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Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1
From: 3S]

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

Peachtree City Our Reference:

Georgia 30269 D/DAS/64/3

USA Date:

17 March 2005

Dea

I am writing with reference to your e.mail that you sent to the Public Ministers Office on 9

January 2005 regarding UFOs. Sorry for the long delay in getting back to you.

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 regards to your comment on Area 51, that is a question for the US Government to answer,

not the UK.

Also, you may wish to know that The National Archives have a website giving information about

the records they hold and how to access them. This can be found on the internet at

http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk.



Yours sincerely
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

to_ DAS (s EC) TORefNo__ CO "S p05
cc.

Date SOK |r

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.

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

t:

f: i D1: init A a e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk.
Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at http://main.defence.mod.uk/min_parl/ParlBrch/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.

©)
Mae

INVESTOR IN PROPLE

Revised January 2005
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r@: TTS
Senit: anuary 2005 15:27

To: public @ ministers.mod.uk

Subject: Please respond -

Hello, my name is popcrseearat I live in the the USA. The U.S. Government has a
very negative and secret policy when it comes to UFOs and Extra Terrestrial life since

the 1940's when they first started studying the subject.

It seems to me that the UK and many other world powers have followed the United

States in the same way. Are new air craft being developed at places such as AREA 51

in the USA and secret facilities within the UK from reverse engineered alien

technology?

I just simply find it impossible to believe that the USA and the UK by now do not

know what these UFOs in our sky's are. You must know by now. Decades can't pass by

with UFOs invading our nuclear missile facilities and we still don't know what they

are and who is controlling them.

I would appreciate an honest, detailed written response from you. I think the

year 2005 is the year for disclosure about the truth about UFOs and ETs.

The truth must be let free!

Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

USA

Do you Yahoo!?

The all-new My Yahoo! - Get yours free!

http://my.yahoo.com



From: 2lo
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)

a Your Reference:

Warminster Our Reference:

Wiltshire D/DAS/64/3

17 March 2005

Dear

I am writing with reference to your e.mail you sent to the Public Ministers Office on 10 January

2005. Sorry for the long delay in getting back to you.

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.

Hence, the Ministry of Defence does not have any opinions as to what India’s Government is

researching on the subject of UFOs.

Hope this has been of help.

Yours sincerely
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

Lov Frag VMs /B-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DAS ( SEC) TO Ref No Ease /2005
cc. —

. Date et | \ | o>
The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DP)/USofS/MOD" has received the attached

correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor

acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department’.

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your reply

should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this should prove

impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You should be aware that

No 10 periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his

perusal.

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.

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

t:

_)6STS Dil: Minis a e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk.
Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at Atip://nain.defence.mod.uk/min_parl/ParlBrch/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)
INVESTOR iN PEOPLE

Revised January 2005
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age 1 of2

From:
Sent: 10 January 2005 20:37

To: Ministers

Subject: Re: Grp:RE: India's research

Certainly,

Warminster

Wiltshire

Thank you for the prompt, if somewhat puzzling reply

neers Original Message -----

From: Ministers

Sent: Monday, January 10, 2005 9:23 AM

Subject: Grp:RE: India's research

Thank you for your email to public@ ministers. mod.uk. For a reply from MOD, please re-send your message

to public@ ministers.mod.uk, together with your full postal address.

Many thanks,

MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit

Floor 5, Zone A, Main Building,

Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

From:

Sent: 09 January 2005 02:51

To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subject: India's research

To whom it may concern,

| "stumbled" across this paper.

It would seem India is actively researching "unexplained" phenomena and the links with it's history.

Does the MOD have a stance or opinion on this ?

| know you get hundreds of emails about UFO's and the like, but this really is a little more than a local

person reporting a white light in the sky.

Any response (even if it's a "don't be stupid" !) would be greatly appreciated.

Regards,

11/01/2005



Page 2 of 2

No virus found in this incoming message.

Checked by AVG Anti-Virus.

Version: 7.0.300 / Virus Database: 265.6.9 - Release Date: 06/01/2005

11/01/2005



From: 3S
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dia!) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax)

Your Reference:

Winkleigh Our Reference:

Devon D/DAS/64/3

Date:

25 February 2005

Dear IO

Have just received your message off of our answerphone.

Sorry for the misunderstanding with the spelling of your name and the name of your farm, can be

quite difficult to understand the machine.

Also, with the date you saw the ‘UFO’. There were nine other reports on the date of your sighting,

20 February 2005. There were three from Somerset, one from Wiltshire, Dorset, Devon,

Leicestershire, London and Cardiff. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence to

suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by unauthorised aircraft.

As mentioned before, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported to

us.

Hope this has been of help.

Yours sincerely



= 3
I am writing concerning your message of 7 February to the Ministry of Defence in the

United Kingdom, concerning Unidentified Flying Objects. Your message has been

passed to this Department as we are the focal point within the MOD for

correspondence about UFOs.

In your message you thank us for the documents about UFO activity in England, but

we are not aware that we have sent any information to you. It would be helpful if you

could clarify what information you are referring to.

In the meantime, it might be helpful if I explain that the MOD does not have any

expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer’ matters or to the question of the

existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally

open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no evidence which

substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. The Ministry of Defence

examines any reports of 'UFOs' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen

might have some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the

United Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised

air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from

an external source, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not

attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is

possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could

be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial

identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on

investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

I hope this is helpful.

Ministry of Defence

London

e-mail:das-ufo-office@mod.uk
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4 ** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

, a) ;

f . f ee

r

>

TREAT OFFICIAL —e—v—V—ee

To VAS FLAY FoI | TO Ref No = [& /2005

Date (IX a2 -04

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

correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor

acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department'.

Ministers 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 2005S. 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.
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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

t:

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

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at Attp-//main.defence.mod.uk/min_parl/ParlBrch/TOGuid.htm

If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY =z DAS

ime on

FE INVESTOR IN, Lai

Revised January 2005

“ Delete as appropriate. 102No.
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From:
@ Sent: 07 February 2005 11:23

To: Ministers

Subject: RE: RE: From Russia

From: On Behalf Of Ministers

Sent: Monday, February 07, 2005 3:36 PM

Subject: Grp:RE: From Russia

Thank you for your email to public@ ministers.mod.uk. For a reply from MOD, please re-send your message

to public@ ministers.mod.uk, together with your full postal address.

Many thanks,

MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit

Floor 5, Zone A, Main Building,

Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

From:

Sent: 07 February 2005 10:24

To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subject: From Russia

Importance: High

Thank you for you documents about UFO activity in England. Here in Russia we have a lot of military

documents about UFO researching in Russian Army in 1980-1995. | attaché some samples.

Regards

— 5 coh UFO Research Station (RUFORS)

07/02/2005





oeBesies





@ Parliamentary Branch

Defence Intelligence Language Service

Translation

RUSSIA: EXAMPLES OF UFO RESEARCHING IN THE RUSSIAN

ARMY

SOURCE: Document supplied by the director the Russian UFO Research Station (RUFORS)

To COMMANDERS OF MILITARY UNITS

To COMMANDER OF MILITARY UNITS _ action addressee_ only

I am issuing to you a list of the results of observations of anomalous atmospheric and space

phenomena and the effects of them on the environment, living organisms and technical equipment.

INFORMATION LIST of the results of observations of anomalous atmospheric and space

phenomena (objects) and the effects of them on the environment, living organisms and technical

equipment

1. Time of observation:

- 22 May 1981, 00 hours 08 minutes (Moscow time);

- the time was recorded using a clock.

2. Nature of the observed phenomenon:

- two objects were seen;

- the shape of the objects could not be observed, since the sky was dark;

- the two objects left behind a long fiery trail. The trail of the first object was much

larger and wider than that of the second;

- there was no sound with the phenomenon;

- the objects moved strictly horizontally, and could be seen along the whole of their

path. The objects moved at a very fast speed;

- there was no change in the shape of the trail;

- the phenomenon lasted about a minute.

3. Estimation of the size of the objects:

- the phenomenon was observed near 413 technical building, the objects were moving

in a south-easterly direction, the dimensions were not observed.

4. The co-ordinates of the observed phenomenon and observation points:

- housing estate Golytsino-2, Moscow Oblast, Odintsovo district

5. Information relating to recording with technical equipment:

- technical recording equipment was not used.



o
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6. Effect on technical equipment:

- not detected.

7. Effect on people and other living organisms and on the environment:

- no effect experience on the organism.

8. Procedural and other conditions during the period of the observation:

- no range was determined;

- the sky was dark, no stars could be seen, it had rained shortly before the period of

observation;

- there was no wind;

- the temperature was about 15° C;

- the anomalous phenomenon was not accompanied by any atmospheric phenomena.

9. Information about the observer:

senior test engineer of department 54, military unit

32103-B, 143040, Golytsino-2, Moscow Oblast, Odintsovo district, prospekt Mira [Peace

Avenue],

10. Acting head of department 106, military unit 32103, ee

Chief of Staff of military unit 32103

Major-General Ivanov
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From:

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax)

Your Reference:

Holborn Our Reference:
London D/DAS/64/3

10 February 2005

I have just received your message from our answerphone.

This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to

‘UFO’s.

Sorry for any distress that you are suffering, but in answer to your particular problem of your

computer being stalked/hacked into, this is not a matter for this department. We deal with reports

of ‘UFO’s being sighted to establish whether what was seen might have some kind of defence

significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom’s airspace might

have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Thus, this is a matter for your

company (if you work for a company), to sort out for you. Also, it could be a matter for the civil

police to deal with.

Sorry, I could not have been more help.

Yours sincerely

Se |



Dea.

| am writing concerning your message of 2 February 2005, for which | have just received.

| can confirm that this Department has not, to date, received any report you may have made

to West Midlands Police. Tne only communication we received was your e.mail message

dated 24 January 2005 to public@ministers.mod.uk in which you talk about earlier e.mails.

The e.mail address you used previously to this date

(Dicbr-cgi@ defence.mod.uk) is not known to this department and may be the reason that

your messages have gone astray.

With regard to reports received between 3-8 September 2004, we received four reports,

around that time, dated the 4, 5, 7 and 8 September 2004. Three of these were from Wales,

and the fourth one was from East Hampshire. Three concerned lights seen in the sky, and the

fourth was a black cylinder rectangle shape.

You mentioned the defence of UK airspace. 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 airspace. The vast majority of reports we

receive are very sketchy and vague. Only a handful of reports in recent years have warranted

further investigation and none revealed any evidence of a threat.

In your letter you also asked for details of the Department which investigates UFO sightings.

This department is the focal point within the MOD for these issues. We know of no other

Government Department or section within the Civil Aviation Authority which has any interest

in these matters.

Finally, you refer to a “matter of a similar nature”, which you want to speak to someone about

confidentially. Our staff do not, and given our limited interest have no need to, visit members

of the public who wish to report UFO sightings. As you are unwilling to tell us what this matter

concerns, we are unable to assist you or comment further.

Yours sincerely



Sent: 2005 13:33
To:

Ce: sters.mod.uk

Subject: Observation Letter

Importance: High

Dear

I a received your letter of the 28 January 2005 this morning (2nd class
post).

You mentioned a report from a different location was logged for the 5 September

2004 - please could you state if MY report was also logged with the MOD for that date,

as I had contacted West Midlands Police (Enquiry Officer Tambling at Aston/Erdington

Police Division) to report in some detail the observation in the afternoon/evening of

5 September 2004, but I did not receive any response to my report.

Also, do you take into account in your assessment, any reports which were logged for

say 2-3 days either side of a particular report, for example,

3 - 8 September 2004?

I am surprised that the MOD apparently is empowered to deal with unusual aerial

activities only if there is evidence of a potential threat from an ?external military

source?; why only ?military?, when the MOD is responsible for the providing defensive

protection from all types of threat in order to ensure the ‘defence of the realm'?

I realise that MOD staff are only following approved procedure, but there seems to a

measure of ‘limited responsibility' - indeed you stated in your last e-mail ?limited

interest? (see below).

Although you are the focal point for logging such reports, which department does

provide an identification and investigative service for this type of incident - is it

the Air Aeronautics Dept/Branch/Board, Royal Air Force, or the Civil Aviation

Authority?

As well as this report, there is a further matter of a similar nature which I feel

must speak to someone about confidentially. As you do not wish to send an official to

visit my home address, I would be willing to attend an appropriate establishment for a

meeting, with prior approval and at a mutually agreed time and place. I feel any

greater detail sent by non-secure means i.e. e-mail, fax, post or telephone would be

inappropriate.

Yours sincerely,

CC

>-- Original Message --

>Date: Tue, 1 Feb 2005 10:47:29 -0000

>From:

>To:

>Dear ’

>Have ived your e.mail.

>Although this office is the focal point for 'UFO's, we do have a

>limited interest in this area. Unless a 'UFO' report has revealed such

>evidence of a potential threat, we do not attempt to identify the

>precise nature of each sighting reported to us. Thus, we do not send

>officials round to the home of the witness.

>We get many 'UFO' reports on our 'UFO' line, for which we log the

>calls, and then send out a response.

>Hope you have received my letter.

>Your sincerely



Book yourself something to look forward to in 2005.

Cheap flights - http://www.tiscali.co.uk/travel/flights/

Bargain holidays - http://www.tiscali.co.uk/travel/holidays/



Sent: 1 Janua 5 16:27

Ce: ters.mod.uk

Subject: RE:

Thank you for your e-mail.

I look forward to receiving your communication in the post very shortly.

I shall continue to keep any sensitive information confidential and secure, and look

forward to meeting an official soon.

>Date: Mon, 31 Jan 2005 15:43:46 -0000

>From:

>To:

>

>

>

>

>

>I did not receive your e.mails of 21 and 24 September 2004, to this

>office, that is the focal point of 'UFO's, until last Tuesday 25

>January 2005, as your e.mails were forwarded to the wrong department.

>

>

>

>I have forwarded you a response, for which I sent today in the post,

>you should receive it very soon.

>

>

>

>Hope this will be of help.

>

>

>

>Yours sincerely

Book yourself something to look forward to in 2005.

Cheap flights - http://www.tiscali.co.uk/travel/flights/

Bargain holidays - http://www.tiscali.co.uk/travel/holidays/



Sent: 03 February 2005 14:04

Ce: sters.mod.uk
Subject: Observation matter

importance: High

Thank you for your reply.

The reason I cannot tell you precisely of the matter of a similar nature by e-mail,

post or phone is because it is a sensitive and confidential matter concerning a

further observation, viewed at a much lesser distance.

However, I am pleased that you confirm you have corroborative evidence of the

observation I reported - a cylinder rectangle shape.

Incidentally, the e-mail address I used in September 2004 was provided_on the Defence

Intelligence Agency's internet website, underneath the contact name

the web page was last updated 15/9/04 (there are different contact details now). You

have misread the e-mail address, it was

- dibcr-cgi@defence.mod.uk (not - Dicbr-cgl@defence.mod.uk).

Email addresses:

>-- Original Message -- a

>Subject: Reply.

>Date:

>From:

>To:

>

>I am writing concerning your message of 2 February 2005, for which I

>have just received.

>

>I can confirm that this Department has not, to date, received any

>report you may have made to West Midlands Police. The only

>communication we received was your e.mail message dated 24 January 2005

>to public@ministers.mod.uk in which you talk about earlier e.mails. The

>e.mail address you used previously to this date

>(Dicbr-cgl@defence.mod.uk) is not known to this department and may be

>the reason that your messages have gone astray.

>

>With regard to reports received between 3-8 September 2004, we received

>four reports, around that time, dated the 4, 5, 7 and 8 September 2004.

>Three of these were from Wales, and the fourth one was from East

>Hampshire. Three concerned lights seen in the sky, and the fourth was a

>black cylinder rectangle shape.

>

>You mentioned the defence of UK airspace. 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

1
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>necessary is considered only where there is sufficient evidence to

>suggest a breach of UK airspace. The vast majority of reports we

>receive are very sketchy and vague. Only a handful of reports in recent

rs have warranted further investigation and none revealed any

> dence of a threat.

>

>In your letter you also asked for details of the Department which

>investigates UFO sightings. This department is the focal point within

>the MOD for these issues. We know of no other Government Department or

>section within the Civil Aviation Authority which has any interest in

>these matters.

>

>Finally, you refer to a "matter of a similar nature", which you want to

>speak to someone about confidentially. Our staff do not, and given our

>limited interest have no need to, visit members of the public who wish

>to report UFO sightings. As you are unwilling to tell us what this

>matter concerns, we are unable to assist you or comment further.

>Yours Sincerely

Book yourself something to look forward to in 2005.

Cheap flights - http://www.tiscali.co.uk/travel/flights/

Bargain holidays - http://www.tiscali.co.uk/travel/holidays/
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. * . **'TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

low Alyig /E-MAIL

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DAS (LA) ead TO Ret No_(o21 8X poos
Date tf:cfes

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 behaif 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.

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, ~ A, Main Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2HB

f:| Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk.
Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at http://main.defence.mod.uk/min_parl/ParlBrch/TOGuid.him

If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

DAS
* Delete as appropriate. 102No.

-4 FER 2009
INVESTOR IN PEOPLE,
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Sent: 2005 13:33
To:

Ce:

Subject:

Importance: High

I confirm I have received your letter of the 28 January 2005 this morning (2nd class post).

You mentioned a report from a different location was logged for the 5 September

2004 - please could you state if MY report was also logged with the MOD for that date, as I had

contacted West Midlands Police (Enquiry Officer Tambling at Aston/Erdington Police Division) to report

in some detail the observation in the afternoon/evening of 5 September 2004, but I did not receive

any response to my report.

Also, do you take into account in your assessment, any reports which were logged for say 2-3 days

either side of a particular report, for exampie,

3 - 8 September 2004?

I am surprised that the MOD apparently is ermmpowered to deal with unusual aerial activities only if

there is evidence of a potential threat from an ?external military source?; why only ?military?, when

the MOD is responsible for the providing defensive protection from all types of threat in order to ensure

the ‘defence of the reaim’?

I realise that MOD staff are only following approved procedure, but there seems to a measure of

‘limited responsibility’ - indeed you stated in your last e-mail ?limited interest? (see below).

Although you are the focal point for logging such reports, which department does provide an

identification and investigative service for this type of incident - is it the Air Aeronautics

Dept/Branch/Board, Royal Air Force, or the Civil Aviation Authority?

As well as this report, there is a further matter of a similar nature which I feel must speak to someone

about confidentially. As you do not wish to send an official to visit my home address, I would be willing

to attend an appropriate establishment for a meeting, with prior approval and at a mutually agreed

time and place. I feel any greater detail sent by non-secure means i.e. e-mail, fax, post or telephone

would be inappropriate.

Yours sincerely,

>-- Original Message --

>Date: Tue, 1 Feb 2005 10:47:29 -0000

>From:

>To:

>Have just received your e.mail.

>Although this office is the focal point for ‘UFO's, we do have a

>limited interest in this area. Uniess a 'UFO' report has revealed such

>evidence of a potential threat, we do not attempt to identify the

>precise nature of each sighting reported to us. Thus, we do not send

>officials round to the home of the witness.

>We get many ‘UFO’ reports on our ‘'UFO' line, for which we log the

>calls, and then send out a response.

>Hope you have received my letter.
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>Your sincerely

Book yourself something to look forward to in 2005.

Cheap flights - http://www.tiscali.co.uk/travel/flights/

Bargain holidays - http://www.tiscall.co.uk/travel/holidays/



From: as
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1 3\

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Bin Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax)

Your Reference:

London Our Reference:

| OY D/DAS/64/3
Date:

10 January 2005

Dea

I have just received your letter dated 4 January 2005.

As from my last two previous letters dated the 18 and 25 October 2004, you will know the MOD’s

policy on UFO’s and extraterrestrial lifeforms.

The integrity of the UK’s airspace 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.

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

Yours sincerely

a .
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From: 30
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)e-mail das-ufo-office @mod.uk

Your Reference

Our Reference
D/DAS/64/3
Date
7” January 2005

Nvemess

De

Thank you for your recent letter addressed to the Prime Minister, in which you enquired about the

Governments policy regarding unidentified flying objects. Your letter has been passed to the

Ministry of Defence and I have been asked to reply.

First I should explain that there is no Government Agency investigating UFO sightings. The

Ministry of Defence has responsibility for defence of UK airspace and this Directorate is the focal

point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence about UFOs.

The integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is maintained through continuous surveillance of

the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved by using a combination of

civil and military radar installations, which provide a continuous real-time “picture” of the UK

airspace. Any threat to the UK Air Policing Area would be handled in the light of the particular

circumstances at the time (it might if deemed appropriate, involve the scrambling or diversion of

air defence aircraft). From that perspective, reports provided to us of ‘UFO’ sightings are

examined, but consultation with air defence staff and others as necessary is considered only where

there is sufficient evidence to suggest a breach of UK air space. Only a handful of reports in

recent years have warranted further investigation and none revealed any evidence of a threat.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the UK from an external source, we do not attempt

to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational

explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not

the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify

expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit

Finally, please be aware that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of

'UFO/flying saucer’ matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial

lifeforms, about which it remains totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows

of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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| &&.TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

- DAS | @B UrsT02NO. serterorteseocce |
-5 JAN 2005® 

5

FILE

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DAS &o. TO Ref No 5 Le pooh
cc.

Date Lee | -e?

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

correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor

acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department.

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and’ your

reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this

should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You

should be aware that No 10 periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the

PM's behalf for his perusal.

An 'Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information’ came into

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

procedures set out in the Code. In particular, information can only be withheld if it falls

within the scope of a particular exemption. However, some exemptions are subject to a

‘public interest test’, wherebythe harm associated with disclosure must be weighed against

the public interest in release. Applicants must be informed of any decision to apply an

exemption and of their right to appeal against this decision by writing to D Info(Exp). A full

explanation is contained in DCI(Gen) 232/01; further information is available from DG Info

ct

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence

received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and

reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending

Review 2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. In addition, we are

required to keep information on the number of requests for information that specifically

refer to the Code of Practice.

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

branch records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year.

Ministerial Correspondence Unit

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

as pa RT
f: | DI: Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministerial-Correspondence@mod.uk.

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at hitp://main.defence.mod.uk/min_parl/ParlBrch/TOGuid.htm

If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

“ Delete as appropriate.

C)
INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised August 2004
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From:

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax)

Your Reference:

Our Reference:

Winscombe D/DAS/64/3

North Somerset Date:

| 15 December 2004

De

Thank you for your letter dated 13 December 2004.

I apologise for the misunderstanding with your name in my previous letter. Also, in your letter

dated 26 November 2004, your post code was put down as BS23, hence, that is then what I put

down, when posting the correspondence.

Thank you for your comments, they have been noted, and your letters will be placed on our files.

Yours sincerely



four KEC&- 2/p 25 ose].

Pe
P3-12- O44,

Dintelinek paw deff.

Nowe’ snap © depnanne Zz
| “ane care Feed (ole

Mawng served im UW) FORE

fom Siflinles Yue te Plan 1926.0A
“cemflued my douen hilt kajol depo,
ye sot Qn hoon wi concen,
De, my _mvbke have Co eachod

se Cabinet



$n. 2002 S avanta Grdee -~Tofe te RAF

A euclon.tn 37 Andes.On th trelegmeme %Smager of tree

PB Tall, Gorn Outi Rfhwce. Vee Serun Leek wih RAF

Hakme thet Gt Kah Len aol 2 Me “FO © onke. at

Pirates of D afimeevv Kemer, 5 woulvery much Co bbyel

IR gow were Le wetirn Tha dehy. dn reer an Aorarlle

Jee bern in towck wet my MP andl he acy het, Mab in Hage

ead that I ahold get ne Lon mith Me Poter.. Ive riree clone

Fuck with th Polee J hare rence moved A delrers (ole)

Mone J aeagin —' earn olin, in br chene T kad yor

Se



With Compliments of

Flight Lieutenant Or ttrereerensn

Air Historical 7 1 Deb 2004
Building 266, Royal Air Force Bentley Priory : FILE

Stanmore. Middlesex. HA7 3HH

Tel:



From: Flight Lieutenant

Air Historical Branch 2 (RAF)

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Building 266 RAF Bentley Priory Stanmore Middlesex HA7 3HH

Telephone (Direct dial) rap RCETUTGam
(Switchboard)

(Fax)

Your Reference

Chatto Heath Our Reference

St Helens D/AHB(RAF)8/1
Date

29 November 2004

Thank you for your letter of 23 November that has initially been passed to us for reply. In

fact 2 separate departments within the Ministry of Defence deal with the queries you

raise so | have forwarded a copy of your letter to each of them. You should hear from

them both shortly.

With regard to your comment about the story connect with the crash of the Bolton Paul

Defiant, it is possible that this is a rather distorted version of the arrival of Rudolf Hess in

the United Kingdom. His aircraft crossed the English coast by Holy Island before turning

north to fly through the Borders to Scotland.
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From:

Directorate of Air Staff-Freedom of Information Vn,oD

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE ao

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax)

e-mail das-ufo-office@ mod!

Your Reference

Our Reference
p/DAS/04/3
ate

St Helens 14 December 2004
—

deo
I am writing concerning your letter of 23 November, which has been passed to this department by

the Air Historical Branch as we are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for

correspondence about ‘unidentified flying objects’.

The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer’ matters or to the

question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally

open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the

existence of these alleged phenomena.

The Ministry of Defence has a limited interest in UFO reports, namely, whether they provide any

evidence that UK airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and

to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise

nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as

aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the

MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of

public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to your question about whether there are any “de-classified logs available to your

society”, you may wish to be aware that UFO reports are not kept in logs, but filed on

departmental files in the order in which they are received. All the information currently

accessible to the public on UFOs is available at The National Archives, Ruskin Avenue, Kew,

Richmond, Surrey or on the Ministry of Defence Freedom of Information Publication Scheme at

www.foi.mod.uk. We intend to add further material to the Publication Scheme in the near future.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



From:

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Informati

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax)

e-mail das-ufo-office @mod.

Your Reference

Our Reference
D/DAS/64/3

: 
DMiddlesborough (December 2004

Dea

I am writing in reply to your e-mail concerning the novel you are writing about strange lights in

the sky over the Cleveland Hills. Your letter has been passed to this Department as we are the

focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence about unidentified flying objects.

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 reported sighting.

We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena,

could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial

identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which go

beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to your questions about RAF Fylingdales and policing of UK airspace, you may wish

to be aware that RAF Fylingdales is a space surveillance and early warning radar and plays no

direct part in the defence of the UK as it is not designed to detect aircraft. Its primary role is to

warn of ballistic missile attack against the UK and Continental US. Anything unusual that is

detected creates an alert. There are no known instances of RAF Fylingdales detecting unusual

objects that have not been resolved almost immediately as satellites or missiles.

In terms of Air Defence there are a number of air defence radars located around the UK that track

airborne objects up to 100,000 feet, well above the operating height of all known aircraft. The

data from these air defence radars is fed into an integrated command and control system which is

manned 24 hours a day, seven days a week. The overall fused picture is observed by multiple

operators at different locations in the UK with a maximum rank of Wing Commander or

equivalent. As NATO is charged with the air defence of UK airspace in peacetime, the Combined

Air Operations Centre (CAOC) Number 9 operators at RAF High Wycombe are the ultimate

decision-makers in the command and control chain. CAOC 9 has assigned air defence fighters

which are maintained on ground alert which can be scrambled by the CAOC Duty Controller to

identify any suspicious airborne object within UK airspace. The scramble order would therefore

be given from the CAOC through one of 2 Air Defence Control and Reporting Centres direct to



the Operations desk of the Squadron with the Quick Reaction Alert aircraft on ground alert.

The aircraft can usually be airborne within 15 minutes. The actual location of the air defence

fighters at readiness is privileged information although they are normally located at one or more

of the Air Defence airfields along the East Coast. The callsigns of the actual quick alert fighters is

privileged information but is usually a tactical callsign which comprises 2 letters and 1 number

such as T4W 01. These callsigns are changed daily.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



Page | of 2

<a

From: [IWo cor
Sent: 10 December 2004 13:22

Subject: RE: UFO Enquiry

Fylingdales is a space surveillance and early warning radar and plays no direct part in the air defence of the

UK as it is not designed to detect aircraft. Its primary role is to warn of ballistic missile attack against the UK

and Continental US. Anything unusual that is detected creates an alert. There are no known instances of

RAF Fylingdales detecting unusual objects that have not been resolved almost immediately as satellites or

missiles. There is therefore no point in answering the question with respect to Fylingdales.

in terms of Air Defence which | think your enquirer is really asking about we have a number of air defence

radars located around the UK that track airborne objects up to 100,000ft well above the operating height of all

known aircraft.

The data from these air defence radars is fed into an integrated command and control system which is

manned 24/7.

The overall fused picture is observed by multiple operators at different location in the UK with a maximum

rank level of Wg Cdr or equivalent.

As NATO is charged with the air defence of UK airspace in peacetime, the Combined Air Operations Centre

Number (CAOC) 9 operators at RAF High Wycombe are the ultimate decision-makers in the command and

control chain. CAOC 9 has assigned air defence fighters which are maintained on ground alert which can be

scrambled by the CAOC Duty Controller to identify any suspicious airborne object within UK airspace. The

scramble order would therefore be given from the CAOC through one of 2 Air Defence Control and Reporting

Centres direct to the Operations desk of the Squadron with the Quick Reaction Alert aircraft on ground alert.

The aircraft can usually be airborne within 15 minutes.

The actual location of the air defence fighters at readiness is privileged information although they are normally

located at one or more of the Air Defence airfields along the East Coast.

The aircraft are routinely held on ground alert.

The callsigns of the actual quick reaction alert fighters is privileged information but is usually a tactical callsign

which comprises 2 letters and 1 number such as T4W 01. These callsigns are changed daily.

SO1 Airspace Integrity

DCT&UK Ops

MB BichlB ction 40
Internet account:|

From:

Sent: 10 December 2004 12:53

To: Wg Cdr

Subject: nquiry

We have received an enquiry from someone writing a novel about strange lights in the sky over the Cleveland

Hills. He said he wanted information about RAF Fylingdales and has asked a number of questions. | would

be grateful for your help. | am not sure where Fylingdales fit in as far as the possibility of scrambling air

defence aircraft, but maybe you could advise. His questions are as follows;

What would be the rank of an operator watching the radar screens?

10/12/2004
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@ What wouid be the chain of command through which any unidentified object would be reported?

Once reported, how would aircraft be scrambled and how long would this usually take?

Where would aircraft be scrambled from or would they normally be on patrol and therefore called in?

What would be a typical call sign for military aircraft?

oe
5-H

10/12/2004
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

Noclesr /E-MAIL
Sep ve,

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

CBRRAN Pal ’

To Necleslaa ed, TO RefNo 49°: 004
cc.

Date Qu -\l

The Prime Minister/SofS/Min(AF)/Min(DPY/USofS/MOD‘ has received the attached
correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor

acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department.

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your

reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this

should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You

should be aware that No 10 periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the

PM's behalf for his perusal.

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

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

procedures set out in the Code. In particular, information can only be withheld if it falls

within the scope of a particular exemption. However, some exemptions are subject to a

‘public interest test’, whereby the harm associated with disclosure must be weighed against

the public interest in release. Applicants must be informed of any decision to apply an

exemption and of their right to appeal against this decision by writing to D Info(Exp). A full

explanation is contained in DCI(Gen) 232/01; further information is available from DG Info

on

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence

received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and

reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending

Review 2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. In addition, we are

required to keep information on the number of requests for information that specifically

refer to the Code of Practice.

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

branch records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year.

Ministerial Correspondence Unit

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

f: a: Dil: vine a; e: Ministerial- ~onespondsnes@ine uk.
Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at ttp://main.defence. min rlBrch/TOGuid him

If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial peetencemod Unit.

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

“ Delete as appropriate.

Q)
INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised August 2004
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Sent: 21 November 2004 11:20

To: public@ ministers.mod.uk

Subject: RAF Fylingdales

Middlesbrough,

Cleveland,

Dear Sir,

I am writing in the hope that you can provide me with some information about Fylingdales

Early Warning Station.

Iam a primary school teacher emplyed by Redcar and Cleveland and I am writing a novel

for older children centred around the Cleveland Hills.

The idea I am developing includes the appearance of strange lights in the sky and the

subsequent scramble of two aircraft to intercept them, and although I am able to develop my story

around people and places, I have no information regarding how such an event would be dealt with.

I would therefore be grateful if you could briefly clarify any of the follwing points which

would then add realism to my story.

22/11/2004
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1. What would be the rank of an operator watching the radar screens?

2. What would be the chain of command through which any unidentified object

would be reported?

3. Once reported, how would aircraft be scrambled and how long would this usually
take?

4. Where would aircraft be scrambled from or would they noramally be on patrol

and therefore called in?

5. What would be a typical call sign for military aircraft?

I realise that with todays need for security you may be unable to provide me with some or all

of this information. If this happens to be the case, then I thank you for your time in reading my letter.

Should you need to oat to me regarding my request I can be contacted at PF
on

Yours sincerely,

22/11/2004



From: ae
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Informati

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax)

Your Reference:

Our Reference:

Fife D/DAS/64/3

13 December 2004

Deo

I have just received your letter dated 2 December 2004.

As to your question of not sending back a video tape that was sent to us in 2002, you sent this

office a copy and kept the original, as you told us in your previous letter, and the reply back from

who worked here at the time, for which I have enclosed the previous correspondence

with this letter.

We certainly have not committed theft, as the tape was promptly returned back to you. If it was

lost in transit, or had been delivered to your old address, that was out of our hands.

I hope this information has settled this query.

Yours sincerely
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From: DAS-UFO-Office

Sent: 01 December 2004 16:38

To: DAS-FOI

Subject: FW: Internet-authorised: UFOs

From: DAS-UFO-Office
Se s .

To: eee ene eee eT
Subject: Internet-authorised: UFOs

| am writing concerning your message of 25 November to the MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit regarding

information about UFOs. Your message has been passed to this department as we are the focal point within

the MOD for correspondence about UFOs.

First it might be helpful if | explain that the Ministry of Defence has only a limited interest in reported sightings

of ‘UFOs’. Any reports we receive are examined solely to establish whether they provide 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 from an external source, and to date no UFO report has revealed such

evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible

that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not

the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service.

With regard to the release of information, the MOD currently operates in accordance with the Code of Practice

on Access to Government Information (the Code). This means that information can be requested and will be

released providing it does not fall under one of the exemptions of the Code. The Freedom of Information

Act 2000 will come into force on 1 January 2005 when it will supersede the Code. If you wish to see

information that has been released into the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme please look at

www.foi.mod.uk. A search for UFO will take you to the three UFO classes of information in the Scheme. We

plan to put further classes into the Scheme in the near future.

| hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,

—_ ; mi ..
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information

5 Floor, Zone H

Main Building

Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB

E-Mail: das-ufo-office@mod.uk

1° December 2004

01/12/2004
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ct ** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

, DAS
@ -102No.

30 NOV 2004

Low Fine rag /E-MAIL

To_ wee (A) PsP TO Ref No AG2> _/2004

Date 20" Nioy Ar

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

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your

reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this

should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You

should be aware that No 10 periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the

PM's behalf for his perusal.

An ‘Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information’ came into

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

procedures set out in the Code. In particular, information can only be withheld if it falls

within the scope of a particular exemption. However, some exemptions are subject to a

‘public interest test’, whereby the harm associated with disclosure must be weighed against

the public interest in release. Applicants must be informed of any decision to apply an

exemption and of their right to appeal against this decision by writing to D Info(Exp). A full

explanation is contained in DCI(Gen) 232/01; further information is available from DG Info

a

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence

received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and

reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending

Review 2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. In addition, we are

required to keep information on the number of requests for information that specifically

refer to the Code of Practice.

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

branch records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year.

Ministerial Correspondence Unit

Floor 5, un ~ Main — aSW1A 2HB

f: a bu. Ministerial Correspondence; e: Minist rresponden uk.
Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at Aitp://main.g 0

If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial ‘Correspondence UUnit.

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

©)
INVESTORTN PEOPLE

Revised August 2004
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. “A

Sent: 26 November 2004 10:40

To: Ministers

Subject: Re: Grp:RE: U.F.O'S

ing information about UFO'S. Here is my postal address as requested. fiction 40|
iiiiiniiiiiniann South Shields, Tyne And Wear, EEEEDTHANKYOU.

wonee Original Message -----

From: Ministers

To: n 40
Sent: Friday, November 26, 2004 8:56 AM

Subject: Grp:RE: U.F.O'S

Thank you for your email to public@ ministers.mod.uk. For a reply from MOD, please re-send your message
to public@ ministers.mod.uk, together with your full postal address.

Many thanks,

MOD Ministeria! Correspondence Unit

Floor 5, Zone A, Main Building,

Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

From:

Sent: 25 November 2004 18:30

To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subject: U.F.0'S

| HAVE SEARCHED YOUR SITE LOOKING FOR ANY INFORMATION REGARDING U.F.O.'S. COULD
YOU PLEASE POINT ME IN THE RIGHT DIRECTION, YOU MUST HAVE SOME INFORMATION UNDER
THE FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT. MANY THANKS. STEPHEN.

29/11/2004



Frome
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Douglas Our Reference:

Isle of Man D/DAS/64/3

a Date:
1 December 2004

Dear IO

Thank you for you letter dated 24 November 2004, plus your enclosed photograph. Hope you

received my last letter, with regards to our policy on ‘UFO’s.

As to your question of the picture of the craft you sent to this office. I have enquired in my

department as to what it could be, and I have been informed that it can be identified, and that it is

an ATR 42 — twin propeller, Euromanx aeroplane.

We looked at the timetables for air traffic arriving and leaving the Isle of Man at Ronaldsway

Airport, on the date you reported the ‘UFO’ and you may wish to know, that there were quite a

few flights that day.

I hope this will be of help.

Yours sincerely
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ICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To_ DAS (A) PoP TO RefNo_QS2zS __ 2004
cc.

Date 2a" Noy oe

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

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

An 'Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information' came into
force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with the
procedures set out in the Code. In particular, information can only be withheld if it falls
within the scope of a particular exemption. However, some exemptions are subject to a
‘public interest test’, whereby the harm associated with disclosure must be weighed against
the public interest in release. Applicants must be informed of any decision to apply an
exemption and of their right to appeal against this decision by writing to D Info(Exp). A full
explanation is contained in DCI(Gen) 232/01; further information is available from DG Info

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence
received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and
reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending
Review 2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. In addition, we are
required to keep information on the number of requests for information that specifically
refer to the Code of Practice.

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

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

FaccenencnRPE TE
f: |S DI: Ministerial Correspondence; e: Ministerial-Corresponde

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at http;//nain,defence.mog pa
If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

C)
" BIVESTORIN PROPLE

Revised August 2004
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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)

Station Operations

Lossiemouth Our Reference:

Moray D/DAS/64/3

IV31 6SD Date:

26 November 2004

Dear

Enclosed is a copy of our report form, that we use when taking the details of ‘UFO’ sightings, for

future reference, as promised from our conversation earlier today.

This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for reports/correspondence relating to

‘UFO’s.

If you receive any reports from the public, could you send them to this department please, address

listed above, as we do keep a tally/record of how many sightings that are reported to us.

Hope this will be of help.

Yours sincerely



From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

Your Reference:

Inverness Our Reference:

PF D/DAS/64/3

Date:

22 November 2004

eo

Thank you for you letter that I have just received, regarding investigations into UFO’s.

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. Hence, we know not, of any disc’s being recovered.

Also, UK airspace is continually policed to ensure that no such aircraft enters our airspace.

I hope this has been of help.

Yours sincerely
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Directorate of Air Staff —- Freedom of Information 1 Wyey,

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:

Warmington Our Reference:

Northants D/DAS/64/3

Date:

15 November 2004

Oe

I have just received your message on our UFO line — 15 November 2004.

Sorry for the misunderstanding. It does not put you in a bad light, if it had been a ‘UFO’ sighting

on your account. The Northamptonshire Police, obviously misunderstood at what you were telling

them.

Sorry for any distress my letter may have caused you. I was just working with the information I

had been given.

As to my previous letter dated 10 November, this department only deals with sightings, 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.

Please disregard my previous letter and I hope this letter has been of help.

Yours sincerely



dea

| am writing in reply to your e-mail message which | received this morning. Perhaps it would be helpful

if | clarify the Ministry of Defence’s position with regard to reports of sightings of ‘unidentified flying

objects’.

As you will be aware from my letter of 18" October, the only interest the Ministry of Defence has in
reports of ‘UFO’ sightings, is whether they present any evidence of a threat to UK airspace by

unauthorised or hostile aircraft entering our airspace. The integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is

maintained through continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. This is

achieved by using a combination of civil and military radar installations, which provide a continuous

real-time “picture” of the UK airspace. Any threat to the UK Air Policing Area would be handled in the

light of the particular circumstances at the time (it might if deemed appropriate, involve the scrambling

or diversion of air defence aircraft). From that perspective, reports provided to us of ‘UFO’ sightings

are examined, but consultation with air defence staff and others as necessary is considered only where

there is sufficient evidence to suggest a breach of UK air space. The vast majority of reports we

receive are very sketchy and vague. Only a handful of reports in recent years have warranted further

investigation and none revealed any evidence of a threat.

With regard to your comments about the amount of Dollars spent by the US Congress and operations

at Area 51, these are clearly questions for the US Government, not the UK. You may therefore wish to

address your own Government about these issues.

Yours sincerely,

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information

I] Noverber Lady



Sent: 10 November 2004 18:26
To:

Subject: efense

Thank you for your written response to my questions about UFOs Se KETEETE But I
find it hard to believe that with all the money, power, technology, and military

strength the United States and Europe has that the UFO subject still remains unknown.

I believe you know something very special but you've agree with the United States

policy of secrecy and denial. The United States spends approx 10 Billion dollars per

year on a "Black-Budget" which funds a lot of projects which are unknown to the

members of Congress. Don't you think they could possibly be studying recovered alien

space craft to learn new technologies like new gravity propulsion systems and new

forms of energy and elements?

Area 51 in Nevada is a prime example here in the United States. If an American

citizen crosses a certain boundary they can be shot and killed without any

repercussion! Who knows what could be going on there!

I look forward to hearing from you! Po

Do you Yahoo!?

Check out the new Yahoo! Front Page.

www.yahoo.com



Page 1 of 1

Sent: 08 November 2004 16:16

Subject: Internet-Authorised: Re - Reply.

| received your letter dated 22 October 2004, for which | replied to your questions, on the 2 November 2004

and the letter was posted the same day, so you should be receiving it very soon. The letter actually took quite

a few days to get to the right department. | have just received your letter dated 1 November for which | will file

with your previous letter.

Hope the answers in my letter will be of help.

Your sincerely

08/11/2004



EAST2 WEST UFOS

“HERE TO INFORM”

LIVINGSTON

WEST LOTHIAN

.

e

1* Nov 2004

Dear Sirs,

I am the Director of a serious Ufo Research Group

here in Scotland. A resident of Dumfries contacted me to

report strange lights over the town on the 9" of Sept at around

11:20pm. Another lady contacted me again from Dumfries to

report strange lights over the town on the 12TM of Oct around
8:07am.

I have investigated all my usual avenues airline traffic, weather

satellites etc but have not come up with anything that would

explain these lights over the town of Dumfries. Could you tell

me if any military aircraft were in the area on these dates and

times.

I did e-mail this enquiry to your e-mail address of

PS mod.uk but never received a reply.
I hope you can help me with this matter, thanking you in

anticipation.

—

Director of EZ2WUFOS

(-~ —



WSS

From: a \8 wn
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information,me i

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax)

Your Reference:

Our Reference:

Abercynon D/DAS/64/3

Mid-Glamorgan Date:

South Wales 27 October 2004

Thank you for your letter dated 15 October 2004.

This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to

‘UFOs.’

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 is resources were diverted for this

purpose, but is is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service.

It would be inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so.

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.

Good luck with your endeavour in building a space-ship.

Yours sincerely
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From: as
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:

P| D/DAS/64/3

Date:

25 October 2004

Thank you for your letter dated 18 October 2004.

You mention again of alien intelligence/weapons of mass destruction. As I stated in my previous

letter of 18 October 2004, that 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. UK airspace is continually policed to ensure that no such aircraft

enters our airspace .

The MOD is often misquoted as saying that it does not believe ‘UFO/flying saucers’ to be a threat;

this is a distortion of the MOD’s stated position which is that to date we have seen nothing which

could be classed as proof that extraterrestrial life and or ‘UFO/flying saucers’ exist. Hence to date

no threat to the UK has been discerned which has attributed to a so-called ‘UFO/flying saucer’.

Your comments have been noted and your letter has been placed on our files.

Yours sincerely



With the compliments of

SGowtkk JS ww un ore.

20[to/o
Defence Intelligence Joint Environment

Room 273, Old War Office Building

Whitehall, London SW1A 2EU

Tel: Fax:

il:D
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eve SF,

As discussed yesterday, you may remember we have already answered lots

of ITV West's questions about this incident. They have now written directly to

us and sent a DVD for us to look at. Attached is a copy of their letter. [40]

hett two messages on our answerphone last night asking us to call him.

As we do not deal directly with members of the press, | would be grateful if

you could pass the following message | Please give me a call if
you need anything further.

Thanks

DAS-FOI

5-H-

Message

To clarify the situation with regard to correspondence with po

e wrote to the Directorate of Air Staff on 11TM August

2004 informing us she had seen lights in the sky over Shepton Mallet on

31 July 2004, at approximately 22:45. She said that she had recorded these

events and had sent the footage to her local ITV news and GMTV. She did not

nn DAS or ask us to view it. DAS staff have not spoken to

With regard to the DVD ITV West provided of this footage.

e [RE should be aware from our answers to his previous questions,
that the MOD’s interest in alleged sightings of UFOs is limited to whether they

provide any evidence of a potential threat to UK airspace. Unless there is

such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each

reported sighting.

e We have viewed the DVD provided and we are satisfied that there is no

corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was

breached by unauthorised air activity on 31 July.



| am writing to you with reference to a report of an ‘unidentified flying object’,

which happened on 31 July 2004 in Shepton Mallet, Somerset.

The lady in question, EEEI med three lights in the sky over her
house and swiftly reported them to you by letter dated 12" August 2004.
Here at ITV West we are in the process of a making a half hour documentary

about UFO’s and will be including the footage and her correspondence with

the MOD in the programme.

We have noted however that she actually never sent the film to you to look at,

even though she says she verbally asked if she should and was told not to do

so.

In our questions put to the MOD, one of the responses says ‘The MOD is

willing to look at any videos the public send to us in the normal course of

examining these reports’. Therefore | have had a copy made on iii
ipehaif and would be gratefui if you could iook at It.

We are interested to know what you believe the lights to be, any explanations

and whether you think these lights could have been a defence threat and if

not how can you tell. ;
45

We would appreciate a response by ail atl November 2004. You can

contact me on [EEEor by e-mail at itv.com

Yours sincerely

ITV West



Sorry not to answer this sooner, | have been on leave.

All UFO reports were not investigated in the past. To my knowledge the MOD has only ever

examined UFO reports for similar reasons that we do today, i.e.in order to see if they

present any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by

hostile or unauthorised air activity. Reports of sightings were once also sent to Defence

Intelligence Staff (DIS) in case they contained any information which was of value in DIS’s

task of analysing the performance and threat of foreign weapons systems, nuclear, chemical

and biological weapons programmes and technologies and emerging technologies. However,

none of the reports received over a period of 30 years yielded any valuable information

whatsoever, so in December 2000, DIS decided that they did not need to receive these

reports any longer.

Since UFO reports were first reported in the late 1940’s the only “investigation” that has

been conducted was in August 1950 when a Working Party was set up (at the suggestion of

Sir Henry Tizard) who thought “flying saucers should be investigated”. Records show that

the 11TM meeting of the Joint Technical Intelligence Committee received the Chairman’s
Report of the “Flying Saucer Working Party”. The Committee decided that “the document

should be regarded as the final report and, in view of the conclusions the Working Party

should be dissolved’. A copy of the report has been released into the MOD Freedom of

Information Publication Scheme and the original has been placed in The National Archive.

Should ae sh to view this document it can be found at www.foi.mod.uk. A
search will take him to the three classes of information on UFOs that have

been released. These are, ‘Correspondence’ (The papers the MOD holds on the

Rendiesham Forrest incident, December 1980), ‘Reports’ (The final report of the Flying

Saucer Working Party, as mentioned above) and ‘Policy’ (The MOD statement on our limited

interest in UFO matters).

With regard to ITV West's previous question about satellite debris, | now have a reply from

RAF Fylingdales. There is no record of any part of Skylab falling on the UK in 1979. When

Skylab re-entered the Earth’s atmosphere some pieces did fall over land, but this was in

Western Australia where some pieces were recovered. There have been other instances of

satellite debris falling on land, mainly in the US, South America, Africa, Russia and Australia,

but no evidence has been found of satellite debris in the UK.

| hope this answers all J questions. Please let me know if you need anything
else.



From

Sent: 15 September 2004 12:17

—_—Subject: : extra question

Grateful for your thoughts on the questions below. Thanks

From: [icitv.com]
Sent: 15 September 2004 11:41

To:

Cc:

Subject: extra question

Thanks for answering the questions i sent you regarding our programme about UFO's. I have one

more thing to ask you, and that is:- On what date did the MOD stop investigating UFO reports unless

there was a defence risk?

We know all reports were investigated in the past and now they are not, so there must have been some

sort of cut off date. I need this to make sure the progamme is factually correct.

We are also having trouble locating your statement on the MOD website concerning your general

stance on UFO reports, we also need this for the programme.

Many Thanks

ITV West



Questions on UFOs from ITV West

Q.1 &2 Directorate of Air Staff are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence

for correspondence on UFO matters. All reports of UFO sightings received by the

MOD, from any source (i.e. military or civilian) are examined by the Directorate of

Air Staff. Air defence staff are consulted where there is sufficient evidence to suggest

a breach of UK airspace, or anything of potential defence concern. Unless there is

evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, we do

not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is

possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could

be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial

identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on

investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

Q3. The integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is maintained through

continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. This is

achieved by using a combination of civil and military radar installations, which

provide a continuous real-time “picture” of the UK airspace. Any threat to the UK Air

Policing Area would be handled in the light of the particular circumstances at the time

(it might if deemed appropriate, involve the scrambling or diversion of air defence

aircraft). From that perspective, reports provided to us of ‘UFO’ sightings are

examined, but are not relied upon in order to defend UK airspace.

Q4. The MOD is willing to look at any videos the public send to us in the

normal course of examining these reports. In this case, EE ford
us that she had taken a video recording of her sighting and it had been shown on her

local ITV news and GMTV. She did not send it to us or ask us to view it.

Q5. No, military flying records are not checked against reports of UFOs. As

stated above, unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom

from an external source, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each

reported sighting.

Q6. No.

Q7&8. Until 1992 the Flying Complaints Flight (FCF), part of the HQ Provost

and Security Services (UK) based at RAF Rudloe Manor, Wiltshire, was the central

co-ordination point for any “UFO” reports made to RAF Stations (from whatever

source, i.e. members of the public or service personnel). No action was taken on the

reports by staff in the FCF, its function was simply to record details and pass the

reports directly to Secretariat (Air Staff) (now the Directorate of Air Staff) in the

Ministry of Defence. Secretariat (Air Staff) would then examine the reports and

decide whether what was seen had defence implications. The FCF no longer have any

involvement in the central collection of UFO reports made to Air Force bases. Any

reports received by RAF Stations are now forwarded directly to the Directorate of Air

Staff for consideration.

Q.9 No, the MOD does not, and to our knowledge never has had, staff who

visit people who have reported UFO sightings.



Q10. No, there are not different Departments around the Country working on

UFO reports. Directorate of Air Staff are the focal point within the Ministry of

Defence for handling reports and replying to correspondence on UFO matters. Air

Defence staff may be consulted if necessary.

Ql. No.

Q1l2. This document was not “leaked”. It was part of a file the MOD holds on

UFO matters and was released to a member of the public in February 2003 following

a request under the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information. When

satellites come to the end of their life, they generally decay and burn up in the Earths

atmosphere. In July 1979 the satellite, SKYLAB, was due to break up and these

documents are simply contingency plans for actions in the unlikely event that pieces

were to fall on the UK. SK YLAB did not contain any nuclear material. The MOD

was consulted because military personnel sometimes provide assistance to the Police

and Emergency Services. These papers were contained in a file on UFOs because this

department was listed as a contact in Home Office circulars because of our

responsibility for UFO matters. With regard to your questions about whether satellite

debris has ever come down in British airspace, we are making enquiries with

RAF Fylingdales and will get back to you in due course.
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From:
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information— \S .
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE .
5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London \SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
Fax

e-mail m

Your Reference

Defence Contracts Limited ur ReferenceO
se D/DAS/04/3

condon . 
19 October 2004

I am writing in reply to your letter dated 11" August concerning enquiries made to the Ministry of
Defence about ‘unidentified flying objects’. I apologise for the delay in replying.

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is

maintained through continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force.

This is achieved by using a combination of civil and military radar installations, which provide a

continuous real-time “picture” of the UK airspace. Any threat to the UK Air Policing Area would

be handled in the light of the particular circumstances at the time (it might if deemed appropriate,

involve the scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft). From that perspective, reports

provided to us of ‘UFO’ sightings are examined, and there is consultation with air defence staff

and others, as necessary where there is sufficient evidence to suggest a breach of UK air space.

With regard to your offer to handle public correspondence on our behalf, we believe that the

Ministry of Defence is in the best position to assess whether the UFO reports we receive provide

such evidence. The systems that we have in place are sufficient for our defence needs, and we

therefore, have no requirement for the service you are offering.

Yours sincerely,



Defence Contracts Limited

11" Aug 2004

Ministry of Defence

Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat) 3

Room 6/73

Metropole Building

Northumberland Avenue

London

WC2N SBP

UFO enquires to the MoD

As the alleged UFO phenomena is of no defence significance, it would perhaps make

economic sense for the handling of such enquires to be outsourced to the private

sector.

I believe that my company could perhaps deal with public responses by post on your

behalf and at a significant cost saving to the MoD.

By using in most cases a standard reply letter. We would stick rigidly to the current

MOD Policy on Unidentified Flying Objects (UFO) and all our responses would

conclude that “the alleged UFO phenomenon is of no defence significance”.

If this is something you would be interested in. | would need some figures, such as the

average number of enquires received per year, the current cost of responding to them

and how you would like us to respond to enquires.

If you have any questions or require any further information, please contact me at the

above address, in the first instance.

I thank you in anticipation and look forward to hearing from you.



From: \ \
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information | .

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE ek

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
Fax

e-mail mod,

Your Reference

Our Reference= City P/DAS/ 64/3
persia 30269 reteOctober 2004

I am writing concerning your e-mail message of 13 September to the Ministry of Defence,

Minister’s e-mail address, about the UK government’s policy on UFOs. This office is the focal

point for correspondence regarding these matters and I have been asked to reply.

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence does not have any expertise or

role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer’ matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of

extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally open-minded. I should add that to date the

MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. Any

reports of UFOs the Ministry of Defence receives are examined solely to establish whether what

was seen might have some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the

United Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity.

Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, and

to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise

nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as

aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the

MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of

public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to the release of information about UFOs, the Ministry of Defence operates in

accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the Code), which

encourages the provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example, cause harm to

defence, invade on an individual's privacy, or if it would take an unreasonable diversion of

resources to respond to a request. Information requested is supplied wherever possible providing

it does not fall under one of the exemptions in the Code. The Code will be superseded by the

Freedom of Information Act 2000 which comes into force on | January 2005. Information

currently available in the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme can be viewed via

the internet at www.foi.mod.uk.

Yours sincerely,
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Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at http-//main.defence.m

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To BAS Lal,hep) TORefNo_ 6991 /2004
“ Date 4b SP OF

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

correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor

acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department .

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your

reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this

should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You

should be aware that No 10 periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the

PM's behalf for his perusal.

An ‘Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information’ came into

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

procedures set out in the Code. In particular, information can only be withheld if it falls

within the scope of a particular exemption. However, some exemptions are subject to a

‘public interest test’, whereby the harm associated with disclosure must be weighed against

the public interest in release. Applicants must be informed of any decision to apply an

exemption and of their nght to appeal against this decision by writing to D Info(Exp). A full

explanation is contained in DC](Gen) 232/01; further information is available from DG Info

i _—_—,

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence

received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and

reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending

Review 2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. In addition, we are

required to keep information on the number of requests for information that specifically

refer to the Code of Practice.

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

branch records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year.

Ministerial Correspondence Unit

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

0: Ministenal Correspondence; e: Ministenal-Correspondence@mod.uk.

Mf you do not have access 10 the Intranet, please inform the Ministerial Correspondence Unit.

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

" Delete as appropriate.

C)
INVESTS IK PROS

Revised August 2004
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.

m:

nt: 14 September 2004 15:14
To: public @ ministers.mod.uk

Subject: RE: Question

My address is:

Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

My original message is attached below. Thanks!

~-- Ministers <Ministers@mod.uk> wrote:

> Thank you for your email to public@ministers.mod.uk.

> For a reply from MOD, please re-send your message to

> public@ministers.mod.uk, together with your full postal address.

>

> Many thanks,

>

> MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit

> Floor 5, Zone A, Main Building,

> Whitehall, London SW1iA 2HB

>

>

> wn--- Original Message-----

> From:

> Sent: 13 September 2004 18:05

> To: public@ministers.mod.uk

> Subject: Question

>

>

> I am an American. The US Governments policy on UFOs and extra

> terrestrials is secrecy, cover up, and denial. I have heard that the

> British Government has been more open to this issue over the years.

Do you have any information/records on crashed or recovered UFOs?>

>

> Thanks!

>

>

> Do You Yahoo!?

> Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around

> http://mail.yahoo.com

>

>

>



Do you Yahoo!?

Declare Yourself ~ Register online to vote today!

nttp://vote. yahoo.com



From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1 . 7‘

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

BO Your Reference:

London Our Reference:

fo D/DAS/64/3

Date:

18 October 2004

Thank you for your letter dated 7 October 2004.

You mentioned in your letter about 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’.

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

question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which is remains totally

open-minded.

Your comments have been noted and your letter has been placed on our files.

Yours sincerely



SECRETARIAT CCAIR STAKE)ZA

Room 8245 , Main Buicoing,

WHIT EHALL -

iW ONOON

swt 2HB6.

J

led ‘rhode
“po NaeT "DESTROY oe

ATTACK ANY SPACE CRAFT OR

AL 
-iEN REINGS AS THIS) canto CAUSE

fAAN EGot oGICAL. DISASTER | POSSIBLY

AB GLOBAL Scare.

Teen ee Yor your Kind
owns



PRIVATE AND CONFIDENTIAL \ BG

THE MINISTRY oF DEFENCE (mM. 5.)

SECRETARIAT (AIR STAFF) 7 AQ.

Room S245, MAIN BurlDING

vwV HITE HALL

t.ONDON
swl 2 HB.



Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London 1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

Fax

e-mail mod.

Your Reference

Our Reference
D/DAS/64/3/JX"

Stoke-on-Trent Date

Staffordshire 13° October 2004

De
It was good to meet you and Sn 1 October. ae myself hope you found
our discussion useful.

I have written oii.following up the points discussed at the meeting, however I recall you
asked a question about whether balloons can be seen on radar and the possibility of terrorist

organisations using balloons to infiltrate UK airspace. Our radar specialist has advised that there

is currently no threat assessment that any terrorist organisation is using balloons. It is possible to

see balloons on air defence radar, but the radar is configured to ignore objects such as balloons,

flocks of birds, etc in order to avoid cluttering the radar screen. Civil air traffic radar are able to

see balloons and will alert air defence staff of any unusual air activity that may be a threat to the

security of UK airspace.

Finally, I understand you have sent a message to the MOD Ministers e-mail address concerning

the future of the files that have been stored in the asbestos contaminated archive. Given our

discussion on 1 October, I have been asked to reply. To clarify what we said at the meeting, the

Old War Office basement provided accommodation for the storage of files from three MOD

brances; the Defence Intelligence Staff: the Departmental Records Officer (on behalf of the whole

MOD) and the Air Historical Branch. All of the affected files have now been removed to another

defence facility and a Project Board has been set up to consider options for the future of this

information. No decisions have been made at this time.

I hope this information is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



*
*
 T
O

 B
E

 G
I
V
E
N

 A
 H
I
G
H

 P
R
I
O
R
I
T
Y

 *
*

Detailed guidance on handling TO Correspondence can be found on the Defence Intranet at /
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MED per _ '

__---~ FREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To lof (. e) nS TO Ref No_ GSSO ____/2004
Date 2 22( Aloy

Ducloy 1S 9CK2D04

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

correspondence from a member of the public, which this office has neither retained nor

acknowledged. Please send a reply on behalf of the PM/Minister/Department .

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and your

reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, exceptionally, this

should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within the same timescale. You

should be aware that No 10 periodically calls for a sample of letters sent by officials on the

PM's behalf for his perusal.

An 'Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information’ came into

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

procedures set out in the Code. In particular, information can only be withheld if it falls

within the scope of a particular exemption. However, some exemptions are subject to a

‘public interest test’, whereby the harm associated with disclosure must be weighed against

the public interest in release. Applicants must be informed of any decision to apply an

exemption and of their right to appeal against this decision by writing to D Info(Exp). A full

explanation is contained in DCI(Gen) 232/01; further information is available from DG Info

|

It is vital that branches ensure they have simple systems to record and track correspondence

received from members of the public. This information should be regularly monitored and

reviewed against the targets for answering correspondence published in the Spending

Review 2000 Service Delivery Agreement for the Ministry of Defence. In addition, we are

required to keep information on the number of requests for information that specifically

refer to the Code of Practice.

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

branch records on correspondence will be performed throughout the year.

Ministerial Correspondence Unit

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

Po DI: Ministeri rrespondence; e:Ministerial-Correspondenc od.uk.

If you do not have access to the Intranet, please inform the imny:| Correspondence Unit. _
** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

Q)
INVESTOR IN PEOPLE:

Revised August 2004
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Sent: 17 September 2004 00:46
To: public @ ministers.mod.uk

Subject: Destruction of Public files

To whom it may concern,

It has recently come to my attention that an important part of our heritage is at risk

of being destroyed.

Records held by the Ministry of Defence relating to a critical period of the cold war |

and other records relating to the MOD handling of UFO reports have been

contaminated with Asbestos, and consideration is being given to their destruction.

These records are potentially of enormous importance to historians that want to

better understand military and political decisions made during a very stressful period.

If they are destroyed, rumours of “cover-up” will be rampant, and the resulting cost

of dealing with such accusations will exceed any cost of salvaging the documents.

Not only would this be a waste of public money, but it would also be a denial of the

rights of voters to be informed the decisions made by their elected representatives

and Civil Service departments.

We have already had to wait for over a quarter of a century to learn what is in these

files, and it seems that we may never have the opportunity to see them at all.

I have written to the my MP and the Prime Minister about this already, and I sincerely

hope that you will give this matter serious consideration before deciding to destroy

such an important part of our heritage.

Yours Sincerely,

Stoke on Trent

Email provided by http://www.ntihome.com/
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From: _ Info-Records1 on behalf of info Records1

Sent: 11 August 2004 07:35

To: DAS-FOI

Subject: FW: Internet-Authorised: LIVINGSTON, WEST LOTHIAN, 9 NOVEMBER 1979

Herewith my reply 00 my staff checked the 1979/80 DS8 files and found nothing!

From: Info-Records1

Sent: 11 August 2004 07:33

To: Lo ra TTT
Subject: Internet-Authorised: LIVINGSTON, WEST LOTHIAN, 9 NOVEMBER 1979

Dear

Please accept my apologies for the delay in responding to your email of 4 June 2004 and for the lack of clarity

in my earlier reply.

I can confirm from an examination of surviving Air Staff files (prefixed D/DS8), and dated 1979/80, that there

is no record of a report being made about an apparent incident at Livingston, West Lothian, Scotland on 9

November 1979.

Regards

D/DRO

MOD

11/08/2004



Page 1 of 1

Form:
Sent: 04 June 2004 15:26

To: Info-Records1

Subject: Re: ACCESS TO RECORDS

|

Thanks for your prompt reply to my enquiry.

To ensure I have understood your reply correctly, I am unsure about the word contemporary. Do you mean that

‘Secretariat Air Staff 2' have no knowledge or record of the incident what so ever? or that they have no record which is

contemporary with the events of 1979? or that today they have no record which is contemporary?

Sorry to press you but we don't want to start recording and subsequently find an entire strand has been missed from the

story, or even worse been included in error!

Thanks again and I look forward to receiving your reply.

— Original Message-----

From: Info-Records1 <info-Records1 @ defence. mod.uk>

To;

Date: ay 2004 10:49

Subject: ACCESS TO RECORDS

Thank you for your letter dated 24 May 2004 concerning Air Staff's files and in particular whether a file

exists on an UFO sighting/encounter that occurred in Livingston, West Lothian on 9 November 1979.

I have discussed with Air Staff and I can advise you that there is no contemporary record of the incident on

file.

Regards

D/DRO

Ministry of Defence

Mezz 2

3-5 Great Scotland Yard

London SW1A 2HW

19/07/2004

ne



Ministry of Defence Edinburgh

Secretariat Air Staff 2

Room 8245

Main Building po
Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB

24 05 04

Dear Sir,

Access to records: Secretariat Air Staff 2

incident: UFO sighting / encounter

Date: 9th November 1979

Location: Livingston, West Lothian, Scotland

| am an independent television producer. At present | am researching the

apparently inexplicable incident above, prior to development into a short TV

documentary. | wondered 2 points:

1. Are Secretariat AS 2 aware of, and or, have compiled or hold a file on, the

above incident?

2. If so, is it available for inspection and what steps should | follow to access

the file?

| look forward to receiving your reply.

Yours faithfully,



Caroline Page 1 of 2
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rom:
Sent: 21 September 2004 09:42

To:

Subject: RE: extra question

Sorry not to answer this sooner, | have been on leave.

Ail UFO reports were not investigated in the past. To my knowledge the MOD has only ever examined UFO

reports for similar reasons that we do today, i.e.in order to see if they present any evidence that the United

Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Reports of

sightings were once also sent to Defence Intelligence Staff (DIS) in case they contained any information

which was of value in DIS’s task of analysing the performance and threat of foreign weapons systems,

nuclear, chemical and biological weapons programmes and technologies and emerging technologies.

However, none of the reports received over a period of 30 years yielded any valuable information

whatsoever, so in December 2000, DIS decided that they did not need to receive these reports any longer.

Since UFO reports were first reported in the late 1940’s the only “investigation” that has been conducted was

in August 1950 when a Working Party was set up (at the suggestion of Sir Henry Tizard) who thought “flying

saucers should be investigated”. Records show that the 11!" meeting of the Joint Technical Intelligence
Committee received the Chairman’s Report of the “Flying Saucer Working Party”. The Committee decided

that “the document should be regarded as the final report and, in view of the conclusions the Working Party

should be dissolved”. A copy of the report has been released into the MOD |

Publication Scheme and the original has been placed in The National Archive. Should wish to

view this document it can be found at www.foi.mod.uk. A search under ‘UFO’s will take him to the three

classes of information on UFOs that have been released. These are, ‘Correspondence’ (The papers the

MOD hoids on the Rendlesham Forrest incident, December 1980), ‘Reports’ (The final report of the Flying

Saucer Working Party, as mentioned above) and ‘Policy’ (The MOD statement on our limited interest in UFO

matters).

With regard to ITV West's previous question about satellite debris, | now have a reply from RAF Fylingdales.

There is no record of any part of Skylab falling on the UK in 1979. When Skylab re-entered the Earth’s

atmosphere some pieces did fall over land, but this was in Western Australia where some pieces were

recovered. There have been other instances of satellite debris falling on land, mainly in the US, South

America, Africa, Russia and Australia, but no evidence has been found of satellite debris in the UK.

| hope this answers alll questions. Please let me know if you need anything else.

21/09/2004



From

Sent: 15 September 2004 12:17

To

Subject: FW: extra question

Page 2 of 2

|

|

|
|

Grateful for your thoughts on the questions below. Thanks

From io itv.com]
Sent: 15 September 2004 11:41

Cc:

Subject: extra question

Thanks for answering the questions i sent you regarding our programme about UFO's. | have one more thing
to ask you, and that is:- On what date did the MOD stop investigating UFO reports unless there was a

defence risk?

We know all reports were investigated in the past and now they are not, so there must have been some sort
of cut off date. | need this to make sure the progamme is factually correct.

We are also having trouble locating your statement on the MOD website concerning your general stance on

UFO reports, we also need this for the programme.

Many Thanks

ITV West

21/09/2004
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From: CTandUKOps-Airspace Integrity SO1 [CTandUKOps-AirspaceintegritySO1 @ mod.uk]

Sent: 06 September 2004 13:28

To: DAS-FO!

Subject: FW: Internet-authorised: RE: Satellites

Please see below.

SOI Airspace Integrity

D CT&UK Ops

Please note that this CHOtS account will cease to exist at 1200 on 10 Sep 04. Messages cannot be

forwarded to the new account.

From 1200 on 13 Sep 04 my new e-mail addresses will ve iT. mod.uk (internet compatible) or |
CTandUKOps-Airspace Integrity SO1. Other details are:

MOD Level 4, Zone |,

Main Building,

Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

SO1 Airspace Integrit

From: FYL-Ops-OC

Sent: 06 September 2004 12:05

To: ‘CTandUKOps-Airspace Integrity $O1'

Subject: Internet-authorised: RE: Satellites

Response to Skylab queries.

We have no record of any part of Skylab falling on the UK in 1979. When Skylab re-entered the Earth's

atmosphere some pieces did fall over iand, but this was in Western Australia where some pieces were

recovered.

There are over 50 instances of satellite debris falling on land (with physical evidence being found), mainly the

US, South America, Africa, Russia and Australia, but | know of no evidence of satellite debris being found in

the UK.

From: CTandUKOps-Airspace Integrity SO1

Sent: 31 August 2004 07:56

To: FYL-Ops-OC

Cc: 3GP-C2SPT AVAIL

Subject: FW: Satellites

Could you provide me with some unclassified answers to the questions below.

21/09/2004
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Thanks in anticipation.

SO1 Airspace Integrity

D CT&UK Ops

Please note the change of e-mail address and ensure that your personal address books are updated. E-mails are

not routinely auto forwarded from my old (D UK-SO1 Air Ops 2) e-mail account.

From:

Sent: 27 August 2004 11:00

To: CTandUKOps- Airspace Integrity SO1

Subject: Satellites

Today's silly question from the UFO desk.

Do you know whether Fylingdales could tell me if any pieces of the satellite, SKYLAB

fell on the UK in July 19797?

Also have any pieces of satellite ever fallen on the UK?

| know satellite debris usually burns up in the Earth's atmosphere, but ITV West have

ask about this as part of list of questions on UFOs.

If you can give me a contact at Fylingdales | am happy to speak to them if you prefer.

DAS-FOI

21/09/2004



Questions on UFOs from ITV West

Q.1 &2 Directorate of Air Staff are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence

for correspondence on UFO matters. All reports of UFO sightings received by the

MOD, from any source (i.e. military or civilian) are examined by the Directorate of

Air Staff. Air defence staff are consulted where there is sufficient evidence to suggest

a breach of UK airspace, or anything of potential defence concern. Unless there is

evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external source, we do

not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is

possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could

be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial

identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on

investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

Q3. The integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is maintained through

continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. This is

achieved by using a combination of civil and military radar installations, which

provide a continuous real-time “picture” of the UK airspace. Any threat to the UK Air

Policing Area would be handled in the light of the particular circumstances at the time

(it might if deemed appropriate, involve the scrambling or diversion of air defence

aircraft). From that perspective, reports provided to us of ‘UFO’ sightings are

examined, but are not relied upon in order to defend UK airspace.

Q4. The MOD is willing to look at any videos the public send to us in the

normal course of examining these reports. In this —

us that she had taken a video recording of her sighting and it had been shown on her

local ITV news and GMTV. She did not send it to us or ask us to view it.

Q5. No, military flying records are not checked against reports of UFOs. As

stated above, unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom

from an external source, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each

reported sighting.

Q6. No.

Q7&8. Until 1992 the Flying Complaints Flight (FCF), part of the HQ Provost

and Security Services (UK) based at RAF Rudloe Manor, Wiltshire, was the central

co-ordination point for any “UFO” reports made to RAF Stations (from whatever

source, i.e. members of the public or service personnel). No action was taken on the

reports by staff in the FCF, its function was simply to record details and pass the

reports directly to Secretariat (Air Staff) (now the Directorate of Air Staff) in the

Ministry of Defence. Secretariat (Air Staff) would then examine the reports and

decide whether what was seen had defence implications. The FCF no longer have any

involvement in the central collection of UFO reports made to Air Force bases. Any

reports received by RAF Stations are now forwarded directly to the Directorate of Air

Staff for consideration.

Q.9 No, the MOD does not, and to our knowledge never has had, staff who

visit people who have reported UFO sightings.



Q10. No, there are not different Departments around the Country working on

UFO reports. Directorate of Air Staff are the focal point within the Ministry of

Defence for handling reports and replying to correspondence on UFO matters. Air

Defence staff may be consulted if necessary.

Q1l. No.

Q12. This document was not “leaked”. It was part of a file the MOD holds on

UFO matters and was released to a member of the public in February 2003 following

a request under the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information. When

satellites come to the end of their life, they generally decay and burn up in the Earths

atmosphere. In July 1979 the satellite, SKYLAB, was due to break up and these

documents are simply contingency plans for actions in the unlikely event that pieces

were to fall on the UK. SKYLAB did not contain any nuclear material. The MOD

was consulted because military personnel sometimes provide assistance to the Police

and Emergency Services. These papers were contained in a file on UFOs because this

department was listed as a contact in Home Office circulars because of our

responsibility for UFO matters. With regard to your questions about whether satellite

debris has ever come down in British airspace, we are making enquiries with

RAF Fylingdales and will get back to you in due course.
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Queen Anne's Gate, Lonpon, SWiH 94T Pi 54
Direct line: 01-21 3 ; 23 APP 09

Switchboard: OI-213 3000
Our reference!

Your reference: 20 April 1979 C item eee

For Action: Chief Officers of Police in England and Wales

For Information: Chief Fire Officers in England and Wales

Chief Executives/Clerks of «

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

The Common Council of the City of London,
London: Borough Councils and all District Councils
in England and Wales ,

Dear Sir

Home Office Circular No ES 5/1979

Satellite Accidents

Introduction

‘Following the descent of a nuclear-powered Soviet satellite in Canada on
24 January 1978, consideration has been given to contingency arrangements
for dealing with th possisility of a similar incident in tne
United Kingdom. It is recognised that the likelihood of such an accident
is remote. Moreover, the additional hazards to life from nuclear-powered
satellites are very small and are limited to potential exposure to
radioactive debris followings accidental re-entry. Nevertheless, <he
special considerations that affect the use of nuclear materials and the
safety standards applied to them make it Prudent to devise plans to deal
with such an incident on United Xingdor territory, should it ever occur.

2. A crash involving a satellite which was not powered by nuclear fuel
would present problems which would fall to de dealt with through norual
major accident procedures. This circular is tnerefore concerned only with
contingency arrancements for dealing with the crash of a satellite which is
known to be nuclear-powered or whose energy scurce has not been establisned
(but see paragravh 21 for reporting arranzements for non-nuclear space
objects). Similar circulars are veing issued by the Scottish Office and
Northern Ireland Office.

Features of a Satellite Accicent

36 In the absence of extensive experience it is difficult to make any
firm assumptions abouts the features of a Savellite accident. A major
problem is that the prediction of the location of a sateliite's point of
return to earth is very difficult. Although it is likely that knowledge

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

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

9¢ Although the parazeters of the orbit of a crashing
satellite can be fairly closely Gefined, debris might fall
over an area 2000 kilometres long by 200 kiloustres wide. It

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

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

ae there would be a possible radiation hazard,
the degree of which could not be determined in
advance;

De debris from the crashed satellite might be
scattered over a very large area, perhaps the greater
part of the country;

Cc. individual pieces of debris might be very szall,

yet each might present a small radiation hazard.

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

Continzency jrvenserents

7o If the malfunctioning of a satellite becazs known before
it cate out of orsit the Hinistry of Defence (1.03) would be
responsible for arranging for ths preparation of en assessment

=~ 2 =
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Chief Officers will no doubt wish to consider in advancewnat procedure should te iustituted locally to allocatereference wunbers to findings. Ons way would bs for theforce operationei headquarters to allocate e unique serialmunber to each finding as soon as there is reason tobelieve that it may have come fron a eateliite. Sachveference number should consist of two letters identifyingthe police force conceracd Zoliowed by a notes allocatedlocally (e.g. H27). Following are the letters to beincorporated in thase reference numbers:

Avon and Somerset AY Lincolnshire

Bedfordshire BE Merseyside
Cambridseahire CA - Metropolitan
Cheshire Ci Norfolk

City of London cY - Northazptonshire
Cleveland cv Northunbria

Cumbria Ch North Vales
Derbyshire 2 North Yorkshire
Devon and Cornyall DC . Nottinghamshire
Dorset DO South Wales
Durhan DU South Yorlshire
Dyfed-Powys DP Stafforishire ¢
Essex BX Suffolk

Gloucestershire GL Surrey
Greater Manchester GH Sussex

Gusnt Gy Thames Valley
Hampshire HA . Warwickshire
Rertfordishirs EE West Hercia
Rumbersida HU West Midlands
Kent KS West Yorkshire
lencashire LA Wiltshire
Leicostershire Ig

UNCLASSIFIED
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of the possible risks to the United Kingdom. A Government
decision would then te sought on whether the police should

be alerted and whether a public satatenent should be made.
If such action were decided on, overall responsibility for
the measures to deal with an incident would te cxercised

from a central control point in Whitehall, in ea manner

Similar to procedures elresdy established to handle a

terrorist incidents and with similar Ministerial and senior

official representation from ail the Government Devartments

concerned. Warning to the police would be given by means

of a broadcast over the Police National Computer (PHC) systen.
The focal point for the collection of scientific data would

be the Atomic Weapons Research Establishment (avR2),
Aldermaston, which would in conjunction with the National

Radiological Protection Board (NRPS) arrenge for appropriate
scientific and technical advice to be made available to

central Government and to police forces wno might be involved.

8.. On receipt of the warning message, police forces should

arrense to gather reports of debris. Chief fire officers

should be inforned of the warning and asxed to notify the

police promptly of any reports whicn they may receive. Fire

service personnel are trainsd to fight fires involving

redioactive sources and have a limited range of equipzent for

the detection of radiation; they are able to confirm the

presence of sone but not all types of radioactivity, and are

not able therefore to say authoritatively that debris is not

radioactive.

9. When reports of suspected or actual locations have been

received, the police should take such steps as may be needed

locally to prevent people entering areas which may be dangerous

because of radioactive material (see also paragrapn 15 below).
For advice as to the dangers or radioactivity and for the

exatination and disposal of suspect material thoy should call

upon the National Arvangements for Incidents involving

Radioactivity (the NAIR schene). Under this the immediate
attendance of the Stage 1 contact is requested, followed if

necessary by calling out the Stage 2 establishnent

(Eome Office Circulers ES 7/1972 and ES 3/1977). The NaIR
representatives snould advise local police on their own

initiative until contact is estapdlished with, and scientific

and technical advice received from, AwRE and/or NERFB under the
arrengenents described in paragraph 7. All persons should be

told to keep well away from possible radioactive debris.

Although highly unlikely, some large pieses of debris might

have radiation fields of significance over distances of the

order of 100 metres, end some limited evacuation might be

necessary; widespread continuous contermination is, nowever,

unlikely. Advice on the dagree of evecuation recuired would

be available in the first instance from the HAIR representatives

~3-
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and subsequently fromrepresentatives of the AWRE and theNRPB. In the Case of damage requiring rescue or firefightingOperations, the possible nazard fron radioactivity should be

10. Details of all findings of material which the policehave reason to believe is satellite debris should be reportedimmediately, together with a brief outline of the ection takensnd quoting a unique reference nusber identifying the policeforce concerned, Such reports should be gent via the HieSytem to New Scotland Yard (from where they will be passed tothe central control point) in accordance with standard proformaheadings ~ gee Annex 4. This will ensbie & nationwide pictureof confirned sightings to be built up and consideration to begiven to the need for specialist assistance. The centralcontrol point will pass the reportg received to the scientificdata centre at AYRE (paragraph 7 above), If debris is expectedover a considerable area of the country it may be neceasary toset up a field operations centre to provide overall directionof both land and air searches, and this centre would operatewithin general Girections provided by the central control point.Special communications equipment available at the central controlpoint could bs deployed locally if there wore a need to reinforcefacilities in particular areas,

11. If the Warning time was only a matter of Minutes, it woulénot be possible to alert police forces before reports of fallingdebris bezan to cone in. A FNC broadcast would, however, beBent as soon ag possible and a subsequent message would confirnathat the central control point arransenents had been established,The reports required under paragraph S,above should then bePassed immediately to the control point,

i2. If no warning at all were received, the first indicationthat a satellite haa crashed might be reports to the police ofdebris. In many cases such reports nicht prove to be false or=t might be Bessible to establish imnediately that the debriscould not have come fron & satellite. ‘enover a report of@sbris has been contiraed, hovever, and there are no validTeasons for believing that the debris could not have fornedPart of a Satellite, the action outlined in Darazyzapn 9 aboveshould be taken and the central contwol Point should be notifiedimmediately, The appropriate contact is tre Duty Officer on01 > GD. Action would then be taker to bring +central control point arrengements into operation if necess

b
 t

et

Search fo. Unretorted Freermants

13. Sinee much of the debris would te wery stell many of thefragnents would not be sighted and unnoticed irredisted deormight be scattered over én are& of thousands of squere

~4-
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kilometres. A major search operation might have to ba
mounted to locate radioactive fragnants, Whather to
mount a search, ard if so what aree should be covered,
would be decided by the central control point.
Arrangenants would be mads to deploy, using the
framework of the NAIR scheme, the resources of every
available technical support Service, including teens fron
MOD, NRFB, United Kingdom Atomic Energy Authority (UXa3A)
British Nuclear Fuels limited (BNFL) and the Blectricity
Generating Boards, using specialist eircraft and vehicle
search techniques, In rural areas the rost effective
initial search to locate rajor sources of radioactivity
might be from the air. Police forces would then be asked
to organise ground searches of specific areas under
arrengenents by the central control point or forvard
operations centre and with the advice of AWRE and NRPB
staffs.

Recovery of Pregrents

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

9

Public Varning about Radioactivit

15. It-4is for the Government to decide whether, and if so
by what means, a public warning of danger fron radioactivity
should te given. In reaching that decision, the need to
prevent unnecessary elarm would be carefully considered.
Chief Officers should therefore engure that nothing is done
locally to anticipate a Governnent statement,

Pregs and Publicity

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

-5-+
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Extra Costs 
H

. Renta ee em re .

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

Claims Procedure

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

Communications

. 019. As indicated in paragraph 9 reports will be sent via the
PNC terminal in New Scotland Yard and from there, depending on
the volume of traffic, by Telex or by courier to the central
control point. Any general directions issued by the control
point will be sent by these means.

ecO. Messages addressed to the central control point should be
confined to operational matters concerning the search for debris,
public control, etc. Any enquiry about subsidiary administrative
matters arising in consequence of the operations envisaged in
this circular should be addressed to the Home Office, F6 Division -
by telephone to Mr (tel no ) or
Mr (tel no ) or by Telex message. The
normal Home Office Telex number is « The additionalnumber QB (answer back code QM) may be activated to
handle such messages exclusively when the need arises

Non-nuclear debris from space

21. As indicated in paragraph 2, the contingency arranzements set
out in this circular are applicable to the crash of a Satellite known
or believed to be carrying radioactive material. Nuclear yvowered
Satellites are few but many nonenuclear satellites and oth
debris are in orbit and there is continuing likelihood o
falling from space and partsof them Surviving re-entry t
atmosphere and landing on the earth's Surface. Though t

-6-
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is small the police may become aware of Such debris if trant is observed arid reported to them. In that event it vo ldDefense weed if chief officers would inform the Ministry ofnce so that the object may be exam: 1a if Le
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lbe tied. The point of contact at the Ministry of DefenceAy Head of S4f(Air), Ministry of Defence,d 

wegMain Building, Whitehall, London Sw1A cHB (tel no CD)

Yours faithfully

UNG LASHED
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ANNEX 4

SATELLITE ACCIDENT REPORT PROFORMA

To be reported via the Police Nationsl Computer terminal inNew Scotland Yard to the Government Central Control Point

ADDRESSEE ~ 0226 SATELLITE

Iten

ALPHA From (state name of force),

BRAVO Date/Time (state ONE, tins of sighting;TwO, time report submitted),

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

DELTA Exact location of debris (giving grid referenceand map sheet nunber whera possible; otherwiseby direction and distance fron easily identifiedpoint on Ordnance Survey map).

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

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

GOL? RY (state location, televhone number if available,of guide to lead investigator to incident).

HOTEL Action (state what action taken locally orproposed and any other relevant information),

INDIA Assistance already at or ordered to scene, otherthan polics.

JULIET Assistance Reavired (state type and approximatemunber),

* It will be very important, in making initial reports andto assist subsequent action and enquiries, to identify eachfinding of possibly dangerous debris by means of a referencenmunder unique to that Pinding, Tas reference muzber, whenallocated, should be notified to those concerned with ection onthe spot as woll as to the central governuent control point.

=o 4 —=—
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From: oe TESTES
Sent: ugust 2004 16:10

Subject: : ns about UFO's

Questions for the

MOD.doc (23 ...

Grateful for your assistance in answering the attached questions.

The last question is a Home office issue and they will need to address that one.

I have declined the offer to provide a spokesperson on the subject!!

Many thanks

I have attatched a list of questions for you to answer. If you wish to discuss any of
them with myself or my producer please give me a call.

Thanks for all your help.

Best Wishes

—
a
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Questions for the MOD

-What are the general procedures when the MOD receives reports from members of

the public about Unidentified Flying Objects?

-Does the response differ if the reports are from military personnel?

-How can the MOD be sure the objects reported are not causing a threat to defence if

they don’t actually investigate the sightings?

-In our case study of a lady called Po (from Shepton Mallet,
Somerset) she had video evidence of three very unusual objects in the sky, why did

the MOD not even want to watch the footage?

-In this particular case on 31% July 2004 responded by saying that there

were no other reports of UFO’s that night and there was no evidence of a defence

threat, but no explanation was offered. Does this mean that all flying records would

have been checked to discount military operations? And why are no efforts made to

come up with an explanation?

-Are things spotted by people in our skies often secret military operations that the

public are not permitted to know about?

-What connections has Rudloe Manor in Wiltshire had with UFO monitoring in the

past or indeed now in the present?

-Is it true to say that up until the 1980’s Rudloe Manor was the headquarters of the

Provost Security Service that had the mandate to investigate UFO’s?

-Does the MOD have personnel who go out and meet people who have reported

sightings or have knowledge about UFO’s? Have they ever had them? Have these

people been based at Rudloe Manor?

-Are there different departments around the country working on UFO cases or is

everything now directed through one office in London?

-Are MOD personnel given guidance in how to play down sightings of UFO’s?

-We have knowledge of a leaked document that was sent to Police forces, Councils

and Fire services across the country in 1979. The Home Office document details a

plan to deal with the possibility of Nuclear-powered satellites re-entering the earth’s

atmosphere and coming down over the UK. Was this a big worry for the MOD? Did_

any ever come down over British airspace? Have people confused UFO’s with these

falling satellites? If one of these fell to earth would this not be considered a ‘risk to

defence’ and therefore would this be investi gated? Why were the public not told about

this risk? Were they encouraged to believe things like this could be UFO’s, so as not

to cause alarm?



(This document is headed ‘Home Office Circular No ES/1979 — Satellite Accidents’ it

is dated 20 April 1979. I have already contacted the Home Office Press Office and

they are coming back to me)
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From:
Sent: 16 September 2004 17:29

To: MGS R5-aAMA6d

Subject: Internet-Authorised: UFO's!

The e.mail you sent to DG Info was copied back to me.

This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFO’s.

If you would like to send the picture of the ‘UFO’ to this office for us to have a look at, the address is:-

Ministry of Defence

DAS - FOI 1

5" Floor

Zone H

Main Building

Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB

Hope this is of help.

Yours sincerely

16/09/2004
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rom: Info-IM3 on behalf of Info Mgmt-3

Sent: 16 September 2004 16:25

To: MGS R5-aAMA6d
Ce: DAS-FOI1

Subject: RE: Unidentified flying objects

Please would you contact i’ DAS-F oo 0COtéi‘—~*TMYS who is the formal contact UFOs and
Freedom of Information.

Regards,

Info-IM3, Metadata Policy and Taxonomy Adviser

Information Management Branch

DG Information, UK MOD

Minerva House, Delta Office Park 800

Swindon SN5 7XQ

Mil

info-im3@ defence.mod.uk

From: MGS R5 - aAMA6d

Sent: 12 September 2004 23:42
To: Info-IM3

Subject: Unidentified flying objects

DEAR SIR:

| DO NOT KNOW IF YOU ARE THE RIGHT PERSON TO ASKED THIS BUT NOT THAT LONG AGO! WAS
OUT AND ABOUT WITH MY DEAR OLD WIFE , WITH MY OLD CAMERA AND GOT A PHOTO OF

SOMETHING ODD IN THE SKY AND IN NEED OF SOME HELP WITH THIS ONE | CAN NOT MAKE ANY

SENSE OF IT WHAT SO EVER , AND CAN YOU HELP ME OUT WITH THIS ONE PLEASE , SORRY TO BE A

PAIN BUT DO NOT KNOW WHAT TO DO WITH THIS ONE , CAN YOU HELP OUT PERHAPS YOU MAY
KNOW SOME ONE WHO! CAN SEND THE PHOTO TO, AS LONG AS | GET IT THE PHOTO BACK :

P/S TO GIVE YOU A CLUE ITS LIKE THE SUN BUT NOT IN THE SHAPE YOU WOULD NORMALLY SEE IT:
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From:
Sent: 13 September 2004 15:15

Subject: Internet-Authorised: UFO - request.

Sorry for such a long delay in getting back to you.

The files | requested from archives have become available and | have searched for the information you

enquired after.

It appears though, that no report was received by this office over the Malinslee, Telford incident, made by

either the pilot of the jet fighter plane, or by a member of the public. Not all incidents/sightings are reported to

this office.

Sorry | could not have been more help.

Yours sincerely

13/09/2004



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)

e-mail @mod-.

Your Reference

Our Reference
D/DAS/64/3
Date
31 August 2004Retford

Notts

Dex

Please find enclosed a copy of the report from our imagery analyst regarding your photograph of
Retford Town Hall. I apologise for the length of time it has taken to produce this report.

The Joint Air Reconnaissance Intelligence Centre (JARIC) have agreed that this report should be
released to you without any redaction. If you have any comments please remember that this office
is the focal point within the MOD for UFO issues. You should, therefore, write to us and not
attempt to contact JARIC direct.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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Defence Geographic and Imagery Intelligence Agency

JOINT AIR RECONNAISSANCE INTELLIGENCE CENTRE

Royal Air Force Brampton

Huntingdon

Cambridgeshire

PE28 4YG

UNITED KINGDOM

Fax:

E-mail: pemf@jaric.com

Reference:

Date: 27 July 2004

PHOTOGRAMMETRY & COMPUTER MODELLING FLIGHT’S ASSESSMENT

OF ELLIPTICAL SHAPED OBJECT ON SLIDE

Reference:

A. To determine size of elliptical shaped object identified on supplied colour slide

(not original).

1. Photogrammetry and Computer Modelling Flight were tasked to examine and if

possible, photogrammetrically derive, dimensions of an object seen at night on a colour slide.

This elliptical shaped object is clearly visible on the slide above and to the right of a large

building.

2. To determine the size of an object from a photographic slide, apart from knowing the

film format and focal length of the camera, certain other criteria must be available. These are

either:-

a. Known distance from the camera to the object (scale).

b. Known scalar (distance) on the object.

3. Assuming the distance of the object to the camera is unknown and that there are no

scalars to use on or close to the object it is evident there is insufficient data for the Flight to

determine the size of the elliptical shaped object.

Hd Photogrammetry & Computer Modelling Flight

GISS

UNCLASSIFIED
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Cont, ae

| Intelligence

Defence Geographic and Imagery Intelligence Agency

JOINT AIR RECONNAISSANCE INTELLIGENCE CENTRE

Royal Air Force Brampton

Huntingdon

Cambridgeshire

PE28 4YG =
UNITED KINGDOM

dgf01 @jaric.com

Telephone:

Fax:

E-mail:

Reference:

Date: August 2, 2004

PHOTOGRAPHIC ASSESSMENT OF THE ELLIPTICAL SHAPED OBJECT ON

SLIDE.

Reference:

To provide an expert evaluation as to any possible photographic causes behind the object on the

supplied slide (not original).

a. All required, background knowledge is missing, namely:

Film speed and type.

Exposure time.

Lens Type and Aperture.

Camera Type.

Weather conditions.

Was a tripod used?

Was fill in flash used?m
m
e
o
a
o
s
e

2. This lack of information does not permit a totally informed opinion to be put forward.

A scan was produced at 2,400dpi to enable us to investigate, at greater magnification the

structure of the anomaly. From this several points were noted:

h. There appeared to be no or little image movement across the frame, which

would indicate a relatively fast exposure or the use of a tripod.

i. There is no indication of specular reflection nor of lens flare.

j. The illuminated plane of the object passes through the very center of the frame.

UNCLASSIFIED

The National Archives
DGIA report
DGIA report on analysis carried out on “elliptical object on slide” and conclusion, dated August 2004.
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3. No definitive conclusions can be gathered from evidence submitted, however, it may

coincidental that the illuminated plane of the object passes through the center of the frame,

indicating a possible lens anomaly e.g. a droplet of moisture.

Graphics and Digital Imaging Section

GISS

UNCLASSIFIED





The National Archives
Close up
Close up showing elliptical object on slide.





With Compliments of:

CCIRM IMINT

Room 373

Old War Office Building

Whitehall
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From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3

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

3

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

(GTN)

Your Reference

Our Reference
D/DAS/64/3
Date .

Retford 6 April 2004
Notts

Thank you for your letters of 27" and 29 March with which you enclosed a copy of your slide
and the letter from the developers. Your slide has now been passed to the imagery analyst as
indicated in my letter of 24 March and we expect his report within approximately two months
time.

With regard to paragraph three of your letter of 27" March, you seem to have the impression that
there are military aircraft flights taking place in UK airspace without authorisation or for which
there are no records. This is not the case. In common with arrangements over other countries
around the world, foreign military aircraft wishing to enter UK airspace are required to seek prior
authority. Any foreign military aircraft entering without such authority, may be challenged by air
defence aircraft. As for UK based military aircraft flights within the UK, all sorties are carefully
planned and flight plans are filed or records of training flights held.

Tn your letter you said that you wish to keep details of your photograph and report secret, and
have no desire for this information to be made public. It is not our practice to discuss members of
the public’s correspondence with third parties. However, you should be aware that the MOD
currently operates in accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information
(the Code) which encourages the provision of information unless its disclosure would, for
example, cause harm to defence, invade on an individual's privacy, or if it would take an
unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to a request. This means that individuals can
request information from our records and it will be supplied wherever possible providing it does
not fall under one of the exemptions in the Code. In such cases all personal data is removed
before release in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The Code will be superseded by
the Freedom of Information Act 2000 when it comes into force on 1 January 2005.



I hope this is helpful. I will write to you again when we have received the information from the

imagery analyst.

Yours sincerely,

te



From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Secretariat)3

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

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

(GTN)

Your Reference

Our Reference
DIDAS/64/3
ate .Retfod 24 March 2004

S

fam writing concerning your ‘UFO’ report and photographs which you delivered to us 9" March
2004. I apologise for not writing to you sooner.

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

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

On this occasion, however, as you have obviously gone to a great deal of trouble to identify what
this image on your photograph could be, we are prepared to make an exception and I have now
found a defence imagery analyst who is prepared to look at your photographs and give us his
professional opinion. In order to do this he has to have a negative, so I would be grateful if you
could forward this to me. Please insure that you keep either the original or a copy of the negative
for yourself as we can not guarantee that we can return it because of the potential nature of the
processing required. Following receipt of the negative, we will, of course, endeavour to give you
a substantive reply as soon as possible, however, I hope you will appreciate that this is not within

Pe ee

The National Archives
MoD Letter on Retford UFO
MoD request access to the original negative showing Retford UFO for analysis by “defence imagery analyst.”



the normal course of work for this imagery analyst and he has agreed to fit this in around his

essential defence work He has therefore estimated that he should be able to provide us with a

reply within two months of receipt of the negative.

T hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



Hayton

Retford
Notts.

Tell

Mobil

Ministry of Defence

Room 6/73

Metropole Building

Northumberland Avenue

London WC2N 5BP

27* March 2004

Your Reference; D/DAS/64/3

Dear
Thank you so much for your letter dated the 24" March 2004.

As you say within your letter the MOD does not have expertise or any role in regards to

UFO/flying saucer matters or the existence of ‘extraterrestrial life forms’, I fully understand

that statement, and it would be ridiculous of me to expect your department to assign any

‘extraterrestrial’ tag to the object shown within my transparency slide shown to you within

the metropole building on the 9" of March last.

However I sincerely hope that your department and your learned expert might be able to

enlighten me on what the object could be ? I understand from our conversation in London

that certain unrecorded military flights take place, and they have no definitive record within

air space logs kept by both military and commercial airports, so they are in essence top

secret, my only difficulty within this scenario is the shape of the craft (if it was a craft ?) I

know of no such aircraft in existence that fills the shape and format of the object shown on

my transparency in question, however I accept that certain aircraft being classified as “top

secret’ might exist within the secret files of the MOD, although if such aircraft do exist ?

then aero technology must have come a long way since the cutting edge design of the U.S

F18 fighter aircraft.

T also understand as per the contents of your letter, that the MOD must examine certain

reports regarding UFO’s solely to establish if the object or objects might be a defence

compromise by a hostile nation, or simply unauthorised flight activity, | accept that this is a

very important role that your department takes on, a position that should not be taken lightly,

the use of aircraft within the New York 911 incident spring to the forefront, and taking this

into account I wish to help the MOD in anyway I can in regards to the enigma of my

transparency slide showing the object in aerial view.

I have throughout this event tried my hardest to get a rational explanation, even at this



moment the complete film is in the hands of Fuji Scientific in Bedfordshire, they have placed

one of their most experienced researchers onto the case, a gentleman called

who will I understand take ten days to complete his tests regarding all aspects of the exposed

film, please keep in mind thatI have already had the film examined by Kodak experts in

Lincoln, and you have a copy of that said report.

It had occurred to me that due to the film being manufactured by Fuji, it would only be

sensible to get their technical department to look at the exposures, the film may have

tendencies that only the company know about, a report from these people in my view is the

end of the matter in regards to any anomaly within the film structure and exposure tendencies

of the film, I look forward to the report and my film being sent back to me, and J can assure

you I will forward a copy of that report as soon as its on my desk here in Retford.

I am trying very hard to keep this story under wraps, it is very difficult due to certain

organisations requiring the background story of why I want the tests undertaken, I have been

ensured by all the people concerned that they will keep it completely secret, but as you know

people talk to each other and confidences get leaked, it is important to me that this account is

not furnished to anyone, other than the experts concerned, I have no interest in this story

being made public, and sincerely hope you will abide to my request, my position could not

carry the stigma of this story.

Last week I had the foresight to get the transparency copied, I handed it in to a professional

developing laboratory by hand, I requested 5 exact copies to be made on transparency slide

emulsion, you will find enclosed one of these slides, they are a very good representation of

the transparency and the resolution is absolutely correct, | have however seen a very small

shift in contrast from the original, the copies are slightly brighter, this is probably due to the

equipment lighting used in the copy lab, it is no detriment to the transparency, but I can

confirm that the original transparency is available to you and your research team if you

require it, on condition that you return it to me, without damage created under your stringent

tests.

Please find enclosed a letter written by the managing director of ‘Peak Imaging’ it 1s to

ensure you - and your research team, that no digital alteration has taken place within any of

the copies made, and in such the copy slide is exactly the same as the original, apart from the

minor shift in contrast.

I am available most times on the above numbers, and due to the gravity of the matter I am

quite willing to help in anyway I can to solve this enigma, if you require more information

through an interview in London or perhaps an on site inspection, please have no hesitation in

contacting me.

Perhaps I could take this opportunity to apologise regarding our last meeting, I felt afterwards

that the incumbrance of other persons present with me, was not the format we had agreed

within our telephone conversation, and probably the meeting was degraded to short

discussion within the foyer of the Metropole building directly through that incumbrance, |

can assure you is Wi in and please accept my apology for this mistake

on my behalf

regards



Hayton

Retfor

Notts.

Te

Mobile

Ministry of Defence

Room 6/73

Metropole Building

Northumberland Avenue

London WC2N SBP

29" March 2004

Your Reference; D/DAS/64/3

eo

I am so sorry but due to a oversight on my behalf, I forgot to place the letter from the

developing company within the Transparency slide envelope I sent to you.

Please find enclosed the letter from the developers regarding the copy transparencies, its just

a confirmation that no digital imaging or retouching has taken place on the duplicate slides,

in other words they are the same, except for a slight shift in contrast, due to the lighting

technique used within duplication.

I will forward the Fuji report as I have promised as soon as it arrives here on my desk.

Ir

yo
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26 March 2004 Macnc

www.peak-professional.com

To whom it may concern

Reference:

Hayton

Retford

On March 16" 2004, Peak Imaging was asked to produce 5 duplicate transparencies
from 1 original. This work was completed and collected by the customer 2 days later,

on the 18" March. Peak Imaging order reference 57133.

The duplicate transparencies were created by optical, camera copying techniques and

at no time were the images loaded onto computer. No computer manipulation or

amendment has been performed on the said images.

Peak Imaging has an immaculate reputation founded upon quality and performance

and the pure nature of our work demands discretion and confidentiality at all times.

Yours faithfully

Managing Director

Sheffield 4

cm Sti‘isdC Fax: mail: sales@peak-professional.com Web: www.peak-professional.com
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Mobile;

7* March 2004

Dear

Please find enclosed within this folder all relevant information to date regarding the UFO

picture taken at Retford on the 27" January 2004, I understand that such an incident without

the photographer viewing the object would mostly be placed down to an aberration within

the film processing or some other freak photographic defect, however I hope that the

enclosed reports regarding this photograph will clarify that such an aberration did not occur

within this roll of film or any of the developed slides, culminating to the only conclusion

available - that this object must have been in the aerial space defined within the transparency

slide picture.

I have endeavoured to get a reasonable and logical explanation for this photograph, and to be

honest my investigation towards an explanation has come up with nothing ! I have had

experts in their field examine the full roll of exposed film - and the said slide which portrays

the UFO, all experts are in agreement that this must have been an exposed incident, and not

an aberration within subsequent processing or any other possible flaw that could occur

through camera or lens fault or corruption of both.

I have checked the Lunar position through advice from eminent experts within their field, it

has been shown without doubt that this UFO could not have been any Lunar flare or

reflection, the moon was in a different position at this time and almost setting, I have

checked all surrounding airports regarding air traffic, and once again this investigation has

come up with ‘No Traffic’ within that area at that time, I also have verification from both

civil and military authorities that on the 27° of January at 23.08 or thereabouts ‘ the area was

clear from any type of aviation flight or passing aircraft’.

The photograph is unique, it displays the time exactly and also gives a cross reference to the

date exactly, if you care to look at the banner draped to the front of the Town Hall it shows

an advertisement of a forthcoming sale, this banner advertisement date can be verified to the

day by Retford Town Hall markets division, or commerce department, also the snow fall can_

be verified by our local weather station, giving all exact times and dates.

The National Archives
Retford town hall UFO
Letter from photographer describing an unusual image showing a UFO that appeared on a slide showing Retford town hall in Nottinghamshire, taken on the evening of 27 January 2004.



The UFO object shows a definite line between its dome and other body structure, I have had

the image scanned at 5400DPI and enlarged to full view on a 19 inch monitor, until the

artifacts and pixel composition become evident, it is astounding!

The UFO is shown entering or leaving the picture frame in an isometric fashion, the Retford

town lights can be seen clearly reflecting off the UFO structure as it passes through the

picture format, the edges of the UFO are consistent to edges within the other parts of the

photograph, also grain structure and density are exactly the same in all the proportions

throughout the photograph, and that includes the UFO object, a calculus on the speed of this

object (enclosed calculus) using aperture and shutter speed shows it to be travelling very fast.

On reversal film tungsten lighting creates a ‘yellow’ cast within the colours, that is why the

post lighting, the building bright area’s, and the snow show this yellow cast within the

picture, please note the UFO object shows this same yellow cast, if the UFO had been some

defect within the film structure, the defect would have been a different colour, ie; blue, red,

or even completely clear as in emulsion degeneration or breakdown, the fact that the UFO

object shows the same colour cast and grain structure and density is without doubt proof that

the object was in its aerial position as the shutter was opened and closed at that moment.

Further the many reports and many hours of investigation on my part - to find a logical

explanation as proven to me that no inherent fault within the film structure, or its process, or

even its exposure could have caused such an object to be present on this transparency,

however being a person who wishes to prove this theory beyond any shadow of doubt, I am

contacting the science dept of Fuji films UK in the morning (Monday 8" March 2004) for a

second opinion - hopefully to arrange their independent report on the film exposed and their

expert representation of the UFO object, I am also contacting Canon UK to get independent

tests on both SSC lenses, and the Canon T90 camera to check for any aberration or fault

within the equipment, I will send you these reports when I receive them in due course.

I understand from our telephone conversation that some defence experts within your building

would be interested in examining the exposed slide film and the slide presenting the UFO

object, I remember you mentioned that it is not the policy of the MOD to remark or explain

what such object might be ? in honesty I can understand that statement - it would be

impossible on my behalf to explain the incident on the 27" January 2004 in Retford, any

reasonable person however would inquire what these object are ?, or where do they come

from - why does radar not pick them up ? there is so much that is not explained, perhaps

much is already known of these objects by our government, and its policy is to keep it under

wraps ?, or there again perhaps they know nothing after all.

Iam willing to take a lie detector test regarding this incident and the subsequent photograph,

I want you to have no shadow of a doubt that the statement I have given regarding this

account is completely true, there is other things that as yet I cannot explain? in regards to the

whole incident and picture, at the moment only my wife and family know about them, and at

this time I do not wish to disclose this personal information for fear of losing my credibility

completely, hopefully I will have a logical explanation in the near future.

It is in reality a situation that I did not ask to be part of, and I fear the publication of this

incident with great dread, the stigma attached to such circumstances lead to one being

classed as a liar or a nut case, people and friends would never treat you the same ever again.



I ask finally that you will give your word that this incident will not be disclosed to anyone in

the public domain, I will help the MOD in anywayI can, if you require more information

please have no hesitation in contacting me at the above address or telephone numbers, I am

willing to give my account to anyone in your dept at London, or perhaps meet them on site in

Retford, if that may help your investigation regarding this matter.

I remain

yours sincerely



RAF. Waddington

communication.



Copy of Communication to RAF Waddington. Y ‘V4
Operations Officer RAF Waddington.

Thank you for talking to me today regarding the above incident in Retford, below you will find an

outline of what exactly happened on the day in question, hopefully the information will allow you to

investigate the matter more thoroughly.

lam a member of Retford Photographic Society, we have meetings on a Monday evening at

7pm, the meetings consist of lectures by other well known photographers, and monthly in-

club competitions, we also embark on trips country wide (in the summer) to photograph well

known area's of Engfand.

The club had a competition called ‘Series of Three' where each member was invited to submit

three photographs, they would be judged on quality and artistic value regarding the theme of

the competition, | had very littie for this competition that | considered to be good enough, and

awaited the opportunity to get some shots, although the winter months are pretty bad for any

photographer due to light and other parameters.

| have always loved ‘Night Time Photography’ this aspect of photography has many problems,

one mainly called repository faiiure of film (when the shutter is left open for to long) so in

night time photography bright light is one of the items needed, be it through lamp post light or

shop window light, also its always nice to have a wet floor where the reflections of light make

the shot even brighter.

| was sat in my bungalow with my wife watching TV when it suddenly started to snow pretty

heavy, the date was 27th January 2004 the opportunity of getting my night time shots for this

competition was available, so | got my camera and two lenses and took off for Retford Square

immediately, the time was approx 9.15pm and | just rushed out of the bungalow without even

telling my wife (she would have complained) | drove towards Retford from my village in Hayton

(nr Retford) in a small Corsa Diesel Van, the snow was falling that heavy | had to have my

wipers on ‘full wipe’ and even at that speed they could only just cope with the falling snow.

i finally arrived in Retford and parked next to the Lloyds Bank in the square, there was no one

about anywhere | not even a car drove past, it had stopped snowing heavy by then and the

square was nicely covered in snow, which reflected the light from the lampposts and buildings

very good, | had brought two lenses with me, one was a 20mm FD Canon SSC, the other was a

35mm FD Canon SSC, the Camera was a Canon T90 FD series, | started to take shots of the

wet road, the square and also buildings within the square using both lenses in turn.

lam 55 years of age and have not completely embraced ‘Digital Photography’ my love is to use

‘Transparency medium, the quality and resolution | believe cannot be beaten, on this particular

shoot | was using FUJIA SENSIA 200ASA Reversal Film, the film is stable and ideal for any

night time work.

| ran the roll of 36 frames to complete my theme of ‘Series of Three‘, and duly sent it to

"Transpa Colour Developers’ a company renowned for quality developing, the slides came

back mounted within a plastic case ready for me to examine on my light box or within my

viewer, because | was busy | initially asked my wife to look through them to see if she could

find anything suitable for the competition, she did so and later that day after supper told me

there was nothing any good within the slides.

Accepting this remark | left the slides until the next day, and took them to bed with me to

examine them before going to sleep, | took my battery viewer to look at each slide, as | went

through the slides i found 3 shots that were perfect for the competition, | placed them to one

side on my bedroom cabinet, and carried on looking through the slides - to my amazement on



one of the slides which is a frontal view of the Town Hall in Retford was a UFO flying to the

right hand side of the clock tower, the clock clearly reads 11.08pm, so there is no doubt on the

time of the incident, the shot is good and crisp, the resolution is good, and by looking at the

diagonals of the buildings | think the lens must have been the 35mm FD Canon SSC, I had the

camera on full automatic, and the shutter was closing at about 60th of a second, there is no

movement of double image on the photograph, or camera shake.

There is no possibility of ‘Lens Flare’ or water droplets on the lens, the later incident would

not create anything like this image more probably a fuzzy cloudy inclusion to the side of the

photograph, there is no problem with the developing side either, | have verification that no

chemical or aberration would have created such an enigma, | am without a shadow of a doubt

that this object was taken in the sky above the clock tower at Retford.

I duly contacte m the dept of Astro Physics in Nottingham University, he

kindly verified that the moon at that time was approx 4 degrees Azimuth - 275 degrees West,

and very close to setting, | also contacted il: Astro Physics dept in Sheffield
University, he also verified the exact same data regarding the Lunar position, both gentlemen

used software called XEPHEM - IRAF| believe this software to be an industry standard.

Due to the position of this UFO and its correspondence to the clock tower (which has

North;South;East;& West above) it was easy to calculate the object position at the time, we

used a Clinometer in daylight to calculate the height of the object, and a compass fo verify its

position, the findings are set below.

Object was approx - South South West - at 29 degrees Azimuth.

It can be seen clearly on the photograph that some sort of line is present below the dome,

almost a joining line ? and further it can be seen that light reflection is present from the town

centre due to the UFO object being slightly isometric to the ground as it flies past.

I can verify that I did not see this object, and consider it to be a stroke of luck that | pressed

the shutter at exactly the time it passed, probably a small moment in time captured, one

second before or after and | would not have the photograph, | was too interested in getting the

shot of the town hall correct.

| can also verify that | won the competition and was delighted with the results of the evenings

shoot, | have just been voted the competition secretary of my camera club, and do not wish

anyone to know about this incident, | am sure you can understand why.

| request that no one else is told in regards to this matter, i sincerely do not want anyone to

know about it, also if you have any passing traffic within this area | will gladly furnish you a

digital copy of this photograph, on condition that it is not passed on to any publisher or used

in any form of publication without my specific authority, | have furnished my address and

telephone numbers below for your attention, please note my home numbers do not accept

‘Anonymous calls’ but my mobile phone is on 24 hours a day, | do not trust the transport of

this photograph by email platform which is not secure.

i hope you can give me a report of the air traffic in the area at that time, | will keep all such

information in confidence.

My Details are;

i]
/

;

in

A



NOTTS

UK

tel

telpo

Sincerest regards



Gamston Aerodrome

communication



(oy,
Communication from Opps at Gamston Airport nr Retford Notts. v
The Airport normally closes at 18:00 hours each day and is not permitted

to accept flights after 21:00 hours unless the flight is for emergency

purposes. Consequently, we have no knowledge of any aircraft in the area at

the date and time that you state. However, aircraft in transit through the

region do use a navigational aid maintined by the National Air Traffic

Services that is located at the Airport.

Aerodrome Manager

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

To: <ops@gamstonairport.co.uk>

Sent: Wednesday, February 11, 2004 8:29 PM

Subject: WWW Form Submission



Communication

from

Astro-Physics

Sheffield

University



Communication from i LY

for the date/time in question, details about the lunar phase and position are.

Altitute - 4 degrees, Azimuth - 275 degrees (West)
The moon was close to setting (23:40). Hopefully this is everything you
need. I used a package called xephem to calculate these data.

Cns Az Alt Zenith VMag Elong RisTm TmTm TmAlt SetTm

Sun Cap 332:35:42 -54:30:26 144:30:26 -27 0.0 7:47 12:13 19:59 16:40

Moon Psc 275:25:37 4:01:39 85:58:21 -12 75.7 10:21 16:52 43:30 23:40

Mercury Sgr 12:36:02 -60:44:37 150:44:37 -1.3 -21.9 6:43 10:40 15:51 14:38

Venus Agr 295:27:48 -26:50:50 116:50:50 -4.2 38.7 9:16 14:45 31:46 20:15

Mars Pse 276:16:51 8:35:36 81:24:24 0.6 78.6 10:13 17:10 48:59 0:08

Jupiter Leo 114:07:07 25:17:44 64:42:16 -2.4 -139.4 20:19 2:56 44:27 9:29

Saturn Gem 207:37:34 58:50:41 31:09:19 0.5 150.3 13:58 22:08 61:06 6:22

Uranus Agr 305:56:50 -38:34:49 128:34:49 5.9 24.0 8:48 13:51 26:51 18:53

Neptune Cap 325:21:35 -51:27:55 141:27:55 8.0 5.3 8:04 12:37 21:29 17:09

Pluto Se2 46:44:58 -44:56:34 134:56:34 13.9 -46.6 4:14 9:01 24:00 13:49

ISS-912 Ara 95:01:49 -69:46:24 159:46:24 11:49 11:52 5:08 11:56

Limb 1/27/2004 23:08:00 GMT:

Lat: 51:30:30

Long: 0:11:00

Elev: -1m

Temp: 10C

Pres: 1010mB

Site: London, England

Dept of Physics & Astronomy,

University of Sheffield, FAX:

Hicks Building, Hounsfield Rd email:

Sheffield S3 7RH



Communication

from

Nottingham

University



Information Regarding Lunar Position on the 27* January 2004 at 23.08pm

from SE Nottingham University

I had contacted [i the dept of Astrophysics at Nottingham University by
telephone, he then checked out the exact Lunar position at the above time and date using a

software called Xephem to calculate the data I had requested - his findings were exactly the

same as from Dept of Physics & Astronomy at Sheffield University.

I therefore accept the findings enclosed on the data sheet ri and bring to the
attention that the Lunar orbit could not have been in the position of the UFO at that time,

further more please note the moon at this time was close to setting at 4 degrees Azimuth -

275 degrees (West).



Reversal Film

Detailed

Examination
and

UFO

Slide Detailed

Examination



Transparency Slide Examination

I took the developed UFO slide and the other developed slides from the same roll of film to

the Kodak Developing Laboratory in Lincoln, the slide was examined and found to have no

Emulsion degeneration, or Emulsion damage of any kind, it was further explained to me that

chemical process of development regarding this film could not create any such imperfection

of the UFO image.

Further it was noticed that the UFO image has the same density pattern and colour of the

surrounding picture, also under high magnification it was found that the grain was exactly the

same pattern within the UFO image and the surrounding picture, which would confirm that

the object was photographed, and could not have been a fault within development.

Reciprocity Failure;

No evidence of reciprocity Failure have been found within the total run of the slide film.

Multiple Exposure;

No evidence of multi exposure can be found within this transparency.

Sandwich Technique;

No evidence of sandwich technique can be found within this transparency.

Cross Contamination;

No evidence of cross contamination or chemical fogging can be found within this

transparency.

Drying Stains;

No evidence of any drying stains could be found within any of the transparency film.

Retouching of Transparency;

No evidence of re-touching could be found to this slide or any other slide within the same

roll.

Chemical Bleaching;

No evidence of chemical bleaching can be found within this transparency or any other

transparency within the same roll.

Aberration;

Any failing of the lens in its ability to produce a true image would not come under this

category, or create such a anomaly.

Automatic Iris;

Any sticking of the automatic iris within the lens would not create this anomaly, the 35mm

Canon SSC lens was tested and is in perfect working order.

Camera Shake;

No evidence of camera shake can be found, the photographer states all shots were hand held

and therefore our calculation of shutter speed would be from 60" sec to 90" of a second.



Flash Exposure;

No evidence is shown of flash exposure or cross flare reflection, the photographer states he

did not use flash in any photograph within the film roll, we are in agreement with this

statement and cannot find any evidence of flash exposure what so ever.

Contrast;

A good tonal difference was shown throughout the transparency, indicating correct exposure

for the situation.

Depth of Field;

Depth of Field is good and complies with the use of a wide angle lens, the diagonals within

the transparency converge showing use of a wide angle lens as the photographer states.

Diaphragm;

The UfO subject is not consistent with any ghost diaphragm image, its shape and density and

colour do not correspond with that anomaly.

Effective Aperture;

The photographer had the Canon T90 on full automatic, therefore no effective aperture was

recorded by the photographer, in our view the aperture would have been consistent with f2 or

f2.8 on close examination of the transparency.

Filter;

The photographer has stated that no filter was used on the 35mm SSC Canon lens, the

resulting colour portrayed on the transparency from the halogen outside lighting confirms

this statement.

Grain;

The granular structure of the grain throughout the transparency was the same, including the

UFO object, therefore the exposure technique must be considered the same throughout the

transparency, therefore no double exposure could have been possible on this evidence.

Perspective;

The transparency image shows a photograph being consistent with a wide angle lens shot.

Polarized Light;

No evidence of polarizing is shown within the photograph.

Resolution;

The resolution of the transparency is consistent with exposure of Fuji Sensia 200ASA within

that environment.

Sharpness;

The sharpness of the resulting transparency shows consistency of the environment when the

film was exposed, via assessing adjacency effects within the transparency.

UFO Object;

The abruptness of change within the density between adjoining area’s of the UFO object, and

collating tonal value, contrast, grain and adjacency effect, show without doubt that the object



was photographed within the aerial view portrayed by the transparency.

Stereoscopic Photography;

Absolutely no evidence of stereoscopic photography was used within this transparency.

Supplementary Lens;

The photographer states that no supplementary lens was used, we agree with this statement.

Vignetting; ;

No evidence of under exposure of the image corners could be found.



RAF. Waddington

Telephone

Communication



I furnished a digital copy of the Retford UFO photograph and details of the incident to Opps

at RAF Waddington, I also a request any information regarding ‘Air Traffic’ within the area

at that time on condition that I would not disclose any information given to me, I asked that

RAF Waddington would not publish or make known to any public sector the information

regarding this incident or photograph of the UFO object.

On the 2 of March 2004 I received a telephone call from Opps RAF Waddington regarding

my request for information on Air Traffic for the date 27" January 2004 at 11.08pm ona

heading of South South West at 29 degrees Azimuth.

The officer within that telephone call verified that no air traffic was in that area at that time,

she also told me that under the circumstances I should contact ‘Room 824' Section Air Staff

2, Whitehall, London, I did so and had numerous telephone conversations with other staff at

Whitehall regarding this photograph- I finally made contact with Section Air

Staff 2. Metropol Building, Northumberland Avenue, London.

Within that telephone conversation we agreed to meet within the Metropol building on the 9%

of March 2004 at 1pm, Isaid that defence experts would be interested in looking
at the UFO slide, we also agreed that I should bring some copies of the UFO photograph, and

the slide which contained the UFO object, and also subsequent slides from the roll of

developed film ded that she or any of her colleagues would not be able to define
what the object might be, and that condition was agreed by us both.





The Square Retford.

The Town Hall.

The Lunar Setting Aspect.

The UFO Object Approx Position.
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UH

Incident

Retford aguare

flottinghamshire

January 27° 2004

TL08pm

Taken by

File contains;

Digital Images scanned from original Transparency.

One Colour Photograph,

One Monochrome Photograph:

One flegative spect Photograph,

One Enlarged Negative Aspect Photograph.

Section fir Staff 2

Metropol Building

florthumberland Avenue

London
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The National Archives
Retford UFO
B/W images of UFO at Retford.
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From:

Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

5th Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

e-mail ae: ;

eermnrrras Your Reference
Macmillan Education Australia Our Refi

627 Chapel Street D/DAS/o4/3~
South Yarra Vic 3141 ate

Deo

I am writing regarding your letter of 11 August 2004 addressed to the Ministry of Defence

Departmental Records Officer, concerning an official memo from Lt Colonel Charles Halt. I

understand you wish to reproduce this document in an educational publication for primary school

children. Your letter has been passed to me as this Department is the focal point within the MOD

for correspondence about ‘UFO’ matters.

First, you should be aware that the website you have quoted is not an MOD site and therefore the

information it contains should not be regarded as official MOD policy on UFOs. The official

memo by Lt Col Halt and a large number of other papers on the Rendlesham Forest incident were

released in November 2002 as part of the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme. If

you wish to view these documents, please see www.foi.mod.uk and search under ‘UFO’ then, look

at the class of information named, ‘Correspondence’.

With regard to the reproduction of any of these documents for publication, I must inform you that

they are subject to Crown Copyright regulations and if you wish to publish them you must obtain

a licence from the MOD Copyright Unit, at the following address. It is likely that you will be

charged a fee for the licence.

MOD Copyright Administrator

IPR Group

Poplar 2 #2218

MOD Abbey Wood

Bristol

BS34 8JH

E-mail: ipr-cu@dpa.mod.uk

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



Thank you.

From:

Sent:

To

1PR-CTv3,
25 August 2004 13:03

Subject: RE: Crown Copyright

When you send them the information tell them to contact the MOD Copyright Unit, the details

are:

MOD Copyright Administrator

IPR Group

Poplar 2 #2218

MOD Abbey Wood

Bristol

BS34 8JH

Fax

E-mail ipr-cu@ dpa.mod.uk

Regards

From

Sent: 25 August 2004 12:18

To: IPR-CTM3

Subject: RE: Crown Copyright

Thank you for your heip. It looks like | will have to tell my enquirer to write to the

MOD Copyright Unit. | do not seem to be able to find them on our wonderful new DI

directories. Are they part of your organisation and/or do you have an address?

DAS-FOI

ianshteatatabeNan REAR Ute ANA RHE

From: IPR-CTM3,

Sent: 25 August 2004 09:24

oe
Cec: ERS-LA17; IPR-CTM
Subject: RE: Crown Copyright

Dear All,

lam unsure of peoples knowledge as to the relationship between FOI and copyright,

so apologies for the proverbial granny's and sucking eggs.



The way we describe FOI, is the ability of a person to achieve ‘self enlightenment’ by

accessing the information available by virtue of the various provisions of the FOI

Act. The information they are provided with is a copy of the original and it may not be

further reproduced without the permission of the copyright owner. In our case the

majority will be owned by the Crown and they would be infringing the Crowns

copyright if they made copies, although there are a number of exceptions under the

Copyright Designs and Patents Act 1988. Essentially these exceptions are its use for

private study or non-commercial research (s29) or criticism, news reporting or review

(s30). Where the information does not belong to the Crown, we have to have

permission of the copyright owner before we can copy it and that includes copying it

to supply for an FOI request.

Therefore while it may be determined that no fee will be payable under the FOI for the

provision of the material, where a person/organisation intends to commercially exploit

the material they will require a licence from the MODs Copyright Unitrerid-afee will be ~

eharged. Where the information is not going to be commercially exploited, for

instance a person receives information under FO! and intends to put it on a website,

they would still need a licence before reproducing it (and we are still likely to charge a

licence fee) otherwise it will be an infringement of the Crown's copyright.

it is essential, therefore, that any information made available through the publication

scheme clearly identifies who owns the copyright. If it is wrongly marked as Crown

Copyright, when it is in fact owned by one of our contractors, and the MOD licence's

it's use to a third party, we leave ourselves open to an action for infringement and

damages.

On the MODs external website (www.mod.uk), if you go to the bottom of the home

page and click on copyright the wording below is shown.

Freedom of Information

Supply of information under the Freedom of Information Act does not give the person

or organisation the automatic right to reuse the documents in a way which will infringe

copyright, for example, by making multiple copies, publishing or issuing copies to the

public.’

This statement should be made on any release of information under the FOI Act to

ensure that the recipient is in no doubt as to the position they are in.

If you wish to discuss any of the points raised above please give me a call.

Regards

Patent Officer

intellectual Property Rights Group

Ministry of Defence

on Original Message-----

ere
Sent: ugust 2004 17:45



ro: rc
Subject: FW: Crown Copyright

We spoke, PSA, thanks for your help on this

Se works in the Crown Copyright Team at
DPA.

Regards

Sent: 24 August 2004 13:00

To

Cc: LEGAL ADVISERS-LA17

Subject: RE: Crown Copyright

It is one of the Rendlesham Forest documents in the UFO Correspondence

class and can be accessed for free.

_sosopmone epee pnte seen neseeeeee nena REND oN HE RNRER ER RCH

From:

Sent: 24 August 2004 12:10

To: LEGAL ADVISERS-LA17

Subject: FW: Crown Copyright

Was it on the publication scheme as readily available or something that

would be released for a fee?

I've copied i A 17, | for any advice you can offer on
the crown copyright issue.

Regards

rom:F :

Sent: 24 August 2004 11:45

oa
Subject: Crown Copyright

| have received a letter from Macmillan Education Australia (a

publisher of educational books for primary and secondary



schools) who want to use an image of the Lt Col Charles Holt

memo which we have put in the publication scheme as part of

one of our classes on UFOs. They want to print this document

in 5000 copies of a publication called ‘Marvels and Mysteries’

which is used by primary school children.

| would be grateful for some advice as to whether this would be

subject to Crown Copyright regulations and if so, what do we

have to do about this request?.

DAS-FOI

5" Floor, Zone H



~

—— ory Clases) .
PAS recs 20] S]oby

MACMILLAN
Macmillan Education Australia

627 Chapel Street

South Yarra Vic 3141

Tel:

Fax:

Ministry of Defence,

Departmental Record Officer

Mezzanine 2

3-5 Great Scotland Yard

London

SW1A 2HW

UK

11 August 2004

Re: Macmillan Education Australia’s forthcoming title ‘Marvels and Mysteries’

Hello,

Macmillan Education Australia is currently preparing for publication a primary school series called 'Marvels and

Mysteries’.

The authors would like to use an image of the official memo written by Lt Colonel Charles Halt, regarding the Rendleshan

incident in 1981 (as seen at: www.envasion.net/2002/rendleshamhtm!)

Would you have a copy of this memo we could use?

Our publication details are:

Print run: Less than 5,000

Markets: Aust/NZ

Size: V4

Please note that full acknowledgment will be provided.

Many thanks. I look forward to hearing from you, and please do not hesitate to contact me if you need any further

information.

Kind Regards,

(Freelance) Picture Research

Macmillan Education Australia

www .tnacmillan. com.au
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© ae 5 *
Sent: 23 August 2004 16:10

Subject: Internet-Authorised: UFO query

Thank you for your e.mail dated 20 August 2004.

Sorry for not replying sooner, | was out of office, plus the long delay in getting back to you about the incident

over Malinslee, Telford.

| am experiencing problems, retrieving the files | requested, back from archives, so at the moment,am unable

to check for the information that you require for that incident, if at the time, a report was made to this office. |

have put in various requests for the files, so hopefully, in the next few days, they will become available.

| will write to you again when the files become available.

Yours sincerely

23/08/2004

Pe



Page 1 of 1

" anCon dacaloases.

From:
Sent: 20 August 2004 12:41

Subject: Re: UFO query.

a
Thank you for your e-mail.Have you been able to gather any info.Please let me have an

update.

Yours sincerely,

Sent: y, August 04, 2004 3:00 PM

Subject: UFO query.

! am writing with reference to the e.mail you sent to this office on 11 April 2004. Sorry for such a long delay

in getting back to you.

| have recalled the 1991 UFO Report file from Archives, to see if the incident over Malinslee, Telford, was

reported to this office.

| will be in contact in due course and if the report and any photographs are available, will be able to forward

you a copy.

Yours sincerely

23/08/2004



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

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax)

Your Reference:

Shipston-On-Stour Our Reference:

Warwickshire D/DAS/64/3

12 August 2004

Dear

Thank you for your letter dated 2 August 2004.

I am sorry to hear that you did not receive a reply to your letter to RAF Cosford. I have been in

contact with the Community Relations Officer at RAF Cosford who has no record of receiving

your letter. We received a letter dated 13TM June to which we replied on 20" July and it is possible
that this is the letter intended for RAF Cosford.

With regard to your question about whether RAF Cosford had a helicopter flying in the area at the

time of the sightings or saw anything on their radar, you may wish to be aware that the only

helicopter based at RAF Cosford is the County Air Ambulance and this was not in the area at the

time of the sightings. The only radar RAF Cosford have is a local Air Traffic Control radar which

is used for their own air traffic and for training purposes. This radar does not cover the area of the

sightings and is usually switched off at around 1700 each night.

Finally, you mentioned documents that were released to another member of the public concerning

an alleged UFO incident in the vicinity of the home of the Rt Hon Michael Howard QC MP on 8

March 1997. Please find enclosed, for your information, a copy of the papers that were released.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely
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Folkestone

Kent

Z5 May 1997

The Honourable Roger Gale MP
House of Commons

London

SW1A OAA

Dear Sir,

I have been reading extracts from a book on theSubject of UFOs called Open Skies-Closed Minds” by aMr Nick Pope. I found the material quite incredible,especially coming from a civil servant in The Ministryof Defence...

What I find quite inconceivable is that the governmentcontinue to deny or even acknowledge the existence ofUFOs in spite of all the evidence.

For The Ministry of Defence to claim that incidentssuch as that at Rendlesham Forest in 1980 are of nodefence Significance is totally outrageous and I feelthis policy needs to be reversed.

It would not be a good idea for me to approach my ownMP, Michael Howard on this, as I understand he had anexperience of his own (see enclosure) . Nevertheless, Ifeel that this particular incident is a grave matterof security.

t hope you will consider raising these issues inParliament.

Yours Sincerely
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UFO—— EAST KENT

Name:

Address: ——— Hyare
REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT |

Tel: Age/D.O.B: befislet C2O Via).
Date of observation: O3/o g [1 +. Time: O22 o O ltrs

Locality of observation: = —“Tro vy UEY CZ Ror AA
¢

How long was the object visible: Po owwe Gl,

Wear Nysine.

Please describe the weather conditions if possible: C Uetnl A C:2 aN

Position of Sun/Moon in relation to object seen: A,/.ma -

Please try and describe the object seen as best as you can: TYRE UAE / EL OVA |
Sige AWN 2 Play CA Lematch.

Was the object brighter than the background sky: Var .

If so was it brighter than the Sun/Moon/Headlights: VA mah ks bunh> DewnA freebed

Was the object observed through binoculars/telescope: /V (~ -

Try to give an approximation of the objects size: ou Ve .. ia

How did you happen to notice the object: Sic Ele Lahr A owt 4 Cone fe

éln Ge. . . ~.
| dingy ofWhere were you and what were you doing at the time: Viewers borra_ fr : :

Please try and estimate the distance of the object: 44 ..9< L- Quo Ane on

Are there any Airports/Military/Governmental facilitiesin the area of your observation:

Have you ever seen anything else which you would describe as unusual: j//>
(If yes please give details on a separate sheet of paper )

Please draw a rough sketch of the area and of the object observed on the reverse of this form,

Have you reported the incident to anyone else (if so who and when): »//[a -

Please enclose any photographs/video which will be returned if requested. /A/|a .

Do you object to us using your name with regard to this report: Afo

Thanking you for your co-operation in this matter, and, i
incident,

Date: IG. WZ °

we may contact you further regarding this
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UFO MONITORS EAST KENT

STATEMENT OF DECLARATION

REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT |

DECLARE THAT THE DETAILS GIVEN BY MYSELF, ARE TO MY KNOWLEDGE
TRUE AND CORRECT. I ALSO APPROVE/RQ-NOFT-APPROVE OF MY NAME BEING
USED IN CONNECTION WITH THE REPORT GIVEN BY ME.

I ALSO APPROVE/DO-NOF-APPROVE-OF ANY PHOTOGRAPHS/VIDEO FOOTAGE
MADE BY ME, OR OF MYSELF PRODUCED BY UFOMEK DURING INTERVIEWS
BEING USED IN CONJUNCTION WITH MY REPORT IN ANY PUBLICATION.

SIGNED,

SIGNED: .

( UFOMEK INVESTIGATO.
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FOLKESTONE.

BRAMLING, KENT.

CANTERBURY BURMARSH SIGHTING WITNESS STATEMENT Tel;

Tel.

“It was very early in the morning, I think it was about three o’clock. I was driving

back from dropping some friends off and I was coming down the road and I felt,

I said afterwards to other people since, that I felt really weird. I was really looking

over my shoulder on the way home. I was a bit scared, a weird feeling anyway.

And I saw something in front of me, and thought “Oh my God what the hell is it ? “,

and sort of slowed down because I thought it was coming at me, and it stopped in a

field in front of me. Probably 3 to 400 yards away, and I slowed down looking at it.
) It was just this huge triangle thing, which was a lot bigger than an aeroplane, but there

is no way that I could have mistaken it for an aeroplane. or anything like that.

It had lights all around the outside, and this disc attached to the back, and a big light

on the front. I pulled up to stop, and as I did it shot off. Literally shot off. I

thought “Oh God what is this? This is really, really scary.” And it stopped again,

sort of another 500 yards away from me, and it did that four times. It just

shot further and further away, but stopped four times, sort of moved for

; about 5-6 seconds, stopped for 2 sec's, then moved again for another 5-6 seconds

and so on. The object was moving Westwards., and all the time it was making

this weird humming sound. There was no other noise , like an aircraft engine.

It was really peculiar, it was, I wouldn’t say shiny, but looked more sort of tin

foily, sort of shimmery. It was shiny in places, and not in others. I just don’t

know what it was, it was so weird. The lights were really bright, a very bright one at

3 the front, and when it shot off, I sawa light in each corner, which were white in

colour. The ones around the outside were a sort of yellow-white, and there

was also a circle of light in the middle, of the same colour as the outside ones.

‘WhenI first saw it, the point was facing me, but when it shot off it sort of.

I don’t know, it must have swiveld, but I don’t remember it swivelling,

because I could see it side on then, and I could see underneath as it shot off,

and there was this circle of lights.

I probably got a good look at it literally for a matter of seconds, and then

it flicked off, and then stopped for a few seconds, and then it flicked off again

and so on. I would say no more than 25 seconds, if that. I saw it for quite a

long time in the distance, because I saw all these lights, and thought they were just

lights. It wasn’t until I got closer that I thought “Bloody hell, what is that?”

So maybe I saw it for a lot longer that I thought.

It wasn’t something like you see on television, like the futuristic planes,



REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT |
a

well you can always tell that they are planes. Where as this was not

like that. I was really frightened by it, and I’m not stupid. I don’t believe

in anything like that (UFO’s). This is not something I’ve ever seen

before or like something we would have built. It was just too weird, too

odd, and the strange shimmer effect. It looked like an object suspended,

had no wobble or anything like that. And when it moved off it was like

a fluid movement, it was really odd. There was no slowing down or

speeding up during each movement, like when you flip a coin or stone

across the water.

The object was like an equelatteral triangle, about double the size of

an airliner, maybe as big as a football field. It wasn’t very thick, but

seemed thin along the edges, but sort of mounding in the middle. As

I said there was this humming sound, like the sound you hear when

you stand under overhead power cables. WhenI first heard the noise

I thought it was the car engine playing up, and put my foot on the

+ accelerator, for a second or two, but the noise was still there, and

£ it was then that I realised the sound was coming from the object.

When the object finally disappeared, I kept looking around in the sky,

thinking “Oh God where has it gone?” Looking for lights, anything,

even aircraft lights and it was then that I noticed there were no stars visible.

All the time I had the feeling of the hairs standing up on the back of my

neck, and I was convinced I had someone in the car with me. I felt really

scared, as I drove home. I think I arrived home about twenty past three,

maybe _half-past three, I don’t remember. But I woke everyone up and

told them what I had seen and had a drink to calm me down. I was

really shaken by tl

WITNESSED BY:

(Chris Rolfe)

DATE! 0c1e 8 ZL

WITNESSED BY:

eee oenaces

wooo ae cenas

(Barry Oldfield)
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By Sarah Hall
SHEPWAY has once again become the centre
of a wave of suspectedUFO sightings..
' Three people contacted

the Herald this week after
a strange object’ was seen

looming in the sky over-
the Romney Marsh area in-
the early hours of last
Saturday morning.

Sophie Wadleigh, 25, of .- morning.

was amazed to see a large-
triangular - ‘space-ship’”
stop in a field directly in

front of her, as she drove

home through Donkey

Street in New Romney at
- just after 3am on Saturday

Shepherds walk, Hythegigt Shocked Sophie said: “It”

(Loc AL
FuO Cree Nove

;<* MARCH,

PIZE Ss )

HIE

os oe ic

was so peculiar, it all felt
really odd and I heard this
humming noi

field I saw a large triangu-
Jar'shaped flying craft
hovering about 300 metres
off the ground.

“It had a large dome at

one end and a lot of bright
lights around the sides and
looked quite shiny — ||
really had no idea what it
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Sightings in the area,
~ According to. UFOMEK’
Strange objects seen in the.

was and just sat in the car

looking at it. -

shot off leaving in a flash
of light, travelling about
500m across the field and
stopping again.

“It did this four times
and then flew into the dis-
tance and I watched until

it was out of sight.

“I have talked to friends
since who have said that it
was probably an aeroplane

or an advanced Stealth
bomber — but I have
never seen anything like it

before.”
And it would seem the

Strange object was also

spotted by two men as

they returned home from a
night out.

Ji. Lane, 23, and
Christopher Lee, 27, from
Lathe Farm in New

“Romney were just locking
up when they spotied a

mysterious shape in the

field opposite,

Mr Lane said: “It was
crazy — 1 was getting a

drink in the kitchen when I
Saw these strange lights in
the sky just over the field
across the road from our-
house.

“I wasn’t sure what they
were as they weren’t mov-

ing so I called Chris and
we both “watched this
weird floating object.

. “We could only just

_ Make it! out as we were
quite far away, But ‘when
we ran outside to get a bet-

ter look it had shot into the
distance.” a .

Silent »

Mr Lee added: “If it was
an aeroplane of some sort

you would have. expected
there to have been loads.of-
noise but this was silent. °’

“Also it wasa lot longer
than a plane and moved
incredibly- quickly — |
have no idea what it was
‘and’we were both left
speechless.”

-. Both descriptions of the.

UFO fit those researched

UFOMEK: monitoring
group —— who have collat-

ed fileson reported UFO

sky are ‘usually’ described
by ‘spotiers’ as triangular
disc-like objects with a

2 them? as’ Unidenit

finish almost like a dia-
_ mond,

“After a few seconds These objects aremgiso
said to be capable ofStay-
ing completely. stilt and
then shooting off . at
incredible speeds, normal-
ly after a dramatic flash in
the air. . ge
Local expert ‘and
UFOMEK assistant co-
ordinator, Chris- Roife
from ‘Hill Road,
Folkestone said: “I am
really not al all su rised
ai the descriptions 2gjven
about the flying objects —

“vx these flying triangles have
been spotied all over the
country, ' bs

Myth —
“The earliest record we

have of such a sighting
was in 1973, when a group
of boys at the Duke of
York’s school in Dover
Spotted the triangular
shaped UFO. Bae
“We don’t know what

they are but the humming
noise rules out the Stealth
bomber myth as they
make no noise at all. ~

“The really’ peculiar
thing about this sighting is
that we thought something
might happen as much of
Folkestone experienced a.
power cut last week an‘

occurance. which. often

happens before or after a
sighting.” «°°
Mr' Rolfe also believes.

the military know© all
about the mysterious craft”
Spotted in the sky. "*:
He claims that after sev-*

eral UFO sightings. RAF
* and - NATO“ aircraft have :

been, ‘seen patrolling the:
area, -- - Tg

- » He'said: “We believe the!
Military know2a lot more®
“than they are: letting on’
about these sightings, ~~: :
“For example.a ‘couple:

who ‘reported “a UFO in|
Thanet also told “of-mili-:
tary activity in Minnis Bay?
and numerous other peo-}

~ ple have seen RAF planes;
~ patrolling sighting spots.

by. the Shepway based. : |
“We ‘don’t know: “what:
- these” objects aré“at this:
moment in time and unfor-:
tunately “can’ only" record:

‘a8. Unidentifiables
, Flying Objects.2222=%5 ¢
» “Anyone: wanting: 10:
report’a UFO ‘tapcontact’
Chris Rolfe aS@POMEK
on (01303) 254774,"
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hips, aliens

and the Home Sec
UFO'S spotted over Shepway could have beea
looking for Home Secretary, Michael Howard,
expertshave warned.

Following reports of

mystery aircraft sightings

in New Romncy and

Burmarsh in last week's

Herald, Chris Rolfe, co-

ordinator of UFOMEK,

has highlighted the close-

ness of the sightingsto the

Shepway MP's home near

the old Lympne Castle

ruins.

And he fears that the

position of the sightings is

more than jusi coinci-

dence, -

Mr Rolfe cautioned: “It

would seem the UFO was

totally disinterested in

Sophie, the girl who

reported it and watched ut

for quite a long time.

By Sarah Hall

“This certainly makes #

seem like it had a purpose

and has left me wondering

if it’s purpose had some-

thing to do with Mr

Howard.”

However Mr Rolfe was

amazed to learn that Mr

Howard's pary agent

knew all about the UFO.

He said: “I phoned Mr

Howard's party agent in

Folkestone and asked

whether Mr Howard had

seen anything strange 1

was immediately asked if |

meant the UFO.

“The story in fast

Extract from The Fo

week's Herald only said
Donkey Street as the sight

of the spotting.

“Donkey Street is a

very long road and the

report did not state which

end ihe UFO was seen at -

so il seems very odd that

those close ta Mr Howard

already knew that it was

near his house.”

And now Mr Rolfe and

UFOMEK would like to

see 39 some questions
answered..

“t would like to ‘know
whether anyone spotted

any strange men poking

about around the area

afterwards or whether Mr

Howard's security system

was activated in any way.

“The whole story is cre-

ating a lot of interest all

over England and when

—

|

|
| com

you think of the implica-

lionsit is quile casy to sce

“| would love to know

what the Government

think of a strange sircrafi

being spoted near to the

home of one of its semor

cabinet ministers.”

Sophie Wadleigh, of

Shepherds Walk, Hythe,

who saw the large
in the sky while driving

home in the early hours of

Saturday, March 8 said:

“The UfO I saw was a

jarge wiangolar shaped
craft with bright lights

running 211 round it's edge

- it was above the field

which lays directly oppo-

site the tum off to Donkey

Street in Burmarah.

“When you have seen

something like that you
have to ask yourself why

was it there - and maybe

the Home _Sectetary was

the reason.”

When the Heraid con-

tacted Mt Howard's office

he as unavailable for
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ASTRONOMICAL ~The old chestnut,
oP Laration Wad scurnd ludicrous. ats
ona withthe thy Aor Fortes hi ve or

eur lana tion to trea and ‘eee lai re si aht ins?
However an this accagian it Wag cloude-cwercact with rie
Stars wisible. hea unless Venus has the abilityte serout.
Wines and came dawn and Fla several hundred feet in the air
below cleudswe think it is safe te Sesume thea
the angers and the elanet UYenus was hidden bia
Blare to be wisibles, and will mot be Fullu visible

araund June-July CiSaro., There were no reports of anu briah¢

ie the Planet Veny

wetears bedroom seer.

The wain witness has been Pully co-orerative throushaut the
enbire imsvestigsghions with both ourselves and other Fe ron»

thaw offered her the oFrartunite to withdraw her state-

went oon more than one cccasians and she has declined ta da

stating that she if anla rerorting what she sau, and
tlig@ves to be the bruths on what she has seen.

four other witnesses in the inunedi-

ate viciniteus Well aS Sé@veral wi tre See cy

boat the town of Ladd cubhich

a half miles Seuth West of the Burnknarsh aresats at about

Similar ohiec mine sre

22 OMAR SS hours. amd at the village of Aldinatan cCwhich is

Pre ob miles ert Wiestoof the Burnwarsh area, ab about

RR CRE hess. aking inte cangsideratiaon that the object seanato Ladd and aldinsten, is the same one observed in the
BurnareheLameine ares Othe locatian of Michel

denceie aeeros one and a half inhles Harth &

oF the main wi tie

ea
t

Howards resi-

Stoaf location

iehting>. we believe that the sequence

hegard irs the objects track Cmovemente> could be

i

bei- Ludd, at arrerax hes.

woke Tn Field ofrros Lh Faris Doankew Sireeta

Burmnarah. Fat 2

Areros Le miles fram Ludd.

oe Tn Field orraosite with Donkew Street. and Lewer ideil

Foad,. Burmarsh. ak GS 5 ies &FPE res be |

AEP res lo omile Fram Lath Farin.
4o8- Sheve residence of the then Heme

Hewdards

ecre@tary Michael

in Sidersa te Ler, Leiner, Pkt Lda bet hiner
SLE hee bee tia Firemans

loand falf mil Pron

Aldingtans, at aFraon Guys

Ss and bfalf miles from Howards" residence.

id Rd-Donkes St.

rk

With ard obo the giahtine*s at Ladd, and Aldimstons wre

are awaiti

Bur ce,

ims Pull reports an these from an inderendent



re rumoured to hawe seers the object at
Michael] Howards? residence have mot been easy ta Erackh deuwn.
Howevercif there ds ars truth te the rememrt., then the tue

Firearm inust have been at Mr. Howards? residence in @r
OfFicial caracityu, ag it if about suarter a mile frem the

Wain road “Bears, that runs through the willagse of Lumene,

You cannot see Ar. Hewsrds” residence from the BSEGBP. as the

twed CHALL Hurste-Rpidersates, blacks

The tain Pireine@n who apr

i

Nhe widuts which we feel

rules aut the ides that the tuo firemen were ofF dutta ard

drivina alana the main road. Therefore we believe that

thea must have @lther been areroachingag Fr. Heowards* reside—

mies cf had arrived when bLhea saw the ob weer th. Lintad the hiss

Firemen come Forward we canircnth knows the Full facts.

Allo efforts to track them down have been ea far met with

ailure.

idee rida ce chee hee aintt bein Sighted aver the residence

afer. Michael Howard (the then Heme Secrehara of the British

Gover ninerk a. Jaking inte aceount the showe resardina the

hits Firemen wir Fra Peron ted that thes had seer ihe object

above Pir. Heatards” residences: tag freelance reporters ait

could be that the Recurity merscrned afeiened ta the said
residence sam the ahkwectl cemina towards them from the Bonkers

StreedieLower idsli Foad (Burmaresho.s area to the South-Soauth-

East, and thinking that it was an aircraft of seme deecrir—-

tions ar indeeda helicorter hit the eanic but hers. digi ch
eould @xepdlsain ouhea the tie Plremen were there.

hee

a

int

a i would be boteresting toa knew Gf fr. Howards was in

re at the time of the incident? Alsc it would be

=o ryt,

the chieet wher thea realised thak Gb enuld ino na was be an
Streraft ar helicopters more af which they were familiar

wath Pkt seems lLosicsa)l to afseume that the local eolice were
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W may 1997 30 my. 19,,

Roger Gale, M.P.

House of Commons

London, SWI1A 0AAREDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT |
29.5.97 

01227 722366 (Private Office - a.m. only)

01227 720593 (FAX - 24hr)
0171 219 3000 (House of Commons)
0171 219 4343 (Members' messages)

Folkestone

kent

Dear Ci

Thank you for your letter of 25th May which has been received in our officeduring Mr Gale's absence.

There is a very strict Parliamentary convention and Members of Parliamentdo not deal with each other's constituents’ enquiries and we would normallysend your correspondence on to Michael Howard for attention. However, asyou do not seem to want to contact Mr Howard we are returning this to you.

With my best wishes
Yours sinceyel

Ytary Office Secretary
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COUNTY CONSTABULAR
Chief Inspector CY Operations i Road, Maidstone, Kent MEL5 9BZ GS LO SA

a Tae a
SEC (AS) 2 ;
Room 8245 

“ "UREMOD Main Building a
Whitehall

London

SW1A 2HB

10 June 1997

Dear i?

I have forwarded the enclosed correspondence to you in case it is of use to your
department.

I was contacted in March to verify whether or not we had the incident reported to Kent
Police Operations Centre and we did not. §§§Phas now send me the full account
which is of no significance to my organisation. I am therefore forwarding it to you.

Yours sincerely

Chief Inspector GD

Operations Centre



cRNA

FOLKESTONE

KENT.

Tel

i

y
o
n

Hea riae be eo

Liter 

cept uae

et fa z

cE a



REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT |

LOOSE MINUTE

D/Sec(AS) /64/1

1 Jul 97

ADGE1

ALLEGED "UFO" INCIDENT AT THE HOME OF MICHAEL HOWARD

1. I have been passed a letter which was addressed to the Home

Secretary which asks questions about an alleged "security

incident" with a possible "UFO" connection at the then Home

Secretary's residence on 8 March 1997. Michael Howard was and

remains the MP for Folkestone and Hythe and lives in the

constituency.

2. Unsurprisingly, the Home Office have confirmed that there was

no such security incident involving the Home Secretary on 8 March

and in responding along the usual lines I would like to make the

following statement:

" there is no evidence that the UK Air Defence Region was

compromised by unauthorized foreign military activity on the

date in question."

3. I should be grateful for confirmation that this statement is

factual.

[original signed]

Sec(AS)

MB8245
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LOOSE MINUTE r 3 "y

D/DAO/1/13 Te, mf

2 Jul 97

Sec (AS) QB

ALLEGED ~UFO' INCIDENT AT THE HOME OF MICHAEL HOWARD

Reference: D/Sec(AS)/64/1 dated Jul 97.

1. At Reference, you asked for confirmation that no unauthorised

military activity occurred in the UKADR on 8 Mar 97.

2. Having consulted HQ 11/18 Gp, I can confirm that there was no

such military activity reported anywhere and, specifically, in the

Kent/Folkstone area.

3. Additional inquiries with AIS LATCC, West Drayton, have also

confirmed that no unusual or unauthorised air activity, civil or

military, was reported or observed in that area on that date.

LATCC holds a radar recording of air traffic in the Folkstone area

for 8 Mar 97. As a precaution, since the Home Secretary was

involved, I have asked for the tape to be preserved until 31 Jul

97 in case further enquiries are launched.

[original signed]

Wg Cdr

ADGE 1

(ZonaTe Haw.
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as UFO MONITORS FAST KEN:rsORS FAST KENT. DOCUMENT |
FIELD INVESTIGATION REPORT FORM

Date Of Sighting: oa” sue 19947 Time Of SIGHTING: ©% 0¢ Hours

Location Of Sighting: SUNC Tie n= DOE Samar Lr LovetBuearn, ery 
US AR Bing

National Map Grid Reference Of Observer: 49220. SieSe re oie

National Map Grid Reference Of Object If Known: 4 220% SALE SliyYY Mole

General Description Of Local Terrain Where Object Was Seen: -u47 Feus wirCRO sire WENAT SEM Ll PIS SVCERTH, AWD FLAS Ae FL OF FixeTlen:, wy MA + a whites CST Fer SEA 7S FO Figs ft. etA SAGER SY ety Kus TARIFF,WD, Lain Flew ROYCE PML TERYCANAL Ruwung ro mre VER OF FE Fre UFO WH Seen oy
WIUBA FD wre AYOOM AN) Nota Wor - .—) 

" = SF rhe REA Aw 4 ti -

oo.a AAO rine VOR GEST 3 , WIL) Fis
Are There Any Radio Transmission Masts Near Locality: YestNo

Are There Any Water Reservoirs Near Locality: Yes/No) Rue ree ds 4aSAGER Sr SHH RY Aliy Fe FASE FIELD Lyne Osea ss twee

Are There Any Military Installations Near Locality: YesAN6 ace ArterAiwr Arges Wut SE Mia To mer Sot G4 Aw MAS CRE Aad we SNLAQav7 40 “Ite Wo a0 kev wet ACK

Are There Any Nuclear Facilities Near Locality: Yes/No- DeKens, Boye.ARR los Y wuciesTO TINE SOrad WES, y eve SUAS Sa Hepr-

Did The Object Leave Any Physical Traces: Yes/No
f

What Were The Traces Found: 244 -

Did The Object Affect Anything During Its Presence: Yé8/No

Name Of Witness: _

Age Of Witness: 25 zs D.O.B 0U/7o/FI

Address Of Witness: ee Y
LKLEATZ,HV SHE,



What Was The Witness Doing Immediately Before The Sighting:
j(i UNE Letepe AFTER. RPPing a LsmEe FRievoyr

wri vas The Witness Movements On The Day Of Sighting:
REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT |

Did Anything Unusual Occur To The Witness Before The Sighting:
ONAESS S402 Sinz FECT ir M4 w HE Wtew oF Hel nec -&

4 _WHA” SHE Law mip OS SECTS Cliippat we ene Dips TAD ae

Has The Witness Had Any Previous Sightings: Yes/No

Has The Witness Ever Had Any Previous Psychic Experiences: Yes/No

Was The Witness Receiving Any Medication At The Time Of The Incident: ¥es/No

Was The Incident Reported To A y Other Organisation (U F O Group/Newspaper Ect )POMBE PERALID (Sout Kewr VEL YHA)

If The Incident Was Reported To The Authorities What Feed Back Was There:

lf The een Was Reported To Another U F O Group What Was Their Conclusions:
NYA

4

What Does The Witness Think The Object Could Have Been: vows SONI IF LL[PUSATIBLY A STEALTH SF AYA Fotutarce BWUINMGFZ Rey sins KESWR vet MWh DiET 7s once: ee Welz, Ava nk 4 UPo.
How Do They Come To The Conclusion That They Have Reached:
RECA CE HE ST ACAVED OV DEC Hs Behavisurm,

SSra

Has The Witness Suffered Any Effects Since The Incident: vo.

How Did The Witness Come Across During The Time You Spoke To Them Concerning
The Incident: was s4ec VK FreKhaaine AT FS oF ER Vi.

Has The Witness Ever Read Any Books On UFOs: ¥eS/No

What Is The Witnesses Feeling On UFOs: 2+ Feure PRUE JINEE THEVGA TORE:

jas Any Other Member Of The Witness's Family Ever Seen A UFO: ¥687No

2 There Any Other Comments Or Details Regarding This Incident That May Be Of
'evance:

2 Separate Sheet If Needed)

. ~ \ire OF Field nese Date: 14 MAR 1997
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From: GS ecretariat (Air Staff) Up a | mi
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE oy c&
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB ABE.

. Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) _0171 218

Your reference

Our referenceFolkestone 
D/Sec(AS) /64/3

Kent 
Date

3 July 1997

1. Thank you for your recent letter addressed to the Secretary
of State for the Home Department concerning an alleged "UFO
sighting" near the residence of the former Home Secretary, Michael
Howard. Your letter and the supporting papers have been passed to
the Ministry of Defence and I have been asked to reply. You also
wrote to the Chief Inspector of the Operations Centre, Kent County
Constabulary, Maidstone. Chief Inspector (ggg has also
forwarded his correspondence to me.

2. The Ministry of Defence examines any reports of "unidentified
flying objects" it receives solely to establish whether what was
seen might have some defence significance; namely, whether there
is any evidence that the UK Air Defence Region might have been
compromised by hostile or unauthorized foreign military activity.
The integrity of the United Kingdom's airspace in peacetime is
maintained through continuous policing of the UK Air Defence
Region by the Royal Air Force which remains vigilant for any
potential military threat. Unless there is evidence of such a
threat, and to date no “unidentified flying object" sighting has
revealed such evidence, no attempt is made to identify the precise
nature of each reported incident. We believe that down to earth
explanations could be found for these reports, such as aircraft
lights or natural phenomena, if resources were diverted for this
purpose. It would, however, be an inappropriate use of defence
resources to provide this kind of aerial identification service.

3. The MOD has no expertise or role in respect of "UFO/flying
saucer" matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise
of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains open-minded.
I should emphasize that to date the MOD knows of no evidence which
substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.
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4. MOD Air Defence staff have confirmed that there is noevidence to suggest an unauthorized incursion of the UK AirDefence Region on 8 March. The Home Office has confirmed that nosecurity incident occurred in the home of the former HomeSecretary on this date as you allege in your letter.

5. I hope this explains the position.

Yours sincerely,
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From:

(Switchboard) 0171 218 90

—

Folkestone
Kent

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS) /64/3
Date

4 July 1997

Dear 7,

1. Thank you for your letter of 1
flying objects",

2. You should by now have rece
covers the points you raised in

July concerning “unidentified

ived my letter of 3 July which
your letter to the Home Secretary.

Yours sincerely,

WD Secretariat (Air Staff) ip gy “a3
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB \st

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2146”



o
o

mos REDACTION ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT|

From: QD Secretariat(Air Staff} Room 82457,

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE “SMBES,
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB See

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

Your reference

Our reference

D/S AS) /64/3Farnborough, D/Sec ( )f64/
— 

L vuly 1997

bor CD
1 Thank you for your letter of 2 May addressed to the PrimeMinister concerning “unidentified flying objects". Your letter wasonly passed to this office on 26 June for reply and I am sorry forthe overall delay. You also wrote in a Similar vein to me on 17June -— please take this as a reply to both your letters.

2. As you know from previous correspondence with this office, theMinistry of Defence examines any reports of “unidentified flyingobjects" it receives solely to establish whether what was seenmight have some defence Significance; namely, whether there is anyevidence that the UK Air Defence Region might have beencompromised by hostile or unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, andto date no "unidentified flying object" sighting has revealed suchevidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of eachreported incident. We believe that down to earth explanationscould be found for these reports, such as aircraft lights or
natural phenomena, if resources were diverted for this purpose butit would be an inappropriate use of defence resources to providethis kind of aerial identification service.

4. Your letters mention a "UFO" sighting over the home of theformer Home Secretary, Michael Howard, near Folkestone. Althoughthe MOD has received reports of an alleged "UFO" sighting nearMichael Howard's home on 8 March 1997, MOD Air Defence staff haveconfirmed that there is no evidence to Suggest any unauthorizedincursion of the UK Air Defence Region on that date.

5. You have also asked about the MOD's old "UFO" report files.
As is the case with other government files, MOD files are subject
to the provisions of the Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967.
This Act of Parliament states that official files selected for
preservation generally remain closed from public viewing for 30
years after the last action has been taken and are then
transferred to the Public Record Office for release into the
public domain. It was generally the case that before 1967 all
"UFO" files were destroyed after five years, as there was
insufficient public interest in the subject to merit their
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permanent retention. However since 1967, following an increase in

public interest in this subject "UFO" report files are now

routinely preserved. A few files from the fifties and sixties did,

however, survive and are available for examination by members of

the public. They may be viewed at the Public Record Office, Ruskin

Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. The references of these

files are as follows:

AIR 16/1199 AIR 2/16918

AIR 20/7390 AIR 2/17318

AIR 20/9320 AIR 2/17526

AIR 20/9321 AIR 2/17527

AIR 20/9322 AIR 2/17982

AIR 20/9994 AIR 2/17983

PREM 11/855

6. You will also wish to know that the Cabinet Office has the

responsibility for taking forward the Government's manifesto

pledge to introduce a Freedom of Information Act. The timetable

currently envisaged involves the publication of a White Paper

before this year's Summer Recess. This would be followed by a

period of open consultation leading to a draft Bill early next

year and further consultation.

Yours sivcovaly,
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CORRESPONDENCE SECTION

Write: ‘njormed chet letter has been Dr
Jorn.réed bo the appropriate pA O

Mr Tony Blair PM, OM ona fulton
10 Downing Street,

London.

Dear Sir,

Firstly I would like to congratulate you in becoming PM and in getting Labour into

government.

The main reason for this letter, of which considering the vast amount of work that now

lies ahead of you, you probably will find this letter a trivial matter. Nevertheless, do you

feel that it is time that this country lifts the lid on the cover up that is being facilitated to

hide all material/information concerning UFO's reported in this country and more so the

incidents that the MoD have had dealings with. I understand that earlier in the year a large

UFO was sighted close to the residence of Mr Michael Howard MP near Folkestone in

Kent and that details were altered whet it was put out in the local papers and did not

seem to reach the main tabloids?

We are heading for the millennium, don't you think that it is time this country wakes up to

join the modern era approaching us at great speed instead of lying behind cover ups and

false denials.

In the mean time I wish you every success. I'm glad that your Labour party has got into

number ten.

Thank you for your help in this matter.

Yours Faithfully,

Farnborough,

Hants,

em boca ‘
“4

The National Archives
Burmarsh UFO
Letter to Prime Minister Tony Blair dated May 1997, asking if he will release MoD file on the Burmarsh incident. Response at p206
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a
Sec (AS\@D
Room 8245,

MoD,

Whitehall,

London.

\ oaDear (i? Sar
oo

I am writing to you following a phone conversation I had with one of your colleagues on
the above date regarding a letter I had sent direct to the new Prime Minister on 2.5.97, I
enquired on the matter of his new government stopping the cover up that presently exists
on UFOincidents/material etc. As an example I referred to an incident that took place
earlier in the year close to the residence of Mr Michael Howard MP near Folkestone in
Kent that had many witnesses but whose stories were altered i.e. location of the UFO, to
make it appear that it was nowhere near Mr Howard's home when it was reported in the
local papers. The maim tabloid papers strangely had no mention of it. The reply I obtained
by a Miss QPadvised me that the letter had been forwarded to one of the Principal
government departments who would reply to my letter.

As yet I have not received a reply and as your colleague advised me, they too have not
received my letter via No. 10.

I would therefore be very grateful if you could advise me on this matter regarding the
existing retention of UFO reports etc. by the government/MoD. Would it ever come about
that such information would be available to the public as many countries do now have a
freedom of information policy whereby people can have access to this information. Many
UFO sightings have many witnesses and yet in many cases this information is then hidden.
Why is this so? The year 2000 is quickly approaching. Surely it's about time we were
allowed to join this new modern era. Public opinion on this matter is gaining strength,
sooner or later the government and powers that be are going to have to submit and give us
the true answers to our questions.

Thank you for your help in this matter.

Yours Sincerely,

Farmborough, Hants, QD PNISTRY OF DEcENGE
SEC (AS) 2

18 Jun 1997

[FILE
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Folkestone,

Beret

Mr Blistsair Me Gowan:

Ministrsa OF Defence.

Main Buiidinas

Lihitehall.

Laredcerss

BLA SHE.

& Julus i39Y.

Dear Mr Me Gowan.

Io am writings te you re:

that was sent to the current Home Secre

This

rdins a UFO siahtings report

ary Rt Han Jack Straw MPO.

reroriiresarded the siahtina of a reeorted "Unidentified craft”.

Seen near arc fossiblsa above the residence af the Former Home Secret—

area CRt Hen Michael Howard’. on & March» 1337.

ave received a rerlu from QB «Ff Secretariat (Air

Start ae of which I was mot heres with.

in her letter of TM% July. she states: "MOD Air Defence Staff have con

firmed that there is no evidence ta sussgest an unauthorized incursion
of the UE Air Bbefence Fesion on & March".

However at least tuwelue witnesses observed an “Unidentified craft". a

Six different locations. Hll describe seeing the same ar similar ture

mbwiect. Can we then canclude in respect of the MOD Air Defence Staff

reelas that all these recele were seeing something that wasn’t there?

The “ClLinddentified craft". was fee mnoat Ludd at @2:16 and 3:00 hre-

Burnarsh between GRP AS-AR28F hresbs) wn Chr Howards”? froarertuds at

BRrBe hre-Gshford at G@EtiG hre-Smeeth at @S:26 hre-Aildinaten at

GaAs Se hres. This object was Fleeing arcund these arenas for about cme

and a half heures. and vet we are @xrected ta believe that Air Defence

Staffs did not observe this event on radar?

Tt should not be forsotten that an the niaht of March S631 1998, when

two Beleaian F-i6 aircraft, were in fursuit of an "Unidentified craft”

which came within six minutes of British sirsrace. And once asain the

British eublic were led ta believe that the HOD knew mothines of the

events of that misht. it is a knawn fact that Belaium i= a member of

HaTt. ard that all other HATO member cauntries are informed of arrs

Suoncorrelated" tarsets. tracked an radar bu other Countries, and that

they hawe launched intercert aircraft. Soa for the MOD rok to have

known oF the events that night. thes must have been asleer.



In the letter and document that was sent to the Home S Lares WAS

also a Fetition that was signed be concerned members o me Fubladic when

felt that there wees & vers Sericus matter resgardina securites with

regard to the “Unidentified craft" beins seen near the Ft Hon Michael

Hewards”* residence (Burmarsh one and half mile SE-Aldington tue miles

Hit. Can “vou please tell ome what has hareened to this fPetiticr?

idith researd ta the “Unidentified craft" beinas seen cuer Rit Hon Howards”

residence, This was observed bu @ Fire Brisade crews whe must have

r the track Croad>? leading to his mrorertu, WOW Carnot see
the above weokioned erarertu fran the main road (HSG6G70. because the

weed blacks the view, Se what oes the Fire crew ded na near othe pet

Michmel Howard Frorertau at tha

froin e° le a

hawe confirmed thak mo secu

Former Home Secretars an t

Lhe re

it

&

Lo otime of the morning? Aeain fo aucte

car Julus she gtatesi- "The Home OF Fic

urite incident occurred at the home af the

his date", So whath were the fire craw doin

Yo FS we exeected to ber diese that the fire crew were luine?
What coeuld they eossible asain fram deine ser

.

o
F

P
s

ih o
l

i
t

loworde@r if vou hawe pead rs rerart that was eassed amta the POD. tes

the Home OF Piece? Foourders t: that Chief Inseector QR. of the

Cerra tbc Cerkrees ah the counts Rone tabubara ead:
forwarded a cary of the reroarte-caorreseoandeance ta the

sheoudd ak have read this reroaort. J would bee weg in catuer

Lhat this

Lf ormotho af a

mF Kerri.

Curdbte ris

LT Bukit your peedle with interest, and thank wou for taking the tine

in lemkinga inte this matter.

Youre
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GREE. Sutton Coldfield - West Midlands - UK.

Phone : ap

Fax:

E-Mail:

Fax Cover Sheet
To; EP- Secretariat (AS ap
Phone: 0171 218 2140

Fax:

Fron: ie

Date: 30/06/97

Pages Including this cover: !

Subject: Rendlesham lorest Incidents

Comments:

1 am writing an article on the above subject and would like to include the Mobs
conclusions conceming the events there over the Christmas period in 1980,

On a separate matter: Have any reports of a large triangular craft scen by former Home
Scerctary, Michael |loward's house in Kent been forwarded to your office 7 If not,
perhaps you would Ict me know how to submit such a report.

Sincere]
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From: QE, Secretariat (Air Staff) 7 a 5\ ar
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB Guy ch

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

Your reference

Sutton Coldfield Our reference

$)/64/3West Midlands pee ectA /64/
\\ July 1997

1. Thank you for your facsimile message of 30 June in which you
asked for MOD comments on the incidents which are alleged to have
occurred at RAF Woodbridge/Rendlesham Forest in December 1980.

2. When the Ministry of Defence was informed of the events which
are alleged to have occurred at Rendlesham Forest/RAF Woodbridge
in December 1980, all available substantiated evidence was looked
at in the usual manner by those within the MOD/RAF with
responsibility for air defence matters. The judgement was that
there was no indication that a breach of the United Kingdom's air
defences had occurred on the nights in question.

3. As there was no evidence to substantiate an event of defence
concern no further investigation into the matter was necessary.
Although a number of allegations have subsequently been made about
these reported events, nothing has emerged over the last 16 years
which has given us reason to believe that the original assessment
made by this Department was incorrect.

4. In your letter you also ask how you might submit a formal
report of a "UFO" sighting to the MOD. Anyone who wishes to
report an "unexplained" aerial sighting to the MOD can do so by
writing to this office with the full details. The report will be
assessed in the usual manner to determine whether there is a
defence interest.

Yours sincerely,
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2HB

SPECIAL ADVISER TO

SECRETARY OF STATE

D/SA (16/97)

——
Kent

14th July 1997

Dear GD

Thank you for your letter of 8th July.

I appreciate that you have already been in correspondencewith Secretariat (Air Staff) but, given that this subject does notdirectly fall within my responsibilities at the MOD, I have passed _. _..your letter back to them, as they are the appropriate branch
within the Ministry of Defence to deal with this topic.

Yours sincerely,

A D McGOWAN
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From: aay, Secretariat (Air Staff) yp
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 8247, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial)

(Switchboard)

(Fax)

Your reference

Our reference
Folkestone 

D/Sec(AS) /64/3Kent 
Dee (AS) /64/
29th July 1997

AS you know, the Secretary of State for Defence's SpecialAdviser, Alasdair McGowan, has forwarded your letter of 8th Julyto Secretariat (Air Staff).

I am sorry you were not happy with a ; responseto your letter to the Home Secretary. In view of the comments youhave made to Mr McGowan I have reviewed the correspondence and theway your letter was handled. As you know, the Ministry of Defencehas only a limited interest in 'UFO'-related issues and, withinthe terms of this remit, I am satisfied that you were providedwith the facts of the case. There really is nothing further tosay.

I am sorry to send what I know will bea disappointing reply.
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From: @MEBD, Secretariat (Air StaffMINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
'Room 8247, Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) iw
(Switchboard) 0171 24

oe

Your reference
Home Office 

D/Sentes 64/3

50 Queenn Anne's Gate 
rt (AS) / /

London swiy SAT 

25th February 1998

2. We now have two more ‘ufologists' asking about this issue:
a. 

, Sutton Coldfield claims

i 
to be a j t researching the incident and has asked us

to confirm that an incident Occurred on the day in question.b. 

Beaumaris,
Anglesey, 

has

Information Act; the second is to request a public inquiry
into the alleged incident at Mr Howards

domain. As [ said Previously, I am more than happy to come along

and talk to your colleagues about what might or might not be

relevant, or Collaborate with lines to take.
4. Could [ have something soon Please,

Coup Ave F
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(ot
HOME OFFICE

4 50 Queen Anne’s Gate, London SW1H 9AT

Tel: DF .x:

David Omand

Permanent Under Secretary ofState

26 February 1998

deo TE
Thank you for your letter of 30 J anuary concerning the alleged UFO sighting at the former
Home Secretary’s home in Kent.

As a result of your letter Kent County Constabulary have rechecked their records between the
1-15 March 1997 and have confirmed that no security incident took place at the property in
question between these dates or that they have had any correspondence withgPaboutthe matter.

Given what the police have had to say, it is doubtful whether much could be gained from a
meeting with officials. However should you consider that such a meeting would be helpful
then who is responsible for the arrangements for Mr
Howard’s security, would be willing to attend and could arrange for a representative from
Kent County Constabulary to be present.

‘on tue
f

el AS AR 2 PEST “ot wm .

| MRIS ay Gr
ne ocSecretariat (Air Staff) ip ; ee

Ministry Of Defence 
' Tas Hei toes iRoom 8247 s a

Main Building 
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London SW1A 2HB 
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UFO MONITORS EAST KENT

OLKESTONE. KENT.
Tel Pager Number

HIHISTRY OF DEFENCE

Fac S247 >

Main Euildinas 10 FEB 1998
Whitehall,

Londen

SWw1A SHE.

bear yp
pecentlus wour derariment sent ane of aur members;

fir > Of Ramseates Kent. a listins af all UFO siehtinas
reported tea the Ministry Of Defence durina 1997.

One entry aon that listing was for & March, i997. at Huthe, Kent.

Would it be Possible for vou to forward te me a coeu af that rerart,

of details of the time af the rerorted incident on that date. and the

@xact lacations with brief desecrirtion of what was observed?

To would be most grateful for your co-oreration resarding this rart—

icular incident.

Would it alsa be Fassible for us te obtain cories af incidents that

are reroarted ta the rolices and in turn Fassed onto waur derartment?

IT knoe from Me Graham Birdsall, of Guest Publicatians that this was

done in the rast.

Thankinas you for you time and attention reaardinga this matter.

Yours Sincerels
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UFO MONITORS EAST KENT
, FOLKESTONE.KENT
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_ When the Press contacted your derartmantTM in January, 1996. .they, were
et d that they knew nothins about this incident. And when another

Jk crnalist:‘contacted Air Staff 2. back, in mid-July. 1997; he was& fax telling him the same things. Can wou Flease explain to me why
vour derartment still insist on denying all knowledge af the ather
incidents an the & March. 1997. when I they have received details of
these as acknowledsed bu

sent

in her letter of B July, 1997,
to me Lcoryu enclased>?,

Thanking voau for your time and attention resarding this matter. and
. T awaiio vyour rerly with interest.
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From: Secretariat
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE ~
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

Your reference

Folkestone Our reference

D 4Kent /Sec(AS) /64/3
Datea “J March 1998

Dear Gp

l. Thank you for your letter of 14 January which you sent againon 2 February. Your letter of 15 January addressed to the HomeSecretary, which you repeated on 1 February, has been passed toMOD for reply.

2. The extent of the MOD's interest in the alleged events of8 March last year have been fully explained -to ‘you in-previouscorrespondence and, as we have already stated, the Home Office+”. have confirmed that no security incident occurred at the formerHome Secretary's home in Kent.

3. As my letter of 3 July made clear, the copy of the report yousubmitted to the Home Secretary with your undated letter in Junelast year was passed to the Ministry of Defence.

Yours sincerely,
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From: @ENEED, Secretariat(Air Staff {Room

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

(Fax)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)/64/3

Date

Dip Avaust 1998

Folkestone,

Kent.

ww Qa
GUE nas asked me to reply to your letter of 17 August.

You say that you believe the enclosure forwarded with your
letter is a fake and ask for advice on how to deal with it. As the
document appears to have been unsolicited, I can only suggest that
you treat it as you would any other unsolicited item of
correspondence.

You also ask about how to respond to telephone calls. Most
telephone companies offer an advisory service on how to deal with
unwanted callers and you may therefore find it helpful to talk
with the organisation providing your own facility.

Finally, if you or anyone you know feels threatened in any
way by unsolicited mail or telephone calls you may also find it
helpful to talk about your concerns with your local police force.

‘Os SHC,
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From: i, Secretariat(Air Staff Room 82451 ii F-
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE &)
Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB Vues 4

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

Your Reference

Folkestone, DisectaSyie43
a. 
€a 92, February 1999

vo SB,

Thank you for your letter of 10 February addressed to QM. 1 have been asked to
reply.

Having seen a list of reported ‘UFO’ sightings for 1997, you asked for a copy of a ‘UFO’
report from Hythe, Kent dated 8 March 1997. The inclusion of this date in the MOD list of alleged
sightings during 1997 reflected the fact that a member of the public drew our attention to a report

, in a Kent newspaper about an alleged sighting in the Hythe area on that date. The MOD did not
receive any reported sightings direct about what was alleged to have occurred although we did
receive correspondence seeking more information. As you know, the MOD does not investigate
alleged sightings unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an
external military source. On this occasion there was no substantive evidence and no further action
was taken.

You have also asked for copies of any reports forwarded to the MOD by the civil police.
Any reports of this nature would be provided in confidence and would not be available for public
scrutiny for 30 years. This is due to the Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967. This Act of
Parliament states that official files generally remain closed from public viewing for 30 years after
the last action has been taken. It was generally the case that before 1967 all ‘UFO’ files were
destroyed after five years, as there was insufficient public interest in the subject to merit their
permanent retention. However since 1967, following an increase in public interest in this subject

‘UFO’ report files are now routinely preserved. Any files from the 1950s and early 1960s which
did survive are already available for examination by members of the public at the Public Record
Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. Files from 1967 onwards will be
routinely released to the Public Record Office at the 30 year point.

Yours Sincovdy,
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From: ia Secretariat(Air Staff)2a, Room 824
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) rete
(Switchboard) 0171

—

Your Reference

Folkestone, 
BrSostn eesKent. 
Datea 29 March 1999

dv

Thank you for your letter of 26 February regarding an alleged incident near the formerHome Secretary’s house on 8 March 1997,

In previous correspondence, it was stated that Sec(AS)2 have no additional informationregarding this sighting. You then pointed out that — formerly referred to reportsforwarded to this office from the Home Office and the Police. I assumed you were aware of thesereports as they were originally written by you and addressed to the Home Office and Police. Theywere then forwarded to Sec(AS) for reply. I can confirm that Sec(AS)2 holds all the papers yousent directly to us regarding the incident, including the UFOMEK report form and UFOMEKwitness statement.

I have enclosed newspaper cuttings regarding the alleged incident over the former HomeSecretary’s house on 8 March 1997,

YONS SHKUUY
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ROYAL AIR FORCE

1* August 1997

As a scheduled first hand warning, you are no longer permitted to carry on investigations into the
supposed triangular-shaped object that was seen over Burmarsh, Kent.

The report of this unidentified craft by a? on the 10 March 1997 (which was received by
researchers at UFOMEK) was made at haste. She had actually seen a Rapid Response military aircraft,
but as to new developments, I am not permitted to release details on its structure. The “disc like” shape

panda ached to the rear of the aircraft was a distance radar, but yet again due to new
developments I can only be vague about its description and function.

May I state, therefore, this is not Official Denial. Your co-operation into this matter is vital for the
security of military intelligence. You should now, therefore, proceed to leave this mistake for
to realise and forget. Other reports have come through from Dymchurch of a similar supposed UFO.
These reports were acknowledged by us and the relevant people were told the situation.

From our obvious co-operation, we would appreciate yours. This matter, as we both know is also
causing “emotional stress” for certain individuals, and should only strengthen the need to pass this case
by as solved.

Once again this is a Conditional Warning.

Yours Sincerely,

Wing Commander

Fieid Force Commander
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UFO MONITORS EAST KENT
FOLKESTONE. KENT,

Tel Pager Number

Secretariat (Air Staff

Ministry OF Defence.

Foam o247>

Main Buildina, eS)
Whitehall.

London

SWIA SHE.

: I aw writines to vou with regard to the enclosed
letter that I received this mornings. As voy can see it is from
Someone claiming ta be an RAF Wine Commander. It is obvious that
the letter is a fake. which I feel inMakes the matter more serious;
as it shows that there is someome Posina aS @ member of Her Majesty’s
Forces» of which I understand can: be considered an affence.

The reason I am gendina this letter ta vou, is to make vou aware that
indeed there cauld well be someore PoSins-as a trember of the Rovwal
Air Force. Should I discover whe this is. what action do wou suagest
I takes if this rerson should send similar letters or makes telerhane
calls te either 7 or mself? Do you thrnk it afteroriate-
for me to rerort the matter ta the local Police. or rerort to vou:
should the identity af the rersan be digcevered? I do -knaw that
throush my dealings with the U.S. Airforce in the Patt. they take a
“Very Serious and dim view of rersons impersonating wersennel fron
their branch of the armed services.

Should this letter be from 4 genuine member of the RAF, ifeartings
official information, then surely that is an offance wkthin the
constraints of the Official Secrets Act.

I await your rerly with interest.

INISTRY OF DEFENCE|
Me SECIAS) 2

19 AUG i938

| FILE

The National Archives
Burmarsh UFO
Papers on the ‘Burmarsh UFO incident’ of March 1997. This involved the alleged sighting of a triangular UFO near the home of shadow Home Secretary Michael Howard in Kent.
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Sent: 04 August 2004 15:01

To:

Subject: Internet-Authorised: UFO query.

| am writing with reference to the e.mail you sent to this office on 11 April 2004. Sorry for such a long delay in

getting back to you.

e
n
e

| have recalled the 1991 UFO Report file from Archives, to see if the incident over Malinslee, Telford, was

reported to this office.

| will be in contact in due course and if the report and any photographs are available, will be able to forward

you a copy.

Yours sincerely

04/08/2004
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C Che clas\orss).

@as-secs

From:
Sent: 41 April 2004 23:24

To: das-sec3@defence.mod.uk

Subject: ufos[1].pdf

Dear Sir,

Going back to 1991 there was an incident at the rear and above my house in Malinslee,

Telford which was witnessed by a jet fighter-bomber plane | assumed belonging to the RAF.The time and date

is as follows:-

Date Friday 21.6.1991.

Time From 21.30Hrs to 22.00Hrs.

Interception took place at around 21 50Hrs.

Place Eastern end of Stone Row Malinslee Telford.

| was wondering if there is available, to the public, a copy of the pilots report and photos.If so can |

have a copy.

Yours faithfully,

14/04/2004
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Fron:
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1,

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

Telephone: (Direct di) iii
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax)

DAS-FOI 1

FAX MESSAGE

TO: Helpdesk, TNT Archive Services, ni

SUBJECT: Two files requested. (Previous memo and letter faxed with this one).

DATE: 10/08/04

NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING THIS COVER: Three.

I requested two files:

D/Sec (AS) 12/2 Pt K 1991 UFO Reports.

D/Sec (AS) 12/3 PtI 1991 UFO Correspondence.

First request was on memo on the 29/07/04, and the second request on 06/08/04 in form of a letter, as

faxed today.

As in the letter, I was asking as to why the files are taking so long to be despatched to me. Plus if there

were any problems there was a numer I enclosed, so that TNT Archive Services could get in touch with

me.

Can you please let me know the state of play as to when the files will be despatched to me, as I have a

member of the public waiting for some information, the reason for why I requested the files in the first

place!

Thank you for your help.



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)

(Switchboard) 20 7218 9000
(Fax)

Helpdesk Your Reference:

TNT Archive Services Our Reference: D/DAS/64
Bourne Avenue

Hayes Date: 16 August 2004

Middlesex

UB3 1RF

I am writing in reference again, to enquire after two files that I recalled from Archives over four

weeks ago. I have faxed the request through and have written one other letter before this one on

the 6 August, plus have sent a requisition form on the 27" July. Plus have been trying to ring your

helpdesk no, but at the moment no one answers it. A lady. essage on my phone to

contact her, but as such have not been able to get hold of her.

As have said before, I require those files as a member of the public has requested information

and it has to be redacted and then sent out.

The files are:- D/Sec (AS) 12/2 PtK 1991 UFO Reports.

D/Sec (AS) 12/3 PtI 1991 UFO Correspondence .

Will you please let me know the state of play as to when these files are going to be despatched to

me. I have been told that TNT Services are meant to deal with a request withing 24 hours, so why

has it taken so long for my files to be despatched to me, and why has no one sent me

correspondence back letting me know at what stage the files are at. My number is

Look forward to either receiving the files requested or a reason as to why they can’t be sent out to

me yet.

Thank you.

Yours sincerely
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From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Information 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

f ri oat
Se Ye Oo \ | Bi ”

Telephone (Direct dial)

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)

Helpdesk Your Reference

TNT Archive Services Our Reference: D/DAS/64
Bourne Avenue
Hayes Date: 6 August 2004

Middlesex

UB3 IRF

Dear Sir/Madam

I am writing in reference to two files that I recalled back from your archives on the 29 July 2004.

As yet, I have not received them, I require them, so that they can be redacted and sent out to a

member of the public, who has requested information from them.

The files are: D/Sec (AS) 12/2 Pt K 1991 UFO Reports.

D/Sec (AS) 12/3 Pt] 1991 UFO Correspondence.

Can you please let me know if there is a problem retrieving these two files, I enclosed my work

no, on the memo I sent on the 29 July 2004 but as yet, have not had a call as to why the files are

taking so long to be despatched to me.

Also, has your office no changed? The number I have is 020 8813 5436, but I can’t get through on

this number, just makes a noise like a fax machine number does.

Thank you for your help.

Yours faithfully



MOD Form 262E

File Nos: Can you please send me two files;

D/Sec (AS) 12/2 Pt K 1991 UFO Reports.

D/Sec (AS) 12/3 PtI 1991 UFO Correspondence.

Thank you.

TRACED TO YOU ON: (DATE) IS REQUIRED BY:

ASAP Please

BRANCH: DAS ~ FOI 1 BUILDING:

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

SIGNATURE: TEL. EXT: P|

RANK: El DATE: 29/07/04

NOTE:- If the file is not immediately available for any reason,

please advise the requisitioning branch by telephone.

& S s,

even Fey



Sent: 30 July 2004 15:05

Subject: Internet-Authorised: UFO's.

Thank you for your e.mail dated 29 July 2004.

We are not questioning your intelligence, nor are we suggesting that you did not see something that you were

unable to identify.

It may assist you if | explain that the integrity of the UK’s airspace in peacetime is maintained through

continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. 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 handied in the light of the particular

circumstances at the time (it might if deemed appropriate, involve the scrambling or diversion of air defence

aircraft).

As you will be aware from our last e.mail, we are satisfied that there was no threat to the integrity of the UK’s

airspace, on the date of your report.

Finally, you indicated that full details of your sighting could be found on your website. You may wish to be

aware that we are unable to access your website as the site has been ‘disabled’.

Yours sincerely

30/07/2004



. _—_ Page 1 of 1

Sent: 29 July 2004 20:22

Subject: Re: UFO Sighting.

dea
Thank you for your e-mail.

| have a responsibility to report my sighting, whether to wish to do anything (not that you will be able to) is not

my concern.

If someone was in the process of breaking into my neighbours house, that someone saw me and then ran off

- should | keep it to myself? | should report it to those you are paid and who have the RESPONSIBILITY to

protect us and others.

You can find my full report posted on website http://www.ufosightingsuk.co.uk/ under ufo in s.ascot/posted

by sara.

There is no authority to deny, merge, manipulate or dismiss my own experience. There is nothing that you or

1 or anyone else can do about the events that day. The technology is not our own. But you do need to know

what is going on up and out there. Time tells a different story.

If there is anything we can agree with - these visitors are not here to harm us, but the past and present does

not necessarily predict the future. According to some texts, ancient and other that i have read, such things

are actually no real big deal at all.

Overall, iam very please to have witness this ‘foreign aircraft'. | saw every detail - all the grooves, windows,

everything. There was no room for humans to fit within it.

30/07/2004



From:
Directorate of Air Staff - Freedom of Information

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

5" Floor, Zone H, Main Building, Whitehall, London

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

E-mail mod:

Your Reference

Our Reference
P/DAS/64/3

Hayton Dat

Retford 28 fFaly 2004
—

Further to my letter of 6 April, I am writing regarding the slide of an unidentified object over

Retford Town Hall which you sent to me in April.

I apologise for the length of time you have been waiting for a reply. We have been in contact

with the Imagery Analyst who has assured us that they will bein a position to send us their report

by the 24 August. As soon as the report arrives, I will write to you again.

In the meantime, please note that we have recently moved back into our main office building

which has been under refurbishment. We are currently experiencing some technical problems with

our UFO telephone line, so if you wish to contact us, I suggest you write to us at our postal

address or e-mail, the details of which are at the head of this letter.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



Page 2 of 2

1. What would be the rank of an operator watching the radar screens?

2. What would be the chain of command through which any unidentified object

would be reported?

3. Once reported, how would aircraft be scrambled and how long would this usually

take?

4. Where would aircraft be scrambled from or would they noramally be on patrol

and therefore called in?

5. What would be a typical call sign for military aircraft?

I realise that with todays need for security you may be unable to provide me with some or all

of this information. If this happens to be the case, then I thank you for your time in reading my letter.

Should you need to _— to me regarding my request I can be contacted at po
Junior School on

Yours sincerely,

22/11/2004



From:
Directorate of Air Staff — Freedom of Informati

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140

(Switchboard) _020 7218 9000

(Fax)

Your Reference:

Our Reference:

D/DAS/64/3

Date:

13 December 2004

Dea

I have just received your letter dated 2 December 2004.

As to your question of not sending back a video tape that was sent to us in 2002, you sent this

office a copy and kept the original, as you told us in your previous letter, and the reply back from

| who worked here at the time, for which I have enclosed the previous correspondence
with this letter.

We certainly have not committed theft, as the tape was promptly returned back to you. If it was

lost in transit, or had been delivered to your old address, that was out of our hands.

I hope this information has settled this query.

Yours sincerely
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