-
brook's main runway
into the night sky.
Those on the ground
saw it disappear with
a sheet of Name from
ils twin tail pipes as

- Schafer used reheat. It
turned over the Wolds
and the last they saw
was its navigation
lights heading out
towards the
Sea. .

y now’ the

mystery contact
which had led to

five Lightnings, two
Phantoms, three tank-
ers and a Shackicton
being scrambled over
the North Sea was
being tracked by radar
controllers at Staxton
Wold, which stands on
high ground overlook.
ing Scarborough.
, the contact was fly-
ing parallelto the east
coast 99 miles cast of
‘Whitby at 530mph at

bered Schafer disre- . 6,10»L00ft — an ideal
course for an intercep-;
tion by a Binbrook
Lightning.

North -

hat follows next is ~
drawn from what we _

have been told is the
official transcript of
the conversation
which took place
between Schafer and
the radur station at
Staxton Wold.

Schafer: 1 have visual
contact, repeat visual
contact. Over,

Staxton: Can you
identify aircraft type?
Schafer: Negative,

nothing, recognisable,
no- clear outlines.
There is ... bluish
light. Hell, that's
bright ... very bright.
Staxton: Are your

instruments function.
ing, 947 Cheek com-
pass. Over. .
Schafer: A(firma-

tive, GCL I'm alony-
side it now, maybe
GOO off my ... It’s o
conical shape. Jeeze,
that’s bright, it hurts
my eyes to look at it
for more than a few
seconds,

Staxton: Now close
are you now?

Schafer: About
400ft, he’s still in my
three o'clock. Hey wait
+.» there’s something
else. It’s like a large
soccer ball... it’s like
it’s made of glass. -

Staxton: Is it part of
the object or indepen-
dent? Over.
Schafer: It... no,

it’s separate from the
main body ... the con-

‘ical shape ... it’s at
the back end, the
sharp end of the
shape. It’s like bob-
bing up and down and
Boing from side to side

_ Slowly. It may be the
power source. There's
“no sign of ballistics,

_Staxton: Is there any
sign of occupation?
Over,
Schafer:

nothing,
Staxton: Can you

assess the rate ..?
Schafer: Contact in

Negative,

“descent. gentle. Am
Hoing with it... 50
no about 70ft ...
levelied out again.

Staxton: Is the ball
object still with it?

cr.

Schafer: Affirma-

it's

. tive. It's not actually
connected ... maybe a
magnetic attraction te
the conical

NITROGEN dioxide le

mittee approved
Bolton, Direct

lev
els are to be moni

Grimsby. Four sites will be surveyed ad part10-year national survey of air levels of the gas, -
* Grimsby’s Public Health and Li

the recommendation

tored at
ofa

icensing Com-

Nitrogen dioxide,
and car!
greenhouse gases.
The results

gover t anti

Services,
along with carbon dioxide

Monoxide, is one of the main

ill offer a judgement on several

These have included the introduction of cata.
lysts on motor vehicles, and low emmission
burners on industrial plants which are the main
sources of nitrogen dioxide emissions.
The cost of monitoring will be between £500

and £600.
will be installed at cach
replaced each month and

fhe need for long-t

A simple device to monitor emissions
sile. The tube will be
taken for testing. *

erm testing becaine apparent
at nit asicafler a 1991 survey

than in 1986.

“The results from

concentrations were about 35 per cent greater

“The levels are very alarming.” said Mr Boulton.
Grimsby in 1986 were more

typical of a rural rather than an urban en-
vironment.”
“Any increase since then is undesirable. How-

ever, a national policy is required to selve the
problem,” he added.

New safety rules —
lead to cutbacks in
Christmas lighting.
NEW safety regulations
are set to make sweep-
ing changes to
Grimsby'’s traditional
Christmas lights and
dccorations,
The Council's Events

and Allotments Con-
miltee, which runs the .
town's Christmas light-
ing, has already been
forced to spend an
extra £2,500 this year to -
meet the standards.
And they could be. _same amount of -light. -

‘asked ‘for the same
amount for the next
two years until all the
work ast been
completed. {
Under the new rules

the council needs new
transformers if it is to
put up lights in St
James Square,

Victoria Strect will
be decorated as usual,
as the pedestrianisation
scheme was carried out
with the regulations in
mind.
But there will be no

Hehts this year on
Cleethorpe Road,
where they would hang
down too lew to com-
ly with the regu-

ations,

One-off
Pierre Bibby,

Grimsby’s Sport's and
Leisure Officer said: “If
we don't pay the one-
off amount this year, .
there wouldn't be the

ing as in
years."

The council’s extra
spending means that
the Chamber of Trade
must provide all the
funding for the charity
Christmas Fair.

previous

The committee also
heard that the tree pre-
sented to Grimsby b
the people of Trond-
heim will be moved
from St James’ Square:
to Riverhead Square
and that there would
be no tree this year on
Hainton Avenue. | .

‘Sorry’ driver:
double drink
driving limit .::
SELF-EMPLOYED Ulceby glazier John
McCann's erratic driving carly ene morning
attracted the attention of a police patrol, a court
heard.

And when they stopped him outside his South-
field Close home McCann (3D, was unable to
provide a breath sample, said Charles Appleby,
prosecuting.

However a finther sample taken at Grimsby
Police Station revealed McCann, at 83 megms of
alcohol in 100mls of breath, was more than double
the legal limit.:

He was banned from driving for 18 months and
ordered to pay a £30
prosecution costs,

0 fine as well as £30

In court McCann said he had had a few drinks
at the home of a friend.

He said he would now have to employ someone —-
.to drive for him. 2. 2... ania

“lam very sorry for what has happened,” he
said. “I can’t afford for it to happen again.”

y Tan

There's a haze of light.
¥e'ow ... it’s within©

‘that haze. Wait
‘second, it's turnin;
coming straight form
oe. Shit... am taking

aLvusiv ion |
Scan hardl. 3°:

‘Staxton: 947 Come in’
04, Foxtrot 94, are you
receiving? Over, C
in 94° Ove:

RGANIS 0 .
new birdwatching club °
ho ung ornitholu-«at the Cleethgists Will feck to thelr 2t

!
4

‘

‘

‘

i



: 
“
G
r
o
u
n
d
 crew. 

on t
h
e

Coast’ airfields 
to 

pro- , from.
vide cover should an:
sunidentified 

aircra

‘‘*<

<e
e

process.‘of
orm

fi

°

-

: 
n
a
m
.
 
H
e
 
h
a
d
 
b
e
e
n
 
at.:

urbed.;them.-even:
hy

itched

by.

“weeks.
R
o
s
s
:j:press contacts:.at. the”

istry ..of} -Defencer an omeSesi
e

“2.lap
pearedro

a?

Calls

onlyaverybrief.';wereunavailable.
w

d
o
c
u
.tained:

=ee“once-andfor.’report.<What:“informa=esEeoutado’

the



2 an n 7 . a

RADAR controliers . ‘: elapsedas Schafer Vins ay
at. Staxton Wold, let to o!ircle the Flam-:is By

just south of Scar-.:‘Wold slost Gontact
withs“Captain *
Schafer, Q:iradar©
operator, who had-
been tracking the
Lightning and the::
‘mystery object it~ had Palect st
watched-in.. Ais:
belief. :
The two blips onthe |e.

screen; representing -
the fighter and
quarry, slowly merged
into “one;®: decelerated-
rapidly: _from over
S00mph‘suntil they
became’ metho Non
6,000f above the Nort!

+ Sea 140. miles out off©
Alnwick
Wha exactly vhap-

pened ‘inside “the ~~
ground control centre;
at Staxton is_open to .
_conjecture. But our
* informationis that one |
suggestion was that the =.

. two Lightnings then on
: Combat Air. Patrol off

its, -"

‘|borough,

tour with the RAF,

had:
guided the Light-. - -
ning jet fighter’
from Binbrook: to”: -
the mystery con-.*
tact “which had -

“| been eluding Its Nato trackers for almost four hours. The
pilot, Captain Willlam Schafer,. a USAF pilot on an’ exchange

reported seeing something not contained
in any of the official aircraft recognition manuals. ft was
conical In shape and Incredibly bright with what Schafer
described as something like a..“soccer ball” In Its wake.
Then Schafer’s radio went silent. PAT OTTER continues the
story of the riddle of Foxtrot 94,

the Scottish coast +
‘should be sent .south©
immediately but it was ts
‘ever-ruled’ bythe‘
senior fighter control-

_ ler, who continued to +
; try to re-establish con-
tact with Captain-
Schafer, in Foxtrot 94.
:Two'and a-half’

‘. minutes after the single .
- blip*ton the radar *
* screen came to a halt it
* started. to move again
acecterating rapid! _ to 3
600mph and climbing

Sto 9,000ft,. heading«-

: Of Forth, was ordered:
south to hold station
Head: Flamborough —
cad=

« Schafer:

_ How the toss was reported in
the Evening Telegraph and
Scarborough Evening News.

turn 0433 eroes Over.
Er .s.. all.

* mystery: interception

borough. rarea.along »;
the Shackleton.

nthe’ meantime,
Strike Command HQ af! oii

: High Wycombe had...
instructed. Staxton y

how Become cont
/ nated -during

+“over the North 5s

the fear .was thattel
the aircraft-has suf.pues

Ti may, well. be that

tfered _radiatigri con:
“tamination ‘althougii""TM

- some weeks slater,’ :
when ..the” wreckage,was examined at eae
brook, notracé‘of con. .
tamination by anything*
other than salt water
was found, °; on :

Staxtor) Foxtrot 94.
Can you dite aircraft?

* Over,
Schafer: She 's han

ing fine. I can bring he
in, Over.>.

Staxton: Negative,” ve :
I repeat, can youl diteh
aircraft? Over,..-,
Schafer:.Yeah.

“directional instruments ‘1,

¢ SABRE
4 either: “Han

An:
piendls sor,Hares vet
a0

are out, repeat u/s._ Schafer: . 7 “acnit ¢

Shaékleton:, ?-N
yet. No6 flares,

wanesgoing round &fal
Another two miriutes #u
ay

sens
-Receivin

This
GCL She's sinkidg.effast Butiah .;thH ar

y's3 clos

xton: San: you co
Plo!Pilotclearcpt air.

dcicleton: He's ‘not*:
t we can‘ confirm

1é must be in thewater sbmewhere. .Staxton: distress

in ‘Secdniads? laler’ ‘
w of the Shack.3

et Fletorl Were back in con--
- tact with Staxton gold. -

risy }.

fisRap
ea

is the weather begi
adeterioratesn yinttqer- +:

The'seatch continued
well int the:neXt day
but .thete -were1
transmissions from’ th

{ sy

beacons catried. by the ,VeGIrren
oT ate oe lot-and on board the +!”

aircraft and the official.
Teports say no distress

» flares were seen,
However: the; fo!

ing day” the:
Telegraph

° flares4 had+ bee

wena
Vvenin,

te: arte

dtishorfshore-“and: the® Grimsb
trawler Ross Kestrel,

“which” was .
rough ‘the,

yough arvaj had:
Mnvvestigate’ “Bu eve
though ore flares

re séac Ebe found

EOYs.:
reported’,,.that |
aptdin, Schafer's © ‘4.
$- ats Binbrook| . .wailing |for jews, of |her eye

; husband. bon 5

| nothin

2 Thien, Staxton Wo“ gouth ‘back fowar -“.Fe-established contact...Shortly afterwards, ‘. with Captain Schafer.
. the single ti ‘i Schafer: GC1 ... are« Separated into two, one “vyou receiving? Over,
“maintaining its south-' ~~ Staxton: Affirmativeerly; heading, some... 94. Loud .and clear.what. erratically, What’ is your condi-

Over.
Staxton: Roger 94,

execute right turn, esti- -
mate quarter turn.

know, It came in close”
...I shut my eyes... 1°
figure I must've’:
blacked out for a few .

; ut the Minis of, ft :ssunle, ‘Ger there asad (Detence were nity oFfiaylight! wake where Whether there would « :4,a! Ul no sign ofthed bepe an food néws for j -j-.;Pilot I say again,,GCI, her.“I don't think he '. "4°:erat ae eed a.creo sr out of thie.plane,” a 4i *herevfast.- i okesman ° to at» your discretior..:Over.-339 -1S¢ ton ASTWitepsepoke wi aSchafer:. Descending r< wind way from... feebean fosanae aer. ne tint LecontieldstAre

Schafer:-
now. .

Staxton: Come fur. .
ther, 94. That's good. Is,-

Turning

At’ this stage the’
Shackleton arrived

600:y‘ind tion? Over,
Not«4 Schafer:

1 goS04. .a4 can't thinka,turning-. throu ne 180
~- your altimeter fune- %%

tioning? Over.

og‘degrees to hea north-

eat you see
A 

ameterwarn 
ogWhite ail this was Shafer:

ink ons a Shackleton - “put, eras.BB tits which -had. been --‘isws... .en patrol off the Firth ane“Staxion: Foxtrot io

be aroy nd

Affirmative,=

“Schafer: Foger, Get. .
Staxton: “What's your

fuel state, 947 Over,
Schafer: About thirty ‘
er cent, ocrPp Stax That's. what

over< Flamborou
Head and began c¢
cling before XS$894 was
ectored into the area

by the Staxton co!
‘trollers,

*Schafer:' ot}
“bring me 7
Over.

Can
in,

Staxton:
Station, 94. Over.

. Several minutes then.

Er ... Hold “3

ny A,%‘Tpositive you saw
ie |

ou ste
the pilot’‘yet?‘Over.*
Shack eton:': Nega->
ive, We're going round!

‘again, ne1a.a ghtait, Stay

# 
p
e
t
 o
y
,
”

*
e
T

 e
e
e
 
2
d

one aePeat,
iawas

and rescue beacon1 fare |
ted + bybys ai < AF.

si Hof the. ilot?, Over,

sianithklein: ‘NatngeThe firs s+tassumed © terehasas?
i pasuppping..

Sgot out ‘as'*
round ffor.

iy Sue as
is

went |

the cthonyt

oesess ‘Ronee.
heatlyr® aflerwan

ref andmn ‘bym nienr!
eld . atrived

cené and begat "aystematic searc!
ereefs are 4 Thee

Rbiwerd~-shorttpy. ae
hand hs

er

s7nin.thecock
chiaet

“youn Three weeks later the | -
no," Evéning Telegraph re- +orted. atihe fuselage

f the aircy been7
ted. :b: e'tdabed |id noted iat tive ‘ejec.:!
Pingrice tea:ing’ jo 6the:«.sbiveelet BEthE body of |
he pilot is still in. the *:,Wied

cera reciaea a
ae: dy ve ‘still:

ut that, wa: start...the neemyi
Broun



crash. by «newspapers

THE toss of the Binbrook Lightning |:. ters were used to handlin
and. its American pilot had simply .
been reported as just ariother air ..

north-east coast. of.England. Repor-

ote ¢ stories -
like thls, which occurred with some ;

--reguiarity. The ditching of .XS894 ..
‘ provided front-page stories .for the *.

tember 9,-1970¢

along the

7
3

¥ Scarborough Evenin

a
ene

nti

*But-they-on
part of the story.P.
cludes ‘our investi

ts

ery

bars che

HEN: the wreckage of
:XS894 was| finally

»lifted from the sea bed
oad *nsome:‘five- miles off
Flamborough Head, it was taken
in ‘some secrecy straight,to RAF.
Binbrook. 43°00 0
.. Alv-crashes in the North Sea in those
days were relatively common and much
of: thet wreckage found «its way -into
Grimaby. where often Evening Telegraph
photographers were on hand: to record
the event. But not with XS894. *
* Ht was also common practice for
wreeked aircraft to be taken to the ~
MoD's +Crash ‘Investigation Branch at
Farnborough where detailed “examina-
-tions were carried out in’an‘attempt to
find the cause’of accidents. But this
didn't happen with XS984,
Instead the remains of the aircraft,

which was in remarkably good condition,
y Were taken straight to Binbrook where it
was placed behind what appears to have
beew W Scri¢s of shutters in the far corner

mo

a . Were about to! start a
detailed «investigation - which,. in ‘turn, -
would ‘lead to the preparation of a report:
on -the: incident to. the Ministry of
Defence, the report being used as theTM-
basis for an eventual ing iry into the loss -
of Lightning.XS894, But they were.in for -
surprise. se es er ae .

* They-were astonished to find many of.
instruments missing.‘These -

he" EZB . compass, : voltmeter,*
indicator, standby

lary. ing panel from the starbéard
side of the cockpit below; tlic voltmeter.

sistas) ‘a: serious: breach‘ of regula. -
tionS and, although the, investigation
team:«was*TM promised the instruments
would, be ‘returned shortly, they never

The" investigators found there was a
revolting fusty smell in the cockpit while
the whole aircraft still had a slimy fcc! to
it following its month-long immersion in

: Taised. Had ar

- to Binbrook or land at Leco

licator.and the complete aux.’ °

” ; Grimsby Evening Telegraph and the } Riddle of Foxtrot 9

the North Sca. . hae Hd
e@ ejector seat also seemed ta bes

‘wrong’ and there was a suspicion later?”
among the Investigators that it was not
the one fitted to the aircraft when XS894
took off from Binbrook on its final Night.
They were even given an assurance b;
the ‘OC of 5 Squadron that thé seat ha
not been tampered ‘with.
investigators were not ‘

Taterestingly, ‘an Evening Telegraph,
reader, who was serving at Binbrook at
the time, told us in 1988 that he recalled
seeing an official report on the ‘crash
which suggested that the seat was faulty.
and, this was why Captain Schafer failed.
0 _Cject. - a

Brian McConnell, a former sergeant at
Binbrook, said the cartridge on the seat
had- failed to fire ‘because,of fault
installation. However, this is very muc!
at odds with the eye-witness account of

the Shackleton crew who saw the canopy
attempt been made to

fire it, It would haye ‘been blown off. It:
also scems to confi¢t withthe account ;

we; have been given’ of the order from

nae a it

o And_ that’s‘
‘XS!

There’ Is just one’ fart
information available.‘ : -.
_ On the night of Septemb
couple and their
their" dog “al ;

Butsome ofthé Ainméuth'' Bay, :Nofthumberland 1 [3

d.* * - almost opposite the point over the North: °
Sea where Schafet-made his interception
-- when they saw'and‘heard something
strange.” eh y-

“We had beén -watkin oJ
a .

noise,” they later said". ~ 7
ninutes when we he:

.In a statement to MoD onnel. “The -
dog kept. cocking -her head to’one' side2
-an ‘owling. It seemed impossiblo’.to:

' tell from which direction, the noise was’
. coming,-it seemed: everywhere. -It lasted
. for maybe 10 to 15 seconds.

“About five minutes later the eastern
sky lit up rather like sheet lighting, only

:, it took about 10 seconds to die down?
again. Over the following -three, minutes:-
‘this happened many times,*but -thet-
lightning’ was only:visible-for a.zecond -.
or.two at a time. It appeared; very sim
o thd Northern Li : ‘a ificld, only

few minutes’ Nying time from:Flambor-:
ough. And, remember, Schafer has ‘told:
his" ground ‘controllers:that XS894 was -:
still handling “fine’’ and he had plenty of
fuel icft. ar .

the few hours the

another Nare-up -of ‘sheet - lightning’
which lasted ‘about the same'time as the
first. This was followed by that awful
shrill sensation, only this time it: was,

~ worse. You could ac ually feel your ears
ly super-TM. ringing.". ma we
of . thern %

‘Durin ¢ investigators «
were allowed to examine the aircraft,

they themselves were t
vised -by five civilians, two
Americans. . ' t

he fathily.‘called:
police static yeport wipolice station to
ad seen and: Heard! pr’

one of many similar:reportsthat nigh
both the police and. the RAF at’ b:
Boulmer. a shaban WCE
The time and the logatiors{it in exat!

‘with -évérts ‘going’ on. 60 Iniles south
\. Wold and they-could have been
“poe - Rind sof: nat

. tthe end of the day the investiga:
tion team was told curtly that as’
nothing ‘useful, had. been dis-

covered, their job was over.“i0,, cs
The following day they were all called

into the main office at Farnborough anid’.
told in no uncertain terms they were not 57 Staxto!
to discuss any,aspect of the. Hitchin of watching Pees }

even wil cir own families. The

“gi =~ Or there-could be anottier ex;reason yaiven was simple Foard national “What do you. think?
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sce alse EW,76 +60

Telephone (Direct Dialling) 071-21-8 0
(Switchboard) 071-21-860b4
(Fax) _— 071-21-8

Your reference

Grassington ae Our reference

Skipton - SO D/Sec(AS)12/3_ North Yorks oe ; Date‘. wi gs 5 November 1992

I thought it would be useful if I wrote to confirm the points I made yesterdaywhen we spoke about the crash of a Lightning F6 aircraft, on 8 September 1970.

S
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Following a number of approaches from researchers, who had heard stories thatthis aircraft had crashed during an encounter with a UFO, I tracked down theAircraft Accident Report (AAR) for this Particular crash. This document isclassified Restricted, as is the case for all AARs, and cannot therefore bereleased. From my reading of this document I can tell you that the Lightning

shadowing and shepherding of low speed targets. For the purpose of theexercise, the targets involved were Shackleton aircraft. The Lightning crashedinto the sea while attempting to intercept one of the Shackletons. There is noindication of any unidentified target having been encountered, and no reason toSuggest that there is any sort of UFO incident in any way connected with thistragic crash. oo

As I mentioned, I am trying to track down further papers relating to thisaccident, in the hope that there will be an Unclassified Military Aircraft- Accident Summary (MAAS), that I can release. Given the time that has elapsedSince the accident, there are no guarantees that I will be successful. I willlet you know what, if anything, I track down.

I hope this is helpful, and I wish you luck with your own research. -



Investigations

GRASSINGTON

- SKIPTON
NORTH YORKSHIRE

Secretariat (Air Staff)2a, 
ENGLANDRoom 8245, 

TEL./FAX GrMinistry Of-Defence, ; 
;Main Building,

Whithall,

London SW1A 2HB. 
5. 11. 92. ;

Dear Wi re

Pleased find enclosed the newspaper articles on _ the strangecircumstances surrounding Capt. Schafer and his lightening aircraft,call sign Foxtrot 94.

I would be grateful if you could answer the following questions fromthe files in your possession. Obviously within the areas of yourpermitted release instructions, although after 22 years I find it hardto imagine what is still secret about the operation. Unless theaircraft did have an encounter with a UFO.

4

1/ Why was an American pilot scrambled to intercept the object, whenEnglish pilots were on duty at scramble readiness ready to flyidentical aircraft from the same base.

2/ Why was the lightening aircraft left in the water for such a longperiod after crashing. Was there any fear of contamination fromwhatever it had encountered.

3/ Why was the pilot ordered to ditch the aircraft when he told thecontrol that the aircraft was airworthy and had plenty of fuel.

4/ What where the findings of the enquiry -into the the missingpilot, particularly when the aircraft canopy was closed whenthe aircraft was recovered and the ejector seat was still inposition. 
. we



5/ What were the findings of the enquiry regarding the amazing speedsof the UFO tracked on radar in excess of 20,000 mph.

6/ Where their any electro/magnetic abnormalities found when theaircraft was examined.

I would be grateful for any answers you could let me have which wouldthrow some light.on this incident.

Yours Sincerely.



Making sense of

lights in the sky
UFOS over Humberside are
not just the experience of

fighter pilots- one

Bridlington mother is still

trying to make sense of what

she saw. 20 years ago.

After reading the Hull Daily

Mail's account of one of the

most puzzling aviation

stories of the century, Mrs

June Cooper recalled what

sk saw in 1970 and is

secking others who might

also have seen something,
but who have kept quiet

until now.

Ina two-part feature the

Mail looked at events leading
up to the final flight of a

fighter plane before it

ditched in the sea off

Flamborough Head.

Mrs Cooper was in her
Queensgate home one

September afternoon about

20 years ago while her four-

year-old son Grahame was

playing in the garden.

He came rushing in and with

By Hull Daily Mail

NEWS REPORTER

great excitement insisted

that his mum hurry out to

the garden to see the strange

objects in the sky.

Mrs Cooper said: ‘When I
got outside I could see bright

things in the sky. But it
wasn't until I got out my

binoculars and had a good

look that they became clear.

“Through the binoculars |

could see six saucer-like
objects. They were silver
metallic with centres like the

jet exhaust of a plane.

“T was even more amazed to

see yellow and orange
swirling flames inside the

centres.”’

Just then Mrs Cooper's

telephone rang and she went

indoors to answer it. When

she got back to the garden

the objects had disappeared.

Mrs Cooper said: “I told my

husband and family what I

had seen, but none of my
neighbours were home when

it happened and I didn’t

mention it to them.

“It is not the sort ofthing

that happens in Bridlington.

so J didn’t want anyone to

think I had imagined it.

“But I know what I saw. and
Grahame still remembers it.

_ } couldn’t wait to read the
papers next day and listen to

the news, but there was no
mention of anything out of
the ordinary having

happened in this area.”

Mrs Cooper's family forgot
the incident until she read
the Mail's story.

She added: “It brought it all
back to me and I could not

help wondering if the
incidents were connected.

“They both happened about

the same time. I would be
interested to know if anyone
else witnessed what I saw
that afternoon.”

Cash for community schemes*
GUARDIANS of two similarly-titled funds to

; help rural areas are, hoping confusion
had remained unclaimed because

surrounding them will be dispelled after a
' shake-up.

t

Humberside Community Chest and Hum-
berside Economic Chest were administered by
the Community Council of Humberside and
Humberside County Council respectively.
After a meeting last week, the coun

cil agreed to relinquish control o
ic Chest, in favour of the C unity Council,
a registered charity
tries to help rug

ewton, project officer with the
nity Council of Humberside said very

en in the past, the funds in the two chests

not know anything about the
they existed.
“From now on. t

administer
ommunity Council will

funds. Both are aimed at
g community initiatives but the

omic Chest is more from community
enterprise, whereas the Community Chest is
more for social projects.
“From now on, both will be under one head-

ing and we will sort out from which pot a par-
ticular project may be funded.”

All district councils in Humberside con-
tribute to the Community Chest. Holderness
Borough Council has given £750 for the past
three years.

ats sands Wun Dorey Ma 2 Tass J ous deh
—
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TONIGHT we start our two-partdetailed ookat tne ovents At last, the sensation |leading up to the ditching in al true Story behirthe North Sea of Lightning 
|Foxtrot 94, a single-seat fighter

from 5 Squadron at Binbrook
whose final flight is at the

| centre of one of the most

Par OnER puzzling aviation stories since

the war. Just what was it that
its pilot, American, William

Schafer, was sent to intercept
out over the North Sea 22an 

he chain of events which

years ago and why was he ere tie crash of‘ . ightning XS894 fi i)7 eventually ordered to ditch his Squadron at RAF Binbrook
aircraft off Flamborough Head _ its pilot began at 8.17 pin en pence Of
rather than return to North Sengemiger&, 1970, in an isolated building° 

: 

nds.

Lincolnshire? Now new Sei eauas one of the chain ofradar. 
. 

, 

t 
aSK it was to spot

information has come to light. unidentified aircraft approaching the
Pat Otter, assistant editor of Remember. thie wee 1970 when the rast
the Mail’s sister paper, The meat as at its height and Russian long-? 

; 

made regular sorties int

reports 
coast to test the reaction of Nato fighters.

. 
n this particular night, a radar operator

at Saxa Vord picked up the blip of an
unidentified aircraft over the North Sea
halfway between the Shetlands and
Alesund in Norway.
The contact was monitored for several. TRUST ; minutes at a steady speed of 630mph, at: 
37,000ft holding altitude and ona south:

. 

: 
westerly heading. Then Saxa Vord noted

_ 

the contact was turning through 30
| 

Df 

degrees oN south. It increased
; 

. 
speed to 900mp ach 1.25) and cli

___TO KEEP Be weerveren er| _ - 
: 

Following laid-down procedures, radar

i * controllers at Saxa Vord flashed a; - r) . scramble message to the Quick Reaction
Sy 

; 

Alert Flight at the nearest Nato airfield,
= 

RAF Leuchars on the east coast of

VVVVVV LAAAAAAZ
Scotland not far from Dunde ory
There two Lightning interceptors, which

| had en ready on the flight line.f just
299 ry Leene~ sere: ann.

—— _ : - FUE Chikoning Lic pusiUion ub then

_ 4 |. ey an a tanker, a Victor K1A, the two fighters _

GRE AT. VALUE ab FRES. _ were guided north by Saxa Vord. So far, it
was a routine scramble for what was then

113 MPH RATED assumed to be a Russian Bear or Badger,

SIZE MONARCH ay Y BY DUNLOP onyeo the long-range reconnaisance aircraft
REMOULDS ; used to test the nerves of the Royal Air

Force.

135-13 9.90 | 15.90! 17.90| 23.90 But it was then that the radar plotters on
the Shetland Islands saw something on

their screens which they found impossible

to believe.

The contact they had been tracking at

speeds and altitudes consistent with

modern Russian warplanes, turned

through 180 degrees on a due north

heading and within seconds disappeared

off their screens. Later they calculated _
that to do this its speed must have been in

the region of 17,400mph.
With the contact now gone, the Lightnings

were vectored south to rendezvous with

155-13 10.50 '17.90; 21.90/ 28.90

165-13 12.90 | 18.90} 22.90 | 30.90

175/70SR-13/12.90 | 23.90} 30.90 | 36.90

185/70SR-131413.50 | 25.90; 32.90 | 38.90

185/70SR-14| 13.90 | 26.90| 34.90 | 40.90

ALL PRICES INCLUDE VAT
y _— yr : the tanker and remained airborne on

A MINISED » H US Combat Air Patrol. ae SERINE MOO

Lightnings and Phantoms on one hand form a CAP 170 miles east of Gri

2 YEAR GUARANTEE and the mystery contact, was still going Yarmouth. The contact was som |
METRO 1.0, 1.1 up to ‘89 ... 42.30 uring the next hour, the on. Then, at 21.05 after the fighters had between these two lines of supe: '
FIESTA 950-1100 up to “89 mystery contact made yet another abortive attempt to get _fighters.

excluding front pipe .. 25.90 reappeared several times, close, the contact vanished off the radar While all this was going on, RAI

NOVA 1000, 1200 up to ‘89 43.90 approaching from the screens. Fylingdales, which was in-cons!
: ma ° north. Each time the The Lightnings were ordered to return to —_— contact with NORAD at Cheyen:

MICRA Rear box/Tail pipe ... 20.90 Lightnings were sent north to intercept, it Leuchars while the meena MOuntair, near’

ESCORT Mk 3 1.3, 1.6 up to 86 turned and disappeared again. ; Phantoms were ominously, that 1.
excluding front pipe . 37.90 4 By now two F4 Phantoms of the us Air instructed to carry out a What had started as a Strategic Air Co

‘ é orce had been scrambled Irom te ombat Air Patrol to the i iohti at Omaha, N:

CAVALIER FWD 1.6 up to 87 American base at Keflavik in Iceland. com of Iceland. routine sighting of what js. ordering its:
J They had much more sophisticated radar Then, at 21.39, radar was believed to be a bombers into the ;

than the British Lightnings and were able , nic . . was an order whi |

to pick up the mystery contact controllers pickedup the Russian aircraft, had NOW only have come fr.

‘ eee too, tried to eet cl its speed was reached the White House highest level. i :
ut when they, too, tried to get ciose decelerating to 1,300mph tarte f

LIFETIME GU enough to identify what was by now — almost the limit of bath and, presumably, sighting of what
i ; ; eginning to cause some alarm to Nato the Lightnings an : : : _ be 7.

Eg. neste Escort erie Re ance commanders, they found they were just as Phantoms - ee a holding President Richard Nixon aircraft, had now .
EROM avalier, Astra, aes NC WELaZ] © THE Compren & mien. impotent as the Lightnings. altitude of 18,000f. [t was ECR the White House
PRON £27 90 INC. i RANGE 'E HIGH PERFORMaNce The alert had reached such a level that the on a south-westerly a ; _ presumably, tres

= 27 HARD To GET a contact was being monitored by the heading coming from the direction of the Richard Nixon. ,
OPEN 7 DAYS x CLOSE Jf: Ballistic Missile Early Warning System at Skagerrak, off the northern tip of NORAD was told by officials att,

a ene : d Fylingdales Moor, near Whitby, along Denmark. Pentagon that a USAF pilot of g}
7a, : with a second BMEWS in Greenland. Two more Lightnings were scrambled experience was presently on an 4
ES The information they were collecting was from Leuchars, and were ordered to visit with the RA “th Lincol ay
Z= relayed to the North American Air rendezvous with a Victor tanker and then —_ Binbrook, the Nor pap eens
$= Defence Command at Cheyenne Mountain maintain a CAP on a 50-mile east-west base a few mi es rom rimsby.

Hs BOULEVARD SOUTH and the US Detection and Tracking Centre front, 200 miles north-east of Aberdeen. Rapid inquiries were made and |
NG HESSLE ROAD, HULL at Colorado Springs. As a precaution, two further Lightnings discovered the pilot was on the

‘ In the meantime, the cat-and-mouse game were ordered into the air from Coltishall and was, by coincidence, thigh 7
aver the North Sea between the in Norfolk and, with another tanker, to At around 21.45 a request was m|

\TEL:(0482) 589666
OPEN: MON-FRI 8.30-5.30, SAT 8.30-4.00, SUN 10.00-2.00

~

__ Tomorrow: Revealed - what Capt Schafc.
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a very high level within NORAD, through
Strike Command's UK headquarters at
High Wycombe, for RAF Binbrook to send
Captain William Schafer “‘if at all
possible” to join the QRA Lightnings
looking for the mystery contact.
By this time four Lightnings, two
Phantoms and three tankers were already
airborne and they were joined by a
Shackleton Mk3 from Kinloss, which was
ordered to patrol on a north-south
heading at 3,000ft, 10 miles out from the
east coast.

Binbrook's QRA Lightnings were being
held in reserve but it was decided to send
out a single aircraft from the North

Lincolnshire airfield — flown by Capt
Schafer. The Americans wanted one of
their own at the sharp end when it came
to cornering the mystery contact.

t precisely six minutes

past 10 on the night of

September 8, 1970, a
single Lightning jet

é fighter took off from RAF

Binbrook.

Ground crew on the flight line were
accustomed to Lightnings being
scrambled in a hurry at any time of night
or day. Binbrook, after all, was a front-
line fighter station and its aircraft shared

countered off Flamborough Head _

QRA - Quick Reaction Alert — duty with
other East Coast airfields to provide cover

should any unidentified aircraft appear

on the radar screens.

But there was something different about

this scramble.

For a start, it was normal for QRA aircraft
to take off in pairs. Two aircraft were kept

at a state of instant readiness at all times

ready for just such an emergency. But on

this occasion only one aircraft took off.
And it wasn’t one of the QRA aircraft.

Then there was the manner of the take-off.
The pilot had raced out from the 5

Squadron crew room, adjacent to the

apron, and had climbed aboard while a
Lightning was in the process of being
refuelled.

He angrily waved away ground staff who
asked him to sign the appropriate form

required before all military aircraft leave
the ground and ordered the refuelling

lines to be disengaged.

And this was no ordinary pilot strapped
into the cockpit of the Mach 2 interceptor.

This was Captain William Schafer of the
United States Air Force, who was on his
second tour as an exchenge pilot with the

RAF. Schafer was a vasuly experienced jet

fighter pilot with combat time behind him
in Vietnam. He had been at Binbrook for

some time and his wife was living on the
base with him.

No pre-flight checks were made and, as

bemused ground crew looked on, the

Lightning taxied out to the end of the

runway, turned and immediately took off,

using reheat to gain speed and height

nut ae ed ahd Adibet pps Cub darter Wile

is fast becoming one of the great

aviation puzzles of recent times.

Early the following morning XS894
ditched in the sea off Flamborough

Head. The ditching was witnessed by

the crew of a Shackleton reconnaisance
aircraft. Flares were spotted by the

Grimsby trawler Ross Kestrel as
reported in the Hull Daily Mail. But no

trace of Captain Schafer was ever

found.

More than a month later the wreckage

of the aircraft was found on the sea bed
by Royal Navy divers. Despite carlier

reports to the contrary, the cockpit was

empty and the canopy closed. Captain

Schafer had vanished. Completely and
utterly.

Later the aircraft was recovered and

taken, unusually, to RAF Binbrook.
There it was kept under wraps in the

corner of a hangar.

When a team from the MoD’s Crash

Investigation Branch arrived from

Farnborough they were permitted to

spend only a very brief time examining -

the wreckage of XS894. What they did

discover disturbed them. And what

happened later disturbed them even

more.

first came across the

mysterious story of XS894 six

years ago. An outline of the

story was related to me by
Barry Halpenny, an aviation

enthusiast and author who lived at the

time in Market Rasen, who was

researching for a book on aviation

mysteries at the time.

He suggested I dig out the cuttings on

the crash and look further into it.

There was more to the story of XS894

than met the eye, he told me.

] anticipated difficulties in

investigating a 16-year-old ditching

incident in the North Sea, but not on

the scale I was to encounter over the

next few weeks.

Norinally helpful press contacts at the

Ministry of Defence responded initially

by promising to help, but then became

very reticent.

Similar inquiries to the United States

embassy and to the US Air Force at

Alconbury proved also to be dead-ends.

‘the ditching of Lightning Foxtrot 94 in September, 1970

er’s last flight
Calls were not returned. Contacts were

unavailable.

At this stage I enlisted the aid of Bob
Bryant, then Northcliffe Newspapers’

aviation correspondent and a man with
close links with both the RAF and USAF.
Bob was to spend weeks checking out a

story he found more intriguing by the
hour. He paid numerous visits to the
Ministry of Defence and spent hours on
the telephone to contacts in the United
States. But everywhere he heard the

ominous sound of doors being slammed.
He finally admitted defeat. But Bob was

absolutely certain there was an official
blanket of secrecy over the events

surrounding the crash of that Lightning's
in the North Sea all those years ago.

Barry Halpenny finally published an

abridged version of the story in a book
which appeared in September, 1988.

Subsequently we were contacted by two

former airmen who had both been at

Binbrook at the time and added further

fue] to the mystery by recalling their own

memories of that night.

t was a story which puzzled and

intrigued readers. But, perhaps

most interestingly of all, it was a

story which grabbed the

attention ofa man spending 10

days in a Cleethorpes guest house.

Sixteen years earlier he had been one of

the crash investigators who went to

ec eacaantaatasaeeiild . 7

Binbrook to examine the remains of
XSWs894. He was so puzzled by what he

saw and the treatment the investigation

team received that he was determined to
get to the bottom of the mystery once and
for alll.

ow, four years on, he

believes he has peeled

back a little bit more of
the mystery

surrounding XS894 and

the disappearance of Captain Shafner.

I now have a copy of his account of what
he believes happened that night. Some has
come from his dogged investigations.
Some from official documents he has

obtained. And some, most tellingly, from
what he maintains is a transcript of the

final conversations between Captain

Schafer, a radar controller at Staxton

Wold, near Scarborough, and the crew of
the Shackleton which witnessed the

crash.

This is the story we are going to tell
tomorrow. The information in it is quite

remarkable.

_ Our source has to remain anonymous and
we cannot corroborate all the information

in his report. What information we can is
certainly in line with the results of my

own inquiries four years ago.

All we ask you to do is to read our

stories carefully —- and make up your

own mind.

te ee

SKIPTON

THE

UMBER ONE
FOR SAVERS!

[ YET AGAIN!
Money Observer's quarterly survey, as-reported in the

October issue of the magazine, once again nominates Skipton

Building Society the all-round “Best Buy” for investors.

It's the second time in just over twelve months that

we've taken the number one slot, a clear demonstration of our
aoe

long term commitment to offering high rates, across al! our

savings products, to all our investors, large and small.

For full details of our outstanding investment accounts

just call into our new branch at 68 Paragon Street, Hull, or, if it's

more convenient, simply call (0482) 226627, one of our customer

advisors will be delighted to help you.

SKIPTON
BUILDING SOCIETY

NO OTHER MAJOR BUILDING SOCIETY

WORKS HARDER IN YOUR INTEREST.

hd PARS&GON STREET HULL, HUi+ 3PW TELEPHONE (0342) 226627

A MEMBER OF THE BUILDING SOCIETIES ASSOCIATION

2 ee enenreet



18: HU L DAILY MALL. b RIDAY, OC TOBER 23, 1992
TyTS

LOCAL NEWS.

PAT OTTER

aptain William
Schafer was sitting
in the crew room of
§ Squadron when

the call came from
High Wycombe.
The room overlooked the apron
where a line of silver-finish

Lightnings stood, illuminated by

the high-intensity sodium lighting.

The crew room itself was sparsely
furnished, with ageing chairs

which had seen better days, a bar

which dispensed nothing stronger

than black Nescafe, and walls

adorned with plaques and

photographs donated by visiting

RAF and overseas air force units.
Schafer-was still in his flying suit,
after returning earlier that evening

fromm a iraining sortie in one af wie

squadron’s aircraft. He is
remembered by those at Binbrook

as a small, powerfully-built man

who loved to fly the single-seat
Lightnings, so different from the
new generation of sophisticated
aircraft then starting to come into

service in the USAF.
When the call came, Schafer was

helped into the remainder of his

flying gear by other 5 Squadron

aircrew, went out through the door,

turned right and raced across the

apron.

Two Lightnings in the line-up were

virtually ready for flight. One,

XS894, was in the process of having

its fuel tanks topped up and was

already connected to a power

starter.

Schafer climbed the steep ladder,

hauled himself into the cockpit,

strapped in and started the engines.

He waved aside the ground crew,

who were expected to help carry

out the standard pre-flight checks,

ordered the refuelling to stop and

failed to sign the regulation form

signifying he was happy with the

aircraft.

It was armed with two Red Top air-

to-air missiles, one of which was

live and the other a dummy, and

ME DAK? Mad, THURSDAY, SLPTEMBER 16.

I unt goes VC10 pilots wife
e

on lor

crashed :- wails and hopes.
fighter
ae

FLASHBACK to the Huil Daily Mail on

Wednesday, September 9, 1970, and a

report of how hopes were fading of

finding Amercian pilot Capt W Schafer

following an intensive search.

Penny i I, Pick

NATO forces were being brought up to full alert by a

mystery object picked up on radar over the North Sea. At

first it appeared to be yet another Russian aircraft out to test

the reflexes of Allied air forces. But then the object began

enough 30mm cannon shells for a
six-second burst.

One of the men on the ground crew
at the time was Brian Mann of

Grimsby, who was driving one of
the fuel bowsers. He remembers

XS894 being refuelled at a rate of

150 gallons a minute when suddenly
the engines started. ‘‘The windows
on the tanker almost went in. I

panicked, took the hoses off and got
out of the way,” he was to say later.
Mr Mann remembered Schafer
disregarding the ground marshal,
who was the eyes and ears of the

pilot on the ground; as he swung

the Lightning round. ‘His actions

were unorthodox to say the least,”
he said.

At 22.06 XS894 blasted off from
Binbrook’s main .

runway into the

bombers in the United States were ordered into the air while

the Pentagon decided that its man-on-the-spot, an

experienced Vietnam veteran then on an exchange visit with

=| the RAF at Binbrook, should take a look. Pat Otter

concludes the story of the last flight of Foxtrot 94.

It’s like bobbing up and down
and going from side to side
slowly. It may be the power
source. There’s no sign of

ballistics.

Staxton. Is there any sign of
occupation? Over.

Schafer: Negative, nothing.

Staxton: Can you assess the rate
?

Schafer: Contact in descent
gentle. Am going with it..... 5Oft
scene no about 70ft ..... it’s levelled
out agin.

Staxton: Is the ball object still with

it? Over.

Schafer: Affirmative. It’s not
actually connected ..... maybe a

magnetic attraction
to the conical shape.

There’s a haze of

the pound sae it & \ don't feel 100 light. YYe’Ow.....il’S
disappear with a good. | can’t within that haze
sheetof flame from F ‘ait a second, it’s
its twin tail pipes as think what has turning... coming

itanedsmerte’’ —RAPPeNCK | ee sier the : :

Wolds and the last feel kinda dizzy —_action..... a few..... I
they saw was its ..... ean see can hardl.....
navigation lights

heading out towards
the North Sea.

By now the mystery

contact which had led to five

Lightnings, two Phantoms, three

tankers and a Shackleton being

scrambled over the North Sea was

being tracked by radar controllers

at Staxton Wold, which stands on
high ground overlooking

Scarborough.

The contact was flying parallel to
the east coast 90 miles east of

Whitby at 530mph at 6,100ft — an
ideal course for an interception by

a Binbrook Lightning.

What follows next is drawn from

what we have been told is the

officia] transcript of the

conversation which took place

between Schafer and the radar

station at Staxton Wold.

Schafer: I have visual contact,

repeat visual contact. Quer.

Staxton: Can you identify aircraft

type?

Schafer: Negative, nothing

recognisable, no clear outlines.

There is ..... bluish light. Hell,

that’s bright..... very bright.

Staxton: Are your instruments
functioning, 94? Check compass.

_ Over.

Schafer: Affirmative, GCI. I’m
alongside it now, maybe 600ft

Off my..... It’s a conical shape.

Jeeze, that’s bright, it hurts my
eyes to look at it for more thana

few seconds.

Staxton: How close are you now?

Schafer: About 400ft, he’s still in

my three o'clock. Hey wait.....

there's something else. It’s like a

large soccer ball..... it's like ‘t's

made of glass.

Staxton: [s it part of the object ov
independent? Over.

Schafer: It ..... no, it’s separate

from the main body ..... the

conical shape ..... it’s at the back

end, the sharp end of the shape.

shooting stars.9
Fe

Staxton? 94? Come in

94. Foxtrot 94, are you

receiving? Over. Come

in 94. Over.

Just as the controller at Staxton

Wold lost contact with Captain

Schafer, a radar operator, who had
been tracking the Lightning and the

mystery object it had intercepted,
watched in disbelief.

The two blips on the screen,

representing the fighter and its

quarry, slowly merged into one,

decelerated rapidly from over

500mph until they became

stationary 6,000ft above the North

Sea 140 miles out off Alnwick.

What exactly happened inside the

ground control centre at Staxton is

open to conjecture. But our

information is that one suggestion

was the two Lightnings then on

Combat Air Patrol off the Scottish
coast should be sent south

immediately but it was overruled

by the senior fighter controller,

who continued to try to re-establish

contact with Captain Schafer in
Foxtrot 94.

Two-and-a-half-minutes after the

single blip on the radar screen

came to a halt it started to move

again, accelerating rapidly to

600mph and climbing to 9,000ft,

heading south back towards

Staxton.

Shortly afterwards, the single blip

separated into two, one

maintaining its southerly heading,

somewhat erratically, at between

G00 and 630.mph and descending

slowly, the other turning through

180 degrees to head north-westerly

and vanishing at a speed later

calculated to be around 20,400mph.

While all this was going on, a

Shackleton MR3, which had been

on patrol off the Firth of Forth, was
ordered south to hold station
around Flamborough Head.

Then, Staxton Wold re-established

contact with Captain Schafer.

Schafer: GCI ..... are you

receiving? Over.

eee
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Staxton: Affirmative 94. Loud and

clear. What is your condition?

Over.

Schafer: Not too good. I can’t

think what has happened ..... I

feel kinda dizzy..... Ican see

shooting stars.

Staxton: Can you see your

instruments? Over.

Schafer: Affirmative, but, er .....

the compass is u/s.....

Staxton: Foxtrot 94, turn 043

degrees. Quer.

Schafer: Er..... all directional

instruments are out, repeat u/s.

Over.

Staxton: Roger 94, execute right

turn, estimate quarter turn. Over.

Schafer: Turning now.

Staxton: Come further. 94. That's

good. Is your altimeter

functioning? Over.

Schafer: Affirmative, GCI.

Staxton: Descend to 3.500ft. Over.

Schafer: Roger, GCI.

Staxton: What's your fuel state, 94?

Over.

Schafer: About thirty per cent,

GCI.

Staxtorm: Thats what we

calculated. Can you tell us what

happened, 94? Quer,

Schafer: I don’t know. It came in

close ..... I shut my eyes..... I
figure I must’ve blacked out for

a few seconds.

Staxton: OK 94. Standby.

At this stage the Shackleton arrived

over Flamborough Head and began

circling before XS894 was vectored
into the area by the Staxton

controllers.

Schafer: Can you bring me in,

GCI? Over.

Staxton: Er ..... Hold station, 94. -

Over.

Several minutes then elapsed as
Schafer was left to circle the
Flamborough area along with the
Shackleton.

In the meantime, Strike Command

HQ at High Wycombe had

instructed Staxton Wold to request
Schafer ditch his Lightning off

Flamborough.

Although he had plenty of fuel to
reach either nearby !Leconfield or

his home base of Binbrook, it
appears the-réason for High
Wycombe’s decision was a fear that
the Lightning had somehow become
contaminated during its mystery

interception over the North Sea.
it may well be that the fear was that

contamination although some

weeks later, when the wreckage

was examined at Binbrook, there

the aircraft had suffered come @®)



1

LOCAL NEWS _teint DAILY MATL. FRIDAY. OCTOBER 23, 1992

U
R
E
N

_ 
M
E
L

/no trace of contamination by

thing other than salt water.

axton: Foxtrot 94. Can you ditch
‘craft? Over.

hafer: She's handling fine. I

n bring her in. Over.

wxton: Negative, 94. I repeat, can

u ditch aircraft? Over.

hafer: Yeah..... I guess.

axton: Standby 94. Over. Oscar

Shackleton: Negative. We're
going round again, pulling a

tight one.

Two minutes later:

Shackleton: The canopy’s up .....
she’s floating OK ..... can't see
the pilot. We need a chopper out
here, GCI. No, no sign of the
pilot. Where the hell is he?

Staxton: You sure he's not in the

water, 77? Check your
wie 7 em SABRE receptions.

tackleton: 77. ’ ver. (Note: SABREer, The canopy s Up was the search and
wion: 4 is tte she's floating rescue beacon carried

ching. Can you OK ..... can’t see 3 all RAF aircrew).
uintain wide . ackleton: No

cuit? Over. the pilot. We SABRE yet. No
1ackleton: need a chopper flares, either. Hang
firmative GCI. on, We're goingler, out here, GCI. round again.
1xton: Thanks 77. No, no sign of Another two minutes
indby. 94, execute the pilot. Where _ elapsed.
Ching procedure at Shackleton: GCL

ur discretion. Over. the hell is he? J ver.
hafer: ,

scending now, GCI. Over.

veen six and seven minutes

1 elapsed.

ackleton: He’s down, GCI.

{tofa splash ..... he’s down in

e piece though. Over. — Shackleton: He’s not in it, we
wxten.: Can you see the pilot yet? can confirm that. He must be in
er. the water somewhere.

Steton: GCI. Over.
Shackleton: This is odd, GCI.
She’s sinking fast but..... the
canopy’s closed up again. Over.

Staxton: Can you confirm pilot

clear of aircraft? Over.
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Staxton: Any distress signals or

flares yet? Over.

Shackleton: Negative, GCI.

Going round again. Over.

Ninety seconds later the crew of the

Shackleton were back in contact.

Shackleton: She’s sunk, GCI.

There’s a slight wake where she

was. Still no sign of the pilot. I

say again, GCI, we need a

chopper here fast. Over.

Staxton: A Whirlivind’s on the way

from Leconfield. Are you positive

you saw no sign of the pilot? Over.

Shackleton: Nothing GCI. The

Sirst pass we assumed he was

unstrapping. He must have got

out as we went round fora

second pass. ..... but why shut the

canopy? Over.

Staxton: That's what we were

thinking. Maintain patrol 77, he

must be there somewhere. Over.

Shackleton: Roger, GCI. Over.

Shortly afterwards the search and

rescue Whirlwind from nearby

Leconfield arrived on the scene and

began a systematic search of the

ditching area. The aircraft were

shortly joined by lifeboats from

Bridlington, Flamborough and

Filey as the weather began to

deteriorate.

The search continued well into the

shot SE

next day but there were no

transmissions from the beacons

carried by the pilot and on board
the aircraft and the official reports
say no distress flares were seen.
However, the following day it was

reported flares had been seen about

10 miles offshore and the Grimsby
trawler Ross Kestrel, which was

passing through the Flamborough
area, had gone to investigate but,
even though more flares were seen,

she found nothing.

It was also reported that Captain
Schafer's wife was at Binbrook

waiting for news of her husband.
But the Ministry of Defence were
doubtful whether there would be
any good news for her. “I don't
think he got out of the plane,” a
spokesman told a reporter. “No
wreckage has been found.”

hree weeks later it

was reported that

the fuselage of the

aircraft had been

located on the

seabed and noted that the ejector
seat was still intact “giving rise to

the belief that the body of the pilot
is still in the wreckage.”

On October 7, it was reported that
divers from HMS Keddleston had

inspected the wreckage and said
Captain Schafer’s body was still in

the cockpit.

When the wreckage of XS894 was
finally lifted from the sea bed some

wut Crashes Wi ite Novas von on

those days were

relatively common and

much of the wreckage

found its way into

Grimsby where often

photographers were on

hand to record the

event. But not with

XS894.

It was also cor->mon

practice for wrecked

aircraft to be taken to

the MoD’s Crash

Investigation Branch at
Farnborough where

detailed examinations

were carried out in an attempt to

find the cause of accidents. But this
didn't happen with X$984.

Instead, the remains of the aircraft,

which was in remarkably good

condition, were taken to Binbrook

where it was placed behind shutters

in the far corner of a hangar.

A team from Farnborough arrived

one wet winter’s day at Binbrook in

the belief that they were about to

start a detailed investigation

which, in turn, would lead to the
preparation of a report on the

incident to the Ministry of Defence,

the report being used as the basis

for an eventual inquiry into the loss

of Lightning XS894. But they were

in for a surprise.

They were astonished to find many

of the cockpit instruments missing.

These included the E2B compass,

voltmeter, stand-by direction

indicator, stand-by inverter

indicator and the complete

auxiliary warning panel from the

starboard side of the cockpit.

This was a serious breach of

regulations and, although the

investigation team was promised

the instruments would be returned

shortly, they never were.

The ejector seat also seemed to be

‘wrong’ and there was a suspicion

later among the investigators that
it was not the one fitted to the

aircraft when XS894 took off from

Binbrook on its final flight. They

were even given an assurance by

the OC of5 Squadron that the seat

had not been tampered with. But

some of the investigators were not

convinced. :
Interestingly, the reader, who was

SE

& About five

minutes later the

eastern sky lit up

rather like sheet

lightning, only it

took about 10

seconds to die

down again.
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erst ere to

serving at Binbrook at the time,

told us in 1988 that he recalled
seeing an official report on the

crash which suggested that the seat
was faulty and this was why

Captain Schafer failed to eject.
Brian McConnell, a former sergeant

at Binbrook, said the cartridge on

the seat had failed to fire because of

faulty installation. However, this is

very much at odds with the eye-

witness account of the Shackleton
crew who saw the canopy raised.

Had any attempt been made to fire

it, it would have been blown off. It

also seems to conflict with the

account we have been given of the

order from Staxton Wold to Captain

Schafer to ditch his aircraft rather
than attempt to return to Binbrook
or land at Leconfield, only a few

minutes’ flying time from

Flamborough. And, remember,
Schafer has told his ground

controllers that XS894 was still
handling “fine” and he had plenty
of fuel left. During the few hours
the investigators were allowed to
examine the aircraft, they
themselves were constantly
supervised by five civilians, two of
them Americans.

At the end of the day the

investigation team was told curtly

that as nothing useful had been
‘discovered, their job was over.
The following day they were all

called into the main office at
Farnborough and told in no

uncertain terms they were not to

discussany aspect ¢of the ditching of

mystery of XS894
goes cold. Well,

almost.

There is just one

further item of

information

available. On the

night of September

8, 1970, a couple and
their daughter were

walking their dog

along the coastal

path at Ainmouth

Bay,
Northumberland -

almost opposite the

point over the North Sea where
Schafer made his interception -

when they saw and heard

something strange.

“We had been walking for maybe 10
minutes when we heard a very
high-pitched humming noise,” they

later said in a statement to MoD

personnel. “It seemed impossible to

tell from which direction the noise

was coming, it seemed everywhere.

It lasted for maybe 10 to 15 seconds.

“About five minutes later the

eastern sky lit up rather like sheet

lightning, only it took about 10

seconds to die down again.

Over the following three minutes

this happened many times, but the

‘lightning’ was only visible for a

second or two at a time. It appeared
very similar to the Northern

Lights. The whole spectacle was

completely silent.

“After two or three minutes there

was another flare-up of ‘sheet

lightning’.

This was followed by that awful

shrill sensation, only this time it

was worse. You could actually feel

your ears ringing.”

The family called in at the local

police station to report what they

had seen and heard. Their’s was

one of many similar reports that

night to both the police and the

RAF at nearby Boulmer.

The time and the location fit in

exactly with events going on 60

miles south at Staxton Wold and

they could have been watching

some kind of natural phenomena.

Or there could be another

explanation. What do you think?

23.



~ MINISTRY OF DEFENCE: -
- Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB

‘Telephone . (Direct Dialling) 071-21-8 0
? (Switchboard) 071-21-800000
moe (Fax) “* Q071-21-8

Your reference

_ . Our reference

~ Batley ; D/Sec(AS)12/3
West Yorks - Date

“ 

2 November 1992

Your letter dated 20 October to RAF West Drayton, in which you asked about the
crash of an RAF Lightning on 8 September 1970, has been passed to this office.

I have done some research into the loss of the aircraft, and have discovered
that it was taking part in a Tactical Evaluation Exercise designed to practise
the night shadowing and shepherding of low speed targets. For the purpose of
the exercise, the targets involved were Shackleton aircraft. The Lightning
crashed into the sea while attempting to intercept one of. the. Shackletons.
There is no indication of any “unidentified aircraft" having been encountered,
and no reason to suggest that there is any sort of UFO incident in any way
connected with this tragic crash.

I hope this is helpful, and I wish you luck with your research.
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= ~ NETWORK
Englend,

Date: 20.10.92.

Dear Sir,

i wonder could you help me with some information, I am attempting to research

an incident that took placé-on September 8, 1970.

The incident in question involved an RAF Lightning jet from RAP Binbrook

piloted by Captain. William Scbefner. The aircraft, XS804, a Lightning F6, was

Fortrot 94 on the evening in quastion.

On theevening ia question Qectober 6, 1976) unfortunately the aircraft piloted

byCaptain Schafer crashed after being ‘ordered! to intercapt an “unidentified
aircraft" picked up on radar by Saxa Vord amongst others. A number of ‘other
aircraft were also involved . as well as other defence eatabliahsents.

I would therefore like to ‘request any and all data that you hava on this
particular incident. ) ;

Yours Sincerely,

he eeSe reo eae
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ndon SW1A 2HB - ot E80, E85
Telephone: (Direct Dialling) 071-21-8.

~ (Switchboard) 071-21-890p49
(Fax). 071-21-8

Your reference

Brighouse Our reference

— . D/Sec(AS)12/3
Date _

21 October 1992

;.§

Thank you for your letter dated 15 October in which you asked if we had any
material relating to an alleged UFO incident that occurred during 1970.

Regrettably, if we had received a UFO report, the appropriate file would by now
have been archived, and sent to the Public Record Office, where it would be
covered by the 30 year rule, and not be available for viewing until 30 years
after the last action was taken. Although it does not help:in this instance,
you will wish to be aware that all UFO reports (even if they were made by
pilots) should be submittedto this office. I have certainly not heard this
story before,and have come across no references to any such incident.

While we do not have a UFO report, I have been able to trace information
relating to the loss of the Lightning aircraft. The aircraft concerned was
taking part in a Tactical Evaluation Exercise designed to practise the night
shadowing and shepherding of low speed targets. For the purpose of the
exercise, the targets involved were Shackleton aircraft. There is no indication
of any UFO sighting having occurred, and no indication of any unusual or high
speed contact.

I hope this is helpful, and I wish you luck with your research.

Yours sincecel
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15/10/92

Dear Qs

Having been directed to you as.one who deals with UFO reports I wonder
if you can help with my enquiry.

My enquiry concerns a UFO sighted and tracked by the RAF during 1970. >
The details are as follows: 7

At 20.17 on the night of September 8th 1970 radar operators at Saxa
Vord picked up an unidentifed target travelling south west. Thinking
this was an ordinary intrusion by Russian 'planes they scrambled two
Lightnings from RAF Leuchars. As the 'planes were vectored onto the
target in accelerated to approx 17,400 mph and vanished from the
screen. Hardly the speed of anything flying at the time, I'm sure you
will agree. Two F4 Phantoms were then scrambled from the USAF base at
Keflavik in Iceland. These also failed to locate the target, despite
having radar contact.

Eventually a Lightning was scrambled from RAF Binbrook in Lincolnshire
and vectored onto the target by radar controllers at RAF Staxton Wold.
The Lightning, number XS894, left Binbrook at 22.06 and managed a
visual contact with the object, now off the Yorkshire coast. The
Lightning pilot described the object as a UFO, being too bright to
look at easily and of a conical shape. As he closed _on the object it
turned toward him and all radio contact was lost. The Lightning was
later found on the sea bed of Flamborough Head.

. As the details of time, place etc are so specific perhaps you could
let me know anything else which exists on file about this case. If
perhaps the information would be elsewhere as the UFO sighting was
made by a pilot then perhaps you could forward me the name and address
of the correct person to approach. I look forward to receiving your
reply and hopefully further details about this fascinating, and
obviously well-documented case. .

Yours Aincer
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On several occasions, aesyle! “NB 5 O07 10,92
have been very helpfull to me.You will probably recall from my file,

that I am a former PR I/0 MoD (RAP,‘JI still take a profound interest in
the RAF and it's reserves in which I served for many years.

a

Currently, I’am secking information which has confused

me for many years. Now that East West political relations have "eased"
according to general information,perhaps you could give me lots of informati:

on the Lightning Interceptor Fighter No.XxSegd »enich took off fron

RAP Binbrook curing 1970? It was piloted by an American Cepteain by the

name of Schaftner or Shefner.He wes on exchnange from the USAF

secondment. would like es much es is

to-write a bit about it some tine. Actuaaliy

s

y+ Vaguely recall the occurance

ut hae nothing to say:about it.The monnth was-Sestember, Ferhaps you could
also sive me a USAF adéress in that 1 may obtain another view of it?

T am also seeking information on waich +4? station tr

e
Bir gunners during the second year of the XYorean Var (Omerfensy )Y ra)noy;Yaybe Lt

was the one near Blackpool which was also a Driver's School:sVeeton?

Finally.Cowld you please tell me which RAP scuadror went to

Korea and Japanj;also what type of Bombers/Pighters it hec. nat was its home

base,also the Japanese and “orcan basec?I an alco lcoking for some sircrew’ 3

atoames,mainly pilots;gunners and Yireless Opera

tig Jest corresponded Guring Feb, 1990. ,Pef:D/AUB(RAF)G/1,

I am now 63 years of age,but I wish I wes young enougn to enlist with AgZB.

Such Higtory would put. me in my natural elemcnt.One day,I may want to know

about the early ‘W1 signals system,and the radio sets which were used, but

that may come later as “enough is enough" for both of us.I am willi ng to

pay for the res earch of information, Thank you for your past help.

incerely.

ANB3, RAP, —
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ROYTAL AIR FORCE. :

re ; ATRORAF®# “ACOIDEN REPORT

Date: 8 September 1970

Airoraft; Lightning Mc Fé XS 894

Crew: ; . One

Sortie: Tactical Bvaluation {frercise ~ Rignt |rc .
Shadowing and Shepherding: of Low Speed .
Targets

Casualties: One killed ,

Aircraft Damage: Category 5 ~ -

Tnit: No 5 Squadron, RAF Binbrook

: Ciroumstances --

1. No 5 Squadron was participating in a Strike Command Tactical! Evaluation
i (Taceval) exercine at HAF Binbrook. The pilot of the accident alreraft wos a

, USAF exchange offioer whose experience included two tours of duty on USAF FLO2
‘ail. weather fighter, advorefty. . He had accumlated 121 hours on Lightning ~

- PRs ee HY ate se emmemeee
—

“this was an unusually chortS period but the category was ‘justified by his USAF |.
"experience as squadron pilot and ocu instructor, and by” his results in’ simulator.

, training and dual flying tactical andi weapons checks on the Lighining. The -

naximmm effeative use of the lightning weepons system and because he had not

yet met the requirement for full visident missions, he had completed only two of,
the specified three phases of preparation. In consequence at hts. stage of

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

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

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

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

mission.

7

2

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

' >

a

2. On the day of the accident the pilot was ordered to his aircraft at 18342
hours, and, after waiting on readiness, was scrambled at 1947Z hours. He

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

'
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Gepersal. On return he ordered fuel only and-no tumround servicing. Aocording
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' to standing instructions ‘the engineer officer on anky oxdexed, @ fall turmround. |
i. ...7 fhe tumnround was"‘delayed, snd during this delay the pilot was wamed that he |!
-" * would be’ ‘setambled as soon as he was ready. He asked the groandorew to expedite '

! the turnreund, however, before it was completed he called for engine starting, -
, failed to sign the servicing certificate end taxied cut at 20252 hours.. As he
: entered the wonway the metal tumroind board and attached servicing certificate : |

fh, ! , fell off the airoraft. ~~ a .
. 

:

a 
‘

re _ ‘3. Unlmown to the station and squadron, the Taceval team had just changed the. ° i.
i - | exeraize seenario from normal interceptions to interception, or shadowing or * ; 7

oO shepherding on alow speed-low flying targets. The targets were Sheckleton

{ airoraft flying at 160 knots, and at the minim enthorised heignt of 1500 feet 1 :
as specified in Group Orders. The minimm speed for ‘Lightning aiveraft for
visident practices is 200 knots, which was not specified as an order, but was

‘ yeferred to in the Lightning squadron training syllabus. The syllabus made no
refarence to shedowing or shepherding techniques. « ‘Shedowing and shepherding are-

however included in the war task of Lightning squadrons and, time, were

- ‘theoretically subject to Taceval. -

o
a
n

a tA. The piley Hooke off at20302 ‘and was ordered to climb ‘to FL 100; he was = 77";
~ptild unaware of the type or height of his target. He was handed over to the
i MRS and was given in a short space of time, the Qi, and height of target (2,500 i:
|* t) » and a shadowing task with target speed of 160 knots. He was told to
‘ gecelerate towards the target which was 28 ums away. At 20392, the pilot

. acknowledged instructions to accelerate to 0.95M to effect a rapid take over
‘} from another Lightning, this in a tone of surprise. Ee was given various

, alterations to heading until he announced that he was in contact with lights but

‘ would have to manoeuvre to slow dow; his voice souded strained as though he was

, affected by 'G', At 2040% the MES broadcast that the Controller was being
, ' Changed; at this time the- Lightning was turning port et about 220 knots. At

, ; 20412 the aircraft was seen by the other Lightning pilot, who had just broken.

awey from the target, tp be at about 2,000 yards astern and 500 to 1,000 feet
; above the Shackleton, in a port tum, ‘The Shackleton erew then saw the airoraft,
apparently very low. ‘The MRS Chief Controller had appreciated that this was a

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

| at 20402 the Lightning pilot failed to acknowledge instructions, he instituted
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_ emergency, procedures, howevery he experienced aifciculty in”inekeing contact with
the Shackleton because he did not have immediate access to 243.0 Mhz, An

vt ‘immediate air search by the target Shackleton, and subsequent air/sea search the
following day, failed to detect; any trace of the airoraft or pilot.

“Determination of Causes : 2
Se From caloulations provided by the Board of Inquiry and expert BOUrceS, &
search by a EN minesweeper "letated" the wreckage nearly 2 months“later, The

' aizoraft was in a complete state except that the port wing had broken off and
1 buckled under the fuselage, and some fugelage panels were missing, The cockpit ©
; canopy was attached but not closed and there. was no sign of the pilot.

; Examination of the wreckage showed that the. aizoraft ‘had struck the sea at a low-
speed, in a tail-down attitude with a minimal rate of° descent. It ‘Sppeared to
: have planed on the surface and come to rest comparatively slowly. ‘Both throttles
‘were in the reheat gates, there was a nose-up trin of 6° 2 undercarriage Was up,
‘flaps down and airbrakes out. There was no sig of fire or explosion and expert-,

, examination revealed no indication ‘that the sircraft was| other than serviceable
at impact. .

:6s The ejection seat Lower handle had been pulled to the full extent allowed ~
by the interrupter link on the mein gun. sear. The cenopy gun sear had been ~
‘Withdrawn, but the canopy gun cartridge had received only a light percussion

‘ strike and had not fired. ‘the canopy had been released by the normal operating
‘lever, the harness QRB was undone, the PRO discomected and the PSP lanyard had

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

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

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

"his eiroraft whilst slowing dewn and acquiring his target, and that he had
, inadvertently flown his airoraft into the seae The pilot had attempted to
+seecover the situation by selecting reheat, which failed to take effect, with the ;
etroraft tail ekinming on the water. He had then initiated an ejection which
: Was unsuccessful because of the interruption of the sequence by the fatlure of

. the eenopy to jettison. He then mamally abandoned the aircraft but because he
' has not been found, he was presumed to have drowned during or after his escape.
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38, > fhe Light percussion strike ‘on the o:canopy gun ‘cartridge | occurred because of :
‘negligent servicing, in that the firing wit was incorrectly seated because of

Mavi" damaged sorew threads.

;Oe_ The Board made a number of seconmendations relating to inconsistenalés and
DA : omissions in orders, instructions and the training syllabus, concerning low seca :
elo ' vinidents end the shadowing and shepherding techniques. They also made pis
&: ‘ : mecommendations concerning the access of MRSs to emergency frequencies, and for.

| remedial action concerning Lightning canopy edection guns.
‘ 

. 7. - " H
, Remarks of the Air Officer Commanding-~in~Chief Coe |

10. The A0C-in-C stated that in common with’ so meny’‘neoldante, this soctdent haa
‘no single root cause, and he agreed with the Board's conclusions, He said that
‘the pilot made an error of judguent in allowing his aircraft to get into a _

*. position from which he was unable to recover. Because of mitigating clremstances,

‘his error was excuseable.
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ile The A0G-in-ct & comments on the ‘Board’ s recomendations are govered below. 7

< "i Bikasaaéat kotor” ne ns
a2. The Board's recommendation concerming access to the emergency radio frequency |

rere by the MRS was not accepted by the ANC-in-G, who stated that MRSS, already have i {.:
. the facility to select 243.0 Mhz although they do not normally monitor it, He
‘ considered that the allocation of a safety frequency for use during all peecetine

"| exercises had more merit.
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; 13. The hitherto undetected wealmess in training for the Laentification,
' Shadowing and shepherding of low altitude, low speed targets, have been rectified
_ a8 follows:

Reg a. No ll (Fighter) Group Air Staff Orders now specify a minimm speed for :
_ 4 1 visident targets, and minimm target speeds and heights for shadowing and .
-} tiv -phepherding operations by day and night.

b. New tactios have been devised and published in the Lightning Tacties |
Manual,

¢. Shadowing and shepherding tasks have been included in the Anmal

Training Syllabus for Lightning Squadrons,

i | | i | | | | i i | \ i | | | | i j i
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a —~-da—t Pilots of “‘airoraft under GOI control mst now read beck: altineter
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to > gettings before descending to low level,
7 _-@. ~<A radio safety frequency is allocated for all exeroises.
i £. During all pertinent exercises, 2 target radio frequency, plan will be

available so that two way commmication between the MRS and target aizoratt ;

oan be established ‘rapidly in any emergency situation. °
. o f. on
: »e

nae Servicing procedures for ‘the inspection, rewarming end servicing of CEDOEY r
. firing units have. been amended. an

‘45. lL ejection seat firing units of a type similar to that which prevented
‘ejection in this accident have been inspected for signs of damagé, ,

‘16. The design of the canopy firing unit has been exemined. No change will be

; Madey however, the Design Authority has been made aware of the failure for
- consideration in future designs. '
i

©

i

-17. The deficiencies revealed by the “change of controller atat ‘the’ RS and the | 7
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] been drawn te the ‘ghtention «of the URS. . sm tee : :
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i 18. The effect of the false soramble and the interrupted tummround in producing | Spe:
'

; conditions of stress, has been drawn to the attention of all 11 Group Stations,

19. Thes defiotencies in planning, and liaison with the station operations staff .

: and Taceval Team.

. 20, Negligence in the fitting of the canopy jettison firing wit could not be :
attritmted to any specific person. The Corporal who was responsible for ;

: Rexvieing the mit was found excusably negligent. No disciplinary sction was -

taken againet him becange of the involvement of other persomel, the lack of
3 ‘clear servicing instzucbtons and guidance on the acceptable degree of burring of |
"(| the screw threads, the lack of evidence that he had caused the damage to the

. threads, end. because he did not finally fit the unit to the Jettison gun.
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From:

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

5in Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB:

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Shipston-On-Stour Our Reference:

Warwickshire D/DAS/64/3

Section 40_| Date
20 July 2004

DeaESIED

Thank you for your letter dated 13 June 2004.

You will know from previous correspondence from my colleague SRNeMemMOM that there were no

other sightings of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ in the Stratford-Upon-Avon area on the 6 April

2004, other than the names you have just sent to us. They did not file a report with the MOD.

We are satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s

airspace was breached by any unauthorised aircraft.

As to your question of a helicopter flying around the area marked on the map, I have checked and

there were no helicopters flying over that area at that time and date of the sighting.

I hope this has been of help.

Yours sincerely
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PO Box 23
Wheatley

OXFORD = |

Shipston-On-Sstoura +44 (0)1869 320989 | Warwickshire
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PAGE 13 ,
The Stratford Standard, Friday Aprii 16, 2004

Can ou shec

TWO. students. are trying to
find a rational explanation

behind an unidentified flying

object seen hovering outside

Stratford.
The friends - 20-year-old

Victoria Ricketts from Bidford

and 19-year-old Lucy Holbrooke

from Broom - were driving back

from the cinema in Solihull just

before midnight last Tuesday

when the strange goings-on

began.

Victoria, a student at the

University of Lancashire, said

they noticed a distant pink light

in the sky and thought it was a

bright star or planet. |

But a few minutes later as the

pair drove back to Bidford

through Henley and towards —
Great Alne, the light that had-

seemed to be a distant star was«
suddenly much lower.

The friends decided it was just
a plane, with a red light at the.

back of it and white lights at the .

front.

They continued driving home
through Great Alne but as they

turned a corner approaching the.

village they were suddenly con-

_ fronted by a sight they still can

not comprehend or explain. —"-

According to the students, a_

binocular-shaped object with -
two bright headlights at the

front and a flashing light at the

back was hovering silently at.

street lamp height only 200

metres in front of them.

“’Y have never been Sopetit
in my entire life- never, "Victor
told The Standard.

“I am not one of those peop |
who believes in all the alien and

UFO madness but how can

something -go from being the |
height of a star to the height of a —
plane to being just off the ©
ground so quickly? It does not

make sense.’

The object disappeared as.

soon as a car came rushing up~

behind the two friends but they~

believe somebody else must

have seen it or can offer a ratio-_

nal explanation. _

Did you see the UFO or know
what it was? If so, write to the
editor at the usual address” on
page .wo.
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From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue,
London WC2N 3BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000

(Fax)

Sector 40 Your Reference:

West Kilbride . . Our Reference:

Ayrshire D/DAS/64/3

22 June 2004

resection 40

Thank you for your letter dated 7 June 2004.

You seem to believe we are questioning your intelligence on the matter of ‘UFO’s, I can assure
you, this is not the case. It is simply that the MOD has no expertise or role in respect of the
possibility of life on other planets. We remain open-minded, but to date we know of no evidence

which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. I have therefore, nothing further to
add.

Your letter will be placed on our files.

Yours sincerely
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From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

Your Reference

Brighton Bib Rebergace
ae _— DateEast Sussex Tt jane 200 4

I am writing in response to your letters dated 7 April, 17 May and 4 June regarding reports of

sightings of ‘unidentified flying objects’. I will address all your comments in this one reply.

First I will clarify the MOD’s position regarding reports of ‘UFO’ sightings. Most people relate
the term “Unidentified Flying Object’ to extraterrestrial craft. The MOD has no expertise or role

regarding the possibility of life on other planets. We remain open minded but know of no

substantive evidence of the existence of such phenomena or of visits to the UK by extraterrestrial

craft. You say that the MOD “has already found something but it is so astounding that we do not

know how to tell the public”. This is simply not the case.

The integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is maintained through continuous

surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved by using a

combination of civil and military radar installations, which provide a continuous real-time
“picture” of the UK airspace. Any threat to the UK Air Policing Area would be handled in the
light of the particular circumstances at the time (it might if deemed appropriate, involve the

scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft). From that perspective, 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.

You mentioned reports from military aircrew and unidentified aircraft tracked on radar. The MOD
very occasionally receives a report from military aircrew of a sighting of something that has not

been immediately identifiable. These are examined by those staff within the MOD with
responsibility for air defence matters. Unidentified aircraft tracks detected on radar should not be

confused with UFOs. The fact that the precise identity of an aircraft cannot be established does

not render it a UFO. There are a number of reasons why some aircraft cannot be positively

identified and, in these instances, assumptions have to be made. In the vast majority of cases,
unidentified aircraft can be assumed to be friendly by virtue of behavioural characteristics. Any

unidentified aircraft acting suspiciously would normally be intercepted.



-

In your e-mail of 17 May you asked us to confirm that GCHQ Cheltenham collate and forward to
MOD all reports of ‘unidentified aircraft sightings’. We are not aware that GCHQ have any role
in this area.

Finally, in your e-mail of 4 June you asked if air defence records will be made public under the
Freedom of Information Act 2000. When the FOI Act is introduced in J anuary 2005 the public
will gain a statutory right to request information from Government Departments. These requests
will be handled in accordance with the FOI Act and information will be released whenever
possible. Information can be withheld under one of the 23 exemptions in the Act if a harm would
be caused by its release. It is likely that, if requested, information concerning the operations of air
defence aircraft would be withheld as its release could be useful to hostile nations and therefore
damaging to the defence of the UK.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



1@e-sec3

From: D UK-SO1 AIR OPS 2

Sent: 12 June 2004 03:03

To: DAS-Sec3

Subject: RE: UFO enquiry

| believe you are spot on on both accounts.

a
y

j
o
)

D UK, SO1 Air Ops 2

MT 466

EERE40
| Original Message-----

From: DAS-Sec3.

Sent: 10 June 2004 09:01

To: D UK-SO1 AIR OPS 2

Subject: UFO enquiry

One of our correspondents has asked the following and | would be grateful for your advice.

1. "In your letter of 19.2.04 there is a mention of ‘scrambling or diversion of air defence

aircraft’ in relation to potential air threat. | assume that these operations would be logged and

recorded in some manner. Is it possible that such records are available to the public under

the FOI Act?" ;

2. "Could you confirm that all reports of unidentified aircraft sightings from all sources are

collated and forwarded to the MOD by GCHQ Cheltenham”.

With regard to Q1 | thought we could say something along the lines of: "When the FOI Act is

introduced in January 2005 the public will gain a statutory right to request information from

Government Departments. These requests will be handled in accordance with the FOIA and

information will be released whenever possible. Information can be withheld under one of the

23 exemptions in the Act if a harm wouldbe caused by its release. It is likely that, if

requested, information concerning the operations of air defence aircraft would be withheld as

its release could be useful to hostile nations and therefore damaging to the defence of the UK.

As for Q2, | am not sure whether he means UFO reports or reports of unidentified aircraft in

UK airspace. However,as far as | am aware GCHQ do not have a role in collating reports of

either.

| would be grateful for your advice on what we can say in reply to these.

DAS-Sec3

MT6/73 Section 40 |
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@as-sec;

rom:
Sent: 04 June 2004 11:05

To: Section 40

Subject: Scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft - Records

z your letter of 19-2-04 there is a mention of * scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft’ in
relation to potential air threat. | assume that these operations would be logged and recorded in some

manner. Is it possible that such records are available to the public under the F.O.1. Act?

Thank you

—_
east sussex

"A

08/06/2004
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

OfOs /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

to DAS/AAY Pit? TO RefNo_ S854 2004

~ | Date \9 MAY 04

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 attac reat 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. In particular, information can only be withheld if it falls

within the scope of a particular exemption. However, some exemptions are subject to a

‘public interest test’, whereby the harm associated with disclosure must be weighed against

the public interest in release. Applicants must be informed of any decision to apply an

exemption and of their right to appeal against this decision by writing to D Info(Exp). A full

explanation is contained in DCI(Gen) 232/01; further information is available from DG Info

on Section 40 |

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence

received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and

reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending

Review 2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. In addition, we are

required to keep information on the number of requests for information that 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

t: or

f Section 40 § CHOtS: Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk.

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on dNet at Attp://main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/ParlBrch/TOGuid.htm If you do not

have access to dNet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

“ Delete as appropriate.
-
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Page 1 of 1

inisters

From:
Sent: 17 May 2004 17:54

To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subject: GCHQ reports

Sir,

Could you confirm that all reports of unidentified aircraft sightings from all sources are collated and
forwarded to the MOD by GCHQ Cheltenham.

Thank you,

Brig =
East Sussex

)

18/05/2004



Brighton

Bast

Sussex
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Sir,

After studying the standard response to UFO queries

which is sent out by the MOD, it is apparent that the

Ministry is not being straightforward with the public. A

brief analysis of the wording shows :

1. "The MOD does not have any expertise or role in

respect of UFO / flying saucer matters........ "

As the role of the MOD includes identification of

intruding aircraft or objects by radar, visual or

aerial interception, this statement is misleading, since

the MOD has ample evidence of UFO activity both in the UK and

other countries via shared Intelligence gathering.

2. eeee ee the MOD knows of no evidence which

substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena."

It is a recorded fact that many RAF pilots ,

aircrew and groundstaff have reported observations of

anomalous objects, some at close range, which they could

not identify as known aircraft but which demonstrated

superior controlled flight capabilities. It is also a

fact that some unidentified aircraft have been tracked

by radar and recordings made of the radar display. As

described above ,the MOD has access to ALL international

evidence.

3. "The MOD examines any “UFO” reports it receives

solely to establish whether what was seen might have

some defence significance; namely, whether there is any

evidence that the UK*s airspace might have been

compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat.......

and to date no “UFO ~*~ report has revealed such evidence,

we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of

each sighting reported to us."

The critical wording here is "evidence of a potential

threat ".

The MOD appears to be doing the right thing in

rejecting reports which have no solid material basis, BUT

have not investigated any of them in depth. Therefore ,

how can it be assumed that ALL reports do not contain

any ‘evidence of a potential threat*>.The wording of this part

of the statement is un-intentionally revealing, as "...we do

not attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting



reported to us",covers ALL the sightings information reaching

the MOD from all sources.

4. "We believe that rational explanations such as

aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for

them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it

is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of

aerial identification service. It would be an

inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do

so."

cont.

This paragraph condenses the attitude of the MOD to

the UFO problem. Whilst admitting that there are

Sightings, the MOD refutes any suggestion that they

should be taken seriously, claiming that they do not have

sufficient funds to investigate.This attitude of " there is

nothing to find ,so we are not looking" is putting a brave face

on it,but sooner or later the MOD will be forced to admit to the

public that they have ALREADY FOUND SOMETHING but it is so

astounding that they don’t know how to tell us!

To summarise:

1.The MOD does have expertise in identifying air intrusions.

2.The MOD does have evidence of unidentified flying objects.

3.The MOD covers up evidence by stating "unless there is

evidence of a potential threat we do not attempt to identify".

4.The MOD states that all unidentified flying objects are

aircraft lights or natural phenomena, which are not worth

investigating due to the expenditure involved.

Conclusion:

As the evidence within the public domain has comprehensively

demonstrated, a phenomenon exists, which the MOD and government

are denying. Whether this attitude is based on

misinformation, ignorance or an attempt to protect the public

from social upheaval, in the long term it will fail.Despite the

best efforts of government to delay the release of information,

the truth will out,leaving politicians and civil servants mired

in their own denials.

Hopefully, common sense will guide you.

Yours faithfully,



enail: Sis
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

| rf v /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

to DAS Sec TORefNo_ S41 _ 2004

“ _ Date LA MAY 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 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. In particular, information can only be withheld if it falls

within the scope of a particular exemption. However, some exemptions are subject to a

‘public interest test’, whereby the harm associated with disclosure must be weighed against

the public interest in release. Applicants must be informed of any decision to apply an

exemption and of their right to appeal against this decision by writing to D Info(Exp). A full

explanation is contained in DCI(Gen) 232/01; further information is available from DG Info

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence

received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and

reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending

Review 2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. In addition, we are

required to keep information on the number of requests for information that 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

t: or SOR
£ Section 40|_§ CHOts: — orreebon ence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk.

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on dNet at http://main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/ParlBrch/TOGuid.htm If you do not
have access to dNet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
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B. s.isters

Page 1 of 1

From: Section 40) |

Sent: 08 May 2004 11:04

To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subject: MOD standard UFO

Sir,

Please read attached file, | would appreciate your comments.

Thank you,

10/05/2004
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Brighton

Bast

Sussex

Sir,

After studying the standard response to UFO queries

which is sent out by the MOD, it is apparent that the

Ministry is not being straightforward with the public. A

brief analysis of the wording shows

1. "The MOD does not have any expertise or role in

respect of UFO / flying saucer matters........ "

As the role of the MOD includes identification of

intruding aircraft or objects by radar, visual or aerial

interception, this statement is misleading, since the MOD

has ample evidence of UFO activity both in the UK and other

countries via shared Intelligence gathering.

2. Meee eee. the MOD knows of no evidence which

substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.”

It is a recorded fact that many RAF pilots ,

aircrew and groundstaff have reported observations of

anomalous objects, some at close range, which they could

not identify as known aircraft but which demonstrated

superior controlled flight capabilities. It is also a

fact that some unidentified aircraft have been tracked by

radar and recordings made of the radar display. As

described above ,the MOD has access to ALL international

evidence.

3. "The MOD examines any “UFO” reports it receives

solely to establish whether what was seen might have

some defence significance; namely, whether there is any

evidence that the UK’s airspace might have been

compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless

there is evidence of a potential threat....... and to

date no “UFO ~ report has revealed such evidence, we do

not attempt to identify the precise nature of each

sighting reported to us."

The critical wording here is "evidence of a potential

threat ".

The MOD appears to be doing the right thing in

rejecting reports which have no solid material basis, BUT

have not investigated any of them in depth. Therefore ,

how can it be assumed that ALL reports do not contain

any ‘evidence of a potential threat’.The wording of this part of

the statement is un-intentionally revealing, as "...we do not

attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported



to us",covers ALL the sightings information reaching the MOD from

all sources.

4. "We believe that rational explanations such as

aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for

them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it

is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of

aerial identification service. It would be an inappropriate

use of defence resources if we were to do so."

cont.

This paragraph condenses the attitude of the MOD to

the UFO problem. Whilst admitting that there are

sightings, the MOD refutes any suggestion that they should

be taken seriously, claiming that they do not have

sufficient funds to investigate.This attitude of " there is

nothing to find ,so we are not looking" is putting a brave face

on it,but sooner or later the MOD will be forced to admit to the

public that they have ALREADY FOUND SOMETHING but it is so

astounding that they don’t know how to tell us!

To summarise:

1.The MOD does have expertise in identifying air intrusions.

2.The MOD does have evidence of unidentified flying objects.

3.The MOD covers up evidence by stating "unless there is

evidence of a potential threat we do not attempt to identify".

4.The MOD states that all unidentified flying objects are

aircraft lights or natural phenomena, which are not worth

investigating due to the expenditure involved.

Conclusion:

As the evidence within the public domain has comprehensively

demonstrated, a phenomenon exists, which the MOD and government

are denying. Whether this attitude is based on

misinformation, ignorance or an attempt to protect the public from

social upheaval, in the long term it will fail.Despite the best

efforts of government to delay the release of information, the

truth will out,leaving politicians and civil servants mired in

their own denials.

Hopefully, common sense will guide you.

Yours faithfully,





erunocction 40.
Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3

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

— feMiami 33183 Dib Reference
; DatU.S.A 68 June 2004

ergy section 40

Thank you for your recent undated letter addressed to the Secretary of State for Defence, the
Rt Hon Geoff Hoon MP, regarding extraterrestrial craft. Your letter has been passed to this office
as we are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence (MOD) for correspondence of this nature.

First it may be helpful if I explain that the MOD examines any reports of ‘unidentified flying
objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some defence
significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might
have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a
potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and to date no 'UFO' report has

revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be

found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the MOD to
provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an inappropriate use of defence

resources if we were to do so.

With regard to the CD you sent with your letter, 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, however, that

to date the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged

phenomena.

Yours sincerely,
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DAS (Sec.’ TORefNo___ SE BY 2004

W

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. In particular, information can only be withheld if it falls

within the scope of a particular exemption. However, some exemptions are subject to a

‘public interest test’, whereby the harm associated with disclosure must be weighed against

the public interest in release. Applicants must be informed of any decision to apply an

exemption and of their right to appeal against this decision by writing to D Info(Exp). A full

explanation is contained in DCI(Gen) 232/01; further information is available from DG Info

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence

received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and

reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending

Review 2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. In addition, we are

required to keep information on the number of requests for information that 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

CEE «: SOS

faSection 40] § CHOtS: Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk.

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on dNet at Attp://main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/ParlBrch/TOGuid.htm If you do not

have access to dNet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit.
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Dear Sir,

Please find enclosed a CD containing information about an

extraterrestrial craft. I have been aboard such a craft and can verify the propulsion

system as described is the practical alternative for both terrestrial and space travel.

The craft uses two propulsion methods — one is benign and used only to elevate

and steer the vessel to a low altitude where a more volatile antimatter system is

deployed. Both systems are utilized on the exterior of the craft.

Ifa vacuum is constantly created over one half of its exterior surface, the pressure

of surrounding air on the remaining surface would propel the craft at a high rate.

The antimatter system functions in a similar way, but can be used outside a

planets influence for space is full of transitional energy. The power coefficient in

a matter/antimatter reaction is considerably greater.

Also, because the atmosphere in front of the craft is constantly evaporated there is

no friction or resistance to its movement; it is therefore silent and moving at

optimum efficiency. Its acceleration is therefore limitless.

I have the complete constructional details - there are many “inventions” involved,

some of which can be used for other applications to supply unlimited energy.

I realize some governments are aware of extraterrestrial activity in our skies and
even fire on it occasionally with their laser canons — these countries including

USA and S.Africa, I will not approach.

I need not remind you that this is a tiny planet in a seemingly infinite Universe. It

is imperative that a means is found to augment an escape from its confines

especially in view of recent terrorist events that threaten everyone’s safety and

could lead to a nuclear threat. You owe it to the people of your country to

investigate any and all possibilities. Leave your Earthly prejudice behind and put

any reservations you may have about its construction into writing. Contact me for

the answers.

Sincerely,
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From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7

(GTN)

Your Reference

Qur Reference

aera DIDAS/64/3
urledon —. . ate

Nr Southampton 8 June 2004
Section 4

Dear SERIE

In my letter of 6 April 2004 , I promised to see what information we hold concerning the alleged
‘UFO’ incident in the vicinity of the home of the Rt Hon Michael Howard QC MP on
8 March 1997. ,

I have now had an opportunity to view the relevant files and a copy of the papers found are

attached for your information. Personal data has been removed in accordance with the Data
Protection Act 1998.

I hope this is helpful. =)

Yours sincerely,



‘

at

, 4

Folkestone

Kent

25 May 1997

The Honourable Roger Gale MP

House of Commons

London

SWIA OAA

Dear Sir,

I have been reading extracts from a book on the

Subject of UFOs called Open Skies-Closed Minds” by a
Mr Nick Pope. I found the material quite incredible,
especially coming from a civil servant in The Ministry
of Defence..

What I find quite inconceivable is that the government
continue to deny or even acknowledge the existence of
UFOs in spite of all the evidence.

For The Ministry of Defence to claim that incidents

such as that at Rendlesham Forest in 1980 are of no
defence significance is totally Outrageous and I feel
this policy needs to be reversed.

It would not be a good idea for me to approach my own
MP, Michael Howard on this, as I understand he had an
experience of his own (see enclosure). Nevertheless, I
feel that this particular incident is a grave matter
of security.

I hope you will consider raising these issues in
Parliament,

Yours Sincerely
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J FOMEEF_
UFO MONITORS EAST KENT

Address: Ny 77

Tel: AgelD.O.B: &//0/2t CZS Ya)
Date of observation: 6 2 [{'og / 4}. Time: O27 QO ltr

Locality of observation: = “Tyo yj UeEY or RuommAaH, Wear hy ripe
How long was the object visible: Pome

Please describe the weather conditions if possible: C Uenl “A Ceeck .

Position of Sun/Moon in relation to object seen: _//,/a -

Please try and describe the object seen as best as you can: TTR ANG ULA IE / ClLovanD|Sipe AWA Z Plery CA Lnach,

Was the object brighter than the background sky: Kem _

If so was it brighter than the Sun/Moon/Headlights: rd ah bunbh> Dur md freeke

Was the object observed through binoculars/telescope: /W/* -

Try to give an approximation of the objects size: wee Xe . ie

How did you happen to notice the object: S25 Ele. Lala ian Noth 4 Cone pe

lu Gj. . | ~
Where were you and what were you doing at the time: Vuwins See fr ga ;

Please try and estimate the distance of the object: =.4-4...9< L- Quo Arion

Are there any Airports/Military/Governmental facilities in the area of your observation:

Have you ever seen anything else which you would describe as unusual: ,)/faa

(If yes please give details on a separate sheet of paper )

Please draw a rough sketch of the area and of the object observed on the reverse of this form.

Have you reported the incident to anyone else (if so who and when): ~//fA :

Please enclose any photographs/video which will be returned if requested. A“[a ,

Do you object to us using your name with regard to this report: A/fo

Thanking you for your co-operation in this matter, and, i
incident,

we may contact you further regarding this



UFO MONITORS EAST KENT

STATEMENT OF DECLARATION

DECLARE THAT THE DETAILS GIVEN BY MYSELF, ARE TO MY KNOWLEDGE
TRUE AND CORRECT. I ALSO APPROVE/DO-NOF-APPROVE OF MY NAME BEING

3 USED IN CONNECTION WITH THE REPORT GIVEN BY ME.

I ALSO APPROVE/DO-NOF-APPROVE- OF ANY PHOTOGRAPHS/VIDEO FOOTAGE
MADE BY ME, OR OF MYSELF PRODUCED BY UFOMEK DURING INTERVIEWS
BEING USED IN CONJUNCTION WITH MY REPORT IN ANY PUBLICATION,

SIGNED,

DATE: .....0000sA a Las ¢ :eoonee

SIGNED: .

( UFOMEK INVESTIGAT

eaceses



UFO MONITORS EAST KENT

FOLKESTONE.
BRAMLING, KENT.
CANTERBURY BURMARSH SIGHTING WITNESS STATEMENT Tel.
KENT.

“It was very early in the morning, I think it was about three o’clock. I was driving
back from dropping some friends off and I was coming down the road and I felt,

I said afterwards to other people since, that I felt really weird. I was really looking

over my shoulder on the way home. I was a bit scared, a weird feeling anyway.

And I saw something in front of me, and thought “Oh my God what the hell is it 2“,

and sort of slowed down because I thought it was coming at me, and it stopped in a
field in front of me. Probably 3 to 400 yards away, and I slowed down looking at it.

) It was just this huge triangle thing, which was a lot bigger than an aeroplane, but there
is no way that I could have mistaken it for an aeroplane. or anything like that.

It had lights all around the outside, and this disc attached to the back, and a big light
on the front. I pulled up to stop, and as 1 did it shot off. Literally shot off. I

thought “Oh God what is this? This is really, really scary.” And it stopped again,

sort of another 500 yards away from me, and it did that four times. It just

shot further and further away, but stopped four times, sort of moved for

about 5-6 seconds, stopped for 2 sec's, then moved again for another 5-6 seconds
and so on. The object was moving Westwards., and all the time it was making

this weird humming sound. There was no other noise , like an aircraft engine.

It was really peculiar, it was, I wouldn’t say shiny, but looked more sort of tin

foily, sort of shimmery. It was shiny in places, and not in others. I just don’t

know what it was, it was so weird. The lights were really bright, a very bright one at
3 the front, and when it shot off, I saw a light in each corner, which were white in

colour. The ones around the outside were a sort of yellow-white, and there

was also a circle of light in the middle, of the same colour as the outside ones.

‘WhenI first saw it, the point was facing me, but when it shot off it sort of...
I don’t know, it must have swiveld, but I don’t remember it swivelling,

because I could see it side on then, and I could see underneath as it shot off,

and there was this circle of lights.

I probably got a good look at it literally for a matter of seconds, and then

it flicked off, and then stopped for a few seconds, and then it flicked off again

and so on. I would say no more than 25 seconds, if that. I saw it for quite a

long time in the distance, because I saw all these lights, and thought they were just
lights. It wasn’t until I got closer that I thought “Bloody hell, what is that?”
So maybe I saw it for a lot longer that I thought.

It wasn’t something like you see on television, like the futuristic planes,



well you can always tell that they are planes. Where as this was not

like that. I was really frightened by it, and I’m not stupid. I don’t believe

in anything like that (UFO’s). This is not something I’ve ever seen

before or like something we would have built. It was just too weird, too

odd, and the strange shimmer effect. It looked like an object suspended,

had no wobble or anything like that. And when it moved off it was like

a fluid movement, it was really odd. There was no slowing down or

speeding up during each movement, like when you flip a coin or stone

across the water.

The object was like an equelatteral triangle, about double the size of

an airliner, maybe as big as a football field. It wasn’t very thick, but

seemed thin along the edges, but sort of mounding in the middle. As

I said there was this humming sound, like the sound you hear when

you stand under overhead power cables. WhenI first heard the noise

I thought it was the car engine playing up, and put my foot on the

accelerator, for a second or two, but the noise was still there, and

it was then that I realised the sound was coming from the object.

When the object finally disappeared, I kept looking around in the sky,

thinking “Oh God where has it gone?” Looking for lights, anything,

even aircraft lights and it was then that I noticed there were no stars visible.

All the time I had the feeling of the hairs standing up on the back of my

neck, and I was convinced I had someone in the car with me. I felt really

scared, as I drove home. I think I arrived home about twenty past three,

maybe _haif-past three, I don’t remember. But I woke everyone up and

told them what I had seen and had a drink to calm me down. I was

ORIGINAL
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By Sarah Hall
SHEPWAY has once again become the centre
of a wave of suspected UFO sightings..
' Three people contacted

the Herald this week after

a strange object was seen

looming in the sky over

the Romney Marsh area in-

the early hours of last

Saturday morning.

was amazed to see a large:

triangular - ‘space-ship’

stop in a field directly in

front of her, as she drove

home through Donkey

_Street in New Romney at

- just after 3am on Saturday
Sophie Wadleigh, 25, offa!morning.

. “As3

was so peculiar, it all felt

really odd and I heard this

humming noise.

ed across the

field I saw a large triangu-
‘lar’ shaped flying craft
hovering about 300 metres

off the ground.

“It had a large dome at

one end and a lot of bright

lights around the sides and

5: looked quite shiny — 1Shepherds walk,» Hythegs Shocked Sophie said: wie really had no idea what it
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was and just sat in the car

looking at it.

“After a few seconds
shot off leaving in a flash

of light, travelling about

500m across the field and

stopping again.

“It did this four times
and then flew into the dis-

tance and | watched until

it was out of sight.

“I have talked to friends

since who have said that it

was probably an aeroplane

or an advanced Stealth

bomber — but I have

never seen anything like it

before.”

And it would seem the

Strange object was also

spotted by two men as

they returned home from a

night out.

Ji Lane, 23, and

Christopher Lee, 27, from

Lathe Farm in New

~Romney were just locking

up when they spotted a

mysterious shape in the

field opposite,

Mr Lane said: “It was

crazy —— | was petting a

drink in the kitchen when |
Saw these strange lights in

the sky just over the field

across the road from our:

house.

“T wasn’t sure what they

were as they weren’l mov-

ing so I called Chris and

we both’ watched this
weird floating object.

“We could only just

make it. out as we were

quite far away, But when

we ran outside to get a bet-

ter look it had shot into the

distance.”

Silent

finish almost like a dia-
mond.

These objects aregglso
Said to be capable ofStay-
ing completely still and

then shooting off. at
incredible speeds, normal-
ly after a dramatic flash iin
the air. :

Local expert and
UFOMEK assistant co-
ordinator, Chris- Rolfe
from Hill Road,
Folkestone said: “I am
really not at all surprised
at the descriptions 2gjyen
about the flying objects —

*“i" these flying triangles have
been spotted all over the
country, . “ae ‘

4

Myth ~

“The earliest record we
have of such a sighting
was in 1973, when a group

of boys at the Duke of
York’s school in Dover
spotted the triangular

shaped UFO. oes

“We don’t know what
they are but the humming
noise rules out the Stealth

bomber myth as they
make no noise at all.

“The really’ peculiar
thing about this sightingis
that we thought something
might happen as much of.
Folkestone experienced a
power cut last week —~ an‘

occurance. which, .often

happens before or after a
sighting.” «x
Mr Rolfe also believes.

the military know- all
about the mysterions.¢craft::
Spottedin the sky.

He claims that after sev-“
eral UFO sightings. RAF

” and- NATO ‘aircraft. have.
Mr Lee added: “if it was

an aeroplane of some sort

you would have. expected :

there to have been loads of -

noise but this was silent.“’

“Also it was'a lot longer
than a plane and moved

incredibly- quickly — |
have no idea what it was
and’ we were both left

speechless.”

: Both descriptions of the

UFO fit those researched

by the Shepway based
UFOMEK: monitoring©
group — who have collat-

ed files on reported UFO

sightings iin the area.
- According to. UFOMEK-| J
Strange objects seen in the

sky are ‘usually described
by ‘spotters’ as triangular

disc-like objects with a

been‘seen patrolling the.
area, .
He said: “We believe the

_ military: know,a lot more:
“than they are letting on‘
about these sightings.
“For example. a couple
who ‘reported ‘a UFO- in”
Thanet also told of: mili-:
lary activity in Minnis Bay?
and numerous other peo-}
ple have seen RAF planes;
patrolling sighting Spots.We

“ “We don’t know:“what!
these’ objects are: at:‘this?
momentin time andunfor-:

tunately ‘can only" record,
them” as’ -Unidentifiable

ings t0s

Egontact
FOMEK

on (01303) 254774.:

report’ a'UFO'¢
Chris’ Rolfe af
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Spaceships, aliens

and the
UFO'S

looking for Home Secretary, Michael Howard,
expertshave warned.

Following reports of

mystery aircraft sightings

in New Romney and

Burmarsh in last week's

Herald, Chris Rolfe, co-
ordinator of UFOMEK,

has highlighted the close-

ness of the sightingsto the

Shepway MP's home near

the ofd Lympne Castle

ruins.

And he fears that the

position of the sightings is

more than just coinci-

dence, -

Mr Rolfe cautioned: “Ie
would seem the UFO was

totally disinterested in

Sophie, the girl who
teported it and watched it

for quite a long time.

By Sarah Hall

“This certainly makes #
seem like it had 2

and has left me wondering
if it’s purpose had some-
thing to do with Mr
Howard.”
However Mr Rolfe was

amazed tm learn that Mr

Howard's pany agent
knew all about the UFO.
He said: “} phoned Mr

Howasd’s party agent in
Folkestone and asked
whether Mr Howard had

seen anything strange |

was immediately asked if }

meant the UFO.

“The story in last

week's Herald only said

Donkey Street as the sight

of the spotting.

“Donkey Street is a
very long toad and the

feport did not state which

end the UFO was seen at -

so it seems very odd that

thase close to Mr Howard

already knew that tt was

near his house.”

And now Mr Rolfe and

UFOMEK would like to

sce some questions

answered.. -
“t would like to

whether anyone spotted

any strange men poking

about around the arca

afterwards or whether Mr

Howard's security system

was activated in any way.

“The whole story is cre-

ating a lot of interest all

over England and when

~~

Home Sec
spotted over Shepway could have been you think of the implica-

tions # is quite casy to see

“I would love to know

what the Government
think of a strange aircraft
being spotted near fo the
home of one of its senior
cabinet ministers,”

Sophie Wadleigh, of

Shepherds Walk, Hythe,
who saw the large obj

in the sky while driving

home in the early hours of
Saturday, March 8 said:
“The UfO I saw was a
jarge triangular shaped
craft with bright lights
running all round it's
> it was above the field

which lays directly oppo-

site the tum off to Donkey
Street in Burmarsh.

“When you have seen
something like that you
have to ask yourself why
was it there - and maybe

i the Home secretary was

| the reason.”
. When the Heraid con-
tacted Mr Howard’s office

he was unavailable for
| comment.
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Extract from The Folkestone Herald; 20.3.97
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COHCLUS IONS

Whilet we do mot eretend toa bt was that we

Susgesti as
 F

e it
t

rtcbserveds we think we can
what it wasn’t.

Po
y

Ci = 1 gt it
t

ever Farfarmis the wau that this chserwed okiect did.

ATLRCRAE Ys — He nornwal aircraft looks like this object. oar

HELICOPTERS A helicorter can hewers hewevger the sheer sive
of the observed object rules Po this cuts and the nod Freee

helicopter would have been horrendcus given the heieht of th
chserved object.

py

STEALTH TECHMOLOGY: - There bawe been gun Shicrme: that the
abdect observed was a Stealth bomber, "

Oniy (Eo af these aircraft in the USAF 4

have onda Orn & Fulldls operasthoraa

accardinma fe our sours

in aeril i.
Lis wear

coaetoaf the Be? S tealtis ieuber Cea ds

22 millian Fer aircraft?. would the LS

rigk fluina— the aircraft aver Eurorean Countries
we kro Lhe E-2 has onle areeesared ted ce

durans Internationa) Aaireshe

again at the 1596 Farnhboraush Girs

The Be? beaber cannot hovers and makes a btremendceus amount oF
noises and the share of the aircraft in ono wau resembles a
triangle. The object abserved had mares liahts an its base,
wha ich S Some@thins that the Stealth bomber does mat have,
LF the B-2 had the amount of lishts that this object had. it
weuld mot be Stesith. :

BALLOCHs- [Tht has bh

have been & ment se

eossibalite zs

shed that the obiect obserued

eration of balloon. This could be a

+ i touhich the nwain

b Ey Tields mer hin
FPasteenserp large ene

Flanations until such time as hard ‘evidence becomes aygil—
able,

HALLUCINATION:~ Tt is felt that this ceuld moat te a
Possible exelanatian for the Sisahting., as we feel it

to be impossible for Five different witnesses at three
different leacations <Donkes St. Burmarsh-Lower Wail Bed.
Ete os rierfheHldergeate Lane Lunrtirieds te

hallucinatian. Wlscad informwatian has

other wi tnesse

f@ the same

; Listt “that 7

tKianele cheer tSau the Same ar Similar.:

dinaton. .t
 it

[aed
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The tuo Firemen who are rumoured to hawe seen
Michaed fidence have not beer eas
Howeversifethere is ara truth te the reports then the tuo
firemen must have been at Mr. Howards* residence in an
Official caracitus,: as it is about suarter a mile from the -
waidn read CREGEFo. that runs through the villase of Lose ree,
You Canna gee Mr. Howards” residence From the EeGa?r. as the
wood XHGld Hurst-Sldergates. blocks the views, which we feel
rules cut the idea that the tuc firemen were ofF dute and
driving alors. the main road. Therefore we beliewe that
thes must have either been aeeroachinga Mr. Howards? reside-—
fees OF had arrived when thea saw the object. Lintil the trace

Firemen come forward we cannot know the Full facts.
Allo efferts ta track them down have been ga Far met with
Failure.

r
i

We rete came to the object being sisahted cuver the Fesidence
ofclMr. Michael Howard ¢the then Home Secretary of the British
Goverrinin to, Jaking inte account the above regarding the
Luc Firemen who had reported that thes had seen the ohiee t
abowe Mer. Hewards* residences to a freslance reeorters, it
ceudd be that the Securitu Fersonnel assianed ta the Seid
Sider

Street-

@ sau the obdect coming towards them from the Donker

Lower blal] Bead (Burmarsho., ares Lhe southeSeuth-
East, and thinkins that it was an Birecrafttof seme tire
Licns or indeed a helicerter hit the eaniec button. Which
Could @xelain whe the twee Firemen were there,

Indeed it weuld be interesting to knew iF Ar. Howards was in
residence at the time of the incident? Glee it would be

Vere anbtere@zting to knew what the security eersannel made af
the object when they realised that it ceuld in ne wau be ar
aircraft ar helicarters none of which they were Familiar
wither Pk seer logical to assume that the local eolice were
contacted, in fact thea would probably have arrived at the
Said residence in answer to the securitau alert.

Butowheo @lee would have arrived on the scene? Indeed rice:
ito was realised that thes were mot dealing) with & nearins 1
every dau akwtects whe would they have contacted? Would the

eke dcp that oa full
réeort would fave been submitted to eersans at a hiaher

devel, but hew hieh? The then Prime Minister John Madar?

hM.O.0, Iya beer canbe bed? Lt is
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W ay 1997 30 say. s95): Roger Gale, M.P.

House of Commons

London, SWIA 0AA

29.5.97 
01227 722366 (Private Office - a.m. only)TM 01227 720593 (FAX - 24hr)
0171 219 3000 (House of Commons)
0171 219 4343 (Members! messages)

Folkestone

kent

Dear Gi

Thank you for your letter of 25th May which has been received in our officeduring Mr Gale's absence.

There is a very strict Parliamentary convention and Members of Parliamentdo not deal with each other's constituents' enquiries and we would normallysend your correspondence on to Michael Howard for attention. However, asyou do not seem to want to contact Mr Howard we are returning this to you.

With my best wishes
Yours sinceyel

Parlidmeytary Office Secretary
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COUNTY CON STABULARY
Chief Inspector =? Operations Centre, Police Headquarters, Sutton Road, Maidstone, Kent ME15 9BZ =~

Direct Dial:-ah sccisiciasle) oO S,A

SEC (AS) 2 —_
Room 8245 |“yok:
MOD Main Building

Whitehall

London

SWIA 2HB

10 June 1997

Dear >

I have forwarded the enclosed correspondence to you in case it is of use to your
department.

I was contacted in March to verify whether or not we had the incident reported to Kent

Police Operations Centre and we did not. Phas now send me the full account
which is of no significance to my organisation. I am therefore forwarding it to you.

Yours sincerely

Chief Inspector QD

Operations Centre
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oeUFOME
UFO MONITORS EAST KENT

FIELD INVESTIGATION REPORT FORM

Date Of Sighting: o¢@* W2CH 19947 Time Of SIGHTING: ©% 0S Hours.

Location Of Sighting: —suvcwou n= DowkeY smarr wre Ler;
BRuUReAALAH, Leer CN OA Em

National Map Grid Reference Of Observer: 44720% SpearSeOr ove

National Map Grid Reference Of Object If Known: 42420 Sang SliY/o Move

General Description Of Local Terrain Where Object Was Seen: (247 -eu> wi-rit
CROE Wicke Otay BEV AMES FO THE ARTH AVR Far ACES OF FP r es-~ Jeet, wey MAM FR TUE eT FE Sea 15 (estes NIASAI SYSH RVs ty Pe FUG, a imea Fete ROYAL ALLL TERYCANAL hunni vo ee Apit-e NW THE FC UFO id seen oveWropaA 2 TA,

re a eC YOR AW MOR WAT SE aie AREA, 4PMA Orie AP ety RAS A WILDL Fes

Are There Any Radio Transmission Masts Near Locality: YestNo

Are There Any Water Reservoirs Near Locality: Yes/No Bur exe 1, 4
Seas Sx Sect Rv Ent GIES Fie WHEE OMT WA lei

Are There Any Military Installations Near Locality: YesAN@ 9 7a. Arte-AEWA RAVES Ana 1 MCGd Tp Tens Sastt EAST AwD AMY Cre 4nd Adin RMN
ARIVT FO MCR TO Eh pee wes7 RAW

Are There Any Nuclear Facilities Near Locality: Yes/No Du. <4 eeAtbare io y NU ca racl tie SRL WIRY, y: WEY ESA PSUASR_ S19 Here

Did The Object Leave Any Physical Traces: Yes/No
rm

a

What Were The Traces Found: 7244 -

Did The Object Affect Anything During Its Presence: Ys/No

Name Of Witness: QE

Age Of Witness: 25 Yes D.O.B 0l//o/FI,

Address Of Witness:
HV Fie, KENT,



What Was The Witness Doing Immediately Before The Sighting:
(PKI VIE -ttege AFTER Despepg oF Some FRievor

whSvas The Witness Movements On The Day Of Sighting:

Did Anything Unusual Occur To The Witness Before The Sighting:
LNAESS S400) Sens FECT Te AI OW 78 Rete oF HEL Hee = STAN
WMA SHE San pips SECTS Lisy pn Ww mae Digi Cr

Has The Witness Had Any Previous Sightings: Yes/No

Has The Witness Ever Had Any Previous Psychic Experiences: Yes/No

Was The Witness Receiving Any Medication At The Time Of The Incident: ¥es/No

Was The Incident Reported To Any Other Organisation (U F O Group/Newspaper Ect )
FOKSIUE HEVALID (Sart Kewr VELEN)

If The Incident Was Reported To The Authorities What Feed Back Was There:

lf The nen Was Reported To Another U F O Group What Was Their Conclusions:
NIA.

What Does The Witness Think The Object Could Have Been: ewer ter pr way
PUSCSIBLY A S7EALT = Ayana FUTUMSTR ARRAFZ Roy rea eee hyve
WS nret PoSNIQuUS DUS 7 oe: EIS VioUR__, Ave nk 4 UF. ‘
How Do They Come To The Conclusion That They Have Reached:
RECs CE ie «STARVED ook deter BeEhaVioukR.,

Has The Witness Suffered Any Effects Since The Incident: _22.

How Did The Witness Come Across During The Time You Spoke To Them Concerning

The Incident: ws §#c0 VEKY Frayne AY Ft CF LER LO

Has The Witness Ever Read Any Books On UFOs: ¥es/No

What Is The Witnesses Feeling On UFOs: +s eur 17 PRE KWCE THE
SEATS:

jas Any Other Member Of The Witness's Family Ever Seen A UFO: ¥867No

e There Any Other Comments Or Details Regarding This Incident That May Be Of
levance:

2 Separate Sheet If Needed)

7 7 ‘ture Of Field Investiaator- Date: 14 MAR 1997
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y From: Secretariat (Air Staff) \ | m

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE . “Ys az
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB MBE

. Telephone (Direct dial} 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
(Fax)

Your reference

Folkestone Our reference
D/S S)/64/3Kent : D/Sec(A )/64/
3 July 1997

1. Thank you for your recent letter addressed to the Secretary
of State for the Home Department concerning an alleged "UFO
sighting" near the residence of the former Home Secretary, Michael
Howard. Your letter and the supporting papers have been passed to
the Ministry of Defence and I have been asked to reply. You also
wrote to the Chief Inspector of the Operations Centre, Kent County
Constabulary, Maidstone. Chief Inspector QP has also
forwarded his correspondence to me.

2. 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 UK Air Defence Region might have been
compromised by hostile or unauthorized foreign military activity.
The integrity of the United Kingdom's airspace in peacetime is
maintained through continuous policing of the UK Air Defence
Region by the Royal Air Force which remains vigilant for any
potential military threat. Unless there is evidence of such a
threat, and to date no “unidentified flying object" sighting has
revealed such evidence, no attempt is made to identify the precise
nature of each reported incident. We believe that down to earth
explanations could be found for these reports, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, if resources were diverted for this
purpose. It would, however, be an inappropriate use of defence
resources to provide this kind of aerial identification service.

3. The MOD has no 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 open-minded.
I should emphasize that to date the MOD knows of no evidence which
substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.



fy

4. MOD Air Defence staff have confirmed that there is no
evidence to suggest an unauthorized incursion of the UK Air
Defence Region on 8 March. The Home Office has confirmed that no
security incident occurred in the home of the former Home
Secretary on this date as you allege in your letter.

5. I hope this explains the position.

Yours sincerely,



From: (QD Secretariat (Air Staff) a wy 4
mMINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB XG, Q
wy oudNM ha te

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

Your reference

Our reference
Folkestone 

D/Sec(AS) /64/3Kent 

DatePe 4 July 1997

Dear a,

1. Thank you for your letter of 1 July concerning "flying objects",
unidentified

2. You should by now have received my letter of 3 July whichcovers the points you raised in your letter to the Home Secretary.

Yours sincerely,



From: RD Secretariat(Air Staff Room s2hs7,
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE UES,
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB eal

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

(Fax)

Your reference

Our reference

D/S AS 4Farnborough, D/Sec( )/64/3
— 

L vuly 1997

vor CD
1. Thank you for your letter of 2 May addressed to the Prime
Minister concerning "unidentified flying objects". Your letter was
only passed to this office on 26 June for reply and I am sorry for
the overall delay. You also wrote in a similar vein to me on 17
June - please take this as a reply to both your letters.

2. As you know from previous correspondence with this office, 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 UK Air Defence Region might have been
compromised by hostile or unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no “unidentified flying object" sighting has revealed such
evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each
reported incident. We believe that down to earth explanations
could be found for these reports, such as aircraft lights or
natural phenomena, if resources were diverted for this purpose but
it would be an inappropriate use of defence resources to provide
this kind of aerial identification service.

4. Your letters mention a "UFO" sighting over the home of the
former Home Secretary, Michael Howard, near Folkestone. Although
the MOD has received reports of an alleged "UFO" sighting near
Michael Howard's home on 8 March 1997, MOD Air Defence staff have
confirmed that there is no evidence to Suggest any unauthorized
incursion of the UK Air Defence Region on that date.

5. You have also asked about the MOD's old "UFO" report files.
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 selected for
preservation generally remain closed from public viewing for 30
years after the last action has been taken and are then
transferred to the Public Record Office for release into the
public domain. 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. A few files from the fifties and sixties did,
however, survive and are available for examination by members of
the public. They may be viewed at the Public Record Office, Ruskin
Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. The references of these
files are as follows:

AIR 16/1199 AIR 2/16918

AIR 20/7390 AIR 2/17318

AIR 20/9320 AIR 2/17526

AIR 20/9321 AIR 2/17527

AIR 20/9322 AIR 2/17982

AIR 20/9994 AIR 2/17983

PREM 11/855

6. You will also wish to know that the Cabinet Office has the
responsibility for taking forward the Government's manifesto
pledge to introduce a Freedom of Information Act. The timetable
currently envisaged involves the publication of a White Paper
before this year's Summer Recess. This would be followed by a
period of open consultation leading to a draft Bill early next
year and further consultation.

Yours sivconaLy



Ofegam Me-°

PRIME MINISTER'S =
2.5.97 CORRESPONDENCE SECTION .

Write: ‘njormed chet letter has been Der
Jorn:.rded to the appropriate pA eo)

Mr Tony Blair PM, means trey
10 Downing Street, p
London.

Dear Sir,

Firstly I would like to congratulate you in becoming PM and in getting Labour into

government.

The main reason for this letter, of which considering the vast amount of work that now

lies ahead of you, you probably will find this letter a trivial matter. Nevertheless, do you

feel that it is time that this country lifts the lid on the cover up that is being facilitated to

hide all material/information concerning UFO's reported in this country and more so the

incidents that the MoD have had dealings with. I understand that earlier in the year a large

UFO was sighted close to the residence of Mr Michael Howard MP near Folkestone in

Kent and that details were altered when it was put out in the local papers and did not

seem to reach the main tabloids?

We are heading for the millennium, don't you think that it is time this country wakes up to

join the modern era approaching us at great speed instead of lying behind cover ups and

false denials.

In the mean time I wish you every success. I'm glad that your Labour party has got into

number ten.

Thank you for your help in this matter.

Yours Faithfully,

Farnborough,

Hants,

De en ad

25 dtin 1997

§
3

z
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17.6.97

Pe
Sec (AS)
Room 8245,

MoD,

Whitehall,

London.

ue?
Dear eave

a

Tam writing to you following a phone conversation I had with one of your colleagues on

the above date regarding a letter I had sent direct to the new Prime Minister on 2.5.97. I
enquired on the matter of his new government stopping the cover up that presently exists

on UFOincidents/material etc. As an example I referred to an incident that took place

earlier in the year close to the residence of Mr Michael Howard MP near Folkestone in
Kent that had many witnesses but whose stories were altered i.e. location of the UFO, to

make it appear that it was nowhere near Mr Howard's home when it was reported in the
local papers. The maim tabloid papers strangely had no mention of it. The reply 1 obtained
by a Miss QMBBadvised me that the letter had been forwarded to one of the Principal
government departments who would reply to my letter.

As yet I have not received a reply and as your colleague advised me, they too have not
received my letter via No. 10.

I would therefore be very grateful if you could advise me on this matter regarding the

existing retention of UFO reports etc. by the government/MoD. Would it ever come about

that such information would be available to the public as many countries do now have a

freedom of information policy whereby people can have access to this information. Many

UFO sightings have many witnesses and yet in many cases this information is then hidden.
Why is this so? The year 2000 is quickly approaching. Surely it's about time we were

allowed to join this new modern era. Public opinion on this matter is gaining strength,

sooner or later the government and powers that be are going to have to submit and give us

the true answers to our questions.

Thank you for your help in this matter.

Yours Sincerely,

Ce

fF
ED, Fercboroush, Hants, MN isin oc DEFENCE

SEC (AS) 2

18 Jui 1997

FILE



Folkestaornes

Kent

Mr Alistair Me Gowan:

Ministrs OF Defences

Main EBuiidina,

lihitehsli,

Leandears

SWIA SHE,

& July. i337.

Dear Nr Me Geowans

Iam writina be vou regarding a UFO siahtinas rereoart
that was sent to the current Home Secretary “Ft Hon Jack Straw HPO.
This rerortlresgarded the sishtina af a rerarted “Unidentified craft".
Seer near and Possible abecve the residence of the Former Home Secret—

are CR Hon Michael Heward3, on & March, lo37.

ave received a rerlu from QP cf secretariat ‘air

Staff | ef which Io owas not hare with.

In her letter af S&S Tuly. she states: "MOD Sir Gefence Staff have con-

Firmed that there is no evidence to sussest an unsuthorized incursion
ef the UF Air Defence Resion an & March",

However at least twelve witnesses observed an "Unidentified craft". a

Six different locations. Gll describe seeina the same ar similar ture

object. Can we then canclude in resrect of the MOOD Gir Defence Staff
rePlus that all these reorle were seeina somethina that wasn’t there?

t

The "Unidentified craft", was seen at Ludd at G@PfiG and G@E:@a bree

Burmarsh between ARIAS -GRr@P hres-Lunene Cpr Howa rds* Frarertugs at
BAIS hre-Ashford at G@StiG@ hre-Smeeth at @S120 bhre-Bidinaton at

HBISe hrs. This object was flying arcund these arenas for about ane
and a half hours. and vet we are exrected to believe that Gir befence

Staff. did nat observe this event on radar?

Tt should nat be forsetten thatooan the night of March S@-31 1968, when

tuc Beleaian F-id air ts were in Pursuit af an “Linddentified craft”

which came within six minutes of British sirseace. And ance asain the

Britash Public were led te believe that the HOG knew nmothines af the

events af that night. It is a known Fact that Belsium if a member of

HATO. and that all other HATO member countries are informed of area

*uncarrelated” targets, tracked an radar ba ather Countries, and that
they have launched intercert aircraft. Sa for the MOD not to have

known af the events that nisht., they must have been asleer,



7In the letter and document that was sent te the Home Secretary. was

alec a Petition that was siesned bye cancerned members of the Public whe

felt that there wae a wersw seriaqus matter reaarding securitus withr

regard ta the "Unidentified craft" beings seen near the Ft Hon Michael

Howards” residence ¢Burl6nwarsh ane and half mile SE-Aldinsetan tuo miles

Kido. Can vou please tell me what has harreened te this eetitian?

With regard te the “Linidentified craft" beinas seen cuer FL Hon Howards"

residence, This was observed bu a Fire Brigade crews whe must haywe

beer am the brack ¢Crosad> leadina to his Fra-ertius as you cannot see

the above mentioned fFrarerta fran the main road CBEGeFo. because the

woed blacks the view. Sa what was the Fire crew doina near the Ft Hon

Michael Hewards* frapertyu at that time of the mornine? Aeain Io sunte

Frcan p* Jetter of 3 Julus she statesi- “The Home OF fice

have conmfirmed thadk mo securiteuc incident accurred at the hee of the

former Home Secre “a arm this date", So whak were the fire crew dadrres

ted te believe that the fire crew were luina?there? Fire ine =

What caould thew feoassiblu asin frem doina ser

Dowonde@r af vou h#awe read the reeori that was fas orto the MO. bey

the Home Office? Io understand that Chief Inseector QR. of the

Crerations Ceantres at the Kent County Constabuilarse Headsausrhers.: has

the Pt,aleo forwarded =a core af the reroritecarreseondence

should acu hawe read this rerorts. To omould be wera interested in acur

ei tinat this

Lf reatoar 4

oiher cancernad residents of Rents

the possibility af & Securite rizit

To aueibo uour reels with interest, and thank wou For takins the time

in laeckina inte this matter.

Yours hai ncep



GREE. Sutton Coldfield - West Midlands EEEEE- UK

Phone :

Fax:

E-Mail:

Fax Cover Sheet
To; SD- Secretariat (AS ap

Phone: 0171 218 2140

es 8Section40
From: Se

Date: 30/06/97

Pages including this cover: !

Subject: Rendlesham lorest Incidents

Comments:

] am writing an article on the above subject and would like to include the Mo's

conclusions concerning the events there over the Christmas period in 1980,

On a separate matter: Have any reports of a lurge triangular craft scen by former Home
Scerctary, Michael | loward's house in Kent been forwarded to your office 7 If not,

perhaps you would Ict me know how to submit such a report.

Sincerel
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From: QE, Secretariat (Air Staff) 5\
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE \
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB Daye

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 518140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 900

Your reference

Sutton Coldfield Our reference
. D/S AS) /64/3West Midlands D/Sec( )/ /

\, July 1997

Dear

1. Thank you for your facsimile message of 30 June in which you
asked for MOD comments on the incidents which are alleged to have
occurred at RAF Woodbridge/Rendlesham Forest in December 1980.

2. When the Ministry of Defence was informed of the events which
are alleged to have occurred at Rendlesham Forest/RAF Woodbridge
in December 1980, all available substantiated evidence was looked
at in the usual manner.by those within the MOD/RAF with
responsibility for air defence matters. The judgement was that
there was no indication that a breach of the United Kingdom's air
defences had occurred on the nights in question.

3. As there was no evidence to substantiate an event of defence
concern no further investigation into the matter was necessary.
Although a number of allegations have subsequently been made about
these reported events, nothing has emerged over the last 16 years
which has given us reason to believe that the original assessment
made by this Department was incorrect.

4. In your letter you also ask how you might submit a formal
report of a "UFO" sighting to the MOD. Anyone who wishes to
report an "unexplained" aerial sighting to the MOD can do so by
writing to this office with the full details. The report will be
assessed in the usual manner to determine whether there isa
defence interest.

Yours sincerely,



MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

SPECIAL ADVISER TO

SECRETARY OF STATE

D/SA (16/97)

Folkestone

Kent

14th July 1997

Dear Qa,

Thank you for your letter of 8th July.

I appreciate that you have already been in correspondence
with Secretariat (Air Staff) but, given that this subject does not
directly fall within my responsibilities at the MOD, I have passed _.._...
“your letter back to them, as they are the appropriate branch
within the Ministry of Defence to deal with this topic.

Yours sincerely,

A D McGOWAN



David Omand

Permanent Under Secretary ofState

26 February 1998

deo CE
Thank you for your letter of 30 January concerning the alleged UFO sighting at the former

Home Secretary’s home in Kent.

As a result of your letter Kent County Constabulary have rechecked their records between the

1-15 March 1997 and have confirmed that no security incident took place at the property in

question between these dates or that they have had any correspondence with@ggPabout

the matter.

Given what the police have had to say, it is doubtful whether much could be gained from a

meeting with officials. However should you consider that such a meeting would be helpful

then CY] who is responsible for the arrangements for Mr
Howard’s security, would be willing to attend and could arrange for a representative from

Kent County Constabulary to be present.

‘un tue,

Secretariat (Air Staff) QD ;
Ministry Of Defence i
Room 8247 ‘eens
Main Building

London SW1A 2HB

cj\3724

A Lb eee



From: 4B, Secretariat (Air Staff
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 8247, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) Fe]
(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000

(Fax)

Your reference

" 

Our referenceHome Office 
D/Sec(AS)/64/350 Queenn Anne's Gate BA (AS) /64/

London swiH 9AT 25th February 1998

L

1. We spoke recently about my letter to you of 30th January
concerning allegations made by a member of the public (

that a 'UFO' had landed in the vicinity of the former Home
Secretary's house in March last year. You said that you hoped to
let me have something in reply very soon.

2. We now have two more 'ufologists' asking about this issue:

a. ) of QD, sutton Coldfield claims
to be a journalist researching the incident and has asked us
to confirm that an incident occurred on the day in question.

b. of Beaumaris,
Anglesey, has
written to say that the Society is join y holding a
conference with the House of Commons Select Committee on
Science and Technology on 17th March at which he will be
asking two questions. The first concerns the Freedom of
Information Act; the second is to request a public inquiry
into the alleged incident at Mr Howards house.

3. I would like to respond to all three letter writers as soon as
possible, particularly given the date of the Select Committee
conference and put the facts, whatever they are, in the public
domain. As I said previously, I am more than happy to come along
and talk to your colleagues about what might or might not be
relevant, or collaborate with lines to take.

4. Could I have something soon please.

‘four, Ce ©



LOOSE MINUTE

D/Sec(AS) /64/1

1 Jul 97

ADGE1

ALLEGED "UFO" INCIDENT AT THE HOME OF MICHAEL HOWARD

1. I have been passed a letter which was addressed to the Home

Secretary which asks questions about an alleged “security

incident" with a possible "UFO" connection at the then Home

Secretary's residence on 8 March 1997. Michael Howard was and

remains the MP for Folkestone and Hythe and lives in the

constituency.

2. Unsurprisingly, the Home Office have confirmed that there was

no such security incident involving the Home Secretary on 8 March

and in responding along the usual lines I would like to make the

following statement:

".,.. there is no evidence that the UK Air Defence Region was

compromised by unauthorized foreign military activity on the

date in question."

3. I should be grateful for confirmation that this statement is

factual.

[original signed]

Sec(AS)

MB8245
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Af AeLOOSE MINUTE i 3i "|
\

D/DAO/1/13 
MBESS

2 Jul 97 7

Sec (AS) QB

ALLEGED “UFO' INCIDENT AT THE HOME OF MICHAEL HOWARD

Reference: D/Sec(AS)/64/1 dated Jul 97.

1. At Reference, you asked for confirmation that no unauthorised
military activity occurred in the UKADR on 8 Mar 97.

2. Having consulted HQ 11/18 Gp, I can confirm that there was no
such military activity reported anywhere and, specifically, in the
Kent /Folkstone area.

3. Additional inquiries with AIS LATCC, West Drayton, have also
confirmed that no unusual or unauthorised air activity, civil or
military, was reported or observed in that area on that date.
LATCC holds a radar recording of air traffic in the Folkstone area
for 8 Mar 97. As a precaution, since the Home Secretary was
involved, I have asked for the tape to be preserved until 31 Jul
97 in case further enquiries are launched.

[original signed]

Wg Cdr

ADGE 1

Tre a Kou

(seam aaeince



From: ae, Secretariat (Air Staff) ip
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE | a .
Room 8247, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB |

Telephone (Direct dial)

(Switchboard)

fo! ESET

Your reference

Our referenceFolkestone 
D/Sec(AS)/64/3Kent a th (AS) /64/
29th July 1997

As you know, the Secretary of State for Defence's Special
Adviser, Alasdair McGowan, has forwarded your letter of 8th July
to Secretariat (Air Staff).

T am sorry you were not happy with WMDs response
to your letter to the Home Secretary. In view of the comments you
have made to Mr McGowan I have reviewed the correspondence and the
way your letter was handled. As you know, the Ministry of Defence
has only a-limited interest in 'UFO'-related issues and, within
the terms of this remit, I am satisfied that you were provided
with the facts of the case. There really is nothing further to
say.

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



“UFO MONITORS EAST KENT.

FC
Secretariat (Air Starr Dp

MIHISTRY OF DEFEHCE,.

Main EBuildiras

Whitehall.

Locricdetrts -

SWRA SHE,

14 January,

REFi~ Ofersectatorade3 BURMARSH SIGHTIHG-Rt Hon MICHSEL HOWSED ME.

You mad remember that in Jules last
Iowas in contact with vour derariments regarding tbe:
UFO in the vicinity of the Rt Hon Hichael Howard pr residence duri

the early hours of & March, Lor. Your derear trent
led toa believes, tua copies af the reports are Fray the Heuives OF Fices
and ane from Chief Dneeector FY of Kent County Constabulary.

Ioam now writins to you regarding this sightina BSeins in the hore
that your derarinent has re-considered their Fositian with resard tea
this Siahtings as I think I stated to your derartment last years cur
investigators will not sive ure aon this matter,

We kricw hawe carreseondences fram Kent Counte ea stabulars whack
confirms that there was a security incident at the residence af
Ri Hon Michael Howard MP. arcund the date af the UFO sishtinea,
Notoonde that we were contacted bua member of the sec wradty
contingent who was an dutuoan the niaht in suestian. whos fas sha tend
that the unidentified ohiect was directly aver the residence of
Mr. Howard.

East Kent Eure MP Mark Watts, brousht the matter before the Eurorean
Farliaments, an 23 Mavs, i937. and Io have been i mo contact with Mr Watts*
offices and he Fremised to Ke further. inte the watter.has
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The Rt Hon Jack Straw MPs
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Pf weu cr vour derartrient cauld confarn
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Thanking you for wour time in this matker.
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“UFO MONITORSEAST.KENT
) FOLKESTONE. KENT SP

Tel. Pager Number Ga

aD
Secretariat (Air Staffo> Bal.

MHIHISTRY OF DEFENCE

Maan Budldirnas,

Wihitehalls

Lerid arts

SLA 2HE.

REF G~ Desa ctAgy-s4e5 BURMAARSH SIGHTING-Rt Han MICHAEL HOWARD HF.

You may remember that in Tula, last wear Ciso%7,

Lowes in cantact with vour derartment. regarding the fiehtins of =

UFO in the vicinity af the Bt Hon Michael Howard MP residence durins

the @arlyu haurs of & March, 139%. Your derartinent recieved C1 was

led toa believes. tun cories of the rereort, ane from the Home Offices

and one fron Chief Inerectoar PF af Kent Counta Conetabulare,

Loam now writine te wou regarding this siahtings sesine in the hore

that vour derartmnent has re-considered their eositian with resard tea

this sishtina, as I think IT stated te sour derartiment last wears cur

investigators will mot sive ur on this matter.

lke kre haa correseandence., frem Ment Counta Constabulare which

canfirms that there was a security incident at the residence of

Rt Han Michael Heward ME. araund the date af the L

Hotoonie bhat we were contacted by = member of
canmbingent who was oan dutuoan the night in sueetiems whe ras
that the unidentified object wags directlu cver the residenc
Mr. Heatard,

Eaet Kent Euro MF fark Watts. brousht the matter before the Euroresa re
Parliaments an 2S May, 99%, and I have beer in contact with Mr Wig tis?
offices and he has Fromiged to look further inta the matter.
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evidence of being a threat. : ae
‘aven ta aoblind.Wa ris that < this Particular incid-|
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as UFORER i& cancerned the object seen is
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SPace craft.| With it fore being unidentified. then surely
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are OF the mast seriqus breaches of securita thaF cre could aise
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GP the reseonse thak we have receqwed Fram the Kerk Ceurcby

Slabulears. at is suite abvieus that there

weho odn aucur lether of LS3P. vou a!

StaPF canfirmnied bhat

Securaite incidents

HOOD Bair Ge fe

incursion af the Lae

the incursian ws

authorized mature. ard there Pore uou kro what the UFO urs

You giee state in the game letter that the Home OF fice coan®irned
that ne securdte incident occurred in the home of the Former Herne

Becre lara, Thais is at odds with what Kent County Conetabularsa has

etahted, How da vou account for this?

reno nsetat board

Mar Uefence Beainon on & March. Drees thakh mean

waPo BE

Rileco in—tliba-of-last-uwuears a Mr Fo from Sutton Coldfield.

A Mest Midlands contacted your derartment bra to toe agk what ato kre

We 2" oP the incident mearcower the residence af the former Home
Your derartnent Lode im that it knew mothdina of this

Yet it had alrea: wed B FULL Ferort that had been
ne. sent ote the current Heme = the Ri Hon Jack Siraw MPs and

3 details Cand Fossil another cara oF the reeortos fram Chief Ines

va ke Abbott, of Kent Stabulary. Hew can this be @xrlained?
yor 4 Vou saurselF admitted ta mes that bath the Hame Of fice and Kent Counts
nrg \ beng tabular “to had cantacted uGur derartnant regarding this incidents yet

ead &S Pelt that it was necessary to bie te an insuirer inte this

ih

T auwadboacgur reeds with interest.

Wours Sincereds



a na 8 ee8 EG ae te So = Bate =~ Seals Sawineyh PasnsreMa © oe of

UFO MONITORS EAST KENT
. OLKESTONE. KENT.

Tel Pager Number

HIHISTRY OF DEFENCE

Foc S247 
EB

Main Buildina, 10 FEB 1999
Whitehall,

Lenders

SuUiA SHE.

Dear ay
eecentlus your derartment sent one of aur members,

hr > OF Ramseaate. Kents a listing af all UFC Siehtinas
rerorted ta the Ministry Gf Defence during 1997.

One entry on that listina was for & March. 1997. at Hythe, Kent.
Would at be Possiblefar yvau te forward to me a cory af that rerart,
of details of the time of the rerorted incident on that date. and the
exact locations with brief descrietion of what was observed?

Towould be most grateful for your co-oreratian regsardina this rart—
icular incident.

Would it also be ressible for us tc obtain cories af incidents that

are rerorted toa the ralices and in turn eassed ante woaur derartment?

I krona Wewasccion dO ef Guest Publicatians that this was
done in the Past.

Thankina you “
h

Or vou time and attention regarding this matter.

Yours Sincerel4 ae



From: Secretariat (Air Staff ee
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE ©
Main Building, Whitehall, London SWIA 2HB

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

Your reference

Our referenceFolkestone . 
D/Sec(AS) /64/3
Date

Se S March 1998

Dear Gy

1. Thank you for your letter of 14 January which you sent again
on 2 February. Your letter of 15 January addressed to the Home
Secretary, which you repeated on 1 February, has been passed to
MOD for reply.

2. The extent of the MOD's interest in the alleged events of
8 March last year have been fully explained to-you~in-previous
correspondence and, as we have already stated, the Home Office
have confirmed that no security incident occurred at the former
Home Secretary's home in Kent.

3. As my letter of 3 July made clear, the copy of the report yousubmitted to the Home Secretary with your undated letter in June
last year was passed to the Ministryof Defence.

Yours sincerely,



From: GED. Secretariat(Air Staff {Room

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

(Switchboard) 0171 218 900

Your reference

Our referenceFolkestone, D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Kent. Date

Fd Di Avcust 1998

ww Ga
GQMEED nas asked me to reply to your letter of 17 August.

You say that you believe the enclosure forwarded with your
letter is a fake and ask for advice on how to deal with it. As the
document appears to have been unsolicited, I can only suggest that
you treat it as you would any other unsolicited item of
correspondence.

You also ask about how to respond to telephone calls. Most
telephone companies offer an advisory service on how to deal with
unwanted callers and you may therefore find it helpful to talk
with the organisation providing your own facility.

Finally, if you or anyone you know feels threatened in any
way by unsolicited mail or telephone calls you may also find it
helpful to talk about your concerns with your local police force.

WS svOMy,



From: ED Secretariat(Air Staff) Room 8245 iL
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 4,
Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

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

Your Reference

Folkestone, DisectASyi6a
. ateKent 92, February 1999

ov SR.

Thank you for your letter of 10 February addressed to QP. I have been asked to
reply.

Having seen a list of reported ‘UFO’ sightings for 1997, you asked for a copy of a ‘UFO’
report from Hythe, Kent dated 8 March 1997. The inclusion of this date in the MOD list of alleged
sightings during 1997 reflected the fact that a member of the public drew our attention to a report
in a Kent newspaper about an alleged sighting in the Hythe area on that date. The MOD did not
receive any reported sightings direct about what was alleged to have occurred although we did
receive correspondence seeking more information. As you know, the MOD does not investigate
alleged sightings unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an
external military source. On this occasion there was no substantive evidence and no further action
was taken.

You have also asked for copies of any reports forwarded to the MOD by the civil police.
Any reports of this nature would be provided in confidence and would not be available for public
scrutiny for 30 years. This is due to the Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967. This Act of
Parliament states that official files generally remain closed from public viewing for 30 years after
the last action has been taken. It was generally the case that before 1967 all ‘UFO’ files were
destroyed after five years, as there was insufficient public interest in the subject to merit their

permanent retention. However since 1967, following an increase in public interest in this subject

‘UFO’ report files are now routinely preserved. Any files from the 1950s and early 1960s which
did survive are already available for examination by members of the public at the Public Record
Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. Files from 1967 onwards will be
routinely released to the Public Record Office at the 30 year point.

Yours Sivcavduy,



UFO MONITORS EAST KENT

, FOLKESTONE. KENT.

Pager Number

Secretariat (Air Starr >a .
Foon S245,

MIWHISTRY OF DEFEHCE.

Main Buildings

ilhitehall.

LCM4

SWI SHE.

ss
)

.

2e cebruaras 1999,

Thank vou for your letter of 22 Februsras resardinaWs @nsuire an the UFO siahtine of & March, i397.

Therefore I am writina ta you under the terms of the Code of Practiceon Access to Government information,

In wour letters vay tate that the anda information that woaur derart—ent has with resard whe & Slahtina on that date it from a menber afthe Publics whe dren Air Staff 2s attention ta a reroart in a MertMBWSParer, Towould wers much like te knew what neweearer thatand the date of the article, or the date when this
Fublic cenmtacted wey derartnant?

ita Ss

Kember of the

Howt acu can sau t your déerartinent has ne cther infor
regard tea other «

1

mat

iehtings on the & March.
4 owher

mations with
ISS7. seems imeossible te

wrate to nasel Foon the
SG Fecelet cy Wo rerorts frem the Herne

or GUM cf Kent County Constabulary,

The rerorts we sent to the Home Office. and Kent Folices included a
comPleted UFOHERK rerart form, sisned bu the witness. and a camelete
Witness statement an UFCMEK headed farer. alse sianed and dated tes
the witness. Io alee believe that I sent another cory af the rerart

to > alona with a copy of a Field Investigation FerortFes ee. if vou de nat have these letters of ccarreseondences
and surrertina doecuments-rparers, then which derartment has them?

believes @2peci
= Tulus 1997. te acknewle
Offices and Chief Insre ete

newt from the Heme Of fice that the rerort Io sent them on& June;

Was Passed ante wour derartment an the 3 June, 1997. Hew yc

claim that you only have details of one sishtina far the date af

chs 1997. from a newsrearer articles is absolutely unbelievable!

3 fa
} 

“



L wy When the Press ‘contacted |Nour. derarime toin Januarss 1998
+ that thew knew nothing abet this incident. And .Jwhen vanether =
i : > be nid ‘1997. he was senta fax tellins him the ‘same thins. ’ Can wou pleasse “exelain te me whe
your department still insist on denying all knowledse af the other
incidents on the & March. 1997. when I they have received details of
these as acknowledged by in her letterof 3% July, i997
to me cory enclased>. 

,

Thanking 3vou for your time and attention regardine this matters and
To await your reely with interest.



From: ee Secretariat(Air Staff)2a, Room 8245;
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

. Telephone (Direct dial) '
: (Switchboard) 0171 218 9000

(Fax)

Your Reference

Folkestone, AES EROIZIE
Kent. Date

29 March 1999Ga

Thank you for your letter of 26 February regarding an alleged incident near the former
Home Secretary’s house on 8 March 1997.

In previous correspondence, it was stated that Sec(AS)2 have no additional information
regarding this sighting. You then pointed out that had formerly referred to reports
forwarded to this office from the Home Office and the Police. I assumed you were aware of these
reports as they were originally written by you and addressed to the Home Office and Police. They
were then forwarded to Sec(AS) for reply. I can confirm that Sec(AS)2 holds all the papers you
sent directly to us regarding the incident, including the UFOMEK report form and UFOMEK
witness statement.

I have enclosed newspaper cuttings regarding the alleged incident over the former Home
Secretary’s house on 8 March 1997.

NOUS SHCUALY



. RECEIVED
- @ 7AUG 1988

ROYAL AIR FORCE

1* August 1997

As a scheduled first hand warning, you are no longer permitted to carry on investigations into the
supposed triangular-shaped object that was seen over Burmarsh, Kent.

The report of this unidentified craft by fF on the 10" March 1997 (which was received by
researchers at UFOMEK) was made at haste. She had actually seen a Rapid Response military aircraft,
but as to new developments, I am not permitted to release details on its structure. The “disc like” shape
Sarah saw attached to the rear of the aircraft was a distance radar, but yet again due to new
developments I can only be vague about its description and function.

May I state, therefore, this is not Official Denial. Your co-operation into this matter is vital for the
security of military intelligence. You should now, therefore, proceed to leave this mistake for
to realise and forget. Other reports have come through from Dymchurch ofa similar supposed UFO.
These reports were acknowledged by us and the relevant people were told the situation.

From our obvious co-operation, we would appreciate yours. This matter, as we both know is also
causing “emotional stress” for certain individuals, and should only strengthen the need to pass this case
by as solved. :

Once again this is a Conditional Warning.

Yours Sincerely,

Wing Commander

Fieid Force Commander
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UFO MONITORS EAST KENT

FOLKESTONE. KENT,
Tel Pager Number

secretariat CCAir Staff?
Ministry Of Defence,

Room S2475

Main Building,

Whitehall.

Londons

SWiA ZHE.

47 Auauet, 1996,

. Tam writine to you with regard to the enclosed
letter that I received this mernhings. AS you can see it is from
someone claimina to be an RAF Wins Commander. It is obvious that
the letter is a fake. which I feel makes the matter more sericus,
as it ¢hows that there is someone posing as a member of Her Majesty's
Forces. of which I understand can be considered an of fernce.

The reason I am sending this letter te vou, is to make vou aware that
indeed there could well be someone Posins-as a member af the Royal
Air Force. Should I discover who this is. what actian do au suasest
I takes if this rerson should send similar letters or makes teler hore
calls ta either , or tm¥gelf? Doe vou think it ateroriate-
for me te report the matter to the local ealices or report to Verbs
should the identity of the rersan be discovered? I do -knaw that
thraush my dealinas with the U.S. Airferce in the east. they take a
V@ry serious and dim view of sersons imperscanatine eersonnel fran
their branch of the armed services.

Should this letter be from a senuine tramber of the RAF. imparting
afficial information, then surely that is an offence within the

constraints af the Official Secrets Act.

I await your rerly with interest.

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
SEC (AS) 2

19 AUG 1998

FILE
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From: Seine
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat) 3

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue

LONDON WC2N 5BP

- Telephone: (Direct cia!)

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

‘ea
CHOts address: DAS-Sec3

FAX MESSAGE

TO: Hayes Archive

SUBJECT: Request for files.

DATE: 29 April 2004

NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING THIS COVER: 1

Please could you send me the following file which is required to answer an enquiry

from a member of the public.

D/Sec(AS)64/3 Part J - UFO Public Correspondence

My UIN number is F6208A.

Thank you for your assistance. If you have any questions, please give me a call.



>

Jooroojoiojoioioook —-COMP. JOURNAL— decietooioiciioioioioioioioiaiok DATE 29-APR-28G4 seetoiok TIME 69:45 aaa P. OL

@ MODE = TRANSMISSION START=29-APR 69:44 END=29-APR @9:45

STN NO. com ABBR NO. STATION NAME-TEL.NO. PAGES DURATION

ae4 OK Py Section 40, | aot ae: e019"

-DIRECTORATE AIR STAFF -



From: SESE
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat) 3

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue,

LONDON WC2N 5BP

Telephone: (Direct dial)

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax)

_CHOts address: DAS-Sec3

E-Mail: das-sec3 @defence.mod.uk

FAX MESSAGE

TO: Hayes Archive

SUBJECT: Recall of files

DATE: 7 April 2004

NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING THIS COVER: 1

Please could you return the following files to this office in order for me to

answer a request for information from a member of the public. My UIN

is F6208A.

D/Sec(AS)64/2 PartE - UFO Sighting Reports VEkadrad —Nething fornel.
o/ D/Sec(AS)64/3 PartI - UFO Public Correspondence Sant fo BO-1O- 2OVZ,,

D/Sec(AS)64/3 Part L - UFO Public Correspondence — Seuk by Hoes ZO~lO- ZR

Please give me a call on the above number if there are any problems.
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O00: = TRANSMISSION START=87-APR 12:33 END=67-APR 12:33
STN NO. COM ABBR NO. STATION NAME/“TEL.NO. PAGES DURATION

a1 oK 8 Section 40] _| ga1 a: aa" 19"

-DIRECTORATE AIR STAFF -
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From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 90

Your Reference

Our Reference-ursledon

Nr Southampton D/DAS/04/3
Date .
6 April 2004

Dea RE

Thank you for your letter dated 19" February concerning an ‘unidentified flying object’ incident
in Burmarsh, kent in 1997. I apologise for the delay in sending a substantive reply.

We are aware that an article appeared in the Daily Mail on 19 January 1998 which alleged that, on
the 8 March 1997, a ‘UFO’ had been seen within the vicinity of the Kent home of the former
Home Secretary, The Rt Hon Michael Howard QC MP. MOD Air Defence staff confirmed, at the
time, that there was no evidence to suggest an unauthorised incursion of the UK Air Policing Area
on this date. Also, the Home Office confirmed that no security incident had occurred.

With regard to your question as to how much information the MOD holds on these events, we
hold four general files which cover this period which are currently stored in archives. These
contain ‘UFO’ sighting reports, correspondence from the public, and parliamentary questions and
enquiries. The files are not exclusively about this incident, but are all the correspondence the
MOD received in order of date of receipt, between January and August 1997. I have recalled
these files from archives and when received, I will examine them for any relevant information and
write to you again.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



f | | : UFO NETWORK > |
gs DIRECTOR / AREA REGIONAL OF ICER ,

- = BURSLEDON 9
NR ; SOUTHAMPTON ?

HAN PSHIRE

® . 197 SFB. 2ood-

CREAR Spr 1 MADAM
?

I VERY MUCH HOPE You Do Nor Mine ME WRITING

‘To YoU ABouT THE FOLLOWING AbourT THE BURMARSH

INCIDENT BACK IN 1997 WHEN A UFO WAS SEEN

DIRECTLY OVER TORY LEADER MICHAEL HOWARD'S House

AT BURMARSH iN KENT IW THAT YEAR , 1 VERY

@ MUCH THINK WE HAVE A BIG COVER-UP STILL GOING

ON TODAY WITH THIS INCIDENT ONE THING IS FOR SURE

(‘THE BRITISH GOVERNMENT RT THAT TIME CLAMPED

Down VERY HARD ON THIS WHOLE INCIDENT AND WITH

SOME SuCCESS THEY WERE DETERMINED THAT THE

TRUTH OF THE MATTER WOWLD NOT ComE OUT ,

SO CAN 1 ASK THE MOD How MUCH INFORMATION Yov

HAP OF THIS UFO INCIDENT ALL f Say 15 LETS

WAVE THE REAL TRUTH No mMoRE LIES / COVER—Lps

@ our THIS AT ALL .

THE BURMARSH INCIDENT AS [TS CONE TO BE KNOW

F.T7. OO.



18 POTENTIALLY BIGGER THAN THE RENDLESHAG
FOREST INCIDENT WHEN BACK IN 1980 LUfo'o WERE

SEEN IN THE FORESTS AROUND THE USAF BASES OF

WooDPBRIDGE AND BENTWATERS

I VERY MiisCH HOPE yev CAN GET BACK TO ME

ABovT THis INCIDENT VERY S0ON SF You CAN

PS many THANKS IN TAKING THE TIME
INTO LOOKING AT THIS ISSVE|



From: EES
Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3

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
7 June 2004

Shipston-on-Stour

Warwickshire

Thank you for your letter of 9 May 2004 concerning newspaper reports of a sighting of a
‘Unidentified Flying Object’ on 6 April near Stratford.

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of 'UFOs' it
receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some defence significance;
namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been
compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat

to the United Kingdom from an external source, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such
evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it
is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found
for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service.

We could not justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific
defence remit.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of

‘UFO’ sightings for 6 April from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no

corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft. .

Finally, you asked for the address of RAF Cosford and RAF Gayton, presumably so that you can

check if they have received any reports of these events. You may wish to be aware that this office

is the focal point within the MOD for correspondence concerning UFO matters and any UFO

reports received by RAF stations are passed to us. If, however, you still wish to write to

RAF Cosford the full postal address is, RAF Cosford, Wolverhampton, West Midlands

WV7 3EX. RAF Gayton closed on 31 October 1974.

I hope this is helpful.

Your sincerely,



PO Box 23

Wheatley

OXFORD C
OX33 1FL

Shipston-On-Stour@ +44 (0)1869 320989 | Warwickshire
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DEAR SIR. OK mALCA,

b Am THE Local

EMAILS TOP LEFT CORNER) AND PHENEMEN ON
ININESTICATCR FoR CanTACT

INTERNAT 1 oNAC Cavoeess D

RESEARCH ASSociaten ine verry)
THE fEAPSoN FoR my CETTER 1S, Caurd Yoyv PLEASE GIVE mE THE

cue pppress FoR RAE. COSFORD,NEAR WOLVERHAMPTEM AND K AF.
CAYDON WaARWICKSHIKE, PLYS ANY oWER KA.F. STATIONS int Ano AR vu

ME STRATFORD ~Ulen- AVON ALER. AS 1 Am CoakiNG Int A REPSKT OF

U-F.G6,0 SiGuTisCS on ME L/yloy . vpeETarcs FRON Locate NewsrArer

EncusseD. | Am WAITING TO WERK FRom THE WITNESSES SERRE |

CAS sm KT eo epeT FU CEMmM#ER A REPORT, PLEBSE FInd ENCUsSE A-S4E,

Mou &S Sp CEVZELY



Jill from Alcester, Warcs. “It was the 5th August 1997, it was about 10.45pm, we were in a car and I was

driving, travelling from Stratford. Then we saw this triangle, it made no noise and had white lights on the comers |.

and a big orange beam in the middle, we saw it for about ten minutes. We travelled about three and a half miles“ -

towards it and we actually drove underneath it, as we drove underneath it, it came down towards us and then it

was gone in a flash. I believe that someone else saw it a few miles away, on that same evening and at the same

time that we saw it.
” ere

The Standard, Friday, August 22, 1997 Ss

GIANT Unidentified

Flying Object

hovered in the South

Warwickshire sky - just

feet away from two

terrified women. ;

Carole Corden and- Jill Day

actually passed “under the

brightly-lit UFO which was about

the size of two double decker

buses. Se

The friends spotted the object

as they travelled back to Redditch

from a show rehearsal in

Stratford earlier this month.

Shortly after 10.30pm, as they

approached The Stag at Redhill,

Carole, a passenger in Jill’s

Rover, saw something in the sky

to the north west.

“It was an absolutely massive

bright light - bigger than the

moon,” she told the Standard.

Their view was blocked by .

hedgerows and it wasn’t until

they were about to get off the

lomen shocked
UFO sighting

Tim Hunt

towards Studley along Ryknild

Street that they both got a full

view of the UFO. ;

“As we approached the last

island the light started coming

down to tree level,” added Carole.

“We slowed right down. We just

knew that what we were seeing

was something we hadn’t seen

before.

- “It-was triangular with three

neon lights on each point with a
bright, but not dazzling, orange

light in the middle, surrounded

by black.

“IT could see girders on the

sides, but it didn’t seem to have

any depth. .

“Tt all sounds very far-fetched

but that’s what we saw. At one

stage I honestly thought it was

going to suck me up.”

Jill acceleraied away from the

scene, with Carole looking back to

see the object rising back up into

‘ frightening.”

It wasn’t until the next day that

the shock hit them. Things got

worse when Carole discovered

that the mother of another friend

had seen something similar near

Birmingham that same night

(Tuesday, August 5).

Gloria Dixon of the British UFO

Research Association (BUFORA)

described their experience as “the

classic UFO sighting”, but poured

cold water on any suggestion of it

being extra-terrestrial.

“It’s almost certain to be

military. There is a prototype

UAV (Unmanned Aerial Vehicle)

which is thought to be flying out

of several British Aerospace

bases.

“They tend to be silent and low-

flying and they are also very

Did you see anything

Strange in the sky that

night? Send a report of

any UFO sightings to the

Standard.
Alcester by-pass and head the sky.

fe

INVESTIGATORS from the
British UFO Research
Associationare scrutinising

the skies over Shipston-on-

Stour following a sighting ear-

Reports of a UFO sighting in S /2i 1G

Shipston have reached investi-
gator John Herron, and he is

keen to contact other people

who may have spotted it.

The UFO was spotted at

7.20pm'on Tuesday, March 5

put exact details rev.ain scant.

A police spokesman said no

UFO sightings were reported
doring March. |
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Can you she

TWO students are trying to

find a rational explanation

behind an unidentified flying

object seen hovering outside

Stratford.
The friends - 20-year-old

Victoria Ricketts from Bidford

and 19-year-old Lucy Holbrooke

from Broom - were driving back

from the cinema in Solihull just

before midnight last Tuesday

when the strange goings-on

began.

Victoria, a student at the

University of Lancashire, said

they noticed a distant pink light

in the sky and thought it was a

bright star or planet.

But a few minutes later as the

pair drove back to Bidford

lighton UFO?
through Henley and towards
Great Alne, the light that had

seemed to be a distant star was -

suddenly much lower.

The friends decided it was just

a plane, with a red light at the

back of it and white lights at the

front.

They continued driving home

through Great Alne but as they

turned a corner approaching the

village they were suddenly con-

_ fronted by a sight they still can

not comprehend or explain.

According to the students, a

binocular-shaped object with

two bright headlights at the

front and a flashing light at the

back was hovering silently at

street lamp height only 200

metres in front of them.

"Thave never heen so petrified=|
in my entire life - never,” Victoria

told The Standard.

“I am not one of those people

who believes in all the alien and

UFO madness but how can

something -go from being the
height of a star to the height of a
plane to being just off the

ground so quickly? It does not

make sense.”

The object disappeared as

soon as a car came rushing up

behind the two friends but they

believe somebody else must

have seen it or can offer a ratio-

nal explanation.

Did you see the UFO or know

what it was? If so, write to the

editor at the usual address on

page -wo.

i



Was UFO just Venus?
A MYSTERIOUS pink light

spotted in night skies near

Stratford - sparking rumours

of a UFO sighting - could have

been the planet Venus, accord-

ing to astronomy experts.

Steve Smith, chairman of

the Stratford Astronomical

Society, said Venus was very

bright at the moment and

although it should appear

white in colour, a hazy skyline

could make it seem orange or

even pink.

The Observer contacted Mr

Smith after two students spot-

ted a bright pink star-like light

in the skies over Great Alne,

between Stratford and

Alcester, on April 6.

The friends - 20-year-old

Victoria Ricketts from Bidford

and 19-year-old Lucy

Holbrooke from Broom - were

driving towards Great Alne

just before midnight when

they first noticed the strange

light.

But their experience |

became more bizarre when
the light suddenly dropped
much lower in the sky, leading

them believe it was a plane,

and just minutes later they

claim it hovered silently at | FF

street-lamp level just metres17|
away from them.

Stratford Quaker Philip
Morris also contacted The |:
Observer to report a strange} fF
pink-light on the same night... 7

He was driving back from:

Adderbury, near Banbury, with

two fellow Quakers when at
around 9.45pm the group

noticed the sky glowing a

strange colour.

“We passed Upton House
and as we were approaching |}

the Banbury Road towards

Stratford most of the low sky

was covered in black cloud but

below that there was this_

extraordinary pink glow,” he | §

“We thought it might have'| §
been a fire or the lights from-|'

Stratford but who knows.” =F

The Observer, Thursday April 22, 2004



PAGI:3 The Observer,

Thursday April 29, 2004 —

I saw the
'UFO too
» READING your edition of April 16
(Can you shed light on UFO?) wn
reminded me of something that _:~

happened around that date, at

around 11pm. -

I went into the kitchen to make'aa
drink and went to pull down the:

window blind and noticed a very;
bright light in the sky. I thoughtat. |:

first itwas a star but it was big and
very bright with a little light eithe¥
side of the big one and I would-sa

around 30 to 40,000 feet up. You
could see other stars around. —

I kept on watching fromthe °° °
kitchen andin the lounge. About _

half an hour later I looked again‘.

and it disappeared. Then I read~

your article. Then on April 19 atag
10.55pm I again went to make a ;.'>-

drink and noticed the same thing. |I

kept on watching it again, each-

time-it was stationary and there. _

was no noise. Then it suddenly-

moved. It went at a slight angle to

the rightin the direction of :

Birmingham, then took a sharp.;.

right angle to the left but it was-99

fast- I've never seen anything =: |

move as fast before. It was gone

a second, nothing on this earth x.

could move so fast.

So you can tell those two young.
ladies they had seen a UFO,

certain.

BOE
na te
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The Observer, Thursday May 6, 2004

The truth is

out there...
THE OBSERVER has been flooded with

tales of strange alien encounters since

reporting a UFO-like object flying low in the

skies over Great Alne last month.

And a local UFO investigator, who works

for Contact International UFO Research but

wants to remain anonymous, has compiled

a list of the most bizarre extra-terrestrial

encounters in and around Stratford over the

last fifty years.

@ In 1959 just outside the town a man

apparently saw a red ball of fire descend to

the ground surrounded by a blue hazy mist.

Within this curtain of smoke three tall

humanlike creatures appeared and ascend-

ed into the ball. Seconds later the object

turned red and climbed skyward showering

sparks onto the ground.

@ In 1966 a man and an 11-year-old boy

encountered a strange object either on the

ground or hovering just above it near

Shipston. It was silver and shaped like a

bullet with a blue light revolving at the top.

Two human-like figures dressed in shiny

suits emerged and stood next to the craft.

According to reports, the UFO spotted the

humans and shone a bright light in their

direction causing them to flee.

@ In 1967 a 13-year-old schoolgirl spotted

two flying saucers from her window in Blue

Cap Road, Stratford. According to the girl

the objects were flying above each other

and were too bright and too fast to be stars.

@ In 1974 an unusual white descending

light was spotted in the skies over Aston

Cantlow.

@ in 1978 a woman spotted a bell-shaped

UFO in her Stratford garden with three

beings inside it.

@ In 1999 a UFO complete with red and

blue flashing lights was seen hovering

silently over Alderminster.

@ And in 2004 two students spotted a

binocular-shaped object hovering silently in

Great Aine.

_
—
 

|
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By SIMON WORTHINGTON

RE-OPEN the X-files

... experts have pin-

pointed the 40 top

spots to be abducted

by aliens in Britain.
Researchers studied repor-

ted UFO sightings across

the country to compile a

list of places to experience

encounters with extra-ter-

restrial beings.

Top of the list is Bonny-

bridge in Lanarkshire — scene

of more alien sightings than

anywhere else in the UK.
Cley Hill, Wilts, claims

second place, followed by The
Great Orme -— a beauty spot

near the North Wales seaside

resort of Llandudno.
But aliens do not just stick

to the countryside, it seems.

Walthamstow, East London,
and Lewisham, South London,

also make the top ten.
Up to 40,000° Britons and

four million Americans claim

to have been kidnapped by
visitors from another planet.

Crashed

Bonnybridge has been
dubbed the UFO capital of the
world by some enthusiasts.

Locals have called for it to

be twinned with Roswell, New
Mexico — famed for its alleged
involvement with a crashed

“alien spacecraft” in 1947.

The UK top 40 was com-

piled by leading UFO expert
Nick Pope for Grolsch beer.

The research, part of a book-
let called How To Be Abducted

By Aliens, accompanies a new
TV ad that shows beings from

space attempting a kidnap.

Nick, who ran the Ministry

of Defence’s UFO desk from

1991 to 1994, said: “It is diffi-

cult to arrive at a precise num-

ber of sightings in any one

place as there is no central

data collection point.

“We must also take into ac-
count widespread under-repor-

ting due to fear of ridicule and

the fact most people are «~~

where to submit reports.

“However, it is certain

sible to gauge the inten

current UFO activity.

“Our listed hotspots e¢

up to 20 times as many

tings as anywhere else”
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From:
Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue,

London WC2N 3BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
(Fax)

aa Your Reference:

Our Reference:

Hayton D/DAS/64/3

Retford Date:
Nea Section 40] 27 May 2004

Dear SESHN0

Thank you for your letter dated 7 May 2004.

We have noted your amendments and your letter has been placed on our files.

Yours sincerely



Important Amendment to Letter

Directorate of Air Staff

Ministry of Defence

Room/673 —

Metropole Building

Northumberland Avenue

London WC2N 5BP

7* May 2004

prey section 40 | |
Please note the correction below to the recent letter I have sent you, it is important

that I correct this error, you must have been completely confused, I type fast and

sometimes get in front of myself before it is written

Please note error in paragraph 7 line 3 / 2” page of letter dated
7" May 2004

Paragraph wrongly reads;

I have through this period of investigation tried my hardest to find a technical fault

within the equipment or film, my investigations have been commissioned by some

of the most eminent experts within their particular field, no such technical fault

can be found on any platform, therefore we must conclude the object was in aerial

view as illustrated upon the reversal slide film.

The paragraph should read;

I have through this period of investigation tried my hardest to find a technical fault

within the equipment or film, my investigations have commissioned some of the

most eminent experts within their particular field, no such technical fault can be

found on any platform, therefore we must conclude the object was in aerial view as

illustrated upon the reversal slide film.

Please accept my apology for this error, it was unintentional.



eam Scction 40
Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3a

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

London WC2N 3BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 900)

Your Reference:

Our Reference: _
Hayton D/DAS/64/3
Retford Date:

14 May 2004

pe section49)

Thank you for your letter of 7" May to my colleague, Section 40 is currently on leave.

Your slide is still with our image analysts and we will write to you again as soon as possible.

As for your idea about placing an advert in your local press, as you observe there are pros and
cons, but this is really a matter for you to decide whether you wish to take this course of action.

Yours sincerely

nate wtetetus
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pee section 40] ro mn)
Notts. eee

Mobile

Directorate of Air Staff

Ministry of Defence

Room/673, _

Metropole Building

Northumberland Avenue

London WC2N SBP

7” May 2004

Dear ESTE
Re our telephone conversation this morning regarding the slide photograph of the

object shown in aerial view of which you are at present examining, and as per that

conversation I am pleased to enclose a copy of the technical report from Fuji Photo

Film, Technical Centre, Bedford.

You will see from the enclosed report that Fuji state clearly the Sensia reversal film

has no inherent problem within manufacture or any processing methods; therefore we

must conclude the object shown within the photograph was not created through any

film anomaly, or later processing.

I have spoken mysection 40 | the regional technical specialist from Fuji who told
me that all three film emulsions were in place on the film, and they had tried through

different technical tests to find any technical reason why the object should be there?,

the conclusion was that no film manufacturing fault or developing fault had created

the object, in other words the film was in perfect order.

At this time I am awaiting a written report on the lens examination and also

transparency examination from Canon Optical International, as you know the lens was

an FD series used on the older type Canon camera’s, and as you probably already

know each lens is made up of different elements, but I can confirm at this time

through numerous telephone conversations to that department, the object is not

consistent with any type of lens flare, I am assured the opacity level, contrast and

brightness take the object in view completely out of this scenario, also the alignment

of the object would not coincide with this type of anomaly in the first instance.

The camera as also been thoroughly examined by agents of Canon for any type of

mechanical breakdown, one such type of breakdown might have been within the

curtain shutter release, sometimes loose material can hang from this mechanism and

create an anomaly within a photograph, however such a technical fault or breakdown



would not create the object as shown within the transparency slide, and further more I

can confirm that no such technical fault or breakdown has occurred within any part of

the camera, in other words the camera is working perfectly ! I shall once again

forward the written results to you from this company whenI receive them.

I have through this period of investigation tried my hardest to find a technical fault

within the equipment or film, my investigations have been commissioned by some of

the most eminent experts within their particular field, no such technical fault can be

found on any platform, therefore we must conclude the object was in aerial view as

illustrated upon the reversal slide film.

I look forward to the results of the examination from your most learned image

analyzer, I am at this time thinking of placing an advert within my local press under a

P O Box number to see if any one else witnessed this object on the day and time in .

question, the P O Box would ensure my confidentiality, although such a move might

create unwanted attention from press etc, and thatI sincerely do not want, however

the idea might help us both in attaining what exactly this object was? Although one

might attract a certain fraternity, and ultimately any forthcoming witness statement

could not be relied upon as being fact, I would be grateful of your opinion regarding .

this idea, and I can assure you it is only an idea on my behalf.

I will forward all other written information to you as it arrives in my office.



St. Martins Business Centre,r ) C0 Bedford, MK42 OLF.
4 

a

5451 14 Technical Dept. - Tel: 01234 340040

fo Fuji Photo Film (U.K.) Ltd.,
ji FU | i a | LM Technical Centre,

Unit 10a, St. Martins Way,

Bnet

Fax: 01234 217728

i 004 . Equipment & — Tel: 01234 245440

Our Refi Monday, April 5, 2 Systems Sales Fax: 01234 217728

Your Ref: Equipment & — Tel: 01234 211767
Systems Support Fax: 01234 245285

Camera Service — Tel: 01234 218388/217724

Camera Spares — Tel: 01234 245219/245329

Fax: 01234 360294/245210

Hayton .

Retford

Notts

pry section 44

Thank you for your recent enquiry regarding an anomaly on Fujichrome Sensia film; I
have examined the slides sent in for analysis and can report the following.

I have printed the slides at different contrast levels to help establish the nature of the

mark, however this has proved inconclusive. There does not appear to be any detail in

the mark itself and there is no colour sensitisation around the mark.

I can confirm that this anomaly not consistent with a film processing problem or any

kind of manufacturing fault.

I hope this information is of use to you if you require any further information please

do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

Regional Technical Specialist

Registered office: Fujfilm House, 125 Finchley Road, London NW3 6HY

Directors: S. Komori (Japanese) H. Saigusa (Japanese) Registered in England No. 1264514



From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue,
London WC2N 3BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 01712

ro)

ae Your Reference:

Our Reference:
Hull D/DAS/64/3
East Yorkshire Date:

29 April 2004

Dear EE

Thank you for your letter dated 18 April 2004.

You requested a copy of file D/Sec(AS)12/6. This file has been recalled from MOD archives and
we will write to you again when the file is available. With regard to the costs of providing
information, the MOD operates in accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to Government
Information (the Code) which states if a request is likely to require over four hours work, each
hour’s work over the four hours (or part thereof) is charged at £15 per hour. However, we
estimate that it will require less than four hours work to prepare the information you have
requested and there will therefore be no charge on this occasion.

You enquired about satellite re-entries, space debris and aircraft collisions over the United
Kingdom between the 24" and 31% of December 1980. Fylingdales stated that 12 satellites decayed
that week. Six of the satellites were small fragments, but six were large objects such as payloads or
rocket bodies for which the decays would have been highly visible to any ground observers. All six
large objects had passes over the UK but we are not able to say whether they would have been
decaying (and visible) as they passed over the UK. CT

These are the six large objects: =)

Explorer 37 Rocket Body 25 Dec

Cosmos 899 Rocket Body 25 Dec

Cosmos 749 Rocket Body 26 Dec

Cosmos 1277 Payload 28 Dec

Ekran 6 Rocket Body 28 Dec = _|
Cosmos 1236 Rocket Body 30 Dec

Fylingdales no longer holds any detailed information which would allow us to relate these to UFO
reports in that time period. You also asked about aircraft collisions over the United Kingdom, for



the dates above, there is no record of a mid-air collision between these dates, (with a UFO, or
otherwise!)

e You also asked about the future release of information on UFOs. This department has already
placed three classes of information on UFOs in the MOD Freedom of Information Publication
Scheme which can be accessed via the internet at www.foi.mod.uk. We recognise that this
information is of interest to the public and we are currently reviewing the information we hold to
see what additional classes can be added to the Scheme in the near future.

The National Archives (formerly the Public Record Office) houses a number of documents on
UFOs. To find out what files are available for viewing please look at PROCAT, The National
Archives online catalogue on www.pro.gov.uk. There is currently an exercise underway to
consider the release in January 2005 or soon after, of files held at The National Archives which are
due for release between 2006-2009.

I hope this will be of help.

Yours sincerely



Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3,

Ministry of Defence, ae
Room 6/73,

Metropole Building, Hull.

Northumberland Avenue, East Yorkshire.

London. WC2N SBP.

18 April 2004.

pry section 40
Can you please help with the following enquiry questions?

1. Under the new Freedom Of Information Act and present Code of Practise, is it

possible to release and process a sanitised version of file D/Sec(AS)12/6

“UFOs: Alleged UFO incident — Crash of Lightning F6, 8 September 1970’ -

relating to correspondence received by MoD regarding the Captain William O. ,

Schaffner, Lightning crash? If so, could you please let me know how much it —~
will cost for a copy of this file and p&p? .

2. Is the MoD aware of any satellite re-entries, space debris or aircraft collisions

over the United Kingdom or in the United Kingdom between the 24" and 31st
of December 1980? (Was anything tracked by Fylingdales, or anyone else who,”

may have been in a position to inform the MoD, which would fit any of the

descriptions above? If so, could you please find out what satellites, or other?)

3. Under the new MoD policy and forthcoming Freedom of Information, has any

decisions or reviews been made yet, as to what exactly will feature on the t

MoD and National Archives website/s relating to the UFO topic, under the -~

publishing scheme? (i.e. which files, or aspects of files?)

Yours sincerely



D UK-SO1 AIR OPS 2

Request for information

4

. W@Be-Sec3

é.
Subject:

| have received a request for information from a member of the public (not SRMfor a

change) who is asking the following;

"Is the MOD aware of any satellite re-entries, space debris or aircraft collisions over the UK or in

the UK between the 24th and

31st December 1980? Was anything tracked by Fylingdales, or anyone else who may have been

in a position to inform the MOD, which would fit any of the descriptions above? If so, could you

please find out what satellites, or other?"

| can check the bit about aircraft collisions with my colleague who deals with aircraft accidents,

but would be grateful if you could check the satellite/ soace debris bit with your friends at

Fylingdales, if they have records that go back that far.

Thanks for your help.

DAS-Sec3

M76 /73 SSR



DAS-Sec3

: 27 April 2004 12:14

To: DAS-Sec3a

Subject: FW: Request for information

Importance: High

n 40

Please see below.

oone Original Message-----

From: D UK-SO1 AIR OPS 2

Sent: 26 April 2004 18:19

To: DAS-Sec3
Subject: RE: Request for information

Importance: High

Fylingdales reply is outlined below. Please feel free to release all of the information provided.

This query was harder to answer than previous ones due to the elapsed time.

Fylingdales do have a list of all satellites that decayed that week (12 in total) but there is no way of calculating where
on the planet the decays occurred.

Six of the satellites were small fragments, but six were large objects such as payloads or rocket bodies for which the

decays would have been highly visible to any ground observers. All six large objects had passes over the UK but as
stated earlier we are not able to say whether they would have been decaying (and visible) as they passed over the

UK.

These are the six large objects:

Id No Name Date

03146 Explorer 37 Rocket Body 25 Dec

08010 Cosmos 749 Rocket Body 26 Dec

09884 Cosmos 899 Rocket Body 25 Dec

12100 Cosmos 1277 Payload 28 Dec

12122 Ekran 6 Rocket Body 28 Dec L’
12124 Cosmos 1236 Rocket Body 30 Dec

Regrettably, Fylingdales no longer holds any detailed information which would allow us to relate these to UFO
reports in that time period. Sorry. AN

poo resacak ok » Wd = Ate -
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From: DAS-Sec3

Sent: 23 April 2004 15:26

To: D UK-SO1 AiR OPS 2

Subject: Request for information



You also asked about the future release of information on UFOs. This department has

already placed three classes of information on UFOs in the MOD Freedom of

Information Publication Scheme which can be accessed via the internet at

www.foi.mod.uk. We recognise that this information is of interest to the public and we

are currently reviewing the information we hold to see what additional classes can be

added to the Scheme in the near future.

The National Archives (formerly the Public Record Office) houses a number of

documents on UFOs. To find out what files are available for viewing please look at

PROCAT, The National Archives online catalogue on www.pro.gov.uk. There is

currently an exercise underway to consider the release in January 2005 or soon after,

of files held at The National Archives which are due for release between 2006-2009.

You requested a copy of file D/Sec(AS)12/6. This file has been recalled from MOD

archives and we will write to you again when the file is available. With regard to the

costs of providing information, the MOD operates in accordance with the Code of

Practice on Access to Government Information (the Code) which states that if a
request is likely to require over fours hours work, each hour’s work over the four

hours (or part thereof) is charged at £15 per hour. However, we estimate that it will

require less than four hours work to prepare the information you have requested and

there will therefore be no charge on this occasion.



romsection40 |
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat) 3a

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue,

LONDON WC2N 5BP

Telephone: (Direct dial)

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax

CHOts address: DAS-Sec3a

FAX MESSAGE

TO: Hayes Archive

SUBJECT: Request for files.

DATE: 23 April 2004

NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING THIS COVER: 1

Please could you send me the following files which are required to answer an enquiry

from a member of the public.

D/SEC(AS) 12/6 ‘UFO’s: Alleged UFO incident - Crash of lightening F6, 8 September 1970’

Our UIN no is F6208A.

Thank you for your assistance. If you have any questions, please give me a call.
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From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue,

London WC2N 3BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Old Whittington .... Our Reference:

Chesterfield D/DAS/64/3
Derbyshire Date:

Seciion 4] 26 April 2004
.

Thank you for your letter.

First, it may help if I explain that the Ministry of Defence has no expertise or role with respect to

“UFO/flying saucer’ matters, or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial

lifeforms about which it remains open-minded. To date, however, the MOD is unaware of any
evidence which substantiates the existence of the alleged phenomena.

The Ministry of Defence examines any reports of ‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to

any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace might have been compromised by hostile or

unauthorised foreign military activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United

Kingdom from an external source, and to date no ‘UFO’ report has revealed such evidence, we do
not attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported to us. We believe that rational

explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if resources

were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial

identification service. It would be inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so.

In your letter you asked for details of a UFO helpdesk? There is no official ‘UFO helpdesk’ in the

UK as far as we are aware. This office is the focal point within the MOD for correspondence

relating to UFOs and any sighting reports received by the MOD are forwarded to us.

You also asked for the address of the equivalent of our Public Record Office, in Maryland, USA.

We do not have any dealings with this organisation , but a search on the Internet has produced the

following address that might be what you are seeking.

The National Archives and Public Records Administration.

8601 Adelphi Road

College Park



@ Maryland

MD 20740-6001

ULS.A.

The website address is www.archives.gov.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely
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From: Linda Unwin

Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7
(Fax)

(GTN)

Section 40) Your Reference

Our Reference
Barry D/DAS/64/3

DatSection 40. | 2 April 2004

Dear SESSNAal

I am writing concerning your letter dated 27 January regarding an article in ‘Air Forces Monthly’
about an incident at Boscombe Down on 14” September 1994, and your ideas for a film script
about this incident. Your letter has been passed to this department as we are the focal point within
the Ministry of Defence for correspondence concerning ‘unidentified flying objects’. I apologise
for the delay in sending you a substantive reply.

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence does not have any expertise or
role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer’ matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of
extraterrestrial lifeforms, 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. The
MOD's sole reason for examining the reports of 'UFO' sighting it receives is 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
source, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the
precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such
as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of
public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to your particular enquiry, we have made checks with the Flight Safety organisation
at MOD Boscombe Down and they have no record of any incident involving an aircraft with a
nose wheel collapse landing there during the whole of 1994. There was also no such incident in
either 1993 or 1995. As for your ideas for a script about UFO involvement with this alleged
incident, there is no requirement for members of the public to clear scripts with the MOD,
particularly as this is a work of science- fiction.

Yours sincerely,
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENG
To__DASCSEC) TO Ref No_!OG2, /2004

~ Date Fels 2oay

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. In particular, information can only be withheld if it falls

within the scope of a particular exemption. However, some exemptions are subject to a

‘public interest test’, whereby the harm associated with disclosure must be weighed against

the public interest in release. Applicants must be informed of any decision to apply an

exemption and of their right to appeal against this decision by writing to D Info(Exp). A full

explanation is contained in DCI(Gen) 232/01; further information is available from DG Info

Bisection40, |

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence

received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and

reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending

Review 2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. In addition, we are

required to keep information on the number of requests for information that 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, SW1A 2EU

( SERTEE o:
section 40 fenest inisterial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk.

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on dNet at http://main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/ParlBreh/TOGuid. him If you do not

have access to dNet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

“ Delete as appropriate.

C)
INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 11" August 2003
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Bron Thomas L—

Fon:
To: <public@ministers.mod.uk>

Sent: 004 17:19
Subject: film script idea

To: " tact" <CUSTOMERC ginetiq.com>

Cc:

Subject: Re: etiQ Enquiry CCT11068 - Filmscript

Date: 27 January 2004 14:29 OO,
Sedion4a} |

The following letter was sent to the above email address, but they also suggested that | contact you regarding

the ‘Incident’ in Question. So here is a copy of that email...

Dear Sir

Thankyou for your reply dated 2nd January, sorry it's taken a while to

return your enquiry, but | have since found the article concerning the

‘Incident’ at Boscombe Down on September 14th 1994.

Before | begin to mention details of that night, | am not seeking the truth

nor do | wish to publicly arouse public controversy/suspicions or gain a

notoriety for myself of what happened that night. | am simply researching an

idea that | have, by extrapolating that nights events.

According to ‘AIR FORCES MONTHLY' magazine, an amateur radio ham/person monitored

an aircrafts radio frequency descending from over 65,000 feet - only the

Shuttle and the U2 and SR71 can fly at such altitudes it was said. Later,

the aircraft apparently suffered a nose-wheel collapse and was witnessed to

be stored in one of the hangars adjacent to a certain viewing area near

runway 23 covered over with a tarpaulin. Now in my story, the ‘tarpaulin’ was covering power recepticles -

(like solar panels) that receive energy from a laser beam fired by a satellite in order for the aircraft to '‘power-

up’ and achieve hitherto bursts of speed. The nose wheel collapse is the result of the pilot having travelled

through time, because of what the aircraft had uncovered or had an encounter with a UFO, which began a

series of catastrophic events. So the pilot sabotages the nose wheel on the aircraft. So that it cannot make

accidental contact with the UFO. This story is based on a science-fiction idea, and in no way is it meant as a

detrimental attack on ‘Boscombe Down’. However, if the ‘incident’ in Sept 1994 is a simple explainable

account, then that's fine - and | wont have any worries about writing it. The UFO idea is quite good, but | have

been pondering on the idea that (ALL) UFO sightings are not extra-terrestrial in their origin - but Human.

Experimental crafts built by humans in the future, who have managed to travel through time to our present.

This idea would be better, because it would pose more of an interesting story.

At the moment, | am trying to start my own model kit business, and would take up a huge amount of time, so

this script would take atleast 2 years to write, I've decided on the title =

The title is: TIMESHIFT - THE BOSCOMBE DOWN INCIDENT.

If you have any objections to me writing this script - then please contact me on the email address above.

Thankyou

Best regards

—— Original Message -—-—

From: "Customer Contact" <SUSTOMERCONTACT@ainetiq.com>
To:

Sent: ; uary 02, 2004 11:31 AM

Subject: QinetiQ Enquiry CCT11068 - Filmscript

> Thank you for your enquiry. As you do not state what the incident was it

is

30/01/2004
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@>ssir' to comment. As the article was published in Airforces Monthly,
w

> suggest that you contact the Ministry of Defence.

>» Regards QinetiQ Customer Contact Team
>

>

> The Information contained in this E-Mail and any subsequent correspondence

> is private and is intended solely for the intended recipient(s).

> For those other than the recipient any disclosure, copying, distribution,

> or any action taken or omitted to be taken in reliance on such information

> is prohibited and may be unlawful.

>

> Emails and other electronic communication with QinetiQ may be monitored.

> Calis to QinetiQ may be recorded for quality control,

> regulatory and monitoring purposes.

Page 2 of 2

30/01/2004
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mond Thomas

From: "Ministers" <Ministers@defence.mod.uk>

To:

Sent: anuary 2004 09:55
Subject: RE: film script idea

Thank you for your email to public@ministers.mod.uk. For a reply from MOD, please re-send
your message together with your full postal address.

Many thanks,

MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit

Room 222, Old War Office Building,

Whitehall, London SW1A 2EU

30/01/2004



@pas-sec3

From: DAS-Sec3

Sent: 16 April 2004 16:49

To: D News RAF

Subject: Press Enquiry on UFOs

As promised here is the low down on UFO information and the Publication Scheme. | have done

it in a bit of a rush so | hope it makes sense.

| am about to ; home so if you need to know anything else please feel free to call my mobile -

The MOD holds approximately 200 files which contain information about UFOs. Most are stored

in MOD archives. These contain UFO sightings reported to the MOD, correspondence with

members of the public, MOD policy, parliamentary enquiries and questions, and UFO related

press cuttings. There are few specific files for individual 'incidents', with most information simply

filed in the order in which it is received. There are no separate files for particular areas of the

country.

The MOD appreciates that there is a public interest in this information and for this reason three

classes of information were included in the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme

when it was launched in November 2002. These classes have proved very popular, so we have

decided to review all the information we hold to see what other UFO material can be made more

widely available via the Scheme. This is however, a lengthy process as the files contain a great

deal of personal data (ie. names, addresses, telephone numbers etc) which all has to be

removed before publication in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. In addition, new

classes of information have to be agreed with the Information Commissioner before they can be

added to the Scheme. However, we hope to start adding new UFO classes to the MOD Scheme

by the end of this year.

DAS-Sec3



@prs-sec;

From: InfoAccess-PMAD

Sent: 16 April 2004 11:51

To: DAS-Sec3

Ce: 2Div-DefencePressOfficerScotland; InfoAccess-AD

Subject: FW: media query

We discussed over the phone. I've spoken to BEB atvoutshe FOI aspects but he does want to talk to someone about
the actual files and | agreed to ask you but that it was your decision to speak to him about this. For what its worth, |

do think this is a good news story for MOD from an FOI perspective but | think you and your team must have the

final say about talking about the content of the files and the plans to publish the extracts on the Publication Scheme.

His phone number's SSMor his eres Sia

| did agree with would let her have some feedback so | have copied this to her. He suggested to me that

he wants to do an initial article on what he hold but would like to do some follow-up pieces as the material is

released.

Please give me a call if you want to discuss any of this further.

InfoAccess-PMAD

SY831

wooo Original Message-----

From: InfoAccess-AD

Sent: 15 April 2004 13:25

To: InfoAccess-PMAD

Ce: InfoAccess-PM1; InfoAccess-PM4

Subject: FW: media query

Grateful if you could take this on. Many thanks.

From: 2Div-DefencePressOfficerScotland

Sent: 15 April 2004 13:07

To: InfoAccess-AD

Subject: media query

| was speaking to regarding a media enquiry I've had about the publication scheme, and he suggested

| speak to you. To put you in the picture.....

A reporter from the Sunday Times Scotland EERE was browsing the MoD website and came across the
section on FOI. | speak to Fai fairly, cegularly so he called me to ask what implications the FOI act has for the

After chatting to BEE | {hen went back to Mark and told him about the Publications scheme, explaining that it's our
proactive element of managing FOI and that we will be putting information on the website that we predict will be of

public interest e.g. UFO files. | also told him about the work of your department and that the biggest challenge we

face as such a large and diverse organisation with so many affiliated agencies, is not actually taking decisions on

what information to provide, but knowing how to find the information, or even knowing whether we've got it in the first

place! | then went on to describe briefly our repository at Hayes.

come back to me asking: are we publishing anything on the site relating to Scotland, e.g. MoD

information/files that involve Scottish people, or activities that happened in Scotland. He also wants to know more

about the UFO files being published - what is in the files? how many are there? are there any Scottish elements?

Where were the files held? etc.



eo" you help? Do you know the answers to these questions, and would you be happy to speak tof fabout this?
f not, could you suggest someone else who | could contact?

I'd be very grateful for some guidance on this!

With regards,

HRRKEKRERERERERERERREEEERRERERERERERRERE

ee Officer Scotland
Room 1 Annandale Block

Craigiehall

Edinburgh EH12 6DY

Tel:

Fax

Mo

(military code: 94740 + ext)

Internal e-mail: 2div-defencepressofficerscotland

External e-mail: mod.scotland@milnet.uk.net



From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue,

London WC2N 3BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Our Reference:

Chesterfield D/DAS/64/3

Derbyshire Date:

15 April 2004

Dear ERIE

lam writing to enquire about a message you left on our answerphone. The message was not very
clear. Could you please write and tell us what you would like to know by using the above address.

Thank you.

Yours sincerely



DA$-SEC3

Subject: internet-authorised: Flying Saucer Working Party- Report No.7

| am writing with reference to your e-mail message of 1 March concerning the Flying Saucer Working Party

document (Report No.7) which is included in the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme. Your letter has

been passed to me, as this office is the focal point for correspondence concerning 'UFOs' and we were also

responsible for including this report in the Publication Scheme. Please accept my apologies for not replying sooner.

The two passages removed from Report No.7 are retained with the approval of the Lord Chancellor, in accordance

with Section 3(4) of the Public Records Act 1958. The extracted passages are currently the subject of discussions

between the MOD and the relevant party, and if cleared for release in the future, both the record in the

Publication Scheme and the original at The National Archive will be amended accordingly.

If you wish to see information about public records and existing legislation then The National Archive have a useful

website which provides direct access to a detailed manuel about access to public records. This can be found at

http:/Awww.pro.gov.uk/recordsmanagement/access/manuel.

Finally, you commented that you would like to see more UFO related material on-line. You may therefore be

interested to know that we recognise that there is a public interest in this informaiton, and we are currently

conducting a review of the UFO related records we hold with a view to making more available on-line via the

Publication Scheme in the near future.

| hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely

das-sec3@defence.mod.uk

BS Meret 200
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From: Info-Records1

Sent: 02 March 2004 12:52

To: DAS-Sec3

Ce: InfoAccess-PM4

Subject: RE: Feedback from MOD Pilot Publication Scheme

You are correct:

the retained passages (there are two, not one) are retained in accordance with Section 3(4) of the Public Records Act
of 1958. The retention is with the approval of the Lord Chancellor.

The reason for retention is on "Intelligence" grounds, a Lord Chancellor's Instrument covers such retentions.

As is the custom with intelligence matters we do not discuss the details of documentation judged still sensitive. It a

couple of cases when sending copies of the report to members of the public I've mentioned that two passages have

been retained and that "the extracted passages are currently the subject of discussions between MOD and the

relevant party." However, | can confirm that approaches have been made on two occasions to US authorities to clear
the offending passages, so far without success!

YiSection 40) wishes to see information about public records and existing legislation | can think of no better
website that that of The National Archives; specifically http:/Awww.pro.gov.uk/recordsmanagement/access/manual

this provides direct access to a detailed manual, now, in its third edition about "Access to Public Records".

From: DAS-Sec3

Sent: 02 March 2004 09:44

To: Info-Records1

Cc: infoAccess-PM4

Subject: FW: Feedback from MOD Pilot Publication Scheme

| have had the following enquiry about the Flying Saucer Working Party Report No.7 in the Publication Scheme.

As far as | am aware the information was withheld under Section 3(4) of the Public Records Act 1958 or 1967. This

was because of its reference to the CIA and | think someone was going to ask the Americans if it could be released.

If this is correct, are you able to tell me what Section 3(4) says and do you know if anyone has pursued its release

with the American's?

DAS-Sec3

MT6/7S5ie

From: InfoAccess-PM4

Sent: 01 March 2004 10:02

To: DAS-Sec3

Cc: InfoAccess-PM4

Subject: FW: Feedback from MOD Pilot Publication Scheme

Bocconi
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i've had this come through to the Publication Scheme feedback mail box. Are you able to help with some of his

wil vic me know if you can

| wi viously find out about exemptions for him

n 40

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

From: feedback@foi.mod.uk [mailto:feedback@foi.mod.uk]

Sent: 01 March 2004 02:51

To: InfoAccess-ad2@defence.mod.uk

Subject: Feedback from MOD Pilot Publication Scheme

Section 40 AMSAMISS engineer","ufologyinuk" titel

coerenres
Stoke on Trent

ion 40

, ’
.1,-99,-99,-99,"","",1,1,2,2,2,2,2,2,4,1,"Retention/deletions:

In the Flying Saucer Working Party document (report no. 7), there is a

deletion with a stamp "Retained under section 3(4)".

it is not clear which document "section 3(4)" relates to. | did check the

links to the "Code of Practice on Access to- Government Information"

(parts | & II), and The Freedom of Information (FOI) Act 2000, but in both

cases section 3(4) does not appear to exist?

| would be very obliged if you could direct me to a list of exemption

codes accessible via the internet as used in this example, ideally via

email if possible? — ;

One other observation that | would like to make is that once the Flying

Saucer Working Party document has been opened via a browser, it is nigh

impossible to get out of and return to the page that the link was on. It

can be done by right-clicking on the "back" button and going back more

than a single page, but many people will be unaware of this.

Regards,

Section 40. would like to see a lot more UFO related material
on-line. Many documents are available in printed form only, and this is a
very expensive medium in comparison to .pdf files.”,"I'll let you know as

| have more exposure to it!",0



From: Saeiaela
Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3

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

pur Reference
D/DAS/64/3
Date a
29 March 2004

pemsection 40]

Tam writing with reference to your recent undated letter to the Minister (Defence Procurement)

about “Unidentified Flying Objects’. Your letter has been passed to me as this office is the focal

point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence regarding UFOs.

First, 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.

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 source, and to date

no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of

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

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

this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on
investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to your particular sightings in 1997, while you were living in New Zealand, I am

unable to comment as defence of New Zealand’s airspace is a matter for the New Zealand

authorities. I therefore suggest that if you wish to pursue your enquiries that you write to the

following address;

Ministry of Defence

PO Box 5347

Lambton Quay

Wellington

New Zealand

OSSIN TST CLI LIS OT



Finally, as for the film you were shown in 1981, it is not the MOD’s practice to visit individuals
and show them such films, so I am unable to assist you with your search for a copy of this film.

Yours sincerely,
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edu ection 40 |
Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue,

London WC2N 3BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

(Switchboard) 0171 218 9001

Your Reference:

Folkestone _ . Our Reference:

Kent D/DAS/64/3

Section 40) Date:
15 March 2004

Thank you for your letter dated 3 March 2004.

In your letter of 27 January 2004, you requested a list of UFO reports received by MOD in 2004

and these were sent with my letterof 23" February 2004. These contained only one page, as there
had not been many sightings reported between 1 January and 23" February when I replied.

For your information since my letter, there have been two further sightings reported as follows:

18/02/04 16.02 North Wales Large black object in the sky.

01/03/04 20.00 Lowestoft, Suffolk Yellow lights in circular formation moving fast across the

sky.

In your letter of 3“ March you enquired about a report made to Dover Police, in July 2004. As we
have only reached March 2004 this is a clearly a mistake. Enclosed is a copy of your original letter
for easy reference. If however, you wish to clarify which year you are interested in, we would, of

course, be happy to assist.

Yours sincerely



UFOMEK

UFO MONITORS EAST KENT

EERO Folkcstonc, Kent
Te):

Directorate of Air Staff (Secretartat)3a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,

Room 6/73,

Metropole Building,

Northumberland Avenue,

London,

WC2N 3BP.

3 March 2004.

Dear Sir/Madam,

Thank you for your letter of 23 February, in which you enclosed a listing of sightings

reported to the MOD for the year 2004. However you only sent one page covering the months of January

and February of that year. Is there a listing for the rest of 2004?

Lam also trying to track down a report made to Dover police (in Kent), by a member of the public during

the month of July 2004. Do you have any record of such a report from Kent County Constabulary?

Many thanks for your cooperation with regard to this matter.

Director of Research / Investigations UFOMER.



From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3

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)

Section 40) waver Your Reference
egionai Justice Centre Our Ref

620 West James Street DIDAS/64/3~
ateKent WA. USA 9803Z 9 March 2004

Dear SESS

Thank you for your letter of 6 February 2004 concerning information about ‘unidentified flying

objects’.

First, I should inform you that the Ministry of Defence does not have any expertise or role in

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

extraterrestrial lifeforms, 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 ‘unidentified flying objects' the MOD receives are examined solely to establish

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

evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile or

unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom
from an external military source, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do

not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that

rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it

is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not
justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to your request for any information we are able to send regarding UFOs, please find
enclosed two sets of documents.

The first is a collection of papers about an alleged ‘UFO’ sighting at Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk
in December 1980. Rendlesham Forest lies between the now disused RAF bases of

RAF Woodbridge and RAF Bentwaters and at the time housed US Air Force personnel. The UFO

sighting report which is the bases of these papers was made by one of these personnel. At the time

of these events all available substantiated evidence would have been looked at in the usual manner

by those within the Department responsible 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 23 years which has given us reason to believe that the original assessment

made by the Department was incorrect. These papers are a combination of documents, some

contemporary with these events and some are later correspondence.

The second document relates to 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 have been
open in The National Archive for some years, but no surviving copies of the final report could be

found. This copy was discovered in MOD archives during a review of unrelated files in 2002 and
has now been released into The National Archive.

I hope you find these documents of interest. Electronic versions of these have been included in

the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme and if you have access to the internet they

can be viewed at www.foi.mod.uk.

Yours sincerely,
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORI”

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DAS (A) PP TO RefNo_\446 /2004

~ Date \§ FER O4

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. In particular, information can only be withheld if it falls

within the scope of a particular exemption. However, some exemptions are subject to a

‘public interest test’, whereby the harm associated with disclosure must be weighed against

the public interest in release. Applicants must be informed of any decision to apply an

exemption and of their right to appeal against this decision by writing to D Info(Exp). A full

explanation is contained in DCI(Gen) 232/01; further information is available from DG Info

on

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence

received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and

reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending

Review 2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. In addition, we are

required to keep information on the number of requests for information that 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, a War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU

or

faSection40! § CHS: “Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk.
Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on dNet at http://main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/ParlBrch/TOGuid.htm If you do not

have access to dNet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

()
INVESTOR IN PEOPLE.

Revised 11" August 2003
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eogscction40
Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3

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
Abergele D/DAS/64/3
Conwy Date
Section 40| | 25 February 2004

Dea

I am writing concerning your e-mail message of 17 February to the Ministry of Defence,

Ministerial Correspondence Unit regarding the release of information about ‘unidentified flying

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

MOD for correspondence regarding UFOs.

First, I should explain that any reports provided to us of ‘UFO’ sightings 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. I should add that the integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is

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

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

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

be handled in the light of the particular circumstances at the time (it might if deemed appropriate,

involve the scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft). Unless there is evidence of a potential

threat to the UK from an external 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 public access to the information the MOD holds on UFOs, you may wish to be

aware that before 1967 all ‘UFO’ files were destroyed after five years, as there was insufficient

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

an increase in public interest in this subject, ‘UFO’ report files are now routinely preserved and

are transferred to The National Archive (formerly the Public Record Office) when 30 years have

elapsed since the last action was taken. Any files from the 1950s,1960s and early 1970s which

have survived are already available for examination by members of the public at The National

Archive, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. Details of the records available

can be seen by searching The National Archive on line catalogue, PROCAT, at www.pro.gov.uk.

Copies of documents can also be requested.



eo 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

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 in the Code. The Freedom of Information Act 2000 will supersede the Code when it
comes into force in 2005.

You also mentioned access to documents concerning the alleged ‘UFO’ incident at Rendlesham

Forest. The papers the MOD holds on this incident were initially released to a member of the

public in May 2001 following a request made under the Code. In November 2002 the MOD

launched its Freedom of Information Publication Scheme and recognising the public interest in

this event we ensured that these documents were included in the Scheme. They can be accessed

via the internet at www.foi.mod.uk. A search for “Rendlesham Forest” will lead to the relevant

documents or alternatively a search for “UFO” will show all the classes of information on UFOs

in the Scheme. We are currently conducting a review of all the UFO related documents the MOD

holds with a view to making further material available via the Publication Scheme in the near

future.

Finally, with regard to your comment that it would be wrong for the MOD to deny the existence

of ‘unexplained phenomena’ if we hold information to the contrary. You may wish to be aware

that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer’ matters or to

the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains

totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates

the existence of these alleged phenomena.

Yours sincerely,
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/E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To BAS fi ; \ Pat TO Ref No 1 YB4 /2004
cc Date \o FH OY

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

procédures set out in the Code. In particular, information can only be withheld if it falls

within the scope of a particular exemption. However, some exemptions are subject to a

‘public interest test’, whereby the harm associated with disclosure must be weighed against

the public interest in release. Applicants must be informed of any decision to apply an

exemption and of their right to appeal against this decision by writing to D Info(Exp). A full

explanation is contained in DCI(Gen) 232/01; further information is available from DG Info

Miscction 40 |

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence

received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and

reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending

Review 2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. In addition, we are

required to keep information on the number of requests for information that 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

BS action AQ CHOts: anmmrmesenllcss ence; €: ministers@defence.mod.uk.
Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on dNet at Atfp://main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/Par|Brch/TOGuid.htm If you do not

have access to dNet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

ry

\ed
INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 11" August 2003
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Page 1 of 1

@iinisters

‘rom:
Sent: 17 February 2004 21:45

To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subject: Matters of national security

To whom it may concern,

This e-mail is a brief enquiry into why the MOD chooses/or is forced to suppress information concerning

unexplained phenomena?

People of reasonable intelligence greet extraordinary claims with scepticism, requiring more than mere

anecdotal 'pseudo-evidence' to convince them of the claims' reliability. Paranormal conspirators undermine

the integrity of organisations like the MOD. By creating a veil of secrecy on matters of unexplained

phenomena and by refusing to even consider the possibility of the prevalence of such phenomena the MOD

instils a sense of distrust even within sceptics. Would it not be simpler to grant unlimited, full access to

government files concerning unexplained events, e.g. the Rendlesham forest incident to respected, multi-

disciplinary research scientists? These scientists would need to be as impartial as possible (i.e. limited

involvement or allegiance to the government) as to prevent the potential for corruption and/or misinformation.

Such a scheme would finally settle the mat! ter once and for all. If the result negatively impacted on the

audacious claims of conspirators then at least a degree of resolution would be achieved and our right to

freedom of information would be ratified.

Denying the existence of unexplained phenomena is inherently wrong if the MOD has information to the

contrary; to deny people knowledge of momentous discoveries would be a heinous crime.

Regards,

Abergele,

section

18/02/2004



erm Section40
Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue,
London WC2N 3BP

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

Your Reference:

Folkestone Our Reference:
Kent D/DAS/64/3

Section 40) | Date:
23 February 2004

Dear EG)

Thank you for your letter dated 27 January in which you requested a listing of all UFO reports for
2004. Please find attached a list as requested.

I hope this will be of help.

Yours sincerely



DATE TIME PLACE DETAILS OF SIGHTING
02/01/04 04.30 Ayr Square red object, pinkish at

front, at a low angle and as fast

as a fighter jet.

09/01/04 18.00 Market One large black triangular

Harborough, aircraft with three bright lights
Leicestershire in triangle formation. A

rumbling sound.

09/01/04 10.30 Thaxted, Essex Sawa Strange light for one

and a half hours.

12/01/04 16.30 Huddersfield Round object with white lights

all round it over Huddersfield,

area, in S W direction.

27/01/04 21.00 Bretton, Four dull red lights above the

Peterborough house.

28/01/04 18.30 Peterborough, Saw flashing green lights —

Cambridgeshire 1000 — 5000 ft, over

Fylingdales towards Pickering.

28/01/04 20.00 Kidderminster, Five unidentified lights flying

Shropshire in formation.
04/02/04 06.15 Grosmont, Object — soundless pair of

Yorkshire lights. One white and one

yellow.

08/02/04 23.00 Ely, Four lights, one brighter than

Cambridgeshire the others. Sometimes fading.
11/02/04 21.05 Holbeach, Lincs. Two objects described as a fast

pair of speeding lights with no

noise.



UFOMEK

UFO MONITORS EAST KENT

SORE Folkestone, Kent

Directorate of Air Staff (Secretaniat)3

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,

Romm 6/73,

Metropole Building,

Northumberland Avenue,

London,

SW2N SBP.

27 January, 2004.

Dear Sir/Madam,

Iam writing to you to request if it would be possible for you to forward me a listing of

all reports of UFO sightings, that were reported to your Department during the year 2004?

Many thanks for your cooperation with regard to this matter.

ch/ Investigations UFOMEK.



From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue,

London WC2N 3BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Newmarket Our Reference:

Suffolk D/DAS/64/3

Date:

16 February 2004

Dear IN

Thank you for your letter dated 5 February concerning ‘unidentified flying objects’.

You will be aware from our previous correspondence that the MOD examines the UFO reports,

sent to us solely to establish whether they present any evidence of a breach of UK airspace by

unauthorised aircraft. Once it is established that this is not the case, we do not attempt to identify

what the public has seen. We do not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’

matters to the question or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms,

about which we remain totally open minded.I should add that to date the MOD knows of no

evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. I therefore have nothing to

add to our previous correspondence.

As requested I have sent back your original reports, and your letter has, been placed on our files.

Yours sincerely



Newmarket,

rend section 40 | 5.2.04,
Tel a

REF D/DAS/64/3

Dear SirModm
Thank you for replying to my letter,my sighting which was as clear as looking at any other

object it was not The Russian Space Station.

I have enclosed my original brief copy of notes and what I sketched of the craft with brief

details of the people I contacted.

On this original copy,from 1995 is my old address,also I was sketching the outline of the

craft,and the rear engines did not seem important The craft was also glowing a beautiful

bluish white.

The technology and beautifulness of the craft was far in advance of the Shuttle.My brain

rattles every time | think of it.,and my head feels as though it can’t cope with what I

witnessed

Please return my original copy,although I have now photo copied it.

I am not some kind of nut,but just a level headed person who knows what he saw,and the

explanations I am given just do not add up to the actual sighting.

Yours faithfully

TS. Wace Tam Not Seme DR Wu wenck .



per erY OOdy reads about little green men and flashing lights

gat what I encountered was something 100% reality.
fn mid October 1995 I had just put my car away in the

, garage, when I looked up into the night sky,with it being
such a clear night with a lot of visible stars, I spent a
few seconds star gazing.

Looking into the sky in a western direction, I was looking
at what I thought was a bright star, but it was moving
towards me in an easterly direction about the height of a
satellite, I often gaze into the night sky trying to pick
out satellite’s in orbit and have seen quite a few over the
years.

Tracking this bright light until it was directly overhead
I was taken aback in shock and said to myself, coh my God
what am I looking at,a space craft Glowing illuminous blue
white, with every detail possible, the whole craft was this
beautiful luminous colour, the technology was far in excess
of anything that we are able to comprehend. No flashing
lights, no navigational lights, no Windows, a space craft
of unbelievable dimensions.After a few seconds when it had
gone out of sight, I went into the bungalow and said to my
wife I have just seen a space ship. For the next few days
everytime I thought about what I had seen, my heart beat
quickened and raced away.

I am 54 years old and very level headed, I contacted NASA
in Florida to see if the Shuttle was in orbit over England
the reply was - no. I also contacted RAPCON at the American
base near Newmarket, they had had nothing on radar, I also
contacted the MOD, and received a letter saying that there
are sightings that can not be explained.

I also contacted the UFO society and one of the persons
Suggested that I may have been looking at Something fram
a different dimension.

I wish it had of been the shuttle,and it would have put my
mind at rest, and I know as long asI live I will never see
another sight like it. I have been to Florida and seen a
Shuttle,so how do you explain to people when there are so
many doubters,as to what you have actually seen is
something so far ahead of us in technology, a truly awe

inspiring sight, something from a different dimension.
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From: Senne
Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 900

(GTN)

Your Reference

Our Reference
righton D/DAS/64/3

DateEast Sussex 19 February 2004

I am writing concerning your e-mail message to the MOD press office of 6 February, regarding

reports of ‘unidentified flying objects’. Your questions have been passed to me as this department

is the focal point within the MOD for correspondence regarding UFO matters. First, let me assure

you the MOD takes all enquiries from members of the public on this subject seriously. I will now

answer your questions in the same order as your letter.

Who reports and by what method?.

Most UFO reports are made by members of the public, with occasional reports from Policemen,

civilian aircrew, military personnel and air traffic controllers. These reports arrive by letter,

e-mail, fax message and telephone.

Are reports by service personnel and civilians?

Yes. See above.

Are all reports available to the public?

Information over 30 years old is available for public inspection at The National Archive (formerly

the Public Record Office). Reports less than 30 years old are not fully open to the public, but the

MOD operates in accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information

(the Code). This means that information can be requested and is supplied wherever possible

providing it does not fall under one of the exemptions in the Code. These exemptions refer to

information whose disclosure would for example, cause harm to defence, invade an individual’s

privacy, or if it would take an unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to a request.

Do they have classifications, i.e. by type, location, range etc?

UFO reports are filed in the order in which they are received and are not given classifications.

Are objects seen close to, or resting upon the ground, included? .
We receive reports of sightings of various phenomena such as lights in the sky, cigar shaped or

triangular objects etc. Various movements are reported from flying at fast speeds to landing.



.

Ds ainorisea air activity. How is this categorised, specifically?
This term refers to aircraft that have not been authorised or have no legitimate reason to be

operating in UK airspace.

Reports — Supply typical date / number / classification.

Reports are not categorised in this way. I am sorry that the press office may have misled you by

saying that reports are given a date / number. I am afraid this is not the case.

Does the MOD investigate any at all, if so by which service?

As part of our assessment of reports this office contacts, as required, the appropriate Departmental

air defence experts.

What factors determine ‘evidence of a potential threat’?

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 (such as from hostile

aircraft or weapons) would be handled in the light of the particular circumstances at the time and

it might if deemed appropriate, involve the scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft.

Rendlesham — Why is the word ‘alleged’ used in relation to these events?

This term does not suggest that we believe Lieutenant Colonel Halt or any others serving at RAF

Bentwaters or RAF Woodbridge at the time were being untruthful about their experiences, but

neither can we explain exactly what these people saw. Many people over the past 23 years have

claimed to have been involved with this event and many different accounts have emerged. We

therefore use the word ‘alleged’ to reflect this.

Does ‘all available substantiated evidence’ include radar returns?

Yes. RAF Neatishead and Eastern Radar were asked to check radar observations for the relevant

time. Neither had anything unusual to report.

The phrase ‘ no indication that a breach of the UK’s air defences had occurred’ is

misleading, since it ignores visual sighting evidence by military personnel.

Visual sightings of unidentified aerial activity, even when observed by military personnel, does

not mean that UK air defences have been compromised. As mentioned above the RAF continually

police UK airspace and respond to any threats as appropriate. Lieutenant Colonel Halt’s

memorandum was passed to the military authorities with responsibility for air defence matters at

the time and they concluded that there was nothing of defence interest.

Have any UK military personnel submitted reports on these events?

No. The RAF Commander of RAF Bentwaters forwarded Lieutenant Colonel Halt’s

memorandum to the Ministry of Defence with a covering letter. He did not, however, make a

report himself.

With regard to your interest in the Rendlesham Forest incident, you may wish to be aware that the

papers the MOD holds, have been included in the MOD Freedom of Information Publication

Scheme and can be found at www.foi.mod.uk.

Also, I understand that you have recently sent the press office a further e-mail asking whether

UFO reports have been copied to electronic storage. Current records are still held in paper form

but we are moving towards electronic storage later this year, so future records will be kept in this

way.



»

Finally, I am experiencing some problems with my e-mail address at present, but if required, I can
be contacted at the address at the head of this letter.

Yours sincerely,



DAB ec:
To: D News RAF

Subject: RE: Stentor’: UFOs

Section 4} as written to his MP and | have just drafted a reply. | am working my way through the questions he sent
you in his last e-mail, so | will add this to it. | am having problems with my external e-mail at the moment, but when

he receives my letter he might start corresponding with me instead of you.

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

From: D News RAF

Sent: 17 February 2004 11:46

To: DAS-Sec3

Subject: RE: Mr Deacon & UFOs

Many thanks for letting me know. It came straight from the lines that | was given when | took over, so | will

amend them appropriately.

Received another e-mail from MEE esterday, asking if the files held on UFO reports have been copied to
electronic storage - grateful if you could answer.

Many thanks.I

From: DAS-Sec3

Sent: 17 February 2004 11:38

To: D News RAF

| see in para 3 of your previous e-mail to BEMemelabout UFOs you have said "each |
report is given a date/number". | do not know where this has come from because they are

not given a unique number of any sort but are filed purely in the order in which we receive

them. Secon.) i now asked for an example of this numbering system, so | will have
to admit to him that that was a mistake. Just so you know not to say that to anyone else.

DAS-Sec3
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@..4 AF
From:
Sent: 06 February 2004 11:52

To: press@dgics.mod.uk

Subject: Queries arising from MOD response of 29/01/04

Sir,

Thank you for your e-mailin reply to my enquiry. | now find that | have more questions, since it is obvious

that the MOD does not take this subject very seriously.

There are queries arising from each paragraph of your response ,as follows;

Para.2. Reports. Who reports and by what method.

Are reports by service personnel and civilians

Are all reports available to the public

Do they have classifications, i.e. by type location ,range etc.

Are objects seen close to ,or resting upon the ground ,included.

Unauthorised air activity: How is this categorised, specifically.

Para.3. Reports. Supply typical date/number/ classification.

Does MOD investigate any at all, if so by which service .

What factors determine ' evidence of a potential theat '.

Para.4.Rendlesham.

Why is the word ‘alleged’ used in relation to the events.

Does ‘all available substantiated evidence’ include radar returns.

The phrase '- no indication that a breach of the UK’s air defences had

occurred ' is misleading, since it ignores visual sighting evidence by

military personnel.

Have any UK military personnel submitted reports on these events.

| realise that these questions may be difficult to answer, but the MOD must have

some staff engaged in the investigation of these events.

Thank you

ai j
East sussex.

06/02/2004
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From: D News AF [press@dgics.mod.uk]
Sent: 29 January 2004 09:51
To:

Thank you for your e-mail of 10 January 2004 following the BBC Documentary 'Britain's

X-Files' broadcast on January 9 2004. Please accept my apologies for the delay in

responding.

The MOD examines any reports of ‘unexplained’ aerial sightings it receives solely to

establish whether what was seen could have defence significance; namely, whether there

is any evidence that the UK's airspace might have been compromised by hostile or

unauthorised air activity.

Fach 'UFO' report is given a date/number, however, unless there is evidence of a

potential threat to the UK from an external military source the MOD does not attempt

to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. [It is possible that

rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found

for these sightings but it is not for the MOD to provide this kind of aerial

investigation service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on

investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

When the MOD was informed of the events which are alleged to have occurred at

Rendlesham Forest in December 1980, all available substantiated evidence would have

been looked at in the usual manner by those within the MOD responsible for air defence

matters. It was judged 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 deemed necessary. Although a number of allegations have subsequently been

made about these reported events, nothing has emerged which has given us reason to

believe that the original assessment was incorrect. All the known documents held by

the MOD concerning this matter have now been released to the public in accordance with

the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information.

Yours sincerely,

aie Leader
D News RAF



- DAS-Sec3

D News RAF

Subject: Press Enquiries on UFOs

| have received two enquiries on UFO matters direct from the press. One left a message on our
answerphone and one called the public low flying complaints line. | do not normally deal direct
with the press so would be grateful if someone in the press office could contact the following. |
attach a few lines which can be given to both of them.

w |
UFO PRESS

Enquiries.doc

MoE:

) Editor The frosg Ofte. fe cA o% —_
Thame News “theo. #
Jordan's Courtyard OUNRME OLACAS- oe “Ao“|
8 Upper High Street ¢ culls jefe hcy

Oxfordshire

OX9 3ER

Tel:

e-mail: editor@thamenews.net

She left a message on the DAS UFO answerphone concerning a loud noise, like an air balloon
heard in the area in the early hours of

2 December.

>?) Eke Pa Ghix ol. | Korecboecl overSson0 dL. plone wrong lores by blS provided. NFA. 2/2for

Telephoned our Low Flying complaints line and said his company are making a programme about
UFOs. No further details given. Please inform him that if he needs any further information, we
would be happy to answer his questions if he would like to send them by fax or e-mail via
yourselves.

Thanks for your help.

DAS-Sec3

MT6/73



Call to DAS Low Flying Complaints and enquiry line from

the following who are making a programme about UFOs.

No other details given. Would like someone to call him back.

Flame TV Company



Bedugsection 40
Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3

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

Newmarket yb Reference
DateSuffolk 
2 February 2004

Thank you for your letter of 13" January concerning your UFO sighting in October 1995.

As you may be aware from our previous correspondence, the Ministry of Defence does not have
any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer’ matters or to the question of the existence

or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, 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.

The sole reason the MOD examines the UFO reports it receives is to establish whether what was

seen might have some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United
Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless

there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military source, and
to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise

nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as

aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the

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

public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit

With regard to your comments concerning the possibility that you may have seen a Space Shuttle,

I have made enquiries with RAF Fylingdales who are responsible for tracking Space objects, such

as Satellites and Space debris. They have informed us that although there was a Shuttle in orbit

on 24 October 1995, the orbital inclination means that it would not have been visible from
Newmarket. The largest object in low Earth orbit that day was the Russian Space Station MIR

which would have been visible from Newmarket on at least one pass per day at very high

elevation and it is therefore possible that this could have been what you observed.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



DAS-Sec3

Fro D UK-SO1 AIR OPS 2
Sent: 30 January 2004 16:15

To: DAS-Sec3

Subject: FW: Internet-authorised: RE: Space Craft

You may release all the information in the e-mail below from Fylingdales.

| also spoke to OC Ops at Fylingdales and he would be more than happy to host a visit to the Station of yourself

and/or the people behind the questions. If you'd like to go...just let me know, or just add Squadron Leader Sin 40
detgils as Officer Commanding Operations at RAF FVingdal AT 0 our reply.

D UK, SO1 Air Ops 2

MT 466

aeons Original Message-----

From: FYL-Ops-OC

Sent: 30 January 2004 14:10

To: ‘D UK-SO1 AIR OPS 2'

Subject: Internet-authorised: RE: Space Craft

As far as tracking the Space Shuttle is concerned, the answer has to be "it depends on the orbital inclination". Shuttle

missions have used 28, 39, 51.6 and 57 Degree inclinations. Fylingdales cannot normally track objects (at normal

Shuttle operating height) lower than 40 Degree inclination. When the shuttles are launched into an orbit that we can

see, we are used by the Launch Controller to confirm that they have safely entered orbit, as we are the first radar

that they fly past as they launch from Florida over the Atlantic.

Turning to the second part of the question; there was a Shuttle in orbit on 24 October 1995, but this was in a 39
Degree inclination orbit and would theoretically only be visible from Newmarket at very low elevation (1 or 2

Degrees), and long range (1700 KM). In other words the chances of visibility from the ground are virtually nil.

No satellites decayed in the Earth's atmosphere on 24 October 1995. .

The largest object in low Earth orbit that day would have been the Russian Space Station MIR (object 16609). This

was in a 51.6 Degree inclination orbit (which would take it up to 51.6 North latitude) and would have been visible

from Newmarket on at least one pass per day at very high elevation (say, 50 to 80 degrees). We could calculate the

times of the passes by going back over the Orbital Element Sets, but it would be a bit of a long winded and time

consuming job.

Otherwise we have no log book (or human recollection) events for that time and place.

Hope this info is of some use,

Sqn Ldr

OC Ops

cones Original Message-----

From: D UK-SO1 AIR OPS 2

Sent: 29 January 2004 17:38

To: FYL-Ops-OC

Cc: DAS-Sec3; 3GP-C2SPT DACCS

Subject: FW: Space Craft



Importance: High

°ase could you work your magic on the questions below?
Thanks in anticipation.

D UK, SO1 Air Ops 2

MT 466

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

From: DAS-Sec3

Sent: 29 January 2004 16:40

To: D UK-SO1 AIR OPS 2

Subject: Space Craft

Could you let me know if Fylingdales can track the Space Shuttle?. Also is it possible for

them to check their records for anything over Newmarket, Suffolk on 24 October 1995.

Sorry to ask daft questions, but thats the public for you!

DAS-Sec3a



E ewmarket,

Your Ref D/Sec<AS>/64/3_ - 30th Oct 95

Section 40 13th Jan 04
Dear Sir/Madam

Last week I watched a programme regarding UFO’s with appropiate sightings from level

headed people,and I was at a loss,as to why my sighting was not given a good enough

explanation or follow up from who ever it is that deals in these matters.

My sighting as previously explained,which is still implanted into my brain on nearly a daily

basis was as follows - No flasing lights - No little green men - No Flying Saucer but an

incredulous technologicaly built SPACE SHIP built on similar lines to the Shuttle but far

more advanced glowing a beautiful Blue/Grey with no Navigational lights in Total Orbit

travelling West to East in Orbit.- NO - engine noise No vapour trail.

Just a beautiful Space Ship in Orbit on a dark Crystal Clear October night in 1995.

This is exactly what I saw lasting a total of four to five minutes.

I had just put my car away in the garage block,about fifty yards away from the bungalow we

were then living in,it was a dark crystal clear night with clear visability,and the night sky a

mass of stars in vision.

As I very often gaze into the night sky looking for Sattelites in orbit, which nearly always

come from a different direction,] was taken aback by this bright light shining amongst the

Stars it was obvious,that it was not a Star,but ths bright light was moving towards me in an

easterly direction from the west.

As I was walking towards my bungalow,but never taking my eyes of this bright light,until it

was directly above my head,I was taken aback in shock and said to myself Oh’my God what

am I looking at,A Space Craft glowing a beautiful Bluey/Grey/White luminous colour built

by technology far ahead of any Shuttle. - I have seen the Shuttle in Florida and also been to

Kennedy Space Centre so I do no what a Shuttle looks like,and living in close proximity to

the American Air Bases and having been in the RAF I do no what Aircraft look like.

The Object I saw was a SPACE SHIP.

I stood watching the Space Ship in Orbit until it went out of sight in an easterly direction.

The engines were mounted at the rear of the craft. What a beautiful sight implanted into my

brain.

Who do I see to get regressed back to the day of sighting.

When I went into the bungalowI said to my wife,I have just seen a Space ship,of course she

did not believe me,but for the next few days and even to this day whenI think of what I saw

my heart races away beating very fast.

Iam anone drinker, none smoker so it takes a lot for my heart beat to race.

Being of level head and sound mind I contacted NASA in Florida to see if the Shuttle was in

Orbit over England the answer was no.

I then contacted RAPCON at Lakenheath,they had nothing on Radar.

If it had been the Shuttle I could have accepted it,writing this letter my heart is racing away at

a fast beat of knots because I am remembering the exact sighting from 1995all brought on

again because of last weeks TV programme.

I could certainly do with an inteligent explanation,the explanation I got from the UFO society

was that I may have been looking at something from a different dimension,is it possible.



.

@... letter I recieved from your department in 1995 tried to fob me off with an explanation of
weather ballons - search lights - lazers refecting- do my intellgence with a little bit better of

an explanation.

I know it is difficult for those who have not witnessed a sighting,to try and dismiss sightings

with simple explanatary terms.

But what I saw was a SPACE SHIP - NOT a FLYING SAUCER -WITH LITTLE GREEN

MEN or FLASHING LIGHTS.

Please get somebody to regress me.

Yours faithfully



From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct diaf) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020721
F

Your Reference

DGP Productions Ref
Portland House DIDASIeAB
12-13 Greek Street ale
London 28 January 2004

WIV 4DL

wre section40

Thank you for your letter dated 12" December 2003 concerning Ministry of Defence procedures
for dealing with the possibility of extra-terrestrial lifeforms visiting earth. I apologise for the

delayin replying.

First, it might be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence does not have any expertise or

role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer’ matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of

extraterrestrial lifeforms, 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.

With regard to the integrity of the United Kingdom's airspace in peacetime, this is maintained

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

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

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

be handledin the light of the particular circumstances at the time (it might if deemed appropriate,

involve the scrambling or diversion of ait defence aircraft). From that perspective, any reports of

‘unidentified flying objects’ received by the MOD are examined solely to establish whether what

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

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

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

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

precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such

as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the

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

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



As for your comments concerning reports of the discovery of extraterrestrial artefacts, to date, we@ have not received any such reports. However, in the event of such an occurrence, the MOD might
ask the local Police force to make initial enquiries and if necessary, may arrange for the object to
be removed for further examination.

I hope this is helpful.

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

LAW PUIRG LCOS /EUAL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To pA’LAY P+ TO RefNo \OAB] 2003

“ Date\2 Dee Rees,

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. In particular, information can only be withheld if it falls

within the scope of a particular exemption. However, some exemptions are subject to a

‘public interest test’, whereby the harm associated with disclosure must be weighed against

the public interest in release. Applicants must be informed of any decision to apply an

exemption and of their right to appeal against this decision by writing to D Info(Exp). A full

explanation is contained in DCI(Gen) 232/01; further information is available from DG Info

on .

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence

received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and

reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending

Review 2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. In addition, we are

required to keep information on the number of requests for information that 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, SW1A 2EU

fSection 40] _§ CHOts:— Seo andenen e: ministers@defence.mod.uk.
Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on dNet at hitp://main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/ParlBrch/TOGuid.him If you do not

have access to dNet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
raeo

aal
INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 11 August 2003



12" December 2003

Dear Sirs,

We are a TV production company and hope you may be able to assist our

research for a proposed documentary film.

Since the early 1960s, the Search for ExtraTerrestrial Intelligence (SETI) has

become a legitimate scientific pursuit endoresed by the IAU (international

Astronomical Union). Britain’s Jodrell Bank telescope plays a key role in

search activities. Such work has led to speculation as to the various potential

detection/contact scenarios and the implications of such a discovery.

Scientitsts no longer discount the possibility of an extraterrestrial artifact or

spacheship visiting Earth (there is no suggestion this as already happened,

contrary to the wild speculations of UFO proponents). Since the arrival of an

extraterrestrial artifact would have profound implications, especially for the

country it arrived in, what thinking or protocols have the Ministry of Defence

(or its contractors and think-tanks) developed for such a scenario? If

absolutely no work has been done in this area, why not? And in the

eventuality of such an encounter, who would ultimately be responsible for co-

ordinating an appropriate response?

Remarkably there is a precedent for this. On September 4th1967,

apprentices of the RAE (Royal Aircraft Establishment) staged an elaborate

rag-stunt, building six small ‘flying saucers’ and depositing them at various

locations across Southern England (all along the 51.5 degree line of latitude).

immediate response and investigations involved large numbers of officers

from five county police forces (including the Met’), Scotland Yard’s bomb

squad, the RAF (who dispatched personnel to at least three of the sites

including a SAR helicopter scramble), USAFE personnel, the Army's

Southern Command (who opened one of the objects via a controlled

explosion), Aldermaston Atomic weapons Facility (who conducted an

analysis of the contents of one of the saucers) and Defence Intelligence Staff

based at the Metropole Building.

DIS staffers Fit pasection 4a Wing con ance ReeenW have
both confirmed to me that initially the possibility the obj been

extraterrestrial artifacts was considered seriously. Fit Lt 2

confirmed that there was ‘no manual’ to cover such an

indeed the response was poorly co-ordinated.

| would appreciate any assistance you can offer regarding this research.

Thnak you for your kind attention and | look forward to hearing from you.

Yours faithfully, =) po

DGP Productions

Portland House

12-13 Greek St

London W1V 4DL
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: @inisters

From:

Sent: 12 December 2003 09:37

To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subject: RESEARCH

Dear Sirs,

Please see attached.

regards,

12/12/2003



eugseciion 40
Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3

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
Brooklyn D/DAS/64/3

Date

USA York 29 January 2004

I am writing with reference to the messages you left on our answerphone on the 8" January
concerning the television programme you saw about ‘unidentified flying objects’. This office is

the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

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

‘unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether thereis 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 programme you saw, I believe that this was about an alleged UFO incident at
Rendlesham Forest, Suffoik in December 1980. When the Ministry of Defence was informed of

these events, all available substantiated evidence was looked at in the usual manner by those
within the MOD/RAF with responsibility for air defence matters. The judgement was that there

was no indication that a breach of the United Kingdom's air defences had occurred on the nights

in question. As there was no evidence to substantiate an event of defence concern no further

investigation into the matter was necessary. Although a number of allegations have subsequently

been made about these reported events, nothing has emerged over the last 23 years which has

given us reason to believe that the original assessment made by this Department was incorrect.

The official MOD papers on this incident were released as part of our Freedom of Information

Publication Scheme and can be found on the internet at www.foi.mod.uk. A search under

Rendlesham Forest will take you to them, or alternatively, if you would like to see all the classes

of information about UFOsin the Scheme, please search under UFO.

Yours sincerely,



REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting.

(Duration of sighting.)

6 November 1977

Description of object.

(No of objects, size, shape, colour,

brightness, noise.)

Similar to that described on recent Sci-fi

TV channel programme about Rendlesham

Forrest incident in 1980.

Exact position of observer.

Geographical location.

(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

Hovering, but was agile and mobile.

Jiggled about, traced a doodle pattern then

shot off.

How object was observed.

(Naked eye, binoculars, other

optical device, camera or

camcorder.)

Naked eye, but was also filmed by his

brother.

Direction in which object was

first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful

than a roughly estimated bearing.)

Not given

Approximate distance. Not given

Movements and speed.

(side to side, up or down,

constant, moving fast, slow)

Hovering

Weather conditions during

observation.

(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)

Not given



To whom reported.

(Police, military, press etc)

Message left on DAS answerphone on

8 January 2004. At time of sighting he

reported it to the Leicester Mercury

newspaper who published an article on

their front page on 7 November 1977

showing his brother who filmed it.

10. Name, address and telephone no

of informant.

Brooklyn

New York

USA

11. Other witnesses. His three brothers, mother and a friend

12. Remarks. SERIOmade this call after seeing a
programme on a cable Sci-fi channel in the

US about the Rendlesham Forest incident.

This was possibly a programme called

“UFO encounter at Rendlesham” which

was shown on the Sky One channel in the

UK on the 5 January 2004.

13. Date and time of receipt. 8 January 2004 11.18L



From: Eee
Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3

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
tanhope DIDAS/64/3

ate »Neetsy 07874 29 January 2004

Thank you for your letter of 19 December concerning the release of information under the
forthcoming United Kingdom Freedom of Information Act 2000.

The papers which you refer to concern an alleged ‘unidentified flying object’ incident which

occurred at Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in December 1980. The forest lies between two, now

disused, RAF Stations (RAF Woodbridge and RAF Bentwaters) which at the time were occupied

by United States personnel.

The Ministry of Defence papers which refer to this incident were released to a member of the

public in May 2001 and were later included in our Freedom of Information Publication Scheme

which was launched in November 2002. These can found on the internet at www.foi.mod.uk
by searching under Rendlesham Forest. Alternatively, search under UFO to find all the classes of

information on UFOs included in the Scheme.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



With The Compliments of

Air Historical Branch (RAF)

> Building 266, Royal Air Force Bentley Priory
4 Stanmore. Middlesex. HA7 3HH

Tel: 020 8838 7413 (95271 7413 Mil)
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 i “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. In particular, information can only be withheld if it falls

within the scope of a particular exemption. However, some exemptions are subject to a

‘public interest test’, whereby the harm associated with disclosure must be weighed against

the public interest in release. Applicants must be informed of any decision to apply an

exemption and of their right to appeal against this decision by writing to D Info(Exp). A full

_explanation is contained in DCI(Gen) 232/01; further information is available from DG Info

Misection 40.

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence

received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending

Review 2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. In addition, we are

required to keep information on the number of requests for information that 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

t or

f: Section 40) § CHOtS: Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk.

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on dNet at http://main.chots.mod.uk/min|parl/PariBrch/TOGuid.htm If you do not
have access to dNet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
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INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 11 August 2003
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M.O.D. Ministerial Correspondence Unit

Whiichali, London SW 1A ZEU

December 19", 2004

Ladies‘ Gentlemen!

it is my understanding that one hundred documents pertaining to the “Rendleshem. Air Force

Base” incident was released recently under the provisions of the “Freedom of Information Act”. I

would like to knowif } would beeligiblete receive same, being retired now for sixteen years; }
find that by keeping busy both physically and mentally .. certainly can be very rewarding!

wk YOu very nach! 1Tt re

Sianhops, New Jersey 07874

U.S.A.



From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 0
(Fax)

(GTN)

Your Reference

Bus Aefeee
Blackheath ate
section 16 January 200&

Dea S°

Thank you for your letters dated 30 December 2003 and 13 January 2004, regarding your views
on contact with extraterrestrial beings.

As you will be aware from our previous correspondence, the MOD’s interest in ‘UFO’ reports is
limited to whether there is any evidence of a threat to UK airspace by unauthorised or hostile air
activity. The Ministry of Defence does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying
saucer’ matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, 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. Your letters have, however, been
placed on our files.

Yours sincerely,
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Is This Fact

If The Procyons / Andromedons Arelo Be Destroyed

At White Heath Possibly In Wales .Its Possible

That The Irri - Shelli - Ake Will Use There

Weapons Of Mass Destruction On London .

In My Mauve Book The Irri - Shelli - Ake Are

The Millitary Of Andromedons / Procyons .

Is Thés Fact Or Fiction .

Possibly Within The Next 3 weeks We Will

Know As From 5 th January 2004 .

I Would Suggest That We Do NOT ODMSTROY ,

The Procyons / Andromedons .

Or Make any Aggressive Act Against Them i,e ,

The irri - Shelli - Ake.

Procyons / Andromedons .

Even After THe 3 Week Period Is Up

Do Not Attack The Procyons / andromedons , As This

Could Cause An Ecological Disaster .

THERE cOULD BE A CRYSTAL SHIP.

DO Not DESTROY.

End Cf Report .

Federation Officer .

Elackheath ,

London ,
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TADS Be! a

Is This Pact .

What If A Vulean Ship Or Craft Landed Near

The Millennim Dome To Try To Negotiate Peace

Terms With The MIrri - Shelli — Ake .

A Nomadic Alien Race . Who Have Tried To

Make Peace Before But Have Failed .

This Could Be Our Last Chance To # Negotiate

With Them .

I Dont Know But It Could Be Possible

That They Might Have Weapons of Mass

Destruction ? .

In My Opinion We Should Try To

Negotiate With Them .

End Of Report .

Fron Es
Federation Officer .

Blackheath .



From: See
Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3

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

WC2N 5BP

(Swite

(Fax)

(GTN)

Our Ret
D/DAS

Hessle Date
East on 40 . 19 November 2003

egsecton <0] S
Thank you for your letter of 8 October concerning a UFO sighting over Iran in September 1976. I
apologise for the delay in replying. This was due to your enquiry involving checks with other

departments and the recall of files from the National Archive.

The files you mentioned in your letter are currently held in the National Archive awaiting release
in 2006. We have recalled and examined them but neither contain any mention of this incident.

We have also made enquiries with the Air Historical Branch who know of no RAF aircraft

‘based’ in Iran in the 1970s. They have examined the F540 Operational Record Books for all the
RAF F4 Squadrons during the period and these have revealed that most of the F4 aircraft spent

September 1976 involved in Exercise TEAMWORK, a large annual NATO exercise involving

300 aircraft, 30 submarines and over 200 ships. The exercise took place in Northern Europe and

the North Sea.

As HMS ARK ROYAL also carried F4 aircraft we made enquiries with the Naval Historical
Branch to see if the ship was in the Middle East during September 1976 and may have been

involved with the incident. This revealed that HMS ARK ROYAL was also taking part in
Exercise TEAMWORK which concluded on 23 September. The ship then sailed first to the

Shetland Islands before refuelling in Plymouth Sound early on the 26 September. On 28

September, HMS ARK ROYAL arrived in Lisbon and remained in port until 2 October 1976.

We can, therefore, find no documentary evidence of UK F4 aircraft involvement with this

particular incident. Defence of Iranian airspace is, of course, a matter for the Iranian Government

and you may wish to pursue your enquiries with them.

I am sorry that I can not be more helpful.

Yours sincerely,



LOOSE MINUTE

D/NHB/23/11

19 November 2003

DAS-Sec 3

Copy to: AHB 3 (RAF)(UB)

UFO ENCOUNTER

Ref: Your unreferenced Chots of 19 November 2003 (10.16)

According to the ARK ROYAL’s Reports of Proceedings she was

alongside in Devonport from 17 July to 2 September 1976, having returned

from six months Westlant deployment. From 2-10 September she re-

embarked her squadrons and undertook a mini-work up prior to Exercise

TEAMWORK, a NATO exercise staged in the Atlantic, English Channel, the

Baltic and off the coast of Norway. Involving over 200 ships, 30 submarines
and 300 aircraft, this may be the exercise referred to by AHB(RAF). The

exercise concluded on 23 September and the ship sailed first to the Shetland

Islands before refuelling in Plymouth Sound early on the 26th.

2. The ARK ROYAL arrived at Lisbon on 28 September, changing

Captain there, and remained in port until 2 October. The ship subsequently

went into refit at Devonport on 22 November, having been no further east than

Toulon.

[3. That only leaves the Army Air Corps — Hmmmmmm!?!?!7?!.]

NS(H)HS1

GSY M4



D@pi-LA-Ops+Polt

To: NHB NS(H)HS1

Subject: Request for information

| am writing from the Directorate of Air Staff (DAS) and | hope you may be able to assist me with

a request for information which we have received.

This department deals with correspondence concerning ‘unidentified flying objects' and one of

our regular correspondents has referred to an interview he has seen with Ralph Noyes who is a

former US of S, and head of DS8 (our predecessor branch). Mr Noyes stated that in 1976 the UK

had a defence agreement with Iran and that F4 aircraft were based near Tehran before the Shah

was deposed. He says that on 18, 19 and 20th September 1976 these aircraft were scrambled in

relation to a'UFO encounter’.

| have contacted the Air Historical Branch who say there were no RAF aircraft based in Iran in the

1970s. They have checked all the Operational Record Books (F540) for all the RAF F4

Squadrons for September 1976. These revealed that the RAF F4s were taking part in a huge

NATO exercise in Northern Europe and over the North Sea and were therefore nowhere near

Iran. They did say, however, that HMS Ark Royal operated F4s during this period and it is

possible that she was exercising or operating in the Middle East in September 1976. |

appreciate that this 'UFO encounter’ maybe being confused with a normal exercise, but would be

grateful for any assist you may be able to provide with regard to

HMS Ark Royal's movements at this time.

DAS-Sec3 (Chots: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1)

MT6/73 SRE



D@p-LA-Ops+Polt a

From: AHB3(RAF)

Sent: 04 November 2003 11:37

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1a

Subject: RE: UC: UFO QUERY

| have now checked the F540s for all RAF F4 Squadrons during the period Sept 76. As far as | am able to tell, there

were no RAF F4s deployed anywhere near Iran, indeed most of them would appearto have spent Sept 76 involved

in Ex Teamwork which was a huge annual exercise involving the majority of NATO forces in Northern Europe and

the North Sea.

My only thought on the matter is that the Navy still had its last proper aircraft carrier HMS Ark Royal at this time and

was operating F4s from her. It seems more feasible that the Ark would have been some where in the region of the

Middle East at this time. | can only suggest that you get in contact with the Naval Historical Src SS or
GER adaud) RNAS Yeovilton who may be able to supply you with her movements and flying records, although I dont
fold out much hope as the Navy do not have anything near as comprehensive as the RAF F540 and ships log books

were routinely destroyed at the end of a commission until very recently.

Hope this is of some use

een
SCOT

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Polia

Sent: 28 October 2003 15:05

To: AHB3(RAF)

Subject: UC: UFO QUERY

We have received a request from a regular UFO correspondent concerning an alleged UFO encounter with F4

jets over Tehran, Iran. He claims to have seen an interview with the former head of DS 8 who stated that the UK

had a defence agreement with Iran prior to the Shah being deposed and that British F4 aircraft were scrambled

over Tehran in relation to an alleged UFO incident on 18,19 or 20th September 1976.

| know it may seem a strange request but would you have any historical records of any agreement between the

two countries or an incident where our aircraft might have been involved? Any assistance would be gratefully

received.

many thanks

& Polta

Ux borxe> in Iran in the (V70s. were bores WA (vagy bub
Hore Pad ab gone by Le enclof tle 1%0%



D@p-4-Ops+Polt a

From: AHB3(RAF)

Sent: 03 November 2003 09:36

To: — DAS-LA-Ops+Polia

Subject: RE: UC: UFO QUERY

| have only just accessed your e mail, as | was on leave last week. | will look into things relating to F4 Sqns at that

time and come back ASAP. We did have a defence agreement with Iran prior to the overthrow.

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Polia

Sent: 28 October 2003 15:05

To: AHB3(RAF)

Subject: UC: UFO QUERY

We have received a request from a regular UFO correspondent concerning an alleged UFO encounter with F4

jets over Tehran, Iran. He claims to have seen an interview with the former head of DS 8 who stated that the UK

had a defence agreement with Iran prior to the Shah being deposed and that British F4 aircraft were scrambled

over Tehran in relation to an alleged UFO incident on 18,19 or 20th September 1976.

| know it may seem a strange request but would you have any historical records of any agreement between the

two countries or an incident where our aircraft might have been involved? Any assistance would be gratefully

received.

many thanks

& Polia
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From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 721

Your Reference

Hatfield Bib Reference
Hertfordshire Date .Section 40] 17 November 2003

I am writing concerning your e-mail message of 7" November to my colleague, Section 4q@
concerning MOD policy on UFOs and alien abduction. It may assist you if I clarify the MOD’s
position.

The integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is maintained through continuous
surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved by using a
combination of civil and military radar installations, which provide a continuous real-time
“picture” of the UK airspace. Any threat to the UK Air Policing Area would be handled in 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, and may be referred to air defence staff where there is sufficient evidence
to suggest a breach of UK airspace. 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.

With regard to your comments about alien abductions, AgSection 48explained, the MOD
examines UFO reports solely to establish whether they provide any evidence of a threat to the UK
from hostile or unauthorised air activity (i.e. foreign nations entering UK airspace without
authority). The MOD does not have a role or any expertise as to the existence or otherwise of
extraterrestrial lifeforms. Although the MOD remains open minded, to date we know of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of extraterrestrial lifeforms and the subjectof alleged
alien abductions is not therefore investigated by the MOD. With regard to ‘kidnap’, this is a
criminal offence and as such is a matter for the civil police and possibly the Home Office
depending on the circumstances.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



x

Depth ops

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Polla

Sent: 07 November 2003 11:43

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Subject: FW: FW:

From: DAS-LA OpsPolta

Sent: Friday, November 07, 2003 11:34:02 AM

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1a

Subject: FW: FW:

Auto forwarded by a Rule

From: |
Sent: ; ber 07, 2003 11:28:13 AM

To: das-laopspol1a@defence.mod.uk

Auto forwarded by a Rule

Dea am

| have just recieved your letter regarding my email, it was rather late in recieving this letter but i

suspect that is contributed to the recent mail strike. However i am rather puzzled at some

portions of the letter. Quote: "First, it may be helpful if i explain that the Ministry Of Defence

examines any reorts of 'UFOs' it recieves soley 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." This quote is

rather strange, explain how UFO activity is not comprimising our airspace. Do they perhaps ask

you first, to fly through making it authorised? How does UFO activity not come under

unauthorised air activity? If they are indeed unauthorised, does this not make our own air

defence inadequate to deal with the phenomenon? One sighting three years ago by me in the

steenage area i distinctly saw a black domed sh! ape craft hovering at appox 1 mile away, it

stayed for several seconds before shooting off at extreme speed. Presume for a moment that this

was a "Alien" craft, how is it that this is no concern of the MOD to investigate? It clearly intruded

in our airspace immediately making it a threat to security, its not as if they radio the nearest air

control tower to ask permission to enter our airspace. Now suppose it was a craft from a foreign

nation, say a hostile nation, would this still constitute as not a matter for the MOD to investigate?

You have stated that you do not know the origin of the phenomenon, which i can respect along

with some of these sightings can be explained to natural causes. But still it should be a job for the

MOD to investigate every aspect of the reports to find out exactly what they are, as some could

be of defence significance. As for the abduction aspect of my reports, how is this not the matter of

the MOD, as a citzen of this country and a tax payer i! might add, its your duty to make sure that i

am safe, or is this not true? Say for example a foreign hostile nation "kidanpped" me, what would

be the response to that? And to quote the last part of your letter "Abduction/kidnap in the general

sense is, of course, a criminal offence and as such would be a matter for the civil police.", say i

was to take a trip to my local police station, how likely is it after telling my story, that my stements

are torn up and thrown in the bin as iudicrious? Also how likely is it that i myself would be

arrested and charged for wasting police time? | would appreciate your thoughts on the points i

have made in this letter.



connected whilst on the move. Now you can get Hotmail sent directly to your mobile phone.

here for details. <http://g.msn.com/BHMBENUK/2743??PS=>
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