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From EESIIIECINN

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5™ Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone  {Direct diai) 020 7218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
{Fax)

Your Reference:

Qur Reference:
Worthing D/DAS/64/2
West Sussex Date:

_ 12 September 2005

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 9 September
2005, the details of which you passed to Sussex Police. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if T explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

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

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters 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 phenonena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFQ’ sightings for 9 September 2005 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.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. 9 September 2005
(Duration of sighting.) 05.45L

2. | Description of object. There was one light in the sky, that burst
(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | into four separate ones, before
brightness, noise.) disappearing.

3. | Exact position of observer. Not given.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

4. | How object was observed. With the naked eye.

{Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or

camcorder.)
5. | Direction in which object was The light was seen over Little Hampton,
first seen. West Sussex.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.}

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




9. | To whom reported. Sussex Police were informed who then rang
(Police, military, press etc) Das answerphone.
10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Worthing
West Sussex
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 9 September 2005
11.30L
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From:_ \@ﬁ/

Directorate of Air Staff -~ Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5™ Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
Your Reference:
Our Reference:
Chelmsford D/DAS/64/2
Essex Date:

_ _ 8 September 2005

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 3 September
2003, the details of which you passed to me during our conversation on the phone. This office is
the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if 1 explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

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

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters 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 your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFQ’ sightings for 3 September 2005 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.

Sorry I could not help you in finding out what the object was.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting. 3 September 2005
(Duration of sighting.) 17.45L
Description of object. [saw 2 cylindrical shaped object,

(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

that changed colour from silver to black as
it was moving across the sky. It then
changed into a V shape before it
disappeared. The object was extremely
large, about 100ft wide.

Exact position of observer.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

Just said he was outside.

How object was observed.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

With the naked eye and then through 10/50
binoculars.

Direction in which object was
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

The object was going from East to West
over Little Waltham, Essex.

Approximate distance.

Just said, it looked like it was above his
head at one point, then moved into the
distance.

Movements and speed.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

The object was moving from East to West
across the sky very slowly. Looked like it
was drifting. Then the object looked like it
was moving horizontally and then was
moving vertically up into the sky.

Weather conditions during
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)

A few clouds, but otherwise clear.




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

My personal work number was given to
him by ElElelilsla fici being contacted by the
CAA. He then rang me and informed me of
his sighting,

10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.

Chelmsford
Essex

11. | Other witnesses. His wife witnessed the object too.

12. | Remarks. said that at times, while
watching the object, there were vapour
trails. That is was also unusually large for a
normal aircraft of any sort. It didn’t have
any lights or markings that he could
decipher. Said it would have swamped a
normal flight path.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 7 September 2005

I got the call at 14.30L.
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From: Cro Raf [cro.wadd@virgin.net]
Sent: 05 September 2005 14:13
To: DAS-UFQO-Office
Subject: UFO report

A local newspaper, the Louth Leader, have had a couple of calis about this. They seem to think the informants
wera quite sober and serious. We had no reports here but are further south. Our ATC was not manned
Sunday evening in any case.

The info | have is:

date /time: Sun4th Sep 05 2200 -2215

location: Above Louth, Lincolnshire

description: 2 orange orbs

seen outside with naked eye

moved very slowly at first then very fast towards North sea
clear night

no conceris/out door functions in area (quiet market town)

reported to eIl ©f Louth Leader newspaper.
not reported fo civ pol, tried a few RAF Stations, then the RPRO_&ho contacted this office.

-vould like to know if there was any flying in the area and if there was a logical explanation, hoping
to do a follow up piece for the paper.

Thank you,

CRO

RA '
(B

05/09/2005
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Sent: 07 September 2005 15:57
To: 'Cro Raf'
Subject: Internet-Authorised: UFO Report.

There could have been low flying in the area, but that would have been at a low height. No heights were given
in the report.

We do not investigate UFO sightings, as we have a limited interest in the subject., We look at reporis more for
defence significance, i.e. that if the United Kingdom’s airspace could have been compromised by
unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry | could not have been more help.

Regards

Scotior B

FOI 1

MOD

5" Floor, Zone H
Main Building
Whitehall
London

SW1A 2HB

07/09/2005
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Sent: 07 September 2005 12:28

LI o cotion 40|
Subject: FW: UFOs in Romford

Section

No UFQ investigations or interest | assume in the following?... another report from the Romford Gazette

Mon 5 Sept shortly before 21.00
Roneo Corner, Ho?{{:hurch near Romford, Essex.

Thanks
Section @
Ministry of Defence Press Office
Main Building 1.B.38
Whitehall

London
SW1A 2HB

Tel
Mil
F

Section 40 LLEeR

Logind o N O\ -

ﬁw ner g Mne gade, Snde e dode (mes\;\@\& -

07/09/2005



Lsc’\'os"% p\{ 2y~

. 2 s vl

LN -
REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING W % ——
1. | Date and time of sighting. August 2005

(Duration of sighting.) Time not given.
2. | Description of object. !said that there was this

(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | bubble like thing in the sky.
brightness, noise.)

3. | Exact position of observer. QOutdoors.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

4. | How object was observed. With the naked eye.

(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

5. | Direction in which object was Not given.
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.
7. | Movements and speed. The bubble like thing flashed across the sky
(side to side, up or down, very quickly.

constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




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

Das answerphone.

10.

Name, address and telephone no
of informant,

B rddress wasn’t clear)

Somerset

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 1 September 2005

10.40L
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Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5™ Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

Rotherham Our Reference:
South Yorkshire D/DAS/64/2
Date:
1 September 2005

peor SR

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 6, 13, 20
August 2005, the details of which you passed to this office. This office is the focal point within
the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFQOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
“unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

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

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFQO/flying saucer’ matters 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 your particular observation, [ can confirm that we received one other report of a
‘UFO’ sighting for 13 August 2005, and that one was from Gatwick, Sussex. We are satisfied that
there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised aircraft.

Y ours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting. Previous three Saturdays (6™, 13™ and 20
{Duration of sighting.) August 2005).

Between 22.00 — 23.30L
Description of object. Thin band of cloud with beams of light

{No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

coming down. Lights moved from side to
side like search lights.

Exact position of observer.
Geographical location,
{Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

Indoors at home.

How object was observed.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

Naked eye.

Direction in which object was
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

Seen from 3 miles away. Lights were near
Doncaster.

Approximate distance. 3 Miles away.
Movements and speed. Side to side.
(side to side, up or down,

constant, moving fast, slow)

Weather conditions during Cloudy

observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




9. | To whom reported. Civil Aviation Authority gave_—
(Police, military, press etc) our number.
10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Rotherham
South Yorkshire

11. | Other witnesses. l_wife.

12. | Remarks. This happens at this time every Saturday
night honed the Police and
they suggested it might be laser lights from
a night club. said there are
night clubs in Doncaster.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 23 August 2005
10.30L




FR
From_
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1 W

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5™ Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
Ripon Our Reference:
North Yorkshire D/DAS/64/2
Date:

1 September 2005

pRlscction 40
I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen 21 August 2005,

the details of which you passed to RAF Leeming. This office is the focal point within the Ministry
of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and
to date no ‘UFQ’ 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.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of “‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters 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 your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 21 August 2005 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.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely
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REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

Sendto: MOD Sec(AS) 2a

During working hours ®: MOD 40
FAX 40

Outside working hours:

UNCLAS Signal to MODUK AIR SIC 26D

Date, Time & Duration of Sighting.

Squm\/ 21 MG 05
[lsou

Description of Object (No of objects,
size, shape, colour, brightness).

founp, RoTeaLL suafe
SHinvy BB METauc

Exact Position of Observer.
Location, indoor/outdoor,

OuT S10E FRonT Doo

NAKEY ZyE

Bepiwh A fhAsSEnGer AlecaalrT

o HiNown

NOT kNownN

Movements (Changes in e, F & G may
- be of more use than estimates of Course
- and Speed).

SteTie | HoVERING

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

BRAGHT SunSHiNe
CLenal SWIEs

: Nearby Objects (Telephone Lines, High
- Voltage Lines, Reservoir, Lake or Dam,

. Swamp or Marsh, River, High Buildings,
. Tall Chimneys, Steeples, Spires, TV or

¢ Radio Masts, Airfields, Generating Plant,
: Factories, Pits or other sites with

. fioodlights or night lighting).

QL\_OUO'N & P\!&Cﬂ‘\cr

- To whom reported (Police, Military,
Press etc).

Name & address of Informant,

UFO_REP.DOC

Pat LseminG
duty elermmions  officEr




N Section 40|

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
Birmingham D/DAS/64/2
West Midlands Date:

24 August 2005

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen 23 August 2005,
the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry
of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

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

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of “‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters 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 your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFQ’ sightings for 23 August 2005 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.

Sorry I could not be any help in your quest to find out what these objects were.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. 23 August 2005
(Duration of sighting.) No time given.

2. | Description of object. Hsaid that there were 8-10 circular
(No of objects, size, shape, colour, ngs/objects that looked quite low in the
brightness, noise.) sky. They were uniform shape, small and

opaque. The things/objects were near to the
car for the rest of the journey back to their
house. They had been there, near her for a

long time,
3. | Exact position of observer. In her car driving North of Derbyshire.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)
4. | How object was observed. With the naked eye.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)
5. | Direction in which object was Coming from the direction of Scarborough,
first seen. driving North of Derbyshire.
(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

6. | Approximate distance. _ said that the objects were quite
low over her car and the fields at the side of
the road.

7. | Movements and speed. They were moving very slow and low over

(side to side, up or down, and around and behind her car. At one
constant, moving fast, slow) point, she said all of the objects seemed to

be following her, as she drove home. At
times too, they looked like they were going

up @down in the sky.
8. | Weather conditions during Said the conditions were quite clear, that
observation. there was good visibility, hence why she
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear) could see them so clearly.




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

Das answerphone.

10.

Name, address and telephone no
of informant.

Birmingham
West Midlands

11.

Other witnesses,

Not given.

12.

Remarks.

As!rove, she said that the
objects, apart from following her, were
swapping from side to side of the car. That
they followed her right to her house and
hovered over it for some time. She said she
was nervous not knowing what these things
were or what to expect, and that they were
very weird. They didn’t look like lasers
from a nightclub or anything along those
lines. Would like us to explain to her what
they are or what they could be!

13.

Date and time of receipt.

24 August 2005
11.30L




FILE NOTE

The UK Airprox Board have confirmed that this was likely to be a
meteorological balloon from Reading. The Pilot has been informed and

has withdrawn his report.

No further action required.

DAS-FOI
5-H-13

25" August 2005
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|FILE

Unidentified Flying Object (UFO) Reports

Report of Unidentified Flying Object

Date

13 Avk o5
Time
mu
Sighting Duration 1D Séto S
Description of Object \TO 2 wmeTrRES 1w LGNGTM . Colourt, YGtide,

SWROE - CHLUMBRICAL., NOT A BALLSor
SWAPe .

Exact Position of Observer

D mugs WEST oF §wmuce L350

How Object was Observed

PULATTS vigw TWADVGIK SeCr@(T wAnWbawWS

Direction in which Cbject

TRAGLUNE (W Feownm oF Afc W EGHTTO

was First Seen LefT . POviInGg wolti EAST
Angular Elevation of Object |  euegtL.
Distance of Object from NYT  Erouard
Observer
Movement of Object Mo ik WeiTW GALT
SPOT wuwd CHECE AT VA 28BS° AvTISERS
Meteorological Conditions
During Observations VMC
Nearby Objects
—
To Whom Reported
e Swawaiac
Name of
Informant PuotT oF ARR 25619
Address of Informant

NMET N W

Background Information on

Informant that may be ”

Volunteered

Other Witnesses NONE |

LACC/ATC/GEN/CHK/ 1621 Version 2.3 01/02/05 Page 2 of 3




Date of Receipt of Report P
[3ACe oY

Time of Receipt of Report
17 Za

Actions

Time

Complete report of UFO with as many details as possible and send to
FOI1

Telephone details immediately and leave a message on 0207 218 2140.

’Q[D.

LACC/ATCIGEN/CHI(/1621 Version 2.3 01/02/05
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Fax from :_ 17/68/85 @9:37 Pg:

Cover Letter

UK AIRFROX BOARD

Start Time: 17-08-2005 098:32 a.m.

Pages: 2 (except this sheet)

Fax number: Section 40



Fax from :EESIIRIONN 17/88/05 ©9:37  Pg: 2

16-AUG. 05(TUE} 17:01  CAA SAFETY DATA DEPARTMENT Vg Section 400 P. 001
w | Ll'Z/b S| ASR Sécurité des Vols
o - 4 Renort Réf, ;. GOR/ER4/05
( Régional Alr Safety Repo Niveau de gravié : B
chMFaNEt JLNENIC N EEINE
1.Type de rapport ¢ Airprox
2.Cdh: BKR |OPL: VMK OBS : PNC: GGS
ValN°: De: MAN a: CDG 4. DATE et heure approximative
AFR2569 de I’événement :
13/8/2005 17:10  UTC
6. Lieu de 'événement (*) : 7. Parking (*) : B. Type d’avion: ER4
Abeam WOD VOR 50 NM before
SFD
9, Immst : F-GUAM 10. Type d’approche (*) : 11, Piste (¥) :
12. Phase de vol : Croisidre
13. Etat Piste (9 : — |14, Conditions : VMC
15, MTO : Vent: [ s Visibilité: 0 m
Neébulosité : .0 f NH: 0 Hpa
16. Temps signlficatif : 17.1AS/ | 18. Aliitude ; 19. Réf. CRM 1
Turbulences MACH:: FL
Faible 1013 30000 Ft
28. Configuration : vertical : autopilote : ON
Maintien
Altitade
PA-DV: ON latéral : HDG  automaneite : NC  train: UP volets: 0 aérofreins : OFF
21. RVSM (%): OUl [22B-RNAV (*):_OUI

23. Titre de 'événement (*) : Incident ATC
, B Exploitation (*) : Sans conséguence

24. Description de ’événement : (description, actions correctives entreprises et nésultat) sn MAJUSCULES ,
en anglais pour les AIRPROX, R/ATC et RA TCAS survenus & 1’€tranger !

While cruising, a UFO erossed our route (more likely a drone, no met balloon), opposite direction, same
height/level. A ma,oeuvre to avoid was not performable due to the quickness of crossing. We left the object on
the left hand side, and roughly distant from 15 meters. Its size estimated around 2-3 meters wide.

ATC informedof event.




Fax from !
16-AUG.” 05 (TUE) 17:02

»

CAA SAFETY DATA DEPARTMENT

17-88-85

oo RO

89:37

ﬁ.&LLISION OISEAUX

Espéce ornithologique : Phares d’atterrissage alhemés ¢
Nombhre d’oiseaux apercus :

Nombre d'olseaux toichés : Pilote averti de la présence d'oiseaux :
Taille des oiseanx s

DECRIRE CASE 24 LES PARTIES DE L’AERONEF ATTEINTES ET LES DOMMAGES SUBIS

26. AIRPROX / RECLAMATION ATC
Gisement de 'autre ATC: 1

Trajectoire horlzontale de

l'autre ATC ;

Degré de sévérité : Elevé
Signalé & 'ATC oul
(organisme) :

Votre indicatif d’appel:  AFR2569
Cap: 155 degré
Séparation minimal .0 ft
vertical :
Alerte TCAS :
RA suivi ;

Auciine

RA était :

Question PN : ;
Réponse 3 Ia questiondu PN :
Adresse de réponse :

Trajectoire horjzontate de
Pautre ATC :
Mancnvre d'évitement :  NON

Instructions / infos ATC :

Fréquence :

Altitude autorisée : 0
Séparation minimal 001 NM
horizontal :

Méssape RA :

Déviation verticalesiRA O

sulvl ¢

27 - TURBULENCE
Caractéristiques du phénomine :

Remarques :

Conformément & {'OPS1.420 , tout incident qui a
menacé , OU aurait pu menﬁr Ia sécurité du vol
doit &tre déclaré ay moyen de cc formulaire et
transmis par Fax 4 'ASV dpns un délai de 48
heures, I'original étant trangmis par cowrrier ou via
le dosgier de vol.

28 - FOUDROIEMENT
Description du foudroiement :
a) VISUELLE:

b} AUDITIVE :

¢)ODEURS :

d) AUTRES REMARQUES :

L C :

REGIONAL -ASV / ASR =Adroport NANTES Atlan
Tél secrétariat SRR

ne -44345 BOUGUENALS Cedex




From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

St Helens Our Reference:
Merseyside D/DAS/64/2
15 Aungust 2005

o

I am writing with reference to your report of an “unidentified flying object’, seen 7 August 2005,
the details of which you passed to me during our phone conversation. This office is the focal point
within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

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

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters 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 your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 7 August 2005 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.

Sorry I could not be any help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting, 7 August 2005
(Duration of sighting.) 21.30L
Description of object. There were four oblongs that were equally

{No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

spaced. They also looked like bright lights.
He took a video of the oblong objects on
his mobile phone, but when he looked back
at the picture, they were not there, but there
was a black square wobbling in the shot.

Exact position of observer. Stationary in the police car.
Geographical location.

(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. With the naked eye.

(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

Direction in which object was
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

Seen very high up over the town of Kirby.

Approximate distance. Not given.
Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,

constant, moving fast, slow)

Weather conditions during It was dusky.

observation,
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




9. | To whom reported. from Merseyside
{Police, military, press etc) Police rang my work number after I had left
it for him and told me the details of his
sighting. He had rung some other area in
the MOD and they had put him through to
my area too.
10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Kirby & ~.
Merseyside
11. | Other witnesses. The Constable that was with him in the car.
12. | Remarks. said that this was a strange
thing that he witnessed and could we
explain to him what it could be. I told him
that we do not investigate sightings.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 15 August 2005
10.45L




v’

S Ll_o% &3’

. W FAOKCL
REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING '(\ S\W\'
- —

1. | Date and time of sighting. 11 August 2005

{Duration of sighting,) 02.00L
2. | Description of object. Didn’t see the object, but said that it

(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | sounded like a 1930’s airship. It was very

brightness, noise.) noisy, like it was being powered by an

engine of some sort, and there was a low
humming noise as it passed over the house.
Also sounded like there were low
frequency propellers on the craft. Didn’t
sound at all like a helicopter or a normal

aitliner or private plane.
3. | Exact position of observer. Indoors, looking out of his bedroom
Geographical location. window.
{(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.}
4. | How object was observed. Didn’t observe it, just heard it. Has heard
(Naked eye, binoculars, other the noise before a few times.
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

5. | Direction in which object was Was going across the town called Hurst,
first scen. which is between Reading and Slough. Was
(A landmark may be more helpful | going from West to East.

than a roughly estimated bearing.)

6. | Approximate distance. Sounded like it was just above the house.

7. | Movements and speed. Seemed to be going very slow, by the noise
(side to side, up or down, that he could hear, like a droning engine.
constant, moving fast, slow) Was going about 40 knots.

8. | Weather conditions during Not given, although at the time of the
observation. sighting, would have been dark.

(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




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

Das answerphone.

10.

Name, address and telephone no
of informant.

Hurst
Berkshire

11.

Other witnesses.

His girlfriend the night before, had heard
the same noise.

12.

Remarks,

id he is a retired RAF pilot and
private pilot and said that he may sound
mad, but him and his girlfriend do hear this
noise some nights, and he would love to
know what it is. He said that the craft took
about 2 minutes to fully pass over his
house.

13.

Date and time of receipt.

11 August 2005
14.20L




From: EETECES

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5 Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

{Switchboard) 20 7
{Fax)

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
Walthamstow D/DAS/64/2
London Date:

11 August 2005

pE Scction 40 |

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 10 August
2005, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to *‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if 1 explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

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

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFQ/flying saucer’ matters 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 your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFQ’ sightings for 10 August 2005 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.

Sorry I could not have been any help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAIL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting. 10 August 2005
(Duration of sighting.) 18.30L
Description of object. The object was the size of a jumbo jet and

(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

was silver.

Exact position of observer.

_was indoors looking out of her

Geographical location. living room window.
{(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

How object was observed. With the naked eye.

(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

Direction in which object was
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

The object was flying to the right, towards
Walthamstow College, Walthamstow. Was
in the flight path that small planes take to
London City Airport, also in the direction
of Stratford.

Approximate distance.

just said ‘some distance away’.

Movements and speed.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

The object was flying very low and going
relatively fast.

Weather conditions during
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)

Not given.




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

Das answerphone.

10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.

Walthamstow

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. !aid it was flying too low and
was silver to be a normal aircraft. She rung
Heathrow Airport for some advice. Didn’t
say what they said. That it seemed to her,
that flying that low could be dangerous.
Wondered if we could inform her of what it
was?

13. | Date and time of receipt. 11 August 2005

10.45L




From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
D/DAS/64/2
.Date:

8 August 2005

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in 2005, the
details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

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

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters 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 your particular observation, I can’t confirm whether we received any other reports
of ‘UFQ’ sightings on the day you saw the ‘UFO’, as you did not forward this office on the
answerphone, a specific date or time of the sighting. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating
evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by unauthorised aircraft.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. Date and time not given.
(Duration of sighting.)
2. | Description of object. Tust said saw a UFO,

(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

3. | Exact position of observer. In the car driving on the A12 from
Geographical location. Colchester down to London.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving, )

4. | How object was observed. With the naked eye.

(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or

camcorder.)
5. | Direction in which object was Just outside of Colchester, Essex on the A
first seen. road.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




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

Das answerphone.

10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.

Ipswich
Suffolk

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. Just said that it was definitely a sighting of
something that was not a plane.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 8 August 2005
14.30L




From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Informatio

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

_ Yol

Lichfield Qur Reference:
Staffordshire D/DAS/64/2

9 August 2005
o«

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in August 2005,
the details of which you passed to Staffordshire Police. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFQOs.’

First, it may be helpful if T explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the Umted 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
inappropnate use of defence resources if we were to do so.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in the respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters 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 your particular observation, Staffordshire Police did not inform me of the date that
you saw the ‘UFQ’, so I can not confirm whether there were any other sightings on the day you
saw the ‘UFQO’. We are satisfied though, that there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the
United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by unauthorised aircraft.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting.
{Duration of sighting.)

August 2005
No time given.

Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brigitness, noise. )

The object was circular and was a dull
orange colour/light. Was the size of a
medium aircraft.

3. | Exact position of observer.
Geographical location.
{Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving. )

Outdoors at a concert in Staffordshire.

4. | How object was observed. With the naked eye.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

5. | Direction in which object was It flew over the stage and the crowds.
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful |
than a roughly estimated bearing.) |

6. | Approximate distance. Was about 40 mules away, once it had

| flown past.

7. | Movements and speed. The object moved in a straight line across
{side to side, up or down, the sky very fast, was 3-4 seconds.
constant, moving fast, slow)

|
8. | Weather conditions during . It was very cloudy.

observation. E

(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




T'o whom reported.
(Police, military, press etc)

— Buty Officer at
Staffordshire Police, who then in turn left a

message on the Das answerphone for me to
ring him back to retrieve the details of the
sighting.

10.

Name, address and telephone no
of informant.

| Lichfield
| Staffordshire

11.

Other witnesses.

 His friends witnessed the object too, but he
| didn’t say how many of them saw it.
|

5

12,

Remarks.

' I8 said that he had been in the
army, and knows the different sizes of

| aircraft. That this was definitely something

| that could not be identified. There was a

| laser show going on at the concert at the
same time of the sighting, but everyone

- agreed that the orange, round light that

they saw was totally separate.

13.

Date and time of receipt.

. 9 August 20005
» 10.45L

i




From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5™ Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

-

Your Reference:
Peacehaven Our Reference:
East Sussex D/DAS/64/2

4 August 2005

peor SN

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen 3 August 2005,
the details of which you passed to West Drayton. This office is the focal point within the Ministry
of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

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

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in the respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters 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 your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 3 August 2005 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.

Sorry I could not have been more help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.)

3 August 2005
00.00L

Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

Seven red and white flashing lights were
moving around near the sea. Didn’t have a
particular shape.

Exact position of observer.
Geographical location.
{Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

Indoors, looking out of her window.

How object was observed.
{Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

With the naked eye.

Direction in which object was
first seen.

{A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

Near the sea, flying over the inland hills at
the back of her house near Peacehaven,
East Sussex.

Approximate distance.

Not given.

Movements and speed.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

The lights were moving in circles in an
erratic type of way. They were stopping
and starting and were continually flashing,

Weather conditions during
observation,
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear}

Not given, but was midnight, so would be
dark.




9. | To whom reported. Flight Lieutenant Fﬁﬂm West
(Police, military, press etc) Drayton who then left a m on Das
answerphone. Lieutenant% that
ﬂhad rung Sussex Police too, to
report the sighting.
10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Peacchaven
East Sussex

11. [ Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. was concerned and seemed
quite E g!tened, because one of the lights
broke off from the others and was flying
straight towards her house and then flew
over the top of it.

Flight Lieutenant sé{d that there was
nothing caught on radar.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 4 August 2005
16.30L




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING w Ohven .

Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.)

Desecription of object.
{(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

2 August 2005
22.15L

[s/said that there were two

objects above his house. They circled

above it about five times.

Exact position of observer.
Geographical location.
{Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.}

He was stationary outdoors filming the
objects on his camcorder.

How object was observed.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

With the naked eye and then a camcorder.

Direction in which ebject was
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

Not given.

Approximate distance.

As before, just above his house.

Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,

constant, moving fast, slow)

Weather conditions during Not given.

observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




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

Das answerphone,

10. | Name, address and telephone no _
of informant.
Didn’t give full address.

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. Just said he couldn’t believe he had objects
above his house, so went inside, got his
camcorder and filmed them.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 3 August 2005
11.30L




. REPORT OF AN UNEXPEAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. Date and time of sighting not given,
(Duration of sighting.)

2. | Description of object. Just said that she saw two UFOs but didn’t
(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | know at first who to contact.
brightness, noise.)

3. | Exact position of observer. Not given.
Geographical location.
{Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving. )

4. | How object was observed. Not given.

{Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

5. | Direction in which object was Not given.
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




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

Das answerphone.

10. | Name, address and telephone no | Woman, but did not give name.

of informant, _

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. Just said she was not mad and knew what
she had seen, and the two UFOs were
certainly not planes.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 29 July 2005

11.30L




From:
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5™ Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 8000
(Fax)

Your Reference:;

Qur Reference:
D/DAS/64/2
Date:

29 July 2005

Deor EESTE

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in 2005, the
details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

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

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. 1 should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can’t confirm whether we received any other reports
of ‘UFQ’ sightings on the day you saw the ‘UFQO’, as you did not forward this office on the
answerphone, a specific date or time of the sighting. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating
evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not have been more help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. [ Date and time of sighting. Date and time not given.
(Duration of sighting.)

2. | Description of object. Not given.
(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

3. | Exact position of observer. Not given.
Geographical location.
{Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

4. | How object was observed. Not given.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

5. | Direction in which object was Not given.
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




9. | To whom reported. Das answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Tyla Garw
Pontyclun
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 28 July 2005
14.30L




R occion 40 | 5 3
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5t Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
Cardiff D/DAS/64/2
South Wales Date:

29 July 2005

oes SR

1 am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in 2005, the
details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if [ explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unanthorised 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.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters 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 your particular observation, I can’t confirm whether we had any other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings on the day you saw the ‘UFO’, as you did not forward this office on the
answerphone, a specific date or time of the sighting. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating
evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not have been more help.




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. Date and time not given.
(Duration of sighting.)
2. | Description of object. Not given.

(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.}

3. | Exact position of observer. Not given.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving,)

4. | How object was observed. Not given.

(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

5. | Direction in which object was Not given.
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




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

Das answerphone.

10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Cardiff
South Wales
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 28 July 2005
14.30L




From:
Directorate of Air Staff -~ Freedom of information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5™ Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial} 020 7218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 8000
{Fax)

Your Reference;

Our Reference:
D/DAS/64/2
Date:

- 29 July 2005

Stapleford

Nottingham
Nottinghamshire

s cion 40 |

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen 23 June 2005,
the details of which you put in correspondence to the MOD. This office is the focal point within
the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity, Unless there is evidence of a
potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external 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.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of the existence 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 your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 23 June 2005 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.

Sorry I could not have been more help in your quest to find out what the object was.

Yours sincerely




** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** v

oo Ryiney fatos,

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To_Ur> (A} ptp. TO RefNo__ 56 456" 12005
CC,
Date_2o-. | -05-

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.

Most correspondence involves some form of request for information — even if it is only a request
for clarification of Government policy — and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information
Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to
correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything
differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence
requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be
withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information
toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see
http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence
will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated
as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by
DG Info.

++ ALIMONId HOIH V NTAID T4 OL x»

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.

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
Floor 5, Zone A, Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB

—DII: Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk.

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at hutp:/imain.defence.mod. wk/min_parl/PariBrch/TOGuld. him
If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate,

Q)

INYBITOR ™ PEOPLE

Revised January 2005



STAPLEFORD
NOTTINGHAM ENGLANDEE
TEL EI G

16th Julv 2005

The Correspondence Unit
Ministry of Defence
Floor B

Zone A

Main Buildings
Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB

Y

o whom it may conceren.

' the 237rd of June 2005 I SAW A TUF0., T can say this
on oath, Bible held to my heart. Fvery Sunday morning I
go to my Methodist Church ... and love every =mecond. After
he scrvice we walk into the adjoining hall to have tea,
caffee, biscuits and companionship, Birthdays, any announce-
ment - all take place there, And I made the mistake of
teliing them all my ama=zing experience of seeing this UFO.
To my distress, there are some people who have not believed
me, It has left me drendfully upset. 0On the other hand,
some friends there have said: "Iif _4@:3.3;5 so, tiren it
is true." B

T rang the Potice and spoke to them on three occasions.
T rang Nottincham Airport, and had amazing co-operation
from the E¥ieiles 4blom I mention in my write-up. But I have
not |been able to contact any of the UF(Q groups she found
rhope numbers for.

My son, msaid: "irite it all down, Mum." So
I have written it all down.

Several people, even after rending my statement and
seeing my rough sketches, have said that, il anyone else had
alse seen them, they would have believed. Yhich, as you
might imagine, cuts me in two,

I have deliberately not gone to the press. I want
belief, not publicity.

Church friend,”told e that he daughter saw a
UFO |eleven vears ago, but didn't tell anvone until she

leaynt others had seen it., My window cleaner s: 78
vears agoe, and c¢alled his wife to look., Friend Csaw
(o e

one |in Yorkehire many years ago ... And not one .em
mentioned 1it, pretty sure they wouldn't be believed,

T rang the Library to see if they could ~ive me the
adroress of the Air iinistry ... They came up with yours,
I enclose my statement and sketch. I so dearly want to
be believed, and wonder if, in any way, vou could help,.

T+ank vou. o
Sincerely,

statement and skertches

(widow 914
enclosed \widow, aged Q15
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From: EESIEUNNN

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5™ Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
{Switchboard} 020 7218 9000
{Fax)

Your Reference:

Nailsworth Our Reference:
Gloucestershire D/DAS/64/2

13 July 2005

e SN

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen this week
beginning 11 July 2005, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal
point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFQs.’

First, it may be helpful if 1 explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and
to date no “UFQO’ 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.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters 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 your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFQO’ sightings for this week beginning 11 July 2005 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.

Sorry I could have not been more help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.)

11/12 July 2005
23.30L

Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

just said that both evenings,
there had been strange lights in the sky.

Exact position of observer.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

Not given.

How object was observed.
(Naked eve, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder. )

With the naked eye.

Direction in which object was
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

Over Nailsworth in Gloucestershire.

Approximate distance,

“ said that the lights were at a
very high altitude.

Movements and speed.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

Going quite fast.

Weather conditions daring
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)

Not given.




v !

9. | To whom reported. Das answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and telephone no _
of informant.
Nailsworth
Gloucestershire
11. | Other witnesses. His brother and some of their neighbours,
plus people were ringing him up and asking
what it was, as he is in a UFO Research
group.
12. | Remarks. Says can the MOD explain to him, what he
and many others are witnessing?
13. | Date and time of receipt. 13 July 2005
11.30L




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERJAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. Date not given.
(Duration of sighting.) 09.34L
2. | Description of object. The lady said that the object locked like a

{No of objects, size, shape, colour, | telegraph pole.
brightness, noise.)

3. | Exact position of observer. Just said outdoors.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

4. | How object was observed. With the naked eye.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or

camcorder.)
5. | Direction in which object was In West Devon, over the village of
first seen. Chevithorne.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




£
erom: SR (293
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1 N
Tk
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
Middlesbrough D/DAS/64/2
Cleveland Date:

6 July 2005

pesr SRR

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 4 July 2005,
the details of which you passed to Durham Tees Air Traffic Control, who then in turn, passed it to
our Department. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence
relating to ‘UFQs.”

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

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

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. 1 should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 4 July 2005 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.

Sorry I could not have been more help.




TOUTE sINCerety
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.)

4 July 2005
21.00L

2. | Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

It was a triangular object, and the point of
it, was sort of rounded. The object was
silent and had no lights of any description.

3. | Exact position of observer.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

(538 oo ERSSTTE v outdoors in

their gar den.

4. | How object was observed.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

With the naked eye.

5. | Direction in which object was
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

The object flew right over their heads going
in an Easterly direction from the direction
of Middlesbrough.

6. | Approximate distance.

Not given, just said object flew over their
heads below cloud cover.

7. | Movements and speed.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

The object was moving slowly above them.

8. | Weather conditions during
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)

Was a quite a clear night, just a bit
overcast. The odd cloud ete.




16.00L

9. | To whom reported. ” left the report with Durham
(Police, military, press etc) ees — Valley Airport, Air Traffic Control,
who then left the message on Das
answerphone.
10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Middlesbrough
Cleveland

11. | Other witnesses. Her husband.

12, | Remarks. said that it was definitely not
a normal aircraft, as she could see it quite
clearly.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 5 July 2005




From: ESIIEGEN

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Informa

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5 Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
St Neots D/DAS/64/2
Cambs Date:

_ 15 June 2005

I am writing with reference to your report of an “unidentified flying object’, seen on 8 June 2005,
the details of which you e.mailed to the Public Ministers office. This office is the focal point
within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to “UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external 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
1s 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.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFQ/flying saucer’ matters 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 your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 8 June 2005 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.

Sotry I could not have been more help.

Yours sincerely




o DASEN) PP TORefNo_ T I8F 12005
Date  J4OUN 0S

The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)YUSofS/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. ' ‘

Most correspondence involves some form of request for information — even if it is only a request
for clarification of Government policy — and is therefore covered by the Freedom of Information
Act (FOIA) from January 2005. In general, if you meet the deadline for responding to
correspondence, and comply with any requests for information, there is no need to do anything
differently as this will meet the requirements of the Act. However, if the correspondence :
requests information which is not already in the public domain, and which might need to be
withheld, then you should treat it as a FOIA request, track it using the Access to Information
toolkit, and comply with the separate FOI guidance from DG Info (see .
http://aitportal/default.aspx for details). However, the deadline for responding to correspondence
will still apply. If you are in any doubt as to whether a piece of correspondence should be treated

as an FOIA request, you should ask your FOI Focal Point or refer to the guidance produced by
DG Info. :

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

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. :

+» ALIIORId HOIH V NAAID 39 OL »»

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Floor 5, Zone A, Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB

eI D1 Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk.

Detailed guidance on handling TO Cormespondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at hup://main.defence.mod.whitin_parlParlBreh/TOGuid. him
If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

Q

Revised January 2005
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Sent: 10 June 2005 19:30
To: public@ministers.mod.uk
Subject: Unusual sighting over St Neots Cambridgeshire - 8.6.05

Dear Sirs

I'm contacting you to report the sighting of a strange object in the sky above St
Neots, Cambridgeshire on Wednesday 8 June 2005.

My daughter and 3 friends said they could see a "line" in the sky at appreximately
4.45p. When I looked up to where they were pointing I could clearly see the
object. It looked like a rod. It seemed to move around and at times I could only see
the end of it which looked like a dot. My daughter got me her binoculars and I could
see the rod more clearly - it appeared to shine silver when the sun caught it but was
dark grey to the naked eye. It was slightly pointed at one end. It moved up and
down in the sky and sometimes appeared to disappear. There were glider planes in
the sky also (I counted 3 while looking at the object) and they appeared to fly under
it giving the impression that the object was higher in the sky than the planes.

I watched the object for about 15-20 mins but then had to answer the phone, by
which time it had disappeared. T happened to mention the sighting to some people at
work and 2 colleagues confirmed that they also saw the object about 30 mins earlier
than me but it looked a lot bigger and appeared to spiral down and then rise again
several times. They also thought it locked metalic but was lower in the sky. Their
sighting was also shared by both adults and children at the local after school club
(where they work).

I'm not sure whether this is the correct place to report such a sighting but I feel I
need to share this information to an official body. Please feel free to contact me if
you need any additional information.

St Neots

Cambs SISO

Te! ST

13/06/2005




From
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5™ Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

Your Reference:

St Neots Our Reference:
Cambridgeshire D/DAS/64/2
Date:
6 June 2005

e SR

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 4 June 2005,
the details of which you passed to Cambridgeshire Police, who then in turn, passed it to our
department. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence
relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and
to date no ‘UFQO’ 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.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters 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 your particular observation, 1 can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 4 June 2005 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.

Sorry I could not have been more help.
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING \/

1. | Date and time of sighting. 4 June 2005
(Duration of sighting.) 00.30L
2. | Description of object. The object looked like a red dim light.

(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

3. | Exact position of observer. Not given.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

4, | How object was observed. Not given,

(Naked eve, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or

camcorder.)
5. | Direction in which object was Flying easterly over St Neots,
first seen. Cambridgeshire.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. The object was going very fast and was zig-
(side to side, up or down, zagging across the sky, and was there for
constant, moving fast, slow) about five to six seconds.

8. | Weather conditions during Not given, although as the sighting was
observation. seen at midnight, it would have been very

(cloudy, haze, mist, clear} dark.




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

Cambridgeshire Police who then in turn left
a message on Das answerphone.

10.

Name, address and telephone no
of informant.

St Neots
Cambridgeshire

11.

Other witnesses.

Not given.

12.

Remarks.

said the object/dim red light,
was going faster than any plane. By the
erratic way it was moving too, said that it
must be something else. Said he isn’t a
UFO believer, but this dim light moving in
the sky was very strange and was
something that could not be explained.

13.

Date and time of receipt.

6 June 2005
10.30L




From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

Your Reference:

Abbey Wood Our Reference:
Kent D/DAS/64/2

et o
6 June 2005

I am writing with reference to your report of an “unidentified flying object’, seen on 27 May 2005,
the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry
of Defence for correspondence relating to “UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and
to date no ‘UFQ’ 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.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters 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 your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 27 May 2005 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.

As to your question of the pilot of the aircraft reporting the object to this Department, we have had
no reports from the pilot about the sighting you saw that day, flying parallel with the airliner.
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REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting,)

27 May 2005
15.15L

Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

Was a small white object that was moving
parallel with an airliner.

Exact position of observer.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

Outdoors, but stationary looking up, over
the chiffs.

How object was observed.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

With the naked eye.

Direction in which object was
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a ronghly estimated bearing.)

Over Westcliffe? in Kent, overlooking the
cliffs. The direction the airliner and object
were travelling, were as if they were
coming back from Holland.

Approximate distance,

Not given.

Movements and speed.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

The object was going the same speed as the
atrliner as it was right by it’s side.

Weather conditions during
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)

Said 1t was quite cloudy. That the object
disappeared behind clouds quite a few
times. Then after a few minutes,
disappeared altogether.




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

Name, address and telephone no
of informant.

Das answerphone.

Abbey Wood
Kent

Other witnesses.

Not given.

Remarks.

Just said that he saw the aeroplane first and
then noticed a strange white, round object
flying next to it. Wondered if the airline
pilot had noticed it, or had reported it to our
department?

Date and time of receipt.

3 June 2005
14.30L




From:
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Informatio

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5 Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

Your Reference:

New Malden Our Reference:
Surrey D/DAS/64/2
Date:

7 June 2005

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, that you saw, the
details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to “UFOs.” A letter was sent to your previous address, on the
19 May 2005, you can’t have recetved it.

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

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

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters 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 your particular observation, I can’t confirm whether we had any other reports of
‘UFQ’ sightings on the day you saw the ‘UFO’, as you did not forward this office on the
answerphone, a specific date or time of the sighting. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating
evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom'’s airspace was breached by unauthorised aircraft.

You mentioned about a newspaper saying that our Department had a research team. As mentioned
in my letter above, we do not investigate into UFO sightings, so a research team is not required.



1//

The newspaper is incorrect in it’s information, and should have asked this Department as in to
. what work we undertake, before publishing what it thought was correct information.

The integrity of the UK’s airspace in peacetime is maintained through continuous surveillance of
the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved by using a combination of civil
and military radar installations, which provide a continuous real-time “picture” of the UK
airspace. Any threat to the UK Air Defence Region would be handled in the light of the particular
circumstances at the time (it might be 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 defence.

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.

Also, you asked for advice on how you could apply to join this office. MOD civil servants are
generally posted every 2-3 years to undertake duties in a wide variety of areas within the
Department. Staff with appropriate experience to carry out the broad range of tasks associated
with general RAF secretariat work may be posted to serve in Das. Should you wish to become a
MOD civil servant you may wish to look for job vacancies at your local employment office.
However, I should emphasize that joining the civil service as a MOD employee would be no
guarantee of a posting to Das.

Hope this will be helpful.

Yours sincerely




N \pece\ord, —

From

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
50 Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone {Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
{Fax)

Your Reference:

Brixton Hill Our Reference:
London D/DAS/64/2
Date:
19 May 2005

Do SRR

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, that you saw, the
details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFQOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

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

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters 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 your particular observation, I can’t confirm whether we had any other reports of
‘UFQO’ sightings on the day you saw the ‘UFO’, as you did not forward this office on the
answerphone, a specific date or time of the sighting. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating
evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by unauthorised aircraft.

Also, you asked for advice on how you could apply to join this office. MOD civil servants are
generally posted every 2-3 years to undertake duties in a wide variety of areas within the
Department. Staff with appropriate experience to carry out the broad range of tasks associated




with general RAF secretariat work may be posted to serve in Das. Should you wish to become a
MOD civil servant you may wish to look for job vacancies at your local employment office.
However, | should emphasize that joining the civil service as a MOD employee would be no
guarantee of a posting to Das.

Hope this will be helpful.

Yours sincerely




>

REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. Time and date not given.
(Duration of sighting.)
2. | Description of object. Just said that she has seen a UFO sometime

(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | in 2005.
brightness, noise.)

3. | Exact position of observer. Not given.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

4, | How object was observed. Not given.

(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

5. | Direction in which object was Not given.
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




9. | To whom reported. Das answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant,
Brixton Hill
London

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. Said that she wanted to discuss her sighting
and different aspects to do with UFOs. She
also asked on the answerphone, if she could
get a posting within our department as she
has just finished doing her degree. 1
mentioned that she should go to her local
employment agency. Plus if she became a
civil servant, there is no guarantee that she
would get a posting to Das.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 18 May 2005
15.45L




From: SR

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 8000
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
D/DAS/64/2
Date:

16 May 2005

e ST

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in 2005, the
details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

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

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters 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 your particular observation, I can’t confirm whether we had any other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings on the day you saw the ‘UFO’ as you did not forward this office, a specific date
or time of the sighting. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the
United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by unauthorised aircratft.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.)

Sometime in 2005.
No specific details.

Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

Not given.

Exact position of observer.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving. )

Not given.

How object was observed.
{(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

Not given.

Direction in which object was
first scen.

(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)

Not given.

Weather conditions during
observation.
{cloudy, haze, mist, clear)

Not given.




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

Das answerphone.

10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.

Kendal
Cumbria

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. Not given.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 16 May 2005
14.30L
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| am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 14 May
2005, the details of which you put in your e.mail to this office. This office is the focal point
within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First may it be helpful if | explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have
some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s
airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is
evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and to date no
‘UFQ’ 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 aerial identification service. It would be an
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were {o do so.

The MOD does hot have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains
totally open-minded. | should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which
substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, | can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFQ’ sightings for 14 May 2005 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.

Sorry | could not have been mare help.

Yours sincerely




From: *@ hotmail.co.uk]
Sent: 14 May 2005 22:02

To: DAS-UFQ-Office
Subject: Sighting of UFQ over Londen / SE-London

Date of Sighting:14/5/2005
Time: 21:43

Dear Sir/ Madam,

I was locking out of my window (which faces London) trying to find Venus, as
I had seen it earlier that evening. I looked away, and when I looked back, I saw a
black, c¢igar-shape/side on disc flying slowly over what appeared to be 10-30 miles
away from my house. I continued to watch the cobject, which maintained it's slow speed
and heading for about 15-20 seconds. Then, it accelerated to a speed that would easily
outstrip a low flying fighter jet. It continued on its heading, but still gaining
speed until I could not see it. I opened the window and leaned out to observe this
further, but it had disappeared out of my sight. There were no markings on the craft,
lights, or smells that accompanied the appearance of this aircraft, except a very low

humming noise.
Yours sincerelii

Be the first to hear what's new at MSN - sign up to our free newsletters!
http://www.msn.co.uk/newsletters
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Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5 Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

Your Reference:

Shrewsbury Our Reference:
Shropshire D/DAS/64/2
Date:

16 May 2005

e SN

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 11 April
2005, the details of which you passed to RAF Shawbury. 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 tlying 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.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters 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 your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFQO’ sightings for 11 April 2005 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.

Sorry I could not have been more help.

Yours sincerely

_ |
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SECTION 6: CLAIMS (DO NOT PROMPT)

SECTION 7: UNITS RESPONSE

livestock or damage to property which will result in a claim
for compengation being submi&[egdt/othe Ministry of Defence?
No

D Yes

if Yes, give details and copy form to D/G+L. (F+8) Claims 3.

Has the incident given rise to any injury to persons andfor

SECTION 8: DETAILS OF INDIVIDUAL
RECEIVING COMPLAINT

Return Telephone call D
Full written respanse sent (attach copy][_]

Low flying leatlet sent

L]
Whritten acknowledgement only (attach Q,/
O

copy)
Visit arranged

Specify

Requires attention of HQ P&SS D

Other {Specify)

Time: {Locai)

I

Date Compiaint receivec: [ W\ A

Signature:

Rank: Saw dd  AAF (L

IMPORTANT REMINDER

ALL ACTION TAKEN MUST BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH
GAl J5002 OF 1999.

THE COMPLETED FORM IS TO BE FORWARDED TO TYHE
APPROPRIATE AUTHORITIES AS LISTED AT SECTION
1 WITHIN 5 DAYS,

Unit: /ZAB/- Sy Brn |




ROYAL AIR FORCE

Shawbury Shrewsbury Shropshire SY4 4DZ

{+ answerphone)

e-mait: cro dlrsct.shawbmlqs raf.mod.uk
Your reference:

Shrewshu Our reference:
i SHAW/2033/17/CRO
Date:

12 ABm™ 2005

oesr SN =

| am writing to follow up your telephone call to RAF Shawbury on 10 May at & pm to report a large
unidentified craft which was seen flying in the area of Meole Brace between 0045 and 0130 on the
morning of Monday 11 April.

None of our helicopters was operating at the time and therefore | am unable to explain the
phenomenon. | am therefore passing details of the sighting to the Ministry of Defence for their
records. There is a telephone number for members of the public to ring to pass details of such
incidents - 0207 218 2140 - and a member of the staff will write to you in due course,

Thank you very much for reporting this sighting.

Yours sincerely,

Squadron Leader
for Officer Commanding

CC.

MOD DAS(C&E) - by fax

www.shawburv. raf mcd uk

"'q :Bg  Sz:6@ Sasse.ET — woxj xej
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From: NN V5
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1 \%ﬁ

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

Your Reference:

Kingswinford Our Reference:
West Midlands D/DAS/64/2
Date:

9 May 2005

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen 19 years ago in
1986, the details of which you left on our answerphone. 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 Mimstry of Defence examines any reports of
“‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

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

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters 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 regards to your observation 19 years ago, it is too far back for me to check if there was any
military aircraft activity at the time, you saw the UFO.

Sorry I could not have been more help.

Yours sincerely




l/

. REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. The UFO was seen 19 years ago, in 1986.
(Duration of sighting.}
2. | Description of object. Not given.

(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

3. | Exact position of observer. Not given.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

4. | How object was observed. Not given.

(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

5. | Direction in which object was Not given.
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




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

Das answerphone.

10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Kingswinford
West Midlands

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. Just said that she had witnessed this UFO
over a Central Ammunitions Depot, where
her Dad used to work when he was in the
Army, 19 years ago. Something that scared
her in a way, and that she has only just
plucked up the courage to ring us now.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 9 May 2005
14.30L




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting.

21 April 2005

{Duration of sighting.) 06.31L
Description of object. Three objects hovering in the sky.

(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

Exact position of observer.
Geographical location.
{Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

Not given.

How object was observed.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

Not given.

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)

Not given.

Weather conditions during
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)

Not given.




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

Norfolk Police rang the Das answerphone
to report that a man had reported this
sighting to them, and gave a number to ring
the Station for extra details, but it doesn’t
work!!

ST - ) 0

10. | Name, address and telephone no | Norfolk
of informant.
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 21 April 2005

11.30L




From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 17 j /

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5™ Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone  (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
{Fax)
Your Reference:
Matlock Our Reference:

Derbyshire D/DAS/64/2
20 April 2005

D SRR

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 18 April
2005, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if 1 explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

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

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters 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 your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 18 April 2005 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.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. 18 April 2005
(Duration of sighting.) 00.30L
2. | Description of object. EEEIE iid that there was a descending
(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | white light. Then rotating beams of light
brightness, noise.) going upwards from the ground. Stayed
like that for about five minutes, and then all
that he had seen had vanished.
3. | Exact position of observer. Outdoors, walking.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)
4. | How object was observed. With the naked eye.

(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

5. | Direction in which object was Over Massen Hill? in Derbyshire.

first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow) [a

8. | Weather conditions during Not given, but it would have been dark, as
observation. the sighting was seen after midnight.

(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




9. | To whom reported. Das answerphone. Derbyshire Police gave
(Police, military, press etc) him our number.
10. | Name, address and telephone no -
of informant.
Matlock
Derbyshire
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Said that he told Derbyshire Police of the
sighting, gave them a written account of it.
Then said he told some site on the internet
of his sighting too. Said he really couldn’t
work out what it was that he had seen.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 20 April 2005
11.45L




. PSRN
From: S0l ‘S \-—l "ﬁé

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1 | W
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax} Section 40

Your Reference:
West Kilbride Our Reference:
Ayrshire D/DAS/64/2

Date:

13 April 2005

Thank you for your letter dated 7 April 2005.

I am writing with reference to your report of ‘unidentified flying objects’ seen on the 6/7 April
2005, the details of which you included in your letter.

With regard to your particular observations, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 6/7 April 2005 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.

Also, your comments have been noted and your letter will be placed on our files.

Yours sincerely
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From: EEIEON ( 4@\ oS

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

&,

R

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5 Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 24B

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

Your Reference:

Our Reference;
Basildon D/DAS/64/2
Essex Date:

12 April 2005

Dear [ElSsieN 0

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in April 2005,
and two years before, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal
point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to “UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

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

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters 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.

You mentioned in your letter of Alien intelligence. If we became aware of any evidence which
might suggest a potential threat, action would be set in hand to investigate, analyse and counter
that threat, in the light of the circumstances which prevail at the time. This applies to any form of
threat to the UK’s security from whatever source. I should point out that to date the MOD is not
aware of any evidence which might substantiate the existence of craft or lifeforms of
extraterrestrial origin, and no threat has been discerned which has been attributed to a ‘UFO’.



With regard to your particular observation, I can’t confirm whether we had any other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings on the day you saw the ‘UFO’ as you did not forward this office, a specific date
or time of the sighting. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the
United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by unauthorised aircraft.

Yours sincerely




e

REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. (Didn’t give date or time of the sighting
{Duration of sighting.) and said that he had seen these crafts, about
two years earlier too). L Thpvih wsh
2. | Description of object. The crafts have been different sizes. Plus
(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | that he has seen aliens, the greys, which are
brightness, noise.} very cute. They sit on top of the
spacecrafts!!!!!
3. | Exact position of observer. Qutdoors, in front of his bungalow.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)
4. | How object was observed. With the naked eye.

(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

5. | Direction in which object was Seen right over his bungalow.
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. Move stow and then fast.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, stow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation,
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




9. | To whom reported. Das answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Basildon
Essex

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. Says that we must not send the RAF out to
shoot any craft down, as they come in
peace. The greys are very peaceful. He said
that they haunt him.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 12 April 2005
11.45L




AE ™
From: ESTYON \S ™

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1 Qy T 4;@":5&

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5t Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

Your Reference:

Harlow Our Reference:
Essex D/DAS/64/2

12 April 2005

Dear - 40\

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen about five to six
years ago, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within
the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and
to date no ‘UFQ’ report has revealed such evidence, we do not aftempt 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.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters 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 corroborating evidence which
substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

The integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is maintained through continuous surveillance of
the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved by using a combination of civil
and military radar installations, which provide a continuous real-time “picture” of the UK
airspace. Any threat to the UK Air Defence Region would be handled in the light of the particular
circumstances at the time (it might if deemed appropriate, involve the scrambling or diversion of
air defence aircraft). Only a handful of reports in recent years have warranted further investigation
and none revealed any evidence of a threat.



With regard to your particular observation, we are satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence
to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not have been more help.

Yours sincerely




[/

REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. (Just said object was seen about 5 to 6
(Duration of sighting.} years ago).
2. | Description of object. Not given.

(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

3. | Exact position of observer. Not given.
Geographical location.
{(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving. )

4. | How object was observed. Not given.

(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or

camcorder.)
5. | Direction in which object was The object was seen over the Stort Valley
first seen. in Essex.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. { Weather conditions during Not given.
observation.
{cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




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

Das answerphone,

10.

Name, address and telephone no
of informant.

Essex

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. Just said that he would like these to be
explained and that he finds this kind of
thing disturbing.

13. [ Date and time of receipt. 12 April 2005
11.00L




From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5™ Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
Shepton Mallet D/DAS/64/2
Somerset Date:

12 April 2005

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in April 2005,
the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry
of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

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

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer” matters 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 your particular observation, 1 can’t confirm whether we had any other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings on the day you saw the ‘UFQO’ as you did not forward this office, a specific date
or time of the sighting. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the
United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by unauthorised aircraft.

Yours sincerely




| v

REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.}

(Didn’t give date or time of the sighting,
just said that they come around every other

P

night!)

Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

Looks like a star when it appears.

Exact position of observer.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

Indoors in her house.

How object was observed.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

With the naked eye.

Direction in which object was
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

Just said over Shepton Mallet.

Approximate distance.

Not given.

Movements and speed.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

Said it was moving slowly.

Weather conditions during
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)

Not given.




9. | To whom reported. Das answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Shepton Mallet
Somerset
11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. aid that she rang up Patrick
Moore and asked what this object could be?
Patrick said that he could not identify with
what she saw and that perhaps she would
like to tell someone in authority, to see if
they could help.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 12 April 2005

10.30L




From SN G\RW
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1 M

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5™ Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 2000

o

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
D/DAS/64/2
Date:

6 April 2005

Des: SRR

I am writing with reference to your report of an “unidentified flying object’, seen on 4 April 2005,
the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry
of Defence for correspondence relating to “UFQOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and
to date no “‘UFQ’ 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.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters 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 your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 4 April 2005 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.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. 4 April 2005
{Duration of sighting.) No time given.
2. | Description of object. Just said that he saw something late last

(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | night in the sky. Didn’t know what it was.
brightness, noise.)

3. | Exact position of observer. Not given.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

4. | How object was observed. With the naked eye.

(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

5. | Direction in which object was Not given.
first seen,

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

6. | Approximate distance, Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




9. | To whom reported. Das answerphone.
(Police, military, press etc)

10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. Not given.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 5 April 2005

10.30L




From: ESSIRO ‘
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1 M

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard)

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
Islington D/DAS/64/2
London Date:

w 5 April 2005

Do EETRN

T am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, that you saw and took
a video of, of which you left a message about on our answerphone. This office is the focal point
within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFQs.’

First, it may be helpful if [ explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

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

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. T should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

We are willing to look at the video, of the strange lights, but as mentioned above, the MOD will
not attempt to identify what the strange lights are. You can send the video to us at the address at
the top of this letter. Please let us know if you wish for it to be returned to you, after we have
looked at it.

Sorry if T have spelt your address wrong, the answering machine is not very clear.

Hope this will be of help.



Yours sincerely




Y L "'*
i

From:— \\

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1 maﬁ?

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

{Switchboard)
e

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
D/DAS/64/2
Date:

4 April 2005

plcecion 0

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 31 March
2005, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to “UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

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

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. 1 should add that to date, the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 31 March 2005 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.

Sorry I could have not been more help.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING V/

1. | Date and time of sighting. 31 March 2005
(Duration of sighting.) 21.15L
2. | Description of object. A bright star that moved to the side. It had

(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | bright lights.
brightness, noise.)

3. | Exact position of observer. Indoors at home, looking out of the
Geographical location. window.
(Indoors/outdoors,

stationary/moving.)

4. | How object was observed. With the naked eye.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

5. | Direction in which object was Just said in the distance over Woking.

first seen.
(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.}

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. Not given.
{side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation.
{cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




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

Das answerphone.

10. | Name, address and telephone no

of informant,

11. | Other witnesses. Her husband.

12. | Remarks. Said that it was definitely not an aircraft
and that the lights were too bright to be an
aircraft’s lights. Said it seemed to stay
stationary for a while, they looked away for
a second and it just seemed to disappear.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 4 April 2005

10.20L




From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

_ YourRerense

Yeovil Qur Reference:
Somerset D/DAS/64/2
Date:
4 April 2005

Do RN

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in 2000, the
details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to “‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

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

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters 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 corroborating evidence which
substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

With regard to your particular observation, I can’t confirm whether we had any other reports of
‘UFQ’ sightings on the day you saw the ‘UFO’ as you did not forward this office, a specific date
or time of the sighting. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the
United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not have been more help.

Yours sincerely




L

REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. Seen sometime in 2000.
(Duration of sighting.) No time given.

2. | Description of object. At first the object looked like a white ball
(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | of light. After about a minute, it changed
brightness, noise.) into a large, silver metal, shining ball. A

dark mist surrounded it, and a blinding light
surrounded the dark mist. It 1it up the
fences either side of the road.

3. | Exact position of observer. Was indoors in his car, near Somerton.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

4. | How object was observed. With the naked eye.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or

camcorder.)
5. | Direction in which object was He was driving towards Somerton, after
first seen. dropping a client off. He is a taxi driver.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

6. | Approximate distance. The object was on the horizon about seven
to eight feet off the ground.
7. | Movements and speed. Said it was stationary for a few minutes,
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow) @
8. | Weather conditions during Was very still and clear.
observation.

(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




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

Das answerphone.

10.

Name, address and telephone no
of informant.

Somerset

11

Other witnesses.

There were no other witnesses, was on his
own in the car.

12.

Remarks.

said it was strange, when he saw
this object there was no other traffic around
and he said there were no birds around like
there had been before he saw it. The fields
either side of the road were lit up too. He
felt quite frightened and drove quickly
home.

13.

Date and time of receipt.

4 April 2005
10.45L
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From: EEE |
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5 Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Talephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
{Fax)

Your Reference:

Hayes Our Reference:
Middlesex D/DAS/64/2
Date:

21 March 2005

Do SR

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen in March 2005,
the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the Ministry
of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.”

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military
source, and to date no ‘UFO’ report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the
precise nature of each 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.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of “UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of 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 your particular observation, I can’t confirm whether we had any other reports of
“UFO’ sightings on the day you saw the ‘UFQ’ as you did not forward this office, a date or time of
the sighting. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the United
Kingdom’s airspace was breached by unauthorised aircraft.

Sorry I could not have been more help. Also, sorry if T have spelt your name wrong, the answering
machine is not very clear.






REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.)

No date or time given.

2. | Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

Said it was like a big shooting star.

3. | Exact position of observer. Outdoors.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

4. | How object was observed. With the naked eye.

(Naked eve, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

5. | Direction in which object was
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

Seen over Bath Road in Slough.

6. | Approximate distance.

Not given.

7. | Movements and speed.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

The object shot through the air very fast,
but the witness said it was going too fast to
be a shooting star, as he had seen quite a
few of those before.

8. { Weather conditions during
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)

Quite clear.




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

Das answerphone.

10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Hayes
Middlesex

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. Said that the sighting was amazing, has not
seen anything like that before. Very bright
and fast. Wow!! Wants to know if we have
any idea what it is, and if we do, if we can
tell him!

13. | Date and time of receipt. 21 March 2005

11.45L




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTIN

Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.)

20 March 2005
19.35L

Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

-just said it was a UFO.

Exact position of observer.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

Outdoors.

How object was observed.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or

object while talking on the Das

Had a camcorder and was filming the

answerphone. Said he filmed it for over

camcorder.) half an hour.
Direction in which object was Not given.
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful

than a roughly estimated bearing.)

Approximate distance. Not given.
Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,

constant, moving fast, slow)

Weather conditions during Not given.

observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




9. | To whom reported. Das answerphone.

(Police, military, press etc)
10. | Name, address and telephone no _

of informant.

North Wales
v .

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.
12. | Remarks. Just said about having a video of it.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 21 March 2005

11.30L




From:*
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5™ Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

Your Reference:

Qur Reference:
Grimsby D/DAS/64/2
Humberside Date:

15 March 2005

S cotion 40

I am writing with reference to your report of an “unidentified flying object’, seen on 14 March
2005, the details of which you passed to Grimsby Police. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to “UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military
source, and to date no ‘UFQ’ 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.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of 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 your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 14 March 2005 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.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting.
{Duration of sighting.)

14 March 2005
05.29L

Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, notse.)

Saw one strange white light, that stayed
there for about an hour. It dimmed, then got
brighter again.

Exact position of observer.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

Indoors in his house looking out of the
window.

How object was observed.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

With the naked eve.

Direction in which object was
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

The object was seen in a Southern direction
over Immingham, Grimsby.

Approximate distance,

Not given.

Movements and speed.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

The object was stationary for an hour and
then just disappeared.

Weather conditions during
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)

Was dusky, as early in the morning,




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

The sighting was reported to PC-mn 40
Grimsby Police Station who then n turn,
left a message on the Das answerphone, for
us to ring him, to obtain the details.

10.

Name, address and telephone no
of informant.

Grimsby
Humberside

11.

Other witnesses.

His brother also witnessed the object, the
whole time it was there.

12.

Remarks.

I was told that PCEla8 zot #Dtouch with Air
Traffic Control in the local area and asked

if they had noticed any lights, and they said
no, they hadn’t. P saiddfhat some
other witness had come forward and said he
had seen a white light too.

13.

Date and time of receipt.

15 March 2005
11.30L
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Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1 -@MBQ’Q

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

=

Your Reference:

Qur Reference:
Wokingham D/DAS/64/2
Berkshire Date:

Do TN

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 27 February
2005, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to “UFOs.”

First, it may be helpful if [ explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military
source, and to date no “UFQ’ 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.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of 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 your particular observation, I ¢an confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 27 February 2005 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.

Yours sincerely




@  REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING (/

1. | Date and time of sighting, 27" February 2005
(Duration of sighting.}
15-16 seconds
2. | Description of object. Zoom of light which streaked across the
(No of objects, size, shape, colour, | sky from left to right in front of
brightness, noise.) EESRElc-:, changed into a silver ball,

then a flying saucer shape, before
disappearing. There was no noise.

3. | Exact position of observer. In car, driving between junctions 11 and 12
Geographical location. on the M4.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

4. | How object was observed. Naked eye.

(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

5. | Direction in which object was In front of car at 45% angle.

first seen.
(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

6. | Approximate distance. Not known.

7. | Movements and speed. Fast. Side to side, then disappeared.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow) J @

8. | Weather conditions during Dull and cloudy.
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




9. | To whom reported. Civil Aviation Authority gave -
(Police, military, press etc) MOD telephone number.
10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Wokingham
Berkshire
11. | Other witnesses. None
12. | Remarks. mwas s0 shocked she had to pull
ott the motorway into a lay-by. She still
felt shocked several hours later when she
returned home.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 7% March 2005

0900L




From: SRS i
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone

Your ]

Yeldersley D/DAS/64/2
Derbyshire E] Date:
4 March 2005

-

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 20 February
2005, the details of which you passed to Ashbourne Police Station. This office is the focal point
within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military
source, and to date no ‘UFO’ report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the
precise nature of each 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.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFQ/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of 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 your particular observation, I can confirm that we received eleven other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 20 February 2005, from various counties 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.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

Date and time of sighting,.
{(Duration of sighting. )

20 February 2005
11.00L

Description of object.
(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

The object was missile shaped. Was
turquoise in colour, metallic and looked
reflective, and was the length of an estate
car. Had no sound and didn’t leave a trail.

Exact position of observer.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

Indoors, in their house.

How object was observed.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

Not given.

Direction in which object was
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

Going from Osmaston to Shirley, and was
at treetop level.

Approximate distance.

Half km away.

Movements and speed.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

The object was going very fast. It was on
one course and then changed course
suddenly.

Weather conditions during
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)

Not given.




Loas ve.\_our‘@:i.

9. | To whom reported. The sightin%{c; Sgt at
(Police, military, press etc) Ashboume Police station, who then rang
Das and relayed the message.
(The CAA gave the Sgt the number for
Das).
10. { Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Yeldersley
Derbyshire
11. | Other witnesses, Both husband and wife saw the object.
12. | Remarks. Not given.
13. | Date and time of receipt. 3 March 2005
15.25L




From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1 "’,@ m

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
Yeovil D/DAS/64/2
Somerset Date:

2 March 2005

S clon 20

1 am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 20 February
2005, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military
source, and to date no ‘UFO’ report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the
precise nature of each 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.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of 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 your particular observation, I can confirm that we received ten other reports of
‘“UFO’ sightings for 20 February 2005 from various counties 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.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. 20 February 2005
(Duration of sighting.) No time given.
2. | Description of object. Just said saw a flying object.

(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

3. | Exact position of observer. Not given.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

4. | How object was observed. With the naked eye.

(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

5. | Direction in which object was Was seen over East Coker, Somerset.
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation.
{cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




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

Das answerphone.

10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant.
Yeovil
Somerset

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. Said that she saw the UFO report in the
Western Gazette and thought that she
should report to us what she had seen.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 2 March 2005

11.45L




From: EESIIECIEE

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
{Switchboard) (20 7218 9000
{Fax)

Your Reference:

Our Reference:
Dorset D/DAS/64/2

28 February 2005

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on 20 February
2005, the details of which you left on our answerphone. This office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military
source, and to date no “UFQ’ 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.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of ‘UFO/flying saucer’ matters to the
question of 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 your particular observation, I can confirm that we received nine other reports of
‘UFQO’ sightings for 20 February 2005 from various counties 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.

Yours sincerely




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING

1. | Date and time of sighting. 20 February 2005
(Duration of sighting.) No time given.
2. | Description of object. Saw a flash of blue light go across the sky.

(No of objects, size, shape, colour,
brightness, noise.)

3. | Exact position of observer. Outdoors, walking.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

4. | How object was observed. With the naked eye.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

5. | Direction in which object was Not given.
first seen.

(A landmark may be more helpful
than a roughly estimated bearing.)

6. | Approximate distance. Not given.

7. | Movements and speed. Not given.
(side to side, up or down,
constant, moving fast, slow)

8. | Weather conditions during Not given.
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)




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

Das answerphone.

10. | Name, address and telephone no

of informant.

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. Said that he had seen the report in the local
paper; of the sighting and realised that he
should report what he had seen too.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 28 February 2005
11.00L




REPORT OF AN UNEXPLAINED AERIAL SIGHTING i &%

Date and time of sighting.
(Duration of sighting.}

20 February 2005
No time given.

Description of object.

(No of objects, size, shape, colour,

brightness, noise.)

Just said saw a flash of blue light, like
everyone else saw, in the area of Somerset
on the date above.

Exact position of observer.
Geographical location.
(Indoors/outdoors,
stationary/moving.)

Indoors.

How object was observed.
(Naked eye, binoculars, other
optical device, camera or
camcorder.)

With the naked eye.

Direection 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)

Not given.

Weather conditions during
observation.
(cloudy, haze, mist, clear)

Not given.




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

Das answerphone.

10. | Name, address and telephone no
of informant. _
No address given.

11. | Other witnesses. Not given.

12. | Remarks. That ‘ead in the local paper
about the sighting and thought that she had
better report the UFO that she had seen too.

13. | Date and time of receipt. 28 February 2005
10.30L




	P.21-22 - Driver reports 8-10 circular objects in sky North Derbyshire

	P.23-28 - Airprox report by French pilot yellow cylindrical UFO near Gatwick on 13 August 2005

	P.42-43 - “Circular, dull orange” UFO sighted V festival in Staffordshire

	P.105-106 - Rotating beams of light at Masson Hill, Derbyshire

	 P.130-131 - UFO sighting from 2000 described in a letter to MoD by a taxi driver from Somerset

	P.144-145 - UFO sighted by driver on M4 near Wokingham

	P.146-156 - UFO Sighting Yeldersley, Derbyshire

