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From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

{Fax)
(GTN)

0

Your Reference
Qur Reft
DIDASEA3

ate
13 November 2002

oo SRR O

Thank you for your letter of 7 November regarding your request for information on ‘UFQ’
sighting reports made to the Ministry of Defence by Police Officers between 1 January and
31 December 1980.

It appears from your letter that there is some misunderstanding about the material we hold and
what our search fee would cover. 1 apologise if this was not clear in my last letter, but [ will now
clarify our position.

The six files that I mentioned in my last letter are not “police files” and do not contain only
reports from Police Officers. We receive reports from a number of sources. The vast majority
come from members of the public, but we do sometimes receive them from policemen and
women, civil and military pilots or personnel, and air traffic controllers. These reports are not
computerised, but filed on Branch files in the order in which they are received. They are not
segregated according to source, thus a file may contain a mixture of reports from a variety of
sources. The six files that I identified are UFO report and correspondence files containing reports
received in 1980. The charge of £240 is what we estimate it would cost for staff to manually
examine these six files to identify any reports from Police Officers, photocopy any found and
remove personal details in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. We do not currently
have sight of the files because they are held in archives, so we have based our estimate on the
assumption that each file could contain 100 enclosures. In advance of conducting the search this
remains an estimate and the final cost may be lower. If it appears the cost may be in excess of
this sum we would let you know so that you may decide whether you wish the work to continue.

- With regard to the information requested in your latest letter, it is clear that you expect these files
to contain more details than is likely to be the case, so before embarking on research that would
attract a fee, 1 think it would be helpful if I explain the MOD’s position with regard to the
handling of reports of ‘UFQ’ sightings.



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

ight have some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United
Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless
there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military source, and
to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise
nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as
aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the
MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of
public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit. This means that our
files are unlikely to contain an explanation of what was actually seen in any given case.

In your letter you also requested that we supply the names of Police Officer’s who have made
reports. While we are willing to supply a copy of any relevant reports we find during our search,
the name and any other personal details would be removed in accordance with the Data Protection
Act 1998.

1 hope this explains the MOD’s position. If you would like us to proceed with this search, I would
be grateful for confirmation that you are willing to meet the charges set out in my previous letter.

Yours sincerely,




0
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations and Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building
Northumberland Avenue
LONDON WC2N 5BP

07/11/02
Thank you for your reply dated 31" October.

You have indicated that there are six police files recorded during 1980. In an effort to
save on costs could I restrict the extent of the information I seek to the following areas.

The date of the sighting/incident.

The name of the officer involved in the sighting/incident.

Any police report/statement from each particular case.

A brief summary of the incident as a whole.

Whether the MOD investigated the sighting/incident.

Whether any conclusions were reached as to what the object involved in the
sighting/incident was.

An approximate number of pages contained within each of the six cases.
The MOD classification of the relevant six files.

Cal ot ol L

o =2

Given you will allow me four hours of free investigation time I believe the above
information would fall within that time frame.

1 am extremely grateful for your cooperation in this matter and hope that the above
requests subject to your criteria are acceptable to you.
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From: “ ' 3 2
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1 u! '3‘0
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5§BP
Telephone (Direct dial) WO
{Switchboard) |
{Fax) =
- B
CHOts DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
E-Mail das-laopspol! @defence.mod.uk
” Your Reference
orporate Communications Ref
Press Office %Ag/%ie 3ce
CAA House
45-59 Kingsway 13 November 2002
London
WC2B 6TE

Please see attached a copy of the letter concerning airmiss reports which we discussed on the
telephone yesterday, and my reply.

Thank you for assistance.

Yours sincerely,




From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

G .,

Your Reference

National Aviation Reporting Center %Re erence
D

alous Phenomena
13 November 2002

ifornia
94023-880 USA

o occion g

Thank you for your letter of 30 October in which you requested copies of several airmiss reports.

This Department is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence regarding
‘unidentified flying objects’ and we do not hold details of airmiss reports. Copies of airmiss
reports relating to incidents involving civil aircraft, within UK airspace, can usually be obtained
from the Civil Aviation Authority and 1 am sorry that you were not advised of this when you
contacted the CAA. T have however, passed your letter to the following Department, who should
be able to assist you.

Corporate Communications
Press Office

CAA House

45-59 Kingsway

London

WC2B 6TE

With regard to the incidents which occurred in Germany and Ttaly, these would have been dealt
with by the German and Italian authorities and you may wish to contact them separately.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,




DAS
k1] [+ R—— .
- § NGV 2002

fCAP.ORG FILE
National Aviation Reporting Center ofr Afiomalous Phenomena

_ - Established to enhance aviation safety and scientific knowledge - _O
Califorpia —
www.narcap.org .
Secretariat (AS2) m

Room 8245 October 30, 2002
Ministry of Defence

Main Building, Whitehall

London SW1A 2HB

Executive Advisors

Dear sir:
National TechnkalAdwsals This letter was prepared at the suggestion OW
Corporate Affairs, Safety Regulations Group of the who also provided

us with your address. Our organization is pursuing scientific research on a
variety of atmospheric phenomena that may impact flight safety. We have
identified several near miss occurrences in the U.K. that are of possible
interest and I am writing to determine if you would be so kind as to provide
any available background information on them. They include:

Occ Num. Date Location Other 1.D. Information
International Advisors

199602532 June 17, 1996 Warwick at FL80

199702022 Apr. 18, 1997 Goles Cruise phase of flt.

199705960 Nov. 6,1997 TLA 30N Cruise phase of fk.

199803283 June 9, 1998 Heathrow Climb phase, MD-80

8201614C June 12, 1982 Dinkelsbuhl, Germany Dan Air, FL 410

8302525A Aug. 18, 1983 Florence, Italy BCAL, BAC-111

Of course we are not interested in the crew's names or other personal
information but only data that is scientifically related. We will be most pleased
to remit payment for any copying fees involved if you will let us know the
amount and to whom to send them. Also, should we uncover anything of value
we will be pleased to send you copies of all relevant final NARCAP reports.

On behalf of our executive board I take this opportunity to express my
personal appreciation for your consideration of this request.

Chief Scientist

cc: [OTEYTON 40
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From: (PSR
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
{Switchboard)

(Fax;
(GTer) O\

Your Reference

Our Reference

D/DAS/64/3
Hessle

East Yorkshi

ate
5 November 2002

Further to my letter of 8 October, I am now able to give a substantive reply to your letter of
17 September 2002. Please accept my apolog1es for the delay in replying.

First you asked about the re-entry of the Gorizont/Proton 4 Rocket Booster. RAF Fylingdales
have conﬁrmed that the rocket body (SCC No. 20924) that carried Gorizont 21 into orbit decayed
on the 4™ November 1990. Records of the actual time of this event are not available.

With regard to your request for papers on the aircraft accident of 8 September 1970, involving
Captain W Shaffner, please find enclosed a copy of the accident card and the Aircraft Accident
Report, both of which provide details of the events leading to the tragic loss of Captain Shaffner.
These documents were made available to the makers of the BBC ‘Inside Out’ programme and
due to the public interest in this particular accident, a copy has been earmarked for preservation in
the Public Record Office in the near future.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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ROYAXL AIR FOR.OE .
AIRCRAFYT ACCIDENT REPORT

" Dates , 8 September 1970 L

Mroraft: Lightning M 76 X5 894 "
Crew: . One % . S
Sorties Tactical Evaluation Ezerelse — Nigot - ,.!
Shadowing and Shepherding: of Low Speed . !
Targets ‘ P
Cagualties: One killed T , 4 f
Alrcraft Demage: Category 5 ~ o
l
1]

Tnit: Fo 5 Squadron, BAF Birbrook

1. Yo 5 Squadron was participsting in a Strike Command Ts.atical Evsluation

i (Taceval) exercise st RAF Binbrook, Toe pilot of the sccident alreraft wes a
USAI‘ exchange offiser ‘waose experience includsd two tours of duty on USAF F102 ‘
._all_‘waa.'bh_er_ﬁehte_r,_,airg:a.ft. Fe had accuiulated 171 hours on Iightning .
' 9.1_rm:s.f'b, of which 18 were at night, and had obtainsd z Green Insbwument natiﬁg. 3 1

E * migsion.

o diepe:nssl. On return he ordered fuel only and no turmround servicing .a.ccoz-di:g'

'rhis wasg an unusually short penod. tut the ocategory was ,justi!.‘ied by his USAF -_
“experience as squadron pilot and OCU instructor, and by his reésalts in’ aiumlatot

training and dual flying tacticsl and weapons c-hacksun'khamght_ning. The - ‘ ’

. 1limitatlon on his operationsl status was due to his need for fﬁrther training in:
meximm effective use of the Lightning weapons system and because ke had not '
yet met the requirement for full vigident missions, he had complefed only two of
. ths specified three phases of preparation, In consequence at his. stage of

i training at the time of the sccident he would only have been cleared for

! ghedowing and shepherding tasks with the target in full vimual contact. The
i Squadron Commander cleaved the pilot to participate in the Taceval, therefore, )
. in the bellef that he would not be involved in s shadowing or shepheritng

+ 71 2,  On the day of the accident the pilot was ordered to his aireraft at 18342
" | houws, and, after walting on readiness, was scrambled at 19472 hours. He !
started taxying, however his scramble was cancelled and he was orderea. back to

s, i, i

UNCLASSIFIED
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| to sbanding ingtructions the engineer officer on duty ordered a full turmround. ° |
: The turnround was deleyed, and during this delay the pilot was wawned that he
foavid wanla. be scrambled as goon as he was ready. He asked the groundcrew %o exped.tf.e
1 the turnround, however, before it was completed he calisd for engine gtarting, -
i‘ailed to slgn the servicing certificate and texled out at 20252 hours.. is he
: entered the rmway the metal tumm\md boawd and stbached gervicing certif:.cate
! fell off the alvoraft, -

S T Us D N R

_ ' 3. Uncowa %0 the sbation and squadron, the Taceval team had just changed the:

\ .1 exeroize seenario from nomsl interceptions 4o intercepiion, or shadowing or - J
. r thepherding on slow speed-low flying targets. The targets wers Shackleton ;

airoraft flying at 160 knots, and at the mirimm authordsed heignt of 1500 feet | ;-

&5 specified in Group Orders. The minimm speed for Lightning aiteraft for

- visident practices is 200 knots, which was not specified as an order, tut was

" referred %o in the Lighining squedron training syllabus. The ayllsbus made no

refarence to ghedowing or shephez&ing techniques. - Shadowing and shepherding a.'r.'e

however included in the war task of I.aghh:ing squad;mns and, tkms, were

theoretica'lly subject o Te.cevﬂ.

4. The pilot took off at 20302 and was ordered to ¢limb to FL 100; he was =~

~st:!.ll unaware of the type or height of his target. He wag harded over to the :
i MRS and was given in & short space of time, the QNH, and he:.ght of target (1,5001 i
" £1), and a shadowing task with target speed of 160 knots. He was $old to ’
‘ gecelerate towamrds the target which was 28 nms away. At 20392, the pilot

acknowledged instructions to accelerate to 0.95M to effect a rapid take over

! from another Iightning, this in a tone of surpﬂae. Ee was given vg.rimlg :

. glterationa to heading until he amownced that he was in contact with lights but

 would have o manoeuvre fo elow down; his voice sounded strained as though he was

, _ affected by 'G'. At 20407 the MRS broadcast that the Comtroller was being

«. 4 ' changed; a% this time the Lightning was turning port at about 220 knots. At

¥ .20412 the aireraft was seen by the eother Lightning pllot, who had Just broken .

l;ia,m from the target, 'bp be at =zbout 2,000 yards astern and 500 to 1,000 feet
‘above the Shackleton, in e port turn. The Shackleton crew then saw the alreraft,
apparently very low. The MRS Chief Controller had appreclated that this was a
difficult intercepition, and had monitored the latter stages very closely. When
at 20422 the Idghtning pilot failed to ackuowledge instruotions, he instituted

) *UNCLASSIFIED‘ ;

HESTRICTED

| i aatma o o o 2 a1t




| emergeney procedures, however, he experienced d:.ff:.culty in’ making contact with S
;the Shaokleton because be did not have immediste access to 243.0 ¥hz, An
.. irmediate air search by the tarset Shackleton, amd subsequent air/sea mearch the -
;fcllowing day, falled to deteck eny trace of the airoraft or pilot. 5

Detem:.na.'bion of Causes

‘

{ . 5. From caloulstions provided by the Board of Inquiry and exper} sources; a i 1
iy 'searoh L BN minesweeper "loegted the wreckage nearly 2 menths ‘later, The ;" v
ai:cxaft was In a complete state excapt tha'k the port wing had broken off snd
: ‘bnckle& under the fuselage, and some fuselage panelg were migsing, The cockpi'b
) , Canory was stteched tut not closed and there was no sign of the pilot. " 1
‘Exanination of the wreckage showed thet the alrcrafthed shruck the sea at & low : |
_speed, in s tail-down ettitude with a minimal rate of descent. It ~appeaved to
i heve planed on the surface and come to regt compa.ra.‘h:':vely slowly. .'Bo'kh thro“‘blea

‘were in the rehest gates, there was =z nose—up irim of 60_, undercarriage was up,
: flaps down and airbrakes out. There was no sign of fire or exploglion and expert -
. a:zins.tlon revealed. no :.ndica’uon ‘that the aircraft was otner than servicee.‘ole
. ‘at impact. v -
e U6, Mhe ejection seat lower handle had been pulled to the full ertent 'alioired ‘
_:-by the interrupter link on the main gun -sear. The canopy gun sear had been ;
; vithdrawm, tut the canopy gun certridge had received only a light percussion
i gtrike and had not fired, The c¢anopy had been released by the normal operating
- lever, the harmess QEB was undene, the PEC discommected and the PSP lanmyard had
.- been releaged from the 1ife preserver and was lying tangled in the cockpit.

-

7. The Board concluded that a combination of a difficult task in mushed

' oiroumstances and lack of trainming in the low speed visident and shepherding

" techniques, led to = situstion where the pilot failed to monitor The height of

" bis alroraft whilet slowing down and acquiring his target, and that he had

. insdvextently flown his airoraft into the sea. The pilot had attempbed to :

Uirecover the situation ‘m‘r selecting rehoat, which falled to take effect, with the

alroraft tail skimming on the water. He had then ilnitisted an ejection which
was ungucceasful because of the interruption of the sequexnce by the fallure of

e . the cemopy to jettisonm. He then mamually abandoned the gircraft but because he

| has not been found, he was presumed to have drowned during &r after his escape.

et/

|
s P l
o.— . . UNCEASSIFIED T



- - T TRUIMN LFD—RHF 10 SeC~H>o FAGE .Bpsg

"’""""’*A’\" —— e

*8, The light pemusaion strike on the canopy gun ca.rtriaga occun:ed becauge of
| ;negligmt servicing, in that the firing unit was incorrectly seated because of
800N damaged sorew threads.

: 1

- ! . -

; ‘9. The Board made a ymmber of recommendations relating to incongistencies and
:

< viaidents and the shsdowing and shepherding techniques. They also made
:acomandations congerning the access of MRSs to emergency f:r:ea_uencies, and for
remedial action concerning Lightning canopy ejection guns.

e s e
Caaf

IOLETLIA ST

: 'Rema:r:ks of the Ay Officer Comanding-in-Chief

fno gingle root ca:nsa, and he agreed with the Board's concluglons. He gaid that
. the pilot made an error of judgment in sllowing his aircraft o get into a

i

i - his exror was excuseable.
L .

{

- 1l. The A0G-in-C's comments on the Board’s recommendations are covered below.

toy the MRS was not accepted by the A0C-in-0, who stated that lEBSa already have
: . the feoility to select 243.0 Mhz although they do not normally monitor it, EHe

", exerciges had more merit.

. 13. The hitherto undetected weakmess in iraining for the iden‘bii‘ica.tion,

e . SRR P

. a8 follmm'

visident targeis, and minimum target speeds and heights for shadowing and .
‘ghepherding operations Yy day and night.

b, New tactics have been devised and publighed in the Lightning Tactics
Manual.

0. Shadowing and shepherding fasks have been included in the Anrmal
Training Syllabus for Lighining Squadrons.

o ‘ 4 .
R UNCEASSIFIED

' omissions in orders, instruotions end the training ayllstus, concerning low speed

~.i

’
!
i

%
'i

+ 10. The AOC-Ln—c gtated that in common with 80 many ace.iden.ts, kh:ls acciden*: had.
- position from which he was unsble to Tecover. Because of mitigating circtms‘be.noeg,'
g

! » -12. fthe Bosrd's recommendation concerning access to the emergency radio frequency

i

- ghadowing end shepherding of low altitude, low speed targets, have been rectified

g, 7 & Noll (Fighter) Group Air Staff Orders now specify & minimum speed for :

(N

-

Iy

‘ considered that the allocation of z safety frequency for use during all peacetime 7
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;"; ;q‘r‘-‘?!‘, & St o

. 315. All ejection seat fir:{.ng unitg of 2 type similar 46 that which preventvad

-|l B UNCW‘FTE‘D‘ T e __:_:5

settings before descend.‘mg to low level,

t

d. Pilots of aireraft under GCI control mu.s’a now read ba.uk altimeter

e, A rajio safety frequency is allocated for all' exercigeg.

£, During sll pertiuen'l: exercises, & target radio freq;uenoy Plan will be
svailable o that two way commnication betwaen the MRS and bargst aimaﬂ; P
can be as‘ba’blished ra.pidly in suy emsrgency situation.

fl4. Servicing procedures for the ingpeotion, re-smming and. aervioing of canopy t
fir:.ng units have been amended. .

RO, . ST

" ejeotion in this accldent heve been inspectdd for signs of:damage,

16. The design of the canopy firing unit bas been examined. No change will e
. made, howevex, the Design Authority has been made aware of the falluwe for
. conglderation in future designs, o ’ -

‘17,” The deficlencies Tevealed by the changs of controller at the MRS snd the ¢ |
: over-rapid s:l:tempt to ei’fect +the cbangeover of the mtercepﬁ.ng aircta.ft, h.a:v'e

i 'been drawn to the e.ttm:ticn ‘of the MES. : S

i 18 The effect of the falsa soramble and the interrupted tumomd ip pz.'cmcing | i -
T conditions of atreaa, hag been drawn to the attention of all 11 G:cup Stations., . .
1 - '}
‘19. The deficlencies in plamming, and lizisen with the stabion opera.titms staff | |
concoxning the change of exercise sceaa.rio, have been inves‘higa.ted with the MRS

. and Paceval Team.

' 20, Fegligenoe in the fitting of the canopy jettlson firing unlt could mot be
ettrituted to any specific person. The Corporal who was responsible for
servicing the unit wes found excusably negligent. No disciplinery action was

L,:rbaken sgaingt him becauge of the involvement of other persommel, the lack of ¢
‘olear mervicing ingtzuctions end guidance on the acceptable degree of burxing of .

' the screw threads, the lack of evidence that he had czused the damnge to the ;

threads, end because he did mot finally fit the wnit to the Jetilson gam. -

3 e

5

UNCL“KS‘STFlED :




i‘ N

¢

H

3

[ )

Y o

3

i O

L

P

i .
r.
3

FOLETATACY

("""1 - % pd 5 - " pmme— ..___A-___:_:E_'.
| 6 UNCLASSIFIED g
,DFSQRAF! Cause Co% . ‘
:21, Main Cemge Gm: ‘Arcrew Error. : 2
siki ‘ .
;22. Codes: 690.6 Inadequate orderse ; l
' g 330.5 Servicing errom. i

47043

Ti6ed
Vo 410.9
X 540

5 232.12

Inexperience on’alroraft type. ) )

! £
Rushed opsration. Lo e J
]):La-ln:actlon. .

Error of gkill (failed to monitor altitude d.urj.ng
low level exercise at night) - MAIN

Ejection seat, miscellsnsous (canopy firiug unit)

: z
Minigtry of Defence FO m
Sk e 2 e
' See Distribution List. Flight Safety (RAF)
: W e
s : .................... 5 ,
0 : i
’ 8 &
. .‘i
: g
o 2 2
i
Vol 6 :
- UNGkASSIFIED

- Tee

¢
ol
[
g

*% TOTAL PAGE.BB2 w/ i



DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

T I DAO ADGE1

0!
Subject: RE: RAF Fylingdales

-----Original Message-----

From: DAO ADGE1

Sent: 04 November 2002 15:44
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Palt
Subject: FW: RAF Fylingdales

Importance: Low

Sectiogi

At last an answerl! | hope it is what you need.

--=-Original Message-----

From: 2GP-ASACS-Ops1-S02
Sent: 04 November 2002 13:40
To: DAO ADGE1

Subject: RE: RAF Fylingdales

Importance: Low
Sir,

The rocket body (SCC No 20924) that carried Gorizont 21 into orbit decayed on the
4th Nov 1990, no actual time available.

St

--—-Original Message—-—

From: DAO ADGE1

Sent: 04 November 2002 11:48
To: 2GP-ASACS-Ops1-802
Subject: FW: RAF Fylingdales
-----Original Message--—

From: DAO ADGEt

Sent: 21 October 2002 16:37
To: 2GP-ASACS-Ops1-SO2
Cc: DAS-LA-Ops+Pott
Subject: FW. RAF Fylingdales

ST

Any sign of a response to my message of 24 Sep looking for a possible input by 1 Oct?

Section 8

..... Original Message-—-

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Polt
Sent: 21 October 2002 16:08
To: DAO ADGE1

Subject: RAF Fylingdales

i sgtr'l[g}{ou a Loose minute on 23 September in which he asked if you could check with Fylingdales as
“the }

zont/Proton 4 Rocket Booster was re-entering the atmosphere at around 18.00 on 5 Nov
1990. | have to write to our correspondent soon so wondered if you had had any luck?

Sectioiie



DAS:-LA-Ops+Pol1

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 22 October 2002 15:14

To: BEP-DAS-BOIA1

Subject: Aircraft Accident Report - Captain Shaffner

Following our telephone conversauon I have established that AAR's do not generally end up in the Public Record
Office. However (Exp)-Records 1 has confirmed that because of the notoriety of this case he has
earmarked a cop f PRO. ltis on his draft list of documents to go to the PRO and is awaiting PRO
clearance which | understand can take several months. lain said that while the PRO could refuse to accept items
listed, it is unusual and he can see no reason why they should do so in this case. There is therefore every likelihood
of this AAR being open to the public in the PRO sometime in the near future, although we can not be sure exactly
when. In light of this and the fact that this particular AAR is already over 30 years old, please could you let me know
whether you are content for me to release it now to my two correspondents.




.| A-Ops+Pol1

From DAO ADGE1

Sent 21 QOctober 2002 16:37
To: 2GP-ASACS-0Ops1-S02
Cc: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Subject: FW: RAF Fylingdales

Scciio fE8

Any sign of a response to my message of 24 Sep looking for a possible input by 1 Oct?

[ 40

----- Orlglnal Messaga e

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Sent: 21 October 2002 16:08
To: DAO ADGE1

Subject: RAF Fylingdales

M; ou a Loose minute on 23 September in which he asked if you could check with Fylingdales as to
G nt/Proton 4 Rocket Booster was re-entering the atmosphere at around 18.00 on 5 Nov 1990. |
have to write to our correspondent soon so wondered if you had had any luck?

Secton B



EﬁLA-Ops+PoI1

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 22 October 2002 15:14

To: BEP-DAS-BOIA1

Subject: Aircraft Accident Report - Captain Shaffner

Following our telephone conversatlon | have established that AAR's do not generally end up in the Public Record
Office. However, in Ipfe(Exp)-Records 1 has confirmed that because of the notoriety of this case he has
earmarked a cop) PRO. ltis on his draft list of documents to go to the PRO and is awaiting PRO
clearance which | understand can take several months. lain said that while the PRO could refuse to accept items
listed, it is unusual and he can see no reason why they should do so in this case. There is therefore every likelihood
of this AAR being open to the public in the PRO sometime in the near future, although we can not be sure exactly
when. In light of this and the fact that this particular AAR is already over 30 years old, please could you let me know
whether you are content for me to release it now to my two correspondents.

e
-Ops+Pol1




FILE NOTE

18 Oct 2002

Sqdn Ldr- e my e-mail of 17 Oct. He does not know what happens
to their ﬁlesfH§Mre if AARs went on files. 1500 copies are made and
distributed to all RAF, RN and Army flying stations so that aircrew may learn lessons
from them. DASC keep a copy of each one. They are not normally given to the
public. The Military Aircraft Accident Summary (MAAS) produced by DAS-Sec is
a shorter (less technical) version given to MPs and copies placed in the House of
Commons library (therefore in the public domain). Sqdn Ld.ﬁ]m}ml‘le BOI
files are passed to Hayes after two years but did not know whether they went to the
PRO.

I spoke to-(DAS-Sec about a possible MAAS for this accident. He
confirmed the MAAS is a more recent invention which was not in existence in 1970.
He did not know whether AARs or BOI files went to the PRO. Suggested we check
with Hayes for any files for DASC predecessor Directorate of Flight Safety
(DFS(RAF)).

Hayes archive do hold some files for DFS(RAF) but did not know what the files
contain or whether they will be selected for the PRO.

21 Oct 2002 -
1 telephoned“#@(Exp)-Records 1. He does not believe that all AARs
are preserved-in-the PRO, but confirmed that following the BBC’s enquiries about this
event and the fact that this particular accident has such a public interest, he has
earmarked a copy of the AAR on Captain Shaffner for permanent retention in the
PRO. It is currently on his draft list awaiting PRO approval and has been selected for
PRO class AIR 2. Approval of the list can take months butﬁ PR very
rarely reject items on the list and he could see no reason fo; todosoin thls case.

I spoke tow in about the AAR on Capt Shaffner and its release to the
two enquirers gh ese are not normally released to the general public, this
one is over 30 years old and will be open in the PRO at some time in the near future.

em saw no reason why we could not release it now to those who have
requested-it

22 Oct 2002

Before release I sent an e-mail to Sqdn Ldr‘i@fgﬁ(ﬂr@check his approval of

this action.



DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 17 October 2002 14:47

To: BEP-IFS-BOIA1

Subject: Aircraft Accident Report - Captain Shaffner

A few months ago | was in discussion with DCC(RAF)-SO1 Ecwb@ programme the BBC were

making about the crash of a Lightening aircraft on 8 Septembe e d in the death of the pilot, USAF
exchange officer, Captain Shaffner. | was involved because | am the MOD focal point for correspondence on

‘unidentified flying objects' and this event has become a famous case amongst 'ufologists' who believe a 'UFO' was

involved and that Capt Shaffner's body was not found because he was abducted by aliens. | understand fm
that the reason Capt Shaffner's sons had agreed to take part in this programme was to dispel these stories?

The programme "inside Out" apparently went out on the 16th September and | have received two letters from
members of the public, one requesting a copy of the "general Board of Inquiry” report as shown on the programme,
and the other requesting "any documents relating to the disappearance of Capt Shaffner”. i dj t
release anything directly to the BBC, but that the Shaffner family were given a copy of the cidentReport,
the transcript of the RT between the aircraft and the ground controlier and approximately 8 photos which | believe
you supplied. | would be grateful if you could advise me on the following;

a) Do Aircraft Accident Reports (AAR) go to the Public Record Office when they are 30 years old?

b) if so, will the AAR in this case be open to the public soon (possibly January 2003)?

©) We have a copy of the AAR on one of our files. Would you be content for us to release it now to these two
enquiriers? We are not seeking to supply the other material given to the Shaffner famity.

| am grateful for your heip. Please give me a call if you need any further information.

MT6/73 m



DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

From: DCC(RAF)-SO1 EC
Sent: 15 October 2002 08:30 Pan 1]S1 maT

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll
Subject: RE: BBC Enquiry about aircraft accident

L740‘ s
the information released was as agreed withmggnce Aviation Safety Centre - a copy of the Aicraft
Accident Report (about & or so pages), the t T between the aircraft and the ground controller, and
approximately 8 photos. The information was released to the Schaffner family, and not to the BBC per se. Clearly the
Schaffner famity have made this material available to the BBC, but the point is we did not release this directly. The

copy of the AAR that | used has been returned to DASC (BEP-DASC-BOIA1 - Sgn Ldr_m
W ———_ _

1
Rgds, BeP-1FS— g oA}
----- Original Message—--
From: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll
Sent: 10 October 2002 11:50

To: DCC(RAF)-SO1 EC
Subject: BBC Enquiry about aircraft accident

You may recali that a few months ago you visited| (Secretariat) 1) and myself, concerning a
programme the BBC was making about the crash ing- ft on 8 September 1970 which resulted in
the loss of the pilot, USAF exchange officer, Captain Shaffner. The programme ‘Inside Out' apparently went out
on the 16th September and | have received iwo requests from members of the public for copies of the
information supplied to the BBC (the Board of Inquiry report was mentioned by one) as shown on the
programme. We have contacte: (RAF) who provided us with a copy of the accident card
which he supplied to the BBC, but f you would contact me asap with details of exactly what
was released fo the BBC.

MT6/73 [C ot I



g Section 44

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

Your Reference

Qur Reference
Dﬁ)AS/64/3
Hessle g

%e ber 2002
East Yorkshire 8 October

Thank you for your letter of 17" September regarding a ‘UFQ’ sighting report of 5 November
1990 and a Lightning aircraft accident on 8 September 1970.

We are currently checking with the appropriate authorities to see if they hold details of a rocket or
satellite re-entry on 5 November 1990. As soon as we have received a reply, I will write to you
again.

With regard to the aircraft accident of 8 September 1970 involving Captain W Schaffner, we are
making enquiries as to the material released to the BBC and I will include a copy of this with my
next letter.

Yours sincerely,




D/DAS/64/3
2.2 September 2002
DAO ADGE 1

LETTER FROM RS C ONCERNING ‘UFO’ SIGHTING OVER
NORTH SEA ON 5 NOVEMBER 1990

1. We have received a letter from (copy attached) concerning the

sighting of a “‘UFO’ on 5 November 1990 over the North Sea by Tornado pilots.
As you know, we have corresponded extensively wit_l:)n this

matter; however seems to be approaching it from a different angle

(Re-entry of satellite debris) which has not been covered, as far as I can tell, by
any of our responses t

2. Would it be possible to check with RAF Fylingdales if the Gorizont/Proton 4

Rocket Booster was re-entering the atmosphere at around 18:00 on 5 Nov *90?
Also, who might be adviseh about the “satellite components final

transits”?

3. Many thanks in advance for any assistance you can provide in this matter.

DAS(LA)OPS&POLIA
RM6/73MT
CHOTS: DAS-LA-OPS+POLIA
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occion )
Directorate of Air Staff (lower Airspace) _

Operations & Policy 1 M
Ministry of Defence ~EAst .
Room 6/73, - 0
Metropole Building, —_— f
Northumberland Avenue,

London.

WC2N 5BP,

Tuesday 17 September 2002, - @

Dear

—Thanks for your reply of 19 August, 2002, answering questions about

maneged UFO photograph with Lancaster bomber at Withernsea -
(featured ina recent edition of UFO Magazine). I’ve since been able to Iocatem on 40

and learn more details from him directly about his digital ——

photogray —

Noting recent public interest in RAF Tornado aircraft sightings of a UFO on 5
November, 1990, I am confident that I may be able to provide you with a simple
verifiable (possible) explanation for this and other alleged UFO observations made on
this evening around 18:00 GMT. Re-entry of the Gorizont/Proion 4 Rocket
Booster. This explanation could reduce some of the enquiry traffic sent to your office,
if verified? 1 am aware of certain things that are and are not within your remit, I can
inform you assuredly however that information about this rocket booster re-entry is
kept on record by U.S. Space Command and perhaps notably was picked up by
Fylingdales and logged by them? At the time (Nov 1990) Fylingdales may have
known what the event was and were able to dismiss it readily; though subsequent later
.interest and your office in particular may not have required to have a note of this?
Could you check out the possibility that the aforementioned and probably relevant ‘re-
entry’ was tracked and find out what data (if any) may be available about the satellite
ol 6 ctwis__ﬁn__gl__ transits? I

On a separate matter, I am searching for information regarding a Lightning aircraft
(XS 894) crash on 8 September 1970; off the east coast of the United Kingdom near
Flamborough Head with the loss of life of U.S.A.F Captain William O Schaffher
DosSe ‘> (Then stationed at RAF Binbrook). I understand the General Board of Inquiry report

< of the crash incident has now been released, and featured on the BBC ‘Inside Out’

‘”‘%“ . (. Programme yesterday evening. I hereby request a copy of this report under the Code

CREBORIEES of Practice for Access to Government Info. The Lightning crash report featured in
local media in 1970, prominently in the Hull Daily Mail newspaper and it is from a
local historical viewpoint that I am curious about it. If you are not the correct office
to apply to for information regarding this, could you please point me in the right
direction or pass on my request? Thanks.

Yours sincereiy

o e

el LRPM


The National Archives
UFO reported by RAF Tornado Crew
Letter from a UFOlogist in East Yorkshire 17 September 2002 provides an explanation for the UFO incident reported by RAF Tornado crew in November 1990 (see papers in file DEFE 24/2041/1). The sighting coincided with the re-entry of a Russian Proton-Gorizont rocket body into the earth’s atmosphere over central Europe. More papers at p33 and p16, RAF Fylingdales confirm a rocket decay took place precise dates and times cannot be confirmed.
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O (CATA,CATS, FI)-NONRAF?

TBY: DATE

CATS ACC.NO.: 70:0054
21620 TUSN: BINNBAN7O

B
. TALL NO.: XE884

5 SON BIMBROOK.

Cle AIRCREW FACTOR SAFETY EMERGENCY EQUIP

ACC.NOL e 700087
UGNy LINMNNZO
TAIL NO.: XW297
LINTOM ON QUSE

f,I : ATRCREW FACTOR

FREGE 5

RESTRICY)

DATES: ALL
. 551 hits i

d3i4ISSV1ONN

5 UI"II“IHNY( CONTD

= BOARD CONCLUDED THAT A COMBINATION

- G AND LACK OF TRAINING IN
S VI ID! ENT OND SHEPHERDING !-H\H(\)Ul”‘., LED TO ﬂ TUATION WHERE Tt
PILOT FRILED TO MOMIT OP THF HEI(JHT OF HIS ANC WHILS LOWING DOWN AND

Low:

('-n(“OUII\"IfI\]G HIS TARGET, AN : E Hﬂl) H\IHDVFRIEI\HLY lIObJN HI ANG INTO
3 TLOT HAD AT PTED TO REC THE STTUATION BY CTING R 2
TO TAKE E L ITH THE ANC TAILL  SKIMMING ON FHE WATER.

Lack of L1
Inadecque orders or briefing.,
Error of skill.

SUMMARY
ANMM FROM LECONFIELD. No ca

ualino". -
- In formation. 10000ft. SNR. Disorientation. Logs of control.
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ILED TO TAKE CORRECT
Cause group.
ALrerew error.,
contributory
- Pa




aagocction 48

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

E-Mail das»laopspona@deimo

Your Reference
eft
BB ReAE—

Date
4—- November 2002

Blackburn

205 cction 10

1 am writing with reference to your e-mail of 18 October, which was passed to this office as
we are the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence of this nature.

You asked if there was any government organisation which you could join that investigates
‘UFO’ sightings and ‘strange phenomena’. I am affaid that there is no organisation within the
MOD of the kind you describe and perhaps it would be helpful if I explain more fully our position
on these matters. The MOD examines any reports of ‘unidentified flying objects’ it receives solely
to establish whether what was seen might have some defence significance; namely, whether there is
any - evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat, and to date no 'UFO' report
has revealed such evidence, MOD does not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported
sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural

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

aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on investigations
which go beyond our specific defence remit.

Finally, 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. However, should wish to pursue your
interest, you may find it helpful to contact a civilian "UFO" research organisation, the details of
which you can find in the numerous "UFQ" magazines sold in many newsagents. I hope this is

helpful.
\/0 wvl  Siue
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= EMAIL
TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To__DAS (Un)¥ps 4Pa.  TORefNo S36°  po

Date  2) \O - SL—

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within

of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

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

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on ‘

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In
addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for
information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, 01d War Office Building, Whitchall, SW1A 2EU

ta aiCorrespondenoe; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk;
= == w: hitp://main.chots.mod.uk/min parl/

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

Q

Revised 5 August 2002
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. Ministers
From:
Sent: =18 October 2002 19:44
To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Dear Sir/Madam,

I have what you may call a slgihtly weird question. But here goes: Does the
British Government (you guys, the Armed Forces etc), have any, no matter how
secret, organisation which investigates UFO sighting and Strange Phenomona?
If so I want to join.

I believe in UFOs and am interested in Strange Phenomona, and if there is an
orgainsation which invetsigates them then I would like to join it. I

realise, due to defence purposes, that you will probably deny that an
organisation like this exists - a sort of British version of he X Files, but

if there is one, no matter how top secret then I would like to join. At

least consider me, Please.

I read an article on the internet which said the organisation which is
incharge of UFO reports etc is called the Aerospace Intelligence. I have
searched for it on your site but it has not come up with anything possible.

Please, if there is such an organisation, anywhere in the British
Government, no matter how small, please put my name down for joining it.

Thank you for taking time to read my email,

Blackburn

Scction g4

Choose an Internet access plan right for you -- try MSN!
http://resourcecenter.msn.com/access/plans/default.asp
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 58P
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 90!
F,
& STt 40
Your Reference
Wattage >bR§ference

(Mﬂ_‘ 1 November 2002

o R <0

Thank you for your letter of 11 October addressed to Mr Hoon regarding 'unidentified flying
objects’. Your letter has been passed to me as this office is the focal point within the MOD for
correspondence of this nature. I have been asked to reply.

First it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of
a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military source, and to date no "UFO'
report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each
sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural
phenomena, could be found for them if resources were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the
function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be an
inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so.

With regard to your comments about reports from Police Officers, the MOD receives reports from
a variety of sources and they are all examined in light of our defence interests as described above.
The MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/flying saucer' matters or to the
question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally
open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows of no evidence which substantiates the
existence of these alleged phenomena.

Yours sincerely,
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
TORefNo _SL[3 12002

Date_ 19 jo  od

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

To 3 <

ot

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
vour reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within

of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

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

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on-

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In
addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for
information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, 0ld War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU

— al Correspondence; e: ministers@defence. mod.uk;

W http;//maill.chots.mod.uk/mill _parl/
*# TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

Revised 5* Angust 2002
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I PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH
JOB #319
DATE TIME TO/FROM MODE MIN/SEC PGS STATUS
001 10-29 11:17A DAS(SEC) EC--S 00" 26" 002 OK

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH
ROOM 221, Old War Office

EZZ8S ection 40
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DATE: 29 October 2002

TO: DAS

FAX NO:
NO OF PAGES: -

Can you let me know if this is for you to deal with?

R Ction 40 [Py
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH
ROOM 221, Old War Office
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DATE: 29 October 2002

TO: DAS

FAX NO:
NO OF PAGES: L

Can you let me know if this is for you to deal with?

pedSection 40 | Letter dated 18/10/02



ear Mr Hoon,
Last month, September, | picked up a
copy of the UFO magazine at our local newsagents.
One article describes forty-one accounts of Police Officers seeing
or in one case being abducted by UFQ’s. | would hope that you
already know of the cases and | wonder what you intend to do
about the situation. Either forty-one of our police officers are not all
there or something quite frightening is happening in our country,
that is being hidden from the general pubilic.

Looking forward to your reply
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Can you let me know if this is for you to deal with?

gedSection 40 | Letter dated 18/10/02
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~ Dear Mr Hoon,

Last month, September, | picked up a
copy of the UFO magazine at our local newsagents.
One article describes forty-one accounts of Police Officers seeing
or in one case being abducted by UFO’s. | would hope that you
already know of the cases and | wonder what you intend to do
about the situation. Either forty-one of our police officers are not all
there or something quite frightening is happening in our country,
that is being hidden from the general public.

Looking forward to your reply

1/10/02

*% TOTAL PAGE.B2 *x
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dialy 0207218 2140
{Switchboard)

Your Reference

t Ref
D?DA§/%§? ©

1 November 2002

Dear Sir/Madam,

Thank you for your letter of 17 October concerning Ministry of Defence policy regarding reports
of ‘unidentified flying objects’.

The Ministry of Defence examines any reports of ‘unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to
establish whether what was seen might have some defence significance; namely, whether there is
any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom
from an external military source, and to date no 'UFQ' report has revealed such evidence, we do
not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that
rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not
justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

As to our records of these reports, all UK government 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 "UFQ" files were destroyed after five years, as there was
insufficient public interest in the subject to merit their permanent retention. However since 1967,
following an increase in public interest in this subject "UFO" report files are now routinely
preserved. Any files from the 1950s and early 1960s which did survive are already available for
examination by members of the public at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew,
Richmond, Surrey, TW9 4DU. Files from 1967 onwards will be routinely released to the Public
Record Office at the 30 year point. The Ministry of Defence operates in accordance with the
Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the Code), which encourages the
provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example, cause harm to defence, invade
on an individual's privacy, or if it would take an unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to




arequest. Information requested from the files that are less than 30 years old is supplied
wherever possible providing it does not fall under one of the exemptions in the Code.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours faithfully,




L (Spain)
OOSUORAAT Cren

Sabadell, 17 October 2002

Ministry of Defence (MoD)
Secretariat (Air Staff) 2 A, Room 8245
Main Building, Whitehall

London SWIA 2HB (UK)

Dear Sirs,

I belong a spanish group of investigators of anomalous aerospatial phenomena. Our working methodology is
objective and scientific.

I am writing asking information about the existence of official UFO investigations (list of reports, analysis
and statistics, sightings, declassification, ...) by the Ministry of Defense (MoD), and U.K. Government UFO
policy.

Looking forward to hearing from you, and being grateful for your help.
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dialy 0207218 2140
{Switchboard) 020 7218 2000
(Fax}

(GTN) |

Your Reference

Our Ref

D/DAS/4A°
Date

Wakefield 31 October 2002

Thank you for your letter of 10 October concerning your database of ‘UFO’ sighting reports from
Police Officers and your request for us to supply copies of any reports made to the Ministry of
Defence, by Police Officers, between 1 January and 31 December 1980,

First, I should inform you that the ‘UFQ’ sighting reports and correspondence we receive are not
computerised, but filed manually on Branch files, in the form they are received. Only the files
covering the past few years are retained in this office, with the rest being held in archives until
their release to the Public Record Office on reaching the 30 year point. Therefore, the only way
to fulfil your request, is to recall all the relevant files and conduct a manual search. We have
identified 6 files, currently held in archives, which cover this period.

The Ministry of Defence is bound by the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information.
This means that we are committed to providing you with the information you require, as long as it
is not exempted under the Code. However, to ensure that this does not create an extra burden on
the taxpayer, we have a charging regime for more complicated requests. If a request is likely to
require over four hour’s work, each hour’s work over the four hours (or part thereof) is charged at
£15 per hour. Assuming it will take two minutes to check each page, and photocopy and sanitise
any relevant documents to remove personal details in accordance with the Data Protection Act
1998, 1 estimate to undertake the work you have requested would take around 20 hours. Four
hours would be conducted free, leaving 16 hours which would attract a fee of £240. In advance of
conducting a careful review of the documentation this sum remains an estimate only. The final
cost may be lower, but if, during the course of the review, it appears that the cost may be in excess
of this sum I shall let you know so that you may decide whether you wish the work to continue.

I should also inform you that this task amounts to three whole days work and we do not have the
resources to conduct this amount of additional work within in the normal course of our duties.
However, if you do wish us to continue, we are willing to spread the work over a period of six
half days.




I would be grateful for confirmation that ydu wish to proééed with this enquiry and that you are
willing to accept the extended period and meet the appropriate charge.

Yours sincerely,




POLICE REPORTING UFO SIGHTINGS
FOUNDED 2001

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations and Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building
Northumberland Avenue

LONDON WC2N 5BP

10/10/02

My name i R occion 40 etRtsection 40|

In January 2002 I launched a database (unofficial)

entitled| I
have a dedicated website: Section 40 where many of these cases are listed in
brief. =

Since the launch of the database I have amassed some 65 cases dating back to the mid
fifties involving 150 British police officers. Many of these officers have stated that
official reports were made and were later forwarded to the Ministry of Defence. Several
of these officers have confirmed that MOD officials contacted them regarding these

reports.

With the above in mind, I am writing to you under the terms of the ‘Code of Practice’ on
‘Access to Government Information’ to request that you send me copies of any UFO
related material/reports which originated from police officers for the penod J anuary 1*
1980 to 31™ Decemeber 1980.

our cooperation in this request.




Fles dm&{?ﬁd’ Covaning (980-

fDSE{'k Jafa Pl U Q/Wﬁ’ ecu;]
Ddsef ¢/ z/'z, e M “
D[oSH7Safire & . Uf EQKMQ - Cmv\e%;/cmc@;ﬂ
D!DS%/?&’/:&{‘; FeH e
pfpsg frs/ajs Pe A UFD f@e{owﬁ

2

> [osz/73l2ls € 1= R



50

From; \ K2
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 27
Operations & Policy 1 4,
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE QU

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

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

(Fax) Section B
(GTN) O

Your Reference

Qut Ref
DIDAS/G43

Date
orth Yorks! xri 30 October 2002

D ERNEERNE O

Thank you for your letter of 23 October concerning your request for copies of Ministry of
Defence documents about ‘unidentified flying objects’.

You should have now received my letter of 25 October which answers the first part of your
request concerning ‘Operation Aeneid’.

You also asked for documents relating to the “disappearance of Captain William Shaffner in
September 1970”. Please find enclosed a copy of the accident card and the Aircraft Accident
Report, both of which provide details of the events leading to the tragic loss of Captain Shaffner.
These documents were made available to the makers of the BBC ‘Inside Out’ programme and
due to the public interest in this particular accident, a copy has been earmarked for preservation in
the Public Record Office in the near future.

I hope this is helpful.

Your sincerely,

S



The National Archives
Inside Out Programme
Papers covering the BBC1 ‘Inside Out’ programme shown in 2002, investigating the death of US exchange pilot Captain William Schaffner during an exercise over the North Sea in September 1970. The programme obtained copies of the original RAF accident investigation report and other documents supplied by the MoD that conclusively debunked claims that Schaffner died following a live ‘scramble’ to pursue UFOs detected on air defence radars.
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RETRICATION

i
: training and duml flylng tactical and weapons checks on the Lightjning. The - ' f ’

. meximm effeative use of the Lighitning weapons system and because he had not i

i
{

¥

‘UNCLWS‘S’TFIED e a—

ROTAL AIR FORCE . - i o
ATROCRAFT ACCIDENT REPORT

Tnit: Fo 5 Squadron, BAF Birbrook

T ¥

' Dater ‘ 8 Septeuber 1970 ;
Airorafts Lightning Mc F6 XS 894

Crews . : One
Sortie: Tactical Evaluation Ikemise =~ Night i

Shadowing and Shepherdingof Low Speed '

Targets _ 3.

Cagualties: One killed T L ;

Afreraft Demage: Category 5 s Cond

. -

i

:

1. Yo 5 ESquadron was participsting in =2 Strike Command Ta.ctical Evaluation

i (Taceval) exercise gt RAF Binbrock. The pilot of the accident aireraft was a

TJSAF exchange officer whose experience included two tours of duby on USAF F102 ¢
i_gll weather. fighter. airg:na.ft, He had accummlated 171 hours on Lightning i
e.!_maf‘b, of which 18 were at night, and had obtained a Green Instrument Ba'hing. |

l Thia wag an 'u.nusually shorh penod but the category was ;]ust.ﬁ'ied by his USAF

“experience &3 squadren pilet end OCU instructor, and by his’ resulfs in’ simlator »

limitation on his operationsl status was due to his need for further training in:

yet met the requirement for full vimident missions, he had completed only two oz' .
the specified three phases of preparation. In consequence at hig. stage of '

i training et the time of the accident he would only have been cledred for

| ghadowing snd shepherding tasks with the target in full visusl contach. The - |

i i v e

Squadron Commander eleared the pilot to participate in the Tacefval, therefore,
in the bellef that he would mot be involved in a shadowing ox chephsrding

migsion.

2. On the day of the accident the pillot was ordered to his alrcraft at 18342
hours, snd, efter waiting on readiness, was scrambled at 19472 hours. He !
sta.rtea taxying, however his scramble was cancelled and he was crdared back to

diepea:sal .

-
2

On retumm he ordered fuel only and mo twurmround serr.!_.cingg Aooozding

.

UNCEASSIFIED

3

v i s




“to standing instmetions the engineer officer on duty ordered a full turmround.
: The turnround was delayed, end during this delay the pilot was warned that he i
w3 would be serambled as soon as he was ready. He asked the grounderew to expedite :
i the turnround, however, before i% was compleied he celled for exgine starting, - o
i‘adled to glgn the servicing certificate and texied out at 20252 hours.  As he
: entezed the mmway the metal tummvnd ‘bcaaxd and atbtacked servieing cert:.i’:.ca’ce
¢, fell off the airvoraft. - TR

. 3. TUnknomn to the stabion and sqisdron, the Teceval team had just changed the * |

' . | exeraise seenario from mormel interceptions o interception, or shadowing or - i
, shepherding on slow speed-low flying targets. The targets wers Shackleton ar

aircraft flying at 160 knots, end at the mirnimm au'tnorised height of 1500 feet -

. 8s specified in Group Orders, The minimum epeed for Lightning afreraft for

* visident practices is 200 knots, which was noi specified as an order, btut was

' referred to in the Lighining aquadron training sylla'tm.s The syllebus made no

A referenace to ghadowing or shepherding techniques. - S‘nz&ow‘.‘.ng and -shepherding a_*'e

: however included in the war task of I.ightn.mg squad.ron.s and, 'bhzm, were

' theoretically subject to Taceval.

(& "4, The pilot ook off at 20302 and was ordered to ¢limb to FL 100; he waa "~
i~gt411 unaware of the type or height of his tazget. He was handed over o the :

| MRS aud was gliven in g ghort space of time, the QNE, end height of target (1,500 | -
' £1), ad a ghadowing task with tavgst speed of 160 knots. He was told %o o

¢ gecelerate towards the target which was 28 nms away. At 20392, the pilot
acknowledged instructions to accelerate to 0.95M to effect a rapid tske over

-t from another Lightning, this in a tone of su:.ﬁrise. Ee was given vm:ioué

. mlterations to heading until he mmounced that he was in contact with lights tut

‘ would have to manoeuvre to slow domn; his voice sownded strained as though he was :
» | affected by 'G'. At 20407 the MES broadeast that the Controller was being

o ' changed; at this time the Lightning was turning port at sbout 220 kmots. At
o 20412 the aircraft was seen by the other Lightning pilot, who had jJust broken .
awey from the target, ty be at sbout 2,000 yards astern and 500 to 1,000 feet

""a;bove the Shackleton, in a2 port turn. The Shackleton crew then saw the alraraft,
apparently very low. The MRS Chief Controller had sppreciated that this was a
diffieult interception, and had monitored the latier stages very closely. Whem
at 20422 the Idghtning pilot failed to ackuowledge instructions, he instituted

| UNCLASSIFIED

et aeren o s o et
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| ememgoncy procedures, however, he experienced a:.fi‘:.cﬂty in makiug contact with
_ 1the Shackleton because he did not have immediate access to 243.0 m:z An i
“ . cbe’irmediate alr search by the target Shackleton, and gubsequent air/ssa mearch the .
. ;fo]lowing day, failed to detect any trace of the airoraft or pMlots i

Detema.nation of Causes

/A

: 5 From caloulations provided by the Boazd of Inquiry and exyer'b souroes, a

A ;seamh by s RN minegweeper "locgted" the wrecksge nearly 2 months’ ‘later, The ;
1 leivomsft was in a complete state except that the port wing had broken off and | E'f

’ "Buckled under the fuselage, and some i‘uselage panels were missing, The cockpit * ;
, cancpy waa atteched but not closed and there was no signof the pilot. !
Examination of the wrecksge showed that the. ai.craft ‘had stiuck the sea at & low . | .
sgpeed, in a tail-down attitude with = minimal rate of descerit. % a.ppeared to

:hg.ve planed on the surface and come to rest compa.ra'b:'.yely slowly.» Both tb.ro“»:‘blesl

“were in the rehest gates, there was z nose—up trim of 60_, undercarriege was up,
‘ flaps dowmn and airbrakes out. There was no sign of fire or explosion and expert -
. examina.tion revealed. no mdicahon ‘that the aircrafi was otnel' than servicaa‘bls
- ‘ at impacﬁ . ;
e 6. The éjeotion seat lower handle had been pulled to the full extent 'slioivea
_:-by the Interrupter link on the mein gun-sear. The canopy gun sear had been
: vithdrawn, but the canopy gun cartridge had received only a ligat percussicn
" strike end had not fired. The ¢anopy had been released by the normsl operating
lever, the harnegs QEB was wndone, the PEC discommected and the PSP lanyard had
.. been released from the 1life preserver and was lying fangled in the cockpit.

7. The Board concluded that a combination of a difficult task in rushed

' oiroumgtances and lack of {raining in the low speed visident and shepherding

" techniquesn, led to a mituation where the pilot failed to momitor the height of °
. ;  bis alroraft whilst slowing down and acquiring his target, and that he had Rt
LA madvef‘tently flowmn his aircraft into the sea. The pilot had attempted to :
: recover the situation bg selecting reheat, which failed to take effect, with ths

aircrai“b tail skimming on the water. He had then initisted an ejection which

was unauoceasful because of the interrupbion of the sequence by 'Qhe failure of
. the canopy to jettison, He then mamually sbandoned the aircraft but because he
! haa not been found, he was presumed to have drowned during &r ai'te:: his escape.

‘
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, j 8, The light peroussion strike on the canopy gun carbridga occuned becauge of
+ negligent servicing, in that the firing wnit was incorrecily seatéed becsuse of
2 domaged sorew threads.

t

- '9.  The Board made & mumber of recommendations relsting to inoongistencies ena | :
. omissions 4n orders, instructions and the training syllsbus, concerning low speed_
-+ | visidents and the shadowing end shepherding techniques. They also made i
K xscomenda.tione ooncerning the access of MRSs to emergency fzeauencies, and for
remadia:l. action conoerning Lighining canopy eject:.on 2ans.

!
t
|

¢ o
| Remarks of the Mx 02ficer Gomnsnding-in-Chief e ' -1
: 10. The AOC-in-C stated that in common with 50 many’ accidan‘bs, f.his aoci.dent h.e.d.
no single root cause, and he agreed with the Board's conclugions. Ee satd that ]'
: the pllot made an error of judement in sllowing his aircraft to get into a T
- position from which he was unsble to Tecover. Because of mitigating circumstances,
: hig error was excuseable, ;

- .11, The A0G-in-C's comments on the Board®s recommendations are covered below. |

-12. The Board's recommendation conceming access to the emergency radio frequenoy
by the MRS was not accepted by the AOC~in-C, who stated that MBSs elresdy have | l
" the feotlity to select 243.0 Mhz slthough they do not normally monitor it. He
: conaidered that the allocation of a safety frequency for use during all pescetime |
exercises had more merit. ) '

. 13, The hitherto undetected wezkness in training for the identiﬁoa.tion,
shadowing and shepherding of low altitude, low speed targets, have been z-ectiﬁed

_ as follows: ;
oy a. o il (Fighter) Group Air Staff Orders now specify s minimum speed for « .

visldent targets, and minimum target speeds and heights for shadowing and
‘ghepherding operations by day and night,
b, TNew tactios have been devised and published in the Lightning Tactics
Manugl.
¢, Shadowing and shepherding tasks have been included 1n the Anrmal
Training Syllabus for Lightning Squadrons.

e
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| d. Pilots of siveraft under GCI comtrol mst now zead ‘naok eltineter ! |

! settings before demcending to low level, . :
e, A radio safeby frequeney is ellocated for all exeroiges.
f. During all pertinent exeroises, & target redfo frequency plen will be
availsble so that two way communicabion beiween the MBS and te.z‘ge‘b a.‘lrcrart i

oan be eata‘blished ra.pié.ly in any emsrgency situation.

514. Servicing procednres for the inspection, re-arming s ae:.-vioing of csnopy. i |
fi:r:f.ng undts have been amended.

: ils. A1 ejection seat ﬁﬁ.ng units of a type similar o that which prevented
" ejection in this sccident have been inepectéd for signs of demages

x’ 16. The design of the canopy firing unit bas been exsmined. FNo change will be

. made, however, the Demign Authority has been made aware of the failure for

- congideration in future designs. . ' :

: 17. The d.ef:.ciencies revealed by the chenge of controller at the MRS and the b
; over-rapid a.’ctempt to effect the oha,ngeover of tha :I.n'herceptdng aircraft, ha:ve ‘

i been dram o the attention of the MRS. . i iy

i 18, The effect of the .t‘alsa soramble and the interrupted éummnnﬂ.in producing i £
? conditions of streae, has been dramm to the attention of gll 11 Group Stations.

n

19. The deficiencies in planning, and liaison with the station operations staff :
cancerning the change of exercise acena.rio, have been inves‘ﬁiga.ted with the MRS
. and Taceval Teanm.

| 20, Negligemoe in the fitting of the canopy jettison firing wnit could not be
. ¢ attrituted to any wpecific person. The Corporsl who was respensible for
servicing the wnit was found excusably negligemt. No disciplinary setion was . . -
baken against him becanse of the involvement of other persomnel, the lack of i °
- ‘elear servieing ingtructions snd guidanece on the accepiable degree of burring of
the screw threads, the lack of evidence that he had cansed the damnge tc the 4
. threads, and because he did not finally fit the wnit to the jettlison gun. Py

. .
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:21, Main Cause Gromp:

fawerdi

‘22. Codeas 690.6

33045
47043
Ti6ed
410.9
540

232.12

! Minigtry of Defence
36!(. June 1972

See Digtribution List

‘Alrcrew Exmor.

Insdequate oxdezras

Servicing error.

Inexperience onlalroraft type.
Rushed opsration,

])ist'rachon.

5 s

Error of skill (failed to monitor gltitude du:r:ing S
low level exercises at night) - MATK cod
. N

i

]

Ejection seat, nigcellanecus (eanopy ﬁ.ring m:it}

F O BARRRETT

Alr Commodore
Director of

Flight Safety (RAF)
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Part four - final . i .
minutes The Lightning aircraft was recovered three
Your comments months later from the seabed. Remarkably,

WEB LINKS it was virtually undamaged.
Internet stories about
the accident

5 The cockpit canopy
Ablternative accounts
Onine Ube e, was shut but there
The Roswell incident Was no sign of

The BBC is not Captain Schaffner’s
responsible for the

content of external body.
websites.

FACTS The unusual condition
Captain William of the wreckage

Schaffner was based at  fueled UFOlogists
Binbrook in Lincolnshire  gpeculations of an
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and was flying with No5
Squadron. He was &

Vietnam war veteran

UFQ is an acronym for
unidentified flying object

Possibly the most famous
UFO sighting happened
in the summer of 1947.
It was in Roswell, USA.
Extraterrestrial life forms
are alleged to have
landed.

PRINT THIS
PAGE

View a printable
wversion of this page.

alien abduction.

These claims are the
talk of UFO Internet
sites, as are bogus
transcripts of the
Captain’s last radio
conversation with
RAF Patrington.

Family trauma

oh ea
Captain William Schaffner was a 28-Year-
old American exchange officer.

His family were never told the results of the
official inquiry into the crash.

The Ministry of
Defence has
previously insisted
that the report on the
crash was shredded.

His sons, Glenn and
Mike Schaffner, have
been trying to I
discover the truth
about their father’s
disappearance for
years.

Captain William Schaffner

Their efforts have not solved the mystery.
Until now.

[Breakthrough |

Secret documents and classified
photographs of the RAF fighter have been
exclusively obtained from the Ministry of
Defence by the BBC’s Inside Out team.

The following will finally give the brothers
the information they desire and deserve:

s A copy of the inquiry report

» A transcript of the Captain's final
conversation with ground controllers

e Pictures showing the aircraft's empty
cockpit

The inquiry report makes the following
points:

It was not a UFO but a slow
moving Shackleton recconaissance

hitp://www.bbc.co.uk/insideout/yorkslincs/prog_02/index shtml

Page 2 of 4
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aircraft that the Captain was trying
to intercept on an exercise

Its crew had lost radio contact.
Then, by the light of a flare, they'd
seen the aircraft in the water.

The Captain had simply flown too
low trying to get beneath his
target and hit the sea.

Captain Schaffner had not been
properly trained to carry out the
exercise he had been asked to
undertake.

When he tried to bail out, his
ejector seat failed to operate.

|accident |

These points appears to suggest that the
crash was an unfortunate accident with a
plausible explanation.

This should destroy some of the alien
abduction rumours, which have angered
and upset Captain Schaffner’s sons for
years.

lopposition ]

A few budding UFOlogists may still not
accept this explanation, due to distrust of
the Ministry of Defence documentation.

Former North
Yorkshire policeman
Tony Dodd told
Inside Cut, "I don’t
think that we will
ever get to the
bottom of what
happened because
the RAF would never
accept that a UFO
could be involved.”

Tony Dodd is unconvinced
Reporter Sophie Hull about the incident

said, "Some aspects of Capt. Schaffner’s
disappearance can‘t be explained.

"But we believe this is as close to a detailed
explanation of what actually happened that
anyone will get.”

It appears to be enough for Captain
Schaffner’s sons.

http://www.bbe.co.uk/insideout/yorkslincs/prog_02/index.shtml 30/10/2002
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They can now concentrate on enjoying their
father's memory in peace.

Read the actual transcript of the
Captain’s last radio conversation

BBC ONE, MONDAY, 7.30PM

Terms & Conditions | Privacy
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CATEGORIES TV RADIO COMMUNICATE WHERE I LIVE INDEX SEARCH{

MORLAND SANDERS| Monday 16 September, 7.30pm

- MORLAND SANDERS WELCOMES YOU TO YOUR LOCAL
PAGE...
SOUTH EAST

Inside Out looks at the last recorded
radio with the tr d
RAF aircraft which crashed into the
North Sea. Read the transcript
below...

PART 1 = THE WARNING CALL

SEE ALSO

Inside Out Home Page
Read more of the
transcript...

Part two - the target
Part three - aircraft
contact

Part four - final
minutes

Your comments
WEB LINKS

the i1

Alternative accounts
Online UFO magazine
The Roswell incident
The BBC is not
respensible for the
content of external
websites,

FACTS

Captatn William
Schaffner was based at
Binbrook in Lincoinshire
and was flying with the
No5 Squadron. He was 3

Vietnam war veteran

UFO is an acranym for
unidentified flying object

Possibly the most famous

UFO sighting happened
in the summer of 1947.
It was in Roswell, USA.

Transcript of tape recording at RAF
Patrington concerning incident to
Mission CPM45 at 20:45 Hours on the
8th September 1970.

Fighter Controller: Time check 20:30.
Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman: 52.
Fighter Controller:

Is the target heading about 250° again?
Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman:
Affirmative but I shall not have enough
fuel to accompany to land if he does cross
territorial waters.

Fighter Controller: Roger 52.

cc

Assistant, controller please - will you tell
him that his fighter 45 is airborne at
20:30. I think that’s him there,

http://www.bbe.co.uk/insideout/yorkslincs/prog_02/index_02.shtml
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Extraterrestrial life forms
are alleged to have
landed.

PRINT THIS
PAGE
View a printable
version of this page.

A previously classlfied image
of recovered wreckage which
highlights its size

Cont / Asst: 20:307 Yes - OK thank you.

Capt. Schaffner’'s Wingman:

52 check about 45 miles from point
alpha?

Fighter Controller:

52 that’s affirmative and 45 is south of
you at this time range 35 not on channel
yet.

Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman: Roger.
Fighter Controller:

52 on this heading Flamborough Head is
dead ahead of you, range 20 miles.
Capt. Schaffner's Wingman: 52,
Fighter Controller:

52 is the target still at 1500 feet?

The cockp 1 p.
The cockpit canopy was
closed when the wreckage
was recovered.

Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman:
Affirmative.

Fighter Controlier: Roger.

Capt. Schaffner:

Mission 45 airborne at one zero zero.
Fighter Controller:

Roger 45 Patrington port 335 over.
Capt. Schaffner:

Roger understood on a port turn 335 a
heading of 100.

Fighter Controller:

Roger 45 have you weapon contact and
the target is north-west of you range 35

http://www .bbc.co.uk/insideout/yorkslincs/prog_02/index_02.shtml

Page 2 of 3
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at this time and his height is at 1500 feet.
Capt. Schaffner:

Roger 45 copied - level 100 until close.
Fighter Controller: 45.

Fighter Controller:

45 the OHH is 986 - 52 is with the target
at this time shadowing and your task will
be to take over from 52,

Capt. Schaffner: Roger.

Fighter Controller

Buster buster target range 28.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger buster.

Capt. Schaffner: Target heading?
Fighter Controller:

45 the last target heading was 250. 52
Patrington confirm target heading?
Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman:

52 affirmative and the target speed I
estimate at no faster than 160 knots.
Fighter Controller:

Roger - did you get that 45?7

Capt. Schaffner: Got it.

Fighter Controller: Roger.

Fighter Controller:

45 on 335 target is 10 right to you range
21,

Read more of the transcript

BBC ONE, MONDAY, 7.30PM

Terms & Conditions | Privacy
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Inside Out looks at the last recorded
radio with the troubled
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North West North Sea. Read the transcript

South below... Find a previ
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sites
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You are reading part two
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contact Back to part 1 - the warning call Inquiry into powe

gg_n four - final CONTACT US:

Your comments Capt. Schaffner: Roger descending. I O .
WEB LINKS Fighter Controller: Roger 45, BBC Centre

Internet stories about Capt. Schaffner: 45 will descend to five, Wovdhouse Lai

< Leeds
the accident Fighter Controller: Roger. LS2 9PX

Online UFO magazine Fighter Controlier:
The Roswell incident 45 target is holding at 10 to 15 left and

The BBC is not
responsible for the the range 17%z.

content of external Capt. Schaffner: Roger looking.
websites. Fighter Controller:

FACTS 45 one instruction was if the aircraft
Captain William crosses the International Boundary Line

Schaffner was based at  he is to be ordered to follow you back to
Binbrook in Lincolnshire Binbrook.

and was flying with the °

No5 Squadron. He wasa  Gapt. Schaffner: Roger.

Vietnam war veteran

UFO is an acronym for
unidentified flying object

Possibly the most famous
UFO sighting happened
in the summer of 1947.
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It was in Roswell, USA.
Extratervestrial life forms
are alleged to have
landed.
PRINT THIS
PAGE

View a printable
wversion of this page.
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The rckage was found on
the bed of the North Sea

Fighter Controller:

45 the target is now 35 left range 13%z.
Capt. Schaffner: 45 roger at 5,000.
Capt. Schaffner:

45 is armament safety check complete,
Fighter Controller: 45 say again.
Capt. Schaffner: 45 is armed safe.
Fighter Controller: Roger 45.

Fighter Controiler:

45 the target has moved 45 left range 10.
Capt. Schaffner: Roger.

Fighter Controller: 45 Port 310 over.
Capt. Schaffner: Roger Port 310.
Capt. Schaffner: 52 check height.
Capt. Schaffner’'s Wingman:

52 is at 1,500 feet with the target at 2,00
yards.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger.

Fighter Controller:

45 make speed decimal 95 over.

Capt. Schaffner:

45 roger? That's pretty fast.

Fighter Controller:

Roger 45 make it a speed commensurate
with your endurance then, that target
range 10 at this moment. I think we've
got enough to catch up at this peed, he’s
only 160 kts.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger,

Capt. Schaffner’s Wingman:

52 be leaving the target in about 2
minutes.

Fighter Controller: Roger 52
understood.

Capt. Schaffner: 45's now at 2,000.
Fighter Controller: Roger 45.

Fighter Controller:

52 your pigeons to alpha 200 range 32.
Capt. Schaffner’'s Wingman:

200 32 copied.

Fighter Controller:

45 on 310 targets at 40 left, range 7 V2.
Capt. Schaffner: Roger.

Fighter Controlier:

http://www .bbc.co.uk/insideout/yorkslincs/prog_02/index_03.shtml 30/10/2002
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. 45 be advised the targets about 12 miles
off Flamborough Head on his present
heading.

Capt. Schaffner: Roger.

Fighter Controller: 45 port 250 over.
Capt. Schaffner: Roger turning port 250.
Fighter Controller:

45 target range 6% - 7.

Capt. Schaffner:

Contact with a set of lights in that area.
Fighter Controller: Say again.

Capt. Schaffner:

Set of lights in that area - closing.

Read more of the transcript...

BBC ONE, MONDAY, 7.30PM

Terms & Conditions | Privacy
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DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 22 QOctober 2002 15:14

To: BEP-DAS-BOIA1

Subject: Aircraft Accident Report - Captain Shaffner

Following our tele ersation, | have established that AAR's do not generally end up in the Public Record
Office. Howeve%n PExp)-Records 1 has confirmed that because of the notoriety of this case he has
earmarked a copyt forthe PRO. It is on his draft list of documents to go to the PRO and is awaiting PRO
clearance which | understand can take several monthsm t the PROQ could refuse to accept items
listed, it is unusual and he can see no reason why they 0750 in this/case. There is therefore every likelihood

_of this AAR being open to the public in the PRO sometime in the near future, although we can not be sure exactly
when. In light of this and the fact that this particular AAR is already over 30 years old, please could you let me know
whether you are content for me to release it now to my two correspondents.

‘R-v\alg’ $fdAi & &fé-é/ég HC n ’aﬁm_ %V\LL}; /{70 N,ﬁuu\z_

% AAR. e.sfeuau.% o m ane NN /DE-G lmqf
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From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard)

(Fax}
A o

Your Reference
RioRefrn
25 October 2002

orth Yorkshire

0

o
Thank you for your letter of 18 September addressed to Secretariat (Air Staff) 2al concerning
information about ‘unidentified flying objects’. You may wish to note that our title and address
have now changed as shown at the head of this letter. Also, please accept my apologies for the
delay in replying.

You requested copies of any documents we hold on an exercise called “Operation Aeneid” which
allegedly took place between September 1970 and March 1971. Current staff have no knowledge
of this “exercise” and records of files held in MOD archives have revealed no files covering this
subject. Any ‘UFQ’ files from 1970-71 which were created by this Directorate (then called
S4f(Air)) are already open for viewing at the Public Record Office. If you wish to look at these or
send a representative to view them on your behalf, the address is as follows;

Public Records Office
Ruskin Avenue

Kew

Richmond

Surrey

TW9 4DU

Tel: 020 8876 3444
Fax: 020 8878 8905

You also requested copies of documents relating to the “disappearance of Captain William
Shaffner in September 1970”. We are currently seeing what material may be released and I will
write to you again shortly regarding this matter.

Yours sincerely,




FILE NOTE

18 Oct 2002 I
Sqdn LdrF@mtpa@@){e my e-mail of 17 Oct. He does not know what happens
to their files:- He was not sure if AARs went on files. 1500 copies.are made and
distributed to all RAF, RN and Army flying stations so that aircrew may learn lessons
from them. DASC keep a copy of each one. They are not normally given to the
public. The Military Aircraft Accident Summary (MAAS) produced by DAS-Sec is
a shorter (less technical) version given to MPs and copies placed in the House of
Commons library (therefore in the public domain). Sqdn Ldt-@gnthq.@\e BOI
files are passed to Hayes afier two years but did not know whether they went to the
PRO.

I spoke tomAS-Sec about a possible MAAS for this accident. He
confirmed the M. is-a more recent invention which was not in existence in 1970.
He did not know whether AARs or BOI files went to the PRO. Suggested we check

with Hayes for any files for DASC predecessor Directorate of Flight Safety
(DFS(RAF)),

Hayes archive do hold some files for DFS(RAF) but did not know what the files
contain or whether they will be selected for the PRO.

21 Oct 2002
I telephonem&xp)-Records‘1, He does not believe that all AARs
are preserved in the PRO, but confirmed that following the BBC’s enquiries about this
event and the fact that this particular accident has such a public interest, he has
earmarked a copy of the AAR on Captain Shaffner for permanent retention in the
PRO. ltis currently on his draft list awaiting PRO approval and has been selected for

PRO class AIR 2. Approval of the list can take months buw PRO very
rarely reject items on the list and he could see no reason for to-doso nﬁhls case.

1 spoke to_ n about the AAR on Capt Shaffner and its release to the

two enquirers. Although these are not normally released to the general public, this

one is over 30 years old and will be open in the PRO at some time in the near future.
saw no reason why we could not release it now to those who have

equested it.

22 Oct 2002

Before release I sent an e-mail to Sqdn Ldr!qq ghsq@ check his approval of
this action.



%AS-LA-Ops+PoI1

' From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Sent: 17 October 2002 14:47
To: BEP-IFS-BOIA1
Subject: Aircraft Accident Report - Captain Shaffner

A few months ago I was in discussion with DCC(RAF)-SO1 EW@Q programme the BBC were

making about the crash of a Lightening aircraft on 8 September resufted in the death of the pilot, USAF
exchange officer, Captain Shaffner. | was involved because | am the MOD focal point for correspondence on

'unidentified flying objects' and this event has become a famous case amongst 'ufologists’ who believe a 'UFQO'was
involved and that Capt Shaffner's body was not found because he was abducted by aliens. | understand fmn 40‘
that the reason Capt Shaffner's sons had agreed to take part in this programme was to dispet these stories’ &

The programme "Inside Out" apparently went out on the 16th September and | have received two letters from
members of the public, one requesting a copy of the "general Board of Inquiry” report as shown on the programme,
and the other requesting "any documents relating to the disappearance of Capt Shaffner” @ Q@}t
release anything directly to the BBC, but that the Shaffner family were given a copy of the' eport,
the transcript of the RT between the aircraft and the ground controller and approximately 8 photos which | believe
you supplied. | would be grateful if you could advise me on the following;

a) Do Aircraft Accident Reports (AAR) go to the Public Record Office when they are 30 years old?
b) If so, will the AAR in this case be open to the public soon (possibly January 2003)?

¢) We have a copy of the AAR on one of our files. Would you be content for us to release it now to these two
enquiriers? We are not seeking to supply the other material given to the Shaffner family.

| am grateful for your help. Please give me a call if you need any further inforration.

=3
MTer7s R 40



DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

From: DCC(RAF)-S0O1 EC

Sent: 15 October 2002 08:30

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Subject: RE: BBC Enquiry about aircraft accident

HISRER, ) 40

the information released was as agreed wit @ﬁz@ence Aviation Safety Centre - a copy of the Aicraft
Accident Report (about 6 or so pages), the between the aircraft and the ground controller, and

approximately 8 photos. The information was released to the Schaffner family, and not to the BBC per se. Clearly the

Schaffner family have made this material available to the BBC, but the point is we did ase this directly. The
copy of the AAR that | used has been returned to DASC (BEP-DASC-BOIA1 - Sgn Ld ion 40

s s SR IV Y

Rgds, BEP- RS~ R i

----- Original Message----«

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll
Sent: 10 October 2002 11:50
To: DCC(RAF)-S01 EC

Subject: BBC Enquiry about aircraft accident

You may recall that a few months ago you visitedm Q@(Secretariat) 1) and myself, concerning a
programme the BBC was making about the crash ‘Lightning aircraft on 8 September 1970 which resulted in
the loss of the pilot, USAF exchange officer, Captain Shaffner. The programme ‘Inside Out' apparently went out
on the 16th September and | have received two requests from members of the public for copies of the
information supplied to the BBC (the Board of Inquiry report was mentioned by one) as shown on the
programme. We have contacted e/AFB(RAF) who provided us with a copy of the accident card
which he supplied to the BBC, but | rateful'if you would contact me asap with details of exactly what
was released to the BBC.
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ﬂS-LA-Ops-o-PoH

From: D1 ISEC SEC4

Sent: 22 QOctober 2002 10:07

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Subject: FW: REQUEST FOR INFORMATION - Op Aeneid

B on 40
our records for Op Aeneid and | have a nil return from DI55 and our archives. Thanks

1 Sec 4

----- Original Message--—-

From: DIssY

Sent: 21 October 2002 09:26

To: DI ISEC SEC4

Subject: RE: REQUEST FOR INFORMATION

1. We have checked our records and cannot locate any files or product which covers this subject.

Scction B8

-—-Original Message--—-

From: DI ISEC SEC4

Sent: 10 Qctober 2002 15:23

To: DISSB; DISSY

Subject: FW: REQUEST FOR INFORMATION

Please sée the a tchecp Tequest fmm@eful if you could see whether we hold any info on Op

Aeneid. Thanks very much. iSRS

-----Criginal Me;sage-——

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 10 October 2002 15:07

To: DHISEC SEC4; DAO ADGE1
Subject: REQUEST FOR INFORMATION

| have received a request for "any information and copies of documents the MOD may hold on a joint American

and British military exercise cailed "Operation Aeneid’. This allegedly took place between September 1970 and

March 1971 and its remit was to investigate general public sightings of unidentified flying shapes and objects
over the North Sea.

Any UFO files we had for this period would now be in the PRO, but as DI sometimes hold files for longer than 30

years and bearing in mind that Ufologists often take a geniune operation/Exercise and turn it into something it
never was, | wondered if either of you might of heard of this.



.

&S-LA-Ops-ﬁPoH

From: DAO ADGE1

Sent: 14 Qctober 2002 08:46

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Cc: DI ISEC SEC4

Subject: RE: REQUEST FOR INFORMATION

Secti Nl

I have never heard of this and, being almost the most senior wg cdr in our branch now, | doubt if anyone else would
have heard of it. There certainly will be no files covering this period at the other units.

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Polt

Sent: 10 October 2002 15:07

To: DI ISEC SEC4; DAO ADGE1
Subject: REQUEST FOR INFORMATION

| have received a request for "any information and copies of documents the MOD may hold on a joint American
and British military exercise called "Operation Aeneid'. This allegedly took place between September 1970 and
March 1971 and its remit was to investigate general public sightings of unidentified flying shapes and objects
over the North Sea.

Any UFO files we had for this period would now be in the PRO, but as DI sometimes hold files for longer than 30
years and bearing in mind that Ufologists often take a geniune operation/Exercise and turn it into something it
never was, | wondered if either of you might of heard of this.

DAS-LA-Ops+Poi1

sghe
hiki  info oo ol
% DM "%C%VL

* [Section 44



- \8-q.0%. )
® SE—
ooy 0 ] -
Z()Dou.’ l? croL E . 2. |

- LNZO‘ !

.S;VQ
Deeer SiModems

%:%"M“*i““w‘%

Q\M:—Q}

Q@(\km&,.w \‘\‘70 o V)\w.-_}\\‘{r\\

s verie beas ke
e Pk

Q\; MA\WW

w
m‘g ,,é@x;mw&am
\a1o




Y BHT wimS VT

™\
: NN AAAY
R b S NS
V7 (s ) wvmeeg

;R

M o

N - N
N ek \
\ [ 2



W
From: 2 é
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 4,
Operations & Policy 1 UMBES
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE .
Room 6/73, Metropole Buiiding, Northumberiand Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP
Telephone {Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 0; —
F
fGaTxh)l) A)J
Your Reference
Refe
§?§A§/§5’7’3’°e
AStCirch 10 Gctober 2002

>~ S

Thank you for your letter of 26 September, concerning your ambition to join a branch of the
Armed Forces, possibly the Army, on your release from prison.

My Department is not responsible for recruiting personnel for the Armed Forces, but if you have
access to the Internet, the MOD website www.mod.uk/ holds details of the many, varied
careers in the Army, RN, RAF and the Royal Marines. On release, you may also like to contact
your local Armed Forces Careers Office who would be able to advise you on your eligibility to
Join whichever branch you chose.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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claims to
have proof
of UFQO’s
- existence

“THE BEST photographs of a UFO
ever taken” have been snapged by a
Leven man from outside his home, he
claims. .

Andrew Wilson (58) believes he saw
the unidentified flying object when he
was' looking out of his living-room
window at Letham Avenue on
Friday night. -

Mr Wilson, who is unemployed and
on disability allowance, claims it was
moving across the sky above the
houses in his street, “It was a smail
thing and it was travelling fast but
there was no sound from it.”

Mr Wilson maintained it was not the
moon he observed as he saw it
in another part of the sky. '

A member of the RSPB and a keen
birdwatcher, Mr Wilson owns a book
on astronomy and often watches the
night sky, “I like the stars, they're
beautiful,” he added.

It Was, perhaps, this hobby that
allowed him to witness another UFO
in 1971, “It was right above me. It had
a red dome on it, and a flashing light.”

Unfortunately, as he had nobody to
corroborate his tale the experience
[was not investigated.

Stargazer |

= Mr Wilson’s UFO phqtogréph.
However, on this occasi&n Mr Wil-
son has two witnesses (both of whom
‘were unwilling to speak about their
experience) who also saw the object.
At first, accor'dinE”to Mr Wilson,
they believed it to be an aircraft of
some kind but after seeing his pictures
they have changed their opinion.
Firm in his belief that what he saw
was an UFO, Mr Wilson has handed
the matter over to the authorities, “I
have phoned RAF Leuchars and the
said they would get in touch witl
the Ministry. of Defence about the
photographs,” he added.




ment claims that any initial confu-
sion over severance package has
been resolved as preparations to
wind-down production continue.

A number of workers have
claimed that, having initially been
led to believe they would be
allowed to leave the factory around
now, they have subsequently been
told they will have to continue
working meantime.

A unofficial spokesman for some
of the workers—who asked not to
be named—-said dozens of em-
ployees had been left even more
disgruntled over the factory
closure because they were not
being allowed to leave as they had
wanted.

AU Y VaAD LAIASTIL AUR LA
that it had been operating for just
over two years and redundancies
payments would consequently be
considerably less than if one of
APW'’s two other, longer estab-
lished, factories In Scotland had
been selected.

“We think it’s down to that
and that alone,” commented the
employee.

APW announced in mid-July that
the com‘gany’s modern factory in
Wright Avenue, off Riverside Av-
enue, is to close with the loss of
around 200 jobs. The US-owned
company blamed a continuing
downturn in the global telecoms
and technologies sectors for the
move.
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From

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) oo 2 S
Operations & Policy 1 b AE
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 90
{Fax)
(GTN) ‘

Your Reference
Qur Ref
DIDAS/4R

ate
12 September 2002

o SRR O

I am writing with reference to your e-mail concerning enquiries about ‘unidentified flying
objects’. Your message has been passed to this office as we are the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to “UFOs.’

We are, of course, happy to answer any questions you may have, but it may assist you if I explain
the MOD’s limited interest in these matters.

The Ministry of Defence examines any reports of 'UFOs' it receives solely to establish whether
what was seen might have some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that
the United Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air
activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external
military source, and to date no "UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to
identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational
explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not
the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify
expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

You may also like to be aware that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of
'UFO/flying saucer' matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial
lifeforms, about which it remains totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows
of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena.

Yours sincerely,



** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

Lowrliqress/4505 pMATL
TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE
To  Das{ s2¢) TO RefNo L %9 /2002

Date_ || 4 oy

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within

of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

An Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information came
into force in 1997. All replies to members of the public must be in accordance with
the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI{Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In
addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for
information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU

S: Ministerial Correspondence; €: ministers@defence.mod.uk;
w: http://main.chots.mod.uk/min parl/

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

O

DNVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5% August 2002
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Parliamentary-MC Clerk4

Sent: 09 September 2002 14:03

To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subject: UFO's

| was looking for a way to contact the department which may deal with enguires regarding UFO’s that are
reported to you by the general public.

Sectio g
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Section 8
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

Lowfuyr (475 B MATL
TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

TO Ref No L{Q% 9 /2002

Date_ |l 4 ol

To_ Dac(cec) Lo

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within

of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

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

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on —

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In

addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for
information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit

Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU
—g!!!! @ Iisterial Correspondence; ¢: ministers@defence.mod.uk;

B — w: http://main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.
-
&

DIVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5% August 2002
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Parliamentary-MC Clerk4

From:
Sent: 09 September 2002 14:03
To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subject: UFO's

| was looking for a way to contact the department which may deal with enquires regarding UFO's that are
reported to you by the general public.
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From: ETTSSIRREN

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 2
Operations & Policy 1 ?_
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE .
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Fax)
©TN) Soction AN

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3

ate
12 September 2002

est Sussex

I am writing with reference to your letter of 6 September addressed to my colleague,
—g {irerning ‘unidentified flying objects’. Your letter has been passed to me because

this-section is the focal point for correspondence relating to ‘unidentified flying objects.’

It may help if I clarify the MOD’s position regarding UFOs. The MOD does not have any
expertise or role in respect of "'UFO/flying saucer' matters or to the question of the existence or
otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally open-minded. All reports of
"UFOs' received by the MOD are examined solely to establish whether what was seen might have
some defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's
airspace might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity, Unless there is
evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military source, and to date
no 'UFQ' report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of
each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights
or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide
this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on
investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

You may also wish to be aware that the integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is maintained
through continuous surveiltance of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. This is
achieved by using a combination of civil and military radar installations, which provide a
continuous real-time “picture” of the UK airspace. Any threat to the UK Air Policing Area would
be handled in the light of the particular circumstances at the time and might if deemed
appropriate, involve the scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft.

I hope this explains our position.

Yours sincerely,
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T b 3
Ministry of Defence o Elis peks

Room 6/10 Metropole Building e &:...(\ o~ o uro Koot “3. :
Northumberland Avenue, London WC2N SBP - 40
Your ref: D/DAS/71/24 Enc. Post war Molesworth q{

CIA de-class. docs
6 September 2002

e EESTRTNES

RAF Molesworth - Unconventional Flying Objects

I refer to your letter dated 30th August and thank you for replying to my letters addressed to
your colleague, reference to 'unconventional' flying objects does refer to
‘UFOs but I prefer to mow call them by that description to separate them from the emerging
aeronautic technologies that still remain subject to known aerodynamic principles.

I note your comments regarding the close co-operation between the US and UK security
common defence interests and I am, of course, aware of the general principles of SIGINT
operations carried out at Menwith and GCHG - and elsewhere.

However, whilst I am aware of the MOD's well known stance re: interest only in breaches of
UK airspace, I have some difficulty in accepting that the MOD's interest is solely that
particularly when reports of strange aerial objects come from solid professional sources - eg,
civilian pilots and serving members of the armed forces.

To support my initial enquiry, I enclose copies of material gleaned from the web which, you
may find interesting. Unclassified CIA name RAF Molesworth as recipients of such
information and whilst the Molesworth JAC is largely turned over to the US and NATO, I find
it hard to believe that the MOD would have no interest. Unless, of course, you are now
saying that the subject of UFOs is no longer studied by the MOD. Presumably, because the
MOD possesses the truth about them or that the MOD view them as an inconsequential and
harmless phenomenon.

1 do not wish to take up a lot of your time on this because I appreciate you are bound by rules
concerning security issues (especially at this time) but I would appreciate a worthwhile and
meaningful reply if possible.

Yours sincerely
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Post-War Molesworth
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AIRCHRAFT » MISSIONS » CREYW PHOTOS = NOSE 4RT =« SUPPORT UNITS » HISTORY = PHOTOS
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MOLESWORTH, ENGLAND
Following World War li

[exert from "Might in Flight” Copyright ©1987 Harry D. Gobrecht]

Royal Air Force - 1945 to 1946

01 July 1945 RAF repossessed the Molesworth airfield. Assigned to RAF 12
Group.

16 July 1945 RCAF 441 and 442 Squadrons arrive with their Mustang Il and IV
fighters

27 July 1945 1335 Conversion Unit came in from Colerne with Meteor lls. The
Unit converted from a piston to a jet Fighter Squadron.

10 Aug 1945 RCAF 441 and 442 Squadrons disbanded. RAF 234 Squadron
moves in from Hutton Cranswick.

07 Sept 1945 RAF 19 Squadron moved in with Mustang IVs

March 1946 RAF 19 Squadron replaced Mustangs with Spitfire XVIs

August 1945 RAF 124 Squadron arrived with Meteor llis.

06 Oct 1945 RAF 124 Squadron departs Molesworth.

15 Oct 1945 First Meteor accident. Ran out of fuel. Came down two miles from
Polebrook.

Late Oct 1945 RAF 223 Squadron arrived from Weston Zoyland to convert to
Meteors.

09 Nov 1945 RAF 129 Squadron arrived from Brussels, Belgium with Spitfire
[Xs.

03 Dec 1945 RAF 129 Squadron departed for Hutton Cranswick.

11 Dec 1945 RAF 222 Squadron left for Exeter.

Mid Feb 1946 RAF 234 Squadron arrived to convert to Meteors

March 1946 RAF 234 Squadron departed for Boxted.

28 June 1946 RAF 19 Squadron. Replaced their Mustang 1IVs with Spitfire
XVis

28 June 1946 RAF 19 Squadron departs Molesworth.

September 1946 RAF 54 Squadron arrives with Tempest Ils

o October 1946 RAF 54 Squadron departs. Molesworth put on care and

maintenance status.

United States Air Force - 1951 to 1957

July 1951 Molesworth station re-opened for the USAF. A long single runway
was laid superimposed upon the conventional three runway site.

February 1954 USAF 582nd Air Resupply Group arrives. Brought twelve B-
29s, four Grumman SA-16A Amphibians, three C-119s (able to use RATO gear)
and a C-47. The primary mission was search and rescue of reconnaissance
aircraft forced down in hostile territory Base Commander Colonel Thomas A.

http://www.303rdbga.com/h-postwar.html 05/09/2002
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Holdman

« Mid 1956 USAF 47th Bomb Wing was at Molesworth with a few B-45s while
their home base at Alconbury, England had runway repairs. WB-50 weather
reconnaissance aircraft, 86th Bomb Squadron and 801st Engineer Aviation
Battalion at Molesworth.

» 25 0ct 1956 USAF 582nd ARG dissolved into 42nd Troop Carrier Squadron
(M) directly controlled by USAFE Hq 3rd AF. Aircraft - C-119, C-54, C-47 and
SA 16A

s 31 May 1957 USAF 42nd TCS transferred to Alconbury where they remained
until 8 Dec 1957

« 08 Dec 1957 USAF 42nd TCS de-activated. Molesworth was used as a family
housing annex, Defense Reutilization and Marketing Office supply and spare
parts storage depot, a reserve airfield and a Defense Mapping Agency site. A
few WB-50s made use of Molesworth.

« 1973 The Molesworth Airbase was closed.

Molesworth Runways Removed

« 1980 The ARC Eastern Region with the approval of the Ministry of Defense,
began a two-year demolition project at the Moleswarth airfield. Hardcore runway
concrete was used on motor ways and trunk road construction. The debris of
crumbling buildings left over from the war years was removed

303rd Tactical Missile Wing - 1981 to 1989

« 19811985 Molesworth was designated as one of Britain's Cruise Missile
Bases. Parts of the outside perimeter became the site of a "Peace Camp" for
those demonstrating against the missiles to be deployed in 1985.

s 06 Feb 1985 Defense Secretary Michael Haseltine led a midnight raid to oust

the Molesworth base "peaceniks" - Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament

squatters. They secured the base with 7 1/2 miles of razor-tipped steel fencing.

Three Battalions of 1,500 Royal Engineers, 100 Defense Ministry Police and 600

civilian police descended upon the base. They ousted the protester campers

and fenced the entire perimeter of RAF Molesworth in the "Battle of

Molesworth".

10 July 1986 Headquarters USAF granted approval to change the numerical

designator of the 550th Tactical Missile Wing to the 303rd in honor of

Molesworth's illustrious wartime inhabitants.

12 Dec 1986 The 303rd Tactical Missile Wing was activated by MajGen

William K. James, 3rd AF Commander. Colonel Kent Harbaugh was given

command , It operated out of newly constructed RAF facilities. Responsibilities

included the employment of four BGM 109 Ground Launched Cruise Missiles

(GLCM) flights within the United Kingdom in support of NATO objectives. The

GLCM (pronounced "glick-um") was a mobile ground-to-ground tactical Nuclear

missile. Its sophisticated guidance system enabled it to penetrate enemy

territory at low altitudes and subsonic speeds. The 303rd TMW was a part of the
3rd Air Force, RAF Mildenhall, England. It reported to Headquarters, United

States Air Forces in Europe, Ramstein Air Base, West Germany. A unit of the

Royal Air Force Regiment was employed in support of or as integral members of

the 303rd Missile Security Squadron. The groups primary task was to provide

security for GLCM flights during dispersal and providing security for the GLCM
alert and maintenance areas.

» 23 July 1987 RAF Molesworth was returned to USAF command by the RAF

« 17 Dec 1987 The 303rd TMW achieved initial operational capability, ahead of

hitp://www.303rdbga.com/h-postwar itml 05/09/2002



Post War Molesworth Page 3 of 4

schedule. After lengthy Initial Nuclear Surety Testing, by USAF and RAF
authorities, the 303rd TMW achieved excellent ratings in all areas and won the
best ever ratings of a GLCM Missile Wing.

30 May 1988 The Intermediate Nuclear Forces (INF) Treaty was ratified
despite last-minute reservations by members of Congress. The 303rd TMW
began looking forward to drawdown and closure. The 1983 deployment of
GLCMs in Europe by President Reagan helped force the Soviet Union to the
bargaining table, beginning a process that culminated in the INF Treaty between
the U.S. and USSR which was signed in December 1987. The INF Treaty
eliminated two entire classes of nuclear weapons -- the GLCM and the Ground
Launched Ballistic Missile (GLBM), both of which had been deployed in Europe.
it was the first time in the history of the Cold War that an entire class of nuclear
weapons were eliminated from the U.S. and USSR arsenals.

20 July 1988 Ten Soviet inspectors, per INF treaty conditions, arrived and
began their inspection of RAF Mosesworth. The inspection went off without a
hitch.

08 Sept 1988 At a Media Day Presentation, 150 of the worlds press corps,
including members of the Eastern European press, witnessed the departure of
the first two Cruise Missiles. They were taken by road to RAF Alconbury, for
return to the USA for destruction. During the next few weeks the 303rd
continued the drawdown and return of missiles and warheads to the USA.

31 Jan 1988 The 303rd TMW was deactivated. USAF Security Police and
MOD Police still manned Molesworth gates and patroiled her fences.

MOLESWORTH OPENS AGAIN WITH A NEW MISSION
THE JOINT ANALYSIS CENTER

JAC APPROVAL AND ACTIVATION

 Approximately a year after the 303rd Tactical Missile Wing left
RAF Molesworth the base was assigned a new mission. On 1

1 September 1989 four individuals arrived at Molesworth bringing
with them the whispers of a new intelligence mission.

During the Fall of 1990 and Spring of 1991 the rumblings of a
new mission grew louder. After discussions between the British
Government, the United States and NATQ authorities, the United States European
Command decided to develop RAF Molesworth as a new intelligence base. In late
Spring of 1991 Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher authorized the formation of a Joint
Analysis Center ("JAC") at RAF Molesworth. After additional planning and high level
approvals, final approval for the JAC was granted. The JAC was activated at
Molesworth on 1 October 1991.

JAC MISSION AND PERSONNEL

The role of the JAC is to process and analyze military information from a variety of
sources for the benefit of the United States and NATO. Responsibility consists of
eighty-three countries across Europe, Africa and the Middle East. The JAC reports to
the Director of Intelligence (J-2), Headquarters, USEUCQM, in Stuttgart-Valhingen,
Germany.

The JAC employs over 750 military and civilian employees from the four military

services (Air Force, Army, Navy and Marines) and other Government Agencies as
well as civilian contractors. The 423rd Air Base Squadron, with approximately 250

http://www.303rdbga.com/h-postwar html 05/09/2002
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employees at Molesworth, provides support services to RAF Molesworth, Alconbury
and Upwood.

PRESERVATION OF THE 303RD BOMBARDMENT GROUP (H) HERITAGE

A new JAC Headquarters and Operations Building No. 100 was dedicated on 15
August 1984 It was named the 303rd Bomb Group (Heavy) Memorial Building also
known as the Might in Flight Building. A beautiful billboard size sign was placed in
front of the building with the 303rd BG(H) and JAC insignias, a 303rd BG(H) B-17
silhouette, the building name plus "Might in Flight 1942-1945." The "Might in Flight"
name was approved after being suggested by members of the 303rd BG(H)
Association. Attending the dedication ceremony, representing the 303rd BG(H) were:
J. Ford and Betty Kelley, Quentin and Virginia Hargrove, Harry and Thomas
Gobrecht, Carlton Smith, Eugene Girman, Malcolm and Iris Magid.

15 August 1944 was the fiftieth anniversary of the bombing of the Weisbaden,
Germany airfield that was the subject of artist Keith Ferris' 25 foot by 75 foot mural in
oil Fortresses under Fire which covers the entire back wall of the World War |l
Gallery of the Smithsonian Institution's Air and Space Museum in Washington, DC.
Keith Ferris attended the ceremony, which included the unveiling of a print of his
painting. Two original paintings of the famed British artist Keith Hill were also unveiled.
The two paintings, Molesworth Dawn and Might in Flight were done specifically for
the occasion. Original paintings by other British artists have since been added to the
building including two by Mike Bailey and one, The Courage of Eagles, by Ronald
Wong.

Other JAC buildings commemorating the 303rd BG(H) heritage are the Mathis
Headquarters Building and Vosler Hall named in honor of the two 303rd BG(H)
Medal of Honor award recipients, and the Thunderbird Lounge named after the
303rdBG(H) E : rhire,

[

A large red triangle "C" B-17 tail insignia is reproduced on the VWWII Molesworth "J"
hanger door - one of the few remaining WWII Molesworth structures. The new JAC
"Might in Flight" building Conference Room was named the Major General Lewis E.
Lyle Conference Room after one of the 303rd BG's most distinguished
Commanders. The "Might in Flight Building," the "Heritage Room" in building 320 and
other RAF Molesworth building proudly display paintings and prints by Keith Ferris,
Keith Hill, Mike Baily and Richard Wong, as well as prints by other artists,
photographs, artifacts and memorabilia of the 303rd BG(H) crews and activities.
Numerous wood carvings by William F. Adams are also displayed. JAC
Commanders and personnel make a continuous effort to preserve the heritage of the
303rd BG(H) and have commissioned some of the paintings and prints that are
displayed.

JAC Commanders have been Colonel Glen D. Shaffer, USAF, Colonel Philip C.
Marcum, USA, Colonel Frances M. Early, USAF, Captain Michael A. Noll, USN and
Captain Tony L. Cothron, USN. 423rd Air Base Squadron Commanders have been
LtCol Evans, LtCol John Howe, USAF and LtCol Carl E. Zimmerman, USAF.

http://www 303rdbga.com/h-postwar. htm! 05/09/2002
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TO THE FRENCH BMBASSY, AND WE HAVE SERT TO THE BRC, AND TO THE
WETTERS AN PECPLE LIKE THAT, YOU KNOW. ROBODY HAS YET RESPONDEDR,
BUT WE HAVE MADE THE APPEAL RND WE AR® STILL MAKING IT. END
RRCORDING

THIS REPORT MAY CONTRIN COPYRIGHTED MATERIAL. COPYING AND
DYSSEMINATION IS PROHIBITED WITHOUT PERMISSION OF THE COPYRIGHT
OWNERS
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Fro%@'recmrme of Air Staff (Visiting Forces)
MIN RY-OF DEFENCE

Room 6/10 Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, WC2N SBP

Telephone {Direct dial) W
(Switchboard) 02072189000

(Fax)

Your Refercnce:
Our Reference: D/DAS/71/24

West Sugsex Date: 30 August 2002

s ciion 40

RAF MOLESWORTH - UNCONVENTIONAL FLYING OBJECTS

Thank you for your letter of 19 July to my colleague_ﬁ}T@m sorry not to have replied

before now.

I confirm that, in general terms, there is very close co-operation between the UK and US
Governments on matters of mutual defence and security interest; and indeed there is a long tradition
of our two countries working together in this respect.

Although I am sure you will understand that I cannot go into detail about specific operations, you
do ask in particular about reports relating to Unconventional Flying Objects - which I take to refer
to UFOs. 1 should perhaps add that the UK’s defence interest in these is very limited and relates
only to any unauthorised breach of UK airspace. 1t is therefore unlikely that the Department would
have an interest in any specific data relevant to that subject.
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Telephone/Fax: mai
\ !

" Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1 =

Ministry of Defence L’ e '

Room6/73 Metropole Bu(ll@g;g\__lo. . H

Northumberland Avenue o

London WC2N SBP |
i

22 August 2002

e SRR

Unconventional Flying Objects

I do not appear to have received a reply to my letter dated 19th July (copy enclosed) and
wonder whether or not you are now in a position to reply.

Yours sincerely




West Sussex|

“Telephone/Fax:

“Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy |
Ministry of Defence
Room 6/73 Metropole Building
Northumberland Avenue
London WC2N 5BP

19 July 2002

Dear m

Unconventional Flying Objects

I am undertaking a study of the methodologies empleyed in data exchange between our allies
and friends and wonder whether you car help me in the specific area I amn interested in.

Since the development of RAF Molesworth as a JAC - Joint Analysis Centre (activated by
Margaret Thatcher's Government on 1st October 1991), I understand from declassified CIA
documents that the JAC has received a large number of Unconventional Flying Object reports
from the FBIS - Foreign Broadcast Information Service.

Can you confirm that the MOD has full access to that data, and if so, which MOD Department
is the responsible recipient.

Thank you in advance for your kind co-operation in this matter.

Yours sincerely




From

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 2_%
Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London
WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

F
o . 40

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3

ate
10 September 2002

Thank you for your recent letter concerning ‘unidentified flying objects’.

You requested details of a tubular object seen by Sussex Police on the 2 September 2002 as
reported on Meridian Television. To date we have received no sighting reports from Sussex
Police or anyone else for the 2 September, from anywhere in the UK. T am, therefore, unable to
assist you with this particular query.

You also asked for details of any “record company” who may hold files on UFOs. We are not
aware of any other official organisations who may hold files concerning “‘UFO’ sightings. There
are a number of groups throughout the country which have been set up by those with an interest in
these matters and details of these can be found in UFO Magazine and on the internet, where many
have their own websites.

As for MOD files on this subject, these 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
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. With regard to release of material from these closed files, the MOD operates in
accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the Code), which
encourages the provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example, cause harm to
defence, invade on an individual's privacy, or if it would take an unreasonable diversion of
resources to respond to a request. Information requested from these files is supplied wherever
possible providing it does not fall under one of the exemptions in the Code.




Finally, you asked if there are any files that have been “declassified” that we could send to you,
I enclose with this letter two sets of documents that may be of interest to you.

The first of these is a collection of papers which were released following a request made under the
Code. They concern a well known ‘UFO’ incident at Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in December
1980. These papers were put together on a file some time after these events and they include
some contemporary documents and some later correspondence with members of the public.

Where appropriate personal details have been removed in accordance with the Data Protection
Act 1998.

The second document was produced in June 1951 by the Flying Saucer Working Party and was
recently found on an unrelated file during a routine review of files for possible release to the
Public Record Office. It has now been downgraded and released into the Public Record Office.
You may be unfamiliar with this document so it may help if T explain the background to the
Flying Saucer Working Party.

During the summer of 1950 there was an increase in reports of unidentified aerial phenomena in
the UK and in August a Working Party was set up (at the suggestion of Sir Henry Tizard) who
thought “flying saucers should be investigated”. At the 11™ meeting of the Joint Technical
Intelligence Committee the Chairman of the Flying Saucer Working Party presented his Report.
The Committee decided that the document should be regarded as the final report and in view of
the conclusions, the Working Party should be dissolved. This document is a copy of that Report.
You will wish to note that two short passages have been deleted. These have been retained under
Section 3(4) of the Public Record Act 1958 and are the subject of discussions between the MOD
and the relevant party.

If you are interested in the Flying Saucer Working Party, further documents may be contained in
the following files which are open for inspection at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue,
Kew, Richmond, Surrey TW9 4DU. Telephone: 0208 876 3444 Fax: 0208 878 8905.

DEFE 41/74 DSIATIC Minutes 1950

DEFE 41/75 DSIITIC Minutes 1951

DEFE 41/76 DSIJTIC Minutes 1952-54

DEFE 10/496  DSI/JTIC Minutes of Meetings April 1950-December 1951
DEFE 10/497  DSI/JTIC Minutes of Meetings January 1952-October 1954

The Public Record Office will not conduct research, but they can supply details of private
researchers or alternatively, you could ask someone to view this material on your behalf. Copies
of documents can be obtained for a small fee.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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From (TSR 20

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 5"‘1 :
Operations & Policy 1a
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

(Faxy
E-Mail das-laopspolia@defel 40‘

Your Reference

Bristol B%I}Ef%r“e&ce‘/

Date
JO September 2002

Do il

1 am writing with reference to the message you recently left on the DAS (LA) Operations/
& Policy 1 answerphone, in which you request information on reported sightings of ‘unidentified
flying objects’ to the Ministry of Defence. This office is the focal point within the Ministry of
Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.”

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a
potential threat, and to date no 'UFQ' report has revealed such evidence, MOD does not attempt
to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational
explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the
function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify
expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

Reports from members of the public of sightings are usually made to Police stations, RAF
stations and air traffic control centres and are then forwarded to this office. Sighting reports can
also be left on our answerphone. The reports, which are usually very brief and vague, are
considered, as necessary, in consultation with air defence advisers within the MOD, and a decision
is taken as to whether what was seen represents a threat to the security of the UK. Sightings
reports are kept on file within this office for future reference.

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

Youﬂ Sim
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Directorats of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) -

Operations & Policy 1 'LO
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephane (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard)
(Fax)
(GTN) docd il Oj
Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3
ent

Date
_ 9 September 2002

oo (TSR]

Thank you for your letter of 31 August in which you requested copies of papers on the alleged
‘UFQ’ incident at Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in December 1980.

Please find enclosed copies of the MOD file concerning the events in Rendlesham Forest which
was released last year under the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information. This is
a compilation of papers which had been assembled on one file some time after the alleged event.
Some are contemporary with the events and others are later correspondence showing MOD staff
attempts to reconstruct the action taken in order to answer public enquiries. We have examined
our files of the period in an effort to identify any other papers which had not been included in this
file and a few internal letters were found. Copies of these have also now been added to this file.
The names and addresses of those who have corresponded with the MOD have been obscured in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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Fro
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) r ﬂ

Operations & Policy 1 A
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE o -
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 02072
(GTN)
Your Reference

Our Reference
D/DAS/64/3
West Lothian

Date
Scotlani 2 September 2002

Thank you for your e-mail regarding your research into ‘unidentified flying objects’. Your
message has been passed to us, as this office is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for
correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
'unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of
a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military source, and to date no 'UFO'
report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each
reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or
natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this
kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on
investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to your question about UFO organisations, we are not aware of any official
organisations for the study of UFOs. There are a number of groups throughout the country which
have been set up by those with an interest in these matters and details of these can be found in
UFO Magazine and on the internet, where many have their own websites.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To [2&( 13)()95 A/fo[ TORefNo 42354 . /2002

Date Q7. T

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within

of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

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

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on!

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In
addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for
information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice,

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building, Whitehall, SW1A 2EU

“Ministeérial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk;
¢ w: http //main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

()

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE

Revised 5 August 2002
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Page 1 of 1

Ministers

From:
Sent: 23 August 2002 13:10
To: public@ministers.mod.uk

Subject: Research
Dear Sir / Madam,

1 am conducting some research and would like to know if there is any organisations setup in Britain to which
the subject of UFO sightings or contacts are reported before they are reported to the MOD or the Air Force ?

If so are these military organisations or civilian ? If not do you think such an organisation would be of benefit
as it would limit the amout of reports received by the military ?

Thank You,

West Lothian
Scotland

23/08/2002
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From FSETTETENETR V-

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 8000
(Fax}
(GTN)
Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3

ate
28 August 2002

I am writing to acknowledge receipt of your letter of 15 August concerning the Ministry of
Defence’s policy on ‘unidentified flying objects’ and alien abduction.

Your letter seems to have crossed in the post with my reply to your previous letter, in which these

matters were addressed. [ hope this letter has now reached you and you found the information
helpful.

Yours sincerely,
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s ocction 40
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 58P
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 2000

{Fax)

Your Reference
Qur Reference
/DAS/64/3

ate
20 August 2002

Thank you for your letter of 28" July concerning Ministry of Defence’s policy and views in
relation to the alien abduction phenomenon.

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of
a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military source, and to date no 'UFO'
report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each
reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or
natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this
kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on
investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to alleged abductions by alien beings, the MOD is not aware of any evidence which
might substantiate the existence of extraterrestrial activity, so the matter of abduction by alien
lifeforms is a non-issue as far as the MOD is concerned. Abduction/kidnap in the general sense
is, of course, a criminal offence and as such would be a matter for the civil police.

Finally, you requested the address of the Wright Patterson Air Force Base and this is as follows;
Office of Public Affairs
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base
Dayton
Ohio
45433
I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerley,
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From: W
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

{Fax
el Coctioo N

Your Reference
)bReference

East Yorkshire it AugUSt 2002

Thank you for your letter of 9 August concerning the photograph of an alleged ‘unidentified
flying object’ in the August edition of UFO Magazine.

First, it may be helpful if I explain the Ministry of Defence’s position regarding ‘UFO’ matters.
The MOD examines any reports of 'unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish
whether what was seen might have some defence significance; namely, whether there is any
evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might have been compromised by hostile or
unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom
from an external military source, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do
not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that
rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not
justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to your questions about the photograph, I will answer these in the same order as your
letter.

1 & 2. We have receive no reports from anywhere in the UK for 15 June 2002.

3. Without contacting every helicopter squadron it is not possible to say whether there were any
military helicopters in the area at the time. However, you may wish to be aware that there are a
number of offshore oil and gas installations with helicopter platforms in the area and Withersea is
beneath a helicopter route to them.

4, The Lancaster bomber in the photograph was from the Battle of Britain Memorial Flight based
at RAF Coningsby, in Lincolnshire. It was conducting a display as part of the Withersea Golden
Jubilee Celebrations.



5. We are satisfied that there is no corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s
airspace was breached by unauthorised military aircraft on the 15 June. As explained above,
unless there is evidence of a threat to the UK, the MOD does not attempt to identify precisely

what was seen.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,




To Directorate of Air Staff {-
Ministry of Defence

Room 6/73

Metropole Building
Northumberland Avenue. {
London. WC2N 5BP.

East Yorkshire.

Friday, 9 August 2002.

Dear Air Staff,

Please find details of an alleged UFO photograph taken from
Withernsea on Saturday 15 June, 2002 by a uring a Lancaster
Bomber flyby. A photograph was featured -Magazine - August 2002 edition p

52 and the brief article verbatim is as follows:

|
writes... I live in Withernsea, on the east coast of England. On

“Saturday 15 June 2002, we were treated to a fly by of one of the RAF’s Lancaster
bomber. I took several snaps with my digital camera and, after downloading them on
my computer, noticed one image containing an unidentified object (upper right and
trailing the Lancaster) and looking decidedly triangular in shape. Nothing was
noticed with the naked eye at the time.

1 have since contacted our local paper asking if anyone else may have captured
something odd on their cameras. I'm still waiting for a reply on that one, but one of
my friends did take video of the fly-by and I've asked him to take a close look — just in
case! 1 look forward to your comments.’

There are a number of possible explanations, which could account fowa‘
report. Given the MoD’s new open policy on dealing with some such matters, AL

ponder whether you can verify any of the following details.

e [
1. Did you receive any reports of UFOs from the East Yorkshire or Lincolnshire P ‘5 ) ve e
areas around this time? — 0
2. Did you receive any similar report, or one which matches the details as I b
described above? :

3. Was an RAF helicopter flying in the area at the time of the above sighting? If
so can any details be furnished of it’s origin and flight movements on this
date? Would you please forward this report and enquiry on to any RAF base,
_ who this may have relevance to?
4, What was the origin of the Lancaster bomber (i.e RAF base); what was the
Lancaster’s manoeuvres on this date? S ME PAF Gopino
5. Can the MoD supply an explanation for the above UFO report? -

WiHes e o Goldon )
@ Tuiloe CGelelution

4or
Ry, @m Cha i

Yours sincerely

Aoy 15 spe

K tﬁ\jﬁ { TG{J Lo S


The National Archives
photo UFO RAF Lancaster
Colour photograph showing a ‘UFO’ near a RAF Lancaster display aircraft, taken on 15 June 2002 at a display in East Yorkshire. This image was published in UFO Magazine. The photographer saw nothing at the time. MoD response is at 149-50.



Blown up scan and print o

Whoto graph taken from Withernsea
Saturday, 15 June, 2002, e e Magazine August 2002 page 52.
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o SO )
Directorate of Air (Lower Airspace) '

Operations & Policy 1

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140

{Switchboard) 020 7218 9000

:
S —

Your Reference

Qur Ref
DIDAS/RAB

)
308ty 2002

Manchester

e= R 40
Thank you for your letter of 9* July.

Please find enclosed a copy of the Ministry of Defence file on the alleged sighting of an
‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk, in 1980 as requested. You may
wish to be aware that these documents are a compilation of papers which were put together on one
file some time after this event. Some are contemporary with the events and others are later
correspondence showing MOD staff attempts to reconstruct the action taken in order to answer
public enquiries. We have examined our files for this period to see if there were any further
documents that had not been put on this file, and copies of the few that were found have been
placed on the file and released. The papers have been anonymised in accordance with the Data
Protection Act 1998.

In your letter you also asked whether there had been any further developments or similar incidents
in the vicinity. There have been a number of allegations made about these reported events, but
nothing has emerged over the last 20 years which has given us reason to believe that the original
assessment made by this Department was incorrect. We are not aware of any similar incidents in
the vicinity of Rendlesham Forrest in recent years.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,

m”{k ’/{u(.& ):C»-'\,é dae uc{.;:p\c, s [ A L F d
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Manchester,

Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a,
Room 8245,

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,
Main Building,

Whitehall,

London,

SWI1A 2HB.

9% July 2002
Dear Sir/Madam,

1 am writing with reference to the alleged incident, which occurred at Rendlesham
Forest, Suffolk during the winter of 1980, involving the Bentwaters and Woodbridge
Airbases which were then leased from the Ministry of Defence to the United States
Air Force.

I believe that in May of 2001, the papers relating to this case were released by the
Ministry of Defence.

I would be very grateful, therefore, if you would kindly forward me the afore-
mentioned documents relating to this case as I have a personal interest in this
particular case.

I would also be interested in knowing if there has been any further developments
concerning this case or any similar incidents in the vicinity within recent years.

Thank you.
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From

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) W / O
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140

{Switchboard) 020 72
(GTN) |

Dyt Fuly 2002

Your Reference
Reft
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i Thank you for your letter of 8™ July in which you asked several questions relating to the way in
;which the Ministry of Defence handles reports of ‘unidentified flying objects’.

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace
‘might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of
‘a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military source, and to date no "UFQ'
report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each
reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or
natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this
kmd of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on
investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to your questions 1 and 2, you may wish to be aware that the integrity of the UK's
airspace in peacetime is maintained through continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area
by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved by using a combination of civil and military radar
installations, which provide a continuous real-time “picture” of the UK airspace. Any threat to the
UK Air Policing Area would be handled in the light of the particular circumstances at the time (it
might if deemed appropriate, involve the scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft). From
that perspective, we do not actively seek ‘UFO’ sightings repotts, but those provided to us (from
any source) are examined and air defence staff are consulted where there is sufficient evidence to
suggest there may be something in the report of defence concern. The vast majority of reports we
receive are very sketchy and vague. Only a handful of those received in recent years have
warranted further investigation and none revealed any evidence of a threat.

You enclosed with your letter, three documents taken from a Defence Intelligence file of 1960,
and requested any similar documents that are in use today. There are no instructions in place
today that are the equivalent of these documents. Today all ‘UFO’ sighting reports are forwarded
to this Department and examined as described above. During my enquiries I have found a copy of
“Air Force Operations Room, Standard Operating Procedure No.502” which was sent to this


The National Archives
Standard Operating Procedure
Copy of the most recent SOP (Standard Operating Procedure) for the reporting and distribution of information on UFO sightings, issued by the MoD in 1985.


Department (previously named Sec(AS)2) for updating in 1985 and I enclose a copy for your
information. However, you should be aware that while this is a more up-to-date version than the
copy you have, it is not in use today. The Air Force Operations Room no longer exists and its
duties are now part of the Defence Crisis Management Centre (DCMC). Until 1997 this centre
would record any reports received out of office hours and forward them to us the next morning.
In February 1997 we introduced an answerphone to take calls during office hours and in October
1998 this was extended to a 24 hour service. The DCMC therefore no.longer receives “‘UFO’
reports and their instructions are to direct any enquirers to leave a message on our answerphone,

Finally, you asked about our policy relating to Service personnel discussing sightings with the
press. Service personnel are discouraged from discussing any defence matters with the press. It is
the duty of this office, along with air defence experts to determine whether ‘UFQ’ reports are of
defence concern therefore any press enquiries should be directed to this Department through the
MOD Press Office.

Yours sincerely,
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SCP NO 502

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
AIR FORCE OPERATIONS ROOM

STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURE NO 502

REPORTS OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS

- Reference: AF Ops/1/11

%Annex H Report of an Unidentified Flying Object
| )

‘Sponsor H Sec(AS)2

\ INFORMATION

IJ. Sec(AS)2 co-ordinate detailed investigation into reports
iUnidentified Flying Objects, consulting AEW/GE and DI 55, and
'correspond with the public on the subject of UFQ0s when required.

on

‘2. Circulation of reports on UFCs is the responsibility of
'8ec(A8)2 during normal working hours, and AF Ops outside normal

;WOrking hours. Reports may be received by telephone message or by
:gignal message.

3. Copies of all UFC reports received in AF Ops and reports of AF
Ops initial investigation, are circulated to Sec(AS)2, AEW/GE and

pI 55.

; {

‘4 The above mentioned reference gives considerable detail on the
stages of investigation of UFO reports, and infeormation should be
‘passed to Sec(AS)2 as early as possible.

ACTION BY THE DUTY OPERATIONS OFFICER

‘5. During Normal Working Hours. Refer telephone calls reporting
UFOs to Sec(AS)2, Ext 2140. No action is required on signal message
reports.
6. Qutside Normal Working Hours

a. Reports Received by Telephene. Complete the proforma at

; the Annex to this SOP. Dispatch it through the Registry.

b. Reports Received by Signal Message

(1) Ensure that the message has been circulated to the
staffs detailed at para 3 abave.

(2) Complete para R of the proforma at the Annex to this
SOP and insert on the proforma the signal message

reference to which the investigation refers. Dispatch it
through the Registry.



REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

ANNEX & TO
SOP 502

Date, Time &
Duration of Sighting

Description of Cbject
(No of objects, size,
shape, colour, brightness)

Exact Position of Observer
Location, indoor/outdoor,
stationary/moving

How Observed (naked eye,
binoculars, other optical
device, still or movie)

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

Angle of Sight (Estimated
heights are unreliable)

Distance* (By reference to a
known landmark)

H. Movements (Changes in E, F & G
may be of more use than
estimates of course and speed)
J. Met Counditions during Observations

(Maving clouds, haze, mist etc)

Nearby Objects (Telephone lines,
high voltage lines, reserveir, lake
or dam, swamp or marsh, river,

high buildings, tall chimneys,
steeples, spires, TV or radio masts,
airfields, generating plant,
factories, pits or other sites with
floodlights or night lighting)




L. To whom reported (Pelice,
military, press etc)

M. Name & Address of Informant

N. Background of Informant that
may be volunteered

0. Other Witnesses
P. Date, Time of Receipt
Q. Any Unusual Meteorological

Conditions

‘File AF Ops/1/11

R. Remarks
Squadraon Leader
Duty QCperatiens Officer
Date..iveannnnnns e AF Cps
‘Copies to:
.Sec(AS)2
AEW/GE
‘DI 55
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DA -Ops+Pol1

From: STC-OPSSPT-S0O1

Sent: 10 July 2002 14:59

To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Subject: RE: Instructions to Aircrew
Importance: Low

Section ZiY

Could T suggest that you contact the Air Historical Branch for access to this material, they are the
only organisation that could have records going back to the 1960s. There are no regulations to military
aircrew directing specific procedures that are to be undertaken should they sight a UFO. ATCRUs have
historic guidance from AIS(Mil) via DAS that they should report sightings/reports of sightings to DAS Ops
& Policy (yourself) in MOD, and have inherited a form from DAS' predecessors. Whilst there is guidance to
controllers at individual units, there is no STC policy issued by Ops Spt (ATC), nor is there mention in the

JSP318 or 318A. I hope that this helps.
L &’r‘ Tmﬁdc chWA~—/ﬂc‘"M &VM
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~---Original Message-----

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Sent: 10 July 2002 10:56

To: STC-OPSSPT-S01; MOD-DASC-FW-SO1
Subject: Instructions to Aircrew

I have responsibility for replying to correspondence from the public on 'unidentified flying objects' and
would be grateful for any help you could provide with the following

One of our correspondents has written enclosing copies of some papers from a Defence Intelligence file
which is open in the Public Record Office. These papers were not generated by DIS but appear on their
files because they were copied to them. The documents are from the 1960s and appear to be instructions
to RAF aircrew on reporting of unusual aircraft or aerial phenomena (or UFOs). The correspondent has
made a request under the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information for the modern day
equivalent of these documents.

The documents are:

Headquarters Fighter Command Air Staff Instruction No. F/1
Reporting of Unusual Aircraft or Aerial Phenomena
Dated December 1960

Air Ministry Operations Centre - Standard Operating Procedure No.16/60
Reports of Unidentified Flying Objects
Dated 21st September 1960

I would be grateful for any assistance you can give me with locating these or any other instructions on
this subject that may be in operation today. Any instructions found will not necessarily be released to the
enquirer, but I first need to establish whether they exist.



Please give me a call if you need any further details.

DAS-LA-Ops+Poll

v
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(V J JOINT REGS - FLIGHT SAFETY - OCCURRENCE REPORTING PROCEDURES

CHAPTER 071 OCCURRENCE REPORTING PROCEDURES

'o7101 REPORTING OF AIRCRAFT ACCIDENTS

1. Al to Service aircraft are to be reported to the Ministry of Defence. Detailed procedures for the
reporting and investigation of accidents and incidents that occur in the United Kingdom or abroad are in:

RN Part 2 of these regulations
Amy  Part 3 of these regulations
RAF AP 3207 (5th edition)
A revised common Tri-Service Occurrence Report format is at Annex 071A

‘2. Accidents/Incidents Involving Two or More NATO Nations. See STANAG 3531 reproduced at Annex 072A.

{ A\ ISP 318 071-1 CHANGE 8

5
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() .JOINT REGS - FLIGHT SAFETY - OCCURRENCE REPORTING PROCEDURES

ANNEX071A AIRCRAFT OCCURRENCE SIGNAL MESSAGE FORMAT
Message Content:
A. Title (Air/Ground*, Accident/Incident*) Ship/Unit Serial Number.
_ Aircraft Type, Mark and Serial Number.
Parent ship/station and Squadron.
. Originator's’ rank, name, category (e.g. pilot/engineer) and role (e.g. captain/instructot/supervisor).
Pilot’s rank, name and role if different to D.

mm o N W

Place, date and local time of occurrence (include zone suffix).

G. Stage of Flight; day/night/dawn/dusk*; VMC/IMC¥; Takeoff/Landing*; *IAS/Mach No; OAT; Height; NVG/
NBC operations*,

H. Purpose of Flight, time of take off and landing.

J. Describe occurrence in plain language, include relevant details of weather, engine/cockpit/system indications
and action taken. Effect on sortie and assessment of flight safety implications.

K. (1) Main cause of occurrence.
@) Contributory cause(s) if appropriate.
L.  Occurrence cause group from JSP 318 Preliminaries.

M. Aircraft/Engine damage and repair categories. For engine related faults state engine type, mark, serial number,
position and hours run.

N. Remedial action taken or proposed. Recommendations to prevent recurrence.

0. State MF 707(ADP) reference number. State MF 760 reference number, if raised.
State mod/technical instructions if relevant.

P. Damage to civilian property, owner’s name and address

Q. Completeness of this report: Complete/Under Investigation(Ul)*. If Ul follow-up signal must be released
within 15 days.

R. State if further investigation/assistance proposed or required:
RN: No/None/A25/Ship’s Investigation/BORNESAIC*
ARMY: No/None/AACFom 5/Regimental Inquiry/BOI/AIEFSO/HFU*
RAF: No/None/765B/Unit Inquiry/BOVAAIB*

The following sections are to be used for Accident reports only.
" S. Whether salvage required? State any factors that may assist recovery.
T. Details of any dangerous cargo, explosives or ammunition on board.

 U. Nationality and service of crew/passengers killed/missing/injured. State degree of injury, location of casual-
ties and whether bodies have been recovered. State whether next-of-kin informed. -

*  Delete as appropriate

(Y IsP318 ‘ 071A-1 CHANGES
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ADMINISTRATION & INCIDENTS

805 — INCIDENT REPORTING & INVESTIGATION

JSP 318A 805-TITLE-1 ORIGINAL
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805 — INCIDENT REPORTING AND INVESTIGATION -
CONTROLLERS

805.100 GENERAL

805.100.1 The reporting and investigation of incidents of any sort is essential to the safe
management of the air traffic services provided by military units. The aim of flight safety reporting

1smprovndeforﬂlemdldennﬁeahonofﬂlemussofmrandgroumdmdmls,andofﬂxe
actual and potential flight safety hazards associated with these incidents, so that appropriate action can
be taken to prevent any recurrence and minimise risk. The final reports are not to apportion blame nor
indicate any disciplinary action taken.

Note: Appendix 7 contains detailed information and instructions for aircrew regarding incident
reporting and investigation.

805.105 TYPES OF INCIDENT REPORT

805.105.1 Aircraft Proximity Report (Airprox). An Airprox is a situation in which, in
the opinion of a pilot or controller, the distance between aircraft as well as their relative positions and
compromised. This

speedshavebemsudlﬂmtdwsafetyofﬂmanmaﬁmvo]vedwasmmayhavebem
definition is the UK National definition, which has been filed with ICAO as a “difference’ fiom the
ICAO definition. Comprehensive details regarding Airprox reporting are at 805.120.4.

805.1052 ATC Occurrence Report (ATCOR). An ATCOR is submrttedbyacml controller
for an occurrence, which does not meet the criteria for an Airprox. Further information is contained in

MATS Part 1, Secuon6andCAP382Mandatm'yOcanrmceRepomnng1eme les may
include infringemaﬂs of CAS, losses of prescribed separation. Details regarding the military follow-up
action to an ATCOR are at 805.130.

805.1053 Air Incident a;L_emrt (Control) !% %t_C_)[ A military controller may submit an AIR
(C) whenever he considers that the safety of an hasbeenorcouldhavebempmjudmedbya
hazard or potential hazard. Comprehensive details regarding AIR (C) reports are at 805.135.

805.1054  Breach of ATC B_e%n!ﬂns Breaches of ATC Regulations and Flying line
are to be n accordance wif 805135and805140whmcva-am1htmyoonuolla-mm?oons1d@s
ﬂlatapdothascmmmttedabrwchofATCmstmcuonsoontamed these regulations.

805.1055 All Incidents. Following an incident, the supervisot/ATCO VC is to undertake the
actions listed at Annex 805F. The follow up actions to be undertaken by the Unit Cdr/SATCO/S Ops
O are listed at Annex 805G.

805110 REPORT FORMS

805.110.1 ATC Initial Incident Reports 1 and 2 — Annexes 805C & D are to be submitted
when reporting, or responding to, any of the incidents listed at 805.105.

Note: An example of a signalled ATC Incident Report, if reguired, can be found at Annex 805E.

805.115 AIR TRAFFIC SERVICE UNITS - RADAR AND COMMUNICATION
RECORDINGS

Note: Where RT recording facilities exist onboard HM Ships, the following regulations also apply.
805.115.1 Transmissions on ATC frequencies and, whenever possible, landline communications,

are to be recorded (ANO Article 105 refers). Such recordings are to be retained for a period of at least

30 days prior to the re-use of the recording medium. In addition, units with a tyofrecordmg
mdardammemrumnﬂlemgmalrwmhngfmamodofaﬂmstmdayspnmmh

JSP 318A 805-1 ORIGINAL




.805115.2 Immediately following an incident/accident the relevant original reconding is to be
mpomﬂedandheldmaseuneomﬂmna‘mpoundedmdmgsmmmbereumedmmce
without the approval of SO2 ATC (S&T) 3 at HQ STC. Furthermore, in order to protect the recording |
medium from inadvertent damage, such recordings, which may be required for the investigation of an
accident, are not to be re-recorded or copied without the permission of the president/head of the inquiry.
A record of impound action/release of mpounded recordings back to service is to be noted in the ATC
watch log.

805.1153 for release of original recordings, or tape transcripts from bodies other
mmboardsofmqmryeq‘m‘asretoberefmedeOQATC(S&T)3 for DPA, D Flying (ATC), or for
ASACS Units, SO3 ASSU OSA.

805.120 INCIDENT REPORTING - lNVESTIGATION AND ASSESSMENT OF
ALL INCIDENTS IN THE UNITED KINGDOM AND O ‘

805.120.1 For the purpose of these procedures, UK airspace is defined as the London and Scottish
FIRs/UIRs, with the Shanwick FIR/Oceanic CTA and Charmel Islands Re Airspace.
Overseas is ed as any airspace outside these areas. AIR (C) and ATCORs will only be raised in the
United Kingdom.

805.120.2 Action by a Controller when informed of an incident by a Third . Whena
controller is informed of an mcident, the ATS/ASACS Unit Supervisor is to be I ed immediately.
In addition, an attempt to identify the reported aircraft is to be made. The immediate actions required of
the Supervisor at ATS/ASACS Units are noted at 805.120.5 and Annex 805F. The Incident Reportis |
to be faxed or e-mailed to the relevant HQ and LATCC (Mil) AIS (Mil) (PSTN 01895 426153 or DFTS
95243 ext 6153) at the earliest opportunity.

805.1203 Action by a Controller Intending to Submit an Incident Report (Originators).

a, A military controller intending to submit an Incident Report relating to an aircraft under
his control is to inform his Supervisor immediately. The Supervisor is to make an initial
- assessment of the circumstances, taking care to record the information required (see 805.120.5
and Annex 805F), and report the details to the Unit Cdr/SATCO/SOpsO; thereafier, an Incident
Report may be raised.

b. Within the context of an incident, the term ‘controller’ applies equally to RN/RAF Air
Traffic Controllers operating at an ATSU, RN/RAF Fighter’/Weapons Controllers operating
from an ASACS Unit and Controllers operating onboard HM Ships, within UK airspace as
defined 805.120.1 above. The subsequent reporting sequence is delineated as appropriate.

c With the exception of DPA air weapons ranges and airfields, at military ATSUs where
civiian ATCOs licensed by the CAA are established to provide an ATS, applicable
procedures detailed in MATS Pt 1 are to be followed. Information copies of all reports are to be
submitted to SO2 ATC (S&T) 3 at HQ STC. Subsequent investigation of the ATC aspects is
conducted by ﬂxeAnTmﬂicSawmInv&shgahons(ATSl)depmunentofﬂwCAAwhomﬂ
ha:sewrﬂaHQSTCregardmganypmoedmalﬁdms have mmpinged on the Airprox where

iate. At DPA units, reporting action is o follow DFATCIs and ATSI will liaise with the
Directorate of Flying through D Flying (ATC).

805.1204 Immediate the Si r — ATS/ASACS Units & HM . (See
Annex 805F). Should the Supervisor actwelymggedm ies which preclude his immediate
presence at the control position concemned, he is to detail another qualified controller to complete the
initial checks. Ifaﬂquahﬁedmnﬁoﬂasmeacﬂvdymgagedmﬂmwnﬁolofanmﬂ,ﬂ:atﬁmcﬁm:sm
take priority over the immediate requirements of this order. Within the foregoing constraints the
Supervisor 1s to ensure the following action is taken when an incident is reported:

a Check the connolla-’sradardlsplayto establish whether or not the aircraft concerned
arepamnngaspnmary returns, secondary radar responses or plot extracted position

ISP 318A 805-2 ORIGINAL



b. Note the general conditions of the radar picture such as traffic density, weather or other
interference, radar head(s) in use etc. i o

c Make an assessment of the controller’s workload in terms of both the number of aircraft
and frequencies being handled, degree of difficulty with the particular task and nature of the air
traffic service(s) being provided.

d. Have the controller(s) relieved and instruct (each of) them to ete the ATC
Incident Report Part 1 — Controllerlllus!ratedatAnnex!lﬂSC while details of the occurrence
can still be accurately recalled; st@by-swpgmdecanbefomdonﬂlerevaseofﬂlehmdun
Report. The duration of this period of relief will vary according to the nature of the incident and
the depth of the controller’s involvement.

e Inform St and Unit Cdr, SATCO or SOpsO as appropriate.

f (ForAnpmxInmdaﬂs)PassdamlsofﬂleAmpmxtoLATCC(Mﬂ)AIS(Mil)ext6153
who will conduct tracing action if required for Airprox in the UK, and the next higher formation
for Airprox overseas.

e Record brief details of the occurrence in the Watch Log.

h. Record details of the incident on the ATC Incident Report Part 2 - Supervisor,
1Il{lusuanedatAnnex805D a step-by-step guide can be found on the reverse of the Incident
eport.

i Telephone brief details as soon as possible to:

@ Mﬂﬂy ATSUs. HQ STC S02 ATC (S&T) 3 or SO3 ATC (S&T) 3a.
Outside normal working hours, the SMS at LATCC (Mil), who acts as the ATC Duty
Officer, is to be notified.

(ii) ASACS Units HQ 2 Gp (SO3 ASACS ASSU 08A) 95271 7318 or, for
Zl%g)mis involving RNSFC or FCs appointed to Naval Air Squadrons, COMNA (SO2

(iii) DPAATSUs Inaccordance with DFATCs,
I AumgeformcongmalRT landline and, where applicable, radar recordings to be

may not be returned to service until the Airprox has been
assmsedbyﬂleUKABandﬂleATSU/ASACSUmthasbemmfounedmwnnngthatﬂle

investigation is concluded.
805.120.5 Initial Investigation by Unit Cdr/SATCO/S Ops O.

a Initial Report. As soon as practicable after the occurrence the Unit Cd/SATCO/
SOpsO, is to liaise with HQ STC Spt (ATC) staff (normally SO2 ATC (S&T) 3) to
determine a course of action. Should action be required, the Unit Cd/SATCO/SOpsO,
using all the available information, is to complete an initial investigation into the incident.
Following the initial review of the occurrence an ATC Incident Report Part 1 - Controller in the
format detailed at Anmex 805C is to be faxed or e-mailed to the relevant HQ.

b. Post Incident Considerations Rm& Personne] Involved. When a controller is
involved In an occurrence, he is to be relieved the controlling position, in order to enable
the initial reporting actions to be taken. Before he is retumed to , the Unit
Cdr/SATCO/SOpsO, using all the available information, is to decide whether e controller
should be withdrawn from controlling pending a more comprehensive enquiry. The Unit
Cdi/SATCO/SOpsO should take into consideration that personnel involved may suffer from
shock or similar post incident trauma. Ifﬁlaelsanydoubtastoﬂlarwdlbang,orﬂzmabﬂlty
to continue with their duties, the Unit CA/SATCC/SOpsO is to ensure the

medical advice. Delailsofﬂusnnhalmvmﬁgphonaretomchdearevwwofradarm&ngs,

JSP318A ' 805-3 ORIGINAL



RTandmpemm;ﬁwhaeavmlablemﬂmmﬂmdm!mmwedbymdmd
supervisory staff investi decision making process should be documented. k is
accepted that the withdrawal of a controller from duty, particularly in the quiet hours or during
extremely busy periods, could result in refusals of service.

805.120.6 Controllers operating from HM Ships. Controllers operating from HM Ships are to |
e-mail or fax Annexes F and G to COMNA SO2 ATC, or raise an unclassified signal in the format -
specified at Anmex 80SH.

805.120.7 Detailed Reporting Action. (See Annex 805G). The OC Unit’'SATCO/SOpsO is to
carry out a thorough investigation into an incident and is to compile a detailed report, which is to
inchude:

a One copy of the completed 47C Incident Report Parts 1& 2 with statements from all
controllers involved.

b. A narrative report by any other person able to contribute to the investigation.
c A factual summary of events excluding opinion.

d. One copy of the RT/landline/position tape transcription covering the period of the
beginning no later than the point at which the type of service was stated and
in the format shown at Annex 805A. The following certificate is to be added at the

end of the transcript signed by SATCO/SOpsO as appropriate:

“Certified true transcription of RT and landline commumnication by the (Control
Position) on (date)............ (yea)......”

Tmsgﬁﬂofaﬂﬁequmd&,wﬁﬁmsmﬂhﬂ]h&swh«ehembjeﬂﬁmaﬂm&swsedme
to be included.

e A copy of an ERC fragment/diagram or tracing of track(s) of the aircraft if any aircraft
involved was receiving a radar service. For Area Radar Umits, copies of radar i
photographs/videoprints covering the period leading up to the incident with relevant aircraft
returns indicated. The source of the radar information is to be stated and the photographs are to
show the scale of the map if this is not obvious from, for example, the outline of an airway. If
the photographs do not clearly identify the track(s) of the aircraft, 2 copies of a tracing showing
times and tracks are to be included.

f Copies of any other documentation relevant to the investigation of the Airprox eg
Letters of Agreement, Memorandum of Understanding, Airspace Co-ordination Notices,
NOTAMs, Flight Plans or Local Orders.

805.120.8 Report Distribution. Copies of the reports required at para 805,120.7a are to be
forwarded under a covering RESTRICTED — STAFF letter, to the appropriate HQ staff as follows:

a Military ATC Units.

i)  SO2 ATC (S&T) 3 at HQ STC, or DPA D Flying (ATC) as appropriate. For
%)INIATSUs,aninibnnaﬁonoopyisa]sotobesmthOMNA(SmATC).

(i)  For military airfields, if a station aircraft is involved, the SATCO is to forward
a copy of the reports at 805.120.7a to the SFSO.

b. ASACS Units. HQ 2 Gp (SO1 ASSU) or, (for incidents involving RNSFC or
FCs appointed to Naval Air Squadrons) COMNA (S02 ATC) as appropriate.

c. HM Ships. COMNA (S8O2 ATC) info FOSF.

JSP 318A 805-4 ORIGINAL



805.120.9 Covering Letter. The covering letter is to include:
a A personal assessment of the causal factors.

b. mﬁnyacﬁmtakmormnmmdﬂdmmpeaofanydeﬁdmcyofpmoedmecr
personnel.

805.125 FURTHER DETAIS PERTINENT TO AIRPROX REPORTING ONLY

805.125.1 Airprox incidents are to bemvsugatedmmdancemthﬁmpnnmplsoommned
within ICAO DOC 4444 — RAC/501/11 (Procedures for Air Navigation) by the nation in whose
airspace they occur. Over and above the instructions and information contained within 805.120, the
following details apply to AIRPROX reporting only:

a AHAupmxooctmngm&nnUKAnspaceamtobemvmgatedbyd:eappmpmteH
and examined according to the procedures outlined below. Airprox within UK airspace 2
assessed by the United Kingdom AnpmxBoa:d(UKAB),wtabhsmdpmﬂymdamemspmcﬁ
ofﬂleMODandCAA,mmthﬂsoleob_]edxveofmhmngﬂl ight safety.

b. For an Airprox involving aircraft of a NATO nation in the UK or UK Military aircraft
operating in a non-UK NATO FIR, reports are to be submitted to the investigating nation in
accordance with STANAG 3750.

805.1252 In addition to the UK airspace defined at 805.120.1, an investigation by UK authorities
may also be required if the Adrprox ocowrs in adjacent FIR/UIRs where the responsibility for the
provision of ATC has been delegated to the UK.

805.1253 Actions to be Taken by AIS - Airprox in

a Tracing Action. On receipt of an Airprox report, AIS (Mil) is to attempt to identify the
reported aircraft if the reporting unit has not already done so. The prompt identification of the
reported aircraft is of vital importance.  Action addressees of a “REQUEST
IDENTIFICATION” signal are to investigate thoroughly any possible involvement of their
aircraft (including attachments and detachments) and reply to AIS (Mil) no later than the time
stated in the signal; nil returns are The tracing of unidentified civil aircraft within the
UK FIRs/UIRs is the responsibility of AIS (Mil) if initial efforts to trace the aircraft by LATCC
(Civil) have proved unsuccessful. Close haison between the UKAB and AIS (Mil) is essential.
AIS (Mil) is to inform the UKAB of all reported Airprox and is to keep the UKAB appraised of
subsequent trace action. TthKABlstogmdeAIS(Mﬂ)on&:cnatmeandextmtofacuon
required and advise AIS (Mil) when tracing action may be terminated. If tracing action
subsequently reveals that the reported aircrafi was receiving a service from a military
ATS/ASACS unit, SO2 ATC (S&T) 3 at HQ STC is to be informed immediately. HQ STC
may initiate tracing action for ATCORs, AIR(C)s and Breaches of ATC Regs.

b. Civilian pilot involvement. OnmmptofanmmalAlrpmxreportﬂledbyaqvﬂpﬂot,

AIS (Mil) is to pass the details to the UKAB and the appropriate ACC Supervisor. Details of

ﬂlereponandanyewdmoesuppomngldamﬁcahonmembedlsmhuwdbymgnaltoﬂle
addressees.

appropriate
. Airprox_Signals. Wﬂnn%hmofapﬂofsAnpxoxoonﬁtma!myrepoﬁ/conﬂo]lel‘s
geponbemgr:cexi'ed,orwhmﬂle aireraft has been traced and a report or signal

received, whichever is the earlier, AIS )1storepeatbysxgna], each pilot’s or ATS/ASACS
Unit’s report to the appropriate addressees using the SIC KQJ.

805.125.4 irprox Investigation and Assessment— UK.

Investigation by Unit - General. Military units are to investigate the involvement of
ﬂwrownmaﬁ/personnelmanAnpmxml&sothmsedu'mdbyMOD Conclusions
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ﬁomsmhmvwﬂﬁom,mgﬂhamﬂ:wpmofmmdﬁmsmdmedmlmmkmm
proposed, are to command headquarters' Flight Safety staff to the Director
UKAB. If, however, recommended remedial action affects air traffic patterns/airspace, then
action must be co-ordinated through HQ STC Ops Spt (ATC) and noted on F765A.

b. Military ATC Units. HQ STC Ops Spt (ATC) is to mvmugai:e any involvement of
military ATSUs in an Airprox and may also be required to act when Airprox oceur in the UK
LFS, UKDmgﬂAmsmbdwemanmﬁmmmmdm.
CompmlmswerepoﬂsaresaﬂtoﬁxeDuedeKAB ion copies of associated reports
are distributed to military units‘command HQs involved and the CAA as appropriate.

c. ASACS Units, COMNAorHQZGpasappmpnahe,lstomvmgatethemvolvanan
of RN/RAF ASACS Units in an Airprox. Findings and recommendations are to be sent to the
Director UKAB with copies of associated reports.

d Controllers operating onboard HM Ships. COMNA is to investigate the involvement
of an HM Ships' controller(s) in an Airprox. Findings and recommendations are to be sent to
the Director UKAB with copies of associated reports.

Forcign Agencies. Airprox incidents involving foreign aircraft within UK airspace as !
daﬁnedm&lS.lZO.Zabove,oraforelgn military ATSU providing a service to a British military -
mwmhgnﬂmm&mﬂmﬁmanspmmmbemwdggmmmﬂwpmmdmﬂedm

ations.

f Un%wdgmmmmd(ﬂ%@t 'H}_eUKABlsﬂf;:tbhshedw:’I%emesole
objective o assmsmgrepomedAnproxm interests of safety. UKAB
comprises a Director, who is appointed conjointly by the Chief of the Air Staff and the
ChmmCAA,aSeuetmatandMBomdmenbasdrawnﬁomappmpnmmxspaoeusas
RegularBoardMedmgsareconvmedbytheDlrector who acts as Chairman. The UKAB is
charged with determining what occurred, the primary cause of a reported Airprox and to
dlassify, in its opinion, the risk of collision. It is not the purpose of the UKAB to apportion
blame or liability. The Board may comment on any remedial action taken and, where
appropriate, make safety recommendations to appropriate bodies. The UKAB is also
responsible for maintaining records of reported Airprox and making information available to
appropriate bodies.

g UKAB Final Report. A final report of each Airprox investigation and assessment will
be forwarded by the Director UKAB, via the chain of command, to all pilots and controllers
involved. Thereporgwlndlmﬂnotldamiymdmdualmwmpmynanmwﬂlmcludca
precis of the information available from those involved and comment from appropriate
authorities; a summary of the deliberations of the Board, whose opinion as to cause and degree
of risk is also recorded. These individual reports are collated into a six monthly report issued by
the Director UKAB,

h. Follow-up Action. Any safety recommendations that the Board may have cause to
makearetbnvardedbyﬁxeDum&ortoﬂxerelevamamhmty It is the responsibility of that
authority to consider what action is appropriate and to advise the UKAB when any follow-up
action has been completed.

i and Examination — Overseas. Until notified otherwise, the
mvesugau and examination of Airprox incidents overseas is to be in accordance with the instructions
given in RAF GAIJ 1021, Pa:t]I,pamlOetseq(asammded) However, all references to ‘C (G)
10(RAF Overscas)’ are to be deleted and ‘the UKAB’ inserted

805.130 FURTHER DETAILS PERTINENT TO ATCOR REPORTING ONLY

805130.1 Initial evaluation of ATCORs submitted in compliance with the CAA Mandatory

Ocarence Reporting Scheme is camied out by SDU3 of the CAA Safety and Investigations Data
Department (SIDD). If the report is opened for investigation the SDD appoints, and forwards a copy of
the report to, an appropriate Executor. The appointed Executor for occurrences involving UK and UK-
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basedUSAFmihtaryalm'ewand/orconuollemlsSOZATC(S&TﬁatHQSTC who will initiate an
investigation and request that reports be submitted as W The appointed Executor for
occurrences involving aireraft under DPA jurisdiction is D (ATC). The appointed Executor for
occurrences involving Foreign military aircrew is DAP (ORAL1). For those incidents involving military
aircrew, an Aircrew Occurrence Repor, illusirated at Annex 805B, is to be completed. Completed
reports are to be distributed to the Command Flight Safety Officer or equivalent under covering letter
from the unit, detailing any recommendations or action taken to prevent a recurrence on pestinent flight
safetymu&s,togﬂhavuﬂlaoopytoSOZATC(S&’l‘)?a Once command comments are received at
HQSTC SO2ATC(S&T)3mnforwardaconsohdatednnhtaxyrq:orttoﬂleSﬂ)Dand,nfallﬂle
flight safety issues have been addressed, recommend closure of the investigation. ‘The SIDD
mayrmse itional queries, but normally the investigation of an ATCOR is concluded at this stage.

805.130.2 For ATS/ASACS Units, ATC Incident Report Parts 1& 2 at Annexes 805C and D (a
step-by-step guide is on the reverse of the report) and the relevant radar and RT

are to be held at the Unit, WthOZATC(S&'I')3reoelvwamqustforassxstancemmﬂxe
investigation of an occurrence, a copy of the ATCOR will be forwarded to the Unit and a response

The OC Unit/SATCO/SOpsO is to prepare his report, in a similar fashion to that for an AIRPROX,
“félﬁxdnsmmdudeopnnonmmewuseofﬂleocammceand,whaeappmpnate,anyorallofihe
owing:

A personal assessment of the causal factors together with any safety issues directly or
mdnmﬂyxelevanttoﬂlemudmt

b. Any action taken or recommended in respect of current practices or procedures where
such changes might prevent a similar occurrence.

c Details of the action taken in respect of unit staff involved.

The OC Unit/SATCO/SOpsO is to forward his report plus a copy of Annexes 805C and D together
with applicable RT/landline transcripts. For ASACS Units, these reports are to be submitted through the
appropriate chain of command, with copies to SO2 ATC (S&T) 3 at HQ STC.

805.130.3 Whenever a military controller has reason to believe that he, or aircraft under his
control, has been implicated in an ATCOR, he is to advise the Supervisor as soon as possible. Units are
then to report the circumstances of the occurrence to SO2 ATC (S&T) 3 by telephone, supplemented by
anAICInadentsmgan‘PmlatAnnexSOSC ASACS Units are also to report the incident to therr

appropriate HQ

805.135 FURTHER DETAILS PERTINENT TO AIR (C) REPORTING ONLY

805.135.1 AIR (C) reports are to be submitied to HQ STC Ops Spt (ATC) staff officers (normally

SO2 ATC (S&T) 3), via ATC Incident Report Parts 1 and 2 at Annexes 805C and D. Some additional

information can also be found in the RAF Manual of Flight Safety (AP 3207) Chapter 5.

805.1352 Obijectives of the AIR (C). The objectives of the AIR (C) are as follows:
a. To ensure that HQ STC Ops Spt (ATC) staff officers are advised of hazardous or
potentially hazardous air incidents, technical defects, procedural irregularities and/or ATC
occurrences that do not result in an Airprox.

b. To enable an assessment to be made regarding the safety implications of each
occurTence.

c. To ensure that knowledge of these occurrences is disseminated in a timely fashion so
that other organizations may leam from them.

The overall objective of the AIR (C) is to use the reported information to improve the level of
flight safety rather than to attribute blame.
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8051353 MMM% The following gmdelmsmdwateﬂwtypeof
events that may be reported as incidents; mehstlsnotexbwsuvemd guidance should be
wugnﬁumwpawmmﬂ',hmnmmgasmHQSTCOpsSpt(ATQstaﬁformywanmtﬁanmg
within the spirit of these guidelines:

a Occmrences whese an accident was only avoided by the narrowest of margins,

b. Errors by ATC staff, aircrew, aircraft operating or maintenance personne] that reduce
the levels of safety normally expected.

c A significant failure or unforeseen downgrading of any safety-critical system.

d. Occurrences involving a serious increase in ATC or aircrew workload which reduced,
or could have reduced, safety margins.

e Any loss of planned separation between aircraft.

f Any occurrence where ATC procedures, military flying regulations or, where
appropriate, civil legislation are breached.

Whmanmd:w@almirectsuppoﬁofmmﬂopmonsorﬂlghtsafetyhas
advasdyeﬁ"ectedby incapacitated due to illness, the use of medicines, drugs or alcohol;
or effected by noxious oranyolhersubstance.

h ‘When a pilot advises a controller that he has received and has responded to a TCAS
Resolution Advisory (RA).

8051354  Reporting Procedure.

a Anynuhtaryoonnollerofmyrmﬂ(maywbmitanAR(C) whenever he considers that
the safety of an aircraft has been or could have been prejudiced by a hazard or potential hazard;
805.120 and Annexes 805F and G refer.

b. SubmissionsmtobemﬁemmemTlateatAmexSOSCmd,lfapphcable,Amex
803D. A y-step guide advising on the level of content required can be found on the
reverse of bo hmdmtReporlsandasa‘popup‘ﬂagonelee\mmccopmofﬂ:efmm&

8051355  Investigation of AIR (C) Reports. HQ STC Ops Spt(ATC) staff officers will:

a Evalumewdlmdanr?onmeivedmddeddewhidlocumcsmquheﬁmha
investigation. The options available to the HQ STC Investigation Team are as follows:

0] ngn_. Further investigation is considered necessary and the appropriate
parties/c ions will be contacted for further information. The incident
will be closed on completion of the investigation, or when it becomes clear that
no further progress can be made.

@) Closed On Receipt  Based on the report content and any additional
information reoexved,noﬁnﬁermvwhgahomsreqmmd/possible. The details
of the incident will, however, be recorded and forwarded to potentially
interested parties.

i1} on Reportable. The incident, as reported, is not considered to apply within
@ ﬂ:eswpeofﬂJeAlR(C)systﬂnandmllnotbemorded. el

b. Assess and analyse the information reported to them in order to detect and rectify flight
safety issues or deficiencies.

JSP318A 805-8 ORIGINAL



c Miake such checks as they consider necessary to ensure that interested parties are taking
remedial action in relation to reported incidents. pert

d Where appropriate, issue specific advice or instructions to both military and civilian
organizations.

8051356 Confidentiality. Whilst the AIR (C) is not a confidential reporting system, every
possible effort will be made to preserve the anonymity of both the originator and their parent unit,

805.140 BREACHES OFATC REGULATIONS BY CIVIL PILOTS

805.140.1 InthcevmtofaavﬂpnbtwmnthngabwadlofATCReglﬂauonswmmnedmﬂlm
regulations at a military aerodrome, the Commanding Officer is to make a signalled report to:

a Ministry of Defence (DNO).
b. HQ Director Army Aviation. | (as appropriate)

¢.  RAFCommand HQ.
DPA.
e DAP [Signal Message Address — DAP (ORA) LONDON] for the attention of ORA1.
805.140.2 The signalled report is to be followed as soon as possible by a written submitted

through the normal chanmels, together with signed statements by witnesses, in duplicate, for reference to
the Civil Aviation Authority. The identity of the aircraft, or the action taken to attempt to obtain
identification, is also to be notified in the report.

8051403 Where a breach of ATC regulations is associated with a reported Airprox incident
within the UK FIR, the signal report required at para 1 above is also to be addressed to UKAB Uxbridge
and LATCC (Mil) AIS (Mil); cross-referring to the reported Airprox.

805.145 BREACHES OF ATC REGULATIONS BY MILITARY PILOTS

805.145.1 RN Air Stations. LATCC (Mil) AIS (Mil) are to be consulted when identification of
an offending aircraft is required. Reports in writing are to include a brief description of the incident,
weather conditions, traffic information and any other pertinent information.

a RN Aircraft Breaches of regulations committed by RN aircraft at RN air stations are
to be investigated by the SATCO and reported to Commander (Air) who will initiate any
necessary disciplinary action.

b. Other Military Aircraft. Breaches of regulations are to be reported to Commander

(Air) who will initiate a written report to COMNA. After investigation, COMNA is to forward
the reports to MOD DNO with a copy to HQ STC (for SO2 ATC (S&T) 3).

805.145.2 Army Airfields. All breaches of flying discipline are to be investigated by the unit
commander. Subsequent reports are to be forwarded to HQ DAAwn for further action. Any violation of
ATC regulations is also to be reported in writing within 24 hours, giving full details of the incident, to
the responsible officer at the first point of landing.

8051453  RAF Airfields and ATCCs.

a Breaches of Flying Discipline. Allbrmch&sofﬂymgdlsmphncaremberq)oned
directly to the Officer Commanding Flying/Operations Wi

b. Breaches of Air Traffic Control ions.
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805.1454

@ A breach of ATC regulations commitied while the pilot is under acrodrome or

control is to be reported to the OC Flying/Ops Wg. If the offence is
ommni&edbyapﬂotﬂsubjeamﬂledisdpﬁmrygwasof&esmﬁonammmda-
e.g pilots from other Commands - the report is to be forwarded to the Command HQ
concerned.

(i) A breach of ATC regulations committed while a pilot is under the control of an
ATCC is to be reported to the HQ of the pilot’s parent Command, using, in duplicate,
the proforma shown at Annex 805E, together with a copy of the ATC Incident Report
Parts 1 and 2 at Annexes 805C and D.

@iii) A breach of ATC regulations committed by a Naval, Ammy or foreign military
pilot is to be reported as soon as possible through normal chanmels to DAP ORAL, The
report is to include signed statements by witnesses in duplicate. The identity of the
aircraft, or the action taken to attempt to identify the aircraft, is also to be notified in the
Initial brief details are also to be notified to HQ STC Ops Spt (ATC) by
completing the ATC Incident Report Parts 1 and 2 at Annexes 805C and D, along with
the proforma at Annex 80SE. Subsequently, one copy of the completed A7C Incident
Reports Part 1 & 2 (together with a signed statement by the controller’s assistant if
appropriate) is to be forwarded to HQ STC (SO2 ATC (S&T) 3) within 5 days of the -
incident. In his covering letter, the OC Unit/SATCO is to comment on the
circumstances leading up to the incident and refer to any relevant safety issues.

DPA Airfields. ATSUs and Ranges. The reporting of breaches of
regulations is to be in accordance with DFIs and AvP67 as appropriate.

805150 OTHER REPORTS

805.150.1

Confidentisl Direct Occurrence Report. Nothing contained in these Regulations

prevents any miljtary controller from submitting a Confidential Direct Occurrence Report (CONDOR)
(See RAF Manual of Flight Safety, AP 3207, Chapter 5).

805.150.2

Human Factors Open Report. Nothing contained in these Regulations prevents any

military personnel from submitting a Human Factors Open Report (HFOR) (See RAF Mannal of Flight
Safety, AP 3207, Chapter 5).

JSP 318A
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a ® Annex 805B Aircrew Occurrence Report

L*

ATCOR . AIR© Breach of ATC Regulations  *Deletcas appeopeiare

Basic Details of Incident.
a. Date Time UTC

b. Aircraft type(s)

c. Callsign(s)

d. FL/Altitude/Height Pressure Setting

Description of Incident. If relevant, include confirmation on whether or not the other aircraft
was sighted and, if so, your assessment of the degree of risk, if any. The text should include your
recollections of the incident, your workload at the time, cockpit distractions etc. Continue on a
separate sheet if necessary.

Date Signature
Name
Rank
Unit
. Station
SFSO’s contact details
This report is forwarded in response to

Dated
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Your Reference: D/DAS/64/3 _
. e on _lrent

8% July 2002

it - 0
Section il

Moo |

| i R |

- <c o0 2

Thankyou very much for your considered reply of 27" June.

While it gave a full and frank reply to my question which is most appreciated, I fear that I made my question too specific, so Tam
writing again to elaborate on my original question, and to ask some additional questions relevant to how the MOD handles UFO
reports.

1 shall number them for the purpose of clarity, and in case further reference to the same questions is necessary in the future.
1. Does the Ministry of Defence still wish to receive UFO reports from military and/or public sources?

2. Ifthe answer to (1) is yes to either military or public sources, what subsequent action is taken with respect to those reports? (I
appreciate that different types of report may require different handling, if it will help matters I am quite willing to provide
hypothetical examples of reports on which to base the answer(s) to this question).

3. Ihave come across documents from the 1960's at the Public Records Office (PRO reference DEFE 31/118, "UFO Policy") which
include draft and final versions of standard operating procedures for the handling of UFQO sightings, and other official instructions
with respect to UFO reports. I was particularly interested in the following,

(a) Headquarters Fighter Command Air Staff Instruction No. F/1
Title: Reporting of unusual aircraft or unusual phenomena.
(Parts I and II)

{(b) Air Ministry Operations Centre, Standard Operating Procedures No. 16/60
Title: Reports of Unidentified Fiying Objects

(c) A rough draft of a document entitled "Unidentified Flying Objects-Policy” which appears to be a draft of a policy document
for the then Air Ministry and describing the actions to be taken by the Ministry on receipt of UFO reports.

3(i) Are similar procedural documents in place?

3(ii) If the answer to 3(i) is yes, are they regarded as too sensitive for public viewing?

3(iii) If the answer to 3(ii) is no, may I please have copies of them?

3(iv) If the answer to 3(ii) is yes, please can you tell me the document references and titles in order that I may make an
application under the Code of Practice relating to the release of Government information, or perhaps you would be willing to
provide copies with the sensitive information obliterated?

T have enclosed copies of the PRO documents referred to in order that you can compare them to existing decuments to assist you
in answering these questions. I do not require them to be returned to me as I have another copy.

4. Within the documents referred to in #3 is a statement under the subtitle "Press Publicity” to the effect that service personnel are
not to discuss sighting reports (visual or radar, originating from military or public sources) with the press, and to do so would be
in contravention of the Official Secrets Act. Is this still the policy relating to UFO sightings?

1 apologise for the length and amount of detail in this letter, but I thought it best to make the questions as clear as possible in order to
avoid repeated clarifications in the future. Should you require clarification of any of the questions, please fell free to contact me by
telephone or email.

Thankyou in advance for your patience,

e
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Lemerting,
1. Air Winistry hove drewn eifestion ir the difficulty of
investigeting untdentified reriel phanomevn some time after
ongurrarcer have been renorted by 3ervice witnesnos.

of, ferin) Phenovens

2. They heve yequested thut »11 future sightings be investi-
gated on the spot Ly the Unit fmnediately ooncernsd and that
interrogstion reports be included,whenever posrible,in amplifi-
cetion of the aiguting signile recuired by FPighter Command 24y
Steff Instructions No, §/1, Part YI. Where thds is nat
practicable, interrogetion reports sre to follow as soon as
posuible.

3. Civilien witnessas of aerisl phenomens ers net (o be
interrogatad to the same oxtent ae Dervice witnasses, tut any
additionsl informgtion of value they possess 48 to be

(C. DUNKERLEY)
Wing Commsnder,

FPor Sepior Mr Staff

'ighter Command
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HEADQUARTERS FIGHTER COMMAND AIR STAFF INSTRUCTION NO. ®/1

S I R I & I T I 2 A e o T s e Do e RN 3
L L g S
REPORTING OF UNUSUAL AIRCRAPT OR AERTAL PHENOMENA
RN
PART T ~ RADAR SIGHTINGS
¢ R T IO T GO) BT . R . b "
Introduttion : . Dwgcalo g et wy S 4 b

snaste e, o ¥ oo
1. This Instruction replaces instructions previously promulgated by letter.

A copy of Part I of this instruoction is to be immedistely available to Squadron
Commanders of Night/All Weather Squadrons, to the Air Defence Confroller ati:
4.D.0,C., to Master Controllers and Reporting Controllers at M.R.S'z., ond to
DisplayiContrellers at SatelliterRadar Stations, to'G.C.I. Gontrollers. and .
Diaplay Controllers at: all: other! €.»& Ri:stations ahd'to: Duty Stefif and Aim Staff
officers at Group and Commsand Headquerters. enben, e fojuiant

Immediste Investigation

2, When an unusual phencmenon or track is observed by radar, the ocourrence ia
1o be investigeted immediately, This investigstlion should endesvour to deiermine
whother the phencmenon or treck is due to;-

(8) & technical feult.

(v) & friendly aircreft previously unidentified.

(o) Interference.

(@) Meteorclogical conditions,
(With referonce to (b), the procedure for idenLifying airoruft, and for reporti
airoraft that remein unidentified, is laid down in Headquarters Pighter a
Control and Reporting Procedure Instructions, In areas where, or at times when,
the identification of all eiroraft is not carried out, a track should be

considered upusuel if it is moving at a ground speed exceeding 700 knots or at an
altitude exceeding 60,000 feet).

Reporting
3 If the immedinte investigation does not discover the oourse of the Lruok or
phenomenon, a report is to be mede by Confidential Routine signel to Heedquartera
Fighter Command (Opa, C. and R.) copies for information to G:pup. This report is
to include: -

(2) The appearance of the echo,

(b) The ground speed end altitude of the echo.

(c) Wnether it is continuous or intermittent.

(a) Tt pignsl atrength (atrong, medium or week) throughout the time of
observation, including pick-up and fade points.

(e) The range and bearing of these points.
(£) The type of rader used.

(g) Whether confirmation was obteined from other types of radar.

UNGLASSIFIED

i NI st :




: e DA Sl |
‘ A Fiaase nois that this mpy I- auppliad wby.m ) IM ul 's larmi aad condilions and Lhal your uss of Il may be subject lo
of and availsbis

] Lo given in the Terms and Conalions of supply
Reprographic Ordenng counier.

o M SO o e

UNCLASSIFIED

-2

4 copy of the receid shaets, fogeﬁhe
{where applicnble) is to be unt .\'s pust.

Analysis

L, Operstions Branch Head ig]

and if an explanation cannot be raund & report will be rendersd by Confidentiel
Routine signal to Air Minietry (D.D.I. (Tech)), {information copy to Intelligence
Bro.nch, H, Q.F c.).
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Introduction

j
PART IT - VISUAL SIGHTINGS ‘
i
6. A& copy of Part IT of this instruction is to be immediztely available to all {
Station Commanders, Squadron Commenders and Intelligencé Officers during working
hours, and to Station Duty Officers and Duty Staff Officers at all other times. ‘

Bightinga by Sorvice Pursonnel

7. (a) Aireraft. Should & wember of the Services, or of the Royal Observer
Corps cbserve an aircraf't belonging to the Soviet bloc; or one which cannot
be identified as friendly, behaving in a manner likely to cause suspicion,
that is, flying other than the flight pattern normally seen in the particular
area; he is to report the sighting to his Station Commander through his

superior officer immediutely.

(b) Phenomena, Should a member of the Services see an object in the sky
for which he cannot account, he is to report it at once to the Station

. Commender through his superior officer.

(e) Action by Commanding Officers. In both cases (a) and (b) abave, the
Gommanding OFfour 16 to reporl thu ooourrence by telephone to the appropriste
Master Radar Station without delay, end is to initiate a sighting signel as
detailed in paragraph (&) below. He is then to arrange the immediate
interrogation of the witness/witnesses and to send & report of the interro-
gation to all addressees of the signal in paragraph 7(£) as soon as possible,
(d) Aetion by Avrovew, Where mighlings of suspioious wircrafi or phenonena
are made by airorew when airborne, they are to report the ocourrence
immedistely as follows:-

(i)  Crews of Fighter Aiveraft. To the appropriate Master Radar

Station.

(11) Crows of Other Adroreft. To the approprivte Master Rader Station

if in radio contact, otherwise to the appropriate Air Treffic Control

authority. -

/e) Sighting Signal.

UNCLA SSIF IED,
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(9) Sighting Signal. The signal is to be graded "Priority Gonfidential",
addressed to Air Ministry, London (for the atteptiun of A.M.O.C.),
Headquarters Fighter Command and A.D,0.C., and repeated to Group Headquarters.
It is to be set out as follows:-
(1)  The time ("Z") of the occurrence.
(i1} The place where it was observed (Georef, or distance and bearing
from a town or R.A.F. Station).
{1ii) A detailed desoription of the aircraft or phenomenon (i.e., size,
shape, colour, movements or changes in appearance if any, its estimated
altltude, spsed and course, and the duralion of the observation).
(iv) Whether the observer has been trained in aireraft recognition.
(v)  How many other people saw the phencmenon.
Sightings of Phenomena by Civilians
8. Should a civilien report to an R.A.F. euthority that he has observed a
plienononon, a sdgiasl us in purageaph 7(B), but including the neme and address of
the civilian, is to be despatched. It ia also to be follewed by an amplifying
written report to 211 addressees in paragraph 7(5’) a8 soon as practicable after
the sighting. A letter of acknowledgment and thanks should be sent to the
eivilian, but any action taken as e result of the report must not be disclosed
oither verbally or in writing,
Fress Publioity
9.  Bightings by Service personnel, or the aotion taken as e resuli of sightings
by civilian personnel, sre in no circumstances to be di;closed to the Press.
Hembers of the Press are, if they meke enquiries, to be referred to the Information
Mvision of the Adr Minjstry, Whitehall Gardeons, Tondon, 9,W,),
Entry in S.R.0s8.
10. Statiorsere to insert in $.R.0s. at intervals of thres months an order
aimilar to the following:-

{a) "Visual Sighting of Suspicious Aireraft or Aeriel Phenomena

(1) Inlidentitled Mporalt, Ay oftdner or wivean who neoy an wlperall,
that he cannot identify as friendly is immediately to refer the sighting
to his superior officer for guidance.

(3i) Aerial Phenomena.

e UNGLASSIFIED ~
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(2i) Merial Phenomena. Likewise any officer or airman who observes
in the sky a phenomenon or object so unusual that he considers it should

be investigeted, is to report it to his superior officer.

(111) Tn no ciroumstences is any communication to be made to the Press

without Air Ministry authority.”

December, 1960
FG/5.48160/0ps.(C.& R.)
PC/S.42917/Int.

UNCLASSIFIED
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Amendment to Revised Version of 4.5.I.
No. ¥/1, Part I1

Detpil

1. Amend paragraph 7(e) to read 7(f}). Amend two references
in paragraph 7(c), and two references in paregraph 8,
accordingly.

2, TInsert new paragraph 7(e), as follows:~

“(a) Action by Mastor Rudar Stations., When ai; ldins"l ury

voportod Lo o Master Redar Statlon under (¢) aud (4), (1)
and (1i), above, the Mester Controller or his deputy is to
ensure that the radar is checked for any unidentified
rasponses, If the Master Rader Station has aircraft
under control in the vieinity of the reported phenomena,
those ailrcraft are to be diverted to investigate the
phencmena. .

UNCLASSIFIED
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AIR WINISTRY QPERATIONS CENTRE
SPANDARD OFEPATING FROCEDURE HO. 16/60

REPORTS OF UNIDENTIFLED FLYING OBYECTS
/M// Py
Beferences /= "‘7/4‘““‘:“ ‘“‘“’%"‘ W)

t. Loose mimute D.D.I.(TECH)/290/HIT38 dated 13th April, 1960, Piled as
enolosure 1 A, on AMOG/S.92/23.

Background

2. The responsibility for dealing with reporta of Unideutified Flylug Objects 1o
with 8.6 and A.1.(P)5b. Reporte frow olvilian sources and the replies thureto are
dealt with by 8.6., and reports from servics sources ineluding unidentified radar
responses are dealt with by AI.(T)5h.

3. Heporis may be received from both service and ocivilian sources. The Rasident
Clerk and the D.I.S.0. will keep the Duty Officar A.M.0.C. informed of swy reporis
they receive cutside normal workiug’hours. Some reports are the result of the
release of meteorologiocal bdlloone, which give rise to reports of heighis in the
sy or unidentified radar responses.

Aotlon by Duty Offiver A.M.0.0.

4. The Duty Officer is to take aotion to raconcile reports of lighis in the sky
or unidentified radar rosponses, by telephoming as appropriatas-

8. Stamuors Met. Office (STONBUROVE €361 Ex. 660 or 649), to check whether
balloons are being released and in which direction. ('I“his office is
not nopmally open during the evenipg or wight).

b. A.D.0.C., to roguast a check of F.C. radar stetions for nnidontified
LUBHONLNN.

5. The Duty Officer is to pass the reporis, together with any additional
information cbtained, as followak-

2. During nommsl working hours to A.I.{Tech)5b. (METROFOLE Bxt. 45L).
b. Outgide normal working hours to the D.I.S.0. !

S p bpe. |

{P. DOBSON
Wing Commandor.
21et September, 1960 for Officer 1/0 AM.0.C.

Bistribution

Duty Off%oera Handbodk
. of T.{a) .
il.l.g'l')l ~
L{TRCH)5(b)

AT.44
Reaideat Clerk
AMo/s5.52/23
AMOC/TS.92/2
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public relations problew, ab any rase to auy ateor extent
t nn the host of othor queations on which membays of the publio
write to the Alr Kinimtxry. T underwtand tlud Inf,2 hav baen
anlked to sign letters about 1% only because D.D.I. Peohs.) fuld
that people might sosetizes Follow up thelr anguiries by
salting for en interview and sonslderstions of ascurity made 1%
indesiruble that intezviews ahould be 16 any of the offices
15ed by hia stafl, [ aonfens Ehat this seens o we an
syrrangencnt and I should hove thought that the answer lay in
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Unidentified Flying Objeots = Polioy

T 1. The Alr Ministry is responsible for the collationda’ all reports dealing with

U.F.0s. This responeibility has been delegated to A.l.(Tech)3 in the Deputy Direc-
torste of Intelligence (Techniosl). '

2, All reperts from all sources are to be sent to A.I.(Teoh)3 for ¢xamination,
stwlysis wnd classificwtion.

3. Reports on unidentified airoraft emanating fyom sources other than Fighter
Coumand .

All such reports are to be noted snd pessed to C.I.J. Fighter Command for
investiation.

4. Leticrs fron mebery of the publie

Letters will be received st Air Minlstry in the first instancs by the
Public Relstions branch who will send off en immediate acknowledgement.

The letter will then be passed to AJJ.(Tech)3 for anelysis, or slternatively
the context of the letter may be paseed to £.I.(Tech)3 by P.R. over the telephane.
This latter method should be used when it appears thet come immediste investipation
is warrsnted.

A.I.(Tech)3 will examine the report and attempt to obtain subatentiating
evidence from Fighter Coumand, MET, WA eto as appropriate.

The result of the investigation is to be forwarded to the putlic relations
department who will write a suitsble reply to the member of the public concerned.
5. Records to be l-ept by A.L.(Teoh)3

(a) Register

411 reports will be ent:red in a special register as they arrive and will

inolude the following detmils .

(i) Deteils of originator i.e. clvilian,MET,etc

(11} Addrons of originator
{141) Prelininery closslfication aof sighting i.e. ballaun‘nircrnrt eto

(iv) Height

{v) 8peed

(vi) sShape
(vii) gize

(viii) Golour
(ix) Date/Time and locality of sighting
(x) Remerks
(b) A folder isto he reised for each rejort into which all papers relsting to
the occurrence ere to be pleced
(a) A pro forma which includes the deteils mentioned in sub para (a) sbove end
also shows details of the investigation and anclysis, is to be completed and

inserted as the last enclosure in the case folder.

/6.
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6. Consolidated Reports
An snnuel report swmerising all U.F.0, sightings by types is to be
submltied to D.0.L.(Teah),
Examples of the veriocus categories of U.,F.0. sightings are given below
(a) Balloons
(b} aireraft
() Miesiles
(1) Awtronontosl phenomans
(e) Other phenomena
{£) Unknown

(g) Insufficient deta for evaluation




From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) £ ﬂ
Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE )
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP :
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7:
(Fax)
(GTN) ! A
Your Reference
Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3
ate
25 July 2002

e SRR

Further to our letter of 3 September 2001, 1 am writing concerning three documents from the
MQOD file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest,
Suffolk, which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been
withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,




From:
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberiand Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax) ‘
(GTN)
Your Reference
o
Date
Suffolk 25 July 2002

Further to our letter of 22 January 2002, I am writing concerning three documents from the MOD
file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk,
which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been
withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) N s

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP .
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
@™ _O;
Your Reference
BoRgi
IVErpoo! ate
Merseyside 25 July 2002

Further to our letter of 14 May 2002, I am writing concerning three documents from the MOD file
on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk,
which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been

withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincer:
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE -
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue} Londorn,
WC2N 5BP .

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

0

‘ Your Reference

7 R
Chelsea B%Ag eéae/%ce

‘ PR 1y 2002
40 vy

oo SN 0

'Further to our letter of 18 July 2001, I am writing concerning three documents from the MOD file
on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk,

‘which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

{ There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
.under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

| The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been

withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,
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Operations & Policy 1

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, -~ |

WC2N 5BP ) . (N
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140

(Swlitchboard) 020 7218
(GTN) i

Your Reference
Qur Xeference
eiston D/DAS/64/3

t
Suffolk 28 Tty 2002

Further to our letter of 6 September 2001, I am writing concerning three documents from the
MOD file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest,
Suffolk, which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

"The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been
withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,




Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140

(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000
(Fax)
(GTN) |

Your Reference

Qur Refer

Dﬁt)AS/ef/’ice

rewsbury ate
Shropshire 25 July 2002

o Y

Further to our letter of 19 November 2001, I am writing concerning three documents from the
MOD file on the alleged sighting of an “Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest,
Suffolk, which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been
withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,




or—J
From ‘
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1 ‘3“
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE ey
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard)
(Fax)
(GTN)

Your Reference

T
B)‘Bﬁ/%ﬁ?"“
25 July 2002

Liverpool

Further to our letter of 30 November 2001, I am writing concerning three documents from the
MOD file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest,
Suffolk, which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been

withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,



From:
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, Lo|
WC2N 58P
Telephone {Direct dial) 0207218 2140 )
{Switchboard) 0207218 9000
(Fax)
™ Section il
Your Reference
Dﬁ)Reference
St Helens 25 July 2002

Merseyside

40

Further to our letter of 29 January 2002, T am writing concerning three documents from the MOD
file on the alleged sighting of an “Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk,
which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

‘There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
under the scope of Exemption 2, However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
rrecommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been
withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

(Fax)
@™ WO‘

Your Reference
Qur Refi e
B}itSAS/%ﬁ%C
2
E&z‘rse 23 Tuly 2002

DeafSTSHIOAEAS

Further to our letter of 24™ September 2001, T am writing concerning three documents from the
MOD file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest,
Suffolk, which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been

withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,



From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

0

Your Reference

Qur Reference
D/DAS/64/3

ate
25 July 2002

€St Y orkshire

e ERRSRONEN O

_ Further to our letter of 16 October 2001, I am writing concerning three documents from the MOD
file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk,
which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been

withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,



From: ‘

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

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

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

Your Reference

DbAgA

Date
25 July 2002

Further to our letter of 24 October 2001, I am writing concerning three documents from the MOD
file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk,
which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been

withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,



From: , %}7’
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) i
Operations & Policy 1 -
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

F
A Section I

Your Reference
Qur Reft
DIDAS/B4B°
Date

25 July 2002

?DEME401

Further to our letter of 24™ September 2001, I am writing concerning three documents from the
MOD file on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest,
Suffolk, which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

There has recently been an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the decision to
‘withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three documents do fall
‘under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of this case he
recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual who made the
complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been
withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) -
Operations & Policy 1 §
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE —
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP

Telephone (Direct diat} 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 8000

F:
o (.40

Your Reference

Qur Reference
DIDAS/E47

. Dat
Hamishlre 2% ?uly 2002

o SRR O

Further to our letter of 13 May 2002, 1 am writing concerning three documents from the MOD file
on the alleged sighting of an ‘Unidentified Flying Object’ near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk,
which were withheld from you under Exemption 2 of the Code of Practice on Access to
Government Information (the Code).

As you will be aware, there was an investigation by the Parliamentary Ombudsman into the
decision to withhold these documents and the Ombudsman has concluded that the three
documents do fall under the scope of Exemption 2. However, in the particular circumstances of
this case he recommended that the documents should nonetheless be provided to the individual
who made the complaint, and MOD has accepted this.

The MOD also agreed to supply the documents to all those from whom they had previously been

withheld and they are therefore enclosed for your information. Some have been anonymised in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.

Yours sincerely,




CODE 1877
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This non-oralsguestion has been allocated to
Minister(AF) for answer.

2. Would you please supply a draft reply and background note,
together with any relevant Hansard extracts and Press cuttings,
to-reach this office at the time shown on the front cover.

3. Please submit a copy of the draft answer to PS/USofS(AF)
when returning this, allowing sufficient time for USofS(AF)
to comment.

UMENT
Office of Minister(AF)

ioom 6386 Main Building

dtren - ¥

REDACTED Ol

1-APS/Minister(AF) (thro' DUS(Air))

Copy to:
APS/US of S(AF)
Ops(GE) 2(RAF)

1. I have placed opposite a draft reply to PQ 7608C.
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' FOR NON ORAL ANSWER

SIR PATRICK WALL (CONSERVATIVE) (BEVERLEY).

Sir Patrick Wall - To ask tﬁe Secretary of State for

Defende whether, in view of the
fact that the United States' Air
Force memo of 13 January-l981 on
; . the incident at RAF Woodbridge
has been released under the Freedom
of Information Act, he will now
release reports and documents
concerning similar unexplained

incidents in the United Kingdom.

| . SUGGESTED ANSWER (Mr Stanley)

This has been considered. It is the intention to publish reports.



3 . Background Note . .

These three quest::.om follow from the News of the World o
article of 2 October 1983 (Annex 4) descrlblng an alleged UFO
sighting by USAF personnel at RAF Woodbridge in Suffolk on
27 December 1980.

The report of 1% January 1981 (Annex B) examined by the~
Air Staff and DS 8. It was concluded that there was nothing

.°f defence interest in the alleged sight}ng.

There was, of course, no question of any contact with
"alien beings" nor was any unidentified object seen on any

radar recordings, as alleged in the News of the World. .

A BBC investigation into the incident following publication

of the News or the World Article concluded that a possible

explanation for the lights seen by the USAF persbnnel was the
pulsating light of the Orfordness lighthouse some & - 7 miles

away.

The sole interest of the MOD in ﬁFO reports is to establish
whether they reveal anything of defence interest (eg intruding
aircraft). MOD investigations are not pursued beyond the point
at which we are satisfied that a report has no defence
implications. No attempts are made to identify ad catalogue

the likely explanation for individual reports.

Last year, Lord Long, during a debate initiated by
the Earl Clancarty, said that he would 1ook into the possibility

"~ of publlshing such reports as are received by the H1n1stry or

) . : Jesa




Defenc'e. Us of S(AF) ha.s now dec:.ded to release comp:.lations

i of reports.’ They will be publlshed on a quarterly basis a.nd

w:.ll be ava:.lable to members o.t‘ the publ:.c, ‘at a small charge
to. cover costs.' US of S(AF) had planned to make ‘an’ announcement
shortly in the House of Lords through an arranged PQ. Pend:.ng
arrangements for an announcement in the Lords, US of S(AF)

has agreed that we should indicate the decision in the Commons.




e “'_._‘ I T g Nl ‘ e P PQ . 7)607&/‘{
f(nob;!‘i | . - 7‘//

This non-oralxgquestion has been allocated to
M;nlster(AF) for answer. :

2. Would you please supply a draft reply and background note,
together with any relevant Hansard extracts and Press cuttings,
to.reach this office at the time shown on the front cover.

3. Please submit a copy of the draft answer to PS/USOfS(AF)
when returning thls, allowing sufficient time for USofS(AF)
to comment - :

REDACTED ON C CUMENT

office o nister (AF)
Room 6386 Main Building
Extension

Qe o~ ¥3

M2

APS/Minister(AF) (thro' DUS(Air))

J Copy to:
“APS/US of S(AF)
Ops(GE)2(RAF)

1. I have placed opposite a draft_reply to PQ 7607C.

2. The same background note has been provided for PQ 7608C
and PQ 7609C.

REDACTED O ENT
21 October 1983
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SIR PATRICK WALL (CONSERVATIVE) (BEVERIEY).

Sir Patrick Wall < To agk the Secretary of State for

Defence, if he has seen the United
States Air Force memo dated 13
January 1981 concerning unexplained
lights near RAF Wbddbridge.

&

SUGGESTED ANSWER (Mr Stanley)

Yes.




Background Note

These three questioms follow from the News o:t‘ the World i
article of 2 October 1983 (Annex A) descrlblng an alleged UFO
sighting by USAF personnel at RAF Woodbridge in Suffolk'on
27 December 1980. '

The report of 13 January 1981 (Annex B) examined by the
Air Staff and DS 8. It was concluded that there was nothing

of defence interest in the alleged sight;ng.

There was, of course, no question of any contact with
"alien beings" nor was any unidentified object seen on any

radar recordings, as alleged in the News of the World.

A BBC investigation into the incident followipg publication
of the News or the World Article concluded that a possible
explanation for the lights seen by the USAF personnel was the

pulsating light of the Orfordness lighthouse some 6 - 7 miles

away.

The sole interest of the MOD in ﬁio reports is to establish
whether they reveal anything of defence interest (eg intruding
aircraft). MOD investigations are not pursued beyond the point
at which we are satisfied that a report has no defencé
implications. No sttempts are made to identiﬁyaﬂ.catalogue

thé>like1y explanation for individual reports.

Last year, Lord Long, during a debate initiated by
the EFarl Clancarty, said ‘that he would look into the possibility
of publishing such reports as are recelved by the Mlnistry of
/...
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Derence.' us of S(AF) has now declded to - release compzlations i
--0f reports. They Hlll be publlshed on a quarterly basis and
will be ava11ab1e to members of the publ;c, at a small charge

to cover costs.’ US of S(AF) had planned “to’ make an announcement
shortly in the House of Lords through an arranged PQ. Pending
_arrangements for an amnouncement in the Lords, US of S(AF) -

has agreed that we shouid_indicate the decision in the Commons.
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REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

APS/US of S({AF) '
through Sec(AS)2 _

1. US of S(AF) will recall recent correspondence on this matter
with Lord Hill-Norton and Rt Hon Merlyn Rees MP. 1In both cases he
took the line that we have nothing to add to what had already been
said on the Woodbridge incident. Indeed, this was the line taken in
previous correspondence with David Alton (See M3). The enclosed
draft reply to Mr Alton once more follows this approach.

2. Mr Alton specifically requested a copy of the MOD official

reply to# last letter. This is enclosed, together with an
earlier letTer to which it refers. There is no objection to passing
this correspondence to Mr Alton.

3. You may wish to note that Mr Alton has apparertly passed on
both letters sent by Lord Trefgarne on 19 March 85, even though one
of these was intended to be for his informatior orly.

12 June'1985

c
MB 8245
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REDAGTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT!
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D/US of S(AF)/DGT 5173 June 1985

Thank you.for your letter of 16 May to Michael Heseltine

enclosing one from (Y. You asked to see a copy of the
-Department's reply to [P letter of 25 February 1985 and this

is enclosed, together with earlier correspondence to which it refers.

As I pointed out irn my letter of 1§ March, the MOD concerns
itself only with the defengg implications of reporFed UFO sightings.
?In this concexﬁ, the report.submitted by Col Halt in January 1981 was
iexamined by those in the Depar;ment responsible for such matters and,
:as I have made clear in the past, it was considered to have no
defence signifi;ance.' We have since seen nothing to alter this view

and there is rothing I can usefully add to the comments made in

Sec(AS)'s letter or (NNENND

Lord Trefgarne

David Alton Esq MP
Job No 2-24

z X g ot e T T A i T T A i e
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HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA OAA

16th May 1985

eor lh‘d«o.d.

I enclose a letter I have received from MY (0! 10wing on
from enquiries I first raised with your Department in March.

I read NN lctter with great Interest and it seems to me that
the points he rcises 'are quite reasonable and merit a reply.
I should be most grateful if you could let me have your comments

.and If you could let me see’a copy of the reply to oWn

letter to your Department dated 25th February 1985,
Yours sincerely,

awid it

David Alton, MP.

The Rt. Hon. Michael Heseltine, MP.
Secretary of State

Minlstry of Defence

Maln Building

Whitehall
London _ .

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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WIGNAL DOCUMENT

14th May, 1985

David Alton, Esq., MP, .
House of Commons,

Westminster,

London SW1

—————

Dear Mr. Alten,

has kept me informed about her corres-
pondence with you on the unusual incidents which were reported to the Ministry

of Defence by USAF authorities at RAF Woodbridge in January 1981. I have also
seen Lord Trefgarne's letters to you of 19th March.

decided to write further to you about this puzzling
and disquieting case, and she referred to me her enclosed letter of 3lst March,
which is addressed to you, in the hope that I might be able to add useful comm-
ents. Much to my regret I have had to spend much time out of London on other

business in recent w and it is only now that I am able, very belatedly, to
send on letter to you.

My own background, .in brief, is that I served_in the Ministry of
Defence from 1949 to 1977, leaving in the grade of Under Secretary of State.
From 1969 to late in 1972 I headed a Division in the central staffs of the MOD
which had responsibilities for supporting RAF operations. This brought me into
touch with a proportion of the many reports which the Department receives about
unidentified traces in British airspace.

I believe that —is right to remain very dissatisfied
with the official line which the MOD has adopted on the Rendlesham Forest incid-
.. ents of December. 1980. I have myself said so on a number of public occasions,

: and I have pursued the matter in correspondence with the MOD - wholly without
success.

At the risk of burdening you with an excessive amount of paper, I
attach the most recent of my letters to the Ministry of Defence. You will see
that this is dated 25th February 1985. I have so far received no answer, despite
reminders. On a previous occasion it took the Department three and a half months
to send me a wholly perfunctory reply.

laims much collateral evidence for her own views; on
this I am not competent to comment. My own position is, quite simply, that an
extraordinary report was made to the Ministry of Dafence by the Deputy Base
Commander at RAF Woodbridge early in 1981; that the very existence of this report
, . was denied by the MOD until persistent: researchers in the US secured .its.release -
= - eewoms - ynder the ‘Americafi Freedom  of Information Act in 1983; and that the MOD's resp-
. onses to questions since that time have been thoroughly unsatisfactory.

! I cannot accept Lord Trefgarne's view that there is no Defence
interest in this case. Unless Lt.Col. Halt was out of his mind, there is clear
evidence in his report that British airspace and territory were intruded upon.
by an unidentified vehicle on two occasions in late December 1980 and that no
authority was able to prevent this. If, on the other hand, Halt's report cannot
be believed, there is equally clear evidence of s serious m1sjudgement of evggtg
by USAF personnel at an important base in British territory Either way, the ™~

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT



case can hardly be with&uéiDefence significance.-

thls should be taken to excuse the very perfunctory manner in which Lord

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

The dates in question are now rather remote, but I doubt that

Trefgarne has dealt with your letter. I hope that you may feel able to \
pursue the matter further, either in correspondence or in a PQ. The essence

of the questions to be pressed seems to me to lie in my preceding paragraph.
Seen in these terms, h i i ’

article in the GUARDIAN (which Lord

Trefgarne rather surprisingly falls back upon) is wholly irrelevant. If the
USAF really are capable of hallucinations induced by a lighthouse which must
surely be very familiar to them, then I shudder for that powerful f1nger
which lies upon so many triggers...

My own letter to the MOD (enclosed) raises other more detailed

questions. But I do not suggest that you should necessarily concern yourself
with them, anyway at this stage. It would be nice if the MOD would answer
letters, of course | But the’essence of the Defence interest which I suggest

a responsible Member of Parliament might reasonably raise lies in the argument

I have tried to present above.

your disposal.

ki ¢ 51 S 5 syt iy

If T can be of any assistance in discussion with you, I am at

Yours sincerely,

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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Directorate of Air Staff {Lower Airspace) -

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

Your Reference

S%Reference
AS/64/64/3

Dat
5 fuly 2002

County Fermanagh

a1
ifelg] 40

|

- Thank you for your letter concerning the ‘UFO’ sighting report you made in 1998 and the
" newspaper articles which appeared in the Daily Mail and Daily Mirror.

We are aware that articles appeared in The Daily Telegraph, The Express and The Daily Mail, in
" April 1998, which made claims that RAF Fylingdales tracked a large unusual craft flying in a
| zigzag pattern over the North Sea at speeds up to 24,000 miles an hour. However, RAF
. Fylingdales have confirmed that they did not track any such object.

' The articles also claimed that radar records of this alleged craft were to be shown at an “RAF

- Conference” at RAF Cranwell in June 1998. RAF Cranwell hosted a Military Exploitation of
Space Symposium on 3-4 June 1998 which was open to Service and MOD civilian personnel and
industrialists with an interest in this subject. It had nothing whatsoever to do with ‘UFOs’ and
there was no material of this nature on the agenda.

I hope this explains the situation.

Yours sincerely,



County Fermanagh,
N.lreland

Dear sir,

On the 10 April 1998 1 reported to you a massive triangular shaped
UFO that went over my head here in Enniskillen. ( You would have
received it about the 13/14™ April )

As your records will show ( | have the original reply ) you said that as |
was the only person to have reported the incident to them you could not
corroborate my sighting. Frankly this is the answer | expected to get at
the time but | figured | had done my duty in reporting it and at the same
time had avoided the ridicule | would have got had | had gone to the
press or police.

Since then through the internet | have discovered that a full page story
was run in the Daily Mail on the story on the 27 April and the following
day 28" the Daily Mirror ran a similar story. ( Cuttings enclosed )

The Daily Mail story says that the MOD long range
listening station on Flyingdale Moor in North Yorkshire
also spotted the UFO. lIs this true as this does not tally
up with your reply to me that my story was
uncorroborated.

There is also video footage of this craft also seen down the south coast
of England on the net.

How many over people did report this sighting or is this classified as
nearly three years later this is still doing my head in.

Yours sincerel

PO T T
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(Unidentified Flying Objects Dept’)
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RECOR™ REPORTER

SCOTLAND tops the world
league for UFO sightings
according to a new report.

At least 300 flying saucers -
are seen in the country’s
skies each year.

Visitscotland - the
Scottish tourist board ~
commissioned the survey to
mark today’s unofficial
International UFO Day.

The country tops a league
table based on sightings per
head of population, with 59
sightings per miltion people,
knocking Canada into
second place.

The data also shows
Scotland has four times as
many compared with larger
areas such as Italy and
France, who came joint
second in a table of sightings
per square kilometre.

There have been dozens
of reports of alien action
over Bonnybridge in
Stirlingshire,

It has been dubbed

Scotland’s Roswell - after
the US town where an alien
craft allegedly crashed in
the 1950s - and attracts UFQ
spotters from Germany,
Japan and America,

UFO expert Ron Halliday
said: “There have also been
a substantial number of
sightings in Glasgow, East
Kilbride and Kirkintilloch.

“When you think of the
number of sightings in
Scotland in relation to the
size of its population, it is
phenomenal.

“Right through history,
Scodand has had alot of odd
incidents, from ghosts to the
Loch Ness monster.

“So, Scotland is well-
known as a place where
strange things happen.”

UFO experts say alien
visitors are attracted to
Scotland because it is
remote. Ten per cent of UFO
sightings can’t be explained.
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Royal Air Force Leuchars 7

2

St Andrews Fife Scotland KY16 0JX

peniCloRMY ARCOMMODORE  Telephone: 01334 839471 Ext7700 _
KG GCMG GCVO ADC |

GOLD MEDAL
Award

Date: € July 2002

- Reference: LEU/1446/11/P1
=11

i Section 4@

Thank you for sending us the cuttings from the newspaper dated 24 June 2002 regarding UFO
sightings. I have once again, on your behalf, forwarded this to the department in the Ministry of
Defence who deal with such data.

Kind regards
Secto B
Y
Flight Lieutenant

Corporate Communications Officer
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 58P

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

(F \
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Your Reference
Qur Referen
D/DAS/E4S ©

ate
VELpoo 3 July 2002

Merseyside
Section 4§

S cciion 40
I am writing with reference to your letter of 27" June addressed to my colleague,-‘; i
your letter of 11" June which has been passed to us by the Records Department, EI'O

In your letters you have made three requests for information as follows;

1. All information we have on the subject of ‘unidentified aerial phenomena’ reported to the
MOD within the last 12 years, by British or allied military personnel or ‘unidentified
phenomena’ sighted on or close to military installations. Including reports made by allied
Armed Forces that have military installations in the British Commonwealth.

2. Reports of UFOs seen over the North West of England over the last 20 years.

3. All dates and times of UFO sightings accrued over the last 30 yearsi over the North West
of England.

As you will be aware from my letter of 29 May, we receive between 200 and 400 sighting reports
each year and a similar number of letters some of which also contain reports. The information is
not computerised, but filed manually on Branch files in the order in which it is received.
Therefore, the only way to identify any reports in the categories you have specified is to undertake
a manual search of all the files for the periods concerned. Any reports/correspondence found
would then have to be anonymised in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998, to protect the
privacy of those who have contacted the Department. We estimate to conduct such an exercise for
the three requests you have made would take over 213 hours for your first request, 286 hours for
the second, and 620 hours for the third. We do not have the resources to undertake such a task
and I therefore regret that your requests are refused under Exemption 9 of the Code of Practice on
Access to Government Information (voluminous or vexatious request). If however, you were to
submit a new request which would involve a more limited search of the archive, I should be

happy to consider what information we could make available.



If you are unhappy about the decision to refuse your request and wish to appeal, you should write
to the Ministry of Defence, Directorate of Information (Exploitation), Room 830, St Giles Court,
1-13 St Giles High Street, London WC2H 8LD requesting that the decision be reviewed. If
following the internal review you remain dissatisfied, you can ask a Member of Parliament to
take up the case with the Parliamentary Commissioner for Administration (the Ombudsman) who
can investigate on your behalf. The Ombudsman will not, however, consider an investigation
until the internal review process has been completed.

Finally, I should inform you that the Ministry of Defence is bound by the Code of Practice on
Access to Government Information and this means that we are committed to providing you with
the information you require, as long as it is not exempted under the Code. However, to ensure
that this does not create an extra burden on the taxpayer, we have a charging regime for more
complicated requests. If a request is likely to require over four hour’s work, each hour’s work
over the four hours (or part thereof) is charged at £15 per hour. An estimate of the cost of a
search would be provided before any task is undertaken.

Yours sincerely,



LOOSE MINUTE

D/DAS/64/3
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REFUSAL OF REQUEST FOR INFORMATION UNDER THE CODE OF PRACTICEQON
ACCESS TO GOVERNMENT INFORMATION

(through DA

1. s written to us three times previously and has been advised of our
limited interest in UFO matters. On this occasion he has written to both
Information(Exploitation) Records 1, and ourselves requesting information. Info(Exp) have
passed his letter to us for reply.

2. M made three requests for information, all of which would involve a
searc reat-many files. The first request is for a 12 year period for which there are 64
files. I estimate to examine all these files, copy and anonymise any relevant reports found,
would take 213 hours and 33 minutes to complete. His second request is for a 20 year period

and would require the examination etc of 86 files, taking 286 hours 6 minutes and the third, a
30 year period, 186 files and 620 hours.

3. I propose we refuse these requests under Exemption 9 of the Code of Practice on

Access to Government Information (Voluminous or Vexatious request) and I would be grateful
for your approval of this action. 1 attach a copy of my draft reply to g as you

will see (in accordance with the Code), I have informed him that we'would consider a narrower
request. I have also informed him of his right to appeal to Info(Exp) if he is not content.

DAS-LA-Ops+Poll

o
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Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

Your Reference

Dybﬁgﬁerence

July 2002

Liverpool

I am writing with reference to your letter of 27" June addressed to my colleague, _deq_o‘
your letter of 11" June which has been passed to us by the Records Department.

In your letters you have made three requests for information as follows;

1. All information we have on the subject of ‘unidentified aerial phenomena’ reported to the
MOD within the last 12 years, by British or allied military personnel or ‘unidentified
phenomena’ sighted on or close to military installations. Including reports made by allied
Armed Forces that have military installations in the British Commonwealth.

2. Reports of UFOs seen over the North West of England over the last 20 years.

3. All dates and times of UFO sightings accrued over the last 30 years over the North West
of England.

As you will be aware from my letter of 29 May, we receive between 200 and 400 sighting reports
each year and a similar number of letters some of which also contain reports. The information is
not computerised, but filed manually on Branch files in the order in which it is received.
Therefore, the only way to identify any reports in the categories you have specified is to undertake
a manual search of all the files for the periods concerned. Any reports/correspondence found
would then have to be anonymised in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998, to protect the
privacy of those who have contacted the Department. We estimate to conduct such an exercise for
the three requests you have made would take over 213 hours for your first request, 286 hours for
the second, and 620 hours for the third. We do not have the resources to undertake such a task
and I therefore regret that your requests are refused under Exemption 9 of the Code of Practice on
Access to Government Information (voluminous or vexatious request). 1f however, you were to
submit a new request which would involve a more limited search of the archive, I should be
happy to consider what information we could make available.



If you are unhappy about the decision to refuse your request and wish to appeal, you should write
to the Ministry of Defence, Directorate of Information (Exploitation), Room 830, St Giles Court,
1-13 St Giles High Street, London WC2H 8LD requesting that the decision be reviewed. If
following the internal review you remain dissatisfied, you can ask a Member of Parliament to
take up the case with the Parliamentary Commissioner for Administration (the Ombudsman) who
can investigate on your behalf. The Ombudsman will not, however, consider an investigation
until the internal review process has been completed.

Finally, I should inform you that the Ministry of Defence is bound by the Code of Practice on
Access to Government Information and this means that we are committed to providing you with
the information you require, as long as it is not exempted under the Code. However, to ensure
that this does not create an extra burden on the taxpayer, we have a charging regime for more
complicated requests. If a request is likely to require over four hour’s work, each hour’s work
over the four hours (or part thereof) is charged at £15 per hour, An estimate of the cost of a
search would be provided before any task is undertaken.

Yours sincerely,
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London
WC2H 8LD

11th June 2002

fyeepl

Dear Sir/Madam Weo
T am wrighting this letter to ask for Information under the Freedom Of
Information Act.

Will you please send me all information that you have an the subject of
1638+ 2001 Unidentified Aerial Phenomena that has been reported to the Ministry Of Defence with
flon in the last 12 years, by British or Allied Military Personnel or Unidentified Phenomenon
G that have been sighted on or close to Military Installations.
213 hes 33 i
Will you please include reports that have been made by Allied Armed Forces that
1931-2001  have Military Instillations in the British Commonwealth. Could you please include any
3 Py reports of Unidentified Flying Objects seen over the North West of England over the last
20 years.
26 06 o
If you would be kind enough to include all radio transcripts of thee events and any
photographical material and alsothe governments reports into these events this will de of
immense value to my investigation.

Thank You for your time and effort in this matter.

Yours Faithfully




From_{t@puty Departmental Record Officer

Mezzanine 2

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

3-5 Great Scotland Yard, London SW1A 2HW

CHOts address: info-Records]1
e-mail address: defence.records.1@gtnet.gov.uk

Tele:  (Direct dial) —)J

(Switchboard) — 0207218 9000

Liverpool
|

n 40

Your Reference

Our Reference

D INFO(EXP)R/3/7/8
Date

18 June 2002

Thank you for your letter dated 8 March 2001 seeking information relation unidentified aerial

phenome

na.

Please note that your letter has been passed for action to the following address:

DAS(LA(Ops+Pol1

Ministry of Defence

Room 6/73 Metropole Building
Northumberland Avenue
London WC2n5BL




186 Lllas,

620 hos .

Director of Air Staff ( Lower !rspace ! 7

Operations & Policy 1a

Ministry of Defence

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

WC2N 5BP

27th June 2002

Eiverpool

— Merseyside
. s
Tel T

Dear[SXSISHIONN 40

1 am writing this letter in reference to the information that you have sent to me in
the past. The information that you have provided proved to be most useful in my
ongoing investigation into the field of Unidentified Ariel Phenomenon for that I Thank
You.

I am wrighting this letter to request information for a third party that has asked
myself to investigate a sighting that they have experienced. Will you please send me all
dates and times of U.F.O sightings that have accued over the last 30 years over the North
West of England. If this material is Classified may I ask that the material has a
classification and sanitation review.

If you wish to contact me please do not hesitate to contact me on the telephone
number provided and I will be glad to render my assistance.
Thank You for your time and effort in this matter.
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Director of Air Staff ( Lower Airspace )
Operations & Policy 1a
Ministry of Defence
Room 6/73, Metropole Building,
Northumberland Avenue,
London
WC2N 5BP
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From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)
Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 58P

Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140

{Switchboard) 020 7218 =
o O
©™N) retSisilelam= |

_ Your Reference
Q
€entort B%Ang gl}/%ce

= 234y 2002
Ul
0 ¥

s ecicn 0

I am writing with reference to your report of an ‘unidentified flying object’, seen on the evening
of 22 June 2002. Your letter has been passed to us as this office is the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs.’

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
'unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of
a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external military source, and to date no "UFO'
report has revealed such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each
reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or
natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the function of the MOD to provide this
kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify expenditure of public funds on
investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

With regard to your particular observation, I can confirm that we received no other reports of
‘UFO’ sightings for 22 June from anywhere in the UK. We are satisfied that there is no
corroborating evidence to suggest that the United Kingdom’s airspace was breached by
unauthorised military aircraft.

Yours sincerely,




** 10 BE GI1VEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

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

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

To DS ( L&") PP TO RefNo _2097] /2002

Date 7.6 D

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If,
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within

of letters sent by officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal.

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

the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is contained in DCI(Gen)
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on _

Under Service First, all Departments and Agencies must ensure that they have simple
systems to record and track correspondence received from members of the public
(including details of the correspondent and the nature and date of the reply). This
information should be regularly monitored and reviewed against published targets. In

addition, we are required to keep information on the number of requests for
information, which specifically refer to the Code of Practice.

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

MINISTERIAL CORRESPONDENCE T
Room 222 WH

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY **

* Delete as appropriate.

QO

INVESTOR I PROPLE.

Revised 1* April 2002
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Unknown sighting Page 1 of 1

) !isters
O Section40 |

Sent: 26 June 2002 09:23

To: 'Ministers@defence.mod.uk'
Subject: Unknown sighting
Hi, q—"yf“'

i

On Saturday eveniné; approx. between the hours of 12:00 and 01:00hrs; myself and a friend witnessed an
odd object in the sky in Greenford, Middlesex.

The 'object' was not a perfect circular shape, but not oval. It was a light, almost white in colour.

Three was no flashing lights {(as seen on usual aircraft) and it was not 'gliding’ through the sky like normal
aircraft either, it was more "rolling". We could definitely see it rotating.

| was just curious to know if a) anyone else has reported this; b) was it something the MOD were testing?

Yours Sincerely

P.S. If you need to contact me, you can either e-mail me, or my telephone number is:_

(5 elecr S 16 Tudkey .

26/06/2002



Page 1 of 1

’ ‘tisters
From:

Sent: 26 June 2002 15:51
To: 'Ministers@defence.mod. uk'

Sublect: RE: Unknown sighting

Middlesex

T——r

From: Ministers@defence.mod.uk [mailto:Ministers@defence.mod.uk]
Sent: Wednesday, June 26, 2002 11:53 AM

L ——

Subject! RE! owirsighting

Thank you for your further copy of your original email.

For a reply, please provide your full postal address.

Many thanks,

MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit
Room 222, Old War Office Building,
Whitehall, London SW1A 2EU

26/06/2002
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From: SRR s
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) '

Operations & Policy 1
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberiand Avenue, London,
WC2N SBP

Telephone (Direct dial) 020 7218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 8000
(Fax) |
(GTN) |
_ Your Reference
Qur Reference
eadon _ D/DAS/64/3
Date
Section 48 1ty 2002

Your letter of 7 June addressed to the National Air Traffic Services Limited regarding

‘unidentified flying objects’ has been passed to this Department because, as you will be aware
» from our previous correspondence, we are the focal point within the MOD for correspondence
- regarding these matters.

NATS staff have confirmed that they do not hold records of reports of ‘unidentified flying
objects’ and that if they did receive a report it would be forwarded to this Department. With
regard to your questions about extra-terrestrial craft, we know of no evidence of the existence of
any craft of extra-terrestrial origin or of a public or private organisation that does have knowledge
or expertise of such craft.

Yours sincerely,




AIEF EXECUTIVE'S OFFICE
National Air Traffic Services Limited, T1415, One Kemble Street, London, WC2B 4AP.
Telephone: INaYaSITaYaWila . Faxzm
E-mail: firstname.lastname@nats.co.uk

L! .

WITH COMPLIMENTS




R o ANY SECRETARY’S OFFICE

National Air Traffic Services Ltd
One Kemble t, London WC2B 4AP
irect Tel: | Direct Fax

Switchboard: +44 (0)20 7497 5888 E-Mail:

Yeadon :
11 June 2002

Thank you for your letter dated 7 June regarding reports of UFO’s.- Unfortunately NATS
does not keep records of the type of information you require. | am forwarding your letter
toj at the Directorate of Air Staff, Ministry of Defence who will be able to give

you a more detailed response.

“Yours sincerely

Tpete b R (. ..f....0 #. éé?“ patne oA oA
/\chM Ueg oty bk 4.# 06.‘,/ ~ o wrwé/z /4
forwured L:? Mf‘ ﬂj et by ety

(7/,1557,

National Air Traffic Services Ltd Registered in England 3155567 Registered Office: One Kemble Street, Lon f

U:\UFO response letter.doc




Yeadon

Sectio e

National Air Traffic Services Ltd
Registered address:

One Kemble Street

London

WC2B 4AP

7 June 2002
Dear Sir

From time to time, you probably receive reports of unidentified flying objects
(UFQ’s) and ‘unconventional’ but identified flying objects (by which I mean not a
kite, aeroplane, helicopter, airship, balloon or missile/rocket) from pilots, air traffic
controllers and others.

I am particularly interested in reports where there are radar tracks.

« Whar do you do with these reports when you receive them?

» Does NATS have any expertise in craft of extra-terrestrial origin?

. Isthe NATS aware of any UK government department, public body or private
organisation, in this country or abroad that has expertise in craft of extra-terrestrial
origin?

Yours sincerely

N
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Lok :
Directorate of Alr Staff (Lower Airspace) v 3

Operations & Policy 1 v
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London,
WC2N 5BP
Telephone (Direct dial) 0207218 2140
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000 .
(Fax) O
(GTN) [OE

Your Reference
Qur Referenc
D/DASEA3 -

ate
uge ey 28 June 2002

Staffordshir

Des: SYERSTOTORE O =

Thank you for your letter of 26 May in which you requested details of Bill Cash MP letter of
May/June 1988 to Roger Freeman MP concerning events over Stafford on 16 May 1988.

I have located the relevant papers and can therefore provide the following details;

I can confirm that William Cash MP wrote to Roger Freeman MP (Under Secretary of State for
the Armed Forces) on 15 June 1988 on behalf of his constituents about lights seen in the vicinity
of Stafford on 16™ May at 9.45pm. On 4 July 1988, the MP wrote again to the US of S(AF) and
enclosed some eye witness reports which he thought the Minister may wish to consider when
replying to his earlier letter.

'On 19™ September 1988 US of S(AF) replied to both of Mr Cash’s letters as follows;

“As you may know, the Ministry of Defence receives and co-ordinates information about
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs), usually in the form of brief reports of the sightings which
have been passed onto us by those individuals who witnessed them. Qur sole concern is then to
establish whether or not the sightings present a threat to the security and defence of the United
Kingdom. Unless we judge that they do, and this is not normally the case, we do not usually
attempt any further investigation.”.

“As far as the 16 May sightings are concerned, I can confirm that we received a number of
reports from members of the public, which appear to correspond roughly with the detail given by
your constituents and I enclose copies of these, which your constituents may find of interest. In
order to maintain the privacy of the report originators, you will see that some details have been
obscured”".

“Although as I have said above, we do not normally find it necessary to investigate specific
sightings, and could not justify the use of scarce MOD resources to this end, I am advised by my
staff that the reported phenomenon is quite likely to be connected with civil air traffic going into
Birmingham Airport, which was exceptionally busy at the time in question. The differing times of



The National Archives
UFO Staffordshire 1988
Collection of MoD papers relating to UFO sightings in Staffordshire/West Midlands during May 1988 released to a UFO researcher in June 2002. Includes papers covering a Parliamentary Enquiry by Staffordshire MP Bill Cash.


the sightings could thus correspond to aircraft following a holding pattern around the airport,
and the descriptions could relate to a modern jet aircraft. Our experience is certainly that most
sightings can be adequately explained in term of natural occurrences such as aircraft observed at
unusual angles, satellite debris, meteorological balloons to mention just a few”.

For your information, I have enclosed with this letter copies of the “eye witness reports”
mentioned in the MPs letter of 4 July 1988. The personal details have been removed in
accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998, to protect the privacy of the individuals concerned.
The reports mentioned in paragraph two of the reply from the Minister have already been sent to
you with my earlier letter.

In your letter you also asked about the areas of work of the Departments on the distribution list of
some of the reports I sent to you, and why these were consulted. The Departments mentioned
were as follows;

Sec(AS) — (Secretariat (Air Staff)) —~This Department had responsibility for developing and giving
advice on political and parliamentary aspects of RAF activities and was the focal point within the
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to ‘UFOs’. Sec(AS) merged with the Director of
Air Staff in August 2000 and now forms part of the Directorate of Air Staff (DAS). UFO matters
have continued to be the responsibility of this section of DAS.

Directorate of Air Defence — Formerly part of a Directorate which is now known as the
Directorate of Air Operations. This Department had responsibility for air defence matters and
was consulted to see if reports may contain evidence of air defence concern. Today as part of our
assessment of reports this office contacts, as required, appropriate air defence experts.

DGSTI - (Directorate General of Scientific and Technical Intelligence) — This was a part of the
Defence Intelligence Staff (DIS) and is now a Directorate called Defence Intelligence Scientific
and Technical. DIS5 also mentioned on the distribution lists is one of its branches. Reports of
sightings from either military or civilian sources were sent to DIS in case they contained any
information of value in DIS’s task of analysing the performance and threat of foreign weapons
systems, nuclear, chemical and biological warfare programmes and technologies and emerging
technologies. None of the reports received over a period of 30 years yielded any valuable
information whatsoever and DIS therefore decided in December 2000, not to receive these reports
any longer.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely




STAFFORD.

Dear Sir,
I am writing im reply to the plea im the Newsletter regarding the object
seen imr the sky on approximately 16 May this year.I too saw this object
for a good four minutes from start to finish.

My touse is situated at (NN . i -,
unrestricted view over Moss Fitt,Highfields and across to the castle,
Sitting by my lounge window, [ observed two bright lights at approximately
9.40pm approaching from the Acton Trussell / Penkridge direction.At first
my thoughts werw of a low flying plane,(very low)with lights on the wings
coming towards my direction.the lights were at first horizontal to each
other but after about one minute they very steadily moved in an arc from
horizontal to vertical and then climbed up verticaly.(see sketch)

On seeing this L was intrigued as to what manoeuvre this "plane?" was
taking and wanted to get a better view.I walked out on to the lawn and
after a further minute or so the two bright lights started to dim,I could
see the object was to come overhead.By now I could make out numerous
coloured lights but no shape.As it flew overhead I started to make out
twe perfect triangles,but in line not one over the other as stated in
the Newsletter,however,the lights were as stated but still none flashing
23 conventionel lights do om aircrafi.There was sound but very very faint,
The sound was of a very high aircraft,30 - 40 thousand feet but the
object was nowhere near this »ltitude,if it was it would have bean very
big.

It mcved overnead in the direction ¢f Baswich House z2nd out of view,

I cennot beggin to explaim what it was but I know of no plane that can
manosuvre in this manner at such a slow speed.The triangles wers equal
in size and the dis*ance apart did nct fluctuate a2t 211.If it hed not
been in the air I would have said that it could not fly at all.

A rsal eye opener, lets hope for more? .I hope this has been of some use
to you,
Regards,

1
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iShe was mentioned in one of the Newsletter articles. She was
‘standing in a front garden with 5 other people and the objects’
were seen in a northerly direction over the town. They were beloy
ithe height that a microlight would fly. There was no noise.

2They moved slowly towards them and then banked round. She said a
normal plane would not have banked in the same way. She phoned
Shawbury RAF Station who told her that there were no movements
that they knew of.

Mrs @ Hixon, Stafford
| Not a constituent.

19.45 pm was in the garden and saw two lights in the shape of a
cross. There was no noise and they came over where she lives

{in went off in the direction of Uttoxeter. She ran into the house
fto phone her sister and when she came out again they had gone.

es . (Y ::-clcy, Statford.

‘Alan knows her and says she is perfectly sane. She was out
walking with her son in law who is a policeman at 9.30. It looked
‘like 2 headlights coming towards them, no sound. When it came
joverhead there was a mass of lights underneatn. Moved very slowly
and appeared to go in an eastward direction.

e, & ves . R :-cco-o R

,They were sitting in their lounge approx 10Opm. Suddenly saw two
.delta shaped objects coming from the south, which.then turned
:southeast before Stafford. They were at about 5,000 ft, close
together and silent.

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT




MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDCN §

Telephone 01-218.. . {Direct Dralling)

01-218 ‘9000 ‘Switchboard) ( 'OFZPHO’:S)
PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE
FOR DEFENCE FOR THE ARMED FORCES
D/US of S(AF)/RNF 6123 and 6278 4% september 1988

Thank you for your lettersof 15 June and 4 July on behalf of a
number of your constituents, about unusual sightings witnessed in the
Stafford area during the evening of 16 May 1988.

As you may know, the Ministry of Defence receives and co-
ordinates information about Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs),

‘usually in the form of brief reports of the sightings which have been
' passed onto us by those individuals who witnessed them. Our sole

concern is then to establish whether or not the sightings present a
~threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom. Unless we

. judge that they do, and this is not normally the case, we do not

usually attempt any further investigation.
: As far as the 16 May sightings are concerned, I can confirm that
we received a number of reports from members of the public, which
,appear to correspond roughly with the details given by your

_,constltuents and I enclose copies of these, which your constituents

,may find of interest. In order to maintain the privacy of the report
‘originators, you will see that some details have been obscured.

Although as I have said above, we do not normally find it
necessary to investigate specific sightings, and could not justify
the use of scarce MOD resources to this end, I am advised by my
staff that the reported phenomenon is quite likely to be connected
with civil air traffic going into Birmingham Airport, which was
exceptionally busy at the time in question. The differing times of
the sightings could thus correspond to aircraft following a holding
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pattern around the airport, and the descriptions could relate to a
modern jet aircraft. Our experience is certainly that most sightings
can be adequately explained in term of natural occurrences such as
aircraft observed at unusual angles, satellite debris, meteorological
balloons to mention just a few.

I hope you and your constituents will find this helpful.

l s PR SO S O S VRV RO AU W)
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Roger Freeman

Encl:
UFO Reports

-




APS/US of 8(AF) : (‘Gf’ 7‘""0'5‘5)

I attach at E2 a self explanatory draft response to William Cash's
letter of 15 June 1988, I also enclose copies of the sighting
reports we received that relate to the details given by Mr Cash's
constituents, which US of S(AF) may wish to send with his reply.
In 1line with our usual policy of maintaining the privacy of the
report originators, identifying details have been obscured.

]jl September 1988

ec(As5)2
MB 8247
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DRAFT

D/US of S(AF)/RNF 6123 and 6278 September 1988

Thank you for your letter of 15 June on behalf of a number of
your constituents, concerning unusual sightings witnessed in the

Stafford area during the evening of 16 May 1988,

As you may know, the Ministry of Defence receives and co-
ordinates information about Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs),
usually in the form of brief reports of the sightings which have been
prassed onto us by those individuals who witnessed them. Our sole
concern is then to establish whether or not the sightings present a
threat to the security and defence of the United Kingdom. Tnless we
judge that they do, and this is not normally the case, we do not

jusually attempt any further investigation.

4s far as the 16 May sightings are concerned, I can confirm that
we received a number of reports from members of the public, which
appear to correspdnd roughly with the details giVéh by your
constituents and I enclose copies of these, which your constituents
may find of interest. 1In order to maintain the privacy of the report

originators, you will see that some details have been obscured.

Although as I have said above, we do not normally find it
necessary to investigate specific sightings, and could not justify
the use of scarce MOD resources to this end, I am advised by my

staff that the reported phenomenon is quite likely to be connected



‘with civil air traffic going into Birmingham Airyport, ﬁhich was
‘exceptionally busy at the time in question. The differing times of
the sightings could thus correspond to aircraft following a holding
pattern around the airport, and the descriptions could relate to a
modern jet aircraft. Our experience is certainly that most sightings
can be adequately explained in term of natural occurrences such as
aircraft observed at unusual angles, satellite debris, meteorological

balloons to mention just a few.

I hope you and your constituents will find this helpful.

Roger Freenman

William Cash MP

Enecl:

UFO Reports
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REPORT FORI{

f’L/j,_
UNIDEUTIFIED FLYING ORJECT
; :
A. 16/o5/88 2150 Jo min

,B' TRIANGULAR 1IN SHAPE. Two 0B3ECTS [n FoRMATION, wWi|TE LIGHT

AT FRoNT ©F EACH oNE. THE Two OTHER CoRNERS oF THE 08 SCECTS
WERE REDPDISH 0rANGE |n Coiouf

¢. ournoorS. NN -7 Nock  STATIONARY

Do NAKED EVE. '

E. IN THE b:ggcﬂénj oF PENKRIDGE Fﬂo;\/\ fosiTionl 0F THE ©B8SERVER .
F. 20°

G UNCERTA IN

H. THE Two 08TECTS MoVvED IN FRMATIoN KEEANG SAME -D1STANCE
APART HEAD ING NOATH TowaAldS CANNGCK CHASE.
CLEAR, FINE AND PRY

‘E.  Hous/NG ESTATE.

L. CanNnNoCK CHASE PoLICE.

H. ‘NONE .
o O S

P. 1bfoS/28 23235 uTc.
Q. '

Copy sent to mis ...0.8e 28 % date/time

Yoo ATe ol Wadd Sfavais .

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT -




" |REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

REPORT FORI{
"L/ 2.
: UNIDEUTIFIED FLYING ORJECT

A. 16/o5/88 Q2150 1o min

B. TTRIANGULAR IN SHACE. Two 083ECTS [N FoRMATION, WHITE LicH
AT FRoNT OF EACH oNE. THE Two OTHER CerRnNELS oF THE 0oBSECTS
WERE REDDISH 0RANGE |N CoLouR

c. oumneorS. NN - Nock  STATIONARY

D.- NAKED EXE. ‘

E. IN THE DIRECTIon OF PENKRIDGE Frem fe5i1Tion OF THE cBSERVELR
[P 30°

C. UNCERTAIN

i THE Two 0BIECTS MevED IN [wRMATION KEEANTG SAME DISIAn =
APART HEAD NG NeRTH TowARbS CANNTCK CHASE.
CLEAR , FINE AND DR

E. HeuSING ESTATE

L. CANNOCK CHASE pPoLICE.

P.  lbfoS/28 a3aS uTc.

Copy sent to 115 . 008225 % .. date/tine

REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT
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WILLIAM CASH, MvP.L
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HOUSE OF COMMONS ( Cl: ‘\ﬁ/
LONDON SWIA OAA ool

ooy 65
Do bop

I enclose some eye witness reports
on the question of the unidentified flying
objects in the vicinity of Stafford which
you may wish to consider when replying to
my letter to you on this matter.

.‘I\

Roger Freeman, Esq., MP
Under Secretary of State for’

the Armed Forces
Ministry of Defence
Main Building %“
Whitehall \Qx(f -
London SW1A 2HB 4(\

A




MR B. CASH. MP.
CASTLE STREET,
STAFFORD.

Deaxr Sirx,
I am writing i reply to the plea im the Newsletter regarding the oBject
seen imr the sky on approximately 16 May this year.I too saw this object
for a good four minutes from start to finish.

My house is situated at the front of Wildwood on the Radford side with an
unrestricted view over Moss Pitt,Highfields and across to the castle.
Sitting by my lounge window,l observed two bright lights at approximately
9.40pm approaching from the Acton Trussell / Penkridge direction.At first
my thoughts were of a low flying plane,(very low)with lights on the wings
coming towards my direction.lhe lights were at first horizontal to each
other but after about one minute they very steadily moved in an arc from
horizontal to vertical and then climbed up verticaly.(see sketch)

On seeing this 1 was intrigued as to what manoeuvre this "plane?" was
taking and wanted to get a better view.I walked out on to the lawn and
after a further minute or so the two bright lights started to dim,I could
see the object was to come overhead.By now I could make out numerous
coloured lights but no shape.As it flew overhead I started to make out
twe perfect triangles,but in line not one over the other as stated in .
the Newsletter,However,the lights were as stated but still none flashing
as conventional lights do omr aircrafi.There was sound but very very faint,
The sound was of a very high aircraft,30 - 40 thousand feet but the -~
object was nownere near this 2ltiiude,if it was it would have been very
big.

It moved overnead in the direction of Baswich House and ocut of view.

I cannot beggin to explaim what it was but T know of no plane that can
manosuvre in this manner at such a slow speed.The triangles wers equal
in size and the dis*ance apart did not fluctuwate at 211.If it had not
been in the air I would have said that it could not fly at all.

A real eye opener, lets hope for morel I hope this has been of some use
to you,
Regards
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Stafford, 45700.

iShe was mentioned in one of the Newsletter articles. She was
istanding in a front garden with 5 other people and the objects
were seen in a northerly direction over the town. =~ They were below
‘the height that a microlight would fly. There was no noise.

:They moved slowly towards them and then banked round. She said a
normal plane would not have banked in the same way. She phoned
Shawbury RAF Station who told her that there were no movements
that they knew of.

Stafford

Not a constituent.

9.45 pm was in the garden and saw two lights in the shape of a
icross. There was no noise and they came over where she lives
|in went off in the direction of Uttoxeter. She ran into the house
'to phone her sister and when she came out again they had gone.

|

04€ﬂher and says she is perfectly sane. She was out
walking with her son in law who is a policeman at 9.30. It looked
ilike 2 headlights coming towards them, no sound. When it came
joverhead there was a mass of lights underneath. Moved very slowly
‘and appeared to go in an eastward direction,

i

fThey were sitting in their lounge approx 10pm. Suddenly saw two
jdelta shaped objects coming from the south, which.then turned
{southeast before Stafford. They were at about 5,000 ft, close
together and silent.



WILLIAM CASH, M.P.

SeF

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWIA 0AA

15 June 1988

Nt P

I have been requested to write to you by constituents of
mine regarding reports in my constituency of sightings of
unidentified objects and lights in the vicinity of Stafford on

16th May at 9.45 pm.

I have to confess to being highly sceptical about UFOs but
apparently a number of people who saw these things were very
emphatic and, therefore, I feel it is right to raise this matter

with you,

I look forward to hearing from you.

Yo, <,

Roger Freeman, Esq., MP
Under Secretary of State for
the Armed Forces

Ministry of Defence \\\

Whitehall
London SW1A 2HB . N

4

Main Building NS('
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.S-LA-Ops+PoI1

From: Info-Access2

Sent: 26 June 2002 17:27

To: DAS-LLA-Ops+Pol1
Subject: RE: Release of Information

B on 40

| obviously have seen neither the request nor the relevant letters, so it is difficult for me to comment on your draft,
although no probiems jump out. In terms of any Data Protection concemns, then| ﬁl iimrs and Legal) has
the policy lead, although with the amateur knowledge | have | can not detect an iems?

The office transfer has now been completed without any problems.

| will look forward to your response on the Ombudsman.

Regards,

Section 4§

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll
Sent: 26 June 2002 16:58
To: Info-Access2
Subject: Retease of Information

Seciio il

1. The Ombudsman case _hﬂ:@‘n unexpected domestic emergency and has not been in today.
We are however discussindwith-BﬁASvmfhube to get back to you very soon,

2. Please see attached my draft response to the person who requested details of an MPs letter and our
response for which you provided advice. You will see | have only confirmed that the MP wrote to the Minister
(not provided an exiract of exactly what he said), and provided an extract of the Minister's reply. As the
correspondent named the MP | thought there was little point in not mentioning his name. | would be grateful if
you would cast an eye over this just to make sure | have not breached any Code/Data Protection rules,

<< File:m“a 02.doc >>

Thanks for your help.

Section 48



LOOSE MINUTE
DG Info 3/1/2

25 June 2002

DAS LA Ops and Pol 1

Copy to:
AD/ InfoExp-Access
CL (FS) — Legal 1

POLICY ON DISCLOSURE OF CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN MOD AND
MPS

1. We spoke last week regarding the policy on disclosure of correspondence
between MOD and MPs. Your enquiry was in the context of a request that had been
made under the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the Code)
for, as I understand it, all correspondence between MOD and a named MP.

2. There is likely to be a great deal of correspondence between MOD and any
particular MP, and it would be necessary to review information held across the
Department in order to give a comprehensive reply to such a request. Unless the
applicant has specified that he is interested in correspondence on a particular issue it
seems unlikely that DAS holds all the relevant documents.

¥ 3. If, however, the request is for correspondence on a specified issue that is
Desoree “"‘*a‘ within your purview, it is relevant to note that the Code provides for the disclosure of
information rather than documents. Indeed, it explicitly states that “there is no
‘vﬁ o v‘ commitment that pre-existing documents, as distinct from information, will be made

available in response to requests.” It may, in the first instance, be appropriate to

notify the applicant of this fact in the response.
!z@rrx p4fzoctyhe s p

4. As you will be aware, it is important when disclosing correspondence to have
due regard for the rights of the correspondents. There are statutory obligations to
protect personal data set out in the Data Protection Act (DPA) 1998 and Exemption
13 of the Code (Privacy of an individual) further protects against the “unwarranted
disclosure to a third party of personal information about any person.” Personal
information must therefore be removed from any correspondence prior to release. In
this context personal information can be taken to include statements of personal
opinion, in addition to names, addresses etc. It is also relevant to note that the
decision has been taken in the past that it is more appropriate to release an abstract of
any correspondence between MOD and an MP, rather than a copy.

5. Given that the :
is mc more. complex and i

plicant in question has identified a specific MP the s1tuat10n
is more difficult to wit hh 1d the personal data. Although

sald of a letter fror from an MP.



6. The Code is a commitment to disclose information, as opposed to
documents, and, given this, it might be simplest to acknowledge that any letters
(implicitly from the MP or any other correspondent) regarding a specific incident
would have received a response setting out MOD policy. An abstract of the letter

from MOD to the MP could then be enclosed, as an example vle of the letter sent i n feply
to enquiries about this incident. An alternative would be to contact the MP in
question to obtain their ascent for disclosure of the relevant cotrespondence but, in the

first instance, I offer the approach outlined above.

7. In terms of whether it would be appropriate to acknowledge that a named MP
did in fact write to MOD on a particular issue, this should be determined on a case-
by-case basis with regard to the Code Exemptions. The only exemptions that it is
likely to be appropriate to consider in this case, as I understand it, would be
Exemption 12 (Privacy of an individual) and Exemption 14 (Information in
confidence). Given that ac acknowledgmg correspondence on the issue is not
synonymous with disclosing the contents of that correspondence the decision as to
the applicability of these exemptions should be based on the topic of the
correspondence.

I hope that this is of some assistance. I am also copying this loose minute to @On 40‘
Md Legal who may like to offer some comments on the perso a————
ke ;

Info-Access2

St Giles 830m




Staffordshire.

26 May 2002

|!1rectorate o! !’u‘ !taff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

Ministry of Defence

Room 6/73, Metropole Building,

Northumberland Avenue,

London. Your Ref: D/DAS/64/3

With reference to your letter dated 22 May, I am grateful for your assistance and
thank you for the enclosures.

1 am aware that there may be further information/correspondence relating to File 12/2
which unfortunately did not come to light in your search. In addition, I was also
hoping that you could have provided me with details of Bill Cash’s (MP) letter of
May/June 1988 to Roger Freeman (Defence Minister) asking direct questions
pertaining to the events over Stafford of 16 May 1988. If it should be possible to
provide me with the MP’s questions, and Roger Freeman’s response under the terms
of the Code of Practice on access to Government information, I would be very
grateful. If this request should prove unviable, please advise me further.

Within your letter, you give explanation relating to the standard list of questions
within the enclosed reports, which is most helpful. However, there is no indication as
to the distribution lists Departments areas of work or why they should have been
provided with details. I would be grateful if you could provide me with details as to
what areas of work are conducted by the Departments within the distribution lists and
reasons to why they were consulted/notified of the events of 16 May 1988.

I very much appreciate that there will be some information that cannot be disclosed
and in such event, please make it known where such information is withheld. I would
however, appreciate as much explanation as possible that would make the reports and
their compilation more understandable.

1 veryvmuch look forward to hearing from you further.

Yours sincerely

‘ DAS
: 315040 2902
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From: | R 2
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

(Fax) |
e Coction

Your Reference

Goldenhill D5 Refereace

ate
27 June 2002

Thank you for your letter of 5" June, addressed to Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a, concerning the
extract from “The Daily Nation” newspaper about the Ministry of Defence, “Directorate of
Intelligence” decision to no longer receive UFO reports. You may wish to note our change of
title and address as shown at the top of this letter.

We believe that this newspaper article may have been generated as a result of press interest in the
release of a document by the Public Record Office (PRO) in January this year. This document
was a report made to the Directorate of Scientific Intelligence and Joint Technical Intelligence
Committee by the Flying Saucer Working Party, in June 1951. Papers concerning the Flying
Saucer Working Party have been open in the PRO for a number of years, but this document
{whose whereabouts had previously been unknown), was recently discovered on an unrelated file
during a routine review and was duly released to the PRO. This generated some interest from the
public and media and in answering these enquiries the Defence Intelligence Secretariat gave
details of their past involvément with these matters and the fact that in December 2000 they
decided not to receive UFO reports any longer. There was no particular press announcement of
this decision.

The reason behind this decision was that since the 1950s reports of ‘UFOQ’ sightings from both
military and civilian sources were sent to Defence Intelligence Staff (DIS) from the Air Staff in
case they contained any information which was of value in DIS’s task of analysing the
performance and threat of foreign weapons systems, nuclear, chemical and biological weapons
programmes and technologies and emerging technologies. However, none of the reports received
had yielded any valuable information whatsoever and DIS therefore decided in 2000 not to
receive the reports any longer.

I hope this is helpful.

Yours sincerely,



. DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

From: Dt {SEC SEC4

Sent: 26 June 2002 16:23
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1

Cc: DI55B

Subject: RE: DIS & UFO reports

'aﬂ@‘a period of 30 years." We think that this may have been because before then we had the Working

——party where we studied the reports, then there was heightened interest in UFOs in the 60's so reports were looked at
carefully. it may also stem from the 30 year rule - ie files over 30 years old have been sent to archives. But the fact
remains that nothing of any value ever came out of them. The phrase "over a period of 30 years" could be
deleted.

--—~-Original Messﬁ—‘-«

From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Sent: 25 June 2002 14:29
To: DI ISEC SEC4
Subject: RE: DIS & UFO reports

e PRYEHTERE O

--—»d;iginal Message—---

From: DHISEC SEC4
Sent: 26 June 2002 14:27
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1
Cc: DIS5B

Subject: DIS & UFQ reports

<< File: why did di55 get ufo reports_.doc >>

Dea A |
Plea’m eé'aQ‘orm of words to use in your answer to why DI55 were sent UFO reports. Sorry for the

delay.
40



In the 1950s, the Air Ministry, produced a ‘minimum format’, a one page, 'UFO’
reporting procedure for both public and military reporting of the phenomena. Reports
of sightings from either military or civilian sources were sent to Defence Intelligence
Staff (DIS) from the Air Staff in case they contained any information which was of
value in DIS’s task of analysing the performance and threat of foreign weapons
systems, nuclear, chemical and biological weapons programmes and technologies
and emerging technologies. However, none of the reports received over a period of
30 years have yielded any valuable information whatsoever. DIS therefore decided
in December 2000, not to receive these reports any longer.

e



5% June 2002 [Section 40|

Goldenhill —
Stoke on Trent

R <0

Subject: MOD UFO reporting

To whom it may concern,

I came across the following extract from "The Daily Nation" (Kenya newspaper) on
the internet at:

http://www_virtuallystrange net/ufo/updates/2002/may/m12-007.shtml

"Letter from London Sunday, May 12, 2002

After half a century, it's RIP for the UFOs

RiSection 40 |
<snip>

The Ministry of Defence Directorate of Intelligence has declared that it no longer
wishes to be sent any reports of UFOs (Unidentified Flying Objects) and, perhaps
more pertinently, the enthusiasts of the British Flying Saucer Bureau announced they
are suspending activities because sightings have dried up. "Perhaps”, said a
spokesman wanly, "our alien visitors have completed their survey of earth". UFOs
were a national fixation These terse announcements tucked away inside a few
newspapers in no way reflect the obsessional nature of the events they refer to."

1 did not come across the UK newspaper reports alluded to in the article. Please can
you confirm or refute the assertion in the article that "The Ministry of Defence
Directorate of Intelligence has declared that it no longer wishes to be sent any reports
of UFOs"?

If the report is accurate, please would you be so kind as to send me a copy of the
original press release from the MOD.

Regards,







From:

Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace)

Operations & Policy 1a

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE

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

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

E£-Mail das-laopspol1 a@d |

Your Reference

Qur Refere

D/DAS/643 &
- IN 46904

: Dat
. UsA zgaJSne 2002

P

Thank you for your letter dated 14 June in which you request information concerning the
UK Ministry of Defence’s position with regard to “unidentified flying objects”. This office is the
focal point within the MOD for correspondence of this nature.

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the Ministry of Defence examines any reports of
‘unidentified flying objects' it receives solely to establish whether what was seen might have some
defence significance; namely, whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a
potential threat, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, MOD does not attempt
to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that rational
explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it is not the
function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not justify
expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit.

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

Youf& Smee/
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