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From: _ Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

{Switchboard) 0171 2
o NN

Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Talysarn Dé; (AS)/6a/
Caernarfon 12 May 1998

1. Thank you for your letter of 7 April in which you asked a
number of questions in respect of reports of 'unidentified flying
objects'. '

2 I will answer your questions as presented:

(1) In accordance with the Public Records Act of 1958 and
1967 Government files which are deemed worthy of
preservation (for historical or public interest reasons)
are transferred to the Public Record Office (PRO) at Kew
thirty years after the last action has been taken on the
file. It was generally the case that before 1967 all
'UFO' files were routinely destroyed after five years,
on the grounds there was no long term interest in this
subject. However, public interest has increased in
recent years and, in 1967 a decision was taken that the
Ministry of Defence's 'UFO' report files should be
retained and transferred to the PRO at the thirty year
point. A few files from the 50s and early 60s did
survive and have been transferred to the PRO. I have
consulted our records branch who advise that the MOD
holds no papers relating to the 'UF0O' phenomenon over
thirty years old, ie. papers dating earlier than 1968.
The absence of this report at the PRO leads me to
conclude that it has regrettably not survived the
passage of time. _

(2) All surviving contemporary paperwork has been forwarded
to the PRO in accordance with the provisions of the
Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967.

(3) The Official Secrets Act reflects Government policy
regarding the protection of nationally sensitive
information; anyone contravening the Act makes
themselves liable to prosecution and, if found guilty,
liable to penalty as proscribed by law. This Act of

1
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Parliament applies equally to all UK citizens; members
of the public, as well as serving and ex—-service
personnel. In the hypothetical example you cite in your
question former service personnel would be able to
discuss any matter which was not "classified" but may be
liable under the Official Secrets Act if they revealed
information which today remains "classified".

(4) The MOD's policy in respect of reports of ‘unidentified
flying objects' has not changed. The Department's
interest in these matters relates solely to whether a
sighting represents an incursion of the UK Air Defence
Region by hostile or unauthorized foreign military
activity.

(5&6)As explained in Mr Spellar's letter to Dafydd Wigley MP
of 21 January, the integrity of the UK'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 external military
threat. We are confident that our current air defence
capabilities fully meet any perceived threat.

(7) The number of reports of ’unexplained' aerial sightings
made by members of the armed forces is very small in
comparison to the overall number of reports the
Department receives. Since 1967 all reports received by
this Department, from whatever source, are transferred
to the PRO at the thirty year point.

(8) On 24 July 1996 the Minister of State for the Armed
Forces, the Hon Nicholas Soames MP, answered a
Parliamentary Question from the late Martin Redmond
about this alleged incident. I enclose a copy of the
Official report for your information.

(9) Depending on the nature of events alleged to have been
witnessed, further advice as necessary would be sought
from Defence experts within the Department.

(10) Since 1 January 1995 to date the MOD has received:

- one 'UF0O' report from a military source.
- 1,470 'UFO' reports from civilian sources.

(11) As explained in para 2 of the letter to Dafydd Wigley MP
of 21 January, unless there are defence implications,
and to date no ‘'UFO sighting' reported to us has
revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify
the precise nature of each report.

3. I am returning your sae as we have our own postal
arrangements.
Yours sincerely,




WANSARD Ex<T@ACT

C‘)\%o‘j ’Ea,for“t- — Wale, Ar\suer—s
— Column 424 — 24 TuLy \aq(

Unidentified Craft

Mr. Redmond: To ask the Secretary of State for
Defence (1) what is his Department’s assessment of the
incident that occurred on 5 November 1990 when a patrol
of RAF Tornado aircraft flying over the North sea were
overtaken at high speed by an unidentified craft; and if he
will make a statement; [39243]

(2) if he will make a statement on the unidentified
flying object sighting reported to his Department by the
meteorological officer at RAF Shawbury in the early
hours of 31 March 1993. {39246]

Mr. Soames: Reports of sightings on these dates are
recorded on file and were examined by staff responsible
for air defence matters. No firm conclusions were drawn
about the nature of the phenomena reported but the events
were not-judged to be of defence significance.



TALYSARN,

CAERNARFON,
GWYNEDD,
Sec. (A.8.)2a, Your ref. D/Sec(AS) /64/3
M.O.D.
Whitehall,
LONDON,
O7/04/98.

Dear RSN

| wrote to Secretariat (Air Staff) 2aia occasionally during the latter haif of 1996, my
final letter dated 02/02/27.

Having reporied a sighting of an unidentified aircraft on the night of May 4th 1996 to
the MOD, 1 received written confirmation from both your depariment that no military
aircraft were responsible for my sighting, and also from_ of NATS
that no flight plans were logged for civilian aircraft; also, North Wales Police
confirmed their helicopter was not airborne that night, and the civilian airport at
Caernarfon was not operational as of 19.00hrs. that day. As | have therefore
established that an unidentified aircraft was operational, and was somewhat
surprised at the lack of interest shown by the MOD at a possible breach of UK
airspace defences, | wrote to my Member of Parliament, Dafydd Wigley (Plaid
Cymruj who in turn wrote to the Secretary of State for Defence on both 12/06/97 and
again on 02/10/87 expressing ray concern.

Following the reply received from John Spellar MP, Parliamentary Under-Secretary
Of State For Defence ref. D/US of SAJS 5075/97/M and dated 21 January 1998, |
have investigated previous reports which are available for public inspection at the
PRO at Kew, and would appreciate your gutdam@ on the following, namely:-

1) Re: File No. PREM 11/855.

Why is the inteiligence study, referred 1o by the Air Ministry as having been carried
out in 1851, not available for public inspection at the P.R.0O.7

2) Re: File No.s AIR 20/9321+AIR 20/9320.
Is there a conclusive report available for public inspection identifying the five
unkriown objects tracked by Defence Establishment radar instaliations?

3) Re: File No'.s AIR 20/9994+DEFE 31/118.
Are former services personnel allowed to discuss declassified incidents of this
nature, or are they still held 1o oath under the provisions of the Official Secreis Act?

4) Re: John Speillar’s reply to Dafydd Wigley MP in context to 2)&3) above.

What has changed the MOD’s stance that no evidence exists to substantiate the
breach of UK Air Defence Region by unidentified aircraft, when the above records
prove otherwise?




5) Can | be reassurad that the UK Air Defence Region is adegualely covered for the
detection of foreign ‘stealth’ technology, eg. of Russian, Chinese, or Iragl origin?

rn‘

&) When, as in my case, a shiyctured unidentifiable aéﬁ'“m?*z i s reported, rather than
%emms 1 e sky' or ‘fivl m saucers’ and no explanation for the origin of fxaad aircraft is
forthcoming, is it not the case that an apparent lack of mﬂ@w fgmaf?@s’ﬁﬁw could be
an error of ;zjdgm%n’g in maintaining the integrity of UK alrspace?

7} Due 1o the lack of records of ‘sightings’ by service personnel available for
inspection at the P.R.O. from 1858 onwards, would it be true to say that no
observations have been reported from this date by RAF/civilian pilots and radar
operators?

8) Are the reports logged with Sec (AS)2a by a patrol of RAF Tornado Alrcraft on
November 5th 1990, while conducting manoeuvres over the North Sea available for
public inspection? The brief mention of this incident by Nick Pope (formerly of your
depariment) in his book, and in numerous magazine articles authored by himself
state that the pilots were overtaken at high speed by a large unidentifiable aircraft of
some sort.

9) Without your specifying individual departments, do specific categories of
unidentified aircraft sightings get passed routinely to an intelligence interpretation
agency?

10) How many reports of unidentified aircraftfphenomena have been raceived by the
ministry since 1995 from:-

a) military sources

b) civilian scurces

11) Of these reports received, how many remain unidentified?

Thank you very much for the time your department spent on replying to my previeus
correspondence during 1996/7. To save a little ink-from-your printer cartridge, |

fully aware of your Depastments policy statement!

Best wishes for a Happy Easter, | also enclose a SAE for your reply.

Yours faithfully,




UNEESIRITEE | ED
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- UNCLASSIED

-4Q)‘our memory has not let you down.

Background.
Under the direction of Sir Henry TIZZARD, then Chairman of the

Defence Research Committee, the Joint Technical Intelligence
Committee was directed to form a Working Party to investigate
future reports of ufos.

The JTIC meeting on 15 August 1950 approved the setting up of

the Working Party. Subsequent meetings considered the Working
Party's "Terms of Reference" culminating in a meeting on 20 March
1951 at which the Flying Saucers Working Party Report was
approved and that the recommendation the Working Party be
dissolved accepted. The minutes of the JTIC are at the PRO

under the following references DEFE 41/74 and 75 (released during
1996) and DEFE 10/496 (released just a month or two ago).

Partial Publication?

At a subsequent meeting, 21 October 1952) the JTIC considered
publishing extracts from the Working Party's Report. It may be
these extracts were incorporated in an Air Intelligence paper
from 1955 AIR 22/93 (released 1986!)

In addition, another piece DEFE 41/153 (released 1995)
includes a reference to "DSI/JTIC No 7 "Unidentified Flying

Objects".

Your enquirer appears not to have discovered these references.

The Report.
We have not been able to locate a copy in MOD. This is not too

surprising as we hold an index of Joint Intelligence Bureau:
Directorate of Scientific Intelligence, reports and memoranda
issued during the period 1946 - 1992, of the more than 2,000
reports listed around 100 are known to have survived.

USA Assistance.
One of my reviewers pulled article from the internet, a US

government report on "The CIA's Role on the Study of UFOs,
1947-90". As a result of a passing reference to the UK's study
in the 1950s I have asked my contact in the States to approach
the CIA Jjust in case a copy survives at Langley.

What to say to your enquirer?

"[I have consulted our records branch who advise] the Ministry
of Defence holds no papers relating to the UFO phenomenon over 30
years old i.e. papers dating earlier than 1968. The absence of
this report at the Public Record Office leads me to conclude that
it has regrettably not survived the passage of time."

Hope this is helpful. -w@

UNCLasimiérds D
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I have received a letter with a list of questions as long as
your arm from a persistent correspondent called FESCIEGINN- One
of the questions is as follows:

1) RE: File No PREM 11/855 Why is the Intelligence study,
referred to by the Air Ministry as having been carried out in
1951, not available for public inspection at the PRO?

In my dim and distant memory I have a feeling you've mentioned
this report to me before as not being on file but that you were
trying to get a copy from the Americans? Does my memory serve me
correctly or am I thinking of something else?

Have you any suggestions for a form of words that I might use
along the lines of 'all surviving contemporary papers relating to
'UFOs' have, in accordance with the provisions of the Public
Records Act of 1958 and 1967, been transferred to the PRO'.

Grateful for a chat.

SR 0



From: EESTREGIEN Secretariat(Air Staffi2ala, Room 824

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

Your reference

. Our reference
Skipton, D/Sec(AS)/64/3

Wy

1a Thank you for your letters of 28 and 29 April, the latter
addressed to the Secretary of State for Defence which has been
passed to this office for reply as we are the focal point within
the MOD for correspondence of this nature.

2. You have asked about the recent press articles alleging a
‘UFO' sighting over the North Sea. All of the press reports were
incorrect and speculative; RAF Fylingdales has not tracked any
'UFOs' on its radar. The RAF Cranwell ‘Military Exploitation of
Space' Symposium in June 1is not concerned with alleged 'UFO'
sightings.

3. I hope this explains the position.

Nous sMawtli

North Yorkshire. Date '
q- May 1998
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MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT

To_aoc({ @ré) 2. RefNo_ /1998

The Secretary of State,/ has received the
attached letter from a member of the public. It has not been
acknowledged by this office.

Please send a reply on behalf of the Minister concerned. All
Ministers attach importance to such letters being answered promptly,
your reply should therefore be sent within 20 working days of the date
of this minute. If, exceptionally, this should prove impossible an
interim reply should be sent within the same timescale.

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information came into force on in January 1997. All
replies to members of the public must be in accordance with the
procedures set out in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of
Practice is contained in DCI(Gen) 54i98i further information is
available from DOMD on extension

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to
keep records of their performance. All branches and Agencies are
required to keep information on the number of requests for
information which refer to the Code of Practice including details of
the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the
Department is required to provide a record of the total number of letters
from members of the public and provide statistics (which may be used
on a valid sample) of its performance in providing replies within their
published targets.

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

MB 6140 EXT EECIEsl



SERIUS,

S!lpion, )

N, Yorkshire,

B T e, 0}1’ M P e

Secretary of State for Defence,
The House of Commons,
London, -

SWIA OAA.

29th April 1998

Dear Sir,

Could you please tell both myself and my group what you and your colleagues know

about the revelations contained in an article published in both the Daily Express and

the Daily Mail for Monday the 27th of April, 1998. To clarify my inquiry I have

enclosed a photocopy of the article in question. Please do not refer me to our MOD, I

have already wriiten to their Secretariat Air Staff 2A and I would hope that being a

minister in a government that has promised the people of the United Kingdom a more

open and enlightened government, along with a Freedom of Information Act, you will-
appreciate how irritating it can be to be run through the Rose garden by those not

exactly sympathetic to ones cause, or in establishing the truth regarding UFQ’s and the
existence of extraterrestrial intelligence.

I have been in touch with various people about this matter, including other MP’s & the
commanding officer of HQ USAF Third Air Force, RAF Mildenhall at Bury St
Edmunds, Suffolk. This particular body has been most helpful to us in the past
regarding UFQ inquiries. From our investigations thus far we have ascertained that the
content of the article in question was given to the Daily Express and the Daily Mail by .
a disgruntled ex employee of the MOD itself, who gave the information to a well
known author and researcher on the subject of UFO’s. We would gratefully appreciate -
it if you could find the time to possibly raise this matter in the house at your earliest
opportunity and convenience.



If the content of this article can be verified then it is surely time we the people were
told the truth regarding these extraterrestrial craft, who appear to be visiting both our
solar system and our planet with impunity, while at the same time being engaged in
extremely uncivilised activities. I believe you will no doubt be aware of the importance
and impact of such a situation. We in the field of UFO research are sick and tired of.
officials and scientists in the world of academia, arrogantly telling us (the populace),
that thére are no such intelligence’s visiting our world’ at this moment in time. We are
neither gullible nor stupid and they should not insult our intelligence by treating us as
such. In anticipation of your kind consideration of this matter, we would like to thank
you for giving this letter your most urgent attention.

Yours Sincerely




BRITAIN'S X-Files may
be opened up amid claims
of stunning evidence that
UFOs fly over Britain.
Tapes to be shown to British
and American experts are said
to show objects which change
shape in mid-air and a battle-
ship-sized aircraft {ravelling at
33 times the speed of sound.
The details are due to be
revealed in early June at a
Space Symposium at the
RAT's Cranwell staff college.
A senior RAF source claims
the mystery craft have been
picked up by the latest Phased
Array radar at the Cold War
listening post at Fylingdales in
North Yorkshire.
" One  senior -officer sald:
“What we have seen are not
secret weapons. They are craft

BY JOIN INGHAM

‘of which we have no technical
knowledge. We know their
shape, speeds and height but
cannot explain what they are.”

The most spectacular dis-
covery is ‘a craft spotied by

Fylingdales and the Dutch Alr
Force over the North Sea.
Described as “the size-of a bat-
tleship”, it zig-zagged at up to
24,000mph for 15 minutes, “as
if it wanted to be spotted”.

Another tape shows a group
of 12 oval objects seemingly
change shape, to the amage-
ment of observers.

But the RAPF is expected to
withhold  some X-Files: It is
feared they could.reveal how
sophisticated their new radars
are,

og barks up
the wrong tree

FREE at last. Pa
terrier who mads
call that lasted s
. During a walk

the dog bolted ai
thunder, diving £
into & 10in hole h




SERIU. S‘i
Skipton, :
N. Yorkshire,

The UFO Desk Officer,
Secretariat (Air Staff) 2al,
Miuistry of Defence,

Main Building,

Whitehali,

London,

SWIA 2HB.

28th April 1998.

Dear Sir/Madam,

1 am writing with reference to the article which appeared on page 27 of the Daily
Express for Monday the 27th of April regarding UFO’s that were picked up on the
new Phased Array Radar system at RAF Fylingdales. Also that senior members of the
Royal Air Force and the American military will be discussing the relevant radar tapes at
a symposium to be held at RAF Cranwell in the early June of this year. Please can you
confirm that the content of this article is in fact a true record of events thus far. I have
enclosed a copy of the article in question to enable clarification of my request. I am
writing this letter on behalf of both myself and my research group here in Skipton,
‘North Yorkshire.

SERIUS.
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BRITAIN'S X-Files may
be opened up amid claims
of stunning evidence that
UFOs fly over Britain.
Tapes to be shown to British
and American experts are said
to show objects which change
shape in mid-air and a battle-
ship-sized aircraft travelling at
- 33 times the speed of sound.
The details are due to be
revealed in early June at a
Space Symposium at the
RAP’s Cranwell staff college,
-~ A senior RAF source claims
- the mystery craft have been
. picked up by the latest Phased
Array radar at the Cold War
listening post at Fylingdales in
North Yorkshire.
One senior officer said:
*What we have seen are not
" secret weapons. They are craft

BY JOHN INGHAM

‘of which we have no technical
knowledge. We know their
shape, speeds and height but
cannot explain what they are.”

The most “spectacular dis-
covery is a craft spotted by
Fylingdales and the Dutch Air
Force over the North Sea.
Deseribed as “the size-of a bat-
tleship”, it zig-zagged at up to
24,000mph for 15 minutes, “as
if it wanted to be spotted”.

Another tape shows a group
of 12 oval objects seemingly
change shape, to the amaze-
ment of observers.

But the RAF is expected to
withhold some X-Files. It is
feared they could.reveal how
sophisticated their new radars
are.

FREE at last. Patchi
terrier who made a i
call that lasted seve)
- During awalk in t.
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BRITISH NATIONAL SPACE CENTRE

Secretariat (Air Staff)2a British National Space Centre

MoD 151 Buckingham Palace Road
Room 8245 London

Main Building SWiw 98§

Whitehall

London Tel:
SW1A 2HB Fax:

LMY BO08 oo e e

Letter to DTI Minister regarding UFQOs.

As we discussed the other day, Mr Battle has received a letter from a member of the public
regarding the Government's policy on investigating UFO sightings. We agreed that T would
write back to the individual stating the Government's policy and informing him that the MoD
has lead responsibility on this issue.

For completeness, I am enclosing a copy of the original letter ﬁ'o_and my
response to him.

Thank you for your assistance.

Yours sincerely




NATIONAL SPACE CENTRE

British National Space Centre
151 Buckingham Palace Road
London

Holyhead SWIW 988

Anglesey
h Tel: 01712150971

Fax: 0171 215 0936

1 May 1998

Government Policy on UFOs

Thank you for your letter of 3 April to Mr Battle regarding the government's policy on UFO
sightings. I have been asked to reply.

Government policy on UFO reports is to investigate any sighting in order to establish whether
the UK Air Defence Region has been penetrated by hostile or unauthorised foreign military
forces. Unless the sighting reveals evidence of a potential threat from an external military source
- and to date no UFO sighting has revealed such evidence - no attempt is made to determine the
precise nature of the sighting. The Government does not feel that investigating each report
would generate sufficient benefit to justify the large public resources required.

Lead responsibility for Government policy on this issue lies with the Ministry of Defence (MoD)
and not with Mr Battle - the Minister for Science, Energy and Industry. If you wish to discuss
the implications of government policy on UFOs, you should contact the MoD direct at the
following address:

Secretariat (Air Staff)2a
Ministry of Defence
Room 8245

Main Building
Whitehall

London. SW1A 2HB

Yours sincerely




Holyhead

03 April 1998

Mr John Battle, MP

The Minister of State for Science and Technology
House of Commons

London

SWIA 0AA

\"@’“?mf sy o
Dear Mr Battle, S

I am a student, and member of the WFIU (Wales Federation of Independent
UFOlogists). I am writing to voice my concern over the issue of UFO secrecy in this country, and our
government’s refusal to acknowledge that highly advanced craft displaying capabilities far beyond the
reaches of cutting edge technology, are routinely penetrating the United Kingdom’s air space.

The opinion held by myself, and many others, is that these UFOs deserve to be researched thoroughly,
and objectively by scientific means, so as to establish the truth behind these extraordinary crafi. The
government’s ignorance of this phenomena is frightening in itself, as UFOs clearly demonstrate the
ease with which our airspace can be penetrated by potential threats, yet we are fed with clear displays
of this ignorance when the government labels sightings of UFOs over our military and energy
establishments as being of “No Defence Significance”.

Surely, in light of the recent increase in the volume of cases reported, the government should be a
little more concerned, ordering scientific investigation into these sightings, and making the details
available to the public.

Many qualified scientists arc already researching the phenomena on a freelance basis, but official
scientific investigations need to be made, not only to establish whether or not UFQOs are a threat to the
security of the country, but also perhaps to find an answer to the mystery behind these craft.

1 have enclosed some documents pertaining to UFQ sightings, which 1 obtained through America’s
CIA Freedom Of Information Act database. Surely the phenomena highlighted in these documents
deserves to be investigated scientifically.

1 am very grateful for your kind consideration on these matters.
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

Your reference
Our reference
smon orpe, D/Sec(AS)/64/3

Leeds. Date

| May 1998

L Thank you for your recent letters and message left on the
Secretariat (Air Staff) answerphone regarding a sighting of an
"unidentified flying object" seen near Grangemouth on 2 February.
This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for
correspondence of this nature.

2, First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3 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 wus. 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.

4. With regard to your particular observation, I have made
enquiries and have found that there were no military aircraft
booked into the low flying training system for 2 February near
Grangemouth at around the time specified in your message. I have
also looked back through our sighting report files and can confirm
that we received no other reports of "UFO" sightings for 2
February from anywhere in the UK, and we are satisfied that there
is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom's
airspace was breached by unauthorised military aircraft.

5. Finally, you asked about the recent press articles alleging a
'UFO' sighting over the North Sea. All of the press reports were
incorrect and speculative; RAF Fylingdales has not tracked any
‘UFOs' on its radar. The RAF Cranwell ‘'Military Exploitation of
Space' Symposium in June 1is not concerned with alleged 'UFO'

sightings.
Yours SV,




UFO AWARENESS GROUP

S

_ INVESTIGATIONS DIRECTOR
Section 40|

OSMONDTHORPE
LEEDS.LS9 OHN

- cion 40 |

I am writing to you for information about a sighting of a unidentified
flying object that was seen in Scotland at the begining of this yéar.
The information I got was of a.objéct that was seen near a BP OIL
REFINERY in Grangemouth, this object was in this area for a few minuets
before three jets came in to the area, once these jéts wére in the area
the object took off at such a speed that it left the three jets in a
matter of seconds and they could noy kéep up with it.

I would like to ask if you have had any sightings of this nature, and
too point out a few things I have found out:

1. I have been told that this area is in controlled airspace and only
special authorization can be given for overflights of this highly
explosive complex, if this is the case who give the three jets permission

to chase this object.

2. There was also a similar object photograped in 1991 over this same

area and doing the same thing.

Any information or answers you can give me on this sighting would be
most helpfull.

Yours sincerely




,,,,,,,
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Osmondthorpe, Leeds, _)

telephoned to say that his group (?) had received a report from
Grangemouth in Scotland in the early hours (b en 3:30 and 4am) ¢
of 2 Feb 98. The area is quite close to a BP chemical refinery and
the object was seen flying very close to the refinery. The witness
at first thought it was some kind of big aeroplane or helicopter
as there was a light beam coming down from the craft so at first
he didn't take much notice of it until three jets came on the
scene and tried to intercept the object which took off at such a
speed it left the jets standing. The witness then knew it wasn't
an ordinary aeroplane or helicopter. Some other members of the
group have looked into this sighting and have found that the
chemical refinery is in controlled airspace because its a highly
explosive complex so somebody gave the the jets permission to
enter the airspace. Some other strangely marked jets and a black
helicopter were in the area but this cannot be confirmed as Mr
Ellis doesn't know anything about it. who works
in Scotland for SPI has looked into the sighting and has spoken to
RAF Leuchars. EISSISMRAMl was wondering if anything else had been
reported on 2 Feb 98. He would also like a statement on the Daily
Mail article of 27 April entitled "24,000mph UFO Buzzes Britain"
(a copy of which is held on 64/5 enc 62)

ACTION: _ has sent a letter to us which we received on 30
March and the reply sent to him as a result of that
letter has incorporated our response to this phone

‘ call. Copy held on 64/3 part M enc 22.

29/04/98



UFO AWARENESS GROUP

0
INVESTIGATIONS DIRECTOR

osMonpTHORPE ©© 10N 40 |

LEEDS PR,

Teicpione (STTeRIEND

— |

Dear 8ir, N

I am sending this letter after reading a stdry in my local paper that

reports that the MOD are looking at Radar records from your listening pest

on Fylingdales moor, which are said to show a craft moving at speeds of 17.000
mph, it also reports that these records are to be shown to science and millitary
top brass at a conference at the RAF's Cranwell staff Eoiiage. I would just like
what comments you have on this report and if the repdit is accurate to the events

that took place.

I also send a copy of the news article so you can read what was put, a réspmme
to my letter would be greatly appreciated as I would not like to put wrong info

in our newsletter.

wany enarc TR
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24,000 mph UFOQ

buzzes Yorkshire

'BY PAUL ROBINSON

A MASSIVE UFO travelling
" at 33 times the speed of sound
“has been spotted by the
--Ministry of Defence in North
. Yorkshire,
The craft, said to be the size.
ofa battles!np, was picked up
* flying in a zig-zag pattern at
$'17,000mph over the North
Sea. It then accelerated to
_ 24,000mph and sped off
“towards the Atlantic.
'i“ne Dutch air force also
spdited the object but two F-
18 fighters scrambled to
vinteri:ept it were unable to
keep up.

- Tapes
_I'he UFO was {racked by the
" jatest Phased Array radar
2quipment at the Cold War
‘listening post on Fylingdales
"~ thoor.
Radar records of the eraft are

set to be shown to science
and military top brass at a
conference at the RAF's
Cranwell staff college, in.
Lincolushire, in June.

And a second series of tapes,
said to show 12 UFQs -
changing shape in mid-flight,
may also be released,
according to RAF insiders.
Mark Birdsall, who runs
Otley-based UFO Magazine,
said: “I am absolutely
amazed. If these reports are
accurate then 1 would be very
interested indeed in seeing
the tapes.”

Some UFO watchers helieve
the object may have been an
experimental military
aircraft while others helieve
the sighting may be a result
of a freak weather effect.
The tapes are thought to have
been made within the last
two years.




MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 3000

CER

Your reference

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

| May 1998

Maidenhead,
Berkshire.

Qugoecion 40

1. Thank you for your letter of 28 April addressed to RAF
Fylingdales. Your letter has been passed to this office as we are
the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence
relating to “unidentified flying objects".

2. You have asked about the recent press articles alleging a
‘UFO' sighting over the North Sea. All of the press reports were
incorrect and speculative; RAF Fylingdales has not tracked any
‘UFOs' on its radar. The RAF Cranwell 'Military Exploitation of
Space' Symposium in June is not concerned with alleged 'UFO‘

sightings.

3. I hope this explains the position.

Yous Suardy,



GENERAL OFFICE e Section 400 29 for '98  15:25  P.O2/02

MOD Establishment.
RAP Fylingdales,
Rorth Yorkshire. - - : - 28th April 1996

Dear Sirs,

Ref1 mﬁy Mail dated 27/4/98 pege 17.

uaé this a recent tracking of a UFO?

. As a Spirituslist, I know space-ships are used by
Sriritual Beings to travel around the globe & to planets.
Some transport, others research the problems of this
planet, caused by ignorant scientists & humankind &
such which ig destroying the environments. Others are
stabilising the electro-magnetic fields, the vortexes,
the bslances of the Universe, because mankind are ahu91ng
space & earth 1teelf. :

© Bome of us who gee The Holy Splrmﬁ Masters wonld like
you to understand the Spiritual Viewpoint of - life, from
whence we came & where we retiurn after death.

You should raveal your encounters quickly. Time for
Planet Earth is dangerous & some of us are trying to bring
sense to people involved in Service life, NASA & space
endeavours.

‘ There is too much junk pfo&uoed by bumans, space-
ships are not junk so do not shoot at them with any weapor.

Sincerely,

25 APR 98 15:39 ParE oo




From: EESEREOI Secretariat{Air Staff)2ata, Roon ‘

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 8000
{Fax)

Your reference

Our reference
East Acton, D/Sec{AS)/64/3

B} Date
/| \ May 1998
o

1. Thank you for your letter of 13 April regarding an incident
which is alleged to have occurred in Llandrillo in January 1974.

2. As my colleague stated in her letter to you of 3 April, the
files have been checked and the MOD has no record of any 'UFO'
sightings or military aircraft crashes having occurred on 23
January 1974 in the Llandrillo area. If you believe the Fire
Service, police or any other organisation have records of this
alleged incident then you may wish to contact them directly.

2. I am sorry that I cannot be of further assistance.

Nouts ol
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From:_ Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Tetephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

Your reference
Qurreference . oy
4 Aol . D/Sec(AS)/64/3

West Yorkshire Date
30 April 1998

1. Thank you for your letter of 4 April in which you sought
details of the five ‘'unidentified flying object' reports received
by the Ministry of Defence for 23 January 1974.

25 A brief description of the details contained in the five
reports received are as follows:
Location: Chigwell Row
Time: 2200 hours
Description: Size of the Moon, Green in colour with a long
tail.

Travelling from East to West

Location: Millhill
Time: 2200 hours

Description: White vertical track in sky - green flash
occurred before it disappeared behind the
horizon.

Observed in a North-Westerly direction.
Location: Willesden
Time: 2145-2200 hours
Description: Cone-shaped, seemed to send off sparks -
yellow in colour.
The observer was looking towards Kilburn (from

Willesden). Appeared to be falling to the
earth.



Location: Greenford, Middlesex

Time: 2145-2200 hours
Description: Large whiteish-green light.

The observer was sitting indoors looking out
through a window facing north. Appeared to be
falling to the earth - looked like a firework.

Location: Islington
Time: 2120 hours
Description: Triangular shaped object with three bright

lights - white - no sound - appeared larger
than an aircraft.

Object at first appeared to be stationary, but
it then appeared to turn south at an angle of
about 45° and gathered speed.

Yours sincerely,




Brighouse
West Yorkshire

4/4/98

Your ref: D/Sec(AS)/64/3

Many thanks for both your letters concerning my request for information about
possible UFO sightings on 23 January 1974 from the Bala region of North Wales.

I note that your second letter indicates you have located five reports from the date in
question although none of them are from the area in question.

However, as the case [ am working on is most probably misperceptions of meteors,
which were seen as ‘UFOs’ and would have been visible all over the country,
particularly in the north and north west of England, I would be very grateful for any
details of the sightings you mention,

I look forward to hearing from you in respect of this. Thanks for your time and
assistance in this matter.

NeTe™ DiVEensyT AMNNESS .




From: _ Secretariat{Air Staff)2ala, Room %2}? e g
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE Sl
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 8000
{Fax)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date
30 April 1998
1. Thank you for your recent letter regarding missing trawlers.

2 & As stated in my last letter dated 2 April, I am afraid I am
unable to assist you with your questions regarding missing
trawlers as this is simply not a matter for this office.

Yous sincayely,
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From:_ Secretariat{Air Staff)2a1la, ROQWQ » oG

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

Zq April 1998

1. I am writing with reference to your recent report of an
unexplained aerial sighting which you observed on 10 April 1998
from your back garden. The details of your report have been passed
from RAF Leuchars to this office as we are the focal point within
the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to
"unidentified flying objects."

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have Dbeen compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential military threat, and
to date no "UFO" report has revealed such evidence, we do not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting reported
to us. 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.

4. With regard to your particular observation, I have looked
back through our sighting report files and can confirm that we
received no other reports of "UFO" sightings for 10 April from
anywhere in the UK, and we are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom's
airspace was breached by unauthorised military aircraft.

Yous siveanew, fapor Uald on
6ulz pk G
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From: _ Secretariat{Air Staff)2ala, Room ‘%21{5,
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE %;}%
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB | S

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

{Switchboard)
{Fax)

Your reference

QOur reference
D/Sec{AS)/64/3
agh . Date

23 April 1998
NORTHERN IRELAND '

b SR

L. Thank you for your. postcard in which you have described an
unexplained aerial sighting observed on 10 April from your back
garden. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to “"unidentified flying
objects" and I have been asked to reply.

Enniskillen,
Co Fe

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. 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.

4. With regard to vyour particular observation, I have looked
back through our sighting report files and can confirm that we
received no other reports of "UFO" sightings for 10 April from
anywhere Northern Ireland, and we are satisfied that there 1is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom's
airspace was breached by unauthorised military aircraft.

Yous Savalw,
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial} 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference
D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Wishaw, Date

N Lanarkshire. ZZ-Amnmga

oo

: Thank you for your recent letter addressed to the Prime
Minister regarding “"unidentified flying objects". Your letter has
been passed to the Ministry of Defence and +this office is the
focal point within the MOD for correspondence of this nature. I
have been asked to reply.

2 First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. 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 1is 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.

4, 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.

Nours sivaarely,




1o soc %43;\) 2. © Ref No /‘1998
Date 17(/ ‘{/Z/ 75?/

The attached letter(s) which the Prime Minister has received has been
forwarded to this Department for official action. No.10's letter codes are as

followss.
@ - The letter has been acknowledged by No.10. Please

send a full reply within 20 working days

B - The letter has been acknowledged by No.10.
consider whether there is anything which ¢an usef
be said to  the correspondent and action accordmgly

C - No acknowledgement has been sent. Int e
however, it is obviously important that both an
acknowledgement and a full reply are sent.

Unless specifically asked to do so, there is no need for you to copy your
replies to this office.

A new Open Government Code of Practice came into force on January
1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with the
procedures set out in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is

containeW) 54/98; further information is available from DOMD on

extensio

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to keep record
of their performance. All branches and Agencies are required to keep information
on the number of requests for information which refer to the Code of Practice
including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply. In
addition, the Department is required to provide a record of the total number of
letters from members of the public and provide statistics (which may be based on a
valid sample) of its performance in providing replies within their published targets.

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

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT
MB 6140 EXT ‘
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From:_ Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)/64/3

Date
Salisburr ézilApril 1998

Dear ESSIEREDN,

1, I refer to your letter of 20 March. The content of your
letter has been noted and placed on a relevant Departmental file.

Yours sincerely,
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From:_ Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) %‘L&w&;} 40
{Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
(Fax}

Your reference

Cur reference
D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date i

22 April 1998

1. Thank you for your recent letter in which you asked whether
the Ministry of Defence holds any information on a alleged
'unidentified flying object' sighting in the early 1950s.

2. As is the case with other government files, MOD files are
subject to the provisions of the Public Records Act of 1958 and
1967. This Act of Parliament states that official files generally
remain closed from public viewing for 30 years after the last
action has been taken. It was generally the case that before 1967
all 'UF0' files were destroyed after five years, as there was
insufficient public interest in the subject to merit their
permanent retention. However since 1967, following an increase in
public interest in this subject 'UFO' report files are now
routinely preserved. A few files from the 1950s and early 1960s
did, however, survive and these are available for examination by
members of the public at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue,
Kew, Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU.

8+ I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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From:_ Secretariat {Air Staff) 2a1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 0171 218 8000
{Fax)

Your reference

BIRMINGHAM

ZZLApril 1998

1. I refer to your letter of 17 April.

24 You should by now have received my letter of 20 April in
response to your earlier letter.

Yours sincerely,




Ministry of Defence,
Secretariat (Air Staff) 2A,
Room 8245,

Main Building,
Whitehall,

LONDON,

SWI1A 2HB 17th April, 1998

BIRMINGHAM,
Section 48

Dear Sirs,

We recently wrote to you in relation to a request for information as to
the whereabouts of some UFO photographs you seized from ex-Chief
Inspector [l in the Aldridge area, some years ago.

Section 40
Would you mind just confirming that you did receive our last letter,
in which case we are hopeful of a reply?

Yours sincerely,

R



From: _ Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 01
(Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference

D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date .
21 April 1998

Hartlepool
Cleveland

1. Thank you for your letter of 17 April addressed to the Chief
of Staff, the content of which has been noted.

Yours sincerely,
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10 DOWNING STREET
LONDON S$W1A 2AA

From the Correspondence Secretary 29 August 1997

HARTLEPOOL
Liverpool

RS cction 40

" The Prime Minister has asked me to thank you for your
recent letter and the enclosure.

Yours sincerely

M cave 4.7



7Dauy Mail, Friday, April 3, 1898

‘,dare. Two Enghsh couples in
~another BMW who were &lso
“arrested were later released.

POLICE yesterday
seized a massive 9801lb
car bomb aimed at caus-
ing carnage on the
Rritish mainland and

By DAVID WILLIAMS
Chief Reporter”

major escalation by CIRA,-
made up mainly of hard- line

cars guguggi at pun Laogh-

Tn T B

Police swooped at 5.50am as

~ timers and Semtex pack_ed in

booster.tubes to 'm
ignition:

A 45-year-old West ondon-

businessman who was queu-

* x

'sng o1 AeEE




AITKEN & STONE

-LIMITED -

Hartlepool
Cleveland

18 February 1998

Dear -740

Thank you for sending in the synopsis and sample pages from your novel 2100 ROBOTROCK.
Although I have read the pages with interest I do not feel convinced that 1 could find publication
for them and cannot therefore offer you the representation you seek. I wish you every success
in finding a suitable publisher elsewhere.

Thank you for allowing Aitken & Stone the chance to look at your work.

Yours sincerely,




From: _ Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

(Fax)

Your reference
Cur reference
oriey D/Sec(AS)/64/3

Lancashire

Date
Q@ April 1998

ls Thank you for your letter of 12 March.

2. The MOD's limited interest in reports of ‘'unexplained®’ aerial
sightings has been explained to you in previous exchanges of
correspondence. I am afraid that there is nothing further that

I can add.

Yours sincerely,




COMMERCIAL IN CONFIDENCE

!!!c!ey

March 12, 1998

Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a1
fMicD Main Bullding,
Whitehall,

London SW1A 2HB

Thark you for your response to my letter of the 10" February. My interest stems from a specific
instance documented in the closing report to Project Blue Book reference USAF Contract no
F44620-87-C-0035 published as ISBN 85478-142-0 page 56-57 where a USAF B47 equipped
with specisl redar monitoring equipment was kwolved in an incident associgted with
“unexplained” aerial sightings where emissions of 2,800 MHz were detected.

The publication World Electronic Aircraft by Martin Streetly 1SBN 0 7108 01862 identifies from
page 20 to 25 a number of RAF platforms equipped for a similar role.

Confirmation that RF emissions in the range of 2,500 to 3,500 MHz have been recorded
elsewhere, associated with “unexplained” aerial sighlings may provide an indication of
commonality of propulsion system, and may aide in identifying a physical effect which may lead
to a novel aercspace propulsion system. Any data on colowr changes and flight characteristics
associated with such incidents which can be released would also be useful in this study.

Thanking you in anticipation of your assistance.

Sinceraly,




From: _Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 01'7%%4‘8 40
{Switchboard) 0171 218 9000

{Fax}

Your reference

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

20 April 1998

Swadlincote
South Derbyshire

1. The content of your letter of 16 March has been noted and
your letter has been placed on Departmental file.

Yours sincerely,
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mystery
o

: in goox
was never returned.,
Further:

Grimsby UFO Society.

- However
“imanage. o photograph . one

7 Whiat do'you think? Is there
“someong’ out - there? Or: did
you - se e :
phénomenon  witnessed by
“Mr Gregory? Drop us & line

in'v,esﬁgati’oné ;" :
“revealed " that there 'is no .
Mz Gregory ‘did :
’ his- video before it

s stolen, and here itis, -

.§¢¢ - ‘the' - stramge.
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If you have information on any
of these sightings or any others.
' please contact us ay
UFO REALITY on 01458
834112 or any of the groups
 listed in UFO Connections on
: bages 72 and 73

UFO REALIT
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Please make all monies payable to Quest Publications International Ltd. Send to: Quest Publications
= International Ltd, Wharfebank House, Wharfebank Business Centre, llkiey Road, Otley, 1.521 3JP, England
All'major Credit Cards accepted. Photocopy or hand-writien applications acceptable,
ot telephone direct; FREEPHONE 0800 068 7281 (UK only) 44+ 1943 850860 (Overseas)

R a————




GETLRubllcatmns in assomatmn with Quest Publications Presents:

MIEN BASE: EARTH'S ENCOL

ITHE

« In Fehruary 1998, in conjunction with the release of Timothy Good's
latest blockbuster - ‘Alien Base: Earti’s Encounters with Extrateprestrials’,
CETI and Quest Publications are prasenting three evening lectures in
London, Leeds and Manchesten.

« Readers will have priority in respect of ticket applications, but we urge
you to apply as soon as possible to avoid disappointment,

* First Edition copies of the hook wm he availabie at each venue for book
A smmng purposes.

Doors open: 5.30pm
Lecture: 7.00pm
Interval: 8.30pm

SATURDAY 21 FEBRUARY 1998 0% rraionn -
“imperal College, Kensington *  cugo: 10.000m

TIHOTHY 600D

MONDAY 23 FEBRUARY 1988
Conference Auditorium,
l.eeds UHIVEI'SIW

EARTHS wcoumm}i
WITH EATRATERRESTHIALS

 TUESDAY 24 FEBRURRY 1998
Manchester Town Hall- - . .
Priority T]“k_e =AY pllcatlon Form

Name: _~__Address: _

, Post Code:

¥ Please tick venue: London [ Leéds [ V]' ~ Manchester [ ]
Number of tickets [ ] L enclose Cheque/PO A
Credit Card No: oo

Card Expiry Date: _____ CALL FREEPHONE: 0800 068 7281

information/timetable for all venues

AII ﬁcketé: ’rﬂ*:'.’ihﬂ

s\iisits to alien hases

. l{stnnishing new _phutugrgphs

 « Retrievals of alien craft and boties
* predating Roswell’

+

+ Gases invelving repairs carried out
to grounded crait

New stories of worldwide
ncounters with aliens, 1920-1997

- Unidentified submarine ohjects
gported hy naval ohservers

« Sensational new encounters
reported by military and civilian pilots

~ » Remarkable new cases involving =~~~
. space-time distortion

« Witnessed animal mutilations
 New cases of Men in Black

... and mere!

- Send to:

Quest Publications Int. Ltd,
Wharfebank House,
Wharfebank Business Centre,
1iklev Road, Otley,

West Yorkshire, 1.821 3JP




conversation locally, many times over
the years. I bave yet to find anyone who
saw the craft or who bas bad a similar
experience. I read most local papers
from cover to cover. I found nothing to
match my sighting. There were reports of
cigar shaped objects seen above the sea
off Grimshy, but no reports of my delta.

Another observation is that our area is
Jull of RAF installations. The coastal

H

strip

along
which the
craft flew is
sparsely populated.
However, it would
4 bhave passed over

! Wainfleet Sound where there

s an RAF bombing range just off
the coast.

James Easton says that ‘Paul’ seems to be
as credible a witness as one could wish
for, but is not convinced that in 1978, or
any other vear, an above-top-secret trian-
gular aireraft, four times the size of a
Vulcan bomber, would be nonchalantly
ambling down the A1028 and shining
searchlights on the road, whilst carefully
maintaining an altitude of ‘tree-top’.”

Another witness to the ‘Plying Triangle’
sent this correspondence:

At the end of October, beginning of
November 1994, I saw a craft of the
same description i.e., triangular, silent,
maite black, etc., bovering over my
house in Stackton, California, USA.

I was with my friend. About one week
Dprior to this, my friend and our two
children bad seen a similar craft about
eight blocks away from our house when
they were at the store.

They tried to chase it, but lost it. Both
times we saw this craft it was between
10.00pm and 11.00pm. We bad some
strange occurrences in our bome as
well.

After reading bis book ‘Revelations’l
wrote to the author, Jacques Vallee, but
never beard anything back. My friend
and I came to the conclusion that this
craft, while being an actual UFO in that
it was an unidentified flying object, in
all probability, bad very buman origins.
We also didn’t tell too many people
since we didn’t want to appear as
lunatics.

Reading the ‘FI” accounts on your web
page bas assured me that my jfriend,
myself and our children were not alone
in what we saw. 1
don’t recall
the
exact
date
of the
incident,
only that it
occurred in
Octobier or November
of 1994.

The object
appeared to be between 100 -

150 feet in altitude. I could-
n't tell what material the
object seemed the made of
. Since it appeared to be

‘ presumed it was made
of metal or maybe
something lighter, like
a titanium alloy. Its
appearance bad a
matt finish.

The obfect
appeared to be

approximately 30 - 33 feet wide and 45 -

50 feet fong. I only saw the ‘bottom’ of
it. It was more of an isoceles triangular
shape. The

corners appeared to be rounded, but
only stightly. There were smaller,
recessed white lights at each point of the
triangle which were on at all times.

There also appeared to be a larger light
in the centre in a bubble, or convex in
shape, the bubble being of the same
colour as the rest of the craft with the
resultant light being seen in an opaque
manner. This light was also on at all

some type of flying crafi, I

UFO FOGUS-THE ‘FLYING TRIANGLES?

times and seemed muted in rel to
the other lights which again, bao ..e
quiet lighting of recessed lights, or lights
in concave sockets.

I don’t recall seeing any other features
but the lights. At first I thought it was
stationary and bovering over our bouse,
but then I noticed that it was moving,
albeit very sloivly. I would say it seermed
to be moving about 5 - 10 miles per
hour. It moved in a slight arc and just
kept moving until it was out of my line
of sight. I didn’t bear any noticeable
sound, In fact, what I noticed was the
unusual quieiness - not just of the craft
ifself - but the whole vicinity. My friend
o the ather band, said be beard a low
bumming. ‘

There did seem to be a change in the
atmosphere. This incident occurred in
the Fall when the weather is uswally
clear and crisp, but on this night it
almost felt summerish with an un-
natural warmth and a little more
bumidity than usual for that time of
year. In terms of temperature and
bumidity, it was similar to bow it
warms up before a winter rain, but the
sky was clear and retained the clarity
and focus of a normal Fall sky.

As far as I can recall there were no
markings of any kind. The entire object
appecired to bea dark grey or black
colour except for the lights which were a
soft white, a clear white without any
yellowish or pinkish tinge to them, with
the exception of the light coming
through the centre ‘bubble’ that was an
opague, greyish colour that appeared to
be given by the colour of the ‘lens’.

I didn’t report my sighting, unless wril-
ing to Jacques Vallee about two years
later constitutes a report. My friend was
with me when I saw the object - in fact,
be was the one who bad pointed it out
to me. We had just pulled into our drive-
way and it was right over the house. He
drew my attention to it because be had
seen a similar craft about a week
before, while at the store with our two
children. '

As far as [ am aware of, there were no
reports in the local press. I don't take
the newspaper, and rarely watch TV
news or listen 1o the radio news. But I
don’t believe there were any reports at
the time.

http./JamesEastonpulsar@compuserve.com
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mayj way south towards Boston dimensions in feet and inches (or metres  There were no protrusions or attach-
unte. st sight of it just past Spilsby. and centimetres.) Other ithan the craft ments. More tellingly, perbaps, neither

U'd love to know what it was.

It seemed too real to be extraterrestrial.
However, its inumense size, its low speed
and above all, the sheer silence made it
unlike any aircraft known to me! I bave
no accurate existing aide-memoire as to
the exact date, but it was in March
1978.

The craft appeared to be perfectly
‘solid’, so it wasn’t constructed of any-
thing flimsy. It didwn’t flex in_its move-
ment but remained rigid. I would there-
fore assume that it was made of a
metallic element. I would not say that it
wads a bard, cold metal. It seemed to be
soft and warm - maybe like a cross
between alumirnium and manganese.
The area of the sighting is very rural -
surrounded by agricultural property.
Although the village of Alford was
bebind me, the village is small and
quiet and does not emanate miuch light,

The only immediate light (other than
that on the craft) would bave come
from the beadlights of my car and from
anotber car, which came down the bill
towards me after I had stopped.
However, I recall seeing the underside of
the craft in its entivety. I have already
described it as being light blue, but
maybe it bad luminescent nature. .
Thinking aboul it, there was nothing
else, other than the craft’s forward
lights, to reflect that amount of light. 1
saw it in the black of night and yet my
memory of the underside was as if I'd
seen it in daylight.

When flving along the coast, its altitude
was constant. It was quite low; I would
guess 50 feet or so. That would also
bave been its altitude when it passed
over my car.

Although I do not bave a PPL (private
pilot’s licence), I have flown in a Cessna
along that stretch of coast. The coastline
constitutes land reclaimed from the sea
and is uniformly flat.

The road from Alford to Ulceby (A1104)
goes upbill (quite unusual for this part
of Lincolnshive.) When [ first saw the
Lights, I was at the bottom of the bill
and the lights were al the top. So, my
perception as the lights ‘left the road’
was that they moved to my right rather
than upwards. In retrospect, I suppose
that the craft came over the bill
towards me at just above tree beight
and maintained that altitude rather
than following the contour of the land
down the bill. As for width and depth of
the craft, 1 will not try to give you
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itself and a few small trees, I bad sight
of no other structure by which I could
gauge it. However, I could compare it to
the Vulcan bombers with which I was
familiar (the Vulcan squadron was
based at RAF Waddington, Lincoln at the
time.) '

1 would say that the area of the delta
was about four times that of the Vulcan.
The depth of the delta was about the
same as the cabin section of a Boeing
747. As far as I can recall, the depth was
the same throughout the delta. All three
sides of the triangle were of equal size
and perfectly dimensioned to bool.
There were no sharp edges. Fven the tail
angles of the delta were beautifully and
smoothly rounded.

“However, |
could compare
it to the Vulcan

bombers With
which | was

familiar”

At first I thought the lights were car craft
beadlights and they dazzled me. As they
[flew towards the side of my car it -
became obuvious that two distinct beams
were emandting from the ‘nose’ of the
delta and were aimed divectly towards
the ground (i.e. they were not aimed at
the ground in front of the craft but came
directly down at 90 degrees from the
delta.) The two beams remained on at
all times I bad sight of the craft and in
Jact, it was these beams which enabled
me to track the craft from my vantage
point on the A16. The beams seemed to
bave the same intensity of white light
throughout their entire length.

Strangely, the width of the beams was
also the same throughout their length.
They did not splay out as would a spot-
light or searchlight beam.Tbe best view |
bad of the craft was of its underside as
it flew over my car.

were there any panels, rivets, joins or
welds. The whole thing scemed to be
made of one single sheet of material.

1 would expect that it mmoved at between
15 and 40 mph, although it seemed to
me that its speed was constant. It did
not stop at all, and neither did I per-
ceive it 10 accelerate.

I could see the craft (after my initial
encounter} as I drove towards Boston on
the A16. It did not pull away from me
and occastonally I bad to slow down to
keep it in sight.

When it wasn’t turning, it did fly in a
perfectly straight line. However, it did
navigate a seemingly premeditated
route. When I first saw it on the A1104,
it was moving towards Alford.

As it
left the
road’ it turned
towards Louth and then turned

back towards the coast at Skegness
directly over my car. It then turned
South towards Boston. Throughou! all
these turns, its beight remained con-
stant. I cannot recall the craft ‘banking’
in any of these turns.

The air was clear, cold and absolutely
still. (The stillness may be seen as
unusual because the area is renowned
Jfor being windly.)

There were no markings at all. Just an
even light blue underbody. No roundels
or numbers or logos!

When I got bome, I was very excited and
told the whole story to my fianceé (now
my wife.) I also excitedly related ihe
tale to my work colleague the next day.
However, I did not report the sighting to
any official authority. Firstly, because I
bad no idea which authority to report
to and secondly because I didn't want
to be seen as a crank!

As for othber witnesses, another car had
come towards me on the A1104 and bad
stopped on the road. I remember point-
ing up towards the craft to draw bis
attention to it (as if the other driver
could miss itl) After the craft bad
passed, be drove on. I didn’t speak to
him; I've no idea what kind of car be
was driving. I've related this story in



We were following our daughter and
son-in-law who were about 75 yards in
front of us. After about 30 seconds, our
son-tn-law signalled to pull into the
nearside of the road. He bad a bicycle
and rack on the vear of bis car which
was obstructing his rear view mirror.

We were stopped for approximately 60-
90 seconds while be adjusted it. I asked
if be bad seen the craft, but be bad been
s0 preoccupied with bis rear view mir-
ror problems be hadn’t noticed any-
thing. During this brief stop, I heard no
other aircraft noise and the mysterious
craft bad by now long passed beyond
our position. On arriving home however,
my daughter said sbe bad seen the craft.
She said it was triangular with a waved
trailing edge and bulbous shape slung
underneath the nose section - the source
of a number of bright lights. She could-
»’t recall any noise,

We passed two very large convoys of mil-
itary vebicles carrying some unusual
equipment as we passed through
Cambridgeshirve. They eventually beaded
southwest off the M11 motorway. A week
later CND (Campaign foi Nuclear
Disarmament) announced that the last
stockpile of nuclear weapons bad left
USAF Lakenbeath the week previous.

ames Haston is

one of

Scotland’s
leading UFO
researchers and
has been at the
forefront of inves-
tigating ‘Flying
Triangle’ reports.
.y Here is an early
account of one such sighting derived
from a discussion he entered into with a
man known only as ‘Paul’- witness to an
intriguing encounter.

As a Chartered Accountant, 1 often bave
to oversee audit assignments with a
strict timetable. This leads to the need
to work long hours. In March 1978, I
wds working on such an assignment

in my home county of Lincolnshire.

One Thursday night, I finished work

al about 10.30pm and drove a col-

In general, the coastal areas of
Lincolnshire are very flat.

However, Alford lies on the edge of gen-
tly rolling countryside - the Lincolnshire
Wolds. My route home took me up a bill
on the A1104 towards Ulceby Cross.

Part way up the bill I was dazzled by
what 1 took to be the undipped bead-
lights of an oncoming car. I flashed my
own headlights and slowed. To my

astonisbment, the
- oncomning lights slowly.
‘took off " from the road
and gracefully flew to my

e right.
league bome to the village of Alford. %

Excitedly, I stopped my car,
wound doumn the driver’s side win-
dow and peered out. The sight that
greeted me will stay in my memory for-
ever.

I saw that the lights were coming from a
massive, beautiful aircraft which bad
now turned, was flying at a beight of
about 50 feet and was now beading
towards the coast directly over my car!

olJF0 FOCUS-THE ‘FLYING TRIANGLES:

POST-WAR TRIANGULAR

IMPOSTORS!

Fig 1: Navy A12
Fig 2: Northrop B2
Fig 3: Northrop Flying Wing
Fig 4: Stealth Fighter

The craft was shaped like a delia, very
similar.to the Vulcan bombers based in

 Lincolushive at.the time. However, it

was about four times the size of a
Vulcan, flew extremely slowly and was
absolutely silent! All leading edges of the
delta were beautifully rounded - there
were no sharp protuberances such as
tailplane.

The underside of the craft was coloured
sky blue. It just glided over me and bead
ed towards the coast - no noise, no
smoke, no vibrations, no smell - fust an
aircraft of sheer gargantudn beauty.

It was very real; from the AlG I was able
to watch this craft making its slow,
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ctboy S0ft was a jet black “equilateral

!ria.‘

it had a white light at each apex and o
red flasbing hgbt somewhere in the tri-

angle. Malcolnt thought the red light
was near the white ones, but Sharon
wds sure it was more central.

“Tty be honest,” he told me, I was so
shocked by what we were seeing that I
wasie't that bothered about couniing
lights!”

He said that the shbape of this thing s
very obuious against the g fji 3/?}
u lmb was grey in comparison.

The vbject moved slowly over the road
abead of them and over a field so they
both jremped oul of the car dnd ran
across the field and came to a balt
about GO0 yards away. Malcoln rold
Sharon, “That thing is byvering!”

o - S
She scid something like, "1t can’t be” "
but it was.

1t stayed in that position long enough
Jar them 1o discuss what they would do
i it came back towards them.

1t must bave remained there for o
minnte or lwo before moving sharply to
the right, ai vight-angles to the direction
it had originally been heading, then
turnied stightly and accelerated away
aned uprards.

Malcolm beard no sound whatsoever,
but Sharon thought she beard a low
bumming noise. The crafi-was probably
somte 60-70ft alopg each side, (zlzh(mgb
Maleoln said thet this ]mw puess
work on their part. T

They contacted d local UFO hotline’
nuinber to report the sighting which led
to the Ministry of Defence stating there
bad been no registered dctivily in the
dred. :

Malcolm tried very bard to come up
with a rational explanation during and
after the sighting - be considers bimself
a very intelligent man - bul the Lo con-
clusions be came (o was thail eilber
somteone is being secretive cthou[ the
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most aimazing and “impossible” avia-
tion technology, or the craft was
extraterresirial in origin.

Both possibilities bave left bim quite
stuned, but the story bas one final
tuist in the tail.

The following evening, when he refurned
to the drama group, the director asked
him zj he bad l)eerz o114 Sun- bed 1t

Sharon then developed “red blotches” on
ber stomach. and now thinks she “felt” a
sort of digital “beeping” in her head
(four beeps, followed by two, followed
by one), but along with Malcolm, recog-
nises this may be just.pure coincidernce
or magination due 1o the shock of their

experience. I bave asked to be kepl.up-to

date with possible developments and
Malcolm is very keen to talk about the
experience, but only to friends and cer-
tainly not to the media.

Malcolm said, “You can make fun if you
like. bt T know what T sau!”

ADVANCED HI-TECH DESIGN

Gordon Thompson is 36 vears-of-age and
from the age of 7-8 vears developed an
interest in rhe weather, aircraft recogni-
tion and astronomy.

“Consequently,” he told us, “over my
childhood and adulthoodd have speat.
many thousands of hours observing the
sky and its contents.”

Mr. Thompson wrote to us about an .
“unusual aircraft sighting” (note the term
aireeaft’ and not "UROY which took
place on Monday, 21 October 1996 at the
junction of the B1106 and ALl near
Elveden Forrest, Suffolk.

Ot leaving Centre Parcs boliday com-
plex after a short break, I observed an
incoming aircraft in a landing attitude
making a slow descent to land at either
Mildenball or Lakenbeath USAF bases

(though I am quite certain il was the
latter of the two).

The first thing that seemed obvious
about the craft was that it bad pany
tights and its shape was triangular. The
sweep angle seemed sbarper than
Concorde’s, with no discernible nose.

We were on a guiet stretch of country

road with a good surface that produced
little tyre noise, [ knocked the gears into
neutral and just cruised with the engine
idling and wound down my offside win-

dow.

Gordon Thompson’s drawing
of the unusuat aircraft and his
daughters diagram below

v

The craft was the source of a4 most
unusual noise, unlike any I bave beard
Sfrom an aircraft. and seemed tncongru-
ous coming from something of such an
advarced bi-tech design. The sound was
based upon a low throb, not unlike a

_heavy military belicopter at sonte

distance when they are approaching
toward you.

Mixed in with this sound was what 1
can only describe as a crude sort of
‘whirring gears’ sound - the whole noise
overlaid by a soft ‘whistling jet" sound.

Fortunately, the craft passed in front of
a fairly large patch of thin clowd which
twas back-lit by moonlight, rendering the

" shape of the craft quite visible, other-

wise observation would bave been more
difficult.




- M.;u‘k Lewis of Barbourne in Worcestér
wrote:

Perbaps it is through fear of being
ridicnled that bas kept me from men-
tioning this before now, but after read-
ing about the increase in sightings of
Flying Triangles’, especially over the
British Isles, it brings to mind something
that was witnessed by myself and a
group of friends back in 1979.

1t was a clear day and we were on the
local playing fields partaking in our
usual games of cricket and football,
when glancing into the sky we were mel
with a most unusual sight of what could
only be described ds a Flying Triangle

1t was around 100-150 metres from-the
ground and fairly large, about 50 metres
Srome point to point and some 10 metres
thick.

There were no Hights of any kind visible.
In fact there were no distinguishing fea-
tures on it at all, although due to its
position it was impossible 1o vieu the
top surface.

It travelled sitently with no audible
sound i a north to south direction and
as it moved it was spinning through 300

degrees. It kept i constant speed and
wets out of sight after 3-4 nrinutes, I was
wondering whether any readers or
organisation could shed some light on
what we saw? Perhaps there were similar
sightings around that time.

Lmyself wonder whether it was an early
prototype of « military ‘FI° or perbaps a
gennine UFOQ?

Spinning
through 360°

el

Direction of travel
4 -

*Mark’s drawing of the 1979 ‘FT°.

Adrian Grimes writes from Hemel
Hempstead:

1 beard from my brother that one of his
muates (bis best-men) had seen a UFO on
Wednesday night, 25 June 97 and was
badly shaken by the experience. Malcolin
is ¢ teacher in Somersel and apparently

oUFD FOCUS-THE ‘FLYNG TRIHGLES:
e

CE P

used to describe bimself as “erring on the

sceptical - although keeping an open
mind with regard to the possibility of
other life in the Universe.” Needless to
say, be is not quite so sceptical now!

Malcolm bad-been belping o theatre
group out in Taunton this particular
evening and was returiing home with
bis girl-friend Sharon, beading in the
direction of the Quantock Hills. They
were travelling away from Kingston St,
Mary on a couﬁﬁjy lane (which is called
Kingston Road at the start, but some-
thing else after a few miles).

It wes very closé to 11.00pm and Sharon

- atsked. Malcolse tg put the radio.on to ls- .

ten tq the 1 After several failed
attempls 1o tuné-in to the local radio
station via the automatic pre-set button
on the car radie, Malcolm slowed the
car down and tried to tune manually.
He located the right frequency but there
was o ol of z'izl\e:y‘“erenre.

He was abont to put bis foot down again
when be noticed something very strange
abecd. His exact words 1o bis friend to
draw her attention to il were, “What the
is that?” He skidded to a balt and
approximately 200 yards ahead of themn
and slightly to the left, at a beight of




From:_ Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE ,
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dlaii *’f
{Switchboard) %ﬁ%s 9000

e

Your reference

“ Qurireference
BIRMINGHAM ‘D/Sec(AS)/64/3
) Date

: _CQOApril 11998

L. Thank you for your letter of 12 February, which we received
on 9 March concerning 'unidentified flying objects'. I am sorry
for the delay in responding.

2. With regard to the alleged events at Rendlesham Forest in
December 1980 I am afraid you have been misinformed about access
to Ministry of Defence 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 generally remain closed from public
viewing for 30 years after the last action has been taken.

3. We hold various papers on our files which mention Rendlesham
Forest. These are mainly enquiries from members of the public
about the alleged incident and official replies to their letters.
The only paper of any note we have is a memorandum written by Lt
Col Charles Halt the then Deputy Base Commander of RAF Bentwaters,
which was written some two weeks after the alleged events took
place and has been in the public domain for several years.

I attach a copy for your information.

4. I should say that the MOD examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish
whether what was seen might have some defence significance;
namely, whether there is any evidence that the UK Air Defence
Region might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorized
foreign military activity. Unless there is evidence of a
potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military
source we do not attempt to 1dent1fy the prec15e nature of each
reported incident.

5. The judgement at the time Lt Col Halt's memorandum was
received, was that nothing had occurred to substantiate a breach
of the United Kingdom's air defences on the nights in question.
Where there is no evidence to substantiate such an event it is the
case that no further investigation into the matter is necessary.

1



Although a number of allegations have subsequently been made about
the alleged events at Rendlesham Forest, nothing has emerged over
the last 17 years which has given us reason to believe that the
original assessment made by this Department was incorrect.

6. Turning now to your question about an alleged sighting in the
West Midlands in 1971. As explained above, the MOD has a well-
established review programme to release files into the public
domain after 30 years in accordance with the terms of the Public
Records Act of 1958 and 1967. However, in the light of the
Government's commitment to greater openness, the Under Secretary
of State for Defence has asked that some files, due for release to
the Public Record Office in the next few years, be considered for
earlier release and the files covering the 1971 period are part of
this batch. I am afraid it is too soon to say when a decision
might be made particularly since factors such as personal privacy
must first be addressed. I shall write to you again when this
issue has been resolved.

7. I hope this explains the position. I am returning your sae
as we have our own postal arrangements.

Yours sincerely,




e

Ministry of Defence,
Air Sem’ﬁ;tariat 2A, BIRMINGHAM,

i

12th Febroary, 1998

Dear Sirs,

1 We are wondering if vou could help us in locating a number of
photegraphs that were recovered from Chief Inspector [ESHOR/0|
of the Staffordshire Constabulary in 1971, following a UFO seen
over Aldridge in the West Midlands, which was described as
'egg shaped’, (who has given us permission).

2 Would we be able to obtain a copy of the photos, which we may
- decide to use in a book we are hoping to publish on what we
consider to be the true realities of the UFO Phenomena, which
does not include an acceptance of the E.T. hypothesis?

3 We have also researched info the events that took place at
Rendiesham Forest in December, 1980, and would like to ask
if we would be able to obtain sight of the files that relate to the
incident, which we gather you indicated (quote) "would be available
to serious researchers of the sub}e»:t” which we believe we fall

into that category,/ 4e COEMR vl “Forvaw, Aervel é:w
¥

o
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From:_ Secretariat{Air Staff)2al1a, Room 824

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial} - 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 0171 218 3000
(Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference
D/Sec{AS)/64/3
Stoke on Trent, Date

Staffordshire. \q_Amnwss

e

1. Thank you for your recent letter addressed to Mr Nick Pope.
This office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for
correspondence relating to "UFOs"; Mr Pope has not worked in this
branch since July 1994 and I have been asked to reply.

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United
Kingdom from an external military source, and to date no "UFQ"
report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify
the precise nature of each sighting reported to us. We believe
that rational explanations, such as aircraft 1lights 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.

4, You asked about an alleged incident near Rendlesham Forest.
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 wusual manner by those within the MOD/RAF  with
responsibility for air defence matters. The judgement was that
there was no indication that a breach of the United Kingdom's air
defences had occurred on the nights in question. As there was no
evidence to substantiate an event of defence concern no further
investigation into the matter was necessary. Although a number of
allegations have subsequently been made about these reported
events, nothing has emerged over the last 17 years which has given
us reason to believe that the original assessment made by this

Department was incorrect.

5 Finally, I would like to point out that the views expressed
by Mr Pope on the subject of "UFOs" are entirely his own personal



opinions and do not represent
you wish to write to Mr Pope,
Simon & Schuster Ltd., West
W2 2AQ. I have enclosed your
arrangements.

Nours: sivcovaly,

nor reflect the views of the MOD. If
you may do so via his publishers at
Garden Place, Kendal Street, London,

SAE

as

we

have

our own postal
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From: _ Secretariat{Air Staff)2a1a, Roo

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

{Switchboard) 0171 218 9
o

Your reference

Our reference

Whitehall, D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Dublin 9. Date
Republic of Ireland ‘:‘.Aprii 1998

o

1. Thank you for your letter of 14 March in which you asked
whether any British military aircraft crashed near Boyle, County
Roscommon during the summer of 1996.

. I have made enquiries and can confirm that there were no such
accidents involving British military aircraft in the Republic of
Ireland at that time. If you have not already done so, you may
wish to contact the Irish Department of Defence and/or the Civil
Aviation Authority who would be able to advise you if there were
any aircraft crashes recorded in the Republic of Ireland during
1996.

Yowrs Sucvalu,
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ION NETWORK:

RESFARCH & EN’V*ES’“‘H’GATIONS BUREAU

(The Irish Ufo & Paranormal Research Association.) .

s _Whltehall Dublin,9. Ireland.

¢

aii@ﬁi:a@mdlgo.le http://www.digiserve.com/ufoinfo/iufopra/
For Information & Attention of P.A.L (Fairview Branch.)
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From: _ Secretariat{Air Staff)2ala, Room

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB

M«;&Mﬁ%

e
"
it

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax}

Your reference

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

|:¥ April 1998

Stockport,

v

1 Thank you for your letter of 17 March.

2 I have looked back through our sighting report files and have
found that no reports were received by the Ministry of Defence for
4/5 March in the Nottinghamshire or Derbyshire areas.

Yours SﬁNﬂDﬂﬂfﬁi
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Telephone Noj01298 812036.

MAR ey, Dear Sir/Madame;

Recently I have been asked on behalf of a number of members of
the public to find possible explanations for a sighting of an unidentified aricl nature, this sighting was
witnessed by over thirty persons to date, and I have included a brief concerning these sightings upon
the page following this letter.

if you were aware of any further reposts, possibly connected to these reports- that you can pass onto
mysetf, then I would be most grateful to receive these.

Further if you or your staff were aware of any possible causes that may account for these reports, then
1 would be most grateful to hear of any such ideas, that you may have.

Finally, I am aware that there was a laser display operating within the area of Mansficld, upon the
night that the sighting reports concern, from my inquiries- I have eliminated many of the reported
sightings that this display has already caused, though I still have thirty plus reporis that I cannot
identify as being connected to the display, some of these may turn out to be mis identified aircraft in
time,

Thankyou for all your help and assistance, please attend to this inquiry when time permits!

Yours faithfully

s

(B.U.F.O.R.A.)(Nottinghamshire & Derbyshire)
-(Coordination’s officer for investigations.)

#
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The majority of reports received from the telephone enquiries, if believed to be associated with the
other reports- concern an unusual object with a triangular form, three edge white lights, with no
apparent noise, sighted flving between Mansfield (Nottinghamshire) and (Shircbrook) Derbyshire,
from the evening of the 4/3/98 to the morning of the 5/3/98, by thirty plus persons.

Other details concerning the reports are as follows;

1. A very intensely bright blue-white light when first sighted, this light appears to be formed from the
three edge light sources upon the object, due to the viewers’ position at the time of the sighting.

2. A dull grey or black triangular object, about the size of a conventional passenger jet, or smaller,
with panelling or grooves upon its underportion.

Within these grooves appears many smaller white lights, arranged within rows.

W

4. Several witness report green and orange navigational lighis steady in luminosity and located close
1o these grooves.

5. Some witness' report what could be perceived as a shadow reflection of ground lighting, reflected
away from the clouds above the object, by its passing.

6. The object appears o have no apparent engine noise, except for a time when the object appears to
power up ready for a rapid departure towards the Shirebrook area.

7. 'The object has cither a diamond or triangular shape to itself, reports similar to this shape, have
been reported across Derbyshire recently.

8. The object was observed as moving slowly across the Mansfield arca at trectop level passing over
several witnesses in their cars, before moving off at rapid speed towards Shirebrook.

9. The object was sighted in one instance as having a glowing rear, similar to a heat signature from a
jet, simifarly several received reports have noted a helicopter sighted as following the same
flightpath of the object shortly afterwards.

10. The object appears to have been flying around from 18:00 hrs, on Wednesday 3" to about 06:00
hrs on Thursday 4th, with periods whereby the object was sighted darting constantly around the
area all night, whereas, the first report has the object as grounded close to pylons near the
Blidworth arca of Nottinghamshire.

11. In one instance a report was received whereby prior to the sound of the low rumbling/powering up
sound, a brilliant flash was reported to be seen coming from the area of the craft, this lit up the sky,
before the object disappeared.

12. These details match other reported sightings from other groups around the areas of Derbyshire and
Nottinghamshire.

13. One witness described how the object had “upwards swept wingtips™?

OTHER REPORTS RECEIVED HAVE NOT BEEN INCLUDED WITHIN THIS BRIEF AT
PRESENT.

COMPILED BY [l 49U F OR A™.



Persons wishing to report an unusual sighting, or to enquire for any information concerning this
subject may contact myself at; -

THE “BRITISH, UNIDENTIFIED, FLYING, OBJEC,T RESEARCH, ASSOCIATION”

DERBYSHIRE AND NOTTINGHAMSHIRE INVESTIGATIONS COORDINATOR;

RGN C - BE CONTACTED AT;

OR TELEPHONE ; SISl

The group has 326 investigators in both the U.K and the world.

The group operates upon a professional and unbiased opinion, that all witness”
reports require fogical, rational investigation to attain possible logical explanations
as to the cause of the witness” sightings.

WITNESS' PERSONAL DETAILS ARE NEVER RELEASED AND ARE PROTECTED
UNDER THE DATA PROTECTION ACT, A COPY OF WHICH IS AVAILABLE UPON
REQUEST.



isid A
|
From:_ Secretariat(Air Staff)2ala, Room 82«1‘95&%

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax}

Your reference

Qur reference
North Cheam, D/Sec{AS)/64/3

Date
e 01 .

1. Thank you for your letter of 13 March.

2 First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. 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 1is 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.

4. You asked what the response would be if the UK air defence
region were to be breached by a craft of extraterrestrial origin.
The situation would be handled in the light of the particular
circumstances which prevailed at the time. I am afraid there can
be no categorical answer to this hypothetical question.

Yous Sy,




T.M.B.R.G.

The Magic Bullet Research Group.

North Cheam,
Surrey,
Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a,
Room 8245,
Main Building,
Whitehall,
London SW1A 2HB 13 March 1998
Dear Sir/Madam,

As a matter of interest to both myself and the group that
1 belong to I am interested to know the MOD’s policy if, however unlikely it may be,
an alien (i.e. not of this world) invasion took place over British air space. Would this
constitute a “threat” as this is you’re policy on UFOs. You only feel it necessary to
investigate to discover whether they are of “any defence significance” and thus if you
discovered that this alien invasion was of no threat to Britain and was just passing
overhead to another country for its landing site, would you still investigate the matter.

These questions are in no way a prediction of any sort and are purely for

research and inquisitive purposes only. Your help and co-operation is most gratefully
received. ‘ '

Yours sincerely,

(Researcher)




BRITISH NATIONAL SPACE CENTRE

Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a British National Space Centre
Ministry of Defence 151 Buckingham Palace Road
Room 8245 London
Main Building SWIW 9SS
Whitehall
London. SW1A 2HB Tel: -
Fax:
6 April 1998 Ref:

Letter fr -t DTI Minist
er from 0 uusweiwW___Jm/‘C @3’@

Thank you for your fax of 1lﬁprﬂ enclosing some information about the MoD's policy on UFO
sightings. As you will recall from our discussion, has written to Mr Battle, a DTI
minister responsible for Science, Energy and Industry. appears to believe that Mr
Battle is the chairman of the Science & Technology Select Committee and is inviting the
committee to look at HMG's policy towards UFOs.

I am attaching a copy of my letter back to ElESSRAsWhich gives him the address of the S&T

Select Committee Clerk and re-affirms that MoD has responsibly for this area of policy. I am
also enclosing a copy of ESISHSINRAR letter to Mr Battle along with his report which, I am sure,

you will already have seen.
R

Lo “'&‘L&. DT e

Once again, thanks for the advice.

fe. Dee o Del



BRITISH NATIONAL SPACE CENTRE

British National Space Centre
151 Buckingham Palace Road
London

SWIW 9§88

Fax:

6 April 1998 Ref BV 7/6/7

Government Policy on UFOs

Thank you for your letter of 20 March to Mr Battle enclosing your report entitled "Unidentified
Aerial Phenomena: A need for Fundamental Change in Current Policy”. As the British National
Space Centre (BNSC) co-ordinates the Government's civil space interests, I have been asked to

reply.

Responsibility within Govermnment for UFO sightings lies with the Ministry of Defence. You
should therefore send your report, if you have not already done so, to officials within the Air
Secretariat of the MoD. I see from your report that you are already in contact with them.

To prevent any apparent misunderstanding, I should point out that Mr Battle is not a member of
the House of Commons Select Committee on Science & Technology. Select Committees
oversee the work of Government departments and are staffed by backbench MPs. It is the
responsibility of the Select Committee itself to decide which subjects it should investigate. If
you believe they should review the Government's policy towards UFO sightings, you should
contact them direct. Their address is :

Committee Clerk

Science and Technology Committee
House of Commons

7 Millbank

London. SWI1P 3JA.

Yours sincerely
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20 March 1998

John Battle, MP 3
Minister for Science

House of Commons Select Committee on Science & Technology

Committee Office

House of Commons

London

SWI1A 0AA

Dear Sir,

It was a pleasure to meet with your Select Committee colleagues at the "Science Question Time"
Meeting on the 17th March sponsored by The Royal Society of Chemistry. I was also grateful for
a request on information by Dr Ian Gibson, MP and the opportunity to share with him my
historical research on unidentified aerial phenomena.

On the recommendation of the POST, I take pleasure in copying you with a nine page report with
appendices entitled Unidentified Aerial Phenomena-A need for a Fundamental Change in
Current Policy. 1 feel that the evidence 1 have presented is overwhelming and the sources utilised
are clearly beyond reproach. I trust that the Select Committee will concur with my assessment.

As an Industrial Chemist, I do not quite fit the category of "Distinguished Academic"; However,
I am happy to further offer what limited guidance I can to the Select Committee on these matters.

Once again, 1 am grateful for the opportunity to share with you my research on what is evidently
a fascinating topic. I look forward to hearing from you in due course.

Kiod  Taeonds
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Unidentified Aerial Phenomena - A need for a Fundamental Change in Current
Policy —

Abstract; Current Government policy on unidentified aerial phenomena (UAP) has for some years been rendered obsoleie by
information that has come into the public domain. The information has come from various sources including the US Depariment
of Defence, The Civil Aviation Authority (CAA), dissenting voices within the Ministry of Defence (MoD)} and The Public Record
Office (PRO) at Kew in Swrrey. It is clear from this informanion that on occasion, UK airspace has been penetrated by
unidentified craft with design and performance parameters well in excess of cutting edge state of the art technology. What is not
clear is the origin of and motives behind these incursions although many have speculated that they are of an extraterresirial
nature. Despite the uncertainties, the origins of these craft are truly “alien” in as much as they have not been manufactured by
any kmown “earthbound” civilization. This observation is born out by mankind's failure 1o emulate capabilities displayed by
these unidentified craft in the fify years since widespread “UFO Sighiings”™ have been recorded, It is also clear from histerical
evidence that our Intelligence services such as the Directorate of Scientific and Technical Intelligence (DSTI) were involved in
the investigation of UAP and that concerns were expressed by this Department at the lack of manpower available to carry out a
proper analysis of sightings. It is recommended that a formal acknowledgment of UAP or even a partial acknowledgment should
be expedited under “New Labour” so that academic and industrial facilities be utilised in the ongoing investigation of what is
clearly an incredibly fascinating subject.

Background

The “Flying Saucer” entered our consciousness and our vocabulary in 1947. At approximately 3.00pm
on the 24 June, Kenneth Arnold, an American pilot witnessed nine unidentified aerial objects flying
in a wedge-shaped formation over the Cascade Mountains in Washington State, USA. Describing the
objects as “crescent shaped”, Arnold likened their movements to those that a saucer would make if it
were skimming across a pool of water'. The press at the time latched onto this description and ever
since, UFOs or UAPs have always been, somewhat mistakenly construed as being round and saucer
shaped. Ever since that first sighting, speculation has been rife that these craft originate from another
planet, probably outside our solar system.

The MoD have consistently asserted to interested Members of Parliament and public alike (Appendix
1) that they have no interest or role with respect to “UFO/Flying Saucer” matters. Furthermore, there
is no evidence to substantiate the existence of these alleged phenomena, and, when reports of UAP
have been received, no evidence of defence significance has been forthcoming. There have been
dissenting voices within the MoD” disputing the official line; however, no changes in policy have
been forthcoming.

Those within the MoD who have disputed the “no defence significance, no substantiating evidence”
policy have been correct in their re-assessment of the situation. Their observations have been based
on.-

Files released by the PRO.

Files released by the US Department of Defence

Files released by the CAA

Experience at the “UFO-Reporting™ desk within the MoD.
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Let us now consider this material in detail.
Documentation disputing “no substantiating evidence”

(i) The Mainbrace Incident’.- 1952 was a landmark year in the history of the Twenticth Century.
Britain had a change of monarch, UN forces were fighting in Korea and President Truman dedicated
The Nautilus, the worlds first nuclear submarine. September also had its share of the years events,
Alfred Hershey and Martha Chase confirmed the hereditary nature of DNA in a report published on
the 20th. That same month, the NATQ allies were conducting a huge exercise in the North Sea and
North Atlantic. Dubbed “Mainbrace”, the exercise used the military resources of Britain, USA,
Canada, Norway, Denmark, France, Netherlands and Belgium. Details of an incident that occurred
during Operation Mainbrace have only recently been made available through the auspices of The
PRO.



As part of the Royal Air Force’s involvement in Mainbrace, No 269 Squadron were posted to RAF
Topcliffe on Yorkshire. On the 19th September, whilst on duty there, several members of No 269
Squadron witnessed a silver disc type unidentified flying object. Fit Lt Kilburn, the senior officer
among the men filed a full report which was posted to HQ No 18 Group and dated 20th September
1952, the contents of the report are summarised thus.-

The witnesses observed a Gloster Meteor descending at 500 feet at RAF Topcliffe in Thirsk,
Yorkshire, The time was 7.10pm. The UFO was seen approximately 5 miles astern of the Meteor at
approx. 15000 feet, described as circular and silver in colour. Whilst moving at a slow speedon a
similar course to the Meteor, the UFO then began a descent swinging in a pendular motion not too
dissimilar to that of a falling sycamore leaf. The descending Meteor had turned towards Dishforth and
the UFQ, whilst still descending, appeared to follow suit. The pendulous motion then ceased and the
object initiated a rotary motion about an axis perpendicular to its horizontal plane before
disappearing in a westerly direction and turning on a south easterly bearing. The witnesses stated that
its movements were not identifiable with anvthing that they had seen in the air and acceleration was
in excess of that of a shooting star. The duration of the incident was 15 1o 20 seconds. The sighting
was also backed up by a number of civilian witnesses outside of the base.

(ii) The West Freugh Incident® - Cast your mind back if you will to Thursday, 4th April 1957. Tom
Finney of Preston North End FC had just been voted Footballer of the Year and the recently elected
MacMillan Government had come to the bitter conclusion that the sun was setting on the British
Empire. Consequently, it was announced on the day that there was going to be a radical change in the
defence policy of the UK, more reliance was going to be placed on a nuclear deterrent and large cut
backs would be made in conventional forces; especially those serving overseas.

With all the talk over the defence cuts, it was small wonder that little attention was being focused on
incredible events that were happening near Stranraer in South West Scotland. On the morning of the
4th, radar operators at the Ministry of Supply, Bomb Trials Unit, West Freugh picked up an unusual
response from an almost stationary object. The first return was picked up on the screen of a radar at
Balscalloch. Although its range remained appreciably constant for about ten minutes, its height
appeared to alter from about 50,000 to 70,000 feet. A second radar was switched on and verified this
return as the unidentified flying object was detected at the same range and heighi. The radar sets used
were capable of following the objects automatically and the information was obtained in the form of
polar coordinates. These could then be converted to give plan position indication and were printed out
onto a plotting board via an electronic pen, the heights were read off a meter. The unidentified object
was tracked on the plotting table and after ten mimutes, it moved in a north-casterly direction with a
gradual increase in speed (7T0mph groundspeed at 54,000 feet). Further confirmation of the
unidentified object came from a radar station twenty miles away from Balscalloch which was
equipped with similar height/position monitoring equipment. After the radar return had wraveled
about twenty miles, it did a sharp turn and proceeded in a south-easterly direction whilst increasing
its speed. The Balscalloch radar tracked an object at 50,000 feet moving at a speed of 240 mph while
the other station tracked four objects at 14,000 feet and 4,000 yards line astern from each other. The
Balscalloch radar alsc picked up these returns. It was noted by the radar operators that the sizes of the
echoes were considerably larger than would be expected from normal aircrafl. In fact they considered
that the size was nearer a ship's echo.

In the previous December, a memo marked SECRET had been issued by RAF HQ No 11 Group (Ref.
11G/8.1803/7/ Air Int. Paragraph 3 of this memo stated.-

“It will be appreciated that the public attach more credence to reports by Royal Air Force personnel
than to those by members of the public. It is essential that the information should be examined at Air
Ministry and that its release should be controlled officially. All reports are, therefore, to be classified
“CONFIDENTIAL™ and personnel are to be warned that they are not to communicaie to anyone other
than official persons any information about phenomena they have observed, unless officially
authorised to do so”

Despite these standing orders, it appears that the Evening Standard must have gotten a handle on the
story as a refercnce was made to West Freugh in the Saturday edition (6th April). It would seem that
the newspaper’s Air Reporier was told by an Air Ministry spokesman that the radar returns were



attributable to a weather balloon which had been sent up from Aldergrove airfield in Northern Ireland
{Appendix 2). This rather mundane explanation seems to have been accepted. the reporter had his
story and the case was to all intents and purposes closed. by contrast to the explanation given to the
press, it would be interesting to see what the Deputy Directorate of Intelligence thought of this
incident. In a report dated the 30th April 1957 (Ref. DDI (Tech)/C.290/3/, Appendix 3) the following
observations were made. -

1. It is deduced from these reports that altogether five objects were detected by the three radars. At
Ieast one of these rose 10 an altitude of 70.000 feet while remaining appreciably stationary in
azimuth and range. All of these objects appeared to be capable of speeds of about 240 mph.
Nothing can be said of physical construction except that they were very effective reflectors of
radar signals, and that they must have been either of considerable size or else constructed to be
especially good reflectors.

2. There were not known to be any aircraft in the vicinity nor were there any meteorological
balloons. Even if balloons had been in the area these would not account for the sudden change of
direction and the movement at high speed against the prevailing wind.

3. Another point which has been considered is that the type of radar used is capable of locking onto
heavily charged clouds. Clouds of this nature could extend up to the heights in question and cause
abnormally large echoes on the radar screens. It is not thought however that this incident was due
to such phenomena (author’s note.- clouds, like balloons would also be unlikely to move against
prevailing winds at high speed).

4. Itis concluded that the incident was due to the presence of five objects of unidentified type and
origin. It is considered unlikely that they were conventional aircraft, metecrological balloons or
charged clouds.

It is interesting to note that observation 2 states that there were no meteorological balloons in the
vicinity at the time in ¢uestion which contradicts the version of events given to The Evening Standard
by an Air Ministry spokesman. Was this a blatant cover-up of the facts 7 Certainly the Deputy
Directorate of Intelligence were unhappy that the radar incident fell into the hands of the press and
this is alluded to in a secret memo (Ref DDI (Tech)/5290/). However, even more damning were the
draft notes prepared for Mr George Ward, The Secretary of State for Air. A Parliamentary Question
was tabled by Mr Stan Awberry, a Labour MP for one of the Bristol constituencies on Wednesday, 17
April, 1957 (Hansard, col 206). The guestion read.-

To ask the Secretary of State for Air, what recent investigations have been made into
unidentified flying objects; what photographs have been taken; and what reports have been
made on the subject.

Extracts from the Ministerial notes prepared for George Ward (Appendix 4) read.-

3. The Ministry of Supply Bombing Trials Unit at West Freugh, Wigtownshire reported a
radar sighting made on 4th April of an object which was tracked 36 minutes, continually
increasing in speed whilst losing height. Enquiries so far made reveal that that no service or
comumercial aircraft was in the vicinity at the time. It is possible that the object was a private
aircrafl, and enquiries on this point are siill being made. The object could not have been a
balloon since it was moving against the wind,
4. A reference 1o this report was contained in the “Evening News” and “Evening Standard”
on 6th April (cutting attached). If S. of S. is asked questions on this point, it is suggested
that the reply should be on the following lines:-
“That report is still being investigated. and the cause has not yet been established. It
may well have been a private aircraft.”

You will notice from these draft notes that the Minister was not informed of -

1. The size of the object
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2. The appreciable height
3. The fact that it was hovering

Also, no mention was made of objects ; was there a cover-up 7 Certainly if you consider the
witholding of information from a Government Minister and the blatant misrepresentation of facts to
the press as a cover-up then clearly, this was indeed the case.

Notwithstanding the fact that a cover-up was perpetrated, it would be an absurd anachronism to apply
the moral hindsight of the 1990s to the Cold War horrors anticipated by the military establishment in
the 1930s. We must not forget that in April 1957 the world was also becoming a dangerous place to
live as Britain was one month from exploding its first H-Bomb over the Pacific and the USSR was
about to announce that it had developed long range missiles capable of delivering miclear warheads.

(iii) The St Margaret’s Bay Incident’ - Tt was the 1st May 1957, once again, the Middle-East was very
much in the headlines. Having survived an attempted coup, a youthful King Hussein of Jordan was
happy to accept $10 million of US aid in order to quench the influence of communists and “other
extremists” within his country and establish a more moderate and pro-Western monarchy. In
Washington, The House of Representatives had just passed a controversial (and very much difuted)
Civil Rights Bill which was to be approved by The US Senate the following August. Then in
September, the standoff at Liftle Rock occured, the rest is of course, history.

These were not the only headlines in the papers that first day in May-RAF chases 900mph mystery
object screamed The Daily Express to the commuters on the trains; RAF hunts “The Thing” velled
The Mirror to the factory workers on their tea breaks; Radar staion’s report of flying object cautioned
The Daily Telegraph to teachers and bank managers. The Daily Sketch and The Worker also carried
similar headlines. Clearly, something incredible had happened.

The actual exclusive for the story was obtained by the Evening News and published the night before.
Apparently, senior Air Ministry officials in charge of Britain’s radar defence network scrambled a
squadron of Javelin interceptors from RAF Odiham, Hampshire in response to some 1000mph
anomalous radar returns. The incident had occured the previous Monday (29th April) and the aircraft
were put up at 8.50pm. They were homed on to the objects near St Margaret’s Bay in Kent; however,
they failed to make contact due to the excessive speed of the unidentified object.

This was quite an incredible story not least due to the fact that it made so many major national
newspapers but also, because of RAF standing orders, it is incredible that this story got out at all !
RAF personnel were under instruction not to divulge details of unidentified craft with design and
performance parameters in excess of cutting edge technology. Yet here was an incident involving a
crafi with a speed in excess of anything atiainable by the then state of the art, and what was more, just
like Topcliffe and West Freugh, penetrating the UK’s airspace with impunity.

So what really happened on the evening of the 29th April 1957 7 At 08.07 pm that evening, the Duty
Display Radar Controller at RAF Ventnor, Isle of Wight recieved a telephone call from an astronomer
who lived at nearby Shanidin. A number of civilians had noticed a very bright pinpoint of light to the
south-east, elevation 75°, height, approximately 30,000 feet. Through x8 magnification field glasses,
there appeared to be a secondary object; however, the main one was metallic with light emanating
from the centre and perimeter. The size of the object was variable. Sceptics of UFO stories often relate
sightings of stationary lights to misidentification of Venus. In this incident, the sightings were not
astronomical since the Duty Display Controller had the prescence of mind to contact RAF Beachy
Head who subsequently confirmed two stationary returns in the Shanklin area. Apparently, the returns
were described as being similar to “angels” which is a term for a little understood atmospheric
phenomena relaing to ionic inversion®. By 08.20 pm, Beachy Head reported that one object had faded
on the radarscope, a fact later confirmed by the civilian observers (RAF Ventnor, after repeated
attempts got through to the astronomer at 09.10 pm). At 9.00 pm, it would seem that alarm bells were
ringing as a third RAF station at St Margarets reported two fast tracks heading in a south westerly
direction toward the Isle of White. Although unable to get a visual, RAF Ventnor were able to track
the unidentified objects by radar on advice from Beachy Head and gave a speed of 750 to 800 knots.
This is equivalent to a speed of 860 to 920 mph and it would secem that the initial newspaper estimates
of 1000 mph were a little exagerrated. We will see later the significance of this exagerration.

What of the interception ? did the RAF really try to shoot down a flying saucer ? The truth is a little
less sensational than that. Certainly, RAF Odiham did not scramble a squadron of Javelins and this
fact is borne out by a secret telex message transmitted to DD Tech from the RAF Station.
Nevertheless. the telex message makes interesting reading and [ have recreated the text in full -



SECRET A0106 (AR MINISTRY FOR DDI (TECH) ) ODIHAM REPORT ON INTERCEPTION
OF UNIDENTIFIED OBJECT ON THE NIGHT OF 29TH APRIL 1957 AT 20382 TWO JAVELIN
AIRCRAFT MISSION 48 AND 49 TOOK OFF FROM ODIHAM TO CARRY OUT PRACTICE
INTERCEPTIONS PD AT APPROX 2105Z HOPE COVE CALLED OFF MISION 48 TO
INTERCEPT AN UNIDENTIFIED OBJECT AT 12 OCLOCK RANGE 12 MILES AT 50,000 FT
MISSION 48 WAS THEN AT A POSITION ABOUT SIX MILES SOUTH EAST OF YEOVIL AT
45000 FT HEADING 010 (M) ON REACHING 48000 FT MISSION 48 WAS TOLD THAT THE
OBJECT WAS THEN AT 12 OCLOCK 10 MILES PD ON REACHING 50000 FT MISSION 48
WAS TOLD THAT THE OBJECT WAS NOW IN THE DARK AND THAT HE WAS TO RETURN
TO BASE PD IT WAS A CLEAR NIGHT BUT THE CREW SAW NOTHING PD THE
NAVIGATOR WAS UNABLE TO PICKUP ANYTHING ON HIS Al DURING THE PRACTICE
INTERCEPTIONS HE HAD MADE PICKUPS ON HIS PLAY MATE AT 14 MILES PD THE
AIRCRAFT SUBSEQUENTLY LANDED AT ODIHAM AT 2130Z.

In conclusion, it is clear from historically authenticated evidence that something unusual was in our
skies on the night of April 29th 1957. Unusual metallic aerial phenomena was witnessed by several
people near Shanklin and these observations were backed up by radarscope evidence. Furthermore,
fast moving objects were seen on radar on an apparent rendevous course with the shape-shifting
Shanklin craft. The newspaper reports on this incident were sufficient to generate a Parliamentary
question, Mr Frank Beswick (Labour-Uxbridge) enquired.-

To ask the Secretary of State for Air, what was the nature of the aircraft or other object
sighted on the radar air defence screens on Monday night and which occasioned the despatch
of aircraft of Fighter Command.

A week later, another shot across the bows came from Major Patrick Wall (Conservative-
Haltemprice).~

To ask the Secretary of State for Air, how many unidentified flying objects have been
detected over Great Britain this year as compared with previous vears; and whether the object
picked up by radar over the Dover Straits on 29th April has yet been identified.

The Deputy Directorate of Intelligence had actually prepared briefings for the Secretary of State;
however, it is interesting to note that a lot of briefing was going on behind the scenes. In a document
marked SECRET, (File AIR 20/3920, ref DDI (Tech)/S290/3 A, Appendix 5) I quote the following
statement, -

It is unfortunate that the Wigtownshire [IVest Freugh] radar incident fell into the hands of the press.
The two other radar incidents have not been made public and reached us by means of official secret
channels. We suggest that [Secretary of State] does not specifically refer to these incidents as radar
sightings.

Let us just pause for a minute and reflect on that last sentence, why would the Intelligence
Department not want these incidents to be referred to as radar incidents ? It does pot take a PhD 1o
realise that radar returns are physical evidence. and whilst radarscopes can give spurious readings.
these faunlts can be quickly identified by a trained technician. If these returns are seen by more than
one radar as was the case with St Margaret’s Bay, chances are, they represent 2 genuine object. The
underlying current was that the post-war generation of the 1950s had a lot of faith in radar as it had
won us the Battle of Britain. They would have believed more in the physical reality of the unidentified
craft than the possibility that the radars were at fault and this was in my opinion the reason for the
onumission.

You will note that Major Wall’s question enquired about previous years incidents. This was
considered a supplementary question in the brief prepared for the Minister and he was advised to draw
attention to the fact that very few of the unusual objects reported remain unidentified for long. Had
George Ward seen the unexplained incidents of the previous year outlined on the Intelligence Minute



Sheet (Appendix 6), he may well have been very concerned. The minutes included brief descriptions
of.-

1. Radar sighting by a navigator on a vulcan aircraft.
An unusual object on Lakenheath Radar which moved at between 2000 and 4000 knots. Venom
scrambled in unsuccessful intercept.
3. Radar sighting at Weathersfield, momentary contact made by aircraft scrambled to investigate
4. A visual submitted by a member of the Royal Observer Corps

A further brief description was made of an object seen on the screen at RAF Church Lawford which
accelerated to a speed in excess of 1400mph from a stationary position. The radar was not at fault
since it was giving a standard return for another aircraft in the vicinity.

This still left the MoD with the problem that the St Margaret’s Bay radar returns had been reported to
the press. At West Freugh, the explanation given was a Weather Balloon. Clearly, 860mph was a little
excessive for this excuse. I will now hand you over to the Secret Ministerial Briefing Papers
(Appendix 7) prepared for the Secretary of State for Air.

To summarise the brief -

1. The previous years reports were not included
Church Lawford was mentioned; however, it was “played down” to use MoD terminology in that
no mention was made of the object’s acceleration and contradictory to the minute sheet, it was
implied that the equipment may have been faulty.

3. RAF Ventnor did pick up two returns on the night of the 29th April; however, the time was
10.00pm (not true, it was 9pm, furthermore, the two intercepting Venoms had landed by
9.30pm).

4. They were high speed returns (750knots) picked up by RAF Ventnor; however, they were re-
assessed to be travelling at 600 knots by Hope Cove radar near Land’s End. Note, this was a
return at 10.00pm travelling Westwards. RAF Ventnor’s returns were travelling South Westerly
at 9.00pm on an apparent rendezvous with the other object reported at Shanklin Bay. -

Apparently, there were sixteen hunters on exercise between 9 and 10.30pm on the night of the 2%th.
The minister was essentially told that these were the mystery objects, If he was asked about the speed,
he was instructed to say that the press reports of 900 to 1000 mph were in excess of those reported by
the Control and Reporting System (Ventnor reported 860 to 920mph, still faster than anything we had
then). Furthermore, no mention was made of the stationary cbjects in Shanklin Bay, nor was there any
mention of the fact that Ventnor had been alerted to the returns by radar at RAF St Margarets.

1 must admit, when 1 first read the reports from File AIR 20/9321, T was convinced that the
Ministerial Briefs were correct and that the St Margaret’s Bay Incident was just a false alarm. Having
correlated the information with documents from a second file AIR 20/9994 it became quite clear that
this brief was a cover-up, this is amply demonstrated in the answers that Major Wall and Mr Beswick
recieved (Hansard, 15th May 1957, 393/4).-

Five flying objects reported this vear are as yet unidentified compared with six last vear, none in 1955,
and six in 1954 (note: no mention of radar sightings 1)

The object sighted in the Channel on 29th April turned out to be two of a large number of Hunters of
Fighter Command engaged on a training exercise. Their movements as observed on radar were
somewhat unusual and aroused the suspicions of the radar defences.

(tv) The Rendlesham Forest Incident.- Over a series of nights in December 1980, unidentified craft
with design and performance parameters in excess of cutting edge technology were seen by numerous
military personnel at the twin USAF bases of RAF Woodbridge and RAF Bentwaters. Strange
identations were found on the ground in nearby Rendlicsham Forest, at a location where a guard patrol
had witnessed a small structured metallic crafi. Radiation readings were taken from these
indentations, whereupon, the Defence Radiological Protection Service calculated that the radiation
was ten times higher than was normal for the arca. The MoD maintains that this was an alleged



incident; however, the document in Appendix 8 released by the US Department of Defence following
a Freedom of Information request refutes this.

(v.) Open Skies, Closed Minds® .- 1996 saw the publication of a book written by Mr Nick Pope, a civil
servant who had worked at the MoD’s UFO reporting desk, Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a in Whitehall,
The book, Open Skies, Closed Minds was unprecedented in that for the first time, an individual with
first hand experience of UAP in the UK had spoken out against the current MoD policy. For the first
time, incredible details were made available to the public; for example {a) on 5 November 1990, a
squadron of RAF Tornadoes flying over the North Sea were casually overtaken by a UFO and a report
was filed and (b) on 31 March 1993, a triangular shaped UFO flew directly over two military bases
and was seen by a guard patrol (RAF Cosford) and a Meteorological Officer (RAF Shawbury). The
craft was marginally smaller than a Boeing 747 and was capable of moving very slowly and also
displayed tremendous acceleration on a par with the RAF Lakenheath, RAF Topcliffe and RAF
Church Lawford UFOs reported in the 1950s.

Deocumentation disputing “No Defence Significance”

The Ministry of Defence is clear in its official policy that UFUs are of no defence significance and
taken to its extreme, this is true in that no serious damage has been done to property. It is perhaps
fortunate for us that in the last fifty years since sightings of UAP have become commonplace, 3 “War
of the Worlds” scenario has not materialised. That said, the “no defence significance” assertion seems
out of place in a world where aircraft are diverted from task to intercept craft which clearly show
design and performance parameters far in excess of our cutting edge technology and it would seem a
terrible waste if Intelligence resources were utilised for something that was considered harmiess. It is
for these reasons that, historically at least, “no defence significance” does not hold water. It is more a
case of “we are keeping a weary eve on the situation as it develops” which is the message that comes
across in HQ Fighter Command Air Staff Instruction No. F/1 (Appendix 9)’.

What of the situation today, clearly, it is unlikely that our Intelligence Services have stopped looking
at UAP; however, there is no way of confirming this since the MoD cannot comment on these areas
for national security reasons. Looking at the situation from another perspective, one could quote
Defence Role One from the Statement on the Defence Estimates 1996«

It is the MoD's job to ensure the protection and security of the United Kingdom and our
Dependent Territories even when there is no major external threat

Whereas Military Task 1.10 is more specific

The integrity of British airspace in peacetime is maintained through a continuous Recognised
Air Picture and air policing of the United Kingdom Air Defence Region.

On numerous occassions to numerous MPs and members of the public, the MoD have said UFOs are
of no defence significance; however, let us place this into perspective. Anything that compromises the
integrity of our airspace falls into Task 1.10 and that includes anything that endangered our civilian
airlines, be it directly or indirectly. It is a matter of official record held within the CAA Mandatory

Occurrence Reporting Database (See Appendix 10) that UAP have indirectly imperilled civilian
ailcraft through near misses.

(i) A near miss over the Pennines® - A B737 was about 8 or 9 nautical miles south-east of Manchester

Airport and descending from 4000 ft. Although dark (time 6.48pm, dare 6th January 1995), visibility
was over 10Km. An unidentified wedge-shaped craft passed down the right hand side of the plane, s0
close in fact that the first officer instinctively “ducked” as it went by. The size of the unidentified
object was estimated to be between that of a light aircraft and a jetstream. Apart from the wedge-
shape, other abnormal characteristics about the UAP were the lack of wake and sound.

The Joint Airprox (P) Section of the CAA were unabile 10 assess the degree of risk and cause of the
incident; however, the Group was also anxious to emphasise that the report, submitted by two
responsible airline pilots, was considered seriously and they commended the pilots for their courage in
submitting it, and their company , whose enlightened attitude made it possible. It was also noted that



such reports were often the object of derision; however, the Group hoped that a sufficient precedent
had been set to encourage other pilots who experience unusual sightings to come forward.

(i1) The Kondair Trislander Incident’ - Actual collisions between aircraft and UAP are also a matter
of official record with the Civil Aviation Authority. On the 24 August 1984, a Kondair Trislander
carrying a revenue cargo was struck in mid-air and had to execute a forced landing. Three picces of
foreign metallic debris were found embedded in the aircraft; however, no details were released on
their analysis and experts from the Meteorological Office were adamant that it was not part of their
Radio Sonde equipment.

(iii) The MeDonnell MD-80 Incident'® - On the night of April 21, 1991, the crew of a McDonnel MD-
80 were concerned by an unidentified object passing in close proximity less than 1000 feet above the
airliner (a near miss). The pilot said the object was light brown, round, 3 metres long and did not
describe any means of propulsion.

1t is clear from the Mandatory Occurrence Reporting Abstracts in Appendix 5 that the above cases are
only the tip of the iceberg. It is also clear that the presence of UAP on civil flight paths is a very real
danger. For example, if a pilot panicked and yanked at the controls, this could put a large civilian
airliner in serious peril.

Perhaps the most telling aspect from the past that UAP were of defence interest came from the
involvement of our Intelligence services. The Technical Branch of the Deputy Directorate of
Intelligence were involved in recieving such reports as early as December 1953'. It seems that by
November 19622, reports from the public were being directed to S6 [fore-runner of Secretariat (Air
Staff) 2a] and reports from service sources, including radar reports were dealt with by Tech
Intelligence-Air 5b (aka Al (Tech)3b). Five years later, responsibility fell upon the Space Section in
DI55 which was a branch of the Directorate of Scientific and Technical Intelligence (DSTI). it was
clear from a memo issued by Sqdn Ldr. E Humpston (Appendix 11) that there was insufficient
manpower to investigate UFQs to the “standard required”. It is here that the trail goes cold; however,
it would be inappropriate to assume that our Intelligence Services dropped investigations into UAP
there and then. To all intents and purposes, the successor of DI53 is still probably operating for it is
clearly the case that Defence Ministers, Generals, Heads of Intelligence etc have come and gone
whereas crafi that show superfluous design and performance parameters well in excess of cutting edge
technology still continue to penetrate our airspace with impunity.

Conclusion

How can we view the available evidence 7 It is clear from the historically authenticated documentation
released that unidentified craft with design and performance parameters in excess of cutting edge
technology have penetrated our air defence region. It is also clear from the released documentation
that these craft were not manufactured by any known earthbound civilization for we have still yet to
prepare aerial craft that can rapidly accelerate to 1400 mph from a hover and we have still not
mastered how to build aircraft that give radar returns the size of ships capable of hovering at 70,000
feet. To understand this better, in 1956, the Vulcan bomber was a prototype, in 1957, it entered
service and by 1985 it was obsolete.

Historically anthenticated documentation has also attested to the fact that, in the 1930s, incidents
involving UAP were “plaved down™. Although it would be an inane prolepsis to judge the perpetrators
by our modern standards given the Cold War scenario in the 1950s, there can no longer be a
justification in not acknowledging UAP or withholding further documentation..

Information from the 1960s has been hard to come by, the MoD has stated that all of the UFO files
held by AT (Tech)5b were destroyed; however, this is about as likely as Hersey and Chase burning
their notes on DNA or Darwin having thrown papers on his Origins of Species over the rail of The
Beagle. Man’s innate curiosity is such that when faced with the unknown his instinct is to try and
control or ¢liminate it, what he learns. he does not readily throw to one side. However, knowledge is
power, and what he learns, nor does he necessarily share with his fellow man. This latter
characteristic can lead to man’s undoing. for example, we have secen how the refuctance by the MAFF
to share details on BSE led to an unprecedented collapse in the UK’s beef industry despite the



protestaions of many emminent scientists, A similar reluctance to share information on AIDS in the
early 1980s led to further catastrophic results.

Clearly, the way forward is an acknowledgement of the fact that unidentified aerial craft with design
and performance parameters in excess of our cutting edge technology are penetrating our airspace.
That does not necessarily mean we should acknowledge the existence of “Littie Green Men™-honesty
is the best policy and the honest answer is we just do not know who or what is piloting these craft.
Nevertheless, an acknowledgement of UAP by the Government would be the catalyst for industry and
academia to divert much needed resources to this field.

A fact generally recognised by New Labour is that unecessary secrecy leads to defective decision
making and can undermine a Government’s credibility. It is this recognition that formed the
cornerstone of the recent White Paper on the Freedom of Information Act. This is the case with UAP.
We have seen from Sqdn Ldr. Humpston’s Memo that the DSTI had insufficient manpower to
investigate sightings and this begs the question what opportunities were missed ? what would we have
found out had we put more resources into investigating UAP ? The crux of the matter is, UFOs are
being witnessed all over the world, thev are a global issue. An issue far too large for an undermanned
Intelligence Unit to investigate, an issue too gargantuan to keep the lid on much longer and more
seriously, an issue we may one day come to regret not having acknowledged and acting upon. Let us
reflect on the term “global issue”, UAP penetrating our airspace are something we have in common
with Iraq, Iran, China, Libya, Israel, Chile, Brazil, Korea and probably with every other country in the
world, Furthermore, the obvious extraterrestrial overtones serve to remind us that we all breathe the
same air on this little spec of sand in the desert that is our cosmos, we all want what is best for our
loved ones and we all want peace and stability. UAP could be the one thing that unites us.

Source Material:

1. A Covert Agenda by Nicholas Redfern (Pub. Simon & Schuster 1997)

2. The Uninvited by Nick Pope (Pub. Simon & Schuster 1997)

3. PROFile: AIR 16/1199. Crown Copyright Exists. Sourced at Kew, Tel. G181 876 3444
4. PRO Files: AIR 20/9320, AIR 20/9321 and AIR 20/9444. Crown Copyright Exists.

3. A1 Mesenyashin, Journal of Electrostatics, 36, 1993, pp 139-150

6. Open Skies, Closed Minds by Nick Pope (Pub. Simon & Schuster 1996)

7. PRO File: DEFE 31/118. Crown Copyright Exists.

8. Airmiss Report No 2/95. Provided courtesy of CAA

9. Document EW/684/08/14 . Provided courtesy of CAA

10. Press release issued by CAA

11. Reports on Aerial Phenomena by Fit. Lt. C P B Russel, 16 Dec 1953, PRO File: AIR 2079994,
Crown Copyright exists.

12. PROFile: AIR 2/16918. Crown Copyright Exists.

13. PRO File: DEFE 31/119. Crown Copyright Exists.
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Thank you for your letters of 12 June and 2 October to Geo
Robertson concerning reports of 'unidentified flying objects'.
I am replying as this matter falls within my area of
responsibility. I am sorry for the delay in responding, howeve
your earlier letter was not received by my Department.

By way of background I should explain that my Department
examines any reports of ‘unidentified flying object' sightincs
sent to us solely to establish whether what was seen might have
some defence significance, namely, whether there is any evidenc
that the UK Air Defence Region might have been breached by hos:
or unauthorized foreign military activity. Unless there are
defence implications, and to date no 'UFO sighting' reported o
has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify zhe
precise nature of each report. We believe that down to earth
explanations could be found for these reports, such as aircra
lights or natural phenomena, 1f resources were diverted for =zl
purpose but it would be an inappropriate use of defence resourc
to provide this kind of aerial identification service.

Members of the public who are concerned that they have see
something that might represent a military threat to the United
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Kingdom can report the details of the incident to the nearest RAF

station, police station, air traffic control centre or similar.
The information is then passed on te my officials in Secretaria
(Air Staff)2 who will examine the details, consulting Air Defen
experts and others as necessary, to the extent of our specific
interests only. Where there is no evidence to suggest a potent
military threat, no further action is taken. Members of the
public can also leave detalls of 'UFO' sightings on the

Secretariat (Air Staff) public enquiry line (0171 218 2140) and

Dafydd Wigley Esg MP
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these are handled in a similar way. My Department does not ;
routinely provide acknowledgements or contact witnesses who submit
reports of °'UFO' sightings and will only take further action if
there is corroborating evidence of a matter of defence
significance.

It is sometimes the case that my Department’'s specific
interest in a particular issue does not correspond with the wider-
ranging interests of some members of the public. This is
particularly the case with regard to 'UFO' matters. My Department
has no interest or role with respect to 'UFO/flying saucer'
matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of
extraterrestrial lifeforms about which we remain open-minded. To
date my Department knows of nothing which substantiates the
existerice of these alleged phenomena.

I should wish to assure you that the inteqgrity 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.

With regard to any concerns held by your constituents, my
Department would, of course, be happy to examine any evidence they
might have. The address to which this should be forwarded is:

Ministry of Defence
Secretariat(Air Staff)2
Room 8245

Main Building

Whitehall

London SW1A 2HB

I hope this clarifies the position.

L

JOHN SPELLAR MP



ﬂ??t&/\o& » 2

The myste
of the
object

in the, sky

Evening S&andam! An Repoﬂe

The mystery of an unidenti-
fied object plcked up by a
Royal Alr Force radar screen
at West Freugh, Scotland, on
‘Thursday, deepened today

Was it.a weather balloon or

| was it something else ?

An Alr Ministry spokesman

{ said today: “We are still

investigating the reports.,

| There s no further cvidence

vet.”
Yesterday the Alr Ministry
had no doubt about it. An

official said then that they .

had checked with the radar

station, and that the object
was g weather balloon,

which had been sent up from
Aldergrove alrfleld, Northern
Ireland.

Telephone report

Northern Ireland is only 25
miles across the North

. Channel from West Freugh.

RAF intelligence offiders
who deal with reports of
unidentified objects have
recelvéd®a telephoned report
from Wing Commandér W.
Whitworth, commanding
officer of the West Freugh
station.

Heis sendlng a full written
report to the Alr Mimstry.

- ‘Yery high’

Radar statlons (Britain’s

watch agalnst any surprise -

attack) are constantly
manned, Other radar sets are
used id alr traffic control and
are not on_ all the time,
Objects which cannot be
identified are reported to the
Alr Ministry.

It is understood that the

| West Freugh object was |

plotted st a great helght.

1
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\
1, O the moraing of April Ltk rader cperstars at Weat Frough detected
unldentiried objeola on the sersens of helr rodars. A aunsary of Inds
incident 4o glren beloe, - '

2. The odlect wom first observad a8 o statismary return on the ecreen i
& rder wt Walscalloch, Although Lte renge resained spyreciksbly voastoent
for sbout 10 minutes kio helght sppeared to altsr frsm edout 50,000 to
70,000 ft. A segond rader wed switched on pad detscted ths “obleet” st the
Bome renge and height.

. The roder sete uped wars capble of follmwing oblectr gutometically
teetdas being avnually opareted. The informstisn La btelned in the Cors
of polar coordinstug but £¢ oon be corverted to glve plan position Ledtoation
togethor with heights. Thin inforcatlan cen be fed Lnto splotting bosrd
which #lsploys the posltism of the objlect by sosns of en slectronicelly
operoted pes, while the hefght is shown on & meter.

ke The unldentifSed objeot wao tracked on the plitting table, ssch redar
uedng uwitched on to the table in turs to check for digerepenciesn. After
remeining st ane spot for ebout ton edoubtes the gen moved rlosly In o R.E,
direasion, end gradueily Smcresded mpeed, A speed check wap talien which
showed a ground apesd of Y0 G.p.b,, the height was then 54,000 %,

3¢ &t U time snother rador stallon 20 sdler awsy, eyulpped with the sene
type afradars, wso sekud %0 geoarch for Whe "oblest®. A echo was pieked up
st the runge and bearing glven ond the raler wao “locked-on®.

. Rfter the “obiect® hes travelled sbout 20 miles it wede ¢ vary sherp

turn ond prooesded t> wovo B.E. st the meoe tlae incraaming speed, Here the
voports of the two redar etstlions differ in detsilz. The wo 2t Ralsealloch
trocked on“objfeet” ot sbout 50,000 £t at & apesd of slout 240 m.p.k. while

the other [ollowed an "objeot” ar "oblocte™ ot 14,000 ft. A8 the “"obieots®
travolled toverds the socnnd reder slia the oporetar deteated four “obfeote®
poving in 1ise asterp sbout 4,000 yorde from esch ather, This obacrvation

wos confirmed Inter Dy tha other voders, for shea the obfect thoy werg plotting
poszad out of repge they were sble 3 detect four other armllier obiects before
they too pesmed et af roogo.

7. 5% weo noted by the rader uperutars that the rigzen of the echoas were
conslderohly lsrger then would b2 expeeted from mormsl airerwft., I fact they
ronaiSered thet the pli¢ was mesrer thet of » ship'sn echo.

B, It is deduced from these reports thet rlesgsther flve oblects were deteated
by the three rrdore.” At leagt sno of thoee rase to an altituds »f W0 re
while ing opprecishly 'y ir mzieuth end renge.  RLL of these ablecte
nppeered o be cepable Of spe.dn of shout 240 n.p.h. Hothing cen be anid of
ghyeluel canstruetion of the objectn excspt thet they wera veey effeetive
refleckary of redor signele, ond that they cuet have been elther of ¢ineiderahle
alze or stne eonstructad to Be eupecisily good reflectors,

. Thorr were pot Lnows 30 bz ony sireraft in the vicinlty nor were there any
netaorslogicsl bollaans. Evarn AT halloons hed hean fn the eren thesw would ot
becuunt for the sudden shenge 31 Sirewtion and the movemant #2 Wigh zpedd afrined
the prevaliing wind, ..

10. Anather point which heo been considered Lo thet the type of redor uaed ia
«apable 3f lacking onto heavily cherged olouds, Cleuds of this neture ¢3uld
extend up o the helghin &n question sz ceuse sbaormslly lsrge cchore an the
ecader gorgens. Lt is not thoughi Mowever Yhsx this ineldent wes Jue to such

phencewens.

yas

1. It Ls coneluded thet the dnat ¢
c dent wsa due 1, ’
::{}:e;ha obtedts of unidentifiad type pod zr:m:.m;tp:"m! b
un ely thet they ware conventisnal sircraft, met 11 A
ot Bact . eoralogiesl ballysng

Ao penci, 3

ey

g
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" NOTES FOR MINISTER
Mr., Stan Awbery
For the two years beginning

ist January, 1955, 64 reports were received. Nearly
all have been rationazlly accounted for during the
subsequent investigations.

2. So far this year, 15 reports have been
received, including the faked photograph published
in the "Daily Sketch™ on 6th April, 1957,

Be The Hinistry of Supply Bombing Trials Unit
al West Freugh, vigtownshire reported a radar
sighting made on 4th April of an object which was
tracked for 36 minutes, continually increasing in
speed whilst losing height. Fnquiries so far mede
reveal that no Service or commercial aircraft wasih
the vieinity at the tims. It is possibls that the -
object was a private aircraft, and enquiries on this '
point are still being made. The object could ndh

have been & balloon since it was moving agalnst the
wind. '
4., A reference to this report was contained in 5
the "Bvening News" and “"Evenlng Standard® on
6th April (cutting attached). If S. of S, is asked '
qusstions on this point, it is suggested that the
reply should be on the following linmes :- ;
"That report is still being investigated,
and the causs has not yel been established. '
It may vwell have been & private alrcrafi.”

5. Tvwo unidentified radar sightings are at

d SECRET , ‘
present under investigation, viz :-

. , /G
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_S__._é (r. Went) .

With reference to your loase minute 511/5.6 dnted 1ith April, 1957, it i=
regretted thnt dus ko an overgight the Went Freugh, Wigtownshive incident wna
listed twice; onte as 8 newepsper report snd ance ar n radsr sighting under
investipetion. The error in listing the incidents means that there were -
fifteen reports this yesr. The newspaper reports were dn fnct’only two and not
thres as piven.

2. The four reports, smpliffieations of which you requirs, are ae follows,

Rader sightings under investipation

{8) A report was recelved from Roysl Air Foree Church Lawford on
26th Varch, 1957 of » sighting of an unuaual nature. The object
move 8t A ppeed timed sn exceading 1400 m.p.h. This in itselr
war unusual re the object hed sccelernted to this speed from e
etationsry pg;icion. Ho explanation han yet been found for this
sighting but Supplemsntary report, including & copy of the reder
plot; was requested and hes been received from Church Lewford this
ef'terncon.

(b} Signals from Royal Afir Force Stations Wempton snd Lalenheath on .
$9th March reported unususl reeponses which did not resemble those
from conventionsl sirereft. Alrcraft gent to €ind the object made
no contact with snything in the area of the response.

The meteorological office are at present trying to {ind whether
any unususl phenomens were chaerved by their atsiions in that srea.

- .

It im possible thet the response wwa due €5 m gessonsl phenomens
known 88 "Angels® and "Aneprop® whioch is » result of Inversion and
Reflection from the Ionospheve.

{c) Ministry of Supply, Bomd Triels Unit, West Freugh, Wigtownshire picked
ur én unusual response from en almost stationery object on &th April 1957;
the sbjiect wes tracked for thirty-six minutas continually ineressing in
speed while losing height., Enquiries, so fer, reveal thet no service nor
commereial afrersft were in the vicinity st the time, We are nt present
trving to find out shether & private sircveft might have been in the ares
at the time.

The poesibility of 2 balloon hes been eliminated becsuse the oblect
wes proceeding sgainst the wind,

Newspaper Report

{4} A review by the Daily Worker' of # book recently published on German
wariime weapons contsined references ¢ » Cermen flying ssucer which
was flown at z speed of 1250 m.p.h. to s height of L0,0N0 rt.

3. The Wigtuwnshire report referred to in psra 5 of sur mimute 3 of folder

P.Q. 123/57 is the eame incident es reported in the news cuttings forwerded with
your minute ond returned herewith. .

L. It is unfortunste that the Wigtownshire reder incident fell inte the hands of
the press. The two other redar incidents have not been mede public and resched ug
by megn? of official sscrel channels. We suggest thet 8. of 8, does not
speeificelly refer to these incidents se rsder sightings. ¥e suggest that in
angwering the originsl question S. of 8. might reply:-

"Of the fifteen incidents veported this yenr ten have been fdentified en

conventivnel objects; two eontain insufficient {nformation for {&entificetion

and three sre under investigation.®
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D.D.1.(Tech}

T should be grateful for advice om both parts of
this question. I suggest that the definition of “UFO's '
detected” should be regarded as reasonably suthenticajed
snd relisble reports, including radar. reporis; for which
no satisfactory explanation hss been advanced. Thus for
1955 and 1956 %ogether (para.l of your min.3 on P.Q.folder
153/57 atteched) the maximum number would appesr. o ba 6.
1 should be gled of figures for 1955, 1956 smd 1957 ‘to
dnte, separastely. .. B

2, I understood from whet A.C.A.S.{1) ssid st the Air

gtaff meeting yesterday that reports of ths incident

of 29 April were still vesy collated. I should be glad of
WJ /a
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a full suumary of what hma been estoblished, together
with your conclusions on the West Freugh incident.

3 The full feets will or course need to be given
to 8. of 8. If there is osny question of relessing
infermetion of intelligence value I will of course
consult A.C.A.5.{I).

b I should be gled of a reply as soon a8 possible,

and not later then 9 Mey.
%w’

S.6. {P.J. HUDSON)

In 1955 there were no unexplained incidents of unidentified flying
objects.

In 1956 & total of =ix umidentified flying objecis were received.
Of this total three were radsr sightings. One wos made by the navigatos
of a Vulcan eireraft but the captain was unasble to meke a visual sighting
although the object approached the airersft, The duration of the sightiqg
was 1 min 15 secs. Another, was s report of an unusual objlect on
Lakenheath Hadar which at first moved at a gpeed of between two and four
thousand koots 2nd then remsined statiosnsry at an high altitude., No
visusl contact wes mede with this object by the Venom sent to intercept
it and other raders failed to pick it up. The third radsr report wes of
an object on the screen st Weathersfield. One of the two aircraft sent
ts intercept made a momentary contactjthe other made no contect at »ll,
No other ground radars who scanned the srea were able to find a trece of

sy obliect.

The other thres incidenis are all visuel sightings. One was submitded

by » member of the Roysl Observer Corps. His description of the obiect
was not sufficient to identify it as any particulsr thing., It is thought
that what he gaw mey have been an sircreft but it is impossible to say

s0, categorically. Another report ceme from & B.Sc. who gave a descriptifon of

sn object which he saw some ¢welve thousand feet up. It ig thought that
this was a bslloon but no verification could be made. The Meteorologioal]
Office are certain that the objiect wae not one of their balloons, The
third of the reports ceme from s man who reported seeing a round object,
emitting rippling circles, similar to heat or vibrestion waves, It is
not known what this might have been.

In 1957, four unidentified flylng oblects have been reported. Of
these, two are radsr sightings and the other two, reports from the publid.

Of the rader sightings, one has received publicity as the "West Freugh
Incident®. The other resched us by secret channels and is not public l}

knowledge. It came from R.A.F. Church Lewford, which reported en unususl
object travelling et @& very fast speed st e greai height. WNo explanatioy
has been found for this, sz, in view of the apeed a2nd height, it could

not have been sny conventional sireraft. The redsr mey heve bean at faulit
but this is unlikely as it performed s normel plot on a ¥V type airoraft

while it wes watching the U.JF.0,

Of the two*reports from the public one is thought to be a balloon -
put no confirmation can be obitained. The other contains insufficient .

informetion to be identified.
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3 Cont'd

With reference to the telephone conversstion betwsen Mr, Hudson and the
undersigned, no report has been made here of the Channel incident, A copy of
the report on the West Freugh incident is attached to the P.Q. folder,

Poary

{A. GIFFEN PEACOCE

DeDols(Tech

8th May 1957

S.4b

I attach st LA and 4B a2 dreft Answer and Notes based on
minute 3 and the enclosure relating to West Freugh (the contents
of which are Secret). The matter has slso been discussed st
some length with D.D.I.{Tech).

2 The second part of the Question is deslt with on P,Q. Folder
220/57. Presumably the two Questions will be answered together
but, in sny case the information provided on the two folders

by S.6 will enable you, with suitsble editing, to produce the

Angwers reguired.

5.6 (r.J. HUDSON)

1375/51

9
1.0.5Ka) e mng}s

P.8, to D.U,S.1.

Mr. Beswick's Questlion aboubt the object picked up by radar over the
Channel on 29th Aprdil, which was originally down for answer last week,
vag deferred until tomorrow and we therefore have the opportunity of
answering it together with the similar Questlon from Major Patrick Wall,
A combined answer to the ftwo Questions is accordingly submitted at
enclogure 5A, Notes for Minister are at enclosure 5B8.
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NUBB OF ULIDG el T T RiHePEn
The total of five unidentiiied Llylng

obJects for 1ub7 is composed wi two paday sightings

and three reports Lron the public,

o Tug first of the radar sightings was the
so-gulled "M.ast iv‘reugﬁ" (uds towshirey incident
reported Ly the uress al the bepinning of Moy an
obJjecl s trucked by bwo radur stations moving
Molte AL hiipghls vetieon HO,000 and TU, M) fte, and
gave raduer sciwes conaiderably larger than e
opsrators wuuld buve oxpucted Frow o conventlicnal
aireraft. AL one tine the reporta of the ingident
mention more Lhon one objest, .nd possilly us ooy
SECRET ag five. They coanol lkwve been meteorologlical
ballouns, siace Ly .apre nmoviny aealnat the wing,

and becaase of thel. size au ewrlier suppestion

| tuat o nprivato clrer it migbl we involved has been
re jocted,
e S ognesd oL e peerl, ke bas nob
vesched Lo ot ople, oo i . e o clsech

i pawford in thie 1 il oo sl Wb juct o

noted trove 11 ob prest heiont end spesd,

whlel . concolvably have been o £l in the

radol Jltuongn ko b naought Lo ove unlikely.

e Tpe bhwce reoorts from Lhe pallic cong
o, denb, aao; oot Do 1l by tnelr natare,
ol course, lilttle 1 nwoun cbout the siphbing s,

Sl iUL“Tna oo
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though they are probably w1l capable of a natural

explanation. Onc of Liew, from Glasgow, was wade
by a boy of tem, who (ave & detailed description
of an object whilch ne soy for 16 asconds at
10,000 £t. travelling ab 750 m.p.bh.; the second, 3
from a Cornish postumn wio saw & ndome-shapsed
obJject like a sliced egy”, i somesnat less
frivolous, since bile postscs 18 understood to have
received some basic training in aireraft recosmition
while the tuird, in Kenb, 15 believed to have been
a balloon, although Luiz cunob be confirmad.
B A8 with earlicy 'Llying saucer” queries,
general suppleuentary qdostions might be answered
by pointing oul thabt very {ew of the unusual
objects which ure reposted remalin wiidentified for
long; and when they conmot, be exp lained, it may
often be becuanse Lugre 10 insufiicient evidenco fo
a positive identification.
B 17 lembers sipgest thal the figure for
1957 is very hipn, takiog into asccount the facbt
Ut iess than five uonbig! repurts are included
in it, the reply wipul bo -

wjlonoursule T oubers will Luar in mind

Lhat the unexnlained reports relating to
Uliis year zre otidl under investigation,

and that some of Uhew may well be identitie
later.”

P OBJECE SIGHTED ON #2911 APRIL

T 16 Hunters of Fichter Command were

sxercising between 9 p.m. und 10,30 patile ON

/ooth Avril
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2gth April. Two aircraft appeared on the radar

sereens of Ventnor (G.C.I. ot about 10 p.m. (3ings

alreraft are not tracked inland, the 1.C.I. was not

aware thuat the aircraft had, in fact, come from :
inside thie United Kingdom). First estimations :
credited the aireraft wilih o very high speed (over
7560 knots) and because it vas suspected that some-
thing unusual had happened, tvw.o Javelins which wers

in the air on patrol were inztructed to investipate.

The two aircraft, whose neignt was about 44,000

i ft, were sesn on the radar screen to part company -
one travelled North-tast (actuully to Horsham St.
SEGRET Falth) and one almost due .ast. The two Javelins
were directed towards the aircraft heading West-
wards, but no interception was made, neither did
the Javelins' radar deteclt any other aircraft.
During the phase when the Javeling vwere being homed

on to the "suspicious” aircraft travelling Yest-

vards, its speod a5 re-assesced at something

under 600 Knots. hen it had moved out to the

west of lwuds ud, and vias moving tovards the limit
of Hope Coves radar cover, the Javelins were ordered
Lo abugsh the attempted interception.

8. ‘ Subgeguent investigalions by Tighter
Command showed that the movement or tns two
¥sugpicious® objects, seen by the Ventnor radar,
was completely consistent with the movements of
two of the 16 Hunters of Fighter Command engaged
on a training exsrcise. ‘Viwes hwve been correlated

Svitile v
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witih adreraft £1ipht plans, and there is no doubt

that this was a fulse slarm.

9. Presg reports spoke of the very high

speed of the suspicious objects. If guestions ars _

asked on this subject, it cun be said that the 3

speeds reported in the Press (900 to 1,000 miles an

hour) were in excess of ULhose reported by the

Control and Reporting System,

10. If Nembers ask wh- it is that two

friendly aircraft should so have confused our radar

dsfences as Lo nave drawn ofi our defending

aircraft on a false scent, it could be pointad out

that there were & very larpre number of movements

taking place at the time, ird that in view of the

fact that the aircraft were not positively known

to be friendly, it woas clearly bstiter to deploy

defending aircraft as a rrecaution.

11, If 5. of 4. 18 aoked whether the

explanation advanced in the avswer 1o reparded as

proven, the reply could be wade thal ths times and

radar tracks have been closely checked with the

movemants of the Hunters as reported by their

pilots, and the correlation is complele.

12, Hansard extracls ior recent Questions

about flying saucers and s0 on are attached.
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aseer:  Unexplained Lights

w.  RAF/CC

1. Early in the morning of 27 Dec 80 (approximately 0300L), two USAF
security police patroimen saw dnusual Vights outside the back gats at

RAF Hoodbridge. Thinking an aircraft might have crasked or been ferced
down, they called for permission to go outside the gate to investigate,
The on-duty flight chief responded and allowed three patrolmzn o pro.
ceed on fort. The individuals reported sezing & strange glowing object
in the forest. The object was described as being metalic ia appearance
and triangulsr in shape, approximately two to three meters across the
base and approximately two meters high. [t {lluminated the entire forest
with a white light. The object itself had a pulsing red Tight on tup and
a bank{s} of blue Vights underneath. The object was hovering or on legs.
As the patrolmen approachad the object, 1t maneuvered through the treszs
and disappeared. At this time the animals on a nearby farm went into a
frenzy. The object was briefly sighted approximately an hour later nzar
the back gate.

2. The next day, three depressions | 1/2" deep and 7" in diametar were
found where the gbject had been sighted on the ground. The following
night {29 Dec 80) the areaywas checked for radiation. feta/gamma readings
of 0.1 millivoentgens were recorded with peak readings in the three de-
pressions and near the center of the triangle formed by the depressions.

A nearby tree had moderate (.05-.07) readings on the side of the tree
toward the depressians.

3. Later in the night a red sun-like 1ight was seen through the trees.

It moved about and pulsed. At one point it appeared to throw off glowing
particlies and then broke into five separate white objects and then dis-
gppeared. I[mmediately thereafter, three star-like cobjects were nonticed

in the sky, two objects to the north and one to the south, 21l of which
were agbout 10° off the horizon. The objects moved rapidiy in sharp anaulav
movements and displayed red, green and blue lights. The objects to the
aorth appeared .to be etlbiptical through an B-12 power lens. They then
turned to full circles. The objects to the north remained in the sky for
an hour or more. The object to the south was visible for two or thrée
hours and beamed down a stream of {ight from time to time. Mumerous indivi-
duals, including the undérsigned, witnessed the activities in paragrachs

3
T
5 l’ 2

OLES 1. BALT, Lt Col, USAF
Deputy Llase Cowmander
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HEADQUARTERS FIGHTER COMMAND ATR STAFF INSTRUCTION NO. F/4

REPORTING OF UNUSUAL ATRCRAFT OR AERIAL PHENOMENA

PART I - RADAR SIGHTINGS

Introduction

Y This Instruction replaces imstructiona previcusly promulgated by lstter.

A copy of Part I of this imstruction is %0 be immediately’available to Sguadron
Commanders of. Night/All Weather Squadrons, to Mthe Air Defence Controller at
A4.D.0.C, to Haster Controllers end Reporting Controllers at M.R.8's.; and to
Displsy Controllers at Satellite Radar Stetions." and to Duty Staff and Alr Staff
officers at Sector and Command Headquarters. ) : '

Immediste Investization Lo
2. VWhen an unususl phenomenon or irack is ‘observed by radar, the occurrence is

to be investigated immediately. This inveatigation should endesvour to determine
whether the phenoménon or track is dus toi- »

{a) A technical fault.

{b) & friendly aircreft previously unidentified.
{6} Interferencs.

{4) Meteorolegicael conditions,

(With reference to {b), the procedurs for identifying sirecraft, and for reporting
eireraft that remain unidentified, is laid down in Headquarters Fighter Command
Contrel and Reporting Procedure Imstructions. In areas where, or at times when,
the identification of all aircraft is not carrded out, & track should be
considered unusual if it is moving at 8 ground speed exceeding 700 knots or at an
altitude exceeding 60,000 fest).

Reporting

3s  If the immediste investigation does pot discover the cause of the track or
phenomenon, & report is to be made by Confidential Routine signal to Headquarters
Fighter Command (Ops. C. & R.} copies for information o Sector Headquarters,
This report is to include:-

{a) The appesrance of the echa,

{v) The ground speed and sltitude of the echo.

{6} Whether it is continuous or intermittent.

(4) 1Its signsl strengih {strong, medium or wesk) throughout the time
of observation, including pick-up and fade points.

{e) The range and bearing of these points.
(£) - Toe type of redar used,
(g) Wnetber confirmstion wes cbteined from other types of radar.

A copy of the record sheets, together with & track tracing and the relevant P.D.S.
film (where spplicable) is to be asent by post,

SECRET /analynle
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ko Operatioxm Era.nch Hea.dquertera Fighter Command will analyse repcrts
from un:bts, and if an explanstion ‘cannot be found & report will be randsrad
by Confidential Routine signal-ioc Air Ministry (n.n 1, 'rech,)) (infomatiOn
copy to Intelligence Branch, H.Q.F. ¢.). o

Press Publicity - S eI el
5. The Press are never to be given information about unusual radar sightings.

Unauthorised disclosures of this type will be viewed a8 offences under the
0fficial Secrets Acts.

/Part IT
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PART II - VISUAL SIGHTINGS

Introduction

6. A copy of Part II of this instruotion is to be immediately available to all
Station Commanders, Squadron Commanders and Intelligence Qfficers during working
hours, and to Station Duty Officers and Duty Staff 0fflcers at all other times,

Sightings by Service Persormel

7. (&) Aircraft. Should e member of ths Services, or of the Royal Observer
Corps observe an siroraft belonging to the Soviet [Hlod: ox one’ which
*cannot ‘be -ddentified as friendly, behaving in:.a manner Likely . tq .couse

susploion, that is, flying other than.the £1ight psttern normally seen in

the particulsr area, he is to report the sighting to his Station Commandar

through his superior officer immedistely.

.

(b} Phenomens., Should s member of the Services see an q‘b,}eqt in the al_(;y
for which he cannot account, he is to report it st once to the Station

Commander through his superior officer.

() Action by Commanding OFfficers. In bothk cases (a) and (b) above, the
Commanding Officer is to report the occcuxrrence by telephone to the
appropriate Master Radar Stetion without delay, and is to initiate a,

He is then to arrange
the immediete interrogation of the witness/witnesses and to send a report
of the interrogation to all addresases of the sighting sigpsl as soon as

.sighting aignal as detsiled in parsgrapb () below,

possible.

(8) Action by Aircrew. Where sigh’c':i_ng; of suspicious sircraft or phenomena
are mede by aircrew when airborne, they are to report the occurrence

immedistely as follows:- =~ ?

(i) Crews of Fighter Airoreft. To the eppropriate Mester Radar

Station,

(11) Crows of Other Aircraft, To the appropriate Uaster Radar
Station if in radic contact, otherw,ise to the appropriate Alr Traffic

Control authority.

(&) Action by Master Radar Stations., When aightings are reported to a
above, the Master
Controller or his deputy -is.to ensure thet the radasr is checked for any

Vaster Radar Stetion under _e) and (d), (i) and (41

unidentified responses. If the Master Radar Station has airceraft under control

in the vicinity of the reported phenomensa, those sircraft are to be diverted

to investigste the phenowena,

(£) BSighting Signel. The signal is to be graded "Priority Confidential®,
addressed to Air Ministiry, London (for the attention of D.D.I. (Tech.}),
Headquarters Fighter Commend and A.D.0.C., end repested to Sector

Headquarters. It is to be set out as follows: =

(1) The time (®2") of the ocourrence.

(3i) The place where it was cbserved (Georef, or distance and

bearing frowm & town or R,A.F. Station).

{134) 4 detailed description of the aircreft or phenomenon (i.e.
zize, shape, colour, movements or changes in appearsnce if' sny, its
estimated altitude, speed and course, and the duration of the

observation).

RESTRICTED

i)
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(iv) Whether the observer has been trained in aircraft ) . ;
recognition. #

(v) How many other people saw the phenomenono

Sightings of Phenomena by Civilians

8, Should a civilim report to an R.AJF, authority that he ‘has observad a
phenomenon, & signal es in paragreph 7(£), but including the name and address
of the civilian, is to be despatched. It is also to be followed by an
amplifying written report to all addressees in paragraph 7(f) as scon &s .
practicable after the sighting. A letter of acknowledgement and thenks should
be sent to the givilian, but any action teken as & result of the report must
not be disclosed sither verbslly or in writ:.ng. .

Press Publicity .

9. Sightings by Service personnsl, or.the action taken ss a result of -
sightings by civilian personnel, are in no ciroumstances to be disclosed to the
Press. Members of the Press are, if they make enguiries, to be referred to the
Inforpation Division of-the Air Mindstry, Whitehell Gardens, London, S5.W.1.

Entry in 3.R.08

10, Stations are to insert in S R.0s. at intervala of three months an order
similar to the following:~ .

{8} "Visual Sighting of Suspicious Aiveraft or Aerial Phenomena.

"{4) Unidentified Aircreft. Any officer or airman who sees an
aireraft that he camnot identify is friendly is immedistely to
refer the sighting to his superior officer for guidance,

(11) Aerisl Phenomena. Likewise any officer or airman who

observes in the aky & phenomenon or object so unusual that he

considers it should be 1nvestigated, is to report it to his

supex'ior officer,

(115.) In no circumstances is any communication to be made to the

Press without Air Miniatry authority.” - S

318t December, 1560
FC/S.18160/0ps. {C. & R.)
FC/S. k2917/1nt.

-RESTRICTED
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A/C Type Operator Regn Location Date Occnum p/Pub

B737 200 BRITANNIA G-BAZG NR LEEDS 5 JUL 78 7802646F P

CAA Narrative:

I XS E S S R R T S e R SR R RS RS AR RS RS SRR AR R RS R TR RS R EEEEEEE LS EEEE LT LSS LR LR R L TR
A/C Type Operator Regn Location Date Occonum P/Pub

B727 -100 DAN-AIR G~BAJW VICENZA 19 SEP 79 7904369X P H

CAA Narrative:
UFO OBSERVED PASSING Z00FT BELOW A C
MILAN CONTROL REPORTED "NO TRAFFIC.

IR R TR A ST TR EE TSI EEEEE R EL LSS EESEES LTS EEEE LR ETE S SRS SRS LRSS EREESREELEEREETEEEEEE XL X9
A/C Type Operator Regn Location Date Ocenum P/Pub

B727 DAN-AIR G~BCDA VICENZA 11 JUN B0 8003311C P

UFO PASSED CLOSE TO SUBJECT AIRCRAFT
OBJECT APPEARED TO BE LIKE A FIGHTER AIRCRAFT DROP TANK.

R E AR ES S EER SRR SRR R RSttt As s SERRRRARE SRS e R R SR EEEE L EETEE S
A/C Type Operator Regn Location Date Occnum P/Pub

B727 DAN-AIR G-~BHNE LYON 13 FEB B1 8100542C p

UNIDENTIFIED FOREIGN OBJECT SEEN ON A C RADAR
A SIZEABLE OVAL SHAPED TARGET APPEARED ON RADAR CENTRE-LINE AT LIMIT OF RANGE
TRACKING TOWARDS A/C AT VERY HIGH SPEED.NO VISUAL SIGHTING MADE.

IR RS SR E RS AR R SR A S SR SRR RS S A SRS A EE R SRR XS IR RS E RS EE R R EE RS E RS

A/C Type Operator Regn Location Date Occnum P/Pub

B727 DAN-AIR G -BKCG DINKELSBUHI 12 JUN 82 8201614C 8

LARGE TRANSLUCENT ORJECT, APPROX 500FT LONG, OBSERVED AT 41000FT.

ATCC REQUESTED SUBJECT A/C TO INVESTIGATE THIS OBJECT WHICH WAS FOUND TO HAVE
THE FORM OF A DOUBLE RECTANGLE SURMOUNTED BY A GLOBE (EGG SHAPE) CROWNED BY A
SILVER CONE. OBJECT OBSERVED BY ALL ON BOARD.

v
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L R R R R T R R L R TR T LR SRR TR R R g R R R L 2 k]
% ¥
A/C Type Operator Regn Location Date OCcenum P/Pub

B%37 200 DAN-AIR G -BKAP BRINDISI 21 JUN 82 8201671B P

CAA Narrative:

UNIDENTIFIED OBJECT SIGHTED BY PILOTS.

OBJECT PASSED DOWN LEFT HAND SIDE AT SAME HEIGHT AS A/C (FL230) APPROX 2
MILES AWAY. BLACK SHINY DOUGHNUT SHAPE ABOUT THE SIZE OF A CAR. OBJECT WAS
TUMBLING & JUDGED TO BE STATIONARY.

PR AR AR SR A A SR AR SR SRS R R AR A LR A X RN E N E SRS AT R LRSS L ERENSETEE RS LT LR S 2
A/C Type Operator Regn Location Date Occnum P/pub

BAC 111 500 BCAL G ~-AWYS FLORENCE 18 AUG B3 8302525A P

CAA Narrative:

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT SEEN BY CREW.

LARGE BLACK OBJECT, BALLOON SHAPED WITH LARGE WHITE SPOT ON IT, OBSERVED 10NM
SE OF FIRENZA. NO ATTACHMENTS TO OBJECT. SUPP INFC: ITALIAN CAA REPLIED NO
MET BALLOON COULD POSSIBLY HAVE BEEN PRESENT AT THE INDICATED PLACE OR TIME.

FHERE A AR I A I A I IR A A A E R AR IR AT A E R A AT AR R AL R AR A A I A TR A A A AT R AR R AR AL AT AT AL AR AN A AT AR A Tk dd
A/C Type Operator Regn Location Date Occnum pP/Pub

B737 BRITANNIA G -AVRL AMBOISE 9 AUG B4 8402477A P

TR I A AT KT F A A AR AT AT AR AL AR A AL L AR R A RANET AR AR R AAAL R IR XA A RARRA AR E R R A A A A h kR hh
A/C Type Operator Regn Location Date Occnum P/Pub

TRISLANDER KONDAIR G -BDOS IPSWICH 24 AUG B84 8402680D P

CAA Narrative:

UK REPORTABLE ACCIDENT : A/C STRUCK OBJECT IN CRUISE. PROPELLER, FUSELAGE,
COWLING & CONTROL RUNS DAMAGED.

THE A/C WAS FLYING IN SLIGHT TURBULENCE WHEN A BUMP WAS FELT. JUST BEFORE
DESCENT THE RIGHT ENGINE CONTROL WAS FOUND TO BE SEIZED SO AN ASYMMETRIC
APPROACH & LANDING WAS EXECUTED. ON INSPECTION IT WAS APPARENT THAT THE LEPT
PROPELLER HAD STRUCK AN UNIDENTIFIED OBJECT, PROPELLING IT THROUGH THE CABIN
ROOF, WITH A PIECE EXITING THROUGH A WINDOW. THERE WERE SEVERAL HOLES IN THE
FUSELAGE & DAMAGE TO THE ENGINE, AILERON & RUDDER TRIM CABLES. THREE PIECES
OF FOREIGN METALLIC OBJECT WERE FOUND, INCLUDING A SMALL CYLINDRICAL MAGNET.
THE UFO HAS NOT BEEN IDENTIFIED. (AIB BULLETIN 10/84). SEE DIGEST 84/D/43.
CAA CLOSURE: NO INFORMATION RECEIVED CONCERNING NATURE OR ORIGIN OF UFO.
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INVESTIGARION OF UNIDRUTIFIED FLYIRG OBJLCTS

1. It hus been atated in the loude of Commone and in policy
corregpondence in the Minlstry of Defence that all reported
gightings of UrOs are invegbtignted by M,0.D, %o determine their
caugse and to asseas if they constitute e military threat, The
yragent procedure in M.0.D. 1o that all sightings are channelled
to $,41(Alr) who is responsible for all communications with the
public on these matters. S5.4L(Air), in collsboration with the
1Y .00y moke preliminory enquiries with Fylingdales or R.5.R.S.
Slough, for possible satellite sightings, and with other .
oranisations who may be flyinf alreyaft or bunlloouns, or operating :
equipment thet conld cause optical phenomens giving rise to the -
stghtings. In the majorlity of cases the sightings can be :
attributed to those cvnuses and no further setion is regquirsd.

e In the capes where no fmmediate satisfactory explanation

c:n be detexmined, f.c, thez arc truly unidentified flying objects,
Lhen Da5,TeXe are roguired by L.0.0, te carry out further
tnvestigetions, Thene investigations were orizinally carried out
by Ceolie Intelidgence {Air) but they becmme the responsibllity of
Lhe bpaece Section in DILLY from the beplnning of Nay 1967, After
vee: iving UFO sighlings from S.4f(Alr) for a complete month, the
Space Section hove now had a chance to sssess the macnitude of the
vaoks It ig emphasised that the infoimation given in the reports
is guite lnadequate for any decision %o be made from within the
office, and if the task is to be done st all; more deteils mpust be
abiained from those members of the public who oripinasted the
alrhtingo. This can only be donme from personal interviews ap it
ia sure to invelve the preparation ef skeiches, geographic bearings,
dictancen, heights, wovewents and furtber stotenonts.  Armed with
bhis knowledye the investigating officer wouldd then be obliged to
nggoge th facllities in thoe local area, such as olr basges,
univerrity experimontal ereas and factories, and consider the
prevailing meteorologicul comditions at the time for conditions
~hich could peseibly bave given rise to the phenomsna. Pinelly,
the iunvestigating officer would be veguirsd to make hisg decizions
and write a report on the resulis of hie investigations. It 1g
suspested, therefore, that if the investigation is to be carried
oul in mceord with the official poliey statemcnis on the subject,
22 men daysg will be required for each investigetion. A totel of
ning U1C sightings raguiring further investi antion by DSTI wers
veselvad during ¥ay 1967,

3 From the abeve, i1 1o apporent thet investigations inte UFCs
cannol be regarded as n part-time or secondary btask, and that it

ie completely beyond inolusmion in the work schedule of the already
overworked snd undermannsd Space Section of DI.55, Under these
clreumstances 1t is reconmended that Lt be roco;nlised that D3TI
cannot undertake the investlpation of UF0s to the standsrd required
by the stated polley on the subleet, or, alternatively, an officer
and Lrangsport be established in DSTI spscifieslly for this purpone,

(I, HURGSTCRY
Sgdn.Ldr.

DI.55 be

7tk June 1967
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From: _ Secretariat{Air Staff)2a1a Room 8%45

(Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
(Fax)

Your reference

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

North Humberside. glwmmsw

by

% Thank you for your recent letter addressed to the Prime
Minister concerning "unidentified flying objects". Your letter has
been passed to the Ministry of Defence and this office is the
focal point within the MOD for correspondence of this nature. I
have been asked to reply.

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. 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 1is 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.

4, The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of
"UFO/flylng 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.
Nows Sy,

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE Yol A
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB %ﬁg’?ﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬁ '
Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140



MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT
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\@gjé__ RefNo___ /1998
Date_1 // H i/ q g
The Secretary of State,/ has received the

attached letter from a member of the public. It has not been
acknowledged by this office.

Please send a reply on behalf of the Minister concerned. All
Ministers attach importance to such letters being answered promptly,
your reply should therefore be sent within 20 working days of the date
of this minute. If, exceptionally, this should prove impossible an
interim reply should be sent within the same timescale.

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information came into force on in January 1997. All
replies to members of the public must be in accordance with the
procedures set out in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of
Practice is contained in DCI(Gen) 54/98; further information is
available from DOMD on extension

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to
keep records of their performance. All branches and Agencies are
required to keep information on the number of requests for
information which refer to the Code of Practice including details of
the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the
Department is required to provide a record of the total number of letters
from members of the public and provide statistics (which may be used
on a valid sample) of its performance in providing replies within their
published targets.

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

MB 6140 EXT FEEEIECl

b
B
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From: EEETEMIN Secretariat(Air Staffi2a1a, Room 2

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

(Switchboard) 017
{Fax)

Your reference

Our reference

D/Sec(AS)/64/3

Date .
q.Aprll 1998

Eyemouth,
Berwickshire.

w

1. Thank you for your letter of 11 March regarding an
"unidentified flying object" sighting of 29 January near RAF
Kinloss.

2. I have looked back through our sighting report files and
there were no sightings reported to the MOD for 29 January 1998
from anywhere in the UK.

1 You asked if there was any military aircraft activity in the
area on the evening in question. I have made enquiries and have
found that there were two F-15s from RAF Lakenheath conducting
routine night time low level training in the general area,
although not necessarily above or around RAF Kinloss.

oG s,




«

] N
—bufasn

British UFO Research Association

Evemouth,
Berwickshire.

11/03/98.

As you know I am an investigator with B.U.F.C.R.A. who
sncourage, promote and -conduct wunbiased scientific research into the
U.F.0. phenomena. I now wish to approach your department yet again, with
regard to a recent sighting of lights or objects in the sky over an area
near RAF Kinloss Moray, Scotland. This sighting took place on the 29th of
January 1998 at precisely 21:05 hrs. The display was described as a
brilliant white/pink c¢olour. From this object came a tail of a similar
colour and a peculiar rumbling scund. The object was described as floating
in the sky but suddenly shot straight up at an incredible speed until it
became the size of the surrounding stars. Four witnesses c¢laim to have
sgen this object. Surprisingly. an object of similar dimentions was seen a
few days later being escorted by RAF aircrafi near RAF Kinless.

Would it be possible for you to put forward a suggestion as to what
these lights may have belonged to, for example helicopters, or was there
any military activity in that area on that night? Information no matter
how small can sometimes be the ulmost importance to us at B.U.F.0.R.A. I
do realise the British Stealth programme is Top Secret and therefore any
information released by you will be of a limited nature,

I would now like to thank vou again for the time you have taken to
read this letter and I await your timely reply.

Yours sincerely

Regional Investigations Co-ordinator (BORDERS)

BUFORA LIMITED,  Registered Otrice: [ETNSUTOMR Burgess Hill, Sussex (TSNS 0| Registered in London 1234924

Registered under the DATA PROTECTION ACT Registration Number FO779204

London Postal Address: BM BUFORA, Ll:)NDO"‘\‘(_‘



From: _ Secretariat(Air Staff)2ala, Room%;

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

'@.

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 0171 218 8000
{Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference

Partick, D/Sec(AS)/64/3

Glasgow. Date
Section 40] 3 april 1998

1. Thank you for your letter of 10 March regarding sightings of
"unidentified £flying objects” over the East Kilbride area, one of
which was on 25 January.

2 First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. 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 1is 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.

4. I have looked back through our sighting report files and have
found that there were no sightings reported to the Ministry of
Defence for 25 January 1998 from anywhere in Scotland. I am unable
to check whether any military aircraft were operating in the area
on that date because you did not specify a time. However, you may
wish to know that most military low flying training is carried out
during daylight hours on weekdays. Certain locations, such as
built-up areas like East Kilbride, are excluded from low £flying
training by Tornados or Jaguars.

Yous Sy,
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From: SR Secretariat(Air Staff)2ata, Room

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard} 0171 218 3000
{Fax}

Your reference

Qur reference
Stamford, D/Sec{AS)/64/3

Lincolnshire. Date
’;). April 1998

g

1. Thank you for vyour letter of 7 March addressed to RAF
Wittering concerning reports of “unidentified flying objects".
Your letter has been passed to this office as we are the focal
point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence of this
nature.

2 s First 1 should explain that the MOD examines any reports of
"unidentified £flying objects" it receives solely to establish
whether what was seen might have some defence ‘significance;
namely, whether there is any evidence that the UK Air Defence
Region might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorized
foreign military activity.

5. 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 1is 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.

4. 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 1lifeforms, 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. '

os Snavely,



With the compliments of
Squadron Leader EESIEIN RAF (R'td)

Community Relati
Royal Air Force
Wittering
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From: SR Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

Your reference

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

Eg; April 1998

BEast Acton

1 Thank you for your letter of 21 March in which you seek any
information held by the Ministry of Defence on an incident which
is alleged to have occurred in Llandrillo at some time during

1974, ‘

2. I have seen Press and magazine articles which allege that a
'UFO' incident occurred near the Berwyn Mountains on 23 January
1974 and wonder if one such article has prompted your enquiry.

3. I can tell you that I have recalled the MOD's 'UFO' report
files for January 1974 and can confirm that although the
Department did receive five reports for 23 January 1974, none were
from Wales or the surrounding area. I have also been able to
establish that there were no military aircraft crashes in the UK
on 23 January 1974.

4. I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,







e
From: _ Secretariat{Air Staff)2a1a, Room é@*ﬁﬁ %

Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140

{Switchboard) 0171 218 800
RO

Your reference

Our reference
Marnhull, D/Sec(AS)/64/3

Dorset. Pats

b

1. Thank you for your recent letter addressed to Dorset County
Council in which you have requested information on "UFO" sightings
in Dorset. Your letter has been passed to the Ministry of Defence
and this office 1is the focal point for correspondence of this
nature. I have been asked to reply.

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3, 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.

4. 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.

5. I have enclosed a copy of a map which shows the geographical
distribution of sightings around the United Kingdom reported to us
during 1997. You will be able to see from this map that we did not
receive many reports from the Dorset region.

oS Sty

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE &:W%f’é‘



(Lx SHETLAD TSLANDY

GEOGRAPHICAL
DISTRIBUTION OF
UNEXPLAINED AERIAL
SIGHTINGS REPORTED
TO THE MINISTRY OF
DEFENCE IN 1997
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CORPORATE SERVICES

David Jenkins * Director

Peter Drummond » County Emergency Planning Officer
County Hall « Colliton Park « Dorchester » DT1 1XJ » Tel: (01305) 251000 » Direct Line: (01305 or 01202) 224510
Fax: (01305 or 01202) 224108 « Minicom: (01305) 267933 » DX8716 Dorchester

Ministry of Defence Your ref
Attn DPR (RAF)/ SIO

Room 0358 Myreff  ORG/0OA3

Main Building sk o

Whitehall sk for: Peter Drammond
London SW1A 2HB Date: 18 February 1998
Dear Sir

INFORMATION ON UFOS

On advice from my Royal Air Force Regional Liaison Officer, may I request that you respond
direct to the attached letter seeking information about unidentified flying objects in Dorset?

Your assistance is much appreciated.

&

Yaurs faithfully

N Drummon
ounty Emergency Planning Officer

(.
v E

UFOQ2.8AM




Dorset U.F.O. Research Network (D.U.F.O.R.N.)

Director Of Investigations
ﬁztion 40|

Marnhull Dorset |
Section 40
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From: _ Secretanat(Air Staff)2a1a, Room 24§, ~
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE WS
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB g, C

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 0171 218 98000
{Fax)

Your reference

Our reference
Waltham Cross, D/Sec(AS)/64/3

Hertfordshire. Date
:l April 1998

b

1. Thank you for your letter of 3 March to the Secretary of
State for Defence regarding "unidentified flying objects". Your
letter has been passed to this office as we are the focal point
within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence of this nature.
I have been asked to reply.

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. 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 1is 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.

4. 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.

5 You asked whether there were any recently released documents
relating to "UFO" sighting reports. As is the case with other
government files, MOD files are subject to the provisions of the
Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967. This Act of Parliament states
that official files generally remain closed from public viewing
for 30 vyears 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 surviving 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.

6. I hope this explains the MOD's limited interest in reports of
so-called "UFOs".

Houis - sy,




MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT

To ° ' v,  RefNo_ 176 21998
Date_| >, / o i/ 2%
The Secretary of State,/ has received the

attached letter from a member of the public. It has not been
acknowledged by this office.

Please send a reply on behalf of the Minister concerned. All
Ministers attach importance to such letters being answered promptly,
your reply should therefore be sent within 20 working days of the date
of this minute. If, exceptionally, this should prove impossible an
interim reply should be sent within the same timescale.

A new Open Government Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information came into force on in January 1997. All
replies to members of the public must be in accordance with the
procedures set out in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of

Practice is contained in DCI(Gen) 54/98; further information is
available from DOMD on extension

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to
keep records of their performance. All branches and Agencies are
required to keep information on the number of requests for
information which refer to the Code of Practice including details of
the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply. In addition, the
Department is required to provide a record of the total number of letters
from members of the public and provide statistics (which may be used
on a valid sample) of its performance in providing replies within their
published targets. A

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

MB 6140 EXT-
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From: _ Secretariat(Air Staff)2a1a, R%%BZM‘: ‘e ﬁ
sl Jj}’

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial} 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 0171 218 9000
{Fax)}

/=== 71
Your reference
QOur reference
D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Date
7 April 1998
1« Thank you for your letter of 29 February.
2. You asked how you can make contact with Mr Nicholas Pope. In

my last letter, dated 21 January, I provided you with the address
of Mr Pope's publishers (Simon & Schuster Ltd., West Garden Place,
Kendal Street, London, W2 2AQ) through whom you can write to him.

P I am afraid I am unable to assist you with your questions
regarding missing trawlers.

oS siveavilu,
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard] 0171 218 9000

{Fax)

Your reference

Qur reference
D/Sec(AS})/64/3
Date

2 April 1998

1. Thank you for your recent letter in which vyou have asked
about an "unexplained" aerial sighting in Hull.

2 I have looked back through our sighting report files and I

can confirm that the Ministry of Defence did not receive any
reports for 16 January 1998 in Hull or the surrounding areas.

Moois sinraly,
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From: _ Secretariat(Air Staff)2ala,

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard) 0171 218 8000
(Fax}

Qur reference
Redcar, D/Sec(AS)/64/3

Date
2 April 1998
b_

j Thank you for your letter of 2 March in which you have asked
for further information on events which are alleged to have
occurred near Rendlesham Forest in December 1980.

2 As my letter to you of 11 February explained, unless there is
evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an
external military source, the MOD does not seek to provide an
explanation for each sighting reported to us. From Departmental
records available for the period in question, we have established
that all available information was looked at at the time by air
" defence experts who were satisfied that nothing had occurred to
suggest that the UK Air Defence Region had been breached by
unauthorised foreign military activity on the nights in question.

3. I am not aware of any information that would answer your
latest questions.

4. I should 1like to assure you that Defence technology,
including the effectiveness of our air defence systems, 1is
constantly evolving and we are confident that our current air
defence capabilities fully meet the air defence threat and protect
the integrity of the UK Air Defence Region.

ours sinavaly,



Y

REDCAR,
CLEVLAND,

2nd March 1998.

P

Dear EESTNECI

Thank you for your letter dated 11th february 1998,
which responded to my regquest for information on the pendlesham Fforest,
incident.If the object seen near rendlesham forest in decessber 1980,
was of no defence significance and no breach of the united kingdom's,
alr defence occcured then the object must have originated in the united,
kingdom and must be known to the MOD.

I would like to know if HAF Bentwaters disaster preparedness and,
Biloenviromental office was notified of the incident and if any of ,
the following were reported by the USAF.

I."Helping Hand® |

2,"Coverd Wagon"

%.%Faded Giant®

4,.%Broken Arrow®

1 would be greatfull for any information you could give me.or any,

coments vour office may have.

Thank yvou for yvour time.

Yours sincersly

%’%‘ H
e

AT

éﬁ%ﬁ%@m&ﬁ@?
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From:_ Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard}) 0171 218 9000
{Fax}

Your reference

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

Canterbury 2 April 1998
Kent

e ccon 0}

1. Thank you for your letter of 27 February, which concerns an
alleged 'unidentified flying object' sighting near the home of the
former Home Secretary, Michael Howard on 8 March 1997.

2 The Ministry of Defence's sole remit as far as reports of
‘unidentified flying objects' are concerned is 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. Unless there is evidence of a
potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military
source we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each
reported incident.

3. Once the MOD Air Defence staff established there was no
evidence to suggest that an unauthorized incursion of the UK Air
Defence Region occurred on 8 March 1997 the MOD's interest in the
alleged incident ceased. The Home Office has informed this office
that no security incident occurred at Mr Howard's home on

8 March 1997.

Yours sincerely,
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As agreed, for information I have attached a summary of the
Ministry of Defence's polic in respect of reports of
‘unidentified £flying objects'. is a  persistent
correspondent and is well aware of the MOD's policy. There is no
need, therefore, to go into our policy in your reply.

Should you receive any other requests regarding the MOD's policy
on 'UFOs', please advise the correspondents to write to this
office at the following address:

Secretariat (Air Staff )2a
Ministry of Defence

Room 8245

Main Building

Whitehall

London SW1A 2HB

3 As_has frequently written to MOD and Home Office
. Ministers in recent months, for completeness it would be most
. helpful if you would send me a copy of his letter and a copy of
¢ your reply.
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MOD INTEREST IN "UFQ" SIGHTINGS

The Ministry of Defence has no interest or role with respect to
‘UFO/flying saucer' matters, or to the question of the existence
or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms about which it remains
open-minded. To date, however, the MOD is unaware of any evidence
which proves that these phenomena exist.

The Ministry of Defence examines any reports of 'UFO' sightings it
receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely is there any evidence that the UK Air
Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

The reports are examined, with the assistance of the Department's
air defence experts as required. Unless there is evidence of a
potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military
source, and to date no "UFO" sighting has revealed such evidence,
we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each sighting
reported to us. We believe that down to earth explanations could
be found for these reports, such as aircraft lights or natural
phenomena, if resources were diverted for this purpose but it
would be an inappropriate use of defence resources to provide this
kind of aerial identification service.
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial)
{Switchboard)
{Fax)

Your reference

: 8-

Brighouse ‘ Date ‘
West Yorkshire 27 March 1998

pear SRR

1. I refer to my letter of 25 March in which I said that I had
not been able to locate any files which would assist me in
answering your query about an incident which is alleged to have
occurred in January 1974.

2. The search has continued and I have now received a file
containing details of sightings of ‘'unidentified flying objects'
reported to the Ministry of Defence in January 1974.

3 I can advise you that although the Department did receive
five reports for 23 January 1974, none were from Wales or the
surrounding area.

4. I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,




From_ Secretariat{Air Staff)2a1a, Roomv“ 82

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial} 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard} 0171 218 9000
{Fax)

_ -
Qur reference
Wo ingnam, D/Sec{AS)/64/3

Berkshire. Date
Z%March 1998

b

Thank you for your letter of 2 March in which you have asked
about the Ministry of Defence's policy regarding reports of
"unidentified flying objects". This office is the focal point
within the MOD for correspondence of this nature.

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.

3. 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.

4. I hope this explains our position.

Nours SOy




Waokingham
Berkshire

7
2 March, 1998

Ministry Of Defence
Sec(AS)2a

MOD

Main Building
Whitehall

London

SW1A ZHB

To Whom it May Concern:

Subject: Unidentified Flying Aircraft/Objects

| have written you this letter about your official position on the subject of Unidentified Flying

Aircraft/objects, and the possibility of contact with extra-terrestrial biological entities, | would like

any information you have regarding this subject, you can email me it at ighn-
. . 1 would also like to know if you still investigate this subject, even after

the stereotype of the press, of which | hope you treat in a professional manner.

Respecifully,

!SS( !r esz!ent

PUFORI
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1 would like to add my voice to the groundswell of public opinion concerning an open policy on
unidentified aerial phenomena.

I am aware of your Department's official policy that "To date, the MOD remains unaware of any
evidence which proves that "UFO/flying saucers" or extraterrestrial lifeforms exist". However,
if you read my attached article on the Operation Mainbrace Incident, I am sure you will agree, this
policy is now obsolescent. Nor is this the only incident on record to have come out of the Public
Record Office.

I would be grateful if the Ministry of Defence would reword its official policy to the more
updated.-

"It is a matter of Public Record that intelligently controlled unidentified craft with design and
performance parameters that far exceed current state of the art aircraft design have on occasion
being witnessed by military/civilian aircrew/personnel. These unidentified craft are also on
occasion penetrating the UK air defence region.”

Under the Code of Practice on access to Government Information, I sense it would also be
constructive if, in future, when military units witness unidentified aerial phenomena that full details
of the sighting be made public in the form of a televised press conference. This type of openess
would also be an excellent demonstration of the Government's commitment to a Freedom of
Information Bill.

I am grateful for your kind consideration of my requests for open Government. I believe by
working in partnership with the people in this way, our Government would be recognised by
people at home and abroad as pioneers in the progressive development of modern democracy.

Kind Regards




A Very Secret History

1952 was a landmark vear in the history of the Twentieth Century. Britain had a change of monarch,
UN forces were fighting in Korea, General Batista seized power in Cuba, Emil Zatopek of
Czechoslovakia won three medals at the Helsinki Olympics and President Truman dedicated The
Nautilys, the worlds first nuclear submarine. September also had its share of the years events. In
Washington, The McCarthy Witchunts were in full swing and even Charlie Chaplin was denied a US
Visa pending a disloyalty enquiry. Meanwhile, Alfred Hershey and Martha Chase confirmed the
hereditary nature of DNA in a report published on the 20th.

Communism and The Soviet Union were perceived as a grave threat and on the 18th September, the
Dianes and the US disclosed the building of a huge airbase at Thule in Greenland; meanwhile, the
NATO allies were also conducting a huge exercise in the North Sea and North Atlantic. Dubbed
“Mainbrace”, the exercise used the military resources of Britain, USA, Canada, Norway, Denmarl,
France, Netherlands and Belgium, Whilst details of all these events are available in any standard
college history textbook; disturbingly, details of an incident that occurred during Operation Mainbrace
have only recently been made available through the auspices of The Public Record Office at Kew.

Ag part of the Royal Air Force’s involvernent in Mainbrace, No 269 Squadron were posted to RAF
Topcliffe on Yorkshire, It was whilst at Topcliffe that several members of this squadron witnessed a
silver disc type unidentified flying object on the 19th September. Fit Lt Kilburn, the senior officer
among the men filed a fisll report which was posted to HQ No 18 Group and dated 20th September
1952, the contents of which are summarised below.

The witnesses observed a Gloster Meteor descending at 500 feet at RAF Topclifife in Thirsk,
Yorkshire during Operation Mainbrace. The time was 7.10pm and the date was 19 September 1952. a
UFQ was seen approximately 5 miles astern at approx. 15000 feet and described as circular and silver
in colowr, it was moving at a slow speed on a similar course to the Meteor and then began a descent
swinging in 2 pendular motion not too dissimilar to that of a falling sycamore leaf. The descending
Meteor had turned towards Dishforth and the UFQ, whilst still descending, appeared to follow suit.
The pendulous motion then ceased and the object initiated a rotary motion about an axis
perpendicular to its horizontal plane before disappearing in 2 westerly direction and turning on a
south easterly bearing. The witnesses stated that its movements were not identifiable with anything
that they had scen in the air and acceleration was in excess of that of a shooting star. The duration of
the incident was 15 to 20 seconds. The sighting was also backed up by 3 number of civilian witnesses
outside of the base.

Source Material:
1. A Covert Agenda by Nicholas Redfern (Pub. Simon & Schuster 1997)

2. Chronicle of The 20th Century (CD By Dorling Kinderdley Ltd, London, 1996)
3. PRO File: AIR 16/1199. Crown Copyright Exists. Sourced at Kew, Tel. 0181 876 3444
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From— Secretariat(Air Staff)2ala, Roo

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,
Main Building, Whitehall, London. SW1A 2HB

Telephone {Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
{Switchboard} 0171 218 8000
{Fax)

Your reference

Our reference

Christchurch, D/Sec(AS)/64/3
Dorset. Da{e ( )/ /
;(3 March 1998

w

1, Thank you for your recent letter addressed to the Prime
Minister regarding "unidentified flying objects". Your letter has
been passed to the Ministry of Defence and this office is the
focal point within the MOD for correspondence of this nature. I
have been asked to reply.

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3. 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 1is 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.

4. You stated vyou would like to visit the Public Record Office
to look through MOD "UFO" report files. You will wish to know that
as 1s the case with other government files, MOD files are subject
to the provisions of the Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967. This
Act of Parliament states that official files generally remain
closed from public viewing for 30 years after the last action has
been taken. 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 surviving 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.

NoUrs Sinco




MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT

; C Q_§> 2 RefNo___ . /1998
Date_2. ! 3 /‘7(

The attached letter(s) which the Prime Minister has received has been
forwarded to this Department for official action. No.10's letter codes are as
follows:

- The letter has been acknowledged by No.10. Please
send a full reply within 20 working days.

- The letter has been acknowledged by No.10. Please
consider whether there is anything which can usefully
be said to  the correspondent and action accordingly.

C - No acknowledgement has been sent. In this case,
however, it is obviously important that both an
acknowledgement and a full reply are sent.

Unless specifically asked to do so, there is no need for you to copy your
replies to this office.

A new Open Government Code of Practice came into force on January
1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with the
procedures set out in the Code. A full explanation of the Code of Practice is

contained in DCIiGenf 48/97; further information is available from DOMD on
extension

Under the Citizens' Charter, Departments are now required to keep record
of their performance. All branches and Agencies are required to keep information
on the number of requests for information which refer to the Code of Practice
including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply. In
addition, the Department is required to provide a record of the total number of
letters from members of the public and provide statistics (which may be based on a
valid sample) of its performance in providing replies within their published targets.

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

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE UNIT
MB 6140 EXT
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CHRISTCHURCH
DORSET

Section 418

TONY BLAIR
PRIMEMINISTER

DEAR MR Blair

1 have been an investigator into the UFO phenomena for several years and 1 also do research for
BUFORA, recently 1 have been looking into repotts concentrating around the houses of parliament
and which MP,s have seen strange lights or UFOs . I would very interested to hear your views on this
subject as I feel that the tag of lunatic fringe has been given to investigators and witnesses who report
such sightings.

I would also like the opportunity to visit the public record office and to gain access to records about
such reports.

Thank you for your time and I look forward to hearing from you.

Yours sincerely




2 From:_ Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 218 2140
(Switchboard) 0171 218 8000
{Fax)

L = s

Your reference

Military Affairs Consultant

Microsoft ietwiir UFO Forum

Qur reference

March 1998
S

MA 01453
USA

1. Thank you for your letter of 28 January forwarded to this
office by the British Embassy in Washington, in which you sought
information on the way the United Kingdom Ministry of Defence
handles reports of 'unidentified flying objects'.

2, The UK 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 UK Air Defence Region might have been
- compromised by hostile or unauthorized foreign military activity.

3 Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United
Kingdom from an external military source, the UK MOD does not
attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported incident.
We believe that down to earth explanations could be found for
these reports, such as ailrcraft lights or natural phenomena, if
resources were diverted for this purpose but it would be an
inappropriate use of defence resources to provide this kind of
aerial identification service.

4. The UK 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 add that to date the UK MOD knows of no evidence which
substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

5.4 Contrary to media and some public misconceptions, the UK MOD
does not have a dedicated 'UFO' office nor the resources to assist
the public with research into the so-called 'UFO' phenomenon.
There are no staff in the UK MOD who work on this subject full
time. Secretariat (Air Staff) provides advice to Ministers, the
Department and the public on a wide range of issues in support of
RAF activities and operations. Within these terms of reference,
Sec(AS)2 acts as the nominated UK MOD focal point for handling
queries, sighting reports and correspondence on the subject of

1



.

'UFOs'. Any reports received are assessed, in consultation with
the Department's air defence experts as required, to determine
whether there is defence interest.

6. I hope this is helpful in explaining the limited interest
that the UK MOD has with respect to the 'UFO' phenomenon.

Yours sincerely,
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Royal Air Force Staff

British Embassy
3100 Massachusetts Avenue NW
Washington DC 20008-3688
Tel:
Fax:

FAX TRANSMISSION COVER SHEET

DATE: 4 March 1998 REF: BDS/RAF/505172
o;  EIIREIc(AS)231 Room MB824S
FAX: TSR

FROM: Wg Cdr_fAir 3
YOU SHOULD RECEIVE 2 PAGE(S) INCLUDING THIS CQVER SHEET.
iIF YOU DO NOT RECEIVE ALL THE PAGES, PLEASE CALL

MICROSOFT NETWORK UFO FORUM

Please find attached the letter on UFOs we discussed in our last telecon. 1 apologise for
the delay in forwarding it to you. Quite simply, I have been snowed under with matters Iraq and
latterly, I welcomed the opportunity to get out on the road for a week to visit some of my
exchange officers.

As I mentioned, T have sent SRR 2 holding reply and explained that ‘MOD’ would
probably respond to him direct in due course. Over to you, Kerry and good luck with this thorny
policy issue!!

Repards,
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Hicrosoft Hetwork UF0 Forum

Militery &fsirs Consuitant
Leominster, MA 01453
=ci ) |
Email
Jarmary 28, 1998

Defense Attachd
Embassy of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Jreland
3100 Massachusetts Avenie, NW

Washington, DC

My name is TYSITOIIER and. [ serve as a Military Affairs Consultant to the Microsoft Network (MSN)
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFQ) Forum. Az you are probably aware, the Microsoft Network is one of the largest
Intemet providers in the United States. The purpose of the UFO Forum is to provide Microsoft Network subscribers
and otheye inforration ebout this very controversial phenomenon. It is the pogition of the Forum to adopt a posture
of complete nevirality as to the explanation of what constitutes the UFO phenomenon. We neither accept nor reject
the plethora of theories that abound with regard to UFQOs, We regularly feature guests at our Forum Website who
represent the full gamut of thought with regard to Ufology. At this time we are compiling data with regard to how
vatious govemnments in the world regard the phenomens and if they have an official position regarding the subject of
Unidentified Flying Objects.

It would be extremely helpful to us, if you could briefly share with us your govemment’s position regarding
UFOs especially with regard to how that impacts upon your defense establishment. Do you, for instance, have a
systematic response if a UFQ is reported? Is there an apency or office that deals with alleged reporis or sightings of
UFOs? Is any tesearch being conducted by your govermment to atternpt find an explanation for the phenomenon?
Your input is very valuable to us. Ican assure you that we are not a8 “crackpot” or fiinge organization, we ere merely
asserabling data on a topic that millions of people world-wide find very interesting.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter,

Sincercly,

Militaty Affaire Consultant
MSN UFO Forum

_

b2



From: Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB

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

UFO Magazine

r reference

Quest Publications International Ltd ;54/3r5;
Wharfebank House Date ‘ ‘
wharfebank Business Centre QZS;MarCh 1998

Ilkley Road
Oteley LS21 3JP =

1. Thank you for your letter of 24 February concerning reports
of unidentified lights over the city of Leeds on 2 February 1998.
Your letters to the LATCC (Mil) West Drayton and RAF Leeming have
been passed to this office as the MOD focal point for

- correspondence of this nature; please accept this as a reply to
all three letters.

2. As you will know, 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. Unless there is evidence
of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external
military source, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature
of each reported incident. We believe that down to earth
explanations could be found for these reports if resources were
diverted for this purpose but it would be an inappropriate use of
defence resources to provide this kind of aerial identification
service.

< You will wish to know I am sure that the MOD did not receive
any reports of ‘unidentified flying objects' for 2 February 1998
from anywhere in the country. I can assure you that the integrity
of the UK'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 external military threat. We
are confident that our current air defence capabilities fully meet
any perceived threat.

Yours sincerely,



The National Archives
Leeds UFO
Ministry of Defence response on Leeds UFO – nothing reported to them on the evening of 2 February.
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
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1. Thank you for your letter of 24 February concerning reports

of unidentified basisght lights over the city of Leeds on 2 February
1998. Your letters oa-the-same-subieet to the LATCC (Mil) West
Drayton and RAF Leeming have been passed to this office as the MOD
focal point for correspondence of this nature; please accept this
as a reply to all three letters.
will
2. As you jknow, 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. Unless there is evidence of a
potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military
source, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each
reported incident. We believe that down to earth explanations
could be found for these reports if resources were diverted for
this purpose but it would be an inappropriate use of defence
resources to provide this kind of aerial identification service.
y I-ean-confirm-that the MOD did not receive any reports of

unldentlfled flying objects' for 2 February 1998 fer anywhere in
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UFO MAGAZINE UFO MAGAZINE

Quest Publications International Ltd THE TRUTH IS OUT THERE...
Wharfebank House
: Wharfebank Business Centre Your Ref:
Features Editor lIkley Road

Otely, LS21 3J4P Our Ref:

INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE AGENDA, THE UFO DIRECTORY, UFG MAGAZINE VIDEO COLLECTION, PHOTOGRAPHIC LIBRARY, NEWSGLIPPING SERVICE, UFO INTELLIBENGE RECORDS, CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING

Tel: [01943] 850860 (4 lines) Fax: [01943] 850637 e-mail UFOMAG @ QuestPub.Demon.CO.UK

Ministry of Defence

AS (Sec) 2a ;
Main Building : , ' 24 February 1998

Whitehall
S 2D | Alleged UFO Sighting - o
2 February 1998 - Leeds Area %%}gg e

Dear Sir/Madam

Following as many as 100 hundred eye-witness accounts of two unidentified bright lights seen moviné élb%iy over
the city of Leeds on 2 February 1998, (at approximately 5.30-5.45pm) would you be so good as to answer a
number of questions from some quite baffled residents?

The lights, described as ‘two large white spheres’ were reported moving from a southwesterly direction - heading
northeast. The passed directly over the Leeds Ring Road, over Headingley, then towards Garforth. Several observ-
ers state a low humming noise emanated from the lights, whilst around 90% of the witnesses reported no shape
which could have indicated an aeroplane or perhaps an airship.

A number of the witnesses are trained observers. One gentleman served with Bomber Command during WWII,
whilst another flew Hawker Hunter aircraft in the RAF. Interestingly, one of the gentlemen claimed an object was
visible yet he could see through the device!

Local newspaper, television and radio companies in Leeds and district have been inundated with reports from
witnesses. Thankfully two independent observers captured the lights on video - one a security man in Kippax, the
other, TEISIOMRASIN (rom Wortley. I have acquired the latter recording which does indeed show two strobe
lights pulsating in unison - indicating they are attached to the same airborne object. The video tape has also
picked-up the strange humming noise. However, what is strange is that a number of observers claim that the lights
hovered for around five minutes - directly over the city, then parted company - one east, one west!

In every case the witnesses state the lights were moving very slowly. The video tape is valuable evidence and
supports this conclusion.
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Fotiowing further enquiries it is apparent the lights moved towards Leeds from the north of Manchester. We are

rrently charting the progress of the lights on O/S maps from eye-witness accounts/reports made to other organisa-
uons and media outlets, The lights were seen and reported around 5.15pm north of Manchester, observers to the
west of Bradford saw the lights at 5.25pm, residents in Dewsbury at 5.30pm; and finally, dozens of witnesses made
reports between 5.30-5.45pm.

Whilst it is difficult to ascertain its height, the video evidence shows two extremely bright lights moving over south-
west Leeds. Thankfully the observer managed to capture the corner of his house, this combined with the lights
provides data which can be evaluated.

What is slightly concerning to the residents is the close proximity these lights travelled to an incoming aircraft at
around 5.35pm. Residents in Headingley allege the unknown lights moved directly over an aeroplane heading to-
wards Yeadon. Others thought an accident was immanent.

For your attention [ have attached a number of newspaper cuttings which do afford some background to the events. I
would ask that you co-operate in this matter, providing our organisation which air traffic movements over north of
England airspace. Furthermore, Tam confident that between Leeds ATC and Manchester ATC these lights would have
been picked-up on radar. On a local level, I am making enquiries with all relevant authorities.

There is probably a very mundane explanation to these events, and I think it is in the interest of everyone concerned
that we identify the lights and issue a statement at the very earliest opportunity. On a more personal note, we are
quite prepared to show you the recording. Additionally, when our enquiries are complete, I will submit a report to

your office.

I would also like to request copies of all alleged UFO reports or ‘air incidents’ submitted to the MoD on the date in
question - 2 February 1998.

Thank you for your valuable time and assistance in this matter. I look forward to hearing from you shortly.

Yours sincerel

Director
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George’s vuieo mystery .

EIGHTEEN years in
the British Army had
not prepared George
Hickinson for what he
saw in the skies over
Leeds,
But father-of-five Mr
Hickinson, now a :
security guard, had the
forethought to train a
security camera on the
two strange bright
lights he saw and
record them. Now he
fears he’has a mystery
on his hands worthy of
the X Files .
Mr Hickinson, 42, of
Kippax, Leeds, isa
former tank warrant
officer with the Royal
Dragoon Guards and
describes himself as a
man with his feet
‘firmly on the ground.
But he said: “There
were two objects in the
sky which I can’t :
explain and no one else
who I have shown the
videotape to can explain .
“The lights were stationary for
a few minutes so I decided to
turn a security camera on
them.”
Mr Hickinson’s colleague, Ken
Hague, 52, was standing
outside watching the bright
lights while Mr Hickson was
recording events.
Mr Hague said today: “There .
was not a sound as they started
to move off. They climbed into
the night sky and just shot
away. Up until then, if anybody

had talked about UFOs, 1 would
have called them idiots, but I
don't know now.”

The incident happened on
Monday February 2. The video

" -'ﬂ;-”v_::,

started recording at 5.35pm
and the two lights remained
static for about five minutes
before moving off,

West Yorkshire Police said
they had no calls to report of
strange goings-on in the sky.
Yorkshire ufologist Nigel
Mortimer said one possible

was travelling towards the
security camera it would look
as if it was stationary for a few '
minutes. One of the two lights \k,
could have been a reflection, he i ;
added.
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LM/157/Ops
27 Feb 98

Sec(AS)2al

ALLEGED UFOQO SIGHTING - LEEDS ARFEA (2 Feb 98)

1. With reference to our telephone conversation of today, I am forwarding the letter that
I received concerning the above sighting.

2. Asagreed, I have not replied to ElESeRa

Fit Lt

A/OC E&ATS (LATCC(Mil))
ExtSBlon 40
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Mfiéleii?"“ , Alleged UFO Sighting -
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Dear Sir

Following as many as 100 hundred eye-witness accounts of two unidentified bright lights seen moving slowly over
the city of Leeds on 2 February 1998, (at approximately 5.30-5. 45pm) would you be so good as to answer a
number of questions from some quite baffled residents?

The lights, described as ‘two large white spheres’ were reported moving from a southwesterly direction - heading
northeast. The passed directly over the Leeds Ring Road, over Headingley, then towards Garforth. Several observ-
ers state a low humming noise emanated from the lights, whilst around 90% of the witnesses reported no shape
which could have indicated an aeroplane or perhaps an airship.

A number of the witnesses are trained observers. One gentleman served with Bomber Command during WWII,
whilst another flew Hawker Hunter aircraft in the RAF. Interestingly, one of the gentlemen claimed an object was
visible yet he could see through the device!

Local newspaper, television and radio companies in Leeds and district have been inundated with reports from
witnesses, Thankfully two independent observers captured the lights on video - one a security man in Kippax, the
other, 2 FI SRRl from Wortley. I have acquired the latter recording which does indeed show two strobe
lights pulsating in unison - indicating they are attached to the same airborne object. The video tape has also
picked-up the strange humming noise. However, what is strange is that a number of observers claim that the lights
hovered for around five minutes - directly over the city, then parted company - one east, one west!

In every case the witnesses state the lights were moving very slowly. The video tape is valuable evidence and
supports this conclusion.

Continued -
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Following further enquiries it is apparent the lights moved towards Leeds from the north of Manchester. We are

irrently charting the progress of the lights on O/S maps from eye-witness accounts/reports made to other organisa-
tions and media outlets. The lights were seen and reported around 5.15pm north of Manchester, observers to the
west of Bradford saw the lights at 5.25pm, residents in Dewsbury at 5.30pm; and finally, dozens of witnesses made
reports between 5.30-5.45pm.

Whilst it is difficult to ascertain its height, the video evidence shows two extremely bright lights moving over south-
west Leeds. Thankfully the observer managed to capture the corner of his house, this combined with the lights
provides data which can be evaluated.

What is slightly concerning to the residents is the close proximity these lights travelled to an incoming aircraft at
around 5.35pm. Residents in Headingley allege the unknown lights moved directly over an aeroplane heading to-
wards Yeadon. Others thought an accident was immanent.

For your attention [ have attached a number of newspaper cuttings which do afford some background to the events. I
would ask that you co-operate in this matter, providing our organisation which air traffic movements over north of
England airspace. Furthermore, I am confident that between Leeds ATC and Manchester ATC these lights would have
been picked-up on radar. On a local level, I am making enquiries with all relevant authorities.

There is probably a very mundane explanation to these events, and I think it is in the interest of everyone concerned
that we identify the lights and issue a statement at the very earliest opportunity. On a more personal note, we are
quite prepared to show you the recording. Additionally, when our enquities are complete, I will submit a report to
your office. :

Thank you for your valuable time and assistance in this matter. I look forward to hearing from you shortly.




4

JARY 1998

Fs8 9%

George’s vuieo mystery

EIGHTEEN years in
the British Army had
not prepared George
Hickinson for what he
saw in the skies over
Leeds.

But father-of-five Mr
Hickinson, now a v
security guard, had the
forethought to train a
security camera on the
two strange bright
lights he saw and
record them. Now he
fears he has a mystery
on his hands worthy of
the X Files .

Mr Hickinson, 42, of
Kippax, Leeds, isa
former tank warrant
officer with the Royal
Dragoon Guards and
describes himself as a
man with his feet
firmly on the ground.
But he said: “There
were two objects in the
.sky which I can’t
explain and no one else
who I have shown the
videotape to can explain .

“The lights were stationary for
a few minutes so I decided to
turn a security camera on
them.”

Mr Hickinson’s colleague, Ken
Hague, 52, was standing
outside watching the bright
lights while Mr Hickson was
recording events.

Mr Hague said today: “There .
was not a sound as they started
to move off. They climbed into
the night sky and just shot
away. Up until then, if anybody

® UFO MYSTERY: George Hickinson and, inset, his video image

had talked about UFOs, I would
have called them idiots, but I
don’t know now.”

The incident happened on
Monday February 2, The video

Rl

" explanation was thatifa plané.-

started recording at 5.35pm
and the two lights remained
static for about five minutes
before moving off.

West Yorkshire Police said
they had no calls to report of
strange goings-on in the sky.
Yorkshire ufologist Nigel
Mortimer said one possible

was travelling towards the :
security camera it would look
as if it was stationary for a few '
minutes. One of the two lights
could have been a reflection, he
added.
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* : Flight Lieutenant _ RAF

UFO Magazine
Quest Publications International Ltd

Wharfebank House 2390/2/PR
Wharfebank Business Centre

Ilkley Road : e

Otely LS21 3JP ' “ March 1998

LEEE - cciion 4]

I am writing in response to your letter dated 24 February 1998 about an alleged UFO
sighting on 2 February 1998 in the Leeds/Manchester area.

I regret that I am unable to identify anything which may relate to the sightings and
have therefore forwarded your letter to the Ministry of Defence (Air Secretariat) who
deal with such matters.

Yours sirgcerely
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Officer Commanding
RAF Leeming Grid ref, . I4SE Z803IST 24 February 1998
Northallerton for Headm\g\@\j ary
North Yorkshire
BL7 o Alleged UFO Sighting -

2 February 1998 - Leeds Area

S

Dear Sir

Following as many as 100 hundred eye-witness accounts of two unidentified bright lights seen moving slowly over
the city of Leeds on 2 February 1998, (at approximately 5.30-5.45pm) would you be so good as to answer a
number of questions from some quite baffled residents?

The lights, described as ‘two large white spheres’ were reported moving from a southwesterly direction - heading
northeast. The passed directly over the Leeds Ring Road, over Headingley, then towards Garforth. Several observ-
ers state a low humming noise emanated from the lights, whilst around 90% of the witnesses reported no shape
which could have indicated an aeroplane or perhaps an airship.

A number of the witnesses are trained observers. One gentleman served with Bomber Command during WWII,
whilst another flew Hawker Hunter aircraft in the RAF. Interestingly, one of the gentlemen claimed an object was
visible yet he could see through the device!

Local newspaper, television and radio companies in Leeds and district have been inundated with reports from
witnesses. Thankfully two independent observers captured the lights on video - one a security man in Kippas, the
other, a_ from Wortley. I have acquired the latter recording which does indeed show two strobe
lights pulsating in unison - indicating they are attached to the same airborne object. The video tape has also
picked-up the strange humming noise. However, what is strange is that a number of observers claim that the lights
hovered for around five minutes - directly over the city, then parted company - one east, one west!

In every case the witnesses state the lights were moving very slowly. The video tape is valuable evidence and
supports this conclusion.

Continued -
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The National Archives
UFO in Leeds
Letter reporting UFO sightings on the evening of 2 February 1998 reported by 100 witnesses in Leeds, Yorkshire.


 Following further enquies it is apparent the lights moved towards Leeds from the north of Manchester. Weare

srrently charting the progress of the lights on O/S maps from eye-witness accounts/reports made to other organisa--
tions and media outlets. The lights were seen and reported around 5.15pm north of Manchester, observers to the
west of Bradford saw the lights at 5.25pm, residents in Dewsbury at 5.30pm; and finally, dozens of witnesses made
reports between 5.30-5.45pm.

Whilst it is difficult to ascertain its height, the video evidence shows two extremely bright lights moving over south-
west Leeds. Thankfully the observer managed to capture the corner of his house, this combined with the lights
provides data which can be evaluated.

What is slightly concerning to the residents is the close proximity these lights travelled to an incoming aircraft at
around 5.35pm. Residents in Headingley allege the unknown lights moved directly over an aeroplane heading to-
wards Yeadon. Others thought an accident was immanent.

For your attention I have attached a number of newspaper cuttings which do afford some background to the events. I
would ask that you co-operate in this matter, providing our organisation which air traffic movements over north of
England airspace. Furthermore, I am confident that between Leeds ATC and Manchester ATC these lights would have
been picked-up on radar. On a national level, I am making enquiries with the Ministry of Defence and West Drayton.

There is probably a very mundane explanation to these events, and I think it is in the interest of everyone concerned
that we identify the lights and issue a statement at the very earliest opportunity. On a more personal note, we are
quite prepared to show you the recording, Additionally, when our enquiries are complete, I will submit a report to

your office.
[ would like to request any reports submitted to RAF Leeming on the date in question.

It's not often we have reason to contact Leeming, indeed, the last time such an incident occurred was in 1983, we
eventually identified the UFO after a major investigation, hopefully we can do the same in this case.

Thank you for your valuable time and assistance in this matter. I look forward to hearing from you shortly.

Director
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George’s wdeo mystery

EIGHTEEN years in
the British Army had
not prepared George
Hickinson for what he
saw in the skies over
Leeds.

But father-of-five Mr
Hickinson, now a
security guard, had the
forethought to train a
security camera on the
two strange bright
lights he saw and
record them. Now he
fears he has a mystery
on his hands worthy of
the X Files .

Mr Hickinson, 42, of
Kippax, Leeds, isa
former tank warrant
officer with the Royal
Dragoon Guards and
describes himself as a
man with his feet
firmly on the ground.
But he said: “There
were two objects in the
.sky which I can’t :
explain and no one else
who I have shown the
videotape to can explain .

“The lights were stationary for
a few minutes so I decided to
turn a security camera on
them.”.

Mr Hickinson's colleague, Ken
Hague, 52, was standing
outside watching the bright
lights while Mr Hickson was
recording events.

Mr Hague said today: “There .
was not a sound as they started
to move off. They climbed into
the night sky and just shot
away. Up until then, if anybody

had talked about UFQOs, I would
have called them idiots, but I

don’t know now.”
The incident happened on

Monday February 2. The video

(TAYSE

started recording at 5.35pm
and the two lights remained
static for about five minutes
before moving off.

West Yorkshire Police said
they had no calls to report of
strange goings-on in the sky. 1
Yorkshire ufologist Nigel
Mortimer said one possible -
explanation was that if a plane "
was travelling towards the
security camera it would look 3
as if it was stationary for a few
minutes. One of the two lights i
could have been a reflection, he
added.
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Steven, 42, an independent
record producer,
phone to a friend on an upstairs
extension when the bright lights
caught his eye last Monday.

-He put.the phone down and
shouted to his 37-year-old wife
Annie; who works for an insur-
ance firm, to look at the strange
lights . travelling to -Audenshaw
fror the direction of Manchester.
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Steven saJd “We Live on l;he
flight path and have seen plenty
of aircraft go over our home.

“If the lights belonged to
planes or helicopters they would
surely have crashed because they

were 80 close together. I've never -

seen anything like that before.
“The lights didn't make any
noise until they were overhead
and only then dif they make a
-glight humming foise & bit like
.an electric:shavet. They moved
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Paul Quest, a member of .thé
Manchester Anomalous
Phénomena Investlgutlon Team,
said a number of UFQ reports
have been received from the
Blackley area. - -

“Some serious mvestlgatmn
work will have to be done on the
case due to the number of sumlar
sightings.” :

Anyone w1th sxmﬂar spottmg
can contact Paul Quest on 01426
330924, .. . i g

Qohple =577

-t
s o vvar ey en U7 2

2imnl ngvinnvc

TS

W.J“w-ﬂ-‘«. o

G e Py <
" “STAR TURNS: Youngsterd from Ty v rement i wau




ny, there
atlons of

Mark, w] nmsanOdey—basedUFO

magazine, haswrxttentothemesny

f Defen

thing m:htary would fly.over: the c1ty
ﬂlgh

determine what we' re dealing with but -
it's’ the bxggest event m Leeds m the

University on the evening of Febmary
hasbeenmﬂedmbyMarktolook

» 1 was walking: home when I saw .
these lights in-the sky. ‘They were in
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the colouring of the sky andI could see

through 1t. as, xf it was opaque.

:Red Hall View, Whinmoor, i~ -
. "I have never seen anything hke it
‘before, it was. very, very strange and it

Pensioner and RAF veteran Dems :

Vevers says he was amazed by what he

SKY AT NIGHT: The video shot by Ken Field of Leeds shows two mysterious bright lights
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* Margaret, who viewed the, mysteri- .
ous object through’ binoculars, has :
never seen anything like it before and

.is_convinced the lights did; not belong‘.

to a military aircraft. .

Carolyn Clark, who orks at the
Parcelforce National Enquiry Centre at
Bridge House in Leeds, saw the hghts
as she left work.

" with rounded corners and

They made:no’ sound as.

"detect and were perfect]; stxll.‘, didn't’;
-stay long enough to see them ‘move -

-away, but I had the feehng they weren’t
your usual mode of air transport.” - -
@ Anyone who wishesto see 'I‘xmothy
Good at Leeds University-on: Monday
mght should telephone 0800, 7281 for ;
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From._ Secretariat{Air Staff)2a1, Room 8245,

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE B **’:?“"
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

ZS March 1998 .

Brighouse,

kshire.
Secion 40] =

pear EESIIOINN

1. Thank you for your letter of 11 January in which you asked
for information on an incident which is alleged to have occurred
in January 1974, which you believe might be 'UFO-related'. I am

sorry for the delaying in responding to you.

2. First I should 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 UK
Air Defence Region might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorized foreign military activity.

3s 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.

4. The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of
'UF0/flying saucer' matters or to the question of the existence or
otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which we remain
totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no
evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged
phenomena.

- I with regard to your particular request I have checked the
listings of files which have been forwarded to MOD archives since
1974 and have been unable to identify any files which might



The National Archives
Berwyn Mountains
Letter requesting information on Berwyn Mountains incident of January 1974. MoD response at p179.


contain information relevant to your enquiry. I have, however,
been able to establish that there were no military aircraft
crashes in the UK on 23 January 1974.

6. I am sorry I am unable to help you further. If at some stage
in the future any relevant paperwork on this subject comes to
light I will of course contact you again.

Yours sincerely,




Brighouse
‘orkshi

Dear Sir or Madam,

I am writing to enquire if your department of the MOD has any information on the
following event:

Date: Night of 23/24 January 1974

Location: Berwyn Mountains, central Wales. Specifically the area around Cader
Berwyn and the town of Llandrillo

Event: Some type of event took place on the mountain and in the area which,

according to witnesses, involved among other things, the military
sending a search team out, RAF involvement from their mountain
rescue unit at RAF Valley on Anglesey. It was said that this was
a ‘UFQ’ related incident and that the MOD was aware of it, as
evidenced by the military activity.

Obviously there must be some record of this event and I wondered if your department
has any knowledge of this event in its files. If not could you suggest any departments
it would be worth contacting, Thankyou for your help.

This matter is to be the subject of a forthcoming book and I appreciate any assistance
or comment you can give.

Best Wishes, - /4
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
WHITEHALL LONDON SW1A 2H

Telephone -(‘Direct Dialling)

071-21 83000 (Switchboard)

Minister of State
for Defence Procurement

From: THE RT HON DR THE LORD GILBERT

D/Min(DP)/JWG/MP/3842/97 /M /& october 1997

t{) Ai.~—u~£2 /41f\75( ) /151’_“4;”~‘\

Thank you for your letter of 22 September concerning the
alleged events at Rendlesham Forest of December 1980.

From Departmental records available from that period we have
found no evidence to suggest that this Department contacted
Lieutenant Colonel Charles Halt following receipt of his memo of
January 1981 recording "Unexplained Lights" in the area in
December 1980. Some 16 years after the event we can only
conclude, therefore, that it was not considered necessary to make
further enquiries in the light of the lack of any evidence to
suggest that the UK's Air Defence Region had been compromised by
unauthorized foreign military activity.

It was then, and is still, the case, that MOD does not
routinely contact witnesses who submit reports of "unexplained"
aerial sightings. Follow-up action is only deemed necessary if
there 1s corroborating evidence to suggest an unauthorized
incursion of the UK Air Defence Region or other evidence of a
matter of defence concern.

I hope this clarifies the position.

L —X
A A

Admiral of the Fleet The Lord Hill-Norton GCB

dppsMb39/pe/384 2hilino/an/cs

79
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071-21 83000 (Switchboard)

Minister of State
for Defence Procurement

From: THE RT HON DR THE LORD GILBERT

D/Min(DP) /JWG/MP/4290/97 /M *ArNovember 1997

Dooc Loq; W] o Nacten,

Thank you for your further letter of 22 October about the
alleged events at Rendlesham Forest of the nights of 27-29
December 1980.

Officials here had previously drawnkmy attention to the memd
written by Colonel Halt. I am afraid, however, that there is
nothing further I can add. From surviving Departmental records we

remain satisfied that nothing of defence significance occurred on
the nights in question.
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COVERING  SEERET/CONFIDENTIAL/RESTRIETED/MANACEMENT/
REFERENCE D/US of §/J33 28/1 /0o
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Will you please consult other Departments, divisions and branches
as necessary and submit advice, together with a draft reply,

in order to reach US of S not later than ..& 70 .30 080,

I am sending copies of this to:
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The Open Government Code of Practice came into force on 4 April
1994 and you should ensure that replies to members of the public
are provided in accordance with its procedures.

—~ . O A PS/US of S

; = R ‘
Date: ™\ © S - WD, MB6215 EENeHiea0
CHOTS: USofS/Mailbox
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Mon .. Mar, 1998 15:12 mailbox standard Page 1
DATE FROM SUBJECT
16/03/98 OMD/AD(Management) Letter from Lord Hill-Norton (U/C) [ 1
Intended:
Sent: 16/03/98 at 12:44 Delivered: 16/03/98 at 12:45
To: SEC(AS)2,Hd of CS(RM)1
cC:
Ref: /GUID:6F51E340BABCD1119C7000A02461F4C4
From: OMD/AD(Management) Auth by:
Subject: Letter from Lord Hill-Norton (U/C)
Text:
Priority: Normal SEE PAGE Attachments [ 2]
Reply Request [ ] View Acknowledge [ ] Codes [ ]
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Attached is a skeleton draft brief and reply to Hill-Norton
(produced in CSV8 and Unclassified). As you will see, it needs

a lot of fleshing out, and I would be grateful for your inputs
as indicated, plus any other thoughts that you might have. My
initial view is that the message should be that we will consider
early release or some programme leading to early release,
subject to the constraints that you might identify. Happy to
discuss particular points, but grateful for responses by COP
Thurs 19 Mar.

In-4@ copy of the letter is being faxed to you.

Many thanks,

Scciio il

UNCLA&Es ki Exfeb
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/DOMD/2/3
Mar 98

PS/USofS

Copy to:
APS/SofS
PS/Min(AF)
PS/Min(DP)
PS/DUS(CM)
DGMO

Hd Sec(AS)
[DISN]

Hd CS(RM)

LORD HILL-NORTON: REQUEST FOR RELEASE OF FILES

Reference:
A. D/USofS/JS 28/1/0 dated 9 Mar 98

Issue

1. How to respond to the request from Lord Hill-Norton for the release of
all closed files on the subject of Unidentified Aerial Phenomena (UAP). -

Recommendation

2. That USofS responds in terms of the attached draft letter.
Timin
3. Routine.

Background

4, Lord Hill-Norton_ [Sec AS - grateful for some background on his
interest in this topic.] Pointing to the public interest in this topic and the
forthcoming Freedom of Information Act, he has requested that all.closed files
or-the-subject-ef-UAPS be released now. geI=w il

L9 [Sec(AS) ~ grateful for a description of what you retain and
why]Under existing commitments to openness, staff are already encouraged
to identify discrete blocks of records of more than ordinary interest to the
public, which could be released to the Public Record Office ahead of the
normal 30 year point. Staff were recently reminded of this requirement in
reissued instructions on Open Government (DCI GEN 54/98). Given the
number of enquiries that Sec(AS) receive on the subject of UAPs, it would
seem to be a strong candidate for early release of files. [Sec(AS)/CS(RM) -

UNCLA SR IEED
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comments on feasibility and constraints of releasing files, including
volume, resources required, need to withhold personal info, Public
Record Acts procedures.]

6. The options therefore are:

1.[Immediate release of files as requested.]

2 Higher priority placed on the review of the appropriate files, with the
aim of securing their early release.

3.Continuation of current practice [what is that?]

7. In the light of the discussion above, it is recommended that [my initial
view is that some form of programme to secure early release of these
files would be justified, but | would welcome Sec(AS)/CS(RM) views. If
this was to occur, then it might be something that the press would take
an interest in and we should need to consider a press line]

8. [Comments on the briefing suggested in Hill-Norton's final para??]

DOMD

UNCLA®R&shr et
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DRAFT REPLY FROM USofS TO THE LORD HILL-NORTON

Thank you for your letter of 3 March in which you request the release of

closed files relating to Unidentified Aerial Phenomena (UAP).

As you are no doubt aware, this Department holds records of _ [info as
per para 5 of brief]. As you quite rightly point out, staff are encouraged to
identify blocks of records that can be released to the Public Record Office
before the thirty year point [CS(RM) - any recent example worth quoting?].
In this case, [constraints as per para 5 of brief]. [Nevertheless, given the
undoubted public interest in this topic, | have asked that greater resources be
devoted to the review of the files in question, with a view to their early release

(need to be more specific if possible about what and when)]

UNCLARzHR 42D
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/DOMD/2/3
Mar 98

PS/USofS

Copy to:
APS/SofS
PS/Min(AF)
PS/Min(DP)
PS/DUS(CM)
DGMO

Hd Sec(AS)
[DISN]

Hd CS(RM)

- LORD HILL-NORTON: REQUEST FOR RELEASE OF FILES

Reference:
A. D/USofS/JS 28/1/0 dated 9 Mar 98

Issue

1. How to respond to the request from Lord Hill-Norton for the release of
all closed files on the subject of Unidentified Aerial Phenomena (UAP).

Recommendation

2. That USofS responds in terms of the attached draft letter.
Timin
3. Routine.

Backgfound

4, Lord Hill-Norton_ [Sec AS - grateful for some background on his
interest in this topic.] Pointing to the public interest in this topic and the
forthcoming Freedom of Information Act, he has requested that ali closed files
on the subject of UAPs be released now.

5. [Sec(AS) - grateful for a description of what you retain and
why]Under existing commitments to openness, staff are already encouraged
to identify discrete blocks of records of more than ordinary interest to the
public, which could be released to the Public Record Office ahead of the
normal 30 year point. Staff were recently reminded of this requirement in
reissued instructions on Open Government (DCI GEN 54/98). Given the
number of enquiries that Sec(AS) receive on the subject of UAPSs, it would
seem to be a strong candidate for early release of files. [Sec(AS)/CS(RM) -

UNCLASSIEIER,
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comments on feasibility and constraints of releasing files, including
volume, resources required, need to withhold personal info, Public
Record Acts procedures.]

6. The options therefore are:

1.[Immediate release of files as requested.]

2.Higher priority placed on the review of the appropriate files, with the
aim of securing their early release.

3.Continuation of current practice [what is that?]

T In the light of the discussion above, it is recommended that [my initial
view is that some form of programme to secure early release of these
files would be justified, but | would welcome Sec(AS)/CS(RM) views. If
this was to occur, then it might be something that the press would take
an interest in and we should need to consider a press line]

8. [Comments on the briefing suggested in Hill-Norton's final para??]

DOMD

UNCLAS@dkd Eefokn
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DRAFT REPLY FROM USofS TO THE LORD HILL-NORTON

Thank you for your letter of 3 March in which you request the release of

closed files relating to Unidentified Aerial Phenomena (UAP).

As you are no doubt aware, this Department holds records of _ [info as
per para 5 of brief]. As you quite rightly point out, staff are encouraged to
identify blocks of records that can be released to the Public Record Office
before the thirty year point [CS(RM) - any recent example worth quoting?].
In this case, [constraints as per para 5 of brief]. [Nevertheless, given the
undoubted public interest in this topic, | have asked that greater resources be
devoted to the review of the files in question, with a view to their early release

(need to be more specific if possible about what and when)]

UNCLA &St Exiep
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Mon 23 Mar, 1998 13:51 mailbox standard Page 1
DATE FROM SUBJECT
17/03/98 Hd of CS(RM)1 LORD HILL-NORTON: REQUEST FOR ]
Intended:
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To: OMD/AD(Management)
CC: SEC(AS)2
Ref: /GUID:ADE6A525D1BAD111B39200005A422BE6
From: Hd of CS(RM)1 Auth by:
Subject: LORD HILL-NORTON: REQUEST FOR RELEASE OF FILES
Text :SENSIR0 attached my contribution. [EisyE 40
Priority: Normal SEE PAGE Attachments [ 1]
Reply Request [ ] View Acknowledge [ ] Codes [ ]
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Loose Minute

CS(RM)/4/6/37

March 1998 VO e ey

OMD/AD(Management)

Copy to:

SEC(AS)2

LORD HILL-NORTON: REQUEST FOR RELEASE OF FILES
Reference; D/DOMD/2/3 dated March 1998

1. You asked for inputs 1o enable to you to provide PS/USofS with a background
brief and a draft reply to Lord Norton-Hill.

Current review arrangements

2. Unlike the USA the Ministry of Defence has a well-established review
programme (in line with Public Record Office guidance) which ensures records are
reviewed to enable release after 30-years. The US experience by comparison is to
rely on FOI applications to trigger release rather than a structured approach to
review. With the result that millions of papers over 30 years old, a large number
from World War Il, have not been released

3. MOD's key review occurs around the 25 year point - we are therefore examining
records from the early to mid 1970s - and involves the review of files surviving
earlier branch and CS(RM) reviews. Some 12% of records reviewed at this point (
for 1997 /98 450 linear feet or approximately 4,500 files) survive the selection
process. These have to be listed and cleaned (catalogued and, if necessary,
conservation work carried out) before acceptance by the PRO.

UFO files awaiting release (and transfer to the PRO)

4. Atthe present time we have some 55 files relating to ufos prepared for the PRO.
With release dates from 1999 thru' 2003. All, bar one, appear to have originated
from predecessors of Sec(AS). The one exception a Met Office file from 1970. In
addition, another 12 files awalt listing/cleaning with an expected release date of
2004.

Public Records Act and early release

5. The PRA has always provided for the release of records at dates other than the
normal point ie at the start of the 31st year. Section 5(1) allows the Lord Chancellor
to approve extensions or reductions in the closure period. The point should be
made that as in the case of closure beyond the normal point releases in advance
of 30 years require the formal approval of the Lord Chancellor.

6. Noting that 55 files await release a submission could be made to Lord Irving to

effect their early release. Assuming sensitivity not an issue PRO advice [obtained
without identifying the subject currently under discussion] suggests we should

UNC L Arasahi thrdn
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allow for a minimum 12 weeks from the date of the submission {o the Lord
Chancellor before assuming files are generally available to the public.

Sensitivity

7. A degree of sensitivity has been attached to these records over the years. Both
in the context of the internal distribution lists and with the lapsing of this concern
with the question of personal sensitivity.

8. The "30 year rule" is a well established, and well recognised by the pubilic,
closure period. The White Paper on Open Government accepted that there might
be circumstances when records would be closed for longer than 30 years ie
contains information supplied in confidence; contains information about
individuals, the disclosure of which would cause disiress or endangerment.
Discussions with Sec(AS) a few years ago accepted that the 30 year closure
period would be sufficient to protect the personal privacy of correspondents.

9. Should it be felt this is still the case we would be required to remove any
information that would

UNCLAS&dtREckkD
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identify correspondents before the release of these files. Potentially several
thousand enclosures (55 files x 100 enclosures) would need to be examined and
sanitised before the action outlined in paragraph 6 (above). This couid only be
done at the expense of other work (see below).

Identification of other records relating to ufos

10. The release of what is a comparatively convenient package of files from our
point of view would not satisfy researchers who want to see the "real ufo records"
released. To identify other related records would present resource implications.

11. Records surviving local branch review are routinely passed to one of the two
main MOD archives. At Hayes, where records classified up to SECRET are stored,
some 30,000 linear feet (say 300,000 files) are currently earmarked for second
review between 1998 thru' 2017. Records are stored by date of review and within
that by branch. There is no thematic index and in the absence of specific file
references it would be a major exercise trawling through attempting to identify
relevant records. Although, Sec(AS) should be able to provide some file
references, which would assist identification, for their more recent files and
possibly for those of DS8. Any records identified would have to be reviewed for
sensitivity.

12. Additionally, records might be stored elsewhere in MOD. For example Air
Historical Branch maintains a store of key Air Staff papers that are routinely
passed to CS(RM) at the normal review point. An essential set of papers is the
Operational Record Books (RAF Station diaries), approximately 2,600 boxes are
held by AHB. All are preservable, they generally cover a five year period and
because they record RAF sorties could be relevant to this current exercise.

Experience of early releases to date

13. The White paper on Open Government identified a number of initiatives that
subject to resources would lead to more records being released. One being to
give consideration to the release of blocks of records in advance of 30 years being
one. To date very few records have been released early. | estimate perhaps fewer
than 100 files and these have tended to be oddments. Although one small
collection of records covering certain trials conducted by Porton Down up to the
mid-1970s is being prepared for transfer to Kew and should be available to
researchers towards the end of the year.

Acquisition policy of the PRO

14. Although not pursued with my contact at Kew we need to be certain if it is
decided to release these records early the PRO will accept them. The PRO has, on
occasions, rejected records for preservation and our review programme takes into
account not only the requirements of the national archive but also the interests of

“the more specialist museums (the PRA allows for records 1o be "presented” to
other institutions with the approval of the Lord Chancellor).

Summary
14,

a. Section 5(1) of the Public Records Act, 1958, provides for the release of
records

UNCLAGS#HdErEd
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in advance of the normal period ie the 30 year subject to the Lord
Chancellor's
approval.

b. Subject to residual sensitivity a number of MOD files containing
correspondence ,
from the public on this subject, covering the period 1968 thru' 1973 (for

normal
release 1999 thru' 2004), could be included in the January 1999 releases.

c. A commitment to extend the release beyond those already processed would
involve
a major exercise identifying relevant records stored in the main archives and
possibly other locations. Such an exercise would require a reallocation of
resources .
resulting in the disruption to our structured review, list and transfer program.

d. The possibility that the PRO will not accept what could be considered a

significant _
collection of trivia.

Hd CS(RM)1
MTAS/3 SETRER

UNCLASRRER,



Loose Minute

D/Sec(AS)/64/3

25th March 1998
plto RS ecion 40|
Copy to:

Head of CS(RM)1

LORD HILL-NORTON REQUEST FOR EARLY RELEASE OF CLOSED FILES
Reference: D/US0ofS/JS/28/1/0 dated 9 March 1998

1. We have spoken a number of times about the letter from Hill-
Norton and the remit to provide PS/USofS with a draft reply. I
said I would weave our contribution in with ST response;
this is attached.

2. I am copying this in parallel to ﬁ@}e has not yet cleared
it. You will, perhaps, want to assure Ministers that Sec(AS) and
CS(RM) have contributed to, and are content with, the finished
piece. Perhaps you could let me know if you intend any changes of
substance.

3. I am afraid it is a rather lengthy reply, but it is important
to explain to Ministers that the Hill-Norton request is only a
small part of the much wider issue concerning early release of
files.

4. I have mentioned to PS/USofS that I am responsible for the
failure to meet the deadline!

Sec(AS)2

MB8247
CHOTS: SEC(AS)2

FAX ;SRR



Loose Minute DRAFT
D/DOMD/2/3
Mar 98
PS/USofs
Copy to:
APS/S0fS DGMO
PS/Min(AF) Head of Sec(AS)

PS/Min(DP) DISN
PS/DUS (CM) Head of CS(RM)

LORD HILL-NORTON: REQUEST FOR EARLY RELEASE OF ‘'UFQO' FILES
Reference: D/USofS/Js 28/1/0 dated 9 Mar 98

ISSUE

1. How to respond to the request from Lord Hill-Norton for the
release of all closed files on the subject of 'unidentified
flying objects'.

RECOMMENDATION

2. That USofS responds in terms of the attached draft letter.
TIMING

3. Routine.

BACKGROUND

4, Lord Hill-Norton's request cannot be considered in isolation
and the fundamental issue of the Department's overall policy in
the light of the forthcoming Freedom of Information Act must also
be addressed.

Departmental Records

5. The MOD has a well-established, structured, review programme
(in line with Public Record Office (PRO) guidance) which ensures
records are reviewed to enable release after 30 years. The US by
comparison relies on applications under their Freedom of
Information (FOI) Act to trigger release and, as a result,
millions of papers over 30 years old have not yet been released.

6. MOD's key review occurs around the 25 year point and involves
files surviving earlier branch and CS(RM) reviews. Some 12% of
records survive this selection process (c4,500 files for 1997/98)
and must be catalogued and conserved (cleaned) before acceptance
by the PRO and release at the 30-year point.

'UFQ’ Files




7. A decision was taken in 1967 in the light of increasing
public interest in 'UFOs' that these files should be retained.
Closed files over 30 years old (including any remaining from years
prior to 1967) have already been released. As part of their
ongoing structured review programme, CS{(RM) has some 55 'UFO'
files with planned release dates of 1999-2003 ready for the PRO.

A further 12 (release date 2004) currently await listing/cleaning.
CS{RM) does, of course, have many Departmental files on a wide
range of subjects at various stages of listing and cleaning but
none in sufficient number by subject to comprise similar packages.

Public Record Act (PRA) and FEarly Releasge

8. Under existing commitments to openness, Departmental
officials are encouraged to identify discrete blocks of records of
more than ordinary interest to the public which could be released
to the PRO ahead of this time (staff were recently reminded of
this in reissued instructions on Open Government - DCI GEN 54/98).
Section 5(1) of the PRA has provisions for the release of records
at dates other than the normal 30 year point subject to the Lord
Chancellor's approval. Permission for early release of the 55
files mentioned above could be sought if it was judged that
sensitivity was not an issue.

Sensitivity

9. A degree of sensitivity has been attached to 'UFO' files
because sighting reports were passed to the Defence Intelligence
Branch (DI55) to ascertain any intelligence of a terrestrial
nature and because reports and letters contain personal details of
members of the public. Open Government accepts that there might
be circumstances where records could be closed for longer than 30
years (contains information supplied in confidence; contains
information about individuals, the disclosure of which would cause
distress or endangerment) but the public interest/public
confidentiality aspects of 'UFO' business has been effectively
managed on the basis that a 30-year closure period provides
sufficient protection for the personal privacy of correspondents.

10. There are no security concerns about early release of 'UFO!
files. There are three options for dealing with personal privacy
concerns:

a. obtain permission from members of the public on an
individual basis to the release of their details (an
extremely time consuming process);

b. remove personal details (the processed files at para 7
above would require examination of 55x100 enclosures and
sanitizing as necessary);

c. agree that a shorter period, say 25 rather than 30 years,
was acceptable for protection of privacy.

Identification of Possible 'UFQ'-related Files
11. A number of 'ufologists' believe that key information about

'UFOs' is held on files other than those containing reports and
public correspondence and are, therefore, keen to see files on a



wide range of Air Force related issues. Identifying such files
would be difficult. The MOD archives at Hayes contains some
300,000 files currently earmarked for review between 1998-2017.
They are stored by date of review and, within that, by Branch;
there is no thematic index and, without specific file references
(and many Branches have reorganised a number of times during the
last 30 years) a major resource effort would be required to locate
and examine them. Additionally, Air Historical Branch holds some
2,600 boxes of key Air Staff papers including Operational Record
Books (ie RAF Station diaries).

Lord Hill-Norton

12. Lord Hill-Norton, aged 83 and Chief of the Defence Staff from
1971-1973, has a long-standing interest in 'UFOs'. He was a
member of the (long defunct) House of Lords All-Party 'UFO' Study
Group and has written the forewords for at least two books on the
subject. Over the years he has supported individual 'ufologist'
causes and, more recently, tabled PQs about an alleged 'UFQ'
incident in 1980 outside RAF Woodbridge/RAF Bentwaters (Rendlesham
Forest) subsequently writing because the Department was not
prepared to review decisions made at that time.

13. Ministers will know that the Department's interest in 'UFOs'
is limited to establishing whether there is any associated
evidence of an unauthorized incursion of the UK Air Defence Region
by foreign military activity, and that to date the Department
knows of no evidence to support the existence of 'UFO/flying
saucers'/extraterrestrial lifeforms. It is frequently the case
that our limited interest does not correspond with the wide-
ranging non-defence related enthusiasms of a minority of the
public who continue to lobby for the diversion of defence
resources for their own aims.

Summary of Issues

14. To summarise:

a. The Department manages a structured review programme for
the release of closed files at the 30-year point;

b. Section 5(1) of the 1958 Public Records Act provides for
the early release of records subject to the Lord Chancellor's
approval.

C. A reduction from 30 to 25 years for release of 'UFO!
sighting report and public correspondence files would be
possible if personal privacy was not deemed to be a concern.

d. A commitment to identification and early release of
closed files (including those concerning or possibly related
to 'UFO' reports and correspondence) beyond those already
processed would involve significant resource effort and
severely disrupt the Department's structured review
programme.

OTHER POINTS FOR CONSIDERATION

15. There are, of course, other defence related topics that
attract vociferous supporters looking for greater access to



Departmental papers under the FOI Act and early release of 'UFQO!'
files to satisfy a minority interest group could set a precedent.
It is Sec(AS)'s experience that releasing information does not
stem the tide of correspondence. The reverse is true as many
correspondents seek to challenge decisions made 30-50 years ago.

16. Sec(AS) is already considering the implications of the
forthcoming Freedom of Information Act and how it might impact on
the Department's limited interest in the subject of 'UFOs'. They
are progressing a number of issues as part of this work, not least
the interests of the Air Defence and Defence Intelligence staffs.
They are seized of the need to take full account of public
interest in this subject. Sec(AS) will be advising further in due
course.

17. The PRO has, on occasion, rejected files for preservation and
release., The Department's review programme therefore takes into
account not only the requirements of the national archive, but
also considers the interests of the more specialist museums.
Should the PRO decline to accept 'UFO' files (they could be viewed
‘as a large amount of trivia) the Department would have to decide
how their contents might be made available to the public, and seek
the Lord Chancellor's approval for the method chosen.

CONCLUSION

18. As a goodwill gesture, the release date for closed 'UFO!
files could be reduced from 30 to 25 years and the 55 files
mentioned at para 7 above could be made available at the January
1999 point. This is, however, unlikely to satisfy Lord Hill-
Norton who is looking for the release of all 'UFO' files. His
request would need to be treated as a special case (and there is
no justification for this) to warrant the reallocation of the
significant resources required to achieve this and would adversely
affect the Department's structured review programme. The draft
provided is therefore couched in conservative terms in order not
to raise Lord Hill-Norton's expectations.



DRAFT REPLY TO LORD HILL-NORTON

Thank you for your letter of 3 March in which you request the
release of closed files containing information about alleged
sightings of 'unidentified flying objects'.

As you know, my Department has only a very limited interest in the
sightings that are reported to us as unidentified aerial
phenomena.

The White Paper on the forthcoming Freedom of Information Act has
generated correspondence from a number of people and organisations
each with their own specific interests and all keen to see a
greater openness in respect of a wide range of defence and defence
related topics.

My Department has a structured programme to release closed files
after 30 years. Whatever the merits of individual requests for
the early release of files I must take full account of the overall
implications of diverting resources from the programme before
agreeing to them.

I am sorry but I cannot at this time give an undertaking that the
files you ask for will be released early but I shall write to you
again when we have given further consideration to the matter.
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Loose Minute

D/Sec(RS)/64/3

25th March 1998
Copy to:

Head of CS(RM)1

LORD HILL-NORTON REQUEST FOR EARLY RELEASE OF CLOSED FILES

Reference: D/USofS/JS/28/1/0 dated 9 March 1998

1. We have spoken a number of times about the letter from Hill-
Norton and the remit to provide PS/USofS with a draft reply. I
said I would weave our contribution in with _Jresponse ;
this 1is attached.

2. I am copying this in parallel to -m4@e has not yet cleared
it. You will, perhaps, want to assure Ministers that Sec(AS) and
CS(RM) have contributed to, and are content with, the finished

piece. Perhaps you could let me know if you intend any changes of

substance.

3. I am afraid it is a rather lengthy reply, but it is important
to explain to Ministers that the Hill-Norton request is only a
small part of the much wider issue concerning early release of
files.

4. I have mentioned to PS/USofS that I am responsible for the
failure to meet the deadline!

Sec(AS)2

MB8247
CHOTS: SEC(AS)2

FAX ¢ R
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Loose Minute

D/DOMD/2/3
Mar 98

PS/USofs
Copy to:

APS/SofSs DGMO
PS/Min(AF) Head of Sec(AS)
PS/Min(DP) DISN
PS/DUS(CM) Head of CS(RM)

LORD HILL~NORTON: REQUEST FOR EARLY RELEASE OF 'UFQ' FILES

Reference: D/USofsS/JS 28/1/0 dated 9 Mar 98

ISSUE
ffﬁw 1. How to respond to the request from Lord Hill-Norton for the
v release of all closed files on the subject of 'unidentified

flying objects'.
.. RECOMMENDAT ION
7 , ,
W 2. That USofS responds in terms of the attached draft letter.

~TIMING

o
A

v 3. Routine.

BACKGROUND

4. Lord Hill-Norton's request cannot be considered in isolation
and the fundamental issue of the Department's overall policy in
the light of the forthcoming Freedom of Information Act must also
be addressed.

Departmental Records

A5, The MOD has a well-established, structured, review programme
e (in line with Public Record Office (PRO) guidance) which ensures
d records are reviewed to enable release after 30 years. The US by
comparison relies on applications under their Freedom of
Information (FOI) Act to trigger release and, as a result,
millions of papers over 30 years old have not yet been released.

/6. MOD's key review occurs around the 25 year point and involves
/ files surviving earlier branch and CS(RM) reviews. Some 12% of

/ records survive this selection process (c4,500 files for 1997/98)
¥ and must be catalogued and conserved (cleaned) before acceptance

by the PRO and release at the 30-year point.

'UFO' Files



7. A decision was taken in 1967 in the light of increasing
public interest in 'UFOs' that these files should be retained.
Llosed files over 30 years old (including any remaining from years
/prior to 1967) have already been released. As part of their
/ ongoing structured review programme, CS(RM) has some 55 'UFO'
/' files with planned release dates of 1999-2003 ready for the PRO.
A further 12 (release date 2004) currently await listing/cleaning.
CS(RM) does, of course, have many Departmental files on a wide
range of subjects at various stages of listing and cleaning but
none in sufficient number by subject to comprise similar packages.

Public Record Act (PRA) and Early Release

8. Under existing commitments to openness, Departmental
officials are encouraged to identify discrete blocks of records of
more than ordinary interest to the public which could be released
/ to the PRO ahead of this time (staff were recently reminded of
/ this in reissued instructions on Open Government - DCI GEN 54/98).
Section 5(1) of the PRA has provisions for the release of records
W at dates other than the normal 30 year point subject to the Lord
Chancellor's approval. Permission for early release of the 55
files mentioned above could be sought if it was judged that
sensitivity was not an issue.

Sensitivity

v

5’9. A degree of sensitivity has been attached to 'UFO' files
because sighting reports were passed to the Defence Intelligence
Branch (DI5S5) to ascertain any intelligence of a terrestrial
nature and because reports and letters contain personal details of

~ members of the public. Open Government accepts that there might
be circumstances where records could be closed for longer than 30
yvears (contains information supplied in confidence; contains
information about individuals, the disclosure of which would cause
distress or endangerment) but the public interest/public
confidentiality aspects of 'UFO' business has been effectively

~ managed on the basis that a 30-year closure period provides

* sufficient protection for the personal privacy of correspondents.

_10. There are no security concerns about early release of 'UFO'
~ files. There are three options for dealing with personal privacy

concerns:
P a. obtain permission from members of the public on an
e individual basis to the release of their details (an

extremely time consuming process);
~  b. remove personal details (the processed files at para 7
1 above would require examination of 55x100 enclosures and
sanitizing as necessary); _

~~ c¢. agree that a shorter period, say 25 rather than 30 years,
was acceptable for protection of privacy.

Identification of Possible 'UF0'~related Files

~11. A number of 'ufologists' believe that key information about
/ 'UFOs' is held on files other than those containing reports and

s

v/ public correspondence and are, therefore, keen to see files on a

e



7/ wide range of Air Force related issues. Identifying such files

/  would be difficult. The MOD archives at Hayes contains some
300,000 files currently earmarked for review between 1998-2017.
They are stored by date of review and, within that, by Branch;
there is no thematic index and, without specific file references
(and many Branches have reorganised a number of times during the
last 30 years) a major resource effort would be required to locate
and examine them. Additionally, Air Historical Branch holds some
2,600 boxes of key Air Staff papers including Operational Record
Books (ie RAF Station diaries).

Lord Hill-Norton

12. Lord Hill-Norton, aged 83 and Chief of the Defence Staff from
fi971 -1973, has a long-standing interest in 'UFOs'. He was a
/ member of the (long defunct) House of Lords All-Party 'UFO' Study
Group and has written the forewords for at least two books on the
/ subject. Over the years he has supported individual ‘'ufologist!
&j causes and, more recently, tabled PQs about an alleged 'UFO'
’ incident in 1980 outside RAF Woodbridge/RAF Bentwaters (Rendlesham
Forest) subsequently writing because the Department was not
prepared to review decisions made at that time.

/‘
'

'13. Ministers will know that the Department's interest in 'UFOs'
/1is limited to establishing whether there is any associated
/ evidence of an unauthorized incursion of the UK Air Defence Region
/by foreign military activity, and that to date the Department
W knows of no evidence to support the existence of 'UFO/flying

saucers'/extraterrestrial lifeforms. It is frequently the case
that our limited interest does not correspond with the wide-
ranging non-defence related enthusiasms of a minority of the
public who continue to lobby for the diversion of defence
resources for their own aims.

Summary of Issues

14. To summarise:

a. The Department manages a structured review programme for
the release of closed files at the 30-year point;

b. Section 5(1) of the 1958 Public Records Act provides for
the early release of records subject to the Lord Chancellor's
. approval.

c. A reduction from 30 to 25 years for release of 'UFO'
sighting report and public correspondence files would be
possible if personal privacy was not deemed to be a concern.

d. A commitment to identification and early release of
closed files (including those concerning or possibly related
to 'UFO' reports and correspondence) beyond those already
processed would involve significant resource effort and
severely disrupt the Department's structured review
programme.

OTHER POINTS FOR CONSIDERATION

15. There are, of course, other defence related topics that
attract vociferous supporters looking for greater access to



Departmental papers under the FOI Act and early release of 'UFO'
files to satisfy a minority interest group could set a precedent.
It is Sec(AS)'s experience that releasing information does not
stem the tide of correspondence. The reverse is true as many
correspondents seek to challenge decisions made 30-50 years ago.

16. Sec(AS) is already considering the implications of the
forthcoming Freedom of Information Act and how it might impact on
the Department's limited interest in the subject of 'UFOs'. They
are progressing a number of issues as part of this work, not least
the interests of the Air Defence and Defence Intelligence staffs.
They are seized of the need to take full account of public
interest in this subject. Sec(AS) will be advising further in due
course.

;17. The PRO has, on occasion, rejected files for preservation and
/ release. The Department's review programme therefore takes into

/ account not only the requirements of the national archive, but
also considers the interests of the more specialist museums.
Should the PRO decline to accept 'UFO' files (they could be viewed
as a large amount of trivia) the Department would have to decide
how their contents might be made available to the public, and seek
the Lord Chancellor's approval for the method chosen.

CONCLUSION

18. As a goodwill gesture, the release date for closed 'UFO!
files could be reduced from 30 to 25 years and the 55 files
mentioned at para 7 above could be made available at the January
1999 point. This is, however, unlikely to satisfy Lord Hill-
_Norton who is looking for the release of all 'UFO' files. His

" request WolUld need to bé treated as a special case (and there is
no justification for this) to warrant the reallocation of the
significant resources required to achieve this and would adversely
affect the Department's structured review programme. The draft
provided is therefore couched in conservative terms in order not
to raise Lord Hill-Norton's expectations.




DRAFT REPLY TO LORD HILL-NORTON

Thank yvou for your letter of 3 March in which you request the
release of closed files containing information about alleged
sightings of 'unidentified flying objects’.

As you know, my Department has only a very limited interest in the
sightings that are reported to us as unidentified aerial
phenomena.

The White Paper on the forthcoming Freedom of Information Act has
generated correspondence from a number of people and organisations
each with their own specific interests and all keen to see a
greater openness in respect of a wide range of defence and defence
related topics.

My Department has a structured programme to release closed files
after 30 years. Whatever the merits of individual requests for
the early release of files I must take full account of the overall
implications of diverting resources from the programme before
agreeing to them.

I am sorry but I cannot at this time give an undertaking that the
files you ask for will be released early but I shall write to you
again when we have given further consideration to the matter.
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Fri .., Mar, 1998 13:11 mailbox standard Page 1
DATE FROM SUBJECT CODES
27/03/98 Hd of CS(RM)1 Hill-Norton reply (U/C) [ ]
Intended:
Sent: 27/03/98 at 12:59 Delivered: 27/03/98 at 12:58

To: OMD/AD(Management)
CC: SEC(AS)2,C+L(F+8)L1
Ref: /GUID:B208711F0CC4D111B39400005A422BE6
From: Hd of CS(RM)1 Auth by:
Subject: Hill-Norton reply (U/C)

Text:
Priority: Urgent SEE PAGE 2 Attachments [ 1]
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-i%llowing discussion with Hd CS(RM) we have just a few
minor changes to your drafts.
para 8, line 9 - delete "conserving" substitute "conservation
action".
para 11, line 1 - delete "key".

lines 3/4 - delete "Identifying such files would be
difficult."

line 9 - amend to "...a major resource effort
would be required to sift through to identify files that might be
of interest to ufologists."
Draft letter to Lord H-N.
para 1, line 1 - delete "closed".
para 3, 2nd sentence to read "My Department has a well
established review programme to release files after 30 years in
accordance with the terms of the Public Records Act, 1958 and
1967."

UNCLASR45 Felzko
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Fri 27 Mar, 1998 14:53 mailbox standard Page 1

DATE FROM SUBJECT

27/03/98 OMD/AD(Management) Hill-Norton reply (U/C)

Intended:
Sent: 27/03/98 at 11:29 Delivered: 27/03/98 at 14:44

To: SEC(AS)2,Hd of CS(RM)1
cC: Hd of CS(RM),C+L(F+S)L1
Ref: /GUID:B28D3A974CC5D1119C7500A02461F4C4
From: OMD/AD(Management) Auth by:
Subject: Hill-Norton reply (U/C)

Text:
Priority: Normal SEE PAGE 2 Attachments [ 2]
Reply Request [ ] View Acknowledge [ ] Codes [ ]
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Attached is my draft advice to USofS (not yet cleared with DOMD).
Grateful for any comments this afternoon - please let me know
if that will not be possible.

EES/0 thank you for the legal advice; are you happy with what See
I have put at thg end of para 10. W " '
Many thanks for the advice & assistance. Y- N N kol

Sccton =

UNCLAR s s
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LOOSE MINUTE
D/DOMD/2/3
Mar 98

PS/USofS

Copy to:

APS/SofS DGMO DDC&L(F&S) Legal
PS/Min(AF) Hd Sec(AS)

PS/Min(DP) DISN
PS/DUS(CM) Hd of CS(RM) B
LORD HILL-NORTON: REQUEST FOR RELEASE OF FILES

Reference:
A. D/USofS/JS 28/1/0 dated 9 Mar 98

Issue

1, How to respond to the request from Lord Hill-Norton for the release of
all closed files on the subject of "unidentified flying objects'.

Recommendation

2. That USofS responds in terms of the attached dratft letter.

Timin
3. Routine.

Background
4, Lord Hill-Norton, aged 83, and Chief of the Defence Staff from 1971-

4973, has a long-standing interest in 'UFOs'. He was a member of the (long

defunct) House of Lords All-Party 'UFO' Study Group and has written the
forewords for at least two books on the subject. Over the years he has
supported individual *UFQ' causes and late last year, tabled PQs about an
alleged 'UFO' incident in 1980 outside RAF Woodbridge/RAF Bentwaters
(Rendlesham Forest), subsequently writing because the Department was not
prepared to review decisions made at that time. Pointing to the public interest

in this-topi the forthcoming Freedom of !nfoiﬁgtgnj_«r;c_, he has"
requested that all closed files on ject of'UFOS be released now.

5, Ministers will know that the Department's interest in 'UFOs' is limited to
establishing whether there is any associated evidence of an unauthorised
incursion of the UK Air Defence Region by foreign military activity, and that to
date the Department knows of no evidence to support the existence of alien
spacecraft or extraterrestrial lifeforms.

Departmental Records

6. The MOD has a well-established review programme (in line with Public

UNCLESSIFIED
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Record Office (PRO) guidance), which ensures that records are reviewed to
enable release after 30 years. MOD's key review occurs around the 25 year
point and involves files surviving earlier branch and Central Services(Records
Management - CS(RM)) reviews. Some 12% of records survive this selection
process (of the order of 4,500 files each year) and must be catalogued and
conserved before acceptance by the PRO and release at the 30-year point.

7. Under existing commitments to openness, staff are already encouraged
to identify discrete blocks of records of more than ordinary interest to the
public, which could be released to the Public Record Office ahead of the
normal 30 year point. Staff were recently reminded of this requirement in
reissued instructions on Open Government (DCI Gen 54/98). The Public
Record Act has provisions for the release of records at dates other than the
normal 30 year point, subject to the Lord Chancellor's approval.

'UFQ' Files

8. A decision was taken in 1967 in the light of increasing public interest in
'UFQOs' that these files should be retained. Closed files over 30 years old
(including any remaining from years prior to 1967) have already been
released. As part of their continuing structured review programme, CS(RM)
has some 55 files relating to *UFOs' with planned release dates of 1999-2003
ready for the PRO. A further 12 (release date 2004) currently await listing/
conserving. CS(RM) does, of course, have many Departmental files on a wide
range of subjects at various stages of listing and conserving but none in
sufficient number by subject to comprise similar packages.

9. The PRO has, on occasion, rejected files for preservation and release.
The Department's

UNCLARs ¢
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review programme therefore takes into account not only the requirements of
the national archive, but also considers the interests of the more specialist
museums. Should the PRO decline to accept 'UFQ' files (they could be viewed
as a large amount of trivia) the Department would have to decide how their
contents might be made available to the public, and seek the Lord
Chancellor's approval for the method chosen.

10. There are no security concerns about early release of 'UFQ' files. A
degree of sensitivity has been attached to them, however, because reports
and letters contain personal details of members of the public. The public
interest/public confidentiality aspect of 'UFQ' business has been effectively
managed on the basis that a 30-year closure period provides sufficient
protection for the personal privacy of correspondents. Permission for early
release of the 55 files mentioned above could be sought, however; and there
are three options for dealing with the personal privacy concerns:

a. obtain permission from members of the public on an individual basis
to the release of their detaiisif::;

b. remove personal dhe 55 processed files would requiré_ @
( eramination) aes:saneetion of some 5500 enclosuresfc ootk el

ol

c. agree that a shorter period, say 25 rather than 30 years, was
acceptable for protection of privacy.

The first method would be time-consuming and probably impractical,

particularly in the case of the oldest files; the second would be possible, but

would represent a considerable diversion of resources for CS(RM).

Preliminary legal advice on the third option suggests that MOD would be

protected against any charge of breaching confidentiality if documents were

released in advance of 30 years because early release is provided for in the &%ME"J—J »<
Public Record Act. _

11. A number of 'ufologists’ believe that key information about 'UFQs' is held
on files other than those containing reports and public correspondence and
are, therefore, keen 1o see files on a wide range of Air Force related issues.
Identifying such files would be difficult. The MOD archives at Hayes contains
some 300,000 files currently earmarked for review between 1998-2017. They
are stored by date of review and, within that, by Branch; there is no thematic
index and, without specific file references (and many Branches have
reorganised a number of times during the last 30 years) a major resource
effort would be required to locate and examine them. Additionally, Air
Historical Branch holds key Air Staff papers including some 2,600 boxes of

Operational Record Books (RAF Station diaries). There are, of course, other Ao\oo co
d;et{e’rge;re_lgt_egmp@ that attract interest and early release of 'UFQ' files to
satisty one interest group could spark similar requests from others. b

Conclusion , =
12.  Inthe light of the discussion above, it is recommended that, subject to

confirmation of legal advice about confidentiality, CS(RM) takes steps towards
effecting early release of the 55 files that have already been identified (together

. with the additional 12 under preparation). Given the uncertainties involved in
‘ the possible need for sanitisation of personal details, obtaining the Lord

Gee 2= UNCLASSIEHED
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Chancellor's approval and the PRO's reaction to accepting the files, it would be
wise to be cautious about any time-scale in responding to Lord Hill-Norton.
This is reflected in the draft letter attached. CS(RM) will advise in_due.course_

on the outcome of the process.“An appropriate press plan to accompany any ;
(/ rgleasie in due course'would be essential in order to maximise the impact of :
the release. ’ f
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DRAFT REPLY FROM USofS TO THE LORD HILL-NORTON

Thank you for your letter of 3 March in which you request the release of closed
files contaxmng information about alleged s:ghtxngs of 'unidentified flying
objects

. LA (foruah—g\
As you know my Department has only a very limited interest in the sxghtmgs
that-are reported to us asuridertificchaerialphenc »

The White Paper on the forthcoming Freedom of Information Act has
generated correspondence from a number of people and organisations each
with their own specific interests and all keen to see a greater openness in
respect of a wide range of topics. My Department has a structured
programme to release closed files after 30 years. Whatever the merits of
individual requests for the early release of files, therefore, | must take full
account of the overall imp!ications of diverting resources from the programme

o5 i ety s e M A s

asked for be consndered for early release, | cannot at this time give an e

e
e,

- undertaking that this will be possible. 1 shall, however, write to you again when

| have given further consideration to the matter.
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I have discussed the draft submission that I sent to you the
other day with DOMD. He is unhappy with the draft, feeling
that it is unduly defensive and that it does not go far enough to
addressing the question put by Hill-Norton of whether we could
immediately release all closed files on the subject. His main
points and guestions are:

a. Why can't we consider releasing all "ufo" files - even up to
the present? If there is some issue about the most recent files,
what might be a feasible date - files more than a year old, 2
years old or what? Are there any legal objections to this, eg
PRA rules or sensitivity of personal information? Or an
exemption under the Code?

b. If there are no legal objections to such early release, are
there any other implications, eg the diversion of resources?
Under the Code, we could claim that it would take a
dlsproportlonate effort (exemption 9). But if we believe that
it would involve a significant diversion of resources, can we
quantify the effort involved?

crateful for your thoughts on the above, I am pursuing an
extension to this Weds with USofS's office.

B
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S chis is a hidden copy for you and reflects my initial
reaction to the questions raised by DMOD. [SfSeileh 40

From: Hd of CS(RM)1

Sent: 31 March 1998 09:20

To: Hd of CS(RM)

Subject: RE: Lord Hill-Norton reply (U/C)

—ﬂthought the “"silly season" was months away! But as the
early release of all "ufo" related files has been raised we

cannot avoid formally raising the matter with Q. I have spoken
to [ Immediate reaction "very unhappy" at the prospect of
such a release. Particularly concerned that it would lead to the
selection of records on a reactive basis (with lobby groups
determining what should be kept) rather than through a considered
review programme. He will seek further advice and give us the
PRO formal view later today.
On resources:
This has already been covered. I advised OMD that records are
not stored thematically, but by date of review and then by
branch. There are some 300,000 files for second review covering
the next 20 years. Additionally, there are records stored
elsewhere in MOD some stores we know about ie AHB, DIS. There
may be others elsewhere e.g. RAF stations, reglonal Met
Offices, DERA. Answer — Sec(AS) to issue a DCI to identify
caches (this is getting very silly).
To commit ourselves to releasing "ufo" records other than those
already prepared for Q would requlre a major diversion of
existing resources both for review and llstlng In the case of
the later priority would be given to processing these records to
the certain detriment of others.
Also, if MOD makes any commitment to release these files early
what about the knock-on effect elsewhere ie CAA.

Finally, we can never be sure files that may be relevant have
not been missed. A weakness that is sure to be exploited by

researchers. [SEeien 40
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MOD INTEREST IN "UFOY SIGHTINGS

* MOD examines any reports of 'UFO' sightings it receives
solely to establish whether what was seen might have some defence
significance.

* Defence significance constitutes evidence that UK Air Defence
Region might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorized
foreign military activity.

* Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the UK from
an external military source MOD does not attempt to identify the
precise nature of each sighting reported.

* MOD believes down to earth explanations could be found for
reports if resources were diverted for this purpose but an
inappropriate use of defence resources to do so.

* MOD has no expertise or role with respect to 'UFO/flying
saucer' matters.

* MOD keeps an open mind about the existence of
extraterrestrial lifeforms but to date knows of no evidence which
substantiates this phenomenon.



T}

2 Apr,

UNCrea&&¢Eei-D

1998 9:21 mailbox standard Page 1

DATE

FROM

SUBJECT

02/04/98 OMD/AD(Management)

UFOs - Hill-Norton
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Grateful for your comments on this draft - I think that we are
getting there! My aim is to get the submission to PS/USofS
tomorrow morning.

For CPO: [N/ @rateful for any comments on the (defensive)
news brief. |

Thanks
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LOOSE MINUTE

D/DOMD/2/3

Apr 98

PS/USofS

Copy to:

APS/SofS PS/DUS(CM) DDC&L(F&S) Legal
PS/Min(AF) DGMO Hd of CS(RM)
PS/Min(DP) Hd Sec(AS)

PS/PUS DISN

LORD HILL-NORTON: REQUEST FOR RELEASE OF FILES

Reference:
A. D/USofS/JS 28/1/0 dated 9 Mar 98

Issue

1. How to respond to the request from Lord Hill-Norton for the release
of all closed files on the subject of "unidentified flying objects'.

Recommendation

2. That USofS responds in terms of the attached draft letter.
Timin
3. Routine.

Background

4, Lord Hill-Norton, aged 83, and Chief of the Defence Staff from
1971-1973, has a long-standing interest in 'UFOs'. He was a member of
the (long defunct) House of Lords Ali-Party 'UFO' Study Group and has
written the forewords for at least two books on the subject. Over the
years he has supported individual “UFO' causes and late last year, tabled
PQs about an alleged 'UFO' incident in 1980 outside RAF Woodbridge/
RAF Bentwaters (Rendlesham Forest). He subsequently wrote to
Minister(DP) complaining that the Department was not prepared to review
decisions made at that time. Pointing to the public interest in this topic
and the forthcoming Freedom of Information Act, he has requested that
all closed files on the subject of UFOs be released now,

5. Ministers will know that the Department's interest in 'UFOs’ is
limited to establishing whether there is any associated evidence of an

unauthorised incursion of the UK Air Defence Region by foreign military
activity.

Departmental Records
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6. The MOD has a well-established review programme (in line with
Public Record Office {(PRO} guidance), which ensures that records are
reviewed to enable release after 30 years. MOD's key review occurs
around the 25 year point and involves files surviving earlier branch and
Central Services(Records Management - CS(RM)) reviews. Some 12% of
records survive this selection process {(of the order of 4,500 files each
year) and must be catalogued and conserved before acceptance by the
PRO and release at the 30-year point.

7. Under existing commitments to openness, staff are already
encouraged to identify discrete blocks of records of more than ordinary
interest to the public, which could be released to the Public Record Office
ahead of the normal 30 year point. Staff were recently reminded of this
requirement in reissued instructions on Open Government {(DCI Gen 54/
98). The Public Record Act has provisions for the release of records at
dates other than the normal 30 year point, subject to the Lord
Chancellor's approval.

8. The PRO has, nevertheless, on occasion rejected files for
preservation and release. The Department's review programme therefore
takes into account not only the requirements of the national archive, but
also considers the interests of the more specialist museums. Should the
PRO decline to accept 'UFO" files (they could be viewed as a large
amount of trivia) the Department would have to decide how their
contents might be made available to the public, and seek the Lord
Chancellor's approval for the method chosen.

'UFQ' Files

9. A decision was taken in 1967 in the light of increasing public
interest in 'UFOs' that these

URCTTASSIFIZ Y
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files should be retained. Closed files over 30 years old (including any
remaining from years prior to 1967) have already been released. In
considering Lord Hill-Norton's request for the release of all closed files, |
took as a starting premise that, in the spirit of openness, and given the
undoubted public interest in this subject, we should try to meet it.
However, after discussion with CS(RM) and Secretariat{Air Staff -
Sec(AS)), the Division mainly involved, | have concluded that to do so
would carry considerable resource implications, in particular in the effort
needed to identify, review and sanitise files. This could not be attempted
without significant disruption to the normal process of record reviewing
or the provision of additional staff. By way of illustration, it is estimated
that the review of currently identified Sec{AS) files alone (held by the
Division itself or at Hayes) would require some 6 man-months,
Furthermore, whilst there may be no security concerns about early
release of 'UFQ' files, a degree of sensitivity has been attached to them
because reports and letters contain personal details of members of the
public.

10. However, as part of its continuing structured review programme,
CS(RM) has some 55 files relating to “UFOs' with planned release dates
of 1999-2003 ready for the PRO. A further 12 (release date 2004)
currently await listing/conserving. With a view to going some way to
meeting Lord Hill-Norton's request without an unreasonable diversion of
resources, permission for early release of these files could be sought.
Subsequent releases of such files would therefore be at the 25-year
point. The confidentiality aspect of 'UFQ' files has been effectively
managed on the basis that a 30-year closure period provides sufficient
protection for the personal privacy of correspondents. There are three
o;:itions for dealing with the personal privacy concerns relating to earlier
release:

a. obtain permission from members of the public on an individual
basis to the release of their details;

b. remove personal details {the 55 processed files would require
examination and sanitisation of some 5500 enclosures});

c. agree that a shorter period, say 25 rather than 30 years, was
acceptable for protection of privacy.

The first method would be time-consuming and probably impractical,
particularly in the case of the oldest files; the second would be possible,
but would represent a considerable diversion of resources for CS{(RM).
Preliminary legal advice on the third option suggests that MOD would be
protected against any charge of breaching confidentiality if files were
released in advance of 30 years as long as the new period (eg 25 years)
had been properly approved by the Lord Chancellor in exercising his
statutory discretion in accordance with the Public Record Act. However,
there is also a requirement on Departments that consideration is given to
whether releasing information gained from members of the public might
constitute a breach of good faith, and this would have to be considered
for the files in question.

11. Even if agreed, such a move would, of course, be unlikely to
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satisfy the "UFQO' community which would be convinced that other files
were being withheld, and it could spark similar requests from other
interest groups. Nevertheless, it has merit as a sign of a commitment to
openness, it need not act as a precedent and, given the resource
implications, would not commit the Department to more widespread
release in response to other requests.

Conclusion

12. In the light of the discussion above, it is recommended that,
subject to confirmation of legal advice about the protection of third party
confidentiality, CS(RM) takes steps towards effecting early release
(probably in January 1999, along with the next batch of releases to the
PRO) of the 55 files that have already been identified, together with the
additional 12 under preparation. Given the uncertainties involved in the
possible need for sanitisation of personal details, obtaining the Lord
Chancellor's approval and the PRO's reaction to accepting the files, |
recommend that a holding reply, along the lines of the attached draft, is
sent to Lord Hill-Norton at this stage. Some defensive press lines are
also attached should Lord Hill-Norton wish to make something of this
reply. An appropriate news brief to accompany any release in due course
will be essential. CS(RM) will advise in due course on the outcome of the
review/release process.
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DRAFT REPLY FROM USofS TO THE LORD HILL-NORTON

Thank you for your letter of 3 March in which you request the release of
files containing information about alleged sightings of 'unidentified flying
objects'.

As you know, the Ministry of Defence has only a very limited interest in
the sightings that are reported to us as unidentified aerial phenomena.

MOD has a well-established review programme to release files after 30
years in accordance with the terms of the Public Records Acts, 1958 and
1967. Whilst | am prepared to consider on their merits individual
requests for the early release of files, therefore, | must take full account
of the overall implications, including the diversion of resources from the
review programme, and the need to protect information provided in
confidence by members of the public, before agreeing to them.
Nevertheless, in the light of the Government's commitment to greater
openness, and given the public interest in this matter, | have asked that
some files that would be due for release to the Public Record Office in the
next few years be considered for earlier release. This will require some
work, including for example, the need to check whether personal details
of members of the public should be protected. At this time, therefore, |
cannot give an undertaking that such early rele