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Registered File Disposal Form 
MOD Form 262F 

(Revised 8/95) 

FILE TITLE: (Main Heading - Secondary Heading - Tertiary Heading etc) Reference: 

UFOs.. .&. (PD ib ?;;7b tt I?. 
t?Jo\ic... <1~--~~ IX- e~l'\. 4cw1. Part: y I 

PROTECTIVE MARKING {including caveats & descriptors): 

I Date of last enclosure. I '3. No1!€MAbar :loco ... II Dateclosed lS (\J~ '2..001._.. 

PART1. DISPOSAL SCHEDULE RECOMMENDATION FOR CS(RM) USE ONLY 

(To be completed when the file is closed) .... 
Des!leJ) s1te1 years 0 I II II I 

Date of 1st review Date of 2nd review Forward Destruction Date 

"Foe.. 
~d to CS(RM) after _____j_{)_____ years D 
~ i'K"TOSrl~ Reviewer's Reviewer's 

Na 1eeo eRelefen D Signature: Signature: 

PART 2. BRANCH REVIEW 
(To be completed not later than 4 years after the date of the last enclosure) ..... (Delete as appropriate) 

a . Of no further administrative value and not worthy of permanent preservation. DESTROY IMMEDIATELY (Remember that TOP SECRET D 
and Codeword material cannot be destroyed locally and must be forwarded to CS(RM)). 

b. (1) To be retained for 1NJ>.€fi,W'Af'G'years (from date of last enclosure} for the following reason(s}: 

II' .... 
LEGAL D DEFENCE POLICY D 
CONTRACTUAL D ORIGINAL COMMITIEE PAPERS D I 
FINANCE D OTHER (Specify) ii;fu.bl<c, 1\~...f: ) 

D For- {t '~ . ..,..._ ~r:,_, .o.J.. AUDIT 
L~ ~ 1'-Joh~ ..1/._;·veA · 

(Continued overleaf} 



(ii) Key enclosures which support the recommendation are: 

(iii) At the end of the spedfied· retention period the file is to be: 

II' 
Destroyed D 
~~:~~~~:~~:.~~for D 

II' 
c. Of no further administrative value but worthy of consideration by CS(RM) for permanent preservation. D 

PART 4 DESTRUCTION CERTIFICATE 

It is certified that the specified file ~as been csestroyed. 

Signature:------~----------

Name: -------,(B:;:Ioc::;kc-:C"'a:::P';::ta"'ts;-) -------

Grade/Rank:------- Date: _______ _ 

Witnessed by (TOP SECRET* and SECRET only) 

Signature:-----------------

Name: -------;;:(B:;:Ioc-ck-cC:cca-cpi,-ta-=-ls;-) -------

Grade/Rank: _______ Date: _____ _ 
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From:~ 
Direct~taff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N5BP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Swttchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

0\!f Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 

020 7218 2140 

13 November 2002 

Thank you for your letter of7 November regarding your request for information on 'UFO' 
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. I apologise if this was not clear in my last letter, but I 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 identity 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, I think it would be helpful ifl explain the MOD's position with regard to the 
handling of reports of 'UFO' sightings. 



.-l('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. 

I 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, 



r 
• 

~taff(Lower Airspace) 
Operations and Policy 1 
MINISlRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6n3, 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. 

1. The date of the sighting/incident. 
2. The name of the officer involved in the sighting/incident. 
3. Any police report/statement from each particular case. 
4. A brief smnmary of the incident as a whole. 
5. Whether the MOD investigated the sighting/incident. 
6. Whether any conclnsions were reached as to what the object involved in the 

sighting/incident was. 
7. An approximate number of pages contained within each of the six cases. 
8. The MOD classification of the relevant six files. 

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

I am extremely grateful for your cooperation in this matter and hope that the above 
requests subject to your criteria are acceptable to you. 





• Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6173, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N5BP 

- orporate· - ommunications 
Press Office 
CAAHouse 
45-59 Kingsway 
London 
WC2B6TE 

Telephone 

CHOts 
E-Mail 

(Direct dial) 
(Swttchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

DAS·LA·Ops+Pol1 

das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk 

Your Reference 

0\!!: Reference 
D/UAS/64/3 
Date 
13 November 2002 

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: ............ ~ 
Direct rate-ot-AirStaff (lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2NSBP 

Telephone 

'---1-J·Minn,•·I- A-viMiirln Reporting Center 
w:u:ca""'" Phenomena 

94023-880 USA 

(Direct dial) 
(Swfichboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

01.!!" Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 
13 November 2002 

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 I am sorry that you were not advised of this when you 
contacted the CAA. I have however, passed your letter to the following Department, who should 
be able to assist you. 

Corporate Communications 
Press Office 
CAAHouse 
45-59 Kingsway 
London 
WC2B6TE 

With regard to the incidents which occurred in Germany and Italy, 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. 



- B NOV 2002 60 .• ~.~.~ ............... . 

National Aviation Reporting Center o nomalo"us Phenomena 
-Established toenban<eaviati<Jn sakty 1IDd scientific kno,.1edge- §~· 

Secretariat (AS2) j , 

Room 8245 October 30, 2002 
Ministry of Defence 
Main Building, Whitehall 
London SW1A 2HB 

Dear sir: 

This letter was prepared at the suggestion o 
- ·~- .. Corporate Affairs, Safety Regulations Group of 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 ldnd as to provide 
any available backgrmmd information on them. They include: 

Occ Num. 

199602532 
199702022 
199705960 
199803283 
8201614C 
8302525A 

Date Location Other J.D. Information 

June 17, 1996 Warwick at FL80 
Apr. 18, 1997 Goles Cruise phase offlt. 
Nov. 6, 1997 TLA 30N Cruise phase offlt. 
June 9, 1998 Heathrow Climb phase, MD-80 
June 12, 1982 Dinkelsbuhl, Gennany Dan Air, FL 410 
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 will1et 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:~ 
es 
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Dear 

From: ····· lj 
Directora e-of- ir-Staff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, on on, 
WC2N5BP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Swftchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

0\!!: Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 
5 November 2002 

020 7218 2140 

111119 

Further to my letter of 8 October, I am now able to give a substantive reply to your letter of 
17th September 2002. Please accept my apologies 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 4th 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, 



• 

~C.REC. 
M 

-:-"1".1022 ACTION 

~kSTAT_E 



• 

- ---:? ~- -- - ~- .........._=-
-¥~ -Ll-.- _..;::?~G-.L. ~- r ~ ---
if~,._:::?~'-?/--~ -+ _?~~-'""--~ -----

- 7--. -;;:_ 1:: ' .a "'- ' v'& 

S?EC. R;.C. vL.k- -d_,_ ./_- -1- e.!.... -d4L...l--""'"? ~~~~ ~=~~~ I 
F.102l ACTION I 
MODS. STATE I 

FS3a 
F765B J:7Q!C F1669 F41'2 FIN. REV. CHECK EO 

ACTION I J I I I I l 



.r 
~ .;~ ', .. 

• .--. .... !;...t:Jrc:JC: 

· · .. ---- · -· · ---·---- --·- -· - · - ....... - ........ ---- ...... _ E i 

_ ._Li.ghtnirl9 Fa ·xsa.94~~-- ·· 
· ·: ·. 5· Squadron·- · · ·' 
.•. ·8 September 19}0 

· ... ~---~ .... - .. ·---·-"'""':-- ----·· ·-· -·. . . . . '----· - .. 

.. 
' 

:·."l· 



M~.t~r:::::I~_. ;, ----------ro Nc LPJtSStFlE o1 .. 
I . 

· ··- -~,----· ·- ~ --·- ~ - --·r~i : 

. ' 

i 
I ., 

:·· ·· · .~J. : . 

~ : I 

1 - ~ 

::.... 
~~· 

' 
' 

. 
C· 

., 
1-

: Oiraumstenoel' 

ROYAL AIR FOROE. 

AIRCRAFT ACCIDENT REPORT 

Date: 

.llro:r:af't: 

Crew: 

Sorlie: 

Casualties: 

~t Damage: 

Unit: 

' 
8 September 1970 ' ' i 

' Ligb.tning :Mk F6 xs 894 

One , 

TactiCal Evaluation ~eroise- Night ' . !.) l 
Shadowillg and Shephe~ o! Low Speed f 
Targets · 1 i 
One killed • .:I l 

• .. ~ 

CategOry 5 ·' i · 
No 5 Squadion, au' :SinbrOOk 1 ; 

,: : . ~- ; : l 
~: . i 

1 1. No 5 Squadron was partieipa.tillg in a strike Co=cl Tao tical' Eval:aa.tion 
I . 

1 ( Taceval) uercise a.t RAF :Binbrook. T"ne pilot of the accident ~t 1mB a 

; trs.AF exchange ()ffio~ '!lhoae e:perlence included tvro tours of duty' on USAF F102 
r . ·~ ~ - .. . .... ~ . 
<_all .. we.a.ther .1'i8h.te.r .... ~1:• .. B:e _had acCUillul?-ted l:P. . ~. OJ:!. !4-Bhtni.Ilg 

i ' 
i 

; e.iraraft,. of l!hioh 18 were a.t night:t 2IId had. obtainad. a. Green Izu:rb:ament RatiDg • . ~ ! 
~-- . .. j .Ji:~ .l?M.. b~~l). . ca.t~go;ised a.a •"limited combat reaey" a£ter _8 l!B~l'! on .~he .Sq~Z: .; .. ,; 

1 
This wa.s en 'UnusuallY' ~orl period. but the oa.tegory wa.a justified by his USAF ~ : 

,-ei:Perieiiee as s~n pllot and ocu instructor, ami.'by"his'resUJ;I;s'l.n' simillator : . 

: tra1n111g and dnal ~ ta.ctioal and weapons oheoks on the Ligh~. The· I ! 

•··· 
' · 

limitation on his operational status 1fB.B due to his need for i'urlher tJ:aining in· 

JC.arlmum. effective use o! the Lightning weapons system Slld beoaus~ he ha.d. not . 

! yet met the reqW.rement !or iUll viaident missions, he had. completed only two o! i 

the specified three }lha.ses of prspa.;:a.tion, In consequence a.t his- sta8e o£ 

' trailling a.t the time o£ the accident he 1r0uld onl.y ha.ve been c:Le~d £or 

sha&'ld.Dg and shepherding tasks with the ta:rget in i'ull v.isaal contact. The 

Squadron Commander cleared the pllot to pa.rtieipate in the Taceval, therefore, 

in the belie! tha.t he 110uld not be involved in a. aha.d.o'ting or shephertu..cg 

mission. 
··t. 
~( . . 

) 

2. On the ds::T or the accident the pilot was ordered to his aircra.!t a.t l834Z 

hours, ~ at:ter wa1 tillg an :readiness, was scrambled at l947Z hOtirs. He 

started ta:eying,. bmmver his scramble was cancelled and he 1lli.B ~dered baak to 1 I 
dispersal. On retJ= he ordered fuel onl:T and·no tu:mround serd,Cillg~ .Aoco~ i 

I 

·: :., • \UNCLAS:SJfiED\ 
1. . 

' ! .· 
.1. 

. ·!' , 



UNO~:A&SIF1ED 

· to sta.nding instructions the engineer orticer on duty orde::ced e. .full t'llrJ:u:oc'Ulld.. 

: The t=und was del~ed, and duriDg this de~ the pilot was 'IIBl:ned that he 

; · "•' · L : 'IIOUld. be scrambled as soon as he was ::cea.dy. He asked the groundc::cew to expedite : 

; the tu=d., however:~ before it was completed he called for ~ atarli:ag~ . . h ; . 
; fe.iled to Bi8n the serrlci.ng certificate and tm.a aut a.t 2025Z hours. As he 
t ' :.· . ·-· 
' ente::ced. the =wa:r the metal t=pnd. boa:t'd. and attached servic:illg cerliricate 

; !ell off the airoJ:e.ft. 

; 3· UJ:lkco.m to the station a.nd s<~,liadron, the Taceval team had. just chal:lged the ::: 

: e:a:ercise scenario £:r:om :oomal intercept:i.ons to inte:roeptio~ or ehadO'lliilg or · · 

; shapherding on slow s:pGed -low .fl3:ing target!!. The tar;;e'ts were Shsc..'ldetcn 

: airoraft flP.ng at 16o knots, and. at the ~ authorls_e~ . P,eight of 1500 !eet 

a.s spaoi£ied in Group Orders. The minimum speed. for ·Lightning ekc::cart for 

· visid.ent practices is 200 knots, which was not specified as an order, but was 

ref err$ d. to in the Lightnitlg sq'Ul!.d.ron trai..'lillg syllabus. The aylle.bua made no 

:.: : 

: reference to shadowing or shepherding techniques . .. Shadowing and ·shepherding e.re : 
' howa"i'er inolud.ed. in -the war ta.sk of Lightmng squadrons and, thus, we::ce 
I . . . - . . . .. . . 

• theoretically . subject to Te.ceval. 

; 

• " '1 • 4~ The :Pilot toOk of£ ~t 2030Z and was ordered to climb · to FL 100; he we.e - - -· .-. 

:-etill "'lna.'!Tare of the type or height of his target. He was handed over to the 

; !IRS and was given in a. short space of .time,. the Q1lll, and h;u_ght or target (l.:r500 1 ' . . . 
ft), and. a. shadowing task wi_th t~get speed of l6o knots. He wa.s told to 

accelerate towards the target which was 28 nma a'frS:3'. At 2039Z, the pilot 

acknowledged ins~otions to accelerate to 0.95M to effect a rapid take over 

f~m s,I~Other Lightnizl€, this in a. tone of ~se. He was given va.rl.ous 

alterations to heading until he announced that he was in oontaot with lights but 

would have to manoeuvre to slow down; his voice sounded strained as thQU&h he was 

affected by 'G'. At 2040Z the )ms b~a.dcaat that the Controller was beillg 

cll=8ed; a.t this tillle the -Lightning 'lfaiS ~port a.t about 220 knots. At 

_2041Z the aircraft was seen b:y the other Lightlling pilot, who ha.d j'l.'lst b:r:oken . 

::.::a'IICI3 from the taJ:get, t~ be at a.botlt 2,000 yards astern and 500 to 1.,000 :teet 

, ·'a.bove the Shackleton, ht e. port tu=. The Shackleton crew then saw the airOJ:ai't, 

a.ppa.rent:cy Tery low. The MRS Chis£ Controller had a.ppnc.ia.ted. tha.t this was a. 

d.i!ficult interception, end had monitored the latter stii6BS Tery closely. When 

at 2042Z the Lie;htnillg pUot failed to acknowledge instrnotions, he insti tilted 

I 
I 
I 
I 

\UNCLASSIFIED\ 
msm<m:o 

: 

+­
.. ,.·. .-:··· 



· r. ----···- ··-· ·· ··jUNCllAS&iFtED\· ·"i\ •····- --- -··--·· ·· · . ·--- - '1'.-; -: .. : 

'emergency :proced.uxes~ however, he e:xperienc:ed difficulty iii '~ contact with 

,the Shaokletcn because he did not ha.ve immediate access to 24-3.0 :Mhz, All 

'· 'illmlediate air lilearoh by the target Shackleton, mJ.d subsequent ai:I:/sea sea.J:Oh the ' 
l . 

1£ollo'ld.ng iiq_, failed to detect e:IJ.Y trace of the ai:I:ora£t or pilot • 

. Dete~tion of Causes 

; 5. hom caloula.tions prorlded by the :Boa¢ of l:n~ and expert som:-oes{a. 

; see.roh b:r a mr minesweeper "-lo:C&tea_n the -.re~ nearl.y 2 months ' la.ter. The 
1 a.iroraft was in a. complete state e:z:cept that the port wing had ~en of£ and 

' :' 

f. 

1 ·..: 

:buckled w:>der the .t'll.sel.age., and some :fuselage pallel.s were missing.- 'l!he cockpit ~- . ; .\ '· 

canopy was attached but not closed and there was no sign:of the pllot. 

: EltQmina.tion of the wrecka€e showed tha.t the .~"'"Craft :flad ·s~ck the sea. at s. low : 

speed, 1n a teJ.l-down attitude with a.lllinimai rate or· descent. It appeared. to 
ha.l'e pla:~ed on the sux:fa.ce ami come to :t:est oompara.ti-vel:r slowly. Both tr.:cottles 

' were in. the rehee.t gates,. there was a nose-up trim of 6°, Ul:ld.erca.rr:l.a,$9 was up~ 
· flaps dc1m and a.ir'l>rakes out. There was no sigt< of fi= or exploSion and expert 

. ex~Uon revealed no indication ·that the aircraft was other than serviceable 

at impact, 

. .. ·. 6~ 

: ·by the inte=pter link on the lll2in gun ·sea:r. The Oallopy gan sear had been 

. 'llithdra.wn, but the oa.llOpy gun ca.rtri~ ha.d received only ;, light_ pe=nssicn 1 i . 
; st:z:ike and ha.d not fired, The canopy had been released. by the no=a.J. OJlerating 

lever, the harness QRB 'lfal3 ~mdoner the FEC discozmected and the PSP le.cya.rd had. 

. : been rel.lla.sed from the life preserver and ·-we.s -lying tSZlgled in the cockpit. 

7. The :Board concluded that a. combi:n.a.tion or a. difficult task in nshed 

oiroumetanoes ana lack of t:r~ in the low fSlleed vieident and shepherding 

teolmiques, lea to a situation where the pilot £!P-led to monitor the height of 

: his s.irorai't whilst slcnrillg down and acquiring his target, a.nd that he had 

. inadver-tently- flown his airora.ft into the sea.. The pilot had. attempted to 

. (:::recover the ai ttt.a.tion bf selecting reheat. which £ailed to take e£fect, with the , 

:: '~~t tail skimming :,n the water. He had then 1ni tia.ted an ejection which 

was unsu.ccea3£ul because of the :inte:r=ption of the eeqnence b;r the £a1J.w:e o£ 

the canoJl:r to jettison. He then manually abandoned the aircra!t but becauae he 
1 ha.e not been found, he 1m.a p:z:estliiied to have dro11%led during ol:- ~ter his escape • 

.. •:1 :: } . . .' 

3 

\UNC~FIED\ 
I 

f. 
·I 

I 
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TO SEC-AS PAGE.006 

; B. Tile llght peraussion st:cike on the oa.nopy gan oartrid€e occw:red because of ' 
. l 

; negligent senio.ing1 in that the .firing unit was inoor:reotly sea.ted because of , ; 

'l!he Board made a. number of recommendations relating to inoonsiat~es and . .. ; 
: Q!llisidona in orders, instructions and the trai:c.i:og sylla.bust oonoe:r::oing low ~ed , . 
; viiddants and the ahadow:lng and shephel.'lili:lg techniques. They also made ;: ·:. 

: recommendations oollQe~ the access of MBSs to emergency !;r:eq:u.encieBt and .for ;_. 1 

~remedial a.ction oonoel:ning Lightning canopy ejection guns. · :1 
... ! • : 

·. '! ~ 

; Rema:cl<;s of the Air Of.fioer Command.tng:::in-Clrl:e! 
I 

: 10. The AOC-in-f stated that in oommon with' so m.mi··.aco.i~~~a, ~a acciO.ent bad 

. no single root cause1 and he agreed with the Boe.rd.'s conclusions •. Re said tha.t , 

• the pilot made an e=o:r of ju.d{>;ment in e.ll.ow:illg his a.iro:ra.ft to get into a. 

position £':rom whiab. he was =able to :recover. 

his error wa.a excusea.ble. 

Because of m1 tigatlng circumstance~, . 

. 11. The AOC-ill,-Cts c~mment~ On the lloard.ts recollllllenda.tions are oo~ered below. I i 
' 

~ i 
.• ·- -~ ~ ! , .. I loE- · · · ·, ·su.'liseOU.ent ·Action · · 

··f·:,.·. 

; .... ~ . ~ ; 

.,. 

.---12. The :Board' a :t:ecommendation conceming a.ocess to the emergency ra.d.io frequency i .. ; . 
1 by the )IRS was not accepted. by the AOo-in-c, 'llho .rts.ted. that :r.mss. a1.res.dy M-ve 

the facility to select 243.0 1dtw although they do not normally monitor it. lie 

considered ths.t the all.ooa.tion of a. sa!ety :f:J:equenc;r for use durl.ng all. :peacetime 

, exeroiaes had li!Ore merit. 

13. The hitherto undeteoted wealcless in training :for the idanti.t'ioa.tion, 

shado'll'ing e.nd shepherding o.t' low 'a.ltitude, low speed taxgets, ha.ve been :reotii'ied 

a.s follows: 

a.. No ll (Fighter) Group Air Staff Orders now specify a m1n1mum I!Peed :f:cr , 

Tisiden.t taxgets, s.nd minimum target speeds and heights for ahe.dowing and . 

· . ~ · ·shepherding opera.t~ by da3' and night. 

; . 

b, llew te.otios have been devised and published in the Lishtning Taotics 

Manual. 

o. Shadowing and shepherding tasks have bean inoluded. in the Anrale.]. 

Tr~ Syllabus for L1ghtnil1g Squa.dl:one. 

4 
! . 
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! 
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-. --.-·- ··· · 

\ .. ; 

d. Pilot's or aircraft under GCI contl:ol =t DOW read back: a.1:timeter 

settinga before descendillg to low level, 

e. A. radio .sa!ety frequency is allocated for all exercises. 

!. Dul:1llg ell pertinent . ~sea~ •~ target .radio frequenct; plan w1ll be I i .· 
I . 

a"i"ailable so tha.t two wa:! oOI!IDlllnica.t.ion between the MRS and target ai=aft ' • 
can be established rapidlY in any emergency situation. . ; · ' 

' · , ·- ·' ; . 
~- - : 

: ' l ~:. ; 

: : 14. Servicill6 :Preced=ea !or the inspection, re-s.:cning lllld. servioill€ of .canop;r , ·, 
! 

: firing Ulli ts bava been ~ded.. ~ ': ~ . ; 

. ~-~ 

; 15. All ejection seat fi..rillg units of a. type s.imll.a.r to tha.t which prevented 

: ejMtion in this accident he.ve been inlll?8C~,d !or signa of _d,amage~ 

· 16. The design or the canopy firlllg u:oi~ baa been e:x:alllined. No ~ will b~ 
; ma.d.e, however, the Design .Authority has been made aware of the .failu.re for 

. conaide:ration in future designs • 

. ··17. The defiCiencies ·· ~ealed b7 the.~ or .. controller at ·the ··m -~ ~. 
: over-rapid attemp~ to effect . the oha.!lgeover of the intercepting airora!tt ha:'l'e . . . . . ·, . 

• • • ·i ·lieeD. ·cka..m ·to -~ ·e.ttention or th~ J.ms~ 

., 

·· . . 

; 18. The ei'£ect o£ the false sOl:SIIlble and. the i.n.te=pted ~~ in pl.'Odndllg 1 ' : · 
' . . ; ! 
. oondi tiona of Bt:reaa, has been d:ra.wn to the attention of all U G:>:'OU:P Stations. : · 

' : 19. The deficiencies in :Plslming, El.!ld liaison nth the sta.tion operations staff : 

1 conoe~ the chana-e or exercise soez:eflo~ have been investigated nth the :r.!liS 

and Ta.oeval Tea~~~. 

20. !fee'l-igenoe in the fitting of the ca=py jettison firing tulit could not be 

a.ttr.!.buted to aey sPecific person. The Corporal who WG.S re~ble !or 

, _servici.Tlg the unit WG.S found excusably negligent, No disoipliiul.ry' action was 
r:_.;taken seraJ,nst him beoan~e of the involnment of other perso:cnel, the lack of . 

~: 'oiear servicing instruo·hons and gui.~oe on the s.cceptable dsgz:ee of bu=illg of 

. · "; ; 
. . \.•Jo· · 

the screw thread$, the lack or evidence that he had caused the d.mllage to the 

threade• and because he did not f'inall:r fit the 'llllit to the jettison gun. 

5 
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, 
DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 To:. 
Subject: 

---Original Message----
From: DAOAOGE1 

DAOADGE1 
RE: RAF Fylingdales 

Sent: 04 November 200215:44 
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
Subject: FW: RAF Fylingdales 
Importance: Low 

At last an answer!! I hope ~ is what you need. 

-·-·Original Messag•···--
From: 2GP-ASACS-Ops1-502 
Sent: 04 November 2002 13:40 
To: DAD AOGE1 
Subject: RE: RAF Fytingdales 
Importance: Low 

Sir,-

The rocket body (SCC No 20 92 4) that carried Gorizont 21 into orbit decaye d on the 
4th Nov 19 9 0, n o actual time a vailable. 

---Original Message--
From: DAD ADGE1 
Sent: 04 November 2002 11 :4S 
To: 2GP-ASACS-Ops1-502 
Subject: FW: RAF Fylingdales 

--Original Message--
From: DAOADGE1 
Sent: 21 October 2002 16:37 
To: 2GP-ASACS-Ops1-S02 
Cc: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
Subject: FW: RAF Fylingdales 

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

-----Original Message----
From: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll 
Sent: 21 October 2002 16:08 
To: DAOADGEI 
Subject: RAF Fytlngdales 

a Loose minute on 23 September in which he asked if you could check with Fylingdales as 
~i'J&Ir'.ellh'll!:'tiJ.ecGn!"lz,on11Pirot«ln 4 Rocket Booster was re-entering the atmosphere at around 18.00 on 5 Nov 

1990. I have to write to our correspondent soon so wondered if you had had any luck? 



D~~A-Ops+Pol1 
Fro : DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

22 October 200215:14 
BEP-DAS-BOIA 1 
Aircraft Accident Report - Captain Shaffner 

;jcoiinlviJeliJrsta~li~olni~'l l~;h,ia~:Fv~e;1 ~e~~s~t~a~~blished that AAR's do not generally end up in the Public Record 
• 1 has confirmed that because of the notoriety of this case he has 

. It is on his draft list of documents to go to the PRO and is awaiting PRO 
clearance which can 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. 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

DAOADGE1 
21 October 2002 16:37 
2GP-ASACS-Ops1-S02 
DAS-lA-Ops+Pol1 
FW: RAF Fylingdales 

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

40 
-----Original Message---
From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
Sent: 21 October 2002 16:08 
To: DAO ADGE1 
Subject: RAF Fylingdales 

• SSiihiiou a Loose minute on 23 September in which he asked if you could check with Fylingdales as to 
[}llfililtil!(~!]:;!Qli~I1Uf'ro'ton 4 Rocket Booster was re-entering the atmosphere at around 18.00 on 5 Nov 1990. 1 

correspondent soon so wondered if you had had any luck? 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
22 October 2002 15:14 
BEP-DAS-BOIA 1 
Aircraft Accident Report - Captain Shaffner 

Following our telephone conversation, I have established that AAR's do not generally end up in the Public Record 
Office. However £ tmExp)-Records 1 has confirmed that because of the notoriety of this case he has 
earmarked a cop\I'Eil'miS'A}O( PRO. It is on his draft list of documents to go to the PRO and is awaiting PRO 
clearance which I 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. 

- --- ---~----



• FILE NOTE 

18 Oct 20,•0•2----,--, 
Sqdn Ldr tit:)lftf>Q$if'ie my e-mail of 17 Oct. He does not know what happens 
to their fileS:=fle-was-not-'SJ re 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 .tlliUfu.us..e of 
Commons library (therefore in the public dom_ain). Sqdn Ld~~e BOI 
files are passed to Hayes after two years but dtd not know w~b:~r;:ent1o the 
PRO. 

..w,rw•·"''"' about a possible MAAS for this accident. He 
cmlfirme~d'lhe1VfA.--p,SJiSJi~ore 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. 

•-Jtlfl)(EXJp HR.ec:onh 1. He does not believe that all AARs 
are 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 AARon Captain Shaffner for permanent retention in the 
PRO. It is currently on his draft list awaiting PRO approval and has been selected for 

PR0
1 
class~ 2. Apphrov

1
_al ofdthhe list c

1
adn take months b,utJ@L'f~ ~hvery 

rare y reJect Items on t e 1st an e cou see no reason tOH nem-tG-'a'G-so-m=-t ts case. 

I spoke t~ i3 ~Ui(! !ghiVifn about the AAR
11
on c

1
apt Sdhaffnher and its

1 
releba1 ~e toh_the 

two enqutr-ef' ~ eu :flfese are not norma y re ease tot e genera pu IC, t IS 
one is over 30 ears old and will be open in the PRO at some time in the near future. 

_Y:tlfu!li saw no reason why we could not release it now to those who have 
requeste 1~ 

22 Oct2002 
Before release I sent an e-mail to Sqdn 
this action. 



D-LA-Ops+Pol1 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
17 October 2002 14:47 
BEP-IFS-BOIA 1 
Aircraft Accident Report - Captain Shaffner 

A few months ago I was in discussion with DCC(RAF)-S01 EC~ programme the BBC were 
making about the crash of a Lightening aircraft on 8 Septembe~-;r.~d in the death of the pilot, USAF 
exchange officer, Captain Shaffner. I was involved because I am the MOD focal point for correspondence on 
'unidentified flying objects' and this event has become a famous case amongst 'ufologists' who believe a 'U\"F'-0"'-.' w::;a::;s::...~-­
involved and that Capt Shaffner's body was not found because he was abducted by aliens. I understand 401 
that the reason Capt Shaffner's sons had agreed to take part in this programme was to dispel these storie$91::? '-'LIUI I 

The programme "Inside Out" apparently went out on the 16th September and I have received two letters from 
members of the public, one requesting a copy of the "general Board of Inquiry" 
and the other requesting "any documents relating to the disappearance of Capt 
release anything directly to the BBC, but that the Shaffner family were given a copy of thel'.'\lta:[l;dti,Aibll~t'tl'•ep<lrt 
the transcript of the RT between the aircraft and the ground controller and approximately 8 photos which I believe 
you supplied. I 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)? 
c) 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. 

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



Pol1 

DCC(RAF)-S01 EC 
Sent: 15 October 2002 08:30 

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 To: 
Subject: RE: BBC Enquiry about aircraft accident 

HW£2iil I 401 
~~c:~~%m;~~~;~~~~~~~ ~~:~~:~~~~~t~!t~r£Ji~~e-f~~;:e~~i~~~~i~~~e~ya~~~~! ~r~~~~~~~t~~~~:ri.c~~~ 
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 not release this directly. The 
copy of the AAR that I used has been returned to DASC (BE~-DASC-BOIA1- Sqn Ldr~ . 

Rgds, B0"- tFS- ~011\l 

~ 
-----OriQinal Message-----

From: DAS·LA·Ops+Poll 
Sent: 10 October 2002 11:50 
To: DCC(RAF)·SOl EC 
Subject: BBC Enquiry about aircraft accident 

You may recall that a few months ago you 1) and myself, concerning a 
programme the BBC was making about the 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 I have received two requests from members of the public for copies of the 
information supplied to the BBC (the Board of In~ report was mentioned by one) as shown on the 
programme. We have contacte• \41 B(RAF) who provided us with a copy of the accident card 
which he supplied to the BBC, but~!r'l)rtl If you would contact me asap with details of exactly what 
was released to the BBC. 

bii11&J!M 
MT6/73 1 W rrAO] 



From 
Di Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6173, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N SBP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

Oqr Reference 
D/UAS/64/3 
D~e 
8 October 2002 

020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 

Thank you for your letter of 17th September regarding a 'UFO' 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 

~3 September 2002 

DAOADGE 1 

LETTER FROM - CONCERNING '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 1990 over No~ilots. 
As you know, we have corresponded extensively wit~ on this 
matter; however - seems to be approaching it from a different angle 
(Re-entry of satellite · which has not been covered, as far as I can tell, by 
any of our responses 

2. Would it be possible to check with RAF Fylingdales if the Gorizont/Proton 4 
Rocket Booster was re-ent~osphere at around 18:00 on 5 Nov '90? 
Also, who might be advise- 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: D IA 

o'l-fttLf"; \.JV: VC< cJc;...•/ 

fh_g. a-o r4 "',~t / 
l 

S Ncv '9" 0-

~.... r- {!? I" 0 olrttt-~ 

' ' soJdh rA"M 



• 

DAS(\e c) 

i'-'1D 
~...c:>Q:;.ir'<>d , 

T .. - 11)1 
o· ectN"atl:Uf-rut"---s hlf(lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy I 
Ministry of Defence 
Room6/73, 
Metropole Building, 
Northumberland Avenue, 
London. 
WC2N 5BP. 

Tuesday 17 September 2002. 

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/Proton 4 Rocket 
Booster. This explanation could reduce some of the enquiry traffic sent to your office, 
if verified? I 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 Connnand 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 
components ~l!:..a!)Sits? - -

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 ofU.S.A.F Captain William 0 Schaffuer 
(Then stationed at RAF Binbrook). I understand the General Board oflnquiry 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 
of Practice fur 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 sincerely 

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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SUMMARY ( CONTD. ) 

t''~)(:JE 
., IC 
1.~ 

DATES: RLL. 
551 l;its 

OTHER THAN SER~ICEAHLE AT IMPACT. THE Brn~RD CONCLUDED THAT A COMBINATION 
or:· f:l DIFFICULTJTf.~~;l< ·HI HU~;!--11:::0 CIRClm!:;·rr:11,1CES RI'ID UlCI·( or:· Tl~f-UI,IHIG II~ Tl·-ll:o: LOW . 
SPEED VISIDENt·QND ~HEP~ERbiNG T~CH~IQUES, ~ED TO A SITUATION WHER~ ~HE ~­
PILOT FAILED TO MONITOR THE HEIGHT OF HIS A\C WHILST SLObJING DOWI'-1 AND 
ACQUIRING HI~ tARGET, ' AND THAT HE HAD INADVERTENTLY FLOWN HIS R\C INTO THE 
SEA. l~E PILOT HAD ATTEMPTED TO RECOVER THE SITUATION BY SELECTING REHEAT; 
WHICH FAILED TO TAKE EFFECT, WITH THE A\C TAIL SKIMMING ON THE WATER. 
Cause gr·oup. ; ' 

AirC~:"BW er-r-or- . 
Contributory factors. 

'.';LWII'If.11~Y 

Pr·obat)ly rna :i.nt .. 
Lac!<: of !3ld.ll. 
Inadequate orders or briefing. 
En-or· of sl<ill. 

5NM FROM LECONFIELD. No casualties. 
Dur·ing ail ' combat . . In fonnaU.on . lOUOOft. SNR . D.i.sot·ienta+.ion. Loss of contt'Ol.. 
Ejection abandonment. 
THE SECOI'ID Tf'liL .. -.. ·CHF1'.';E \Jf~lS FL.OWf•l WITH THE OTI-IEf' CWI OCCUF'Ai'-IT OF THE L.Ef.~D (.1\C 
AT THE CONTROLS, AND WITH EnCH OF THE TWO FORMATING PILOTS IN THE POSITION 
PREVIOUSLY OCCUPIED BY THE OTHER DURING THE FIRST TAIL-CHASE EXERCISE. l~E 
LEAD A\C ENTERED A WING-OVER TO THE LEFT AND IMMEDIATELY REVERSED INTO A 
WING-OVER IN THE OPPOSITE DIRECTION; NOT. MORE THAN 90 DEG OF BANK WAS USED 
AND THE AIRSPEED DID NOT FALL BELOW 130 KNOTS AT ANY TIME.. THE NO 2 FOLLOWED 
Tl·-IE u::::nDE:R 'Tlii~OUGH Tl .. ·tr:: LEFT'--Hr:1ND WII,IG-·OV.U<, sr-lW 'T'I-IE L.EADlc}1 FHc VF I(c;I:C:, BUT, 
AS HE TRIED TO TURN QUICKLY, HE HIT THE LEADERS SLIPSTRESM. THE NO 2 A\C 
FLICKED VICIOUSLY RND THE NOSE DROPPED, AND ALTHOUGH THE CONTROLS WERE 
CENTRALISED THE NO 2 PILOT WAS UNABLE TO IDENTIFY THAT A RECOVERY HAD BEEN 
INITIATED.. THE PILOT THEN CONCLUDED THFIT HIS R\C WAS IN A SPIN TO THE LEFT 
AND APPLIED SPIN RE~JVERY ACTION, BUT T~~ ROTATION TIGHTENED UP .. T~~ PILOT 
EJECTED USING THE TOP HANDLE. THE A\C WAS DESTROYED WHEN IT STRUCK THE 
Gf~OLJND It-1 A SHALLOW, LEFT WII'iG LOW DESCENT AFTER APP.AREI'iTLY RECOVERING FROM 
THE SPIN AT APPROX 3,000 FEET AGL. THE BOI CONSIDERED THAT BY HIS MISHANDLING 
OF THE CONTROLS, THE STUDENT PILOT INDUCED A STALLED CONDITION OF THE .R\C 
AND FAILED Til TAKE CORRECT RECOVERY FICTION. 
Cause g r·oup. 

Air'Ct"ew erro r-. 
Con·tr·.i.t)utor 
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Dfr·ec1~ffi'iitii~T.i~Slraff(Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 a 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room &n3, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N5BP 

Telephone 

E-Mail 

(Direct diaQ 020 721 B 2140 
(Switchboard) 020 721 B 9000 

r:~-~1a~d·tfMOOI I 4ol 

Your Reference 

Oqr Reference _ 
D/DAS/64/3 --

Date q- November 2002 

I 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 Defel)Ce 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 afraid 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 extraterrestriallifeforms, 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 "UFO" maguines sold in many newsagents. I hope this is 
helpful. 
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY** 

- -"'·····----

1
102No. ··~:~-~ ............. .. 

. ,:_., 2002 

; Rl.E !·7E-MAIL 

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

TORefNo :)56'0 /2002 

Date .2L. \ 'Q · 0\-...-

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and 
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, 
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within 
the same timescale. You should be ~ that No l 0 periodically calls for!: sample 
Qf letters sent ~ officials on the PMs behalf for his ~-

An Open GfYVernment 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 
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 
btformation, wllich specifically refer to the Code of Practice. 

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

Ministerial Correspondence Unit 
Room 222, Old War Office Bull . , White SWlA 2EU 

Correspondence; e: rnini§ters@defence.mod.uk; 
w: http://main.chots.mod.uk/min _pari/ 

** TO BE GIVEN A ffiGH PRIORITY** 

• Delde .. appropriate. 

() 

~--~ --· --



••• , Ministers 

From: 
Sent: 
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 Phenomena? 
If so I want to join. 

I believe in UFOsand am interested in Strange Phenomena, and ifthere 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 
Jncharge 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, 

Choose an Internet access plan right for you -- try MSN! 
http:/ /resourcecenter. msn .com/access/plans/default.asp 



Dear 

(Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6173, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N 5BP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

81M R~ference 
/UAS/64/3 

Date 
I November 2002 

020 7218 21<10 

Thank you for your letter of II 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 t9 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 extraterrestriallifeforms, 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 IDGH PRIORITY** 

OAS \; 
102No .......................... :..:. 

3 G OCT 2002 

FILE 

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

To TORefNo 5M3 /2002 

Date c:l 'I 1 o oQl. 

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 ?n behalf of the PM!Minister/Department'. 

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and 
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, 
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within 
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 periodically calls for~ sample 
2fletters sent Qy 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 c~Gen) 
232/01; further information is available from DG Info o~ 

===== 

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 
infonnation, 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 

i&m!!QJ Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.Yk; 
w: http:/ /main.chots.mod.uk/min _parll 

**TO BE GIVEN A IDGH PRIORITY** 

' Delete as appropriate. 

(J 
R<wised 5" August 2002 



r .. v ** JOB STATUS REPORT ** AS OF 29 OCT 2002 11:18 AM PAGE. 01 

• PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH 

JOB #319 

DATE TIME TO/FROM MODE MIN/SEC PGS STATUS 
001 10/29 11:17A DAS(SEC) 

bATE: 29 October 2002 

TO: DAS 

FAX NO: 

NO OF PAGES: 2-

EC--S 00'26" 002 OK 

MINISTRY OF I>EFENCE 
PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH 

ROOM 221. Old War Offite 

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

Letter dated 18/10/02 

l 



• 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

PARUAMENTARY BRANCH 
ROOM 221, Old War Office 

********************************************* 

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? 

TO: Letter dated 18/10/02 



r . 

•• 
Mr Hoon, 

Last month, September, I 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. I would hope that you 
already know of the cases and I 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 



r 
29 0~.~ 2002 II: 18 AM FR PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH~ASCSEC) 

• 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

PARLIAMENTARY BRANCH 
ROOM 221. Old War Office 

Telephone(GTN): 

DATE: 29 October 2002 

TO: DAS 

FAX NO: 

NO OF PA6ES: 1.-

Can you l~t me know if this is for you to deal with? 

Letter dated 18/10/02 

P.lal 
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• 
Dear Mr Hoon, 

Last month, September, I 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. I would hope that you 
already know of the cases and I 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 

P.1112 

** TOTAL PAGE . 1112 ** 



Dear Sir/Madam, 

(Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Polley 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

... -~-.~.,:,:, ., , · .. 

Room 6173, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N5BP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

Ol.!!: Reference 
D/UAS/64/3 
Date 

020 7218 2140 -
1 November 2002 

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 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence, we do 
not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe it is possible that 
rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them, but it 
is not the function of the MOD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. We could not 
justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit. 

As 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 "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 A venue, 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 



• 
----·-··--····----------~~===• 

a request 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, 



OAS 
102No. ··················· 

FILE---
--~,.... 

Dear Sirs, 

Sabadell, 17 October 2002 

Ministly of Defence (MoD) 
Secretariat (Air Stafl) 2 A, Room 8245 
Main Building, Whitehall 
London SWIA 2HB (UK) 

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 Miuistly 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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(Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N SBP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

0\!!" Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 
31 October 2002 

020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 

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 I January and 31 December 1980. 

First, I should inform you that the 'UFO' 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 ofPractice 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, I 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. 

j 



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

Yours sincerely, 



POLICE REPORTING UFO SIGHTING$ 
FOUNDED 2001 

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

10/10/02 

Sect1on 40 where many of these cases are listed in 

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 confinned 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 period January 1st 
1980 to 31st Decemeber 1980. 

cooperation in this request. 
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(Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

~ 
~ 

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, 't='I!IMIMt:---' 
WC2N5BP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Sw~chboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

0\!I Reference 
D/UAS/64/3 
Date 
30 October 2002 

020 7218 2140 

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 of25 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, 

"l 

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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~ AIROR .A.FT ACCIDENT REPORT 
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Date: 

J..irora!tl 

Sorlie: 

8 September 1970 i 
I 

Lightning Mk: F6 XS 894 i ' 

One , 

Tactical Evaluation ~eJ:oise- 'Night '. !.} l.· · 

Shsdowi:l€; and Shepherding: of Low Speed 1 
Targets . · I 

t~ '( Ca.eual ties 1 

~tDemage: 

One killed ' :
1 

:-J 
1-

Unit: 

j 

Category 5 
No 5 Squadron, ID Binb:r00k 

., 
I 
I ! 

t 
1 CirawDStanoea 

: 1. :No 5 Squadron was pa.rl;icipati.ng in a. Strike Col!:l!l3lld Tao tical:- Eva.J.uation 

: (Tace7a.J.) exercise at llAF :Binbrook. T"ne pilot of the accident aircraft was a. 

; lJSJF exchange ~ff.io~ llhose e:;perience included. t..VO tours of d.uty' on USAF Fl02 

;_au .. na.ther .fishte; alx~j;, . E;e_had acewiiul?-ted_l2l. . ~.ol1- ~tiling 
; a.!=ft~ of 'l!hioh ~8 ";~ere a.t night~ and. had obtained a. Green !nst=ent Rating. - ~ ! 

... ) .l;~ . ~.l?!i!!i!l1- . ca.t~go;ised as ,"limited combat ready" after _8 -~~'! on _i;he _Squadron. ; : 

; This was an 'Unusually si;lorl period. bu.t the oatego:cy liaS ju.sti.fied b;r hla USAF--- ~, ! 
I ~eipertei:i:ce as a~n pllot liruf OCU inatructor7 and. b;y .his 'resUl.i;a in' simillator ; . 

: ~ and. dual nyillg tact:l.cia.l and wea.pO!lB oheoks on the Ligh~, The · I . ! 
l..Un1 ta.tion on hi.a o:perational status wa.s due to his need for i'urlher training in : 

JD&Xi= effective use of the Lightnillg weapons system and because he had. not 

;ret met the :req)lirement £or: .full visident missions, he had COll:pleted oDJ.:r two o£ , 

the specified three phases of Pl:ella.ra.tion. In consequence a.t his- sta8e of 

training a.t the time o£ the accident he would only ha.ve been cle&J:ed £or 

sh!l.ilowi:lg and ahe:pherding taaka with the target in rull. viaaal oo:ita.ot. The 

Squadron Commander cleared the pllot to participate in the Taceval, therefore_. 

·· ' in the belief that he would not be involved in a ~ or ah~phe~ ·· ' 

' 

I 
. ·,. 

I 
-.1 

4 .. 
2. On the ds;r of the accident the pilot was ordered to his s.irc:ra.rt a.t l834Z 

hOurs, ~ after wa.1 till£ on rea.dineee, wa.a a=amb~ed at ~947Z hin:irs. :a:e 

started ta:L;yizlg~ however his eo:ramble was cancelled and he wa.s ~dared back to 1 1 

dispersal. On retu= he ordered .fuel onl)- and·no t=und. e8r4Cillg!' .A.ooo~ i 
1 . . 

I .. ,• \UNQt!1tf881FIED\ 
J 

. I. .... .- ·· ·. 



· ~:r;,~c -.~ :_,,: ___ ···· ··-·\UN CLASS I FlED\ • • • : to sta.ndil:Jg instru.ctiona the engiDeeJ: officer on duty ordered a .full ~d. ' 

: 'fhe tu=und was delqed, l!lld duri.Dg this del.q the pilot was 1/al.'ll.ed that he 

: • · '" · L : would be scrambled as aoon as he wa.a ready. He asked the ground~ to ex:pedi te ; 
~ : i . 
1 the t=nd, however, before it wa.s oompleted he called for engine sta.7:ting~ . 1 !"":' 
' .failed to sign the servioin8 certificate a.nd tmed out at 2025Z hours. As he 
I :. . ... . : 
' entered the =11ZY the mehl t=!lnd boal:d and a~ached serviclllg certificate , 

I ; .fell Of! the airora.f"t. 

: 3· Ullkno1111 to the atation a.nd sq_Uiodron, the Taceval team had just -~d the ::: 

: e:mrciae scenario il:o111 nomal interceptions to interception, or Bhail.o1l:!llg or 

; shepherdi.Dg on slow speed ·low flying taxgets. The targets were Shackleton 

1 ai==ft fi}'ing a.t 1t;o knots, and at the m.iN= authorls_e4 height of 1500 .feet 

s.s specl.fied. in C. roup Orders, The ll!iniD1wn speed for 'Lightniilg edro:ra.rt .fo;z; 

· visident practices is 200 knots, which was not speo~ied as an order, but was 

' refe=ed i;o in the L!ghtni.ll€; squadron trai."lillg syllabus, Tb.e qllabus made no 

:.: : 

reference to shadowing or shepherdillg techniques • .- Shadowing and -shepherding &-"EE : 

' ho~er includ.ed in -the war ta.sk oi Lightning squadrons and, thus, were . . . . . . . . --- . 
· theoretically subject to Taceval. 

; 

-- · · · i · 4. The pilot took off !'t 2030Z end was ordered to climb to FL 100; he was ·- ·.;. 

: -etill -unaware of the type or height of his target, He was ha::.ded over to the · . . 
; liRS and was given in a. 'Short space of .time, the QNH, and height <:f target (1"500 1 
r 
· ft), and a. ehadowing task with target speed of 160 knots. :S:e -wa.a told to 

accelerate towards the target which was 28 nms ri.'rllq. At 2039Z, the pllot 

e.oknowledjoed instructions to e.coelera.te to 0.95M to effect a rapid take over 

f2:0111 another Lightning, this in a. tone of surprise. E:e was given various 

alterations to heading -untll he smlOunced t hat he was in oqntact with lights but 

1rould ba.ve to manoeuvre to slow down; his voice sounded ah-ained a.s -thou8h he was 
a.f£ected by 1G1 • At 2040Z the MRS broadcast that the Controller wa.s being 

ch.=ged; a.t this time the -Lightning was tu=ing port e.t about 220 knots. At 

, 1 _204lZ the ail:craft was seen by the other Lightning pllot, 'llho had just broken . 

I 
I 

·I 

·::awe.v £rom the target, t~ be at about 2,000 yards astern and 500 to 17000 .feet 

' a.bove the Shackleton, in a :porl tu=. The Shackleton crew then saw the aircra!t, 

appa:entl.y- ver;r low. The MRS Ohie!' Controller had apPnW.ated that th!.s was a 

difficult interception, and had monitored the latter stages very oloael~. When 

at 2042Z the Lie;htlliilg pUot failed to acknowledge instrllotiona, he instituted 

\UNC~FIED\ 
!, 

' 
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'eme~genoy :Procedures, however, he experienced difficulty iJ:i. 'lnaking contact with 

,the Shaoldetcn because he did not have i=edia.te access to 243.0 :Mhz, All ! f: 
•· ' illllllediate ail1 search by the target Shackleton, snd subaeq)llmt w/sea seaJ."'h the < 

; follo'll'ina' dq_, failed to detect a;cy trace of the aircraft or pllot. tU 

. Dete~tion of Causes 

: 5· From calaula.tions p=rl.ded by the :soa.¢ or Inquiry and experj; souroes; ···a. ·' 
! ses.roh b1 a liN mineaweep~ "-loestedn the neckage nearly 2 .months ' la.ter. The . 

; a.U:craft liaS in a complete state e:z:cept tha.~ the port wing bad broken off and : :; 

: buak:l.ed under the fuselage,. and some £usel889 panel-s were l!dssing. !!'he cockpit ~-. ; . j •. 
oanow '11'83 atte.clled but not closed and there was no aign:o£ the pilot. 

•· Eltm!!.i:aation of the wreckage showed tha.t the ~~craft :flad .si;;.:uck the sea. at a. low : 

speed, in a. tail-down a.tti tude with a. mi.lli.m.ai ra.te or· descent. It appeared to 
ha.ve planed on the BUrfa.ce aod come to rest comparatively slowly. :Both t.'u:ottles 

were in the rehee.t gatea~ there was a. nose-up trim of 6°_, underc~~ -was up, 

' f'lapa da1m a.nd a.irbra.kes out. There was no sign of fire or exploSion and expert .· 

. exa;nb!a.tion revealed no indication ·that the e.ir=a.t:t was other than serviceable 

at impact. 

..... 6~ 

, ·by the :Lnte=pter link on the lil2in gun ·sear.. The cl!llopy gtm sear had been 

. 'llithdrs.wn, but the canopy gun oe.rlrid&l ha.d received only ;, light_ pe=s_ aicn · 
I f · 

i strike end had not fired. 'l!b.e canopy had been :released by the no.tmal operating 

lever, the harness ~ l!aB und.oner the PEC diaco:anected and the PSl? lll.llY13rd had 

_. been released from the life preserver and was lying tangled in the cockpit. 

7. The :Soard concluded that a oombmation or a di£fic:ul t task in rushed 

oirOUIDJ5ta.nces a.nd lack of tr~ in the low speed visident 2%1d shepherding 

techniques, led to a situation where the pilot fl!iled to monitor 'the height of 

: his airorafi; 1!h.Uat slowing down and acqlliring his target, and that he had 

. inadvertentl7 !lown his a.U:cra.ft into the sea.. The pUot had attempted to 
. ( recover the aitua.tion bJ selecting reheat, 11hioh fa.iload to take ei'fect, with the , 

< 'a.f..ra~t ta.il aki.mming ~n the 11ater. He had then initiated an ejection which 

'lnlB unsuoce31£ul because o£ the ;.nte=ption o£ the eeqt1en0e b7 the f'all.w:e o£ 

the canopy to jett:i.aon. He then manu.al.ly abandoned the ail:cra!t but because he 
I 1 has not been found, he was pre!IWIIed to have drcwned d=.ing ol: f!!ter his escape • 

... : ):: l . . r 
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: 8. The llaht perc11saion strike on the campy gun cartridge occ:url:ed because of : 
- ! 

; negligent aervicrln61 in that the firing unit was inoorreotly seated because o! 

1-~ ~' ;~:::: 4alna8ed screw tb:eesds. 

! 

' ~ -.:. 
i 
' l 
! 

L 

· .. , .. 

9· The :SOard ma.cle a =ber of reCOIIIIII8lld.a.tions rele:til:lg to inoonaist~es md ... ; 
: omi~sions in m:ders_, instructiOllS and the tn.i.niJlg syllabus_, ooncex:ning low speed 

; visidants end. the ahadowing and . she:phera.il:lg techniques. 'l'hey also made ; ;. 

: :r:aeol!llllendations ooncern:i.llg ths access of MBSs to emergenc7 f':r:equencie~ and. f'o::c ~ - 1 

: remedial action oonoe:cnizlg Li.Shtnillg canopy ejection guns. , :t ... ; ~ : 
' ' ~ 

; Rema:t'kB of' the Air Officer ColllD18lld..{ng::in-chi~ 
1 

• 10. The AOo-in-C stated tha.t in common with' so mani··.aco.iden~s, ~s aco.id.ent had 

' no si.l:lgle I:!:lot cause, and he agreed with the Board's concluSions • . E:e sa.i.d. that ; 

the pilot l!!ade an error of' jud@nent in e.Uo-wing his a.ircxaft to get into a. 

poai:tion fl:!:lm 'tlhiah he was 1lllllble to recover. Because o£ mitigating c:Lreum.stanoes 1 

his error was exouseable. 

. .. . . . . .. 
' ·ll. The .A.Oo-in-c• s comments on the Board~ a reeolll!lle:ad.a.tions are covered below. 1 ! 

' · · · -~ ·su'bseauent ·A.c-t.ion · · 

:-12. The l!oard'" ::cecom~~~enda.tion conceming access to the emergency radio £requenc7 i .. . ; .. 
1 by the MRS was not aocepted by' the AOc-in-c, -who ata.ted that. lmSs, a.lreadJ' have !· · 
. the f'e.cility to select 243.0 ldhz although they do not normally monitor it. He 

oonside:z:ed that the allocation of a. sa.fet,. frequency for use during all. :peacetime 

, exercises had more me:d.t. 

, 13. The hitherto tmdeteoted weakness in tra.ining for the identif'ioa.tion, 

sha.dowine and. shepherding of low ·altitude, low s:Peed targets, have been rectified 

as follows: 

·.: .. -.. 

a.. No ll {Fighter) Gr=p Air Staff' Orders llD11' specify a. mill1mum s:Peed for , 

Visident targets, s.nd :minimum target speeds and. heights .for shadowing and . 

·shepherdine operat\">ns by daY and nisnt • 
b, New ta.ctios have been devised. and published in the Ligb:bliiiB' Tactics 

Mamlal. 

c. Shad.owing and shepherding tasks have been included in the Anl:mal 

T:ra.inillg Sylla.bus !or Lightning Squa.cll:Qns. 
: ........ ;_:., . ' 

4 ·. 
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· .r . 
- '?,\' ·--------·-' ... -,-L, 

d. l?ilot'a of airCraft UDder GCI control must now re8.a back: altimeter 

settin6a be£o:!!e deaoendi:og to low level. 

e. A :ra.dio .safety f.requency is e.lloea.ted for ell ex~sea. 

r. Durizlg ell pertinent exercl.se~ ·~ target :radio i'.re~, plan 'llil.J. be 

a"''aila.ble so tha.t two we:~ cOl!llllllnica.tion between the :r.ms end t&:rget a1=ar-t; i ' 

can be esta9liehed. ra.pialY in aey emergency aitua:i;ion. , : ·' 
. ' .... ,- ~ -

~ .. : 
i 

: l4. Servicillg :prooed=ea for • the inspeotiOD,, re-a:rmiDg and. se:rvicizlg of .eancpy , ·, 

: fi.:dng uni ta baTe . been ~ded. 

; 15. All ejection seat firl:llg =ita of a type similar tO that 'l!ili.ch :preventM 

· ejection in this a.oeident ha.ve been inepeate_d for signa old~~ 
: . . · . . · 

'· 

· 16. The design or the canon firing uni~ has been ex.amined. No ~ will be 
; li!ade, however, the Design Authority has been made aware of the failu:re £or 

. consideration in future designs. 

:-17. The defiCienCies ~ealed b7 the .change or controller at -th~'MRS -~ ~ . 
I , . 

! 

! onr-ra.pid attempt to e£fec_t . the changeover or -~ _intercepting a1rora.t't7 ha.ve 
· · · ·, ·lieen ·cira...m ·to th.; ·attention or th~ i.!:as~ ·., 

\ .:•: 

. : . 
i 18. The ef.fect o£ the false sCl:SIIlble and the intenupted tu=o~ in p1:0&1ci.ng I •' ] · 
I . ' . 
: condi tiona of st.resa, has been dra11I1 to the attention of sll. U Gxaup Stations • 

. I 

; 19. The deficiencies in plarming1 and liaison with the station operations staff . 

i conce~ the chan8e of e:rercl.se so~io? have been investigated with the MRS 

end. Ta.oeval 'I!eBil!. 

20. !fegllgenoe in the :f.'ittixlg of the caDO:py jettison !iring unit oo-al.d not be 

attributed to eJ:J:J llPec!fio :person. The Corporal who 118.8 :re~ble for 

_serricing the unit was found excusably negligent. No disoi.pJ.ina.l7 acUon was .: 
':.:taken against him becant;Je o£ the involvement of other :pe.reonnel1 the lack o.t' 

~: ·'ciea.r servicing inst:z:uotlons and guidance on the acceptable dsgt"Se of burring or 

· · the sc:ew th::t'eads, the lack o.r evidence that he had ca:wsed the ~ to the 

threads, emd because he did not .t'inally fi.t the unit to the jetti.son gun. 

, .. ,;, .. 
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330 .. 5 
470o3 
716.4 
410.9 
540 

232.12 

: Miniatry of Defence 

StiC. ~e 1972 
: see DiEitribution ~at .. 
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I' 
I 

'· I i 

-:1 

Inad.eq:ua te orders. 

Se:rvicillg error. 

~e:rienoe on:e.irorart type. 
Rushed operation. 

Disiira.otion. 
'. 

! . 

,. ! : 

:·t 
Error or skill (felled to monitor. altitude d.urilJ6 . ; ;: 
low level exercise a.t night) .,. MAIN < .· ~ :; 
Ejection seat, miJ?aell.aneaua (canopy firing uni'fY; 
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Director of 
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MORLAND SANDERS I Monday 16 September, 7.30pm 

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

Inside Out sheds new light on claims 
of an alien abduction in Yorkshire. 
See previously classified evidence 
from the Ministry of Defence ••• 

FRESH EVIDENCE ON YORKSHIRE ALIEN ABDUCTION 

WATCH and 
LISTEN 

Watch the bogus 
• transcript that 

has aPpeared on 
line CS&kl 

BBC download guide 

Free Real player 

SEE ALSO 

Inside Out Home Paae 
Read the pilot's last 
recorded conversation ... 
part one - warnjng call 
Part two -the target 
Part three - ajrcraft -Part four - final 

Your comments 

WEB LINKS 
Internet stories about 
the accident 
Alternative accounts 
Online UFO magazine 
The Roswell incident 
The BBC is not 
responsible for the 
content of external 
web sites. 

FACTS 
Captain William 
Schaffner was based at 
Binbrook in Lincolnshire 

Britain's most plausible alien abduction 
happened off the East Yorkshire coast, 
according to some UFOiogists. 

The incident happened in September 1970. 
Foxtrot 94, an RAF Lightening fighter jet 
crashed into the North Sea. 

UFOiogists claim its pilot, Captain William 
Schaffner was abducted by an alien 
spacecraft after he'd scrambled to intercept 
it off Flamborough Head. 

!Wreckage 

The Lightning aircraft was recovered three 
months later from the seabed. Remarkably, 
it was virtually undamaged. 

The cockpit canopy 
was shut but there 
was no sign of 
Captain Schaffner's 
body. 

The unusual condition 
of the wreckage 
fueled UFOiogists 
speculations of an 
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• and was flying with NoS alien abduction. 
Squadron. He was a 

Vietnam war veteran 

UFO 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 

version of this page. 

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

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 
discover the truth 
about their father's 
disappearance for captain William Schaffner 

years. 

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: 

• A copy of the inquiry report 
• A transcript of the Captain's final 

conversation with ground controllers 
• 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 
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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. 

l()pposition 

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

Former North 
Yorkshire policeman 
Tony Dodd told 
Inside Out, "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 unconvlnced 
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. 
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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 I Privacy 
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MORLAND SANDERS I Monday 16 September, 7.30pm 

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

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

PART 1 - THE WARNING CALL 

SEE ALSO 
In•ide Out Home Page 
Read more of the 
transcript ... 
Part two - the target 
Part three - aircraft 
contact 
Part four -final 
lllinlda 
Your comments 

WEB LINKS 
Internet stories about 
the accident 
Alternative accounts 
Online UFO magazine 
The Roswell incident 
The BBC is not 
responsible for the 
content of external 
websites. 

FACTS 
captain William 
Schaffner was based at 
Binbrook in Lincolnshire 
and was flying with the 
NoS Squadron. He was a 

VIetnam war veteran 

UFO Is an acronym 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. 
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• Extraterrestrial life forms 
are alleged to have 
landed. 

PRINT THIS 
PAGE 

View a printable 

version of this page. 

of recovered wreckage which 
highlights its size 

Cont 1 Asst: 20:30? 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 cockpit canopy was 
closed when the wreckage 
was recovered. 

Capt. Schaffner's Wingman: 
Affirmative. 
Fighter Controller: 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 
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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? 
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 
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captain William 
Schaffner was based at 
Binbrook in Lincolnshire 
and was flying with the 
NoS Squadron. He was a 

Vietnam war veteran 

UFO is an acronym for 
unidentified flying object 

Possibly the most famous 
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in the summer of 1947. 

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

Part two of the transcript of a tape 
recording at RAF Patrington 
concerning incident to Mission CPM45 
at 20:45 Hours on the September 8 
1970. 

Back to part 1 - the warning call 

Capt. Schaffner: Roger descending. 
Fighter Controller: Roger 45. 
Capt. Schaffner: 45 will descend to five. 
Fighter Controller: Roger. 
Fighter Controller: 
45 target is holding at 10 to 15 left and 
the range llY2. 
Capt. Schaffner: Roger looking. 
Fighter Controller: 
45 one instruction was if the aircraft 
crosses the International Boundary Line 
he is to be ordered to follow you back to 
Bin brook. 
Capt. Schaffner: Roger. 
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Fighter Controller: 
45 the target is now 35 left range 13Y2. 
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 Controller: 
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 7Y2. 
Capt. Schaffner: Roger. 
Fighter Controller: 
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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 'h - 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 
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• DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

DAS-LA-Ops+Po11 
22 October 2002 15:14 
BEP-DAS-BOIA 1 
Aircraft Accident Report - Captain Shaffner 

Following our tel-rsatiop. I have established that AAR's do not generally end up in the Public Record 
Office. Howeve ·n4J (Exp)-Records 1 has confirmed that because of the notoriety of this case he has 
earmarked a cop: ll s.- - -for-~e PRO. It is on his'''~o.t.donum~nts to go to the PRO and is awaiting PRO 
clearance which I understand can take several months ·~t ~ the PRO could refuse to accept items 
listed, it is unusual and he can see no reason why they . ib':Sb.'i~J-OlYsi 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 \his 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. 



• From:····~--· 
Directorate-ot-Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6173, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N 5BP 

Telephone (D~ect dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(FaK) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

8)15f§f&~?Jce 
D~te 
2S October 2002 

020 7218 2140 

~ 

Thank you for your letter of 18 September addressed to Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a 1 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 'UFO' 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 
TW94DU 

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 
Sqdn Ld~e my e-mail of 17 Oct. He does not know what happens 
to their firerli~~;;;ct~re 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) by DAS-Sec is 
a shorter (less technical) version given to MPs and copies 
Commons library (therefore in the public domain). Sqdn BOI 
files are passed to Hayes after two years but did not know wti"tl">rth•.-v;""'""H·n 

PRO. 

I spotike tod Th JJA:A.S . I (91AS-Sec ab?ut a possiblh~ Mh AAS for.this ~cciden~ . H
9
e
7 con 1rme - e-tvt -1s-a--more recent mvent10n w 1c was not m extstence m I 0. 

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 

!telephone• IJi 3 riZ! I 1~(Extip )-Redcohrdsti.ll.l He. doehs not bce~ieve th~t. all AbARsh. 
are preserve Sn-t e-PR:e;-bU con 1rme t at o owmg t eBB s enqumes a out t IS 
event and the fact that this particular accident has such a public interest, he has 
earmarked a copy of the AARon Captain Shaffner for permanent retention in the 
PRO. It is currently on his draft list awaiting PRO approval and has been selected for 

PR0
1 

class A!R 2. Apphrov
1
.al ofdthhe list c

1
adn take months b~, j~.., [):ii-Hjlf ~h~ery 

rare y reJect Items on t e 1st an e cou see no reason .or?!m-te~o-so-In-t IS case. 

22 Oct 2002 
Before .release I sent an e-mail to Sqdn Ld1i3 § [~ M~@~check his approval of 
th1s action. 



~AS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
· From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
17 October 2002 14:47 
BEP-IFS-BOIA 1 
Aircraft Accident Report - Captain Shaffner 

A few months ago I was in discussion with DCC{RAF)-S01 programme the BBC were 
making about the crash of a Lightening aircraft on 8 in the death of the pilot, USAF 
exchange officer, Captain Shaffner. I was involved because I 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'.;w,;;:a:~~so..-----, 
involved and that Capt Shaffner's body was not found because he was abducted by aliens. I understand filii 401 
that the reason Capt Shaffner's sons had agreed to take part in this programme was to dispel these storieS~c;...,.,...,n 

The programme "Inside Out" apparently went out on the 16th September and I have received two letters from 
members of the public, one requesting a copy of the "general Board of Inquiry" a 
and the other requesting "any documents relating to the disappearance of Capt 
release any1hing directly to the BBC, but that the Shaffner family were given a copy of 
the transcript of the RT between the aircraft and the ground controller and approximately 8 photos which I believe 
you supplied. I 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)? 
c) 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. 

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

J 



• DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

DCC(RAF)-S01 EC 
15 October 2002 08:30 
DAS-LA-Ops+Po11 
RE: BBC Enquiry about aircraft accident 

the information released was as agreed Aviation Safety Centre- a copy of the Aicraft 
Accident Report (about 6 or so pages), the 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-dirrctly. The 
copy of the AAR that I used has been returned to DASC (BEP-DASC-BOIA1- Sqn Ld ion 40J . 

. 1 Ll ----------~ 

Rgds, !38"-lFS-~ 0,AI 

··M·-Original Message-----
From: DAS-lA-Ops+Poll 
Sent: 10 October 2002 11:50 
To: OCC(RAF)-SOl EC 
Subject BBC Enquiry about aircraft accident 

You may recall that a few months ago you 1 i 1) and myself, concerning a 
programme the BBC was making about the 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 I have received two requests from members of the public for copies of the 
information supplied to the BBC (the Board Qtinw.l~pM was mentioned by one) as shown on the 
programme. We have contacted~r'lle~(RAF) who provided us with a copy of the accident card 
which he supplied to the BBC, but ~{jr!itel'Udf you would contact me asap with details of exactly what 
was released to the BBC . 

• MTS/7 1401 
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8ts-LA-Ops+Pol1 

From: DIISEC SEC4 
Sent: 22 October 2002 1 0:07 

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 To: 
Subject: FW: REQUEST FOR INFORMATION- OpAeneid 

~ ~our records for Op Aeneid and I have a nil return from 0155 and our archives. Thanks 

&!!ngm.rS---
From: DISSY 
Sent: 21 October 2002 09:26 
To: DIISEC SEC4 
Subject: RE: REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 

0 
1. We have checked our records and cannot locate any flies or product which covers this subject . 

-Original Message---
From: DIISEC SEC4 
Sent: 10 October200215:23 
To: DI55B: DISSY 
Subject: FW: REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 

~~~lQJJll!hb~luest frau ~ful if you could see whether we hold any info on Op 
Aeneid . Thanks very much. 1'-''-''-'""'' ' _ 

·---Original Message-
From: DAS-LA-Ops+Polt 
sent: 1 o Oclobsr 2002 15:07 
To: DIISEC SEC4; DAO ADGE1 
Subject: REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 

I 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 ~s remit was to investigate general public slghlings 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 Dl sometimes hold files for longer than 30 
years and bearing in mind that Ufologists often take a geniune operation/Exercise and tum it into something it 
never was, I wondered if either of you might of heard of this. 



1s-LA·Ops+Pol1 

From: DAOADGE1 
Sent: 14 October 2002 08:46 

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
DIISEC SEC4 

To: 
Cc: 
Subject: RE: REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 

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

····-Original Message-----
From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
Sent: 10 Oct-r 2002 15:07 
To: OIISEC SEC4; DAO ADGE1 
Subject: REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 

I 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 Dl 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, I wondered if either of you might of heard of this. 

L.:::eAS· I::A·0ps+Po 1 





• 



• (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room SnJ, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N5BP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Swnchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
DIDAS/64/3 
Date 
I 0 October 2002 

()20 7218 2140 

~ 

Thank you for your letter of26 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 nk,L 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, 



< 
•• .. z.c; 9 o:? 

DAS 
102No ........... - ... . 

1- OCT 2002 
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Stargazer_ 
claims to 

have proof 
ofUFO's 
existence 

"THE BEST photographs of a UFO 

r'e~~~a!~~·t:~e o~i~de8h~fg~~~.yh: 
claims. 

Andrew Wilson (58) believes he saw 
the unidentified flymg 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 acroS:S the sky above the 
houses in his street, "It was a small 

\ 

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, "! like the stars, they're 
beautiful," he added. 

It VIlas, 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 
orroborate hts tale the experience 
as not investigated. 

: ,Mr Wilson's UFO ph'lt~rilph. 

However; on this occasio~ Mr Wil­
son has two witnesses (both of whom 
'were unwilling to speak about their 
experience) who also saw the object. 

At first, according to Mr Wilson, 
they believed it to be an aircraft of 
some kind but after· seeing his pictures 
they have changed their opimon. 

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 they 
said they would get in touch with 
the Ministry of Defence about the 
photographs," he added. 



men! 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 so~e 
of the workers-who asked not to 
be named~sald 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. 

1.<111.-lUlJ' \'V.::I.O ll,;liV~CU lUl \.:==~=-~ 

that it had been operating for just an 
over two years and redundancies ba 
payments would consequently be 
considerably less than if one of 
APW's two other, longer estab· Ie 
lished, factories In Scotland had wl 
been selected. in 

"We think it's down to that ce 
and that alone," commented the re 
employee. 

APW announced in mid-July that sa 
the company's modern factory in ba 
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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• (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N5BP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Sw"chboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 

020 7218 2140 

12 September 2002 

I am writing with reference to your e-mail concerning enqmnes 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 ** 

' I ~ 
Lowfi.•{''J<;I'JI ·(): /E-MAIL 

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

To Dl\s( c,~;.c) TO Ref No 4 b '6 'J /2002 

Date I I e, o,) 

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and 
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, 
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within 
the same timescale. You should be aware that No 10 periodically calls for~ sample 
Qf letters sent Qy 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 
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 Buildin , Whitehall SWlA 2EU 

· teFial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk; 
w: http:/ /main.chots.mod.uk/min_parl/ 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

' Delete as appropriate. 

() 

Revised 5th August 2002 



W Parliamentary-Me Clerk4 

From: 

Sent: l-iJ9-SeptemberW()2 14:03 

To: public@ministers.mod.uk 

Subject: UFO's 

Page 1 of 1 

1 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. 

10/09/2002 



** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

TO Ref No u (,IE 4 /2002 
/ 

Date I\ t1 o;) 

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and 
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, 
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within 
the same timescale. You should be aware that No lQ periodically calls for !l: sample 
Qfletters sent Qy 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 
232/0 I; 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 Buildin Whitehall SWIA 2EU 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

• Delete as appropriate. 

(J 
Revised Slh Augu.<>t 2002 
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W Parliamentary-Me Clerk4 
- - --------- -------- ------

From: JS£1!£! j il, 
Sent: -u9-Septem1Jer2002 14 03 

To: public@ministers.mod.uk 

Subject: UFO"s 

1 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. 

40 

I 0/09/2002 



• (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N 5BP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D!DAS/64/3 
Date 

020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 

12 September 2002 

reference to your letter of 6 September addressed to my colleague, 

0 

'unidentified flying objects'. Your letter has been passed to me because 
focal point for correspondence relating to 'unidentified fl ying objects.' 

It may help ifl 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 extraterrestriallifeforms, 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 '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 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 and might if deemed 
appropriate, involve the scrambling or diversion of air defence aircraft. 

I hope this explains our position. 

Yours sincerely, 



• 
taff(Visiting Forces) 

Ministry ofDefence 
Room 6/10 Metropole Builcling 
Northumberland Avenue, London WC2N 5BP 

Your ref D/DAS/71/24 

6 September 2002 

De~ 

RAF Molesworth- Unconventional Flying Objects 

Ul"o 

En c. Post war Molesworth '1 {'I . 
CIA de-class. docs 

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 pre~~\n by that description to separate them from the emerging 
aeronautic technologies that still remain subject to known aerodynamic principles. 

I note your comments regarcling 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 ofthe 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 ofUFOs 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. 

I 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 



Post War Molesworth Page 1 of 4 

Post-War Moleswonh 
HOf'1E • SEARCH • DEDICATION • f'1EI"1BERSHIP • REUNIONS • POST EXCHANGE • GUEST BOOK 
AIRCRAFT • f'HSSIONS • CREW PHOTOS • NOSE ART • SUPPORT UNITS • HISTORY • PHOTOS 

PERSONNEL • IN MEMORIAM • POW TRIBUTE • B-17 THUNDERBIRD • ART • WHAT'S NEW • LINKS 

MOLESWORTH, ENGLAND 
Following World War II 

[exert from "Might in Flight" Copyright ©1997 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 II and IV 
fighters 

• 27 July 1945 1335 Conversion Unit came in from Colerne with Meteor lis. 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 Ills. 
• 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 

IXs. 
• 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 IVs with Spitfire 

XV Is 
• 28 June 1946 RAF 19 Squadron departs Molesworth. 
• September 1946 RAF 54 Squadron arrives with Tempest lis 
• 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-16AAmphibians, 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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Post War Molesworth Page 2 of 4 

Holdman 
• Mid 1956 USAF 47th Bomb Wing was at Molesworth with a few B-45s while 

their home base at Alcon bury, England had runway repairs. WB-50 weather 
reconnaissance aircraft. 86th Bomb Squadron and 801 st Engineer Aviation 
Battalion at Molesworth . 

• 25 Oct 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 

• 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 Molesworth 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 

• 1981-1985 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. 

• 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, Ram stein 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 

http://www.303rdbga.com/h-postwar.html 05/09/2002 
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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 (IN F) 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 1989 The 303rd TMWwas deactivated. USAF Security Police and 
MOD Police still manned Molesworth gates and patrolled her fences_ 

MOLESWORTH OPENS AGAIN WITH A NEW MISSION 
THE JOINT ANALYSIS CENTER 

JAG APPROVAL AND ACTIVATION 

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

ll\lllaflii,;!UcJ 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 NATO 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. 

JAG 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, USEUCOM, 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.303rdbgacom/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 1994. 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 We is baden, 
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 II 
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 JAG 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) B·'I?'C T!l :r(lc t. 

A large red triangle "C" B-17 tail insignia is reproduced on the WWII 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. JAG 
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.html 05/09/2002 
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• From (~rectorate of Air Staff (Visiting Forces) 
M I N'r.q~\l'"'f>F-frEFENCE 
Room 6/10 Mctropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, Loudon, WC2N SBP 

Telephone (Direct dia l) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 

- - - - - --- - - ---- ,- - ------ ----
Your Reference: 

Our Reference DID AS/71124 

Date 30 August 2002 

RAF MOLESWORTH- UNCONVENTIONAL FLYING OBJECTS 

Thank you for your letter of 19 July to my colleague~ sorry not to have replied 
before now. 

I co nfirm 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 

Al though l am sure you will understand that 1 cannot go into detail about specific operations, you 
do ask in particular about report s relating to Unconventional Fl ying Objects - which I take to refer 
to UFOs. I should perhaps add that the UK' s defence interest in these is very limited and relates 
only to any unauthorised breach of UK airspace_ It is therefore unlikel y that the Department would 
have an interest in any specific data relevant to that subject. 



• 
~taff(Lower Airspace) 

Operations & Policy 1 . 
Ministry ofDefence ~--6 · S 
Room6/73 Metropole Bu.jl~'Jn 
Northumberland Avenue ! · ''" · · ·· · · ........ ·· ... 

London WC2N SBP i 
1 
FILE·----·-

22 August 2002 

Dearj§32l!Si! IDI 
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. 



• 
¥ir~ctuTare-of-Jr Staff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy I 
Ministry of Defence 
Room 6/73 Metropole Building 
Northumberland Avenue 
London WC2N SBP 

19 July 2002 

oear j622l!Si I 401 
Unconventional_fb:.ing Objects 

I am Wlde!1aking a study of the methodologies employed in data exchange between our allies 
and friends and wonder whether you can help me in the specific' area I am interested in. 

Since the development ofRAF Mole>worth as a JAC • Joint Analysis Centre (activated by 
Margaret Thatcher's Government on 1st October 1991), I WJderstand from declassified CIA 
documents that the JAC has received a large number of Unconventional Flying Object repo11s 
from the FBIS - Foreign Broadcast Information Service. 

Can you confum 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 



• 

Dear 

Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE ._::.. ·· 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N 5BP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 
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. I 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 ftles 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 g-enerally 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 I 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 111

h 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 
DEFE 41/75 
DEFE 41/76 
DEFE 10/496 
DEFE 10/497 

DSI/JTIC Minutes 1950 
DSVJTIC Minutes 1951 
DSI/JTIC Minutes !952-54 
DSI/JTIC Minutes of Meetings April 1950-December 1951 
DSVJTIC Minutes ofMeetings January 1952-0ctober 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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• re(:t~rat~ifli>r~m-~sfiilff (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 9000 

r.:laopspolla@defe#MS: j 401 

Your Reference 

Our Referenc~ 
D/DAS/64/.J .-

Date 
10 September 2002 

j)~ ~J~ 
I 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 ifl 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. 

Reports from members ofthe public ofsightings 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 extraterrestriallifeforms, 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 tllis is helpful. 
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ENCLOSURE 21 IS PLACED ON 
64/3/15 PTA E1 
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:;~~e~~M§§]tlilr§k (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

2,0 

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N5BP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Swttchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
DtDAS/64/3 
Date 
9 September 2002 

020 721 8 21 40 

~ 

Thank you for your letter of 31 August in which you requested copies of papers on the alleged 
'UFO' 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 ofthose 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) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N 5BP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 
2 September 2002 

020 7218 2140 
: •J.t I I 

·)/ >/ 

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 ofUFOs. 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, 



• 
** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

I 
.. \ 
I 
' ~ ~ ~~ /E-MAIL 

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

TO Ref No 4-?;i'54 , 

Date 2 7- q CX--- · 

/2002 

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and 
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, 
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within 
the same timescale. You should be aware that No I 0 periodically calls for !! sam~ 
Qfletters sent Qy_ 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 c~en) 
232/0 I; further information is available from DG Info o~ 

~----~ 

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, SWlA 2EU 

~&QM!dial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk; 
Q w: http://main.chots.mod.uklrnin_parl/ 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

"' Delete as appropriate. 

() 

Revised 51h August 2002 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: public@ministers.mod.uk 

Subject: Research 

Dear Sir I 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 , 

23/08/2002 
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,. 
From:····· · , 
Direc orate-orAir Staft (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N 5BP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Sw~chboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 
28 August 2002 

020 721 8 21 40 

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. I hope this letter has now reached you and you found the information 
helpfuL 

Yours sincerely, 
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• Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

Airspace) 

Room 6173, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, london, 
WC2N 5BP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 

B/DAS/6413 
ate 

20 August 2002 

020 7218 2140 

Thank you for your letter of 28th 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. 







• From:jG£§[£1 I !Q 
DirectoFatiHIT_:-Air-Starr (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N5BP 

Telephone (D~ect diaQ 
(Swttchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

01.!!: R!:ference 
D/UAS/64/3 
Date 
19 August 2002 

020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 

Thank you for your letter of9 August concerning the photograph of an alleged 'unidentified 
flying object ' in the August edition of UFO Magazine. 

0 

First, it may be helpful ifl 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~ for IS 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. 



• 
's. 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 r . 

MinistryofDefence llO DAS / ' Room 6/73 2No . .......... . 
Metropole Building. 1.2 .. i·:f.t,• R 2aa2 ........ . 
Northumberland Avenue. , :>a A"'J-
London. WC2N SBP. Cl/.f ------

East Yorkshire. 

jS£21!21 I !Sj 

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 ~August 2002 edition p 
52 and the brief article verbatim is as follows: 

~ites ... I live in Withernsea, on the east coast of England. On 
~'T.5'1mrr2002, 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. 

I 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 
[:(lse! I look forward to your comments. ' 

There arGe' a numthber oDf~ossible explanali~ions, wdhialin·c~ cou~dhaccount foh•Wf.!JI-j_j_(_O_jj 
report. tven e Mo s new open po cy on e g wrt some sue 'ftlllHers, ~ 
ponder whether you can verifY any of the following details. 

oi'IR I ,r 
1. Did you receive any reports ofUFOs from the East Yorkshire or Lincolnshire r-.l \~) " (:. 

areas around this time? _... >~"'"" 
2. Did you receive any similar report, or one which matches the details as -' ~ 14'-< 

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? '- 6£MF 

5. Can the MoD supply an explanation for the above UFO report? 
PAF Co~; .. pJy. 

\..-J.H\£-'1 c o. Go(&"' 
1'\A.b\ b. C'eL:( , ;,Lo~ 

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 of~rJI~'~hotograph taken from Withernsea 
Saturday, 15 June, 2002, eX:C: om Magazine August 2002 page 52 . 
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From j j £Jif j 
Directorate--o,-Atr-S~ (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

I 1 

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

Telephone 

Thank you for your letter of 9lh July. 

(Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

0\!!: Reference 
D/UAS/64/3 

~d'teJuly 2002 

020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 

ISJUIO: I 40/ 

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 whic.h 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, 



• 

Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a, 
Room 8245, 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, 
Main Building, 
Whitehall, 
London, 
SW1A2HB. 

9th July 2002 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

I 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 of2001, 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. 

---u~s . 
·; •, ····· · · ···· · ······~·····•'' \ .. " 
'. '{)2~0 . . . . '1\,i\'l t.. \ 

\ . 

; \., ' '\'- '· 
~ ~ ~~ Q4'> 

~~· 
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Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF ,DEFENCE 

/0 
Room 6173, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N5BP 

Telephone (Oirect dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

01.!!: Reference 
DtuAS/64/3 
Date 
29 July 2002 

020 721 8 2140 

:Dear 

iThank you for your letter of 8th 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 '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 
lkind 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 reports, 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). Until1997 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 'UFO' reports are of 
defence concern therefore any press enquiries should be directed to this Department through the 
MOD Press Office. 



-
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• COPY NO _______ _ 

Reference: 

SOP NO 502 

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

AIR FORCE OPERATIONS ROOM 

STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURE NO 502 

REPORTS OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS 

AF Ops/1/11 

• Annex Report of an Unidentified Flying Object 
i I Sponsor Sec( AS)2 

i INFORMATION 

lj. Sec(AS)2 co-ordinate detailed investigation into reports on 
\Unidentified Flying Objects, consulting AEW/GE and DI 55, and 
:Forrespond with the public on the subject of UFOs when required. 

2. Circulation of reports on UFOs is the responsibility of 
·~ec(AS)2 during normal working hours, and AF Ops outside normal 
·working hours. Reports may be received by telephone message or by 
: ;;ignal message. 

13. Copies of all UFO reports received in AF Ops and reports of AF 
Ops initial investigation, are circulated to Sec(AS)2, AEW/GE and 
~I 55. 

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

ACTION BY THE DUTY OPERATIONS OFFICER 

5. Durin~ Normal Working Hours. Refer telephone calls reportinR 
UFOs to Sec( Sl2, Ext 2140. No action is required on signal message 
'reports. 

6. Outside Normal Working Hours 

i; 
I 

a. Reports Received by Telephone. Complete the proform~ at 
the Annex to this SOP. Dlspatch 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 above. 

(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. 



'~' t ,! 

• I 

,REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT 

A. Date, Time & 
Duration of Sighting 

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

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

I How Observed (naked I D. eye, 
binoculars, other optical 

', device, still or movie) 

I 

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

i 

; F. Angle of Sight (Estimated 
heights are unreliable) 

! 

ic. Distance· (By reference to a 
' known landmark) I 
I 

i 

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

'J. Met Conditions during Observations 
I (Moving clouds, haze, mist etc) 
f 

i 

K. Nearby Objects (Telephone lines, 
I high voltage lines, reservoir, lake 

or dam, swamp or marsh, riv·er, 
high buildings, t'all chimneys, 
steeples, spires, TV or radio masts, 
airfields, generating plant, 

I 
factories, pits or other sites with 
floodlights or night lighting) 

ANNEX A TO 
SOP 502 



,-
.• 

• 
L. To whom reported (Police, 

military, press etc) 

M. Name & Address of Informant 

N. Background of Informant that 
may be volunteered 

o. Other Witnesses 

p. Date, Time of Receipt 

Q. Any Unusual Meteorological 
Conditions 

R. Remarks 

: 

Date ..............•.. 

Copies to: 
.Sec(AS)2 
AEW/GE 

:DI 55 
File AF Ops/1/11 

I 

Squad ron Leader 
Duty Operations Officer 
AF Cps 



DA.·Ops+Pol1 

From: STC-OPSSPT-S01 
10 July 2002 14:59 
DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: RE: Instructions to Aircrew 

Importance: Low 

Could I 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 

18 or 318~ I hope that this helps.. . ( .D , 
~-~ (l.,•.-T~"' ~-- ""-:~ J:Q.~ 

~-eM.),. -CXc<N"<:~ t;A."51. t.,~ -
Pf,l.<. ~i;;l, u 
''!,.,..:-~ 07/0I· 

Wg Cdr ....... 
----Original Message-----
From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
Sent: 1 o July 2002 1 0:56 
To: 5TC-OP5SPT -501; MOD-DASC-FW-501 
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 modem 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.l6/60 
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. 



PIP-ase give me a call if yo,u need any further details. 
I 



c . . ) 

\UNC~ED\ 
• JOINT REGS- fLIGfiT SAFE1Y- OCCURRENCE REPORTING PROCEDURES 

CHAPTER 071 OCCURRENCE REPORTING PROCEDURES 

07101 REPORTING OF AIRCRAFT ACCIDENTS 

I. All occurrences to Service aircraft are to be reponed to the Ministry of Defence. Detailed procedures for the 
reporting and investigation of accidents and incidents that occur in the United IGngdom or abroad are in: 

RN Pan 2 of these regulations 
Army Pan 3 of these regulations 
RAP AP 3207 (5th edition) 

A revised common Tri-Service Occurrence Repon format is at Annex 071 A 

2. Aeddents/Inddents JnyoJving Two or More NATO Nations. See STANAG 3531 reproduced at Annex 072A. 

JSP 318 071-1 CHANGES 

\UN~~FIED\ 



. ~ IUNCL~EDI 
(. ) .JOINT REGS- FLIGIIT SAFETY- OCCURRENCE REPORTING PROCEDURES 

( 

ANNEX071A AIRCRAFf OCCURRENCE SIGNAL MESSAGE FORMAT 

Message Content: 

A Title (Air/Ground*, Accident/Incident*) Ship/Unit Serial Number. 

B .. Aircraft Type, Mark and Serial Number. 

C. Parent ship/station and Squadron. 

D. Originator's' rank, name, category (e.g. pilot/engineer) and role (e.g. captain/instructor/supervisor). 

E. Pilot's rank, name and role if different to D. 

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

G. Stage of Flight; day/night/dawn/dusk*; VMCIIMC* ; Takeoff/Landing*; *IASJMachNo; 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. (I) 

(2) 

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 properry, owner's name and address 

Q. Completeness of this report: Complete/Under Investigation(UI)*. 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 lnvestigation/BOIIRNFSAIC* 

ARMY: 

RAF: 

No/None/AACFom 5/Regimental Inquiry/BOIIAIEFSOIHFU* 

No/None/765B/Unit Inquiry/BOIIAAIB* 

The following sections are to be used for Accident reports only. 

S. Wbetber 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 
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• 1805 - INCIDENT REPORTING AND INVESTIGATION -1 
( _ CONTROLLERS _ 

805.100 GENERAL 

805.100.1 The n:porting and investigation of incidents of any sort is essemiai to the sate 
management of the air traffic services provided by military units. The aim of flight safety reporting 
procedures is to provide for the rapid identification of the causes of air and ground incidents, and of the 
actual and potential flight safety hazards associated with these incidents, so that appropriate action can 
be taken to prevent any recw-rence and minimise risk. The final reports are not to apportion blame nor 
indicate any disciplinacy action taken. 

Note: Appendix 7 contains detailed iriformation 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 airaaft a-; well a-; their relalive positions and 
speeds have been such that the safety of the airaaft involved was or may have been compromised This 
definition is the UK National definition, which has been filed with ICAO a-; a 'difference' fiom the 
ICAO definition Comprehensive details regarding Ailprox n:porting are at 805.120.4. 

805.105.2: ATC Occurrence Report (ATCORl. An ATCOR is submitted by a civil controller 
fur an occurrence, which does not meet the criteria fur an Airprox. Further information is contained in 
MATS Part 1, Section 6 and CAP 382 Mandatory Occutrence Reporting Scheme. Examples may 
include infiingements of CAS, losses of presaibed separation Details regarding the military follow-up 
action to an ATCOR are at 805.130. 

805.105.3 Air Incident Report (ControD ~91. A military controller may submit an AIR 
(C) whenever he considers that the safety of an · has been or could have been prejudiced by a 
ha=d or potential hazard. Comprehensive details regarding AIR (C) reports are at 805.135. 

805.105.4 Breach of ATC ~ns. Breaches of ATC Regulations and Flying Disc4'1ine 
are to be submitted; in accordance wi 805.135 and 805.140 whenever a military controller considers 
that a pilot has committed a breach of ATC instructions contained in these regulations. 

805.105.5 AD Incidents. Following an incident, the supervisor/ATCO IIC is to undertake the 
actions listed at Annex 805F. The follow up actions to be undertaken by the Unit Cdr/SA TCO/S Ops 
0 are listed at Annex 80SG. 

805.110 REPORT FORMS 

805.110.1 ATC Initial Incident Reports 1 and 2- Annexes 805C & Dare 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 required, can be found at Anna BOSE. 

805.115 AIR TRAFFIC SERVICE UNITS - RADAR AND COMMUNICATION 
RECORDINGS 

Note: Where RTrecordingfacilities exist onboard HM Ships, the following regulations also apply. 

805.115.1 Transmissions on ATC frequencies and, whenever possible, landline connnunications, 
are to be recorded (ANO Article 105 refers). Such~ are to be retained fur a period of at least 
30 days prior to the re-use of the recording medium. Jn addition, units with a capability of recording 
radar data are to retain the original recording for a period of at least 30 days prior to their re-use. 
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• 805.115.2 Immediately following an incident/accident the relevant original reconiing is to be 
impounded and held in a secure containfr, impounded reoording9 are not to be returned to service 
without the approval ofS02 ATC (S&l) 3 at HQ STC. Furthermore, in onkr to protect the JeCOrding 
medium fium inadvertent damage, such IllOOldings, which may be required for the investigation of an 
accident, are not to be re-reoorded or copied without the pennission of the~ of the inquiiy. 
A reoonl of impound actionlrelease of impounded recordings back to service is to be noted in the ATC 
watch log. 

805.115.3 Requests for release of original reoonlings, copies or tape inmsaipts from bodies oth« 
1han boards of inquiry are to be refelred to S02 ATC (S&'I) 3, for DPA, D Flying (ATC), or for 
ASACS Uni1s, S03 ASSU OSA 

805.120 INCIDENT REPORTING- INVESTIGATION AND ASSESSMENT OF 
ALL INCIDENTS IN THE UNITED KINGDOM AND OVERSEAS 

805.120.1 For the pwpose of these procedures, UK airspace is defined as the London and Soottish 
FilWUlRs, togefua- with the Shanwick FIR/Oceanic CTA and Channel Islands Regulated Airspace. 
Overseas is defined as any airspace outside these areas. AIR (C) and A TCORs will only be raised in the 
United Kingdom. 

805.120.2 Acdon by a ControDer when informed of an incident by a Third ~· When a 
controller is informed of an incl&nt; the A TSI ASACS Unit supervisor is to be iiifuliiledilllmediate!y. 
In addition, an attempt to identifY the reported airaaft 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 Report is 
to be fuxed ore-mailed to therelevantHQ and IATCC (Mil) AIS (Mil) (PS1N 01895 426153 or DFTS 
95243 ext 6153) at the earliest opportunity. 

805.120.3 Action by a Controller JnW.ding to Submit an Incident Report (Originators). 

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

b. Wrthin the context of an incident, the tenn 'controller' applies equally to RNIRAF Air 
Traffic Controllezs operating at an ATSU, RNJRAF Fighter/Weapons Controllezs operating 
fium an ASACS Unit and Controllezs operating onboaid HM Ships, within UK airspace as 
defined 805.120.1 above. The subsequent reporting sequence is delineated as appropriate. 

c. With the exception ofDPA air weapons ranges and airfields, at military ATSUs where 
civilian ATCOs licensed by the CAA are established to provide an ATS, applicable reporting 
procedures detailed in MATS Pt I are to be followed. Infonnation copies of all reports are to be 
submitted to 802 ATC (S&l) 3 at HQ STC. Subsequent investigation of the ATC aspeds is 
conducted by the Air Traffic &:Mces Investigations (ATSI) department of the CAA who will 
liaise with HQ STC regarding any procedural :fiJdors that have impinged on the ARprox where 
appropriate. At DP A wlits, reporting action is to follow DF ATCis and A TSI will liaise with the 
Directorate ofFlyingthrough D Flying (ATC). 

805.120.4 Immediate actions by lhe Superyisor- ATSIASACS Units & HM Shlps. (See 
Annex 805F). Should the Supervisor be actively engaged in dUties which preclude his immediate 
presence at the control position concerned, he is to detail another qualified controller to complete the 
initial checks. If all qualified controllezs are actively engaged in the control of airaaft, that fimction is to 
lake priority over the immediate requirements of this onkr. Wtthin the foregoing constraints the 
Supervisor IS to ensure the following action is taken when an incident is reported: 

a Check the controller's radar display to establish whether or not the aircraft concerned 
are painting as primacy radar returns, secondary radar responses or plot extracted position 
symbols. 
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b. Note the general conditions of the radar picture suclt as traffic density, weather or other 
interference, radar head(s) in use etc. 

c. Make an assessment of the controller's workload in terms ofbolh the number of airclaft 
and frequmcies 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 CCI11lDlete the ATC 
Incident Report Part 1 - Controller illustrated at Annex 805C, while details of the occurrence 
can still be accurately recalled; a step-by-step guide can be found on the reverse of the Incident 
Report. The duration of this period of relief will vary according to the nature of the incident and 
the depth of the con1roller's involvement. 

e. Infonn Stn and Unit Cdr, SA TOO or SOpsO as appropriate. 

f (For Aiiprox Incidents) Pass details of the Airprox to IATCC (Mil) AlS (Mil) ext 6153 
who will conduct tracing action if required for Airprox in the UK, and the next higbee fonnalion 
for Ailprox overseas. 

g. Record brief details of the occum:nce in the Watch log. 

h. Record details of the incident on the ATC Incident Report Part 2 - Supervisor, 
illustrated at Annex 805D; a step-by-step guide can be found on the reverse of the Incident 
Report. 

i. Telephone brief details as soon as possible to: 

(i) Military ATSUs. HQ STC S02 ATC (S&1) 3 or S03 ATC (S&1) 3a 
Outside nonnal working hours, the SMS at IATCC (Mil), who acts as the ATC Duty 
Officer, is to be notified 

(ii) ASACS Units. HQ 2 Gp (S03 ASACS ASSU OSA) 95271 7318 or, for 
incidents involving RNSFC or FCs appointed to Naval Air Squadrons, COMNA (S02 
ATC). 

(iii) DPAATSUs. InaccordancewithDFATCls. 

j. Arrange for the original RT, landline and, where applicable, radar ~ to be 
imprnmded. Original recordings may not be returned to service un1iJ. the Aitprox has been 
assessed by the UKAB and the ATSU/ASACS Unit has been informed in writing that the 
investigation is concluded. 

805.120.5 Initial Investigation by Unit Cdr/SATCO/S Ops 0. 

a Initial R!plrt. As soon as practicable after the occurrence the Unit Cdr/SA TCO! 
SOpsO, is to liaise with HQ STC Ops Spt (ATC) staff (nonnally S02 ATC (S&1) 3) to 
detennine a course of action. Should furthir action be required, the Unit Cdr/SA TCO/SOpsO, 
using all the available information, is to complete an initial investigation into the incident 
Following the initial review of the occum:nce an ATC Incident Report Part 1 - Controller in the 
fonnat detailed at Annex 805C is to be fuxed or e-mailed to the relevant HQ. 

b. Post Incident Considerations Reeardiru! Personnel Involved When a con1roller is 
involved in an occurrence, he is to be relieved fiom. the controlling position, in order to enable 
the initial reporting actions to be taken Before he is returned to duty, the Unit 
Cdr/SATCO!SOpsO, using all the available infonnation, is to decide whether the controller 
should be withdrawn fi:om con1rolling pending a more comprehellsive enquily. The Unit 
Cdr/SA TCO/SOpsO should take into consideration that pe!SOilllel involved may suffer fiom. 
shock or similar post incident trauma If there is any doubt as to their wellbeing, or their ability 
to continue with their duties, the Unit Cdr/SA TCO!SOpsO is to eDSUte the personnel seek 
medical advice. Details of this initial investigation are to include a review of radar~ 
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• RT and tape transaipts \Were available and initial inciclent n:pot1s submitted by control and 
. staff The investigation/decision making process should be documa!ted. h is 
~ the withdrawal of a controlll'2" fiom duty, particularly in the quiet hours or during 
extremely busy periods, could result in refusals of service. 

805.120.6 Controllen t!P!l!!l!ing from HM Ships. Controllers opemting from HM Ships are to 
e-mail or filx Annexes F and G to COMNA S02 ATC, or raise an unclassified signal in the funnat 
specified at Annex 805H. 

805.120.7 Detailed Reporting Action. (See Annex 805G). The OC Unit/SATCOISOpsO is to 
cauy out a thorough inVestiglltion into an inciclent and is to compile a detailed report, which is to 
include: 

a One copy of the completed ATe Incident Report Parts I& 2 with statanents from all 
controllers involved 

b. A namll:ive report by any other person able to contnbute to the investigation. 

c. A filctua1 summary of events excluding opinion. 

d One copy of the RT/landlimiposition tape tnmsaiption covering the period of the 
occurrence, beginning no iatl'2" than the point at which the type of service was stated and 
produced in the fonnat shown at Annex 805A The following certificate is to be added at the 
end of the transcript signed by SATCOISOpsO as appropriate: 

"Certified true tnmsaiption of RT and landline communication by the (Control 
Position) on (date) ......•..... (year) ...... " 

Transcripls of all frequencies, positions and land1ines where the subject aircraft are discussed are 
to be included 

e. A copy of an ERC fi:agment/diagram ortracingof1Iack(s) of the airclaftifanyairctaft 
involved was receiving a radar service. For Area Radar Units, copies of radar recording 
photographslvideoprints covering the period leading up to the incident with relevant aircraft 
retwns indicated The source of the radar infonnation 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 1Iack(s) of the aiiaaft, 2 copies of a tracing showing 
times and tracks are to be included 

£ Copies of any other docmnentation relevant to the investigation of the Airprox eg 
I...etters of Agreement, Memorandum of Understanding, Airspace Co-ordination Notioes, , 
NOTAMs, Flight Plans or Local On:lers. 

805.120.8 Report Dbtribution. Copies of the reports required at para 805.120. 7a are to be 
forwanled under a coveringRES1RICfED- STAFF lett1'2", to the appropriate HQ staff as follows: 

a MilitarvATC Units. 

(i) S02 ATC (S&1) 3 atHQ STC, or DPAD Flying (ATC) as appropriate. For 
RN ATSUs, an infonnation copy is also to be sent to COMNA (S02 ATC). 

(ri) For military airfields, if a station aircraft is involved, the SA TCO is to forward 
aoopyoftbereportsat805.120.7atotbeSFSO. 

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

c. HM Ships. COMNA (S02 ATC) info FOSF. 
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( • 805.120.9 Coyering LeUer. The a.wering letter is to include: 

a A personaiSS"eSsment of the causal filctots. 

b. Any action taken or recommended in respect of any deficiency of procedure or 
personnel. 

805.125 FURTBERDETAH.S PERTINENT TO AIRPROXREPORTINGONLY 

805.125.1 Ailprox incidents are to be investigatOO in acoordance with the principles contained 
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 app1yto AIRPROX reporting only: . 

a All Ailprox occurring within UK Airspace are to be investig;ated by the~ HQ 
and examined accwding to the procedures outlined below. Ailprox within UK auspace will be 
assessed by the United I<inPm Aiiprox Boa!d(UKAB), established jointly under the auspices 
of the MOD and CAA, with the sole o~ective of enhancing flight safety. 

b. For an Ailprox involving aim'aft 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. 

805.125.2 In addition to the UK airspace defined at 805.120.1, an investigation by UK authorities 
may also be required if the Ailprox occurs in adjacent FlRIU1Rs where the responsibility for the 
provision of ATC has been deleg;ated to the UK. 

805.125.3 Actions to be Taken by AIS lMID-Airprox in UK Airspace Only. 

a Tracing Action. On receipt of an Aiiprox report, AIS (Mil) is to attempt to identifY the 
reported aircraft if the reporting writ 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 posstble involvement of their 
aircraft (including attachments and delllclnnents) and reply to AIS (Mil) no later than the time 
stated in the signal; nil returns are required The tracing ofwridentified civil aircraft within the 
UK FIRsiUIRs is the responsibility of AIS (Mil) if initial e1furts to trace the aircraft by LATCC 
(Civil) bave proved l.1llSUix:essfu. Close liaison between the UKAB and AIS (Mil) is essential. 
AIS (Mil) is to infonn the UKAB of all reported Aiiprox and is to keep the UKAB appraised of 
subsequent trace action. The UKAB is to guide AIS (Mil) on the nature and extent of action 
required and advise AIS (Mil) when tracing action may be terminated. If tracing action 
subsequently reveals that the reported aircraft was receiving a service from a military 
ATS/ASACS writ, S02 ATC (S&T) 3 at HQ STC is to be infurmed immediately. HQ STC 
may initiate tracing action for ATCORs, AIR(C)s and Breaches of ATC Regs. 

b. Civilian pilot involvement. On receipt of an initial Ailprox report filed by a civil pilot, 
AIS (Mil) is to pass the details to the UKAB and the appropriate ACC Supervisor. Details of 
the report and any evidence supporting identification are to be distnbuted by signal to the 
appropriate addressees. 

c. Airprox Signals. Within 24 hrs of a pilot's Airprox confirmatory report/con1rollets 
report being received, or when the reported aim'aft has been traced and a report or signal 
received, whichever is the earlier, AIS (Mil) is to repeat by signal, each pilot's or ATS/ASACS 
Unit's report to the appropriate addressees using the SIC KQJ. 

805.12SA Aimrox InY£.dim!tion and Assessment-UK 

a Investi!J!!!inn by Unit-Genetal.. Military writs are to investigate the involvement of 
their own aira'aft/pelsonel in an Aiiprox unless otherwise directed by MOD. Conclusions 
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• from such investigations, together with copies of associated tep011s and remedial action taken or 
proposed, are to be salt through command headquarters' F1igbt Safety staff to the Director 
UKAB. It; however, recommended remedial action affe.ds air traffic pattemslairspace, then 
action must be co-oolinated through HQ STC 0ps Spt (ATC) and noted on F765A 

b. MilitarY ATC Units. HQ STC 0ps Spt (ATC) is to investigate any involvement of 
militmy ATSUs in an Airprox and may also be required to act when Airprox occur in the UK 
IFS, UK Danger Areas or betwtm aircraft executing airfield patterns and procedures. 
Compieheru;ive xeports are salt to the Director UKAB; infOrmation oopies of associated 
are dislributed to militmy units/command HQs involved and the CAA as appropriate. reports 

c. ASACS Units. COMNA or HQ 2 Gp as appropriate, is to investigate the involvement 
ofRNIRAF ASACS Units in an Airprox. Fmdings and reoommendations are to be sent to the 
Director UKAB with oopies of associated reports. 

d. Controllers operating onboard HM Ships. COMNA is to investigate the involvement 
of an HM Ships' oontroller(s) in an Aiiprox. Findings and recommendations are to be sent to 
the Director UKAB with oopies of associated reports. 

e. Forejgn Agencies. Airprox incidents involving fureign aircraft within UK airspace as 
defined in 805.120.2 above, or a fureign mi1itmy A TSU _providing a service to a British militmy 
or civilian aircraft, within this airspace, are to be reported ao::ording to the procedures detailed in 
these regulations. 

£ United IGngdom Airprox Board <UKABl. The UKAB is established with the sole 
objective of assessing reported Airprox in the interests of enhanciim flight safety. The UKAB 
comprises a Director, who is appointed coqjointly by the Chief of the Air Staff and the 
Olllinnan CAA, a Secretariat and 14 Board members drawn from appropriate airspace users. 
Regular Board Meetings are oonvened by the Director, who acts as Olainnan. The UKAB is 
charged with detennining wbat occurred, the primary cause of a reported Airprox and to 
classifY, in its opinion, the risk of oollision. It is not the purpose of the UKAB to apportion 
blame or liability. The Board may oomment on any remedial action taken and, where 
appropriate, make safety recommendations to appropriate bodies. The UKAB is also 
respons1ble 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 oonlrollers 
involved. The report, which will not idmlifY individual or company names, will include a 
precis of the infunnation available :from those involved and oomment from appropriate 
authorities; a SlUllllUIIYOfthe deliberntions of the Board, whose opinion as to causeanddegtee 
of risk is also recorded. These individual reports areoollatedinto a six monthly report issued by 
the Director UKAB. 

h. Follow-up Action. Any safety recommendations that the Board may have cause to 
make are forwaided by the Director to the relevant authority. 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 I.Xl!Dpleted. 

805.125.5 Ahprox Inv~..,.fion and Examinatioo -Overseas. Unlil notified otherwise, the 
investigation and examination \>Ail'PIOx incidents overseas is to be in accordance with the instructions 
given in RAF GAl J 1021, Part II, para 10 et seq (as amended). However, all references to 'C (G) 
I O(RAF Overseas)' are to be deleted and 'the UKAB' inserted instead. 

805.130 FURTHER DETAILS PERTINENT TO ATCORREPORTING ONLY 

805.130.1 Initial evaluation of ATCORs submitted in compliance with the CAA Mandatory 
Ocx::um:nce Reporting Scheme is canied out by SDU3 of the CAA Safety and Investigations Data 
Dqatment (SIDD). If the report is opened for investigation the SOD appoints, and forwards a copy of 
the Iqxnt to, an appropriate Executor. The appointed Executor for occurrences involving UK and UK-
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• based USAF military aircrew and/or controllers is S02 ATC (8&1) 3 at HQ STC, who will initiate an 
investigation and request that reports be submitttxl as appropriate. The appointed Executor fur 
occum:nces involving airttaft W1<hr DP A jurisdiction is D Flying (ATC). The appointed Executor fur 
occurrences involving Foreign military aircrew is DAP (ORAl). For those incidents involving military 
aircrew, an Aircrew Occurrence Report, illustrated at Annex 805B, is to be completed. Completed 
reports are to be distributed to the Command F1igbt Safety Officer or equivalent Wldtr oovering }etta­
from the lmit, detailing any recommendations or action taken to prevent a recurrence on pertinent flight 
safety issues, togedrer with a copy to 802 ATC (8&1) 3. Once OOIIIIIIlllld amnnents are received at 
HQ STC, 802 ATC (8&1) 3 will forward a consolidated military report to the SIDD and, if all the 
pertinent flight safety issues have been addressed, recommeod closure of the investigation. The SIDD 
may raise additional queries, but nonnally the investigation of an A TCOR is concluded at this stage. 

805.130.2 For ATS/ASACS Units, ATC IncidenJ 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 recordingWtrans 
are to be held at the Unit When 802 ATC (8&1) 3 receives a request fur assistance into the 
investigation of an OCCUil'ei1Ce, a copy of the A TCOR will be furwardecl to the Unit and a response 
requested 

The OC Unit/SA TCO/SOpsO is to prepare his report, in a similar fashion to that fur an AIR.PROX, 
which is to include opinion on the cause of the occurrence and, where appropriate, any or all of the 
fOllowing: 

a A personal assessment of the causal factors together with any safety issues directly or 
indirectly relevant to the incident 

b. Any action taken or recommended in respect of cmrent practices or procedures where 
such changes might prevent a similar occurrence. 

c. Details of the action taken in respect oflmit staff involved. 

The OC Unit/SA TCOISOpsO is to forward his report plus a copy of Annexes 805C and D togethec 
with applicable RTilandline tramcripts. For ASACS Units, these reports are to be submitted through the 
appropriatechainofamnnand, with copies to S02ATC (8&1)3 atHQ STC. 

805.130.3 Whenever a military controllec has reason to believe that he, or airttaft Wldtr his 
control, has been implicated in an A TCOR, he is to advise the Supecvisor as soon as possible. Units are 
then toreportthecircumstancesoftheoccurrenceto S02ATC (8&1) 3 bytelephone, supplemented by 
anATC Incident Report Part 1 at Annex 805C. ASACS Units are also to report the incident to their 
appropriate HQ stati 

805.135 FURTHER DErAilS PERTINENT TO AIR <9 REPORTING ONLY 

805.135.1 AIR (C) reports are to be submitted to HQ STC Ops Spt (ATC) staff offi.cm~ (nmmally 
802 ATC (8&1) 3), viaATC IncidenJ Report Parts 1 and 2 at Annexes 805C and D. Some additional 
infunnation can also be fmmd in the RAF Manual of Flight Safety (AP 3207) Chapter 5. 

805.135.2 Objectives of the AIR <Q. The objectives of the AIR (C) are as fullows: 

a To eDSUre that HQ STC Ops Spt (ATC) staff officers are advised of hazardous or 
potentially hazardous air incidents, technical defects, procedural irn:gularities and/or A TC 
occurrences that do not result in an Airprox. 

b. To enable an assessment to be made regmding the safety implications of each 
occurrence. 

c. To eDSUre that knowledge of these occurrences is disseminated in a 1imely :fushion so 
that othec organizations may learn from them. 

The overall objective of the AIR (C) is to use the reported information to improve the level of 
ftight safety rather than to attribute blame. 
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• 805.135.3 Example of~ lnddents. The fi>llowing guidelines indicate the type of \ 
evoots 1bat may be feported as inadeots; iiOWe\lii, the list is not exhaustive and guidance should be 
~from supetVisOiy slafl: line managers or HQ STC 0ps Spt (ATC) staff fur any event oot falling 
within the spirit of these guidelines: 

a. Oc:currwces where an accident was only avoided by the nmrowest of margins. 

b. Errors by ATC stafi; airaew, aircraft operating or maintenance pei'SOllllellbat reduce 
the levels of safety ll01lillllly expected. 

c. A significant 1ililure or IBli'oo:seen downgrading of any safety-aitical system. 

d Oc:currwces involving a serious inaease in ATC or airaew worldoad which reduced, 
or could have reduced, safety margins. 

e. Any loss of planned separation between aircraft. 

f. Any occurrence where A TC procedures, military flying regulations or, where 
appropriate, civil legislation are breached. 

g. When an individual in direct support of airaaft operations or flight safety has been 
adversely effected by · · , incapacitated due to illness, the WJe of medicines, drugs or alcohol; 
or effected by noxious~ or any other subs1lmce. 

h. When a pilot advises a controller that he has received and has responded to a TCAS 
Resolution Advisory (RA). 

805.135A Reporting Procedure. 

a. Any military controller of any rank may submit an AIR (C) whenever he consi<bs 1bat 
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. Submissions are to be made on the template at Annex 80SC and, if applicable, Annex 
805D. A step-by-step guide advising on the fevel of content required can be found on the 
reverse ofbotli Incident Reports and as a 'pop up' flag on eleclronic copies of the forms. 

805.135.5 Inv....tiption of AIR <Q Reports. HQ STC 0ps Spt (ATC) staff officers will: 

a. Evaluate each incident report received and decide which occurrences require further 
investigation. The options availabfe to the HQ STC Investigation Team are as follows: 

(i) ~ Further investigation is considered necessary and the appropriate 
parlieslotganisations will be contacted fur further infonnation. The incident 
will be closed on completion of the investigation, or when it becomes clear 1bat 
oo further progress can be made. 

(ri) aosed On Receipt Based on the report content and any additional 
infonnation received, no fur1her investigation is requiredtpossrble. The details 
of the incident will, however, be recorded and forwarded to potentially 
interested parties. 

(iii) Non Reportable. The incident, as reported, is not considered to apply within 
the scope of the AIR( C) system and will not be recorded. 

b. Assess and analyse the infonnation reported to them in Older to detect and rootifY flight 
safety issues or deficiencies. 
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(- • c. Make such dJ.ecks as they consider necessmy to ensure 1hat interested parlies are taking 
remedial action in relation to reported incidents. 

d Where appropriate, issue specific advioe or imtrud:ions to both military and civilian 
~OilS. 

805.135.6 Confidentiality. Whilst the AIR (C) is not a confidential reporting system, every 
JlOSSlble effort will be made to preserve the aoonymity ofboth the originator and their parent unit. 

805.140 BREACBFS OF ATC REGULATIONS BY CIVIL PILOTS 

805.140.1 In the event of a civil pilot connnittinga breach of ATC Regulations contained in these 
regulations at a military aerodrome, the Conunanding Offiett is to make a signalled report to: 

c. 

Ministry ofDefence (DNO). ] 

HQ Director Army Aviation. (as appropriate) 

RAF Command HQ. 

DPA 

a 

b. 

d 

e. DAP [Signal Message Address-DAP (ORA) LONDON] fur the attention ofORAI. 

805.140.2 The signalled report is to be fullowed as soon as posstble by a written report submitted 
through the nonna1 channels, together with signed statements by witnesses, in duplicate, fur reference to 
the Civil Aviation Authority. The identity of the ain:raft, or the action taken to attempt to obtain 
identification, is also to be notified in the report. 

805.140.3 Where a breach of ATC regulations is associated with a reported Ailprox incident 
within the UK FIR, the signal report required at para I above is also to be addressed to UKAB Uxbridge 
and LA TCC (Mil) AIS (Mil); cross-referring to the reported Ailprox. 

805.145 BREACBFS 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 infunnation and any other pertinent infunnation. 

a RN Aircraft Breaches of regulations connnitted by RN aircraft at RN air stations are 
to be investigated by the SATCO and reported to Commander (Air) who will initiate any 
necessary disciplina!y 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 fOiward 
thereportstoMODDNOwithacopytoHQSTC(furS02 ATC(S&l)3). 

805.145.2 Army Airfields. All breaches of flying discipline are to be investigated by the unit 
commander. Subsequent reports are to be fOiwarded to HQ DAAvn fur 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 oflanding. 

805.145.3 RAF Airfields and ATCCs. 

a Breaches of Flying Discipline. All breaches of flying discipline are to be reported 
directly to the Offiett Commanding FlyinWOperations Wmg. 

b. Breaches of Air Traffic Control Repn!s!ions. 
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• (i) A breach of A TC regulations C011Il1litred while lhe pilot is llllde£ aerodrome or 
approach oon1rol is to be reported to lhe oc F'lyinw'Ops w g. If lhe oifence is 
OOmmitted by a pilot not subject to the disciplinary powers of the Station Commandec­
e.g. pilots fiom other Commands -the report is to be forwaided to the Command HQ 
conCerned 

(li) A breach of A TC regulations C011Il1litred while a pilot is llllde£ the control of an 
ATCC is to be reported to 1he HQ of1hepilot's~ Command, using, in duplicate, 
the proforma shown at Annex 805E, together W11h a copyoftheAIC Incident Report 
Parts 1 and 2 at Annexes 805C and D. 

(iii) A breach of ATC regulations oommitted by a Naval, Anny or foreign military 
pilot is to be reported as soon as possible dnough nonnal channels to DAP ORAl. The 
report is to include signed statements by witnesses in duplicate. The identity of 1he 
aircraft, or 1he action taken to attempt to identifY 1he aitaaft, is also to be notified in 1he 
report. Initial brief details are also to be notified to HQ STC Ops Spt (A TC) by 
completing 1heA1C incident Report Parts 1 and 2 at ADnexes 805C and D, along wi1h 
lhe proforma at Annex BOSE. Subsequently, one copy of the completed Ale lnddent 
Reports Part 1 & 2 (together wi1h a signed statement by 1he controller's assistant if 
appropriate) is to be forwanled to HQ STC (S02 ATC (S&'I) 3) wi1hin 5 days of 1he 
incident. In his covering letter, 1he OC Unit/SATCO is to comment on 1he 
circumstances leading up to the incident and reftt to any relevant safety issues. 

805.145.4 DPA Airfields. ATSUs and Ranges. The reporting of breaches of 
regulations is to be in accordance wi1h DFis and AvP67 as appropriate. 

805.150 OTHER REPORTS 

805.150.1 Confidential Direct Oecunence Report Nothing contained in 1hese Regulations 
prevents any military controller :6:um submitting a Confidential Direct Occlm:a1ce Report (CONDOR) 
(See RAF Manual ofFiight Safety, AP 3207, Chapter 5). 

805.150.2 Human Factors Open Report No1hing contained in 1hese Regulations prevents any 
military personnel :6:umsubmittinga HmnanFactOISOpen Report (HFOR) (See RAF Manual ofFiight 
Safety, AP 3207, Chapter 5). 
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r• Annex 805B Aircrew Occu"ence Report 
1.* ATCOR AlR(C) BreachofATCRegulatiom *DI:IeicasiiJPqlliic 

2. Basic Details ofJncident. 

a. Date TimeUTC -------
b. Ai1'l::raft type(s) 

c. Callsign(s) 

d FlJAltitudeiHeigbt Pressure Setting ------

3. Description of Incident. If relevant, include oonfinna1ion on whether or not the other aircraft 
was sighted and, if so, )QIIf assessmentofthedegreeofrisk, if any. The text should include your 
recollectiom of the incident, your worldoad at the time, cockpit distradiom etc. Continue on a 
separate sheet if necessmy. 

Date Signature---------
Nrune _________ _ 

R&OC ____________ _ 

Umt _______________ _ 

Station----------------
SFSO's contact details 

~~~~m~ro ----------------------
0$00 ------------------------
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Your Reference: D/DAS/64/3 • gth July2002 

email~ 

Thankyou very much for your considered reply of 27th JlUle. 

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 I am 
writing again to elaborate on my original question, and to ask some additional questions relevant to how the MOD handles UFO 
reports. 

I shall number them for the purpose of clarity, and in case further reference to the same questions is necessary in the future. 

I. Does the Ministry of Defence still wish to receive UFO reports from military and/or public sources? 

2. If the answer to (I) is yes to either military or public sources, what subsequent actioo is taken with respect to those reports? (I 
appreciate that ditrerent types of report may require diffurent 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. I have 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 UFO 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 lUlusual phenomena. 
(Parts I and II) 

(b) Air Ministry Operations Centre, Standard Operating Procedures No. 16/60 
Title: Reports of Unidentified Flying 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) Ifthe 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? 

I have enclosed copies of the PRO documents referred to in order that you can compare them to existing documents 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? 

I 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, 
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i'o :- :iaRd<i:l:lrlora No. 11 t;.roup 
HeaCiqUari:l!ll"':t No. 13 Group 
li6&dq-oJartere iio. 1' Group 

Copy to: - l.l.r :.'in.\atry, D.D.I,(l'Mil.) ._,/ 
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SteN" lMtructiona No. Jf/1 , Part IJ. Wlle:re tld!! 111 nat 
pn~.Gtioabh, interroptiou npar•b an ta tollotr •• soon " 
r<"'~ t.dbl.c . 

}. r.SvtU.en wttneeNI ar aerUl ~et'OMM .,.. got to be 
interrofl• t ecl to tM laM utent &I 8er'flol w1tnea ... , but aqy 
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Rl'n'<lR'I'TNG OP UN1l51J!!, URCRArT OR A!:I!UL I'HBNOWKNA 

. • J· ,t 

t -h · 
1 . Thi8 Inetruotion replaoea inatruotiona previou.sly promulgated by letter. 
A oopy of' Part I of tbia inetruation ie to be baedia tely available to Sq\Uidron 
Ca.andera ot N~ht/.All Weather Squadron~, to the J.ir Deteno• Con.•r9~·l..tr • ~~ -- : -, 
A.D.o.c., to u .. ter Controller• and Reporting Controllers at M.R.S'a., and _ to 
D.iapliayi :C:tmtrGl.hr• ·•at '•Satau·i~· ·r ·Aii.~J·S~atiowa ,., : to_: G.c.r.v cont:rtoll.ra-~ml• 
Diaplay<Conttroll•:~:~sr:;&t;> a.ll:;o'therl' 'C •'~'il: Rl.-:·atatibna· :ahd'·to : Duty.· Sbl!f an4 ·.A;i:lti Staff 
ot'ticers at Group and -Command Headquarters. .If, f - i r; i ' 

Immedhte Inve•tisa.tion 

2. 'Rben an unusual phenomenon or track ia obeerved by radar, the occurrence ia 
t.o be inveatigttttd i111111edbtdy. Thi• invo•tig11t1on 1hould lnd .. vour Lo detlrmlr1e 
lfllho tber the phonoAJonon or track h due to:-

('a) A technical raul t. 

(b) A t'riendly drcraft previoudy unidentified. 

(c) Interter~nce. 

(d) Meteorological conditions, 

(With refea·onoe to (b), tbe prooe4ur-. for id•nt.ltyins alronat't, ana ror re_varttng 
droraft that remain unidentified, is laid down in Headquertere Pighter Co~nd 
Control and Reporting Procedure Instructions. In a.real!l where, or at timel!l when, 
the identification of all airoratt ia not carried out, a track .should be 
considered unuaual it it is moving at a ground speed exoeediD,~ 700 knob or at an 
al t1 tude exceedins 60,0CO teet). 

~ · 

(a) Tbs appearance ot the echo. 

(b) The ground speed and altitude of the echo. 

(c) Whether it ia continuous or intenittent. 

(d) Ita eisnal atrength (•trol'\!, medium or !feak) th.roushout the time ot 
obaerva tion, inoludin.g ·pick-up aDd tad• points. 

(e) The range and bearing of' the.ee points. 

(r) The type of' radar u~ed. 

(g) Whether oont"irmation "48 obtained from other typee of' radar. 

IUNE£bl\SSIFIEDI 
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J. copy ot th8 · r~cord ·_ sbeet;i~~-toiethei ·'w-ith. a ~e.o"i · tr•ci~ ··ahi ·tbe-~r~levant P.D.s. tilm 
(where applicable} is to be sent by post. 

' ., -::\(."; (!. df i 1 - : • 

4. Operati<ma Branoh Hearlquirt8ii""JiS;lit8r··commari4 Will ana1;yae reports f'rom unita, 
and it an explanation cannot be found a rl!!lport will be rendered by Contidential. 
Routine signal to Air Minietry (D.D.I.(Teoh)), (information copy to !lnt&];,li~noe 
Br&noh, H,Q.F,C.). --- -- .. 
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PART II - VISUAL SIGHTINGS 

.. 

6. A copy of Part II of this instruction is to be immediOJ.tely available to all 

Station Commanders, Squadron CoOllllanders and Intelligence Officers during working 

hours, and to Station Duty Officers and Duty Staff Officers at all other. times. 

S.idrt:ln<.;a hy f11)rv:ino Pt,rnonnol 

7. (a) ~· Shonld a member of the Services, or o:f the Royal Observer 

Corps observe an aircra.f't belonging to the Soviet bloc; or one which cannot 

be identified as t'riendly 1 behaving in a ~anner likely to cause suspicion, 

that is, flying other than the flight pattern normally seen in the particular 

area; he is to report the aiehtjnc "tn hia Station Commander tl-1rough hi::~ 

superior oft'lcer irmuediutely. 

(b) ~· Should a member of the ServiCes see an object in the sky 

for which he cannot account, ha is to report it at once to the Station 

Collllllander through his superior officer, 

(c) Action by Commanding Officers. In both canes (a) and (b) above, the 

r.~·JuunuJullu/!,' f\L'l':hwt• :lu to rOlJot•L thu ooour1·ano!:) ~y telophonu to the upproprllltl:l 

Maeter Radar Station without delay, and ia to initiate a sighting signal aa 

detailed in paragraph (§') below. He ia then to arrange the immediate 

interrogation of the witnesa/witnesaea and to &end a report or the interro-

sation to all addreBsees of' the signal in paragraph 7(6) as soon as possible. 

(d.) Action l1y .Airoruw, Whe-re ~igl1Unga at' I:SUB!llcioutj u.iroraf't or ph~nowerw 

are made by airorew when airborne, they are to report the occurrence 

immediately as follows:-

(i) Crews of FirJ1ter Aircraft. •ro the appropriate Master Radar 

Station. 

(1.1) Crnwa of' OthGr /d.rortlt't, 'Po tho nppropriuto Mutrtox• lhular Stuti.on 

if in radio oontact, otherwise to the appropriate Air Trat".fic Control 

authority. 

/(e) Sigl!ting Signal. 

' ' 

·~·"·· · 
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(') Sighting Signal. The signal is to be graded "Priority Confidential11 , 

addressed to Ai·r Ministry, London (£or the attention of A.M.O,C.), 

Headqua.rtera Fighter Corrunand and A.D.o.c., and r.epeated to Group Headquarters. 

It ia to be 5et out as follows;-

(i) The time ( 11 Z11
) of the occurrence. 

(ii) The place where it was observed (Georef, or distance and bearing 

from a town or R.A.F. Station). 

(iii) A detailed description of the aircraf't or phenomenon (i.e,, size, 

shape, colour, movements or changes in appearance if' any, its e5timllted 

alt.Ltude, speed uml coul'Be 1 and the dm·a-Lion of' the observation). 

(iv) 'Whether the observer has .been trained in aircraft recognition. 

( v) How many other people flaw the phenomenon. 

Sightinsa of Phenomena by Civilians 

B. Should a civilian report to an R.A.F. authority that he has observed a 

pl1t!IIOIUtJIIOll1 u t~!gHul 1u1 in VUl'f:lt::rt:~.ph 7(8), but including the name and nddret~a of 

the civilian, ia to be despatched. It ia also to be followed by an amplifying 

written report to all addressees in paragraph 7( W) &5 soon as practicable after 

the sighting. A letter of acknowledgment and thanks should be Sent to the 

civilian~ but any action taken aa a result of the report must not be di.sclosed 

oither vt)rlJully 01~ in l'il'iting, 

Press Publicity 

9. Sightings by Service personnel, or the action taken as ·a result of sighting.5 

by civilian personnel, are in no circumstances to be disclosed to the Press. 

Members of the Press are, if they make enquiries, to be referred to the Information 

Div·!::~Jon of the ldr M:l.nlotry, Whitoh&~JJ Gllr<l.ontJ, London, B,W,I. 

Entry in S.R.Oa. 

10. Statiorea.re to insert in S.R.O:s. at intervala of three months an order 

similar to the .following:-

(a.) 11Viaual Sighting of Suspicious Ai:rcra.f't or Aerial Phenomena 

(J) Hn!llunl;.ll'.!ud 1\h•orlll'l,;, ~rw 11f'l':lnf11' ot• ~dl'LII"-11 nho mmu Ill! wJl'lll'lll't. 

that he cannot identify as friendly is illllllediately to re:fer the sighting 

to his superior of'f'ioer for guidance. 

/(ii) Aerial Phenomena. 
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( ii) Aerial Phenomena. Likewiae any officer or airman who observes 

in the sky a phenomenon or object so unusual that he considers it ahould 

be investigated, is to report it to his superior of'f'icer. 

(iii) Jn no oiroum:J.te.noes is any communication to be made to the Press 

without Air Ministry authority. 11 

December, 1960 
FG/5.48160/0ps.(G,& R.) 
FC/S .42917/Int. 
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IUNC1!ASS1PIEDI 
Amendment to Revi::>ed Version of A.S.I., 

No. F/1, Part II 

1. Amend paragraph 7(e) to read 7(f). Amend two references 
in paragraph ?(c), and two references in paragraph e. 
accordingly. 

2, Insert new paragraph ?(e), as follows:-

"(n) .Action hy Montor Rw1sr ;HnUoHJl, Whun al~;htiJ.\;tl uru 
J.''OpoPtocl l.o a Maatcl• Rutlur IJtutiou undor (n) uud (U.J~ (1) 
and ( ii), above, the Master Controller or his deputy is to 
erisure that the radar is checked for any unidentified 
responses. If' the Master Radar Station has aircraf't 
under control in the vicinity of the reported phenomena, 
those aircraft are to be diverted to investigate the 
phenomena.," 

IUNCLAS.S,IFIEDI 
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AIR IIIJ!!SI'IIY Ol'EBATICl!IB Oll!I'J'Ill! 

STAIIDAI!D OPERA!I!IliG PllOCElliJIIE 110. 16/(IJ 

IIEFOili'S Of UNIDilli'I'IFJ;liD FI .• YI!IO OB.TEC~ /r4u'.)! ~ 
/,ra-~_...,) 

1. Loose 111inuta D.D.I.(TECI!)/290/ln738 dated 1}th April, 19(/J, filed aa 
eooloaure 1 A. oo AJIJXJ/8.92/23• 

2.. Tho reeponaibility for dealing with .repOJ:""tP of Unidentitieti Flytng Objecta :Ia 
with SQ6 and A.I .. (T)5b. .RepOl"'ta frail otvtli«LL sou:toeu and tbe replies th~reto ur·t~ 
dealt wi tb 'b7 S .. 6. , and reports f.rom servios. sources including unidentified rarial." 
<esponoee a:re dealt with by A.I.(T)!)b. 

}. Reports lD8.7 be received frcm both &Bl"V'ioe atld olvUian sources. The Baaident 
Clerk and the D.I.s.o. will keep the Du:ty Officer A.V: .. o.c. informed of &1\V reports 
they receive ou:tllide normal 'Working'ihours. Sana :reports are the result of the 
release of meteorologioal balloons, which give .rise to reports of heights in the 
eky or unidentified radar reaponses. 

AoUon by llutr Otliour A~M.O.O. 

,.,. lJ'he D\1'\7 omeer ia to take aoUon to reoonoile l"eports of lights in the alcy 
or unidentified radar reapopsest by telr&phonipg aa appt'opria.tet-

a~ Staamore Met .. Office (STONBJROVE 6361 Er:. 660 or 649)~ to check whether-' 
balloons are being released and in whiob. direction. (Tbia ot'fioe ia 
not nomally open during the evenipg or night) o 

b., A..D.o .. c., to roquoo1: a oheolt o:f F.C. rudo.r otati•lllS fo.r unid1mt1finil 
.l"liopon•,,a .. 

5., The Du.ty ottioer ia io pass ·~be reports, together With any additional 
infarma.Uon obtained, as f'ollawaa-

a. During noma]. vo:t!dng hours to A.I.(Tach)!)b. (IWl'!illFOLE En. 454). 

b. Outside normal working hours to the D.I.s.o. 

21at f!eptembar, 1960 
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Duty Offtoers Handbook 
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Int. 2 
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I ;reol.l)' 40 11011 tllillk tba1i tllia can be ;repll<le4 as a 
,,ublio rello1i1oll8 ),!1'Qbl•"• at liJl¥ l."0.1is to ~ greater a¥•ont 
t' ,;n tile host of ott,or queaUoaa oa whiab ...,abwn ot the JAlbl1o 
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•• 
., untd•nt1thd PlYin& Ob leota .. Poll o.x 

"1. The Air \U.nlat:ey 1• rnpondble tor the OC)ll.ati.onc:t fll repOrts deal1n& With 

u.P.Os. Thh responsibility baa been delege.ted to A.I.(Teah)3 in the Deputy Direc­

tors.te of Intelligence ('technical). 

2, All report!! fnm all e.ourcee are to be sent to A.I.(Teoh)3 for ·fx:amination, 

3· Reporte on un:Laentif1e4 .troraft eetnating from eouroes other ~hap Fighter 

Corrm.and. 

All such reports are to be noted tond passed to c.r.o. Fighter Conms nd for 

investistion. 

Letter• will 'be received ut Air W:inlatrj' in the first inehnc.e by the 

Public Relations branch who will send orr an iD".mediate acknowle.igement. 

The letter will then be paesed to A.I.(Tech)3 for analysis, or alternatively 

the context of the letter may be pueed to A.I.(Tech)3 by P.R. over the telephone •. 

Thl• hltor n<~tho.i ehould hr. IJI'I8d when it E1ppenra thAt come imrn11dhte lnvAatip:Eition 

ie warranted. 

A.I.(Tech)3 will examine the repOrt and attempt to obtain eubetentiating 

evidence from Fighter Gowusnd, ltl:,"r) WA eto ae appr::>priate. 

The re~ml t of the inveatige. t bn is tO be forw~:~rded to the public reloti ::m!l 

dopnrtu1cn t who will write a oui Uble reply to the roember of t he public conoernod. 

5. Records to be l:ept b.)' A..l.('l'eoh)3 

(a) Register 

All reporte wilt be ent•:re.i in A special register as they arrive and 1fill 

inolude the following detail& 

(il (H 
{iii 

~~!:!~: ~~~~!:~~::~~i.e. oivilian1 HET,etc 

PreliminarJ' cltluai.fic::1tion of' 15ightlng i~e. br.lloon llirOrttrt ot(J 

Heiiht 
1 

(iv 
(v 

(vi) 
{vii) 

(viii) 
{ix) 
{x) 

Speed 
Shape 
Si.ze 
Colour 
DElta/Time and l oc•1lity of 11ighting 
Remarks 

(b) A rol•ler 11 tJ be rftiaed r ar ~t1c.h n: port into which nll pe pn~ ~·~ls.tine to 

the occurrence are to be ph cad 

(o) A pro forma which includes the letaib mentioned in sub para (a) ebove t.nd. 

alN~o show11 deta.ils or t)Ut investigation and an.,lyeie, iii to be completed and 

inaerted aa the last encloaure in the ce.ee told:!r. 
/6. 
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fmmlhiiAtpreg111phlcOrdertn;counter. 
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6. Con:!'olidated Reports 

An e.nnual report auamerising all U.F.O. sightinga by types ia to be 

l'uhmlttud tu JJ.D.J..Cl'e~uh). 

Ex&.ltlples of the various categories of U.JI'.O. eightingl! are given below 

(a) Balloons 

(b) Airoraft 

(o) }.iiesiles 

(11) A•1.rulil~lllli111l l'littllUlllciUII 

(e) ~ther phenoml!!lna 

(f) Unknown 

(g) Insufficient dl!lta for evduation 

'" 



Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

9 
Room &n3, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N 5BP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Sw~chboard) 

(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 
25 July 2002 

020 7218 2140 .... 

Further to our letter of 3 September 200 I, 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 AirStaff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6173, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N5BP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Swttchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 
25 July 2002 

020 721 B 2140 
020 721 B 9000 

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 ofExemption 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, 



Dear 

Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6n3, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N5BP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Sw~chboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

01.!!: Reference 
DIUAS/64/3 
Date 
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. 
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Chelsea 

~ 
Dear 

Di 
v~~l;)~;~2J~ \ 

(Lower Airspace) oj 
Operations & Policy 1 I~ 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE -.:., : •'C"'~ 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland AvenueL.LoA8cm,­
WC2N SBP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Swnchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D!DAS/64!3 
Date 
25 July 2002 

i 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). 

f 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, 



nir'A"i~nnot .. -nf·-a:h-~t·loff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6173, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue~ Londonr --
WC2N 5BP -·~--· ·--

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 
25 July 2002 

020 7218 2140 
0207218 1 

13b2ll 46] 

Further to our letter of 6 September 200 I, 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:~ 
Direct~ff (lower Airspace) 
Operations & Polley 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6173, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N5BP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Swlchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

Ol,!f Reference 
D/UAS/64/3 
Date 
25 July 2002 

020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 

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 ofPractice 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, 



r---------------------------- ·-· ···-·--·· --

~m ~ .... .!!!!!~!!!. ( ...... , ........ , '8 r r~
fj~j,-

Operations & Policy 1 <._ ,,.,c.,~/ . 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE ',.~ j 
Room 6173, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, Lonaon, 
WC2N SBP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

Ot.rr Reference 
DtvAS/64/3 
Date 
25 July 2002 

0207218 2140 

~ 

Further to our letterof30 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, 



.,, ..__,, ... ... - .. -. 

Dear 

Ope•ations & Polloy 1 PJ.spaoe) ~ ~~: 'i 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE l ' .. _. ~.# 
Room 6173, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, Lon\,rrtdlroor•r•,-----' 
WC2N5BP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

0\!!: Reference 
D!UAS/6413 
Date 
25 July 2002 

020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 

Further to our letter of 29 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, 

. _ .. .,~, . ,.;~-<':f -.~~--



USA 

~,...--"'"(Lowe<A;,.poco) re:~<; ,"J ; 
Ope,..;ono & Polley 1 I~~ / 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE ~ 
Room 6173, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N 5BP 

Telephone (Oiroct dial) 
(Sw~chboard) 

(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

01.!!: Reference 
DIDAS/64/3 
Dat~ 
25 July 2002 

Further to our letter of241
h 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, 



Dear 

Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6173, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, L';:;o::;n:;r::::::---..J 
WC2N5BP 

Tete phone (Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 
25 July 2002 

020 7218 2140 

. 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, 



Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6173, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, Lon 
WC2N SBP 

Telephone 

De~ 

(Direct dial) 
(Sw~chboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/6413 
Date 
25 July 2002 

020 7218 2140 

Further to our letter of 24 October 200 I, 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, 



Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

r 
I 

Room 6173, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2NSBP 

Telephone 

i Dear~~4illO 

(Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

01,![ Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 
25 July 2002 

020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 

40 

:Further to our letter of 24th 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, 

-~- .... ;:;o;....o,~~Q.:h~~--- · ·--- _ ...__, v ,._ . ,__ _ __ _ .;.. _ _. _..______ -;..-. 
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Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

1,-·-.~.-c:· .. osl, l 
~·· ··· <;> 

I c <t/t " I 
I '··" ... ... ·· '<' L_·::~ 

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, london, 
WC2N5BP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Swttchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 
25 July 2002 

020 7218 2140 

Further to our letter of 13 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). 

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, 

_.,.. ;,•,_ .., ,.,; ... __ .- ... 
,,-,., .•. ,.;. • - '- - ~r.•;;o,·.'~:'~'~:'~':'".- ~·:·;;-•· · ·.'•" 



COCIII-17 

Ml 

f'e,,;, t...-r'1 
This non-oral~uestion 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(AFl 
when returning this, allowing sufficient time for USofS'(AF) 
to comment. 

Office of Minister(AF) 
toom 6386 Main Building 

:t<, • ':> • tl 

M2 

. --APS/Hinister(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 76080. 

2. The same 'background note has been· provided for PQ 76070 
and PQ 76090. 

21 October 1983 

---- -------



' . 
• . PQ 76080 

SIR PATRICK will· (CONsERVATIVE) (BEVERLEY) 

Sir Patrick Wall - To ask the Secretary of State for 

Defence whether, in view of the 

fact that the United States' Air 

Force memo of 13 January 1981 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. 



,, c. t .,: . .;. -:- ,., 

.r··: 

• Background Note 

These three questiomfollow from the News of the World 

article of 2 October 1983 (Annex A) describiDg 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 tne· 

Air Staff and DS a. 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 following 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 UFO 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 !·or individual reports. 

Last year, Lord Long, during a debate initiated by 

the Earl Clancarty, said that he would look into the possibility 

ot publishing such reports as are received by the_~istry ot 

I. •. 



-··I 

• Defence.- US~ of S(AF) ~s now decided to ·release" ~o~ilations 

of reports.- .. They will be, published on a quarterly basis and 

will be available c. to members of the public, .at a smal~ 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 announcement in the Lords, US of S(AF) 

has agreed that we should indicate the decision in the Commons • 

.. 
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CODII..,., 

Ml 

f~.o e..1'i -This non-ora~question 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 ilt the time shown on the front cover. 

3. Please submit a copy of the draft answer to PS/USofS(AFl 
when returning this, allowing sufficie-nt time for USofS"(AF) 
to comment. 

l"l.Lncu>-.::e!r ( AF) 
Room 6386 Main Building 
Extension -

-'t-.o·'ir' 

M2 

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 76070. 

2. The same background note has been provided for PQ 76080 
and PQ 76090. 

· DACTED 
21 October 1983 

-rl 



• PQ 70670 

SIR PATRICK WALL (CONSERVATIVE) (BEVERLEY), 

Sir Patrick Wall - To ask 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 Woodbridge. 

SUGGESTED ANSWER (Hr Stanley) 

Yes. 

---------



' .. 
•. Background Note 

These three questiomfollow from the News of the World 

article of 2 October 1983 (Annex A) describing 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 follow~g 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 UFO reports is to establish 

whether they reveal anything of defence interest (eg intruding 

aircraft). HOD 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 f~r individual reports. 

Last year, Lord Long, during a debate initiated by 

the Earl Clancarty, said that he would look into the possibility 

of publishing such reports as are received by the Ministry of 

/ ... 
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Defence. US o.f S(AF) has now. decided to ·rel~a~; ~oDipi.iatio~ 

o.f reports. They will be published on. a quarterly basis and 

will be. available to members of the public, 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 announcement in the Lords, US of S(AF) 

has agreed that we should indicate the decision in the Commons • 

.. 

-:-



APS/US . of S(AF) 
through Sec(AS)2tllllllllllllt 

1. US of S(AF) will recall recent corresponden,ce on this matter 
with Lord Hill-Norton and Rt Hon Merlyn Rees MP. In 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 ir. 
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 let~er to which it refers. There is no objection t o passi~g 
this correspondence to Mr Alton. 

3. You may wish to note that Mr Alton has apparently passed or. 
both letters sent by Lord Trefgarne on 19 March 85, even though one 
of these was intended to be for his i n formatior. or.ly. 

IZ. June 1985 

\REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUM~NT\ 



D/US of S(AF)/DGT 5173 June 1985 • 

Thank you . for your letter of 16 May to Michael Heseltine 

enclosing one from 

. Department's reply to 

You asked to see a copy of the 

letter of 25 February 1985 and this 

is enclosed, together with earlier correspondence to which it refers. 

As I pointed out in my letter of 19 March, the MOD concerns 

itself only with the defence implications of reported UFO sightings. 

;In this context, the report submitted by Col Halt in January 1981 was 

.examined by those in the Department responsible for such matters and , 

as I have made clear in the past, it was considered to have no 

defence signlfi~ance . We have since seen nothing to alter this view 

•nd there is nothing I can usefully add to the comments made in 

Sec(AS)'s letter or 

David Alton Esq MP 

Job No 2-2q 

Lord Trefgarne 

· \~EDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT\ 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS 
LONDON .SWlA OM 

. ~ea... ~-tA4al, 

16th May 1985 

I enclose a letter I have received from following on 
:f rom enquiries r first raised with your Department ln March. 

I read letter with great Interest and it seems to me that 
the points he rc!ses ·are qu! te reasonable and merit a repiy. 
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 yo~r Department dated 25th February 1985. 

The Rt. Han. Michael Heseltine, MP. 
Secretary of State 
Minlstry of Defence 
Main Building 
Whitehall 

Y~urs stn~~ 
fJtwiJ . 

David Alton, MP. 

_ _: _.· ·London . -.... ~~Ha. - .--'----·---·--- - ----, -....... -~~ ........ '---------------_,. __ __ ___ ___ -- ........... : ... ,__ ---~- ~-- ~ -""'·~ -'·-·-......... -"-- .... -...... _ 

!REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT! 
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David Alton, Esq., MP, 
House of Commons, 
Westminster, 
London SWl 

Dear Hr. Alton, 

14th May, 1985 

lllllllllllllthas 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 . 

.. lllllllllllt,decided to write further to you about this puzzling 
and disquieting case, and· she referred to me her enclosed letter of 31st 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 "'eeks and it is only now that I am able, very bela t edly, to 
send on 1 1111letter to you. 

My o~o~n background., .in brief , is that I served_ in the Ninistry 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 centril s t a ffs of the HOD 
~o~hich 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 
"ith t.he official line ~<hich the MOD has adopt.ed on t.he Rendlesham Forest incid­
ent.s of December. 1980. I have myself said so on a number of public occasions, 
and I have pursued the matter in correspondence with t.he HOD - wholly without 
success. 

At the risk of burdening you with an excessive amount of paper, I 
attach the mos t 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 perfunc tor y 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 D~fence 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 ·, _f~~-~~~- :!.f! ... She !.IS sec~.ed. . ..:L~..oe.lease -
under the Amer1ciifi'"Treed6m· of Information Act ·in 1983; and that the NOD'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 canno;. 
be believed, there is equally clear evidence of a serious misjudgement of events 
by USAF personnel at an important base in British territory. Either way, the ·--· 

\REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT\ 
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\REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT\ 

c.ase can hardly be without Defence significance. · 

The dates in question are now rather remote, but I doubt that 
this should be taken to excuse the very perfunctory manner in which Lord 
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 beyressed seems to me to lie in my preceding paragraph. 
Seen in these terms, • ) 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 wh~ch must 
surely be very familiar to them, then I shudder for that po~erful finger 
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. 

If I can be of any assistance in discussion with you, I am at 
your disposal. 

Yours sincerely, 

\REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT\ 
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-""· • From:~ 
Direct~ (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N 5BP 

County Fermanagh 

~land 40\ 

Dear 

Telephone (Direct dia~ 
(SwHchboord) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

B
\!I Reference 
IDAS/64/64/3 
at~ 

5 July 2002 

0207218 2140 

· 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 
1 

Fylingdales have confirmed that they did not track any such object. 

1 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, ... 
Dear sir, 

On the 1 0 April 1998 I reported to you a massive triangular shaped 
UFO that went over my head here in Enniskillen. ( You would have 
received it about the 13/14111 April) 
As your records will show ( I have the original reply ) you said that as I 
was the only person to have reported the incident to them you could not 
corroborate my sighting. Frankly this is the answer I expected to get at 
the time but I figured I had done my duty in reporting it and at the same 
time had avoided the ridicule I would have got had I had gone to the 
press or police. 

Since then through the internet I have discovered that a full page story 
was run in the Daily Mail on the story on the 27 April and the following 
day 281

h 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. Is 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. 

----·--·~ 

I DAS ·, 
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Scotian~ .. : 
top spot _ 
for flying 
saucers 
RECOR~lREPOR1ER 

SCOTlAND tops the world 
league for UFO sightings 
according to a new report. 

ar~ts~:~t fn~~t~1~~~~~;~: . J 

skies each year. I 
Visitscotland- the / 

Scottish tourist board -
commissioned the survey to 
mark today's unofficial 
International UFO Day. 

The countr)• tops a league 
table based on sightin~s per 
head of population, wtth 59 
sightings per million people, 
knocking Canada into 
second place. 

The data also s how s 
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 
Srirlii1gshire. 

lt has been dubbed 

Scotland's Roswell- after 
rhe US town where an alien 
era!£ alleget!!y ~rashed in 
the 1950s- and <:~ttracts UFO 
s pouer-s from Germany, 
Japan and America. 

UFO expert Ron HaJJjday 
said: "There ha ve also been 
a substantial numbe r of 
sightings in Glasgow, East 
Kilbride and Kirkintilloch. 

"When you think of the 
number of sightings in 
Scot1and in relation to the 
size of its population, ,i.t is 
phenomenaL 

"Right through history, 
Scolland has had a lot of odd 
incidents, from ghosts to the 
Loch Ness monster. 

"So, Scotland is well­
known as a place where 
strange things happetL" 

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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• 
HONORARY AIR COI.IMOOORE 

HIS ROYAL ~SS lH! DUKE OF ~!!:NT 
KGGCMGGC'o'ONX; 

Royal Air Force Leuchars 

St Andrews Fife Scotland KY16 OJX 
GOlD MEDAl 

Telephone: 01334 839471 Ext7700 

Reference: LEU/1446!11/P1 

Date: g July 2002 

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 
Derence who deal with such data. 

IGnd regards 

Corporate Communications Officer 



Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6173, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N 5BP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Sw~chboard) 

(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

01.!f Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 
3 July 2002 

I am writing with reference to your letter of 27th June addressed to my ~,;v ,,•.,••guc, 
your letter of II th June which has been passed to us by the Records Department. =====----_J 
In your letters you have made three requests for information as follows; 

l. All information we have on the subject of'unidentifted 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 ofUFOs 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). 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, 
l-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 £ l 5 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 

--------------

:t.._,:s V""~ ,,{..,__ t'h ~~ 
(/~ --- ....J), eo.-& A. 

,J...d ~d" rn-r::i.£6- &.e. 

!Ill ion 401 
REFUSAL OF REQUEST FOR INFORMATION UNDER THE CODE OF PRACTICE ON 
ACCESS TO GOVERNMENT INFORMATION 

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 I, and ourselves requesting information. Info(Exp) have 
passed his letter to us for reply. 

2. ll'ffl'"a SJ!2! j ~1madehthrfiee requests ~orjnformation, all_of~hich ~ould involve a 
searc ~a es. T e trst request ts tor a 12 year penod tor whtch 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. I attach a copy of my draft reply to ~ as you 
will see (in accordance with the Code), I have informed him that we ottld-consider narrower 
request. I have also informed him ofhis right to appeal to Info(Exp) if he is not content. 

DAS-LA-Ops+Poll 

MT6/73~ 
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Liverpool 

From:~ 
Direct~ (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N 5BP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

Oi!!: Reference 
D/UAS/64/3 
Date 

020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 

jS£21!21 I !5
1 

... July 2002 

I am writing with reference to your letter of 27th June addressed to my colleague,~ 
your letter of 11th June which has been passed to us by the Records Department. ====--__j 
In your letters you have made three requests for information as follows; 

I. 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 ofUFOs 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 of29 May, we receive between 200 and 400 sighting reports 
each year and a similar number ofletters 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 oflnformation (Exploitation), Room 830, St Giles Court, 
1-13 St Giles High Street, London WCZH 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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Dear Sir/Madam 

DGINFO AOt·IIN 

1 2 JUN ZU02 

ROOM 830 ':1'1 

Departmental Records Office 
Room 821 

Gi1esCourt 
1-13 Giles High Street 

London 
WC2H8LD 

lith June 2002 

I 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 
Unidentified Aerial Phenomena that has been reported to the Ministry Of Defence with 
in the last 12 years, by British or Allied Military Personnel or Unidentified Phenomenon 
that have been sighted on or close to Military Installations. 

Will you please include reports that have been made by Allied Armed Forces that 
have Military Instillations in the British Commonwealth. Could you please include any 
reports of Unidentified Flying Objects seen over the North West of England over the last 
20 years. 

If you would be kind enough to include all radio transcripts of thee events and any 
photo graphical material and also ·the 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 



• Departmental Record Officer 

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
3-5 Great Scotland Yard, London SWlA 2HW 

CHOts address: lnfo-Recordsl 

e-mail address: defence.records.l @gtnet.gov.uk. 
Tele: (Direct dial) 

(Switchboard) 

(Fax) 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 

D INFO(EXP)R/3 / 7 /8 
Date 

18June 2002 

Thank you for your letter dated 8 March 2001 seeking information relation unidentified aerial 

phenomena. 

Please note that your letter has been passed for action to the following address : 

DAS(LA(Ops+Poll 

Ministry of Defence 

Room 6/73 Metropole Building 

Northumberland Avenue 

london WC2n5BL 



---------------- ---- ····-·····-- -·· ·- --·- , 

• 
Director of Air Staff ( Lower 

Operations & Policy Ia 
Ministry of Defence 

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, 
Northumberland Avenue, 

London 
WC2N5BP 

27th June 2002 

Dear~ 
amwntillgf s 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 ofU.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. 



• 

: ·;· J\~ 
·; 

L 
Director of Air Staff ( Lower Airspace ) 

Operations & Policy Ia 
Ministry of Defence 

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, 
Northumberland Avenue, 

London 
WC2N5BP 

• 



From: 0 
Dlrectorate-ot-AirStaff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6173, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N 5BP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Sw~cl1board) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

01,![ Refere)!ce 

BIVAS/64!3 
ate 

2 July 2002 

020 7218 2140 

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 rationed 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, 



**TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY"* k.o'-0\-'-'":J'''ey' 
• u ft;r~ 

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

To :O>f\'5 ( L PrJ p tp · TO Ref No 3o<j'] 
I 

Date 21 · b ~ 

/EMAIL 

/2002 

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

Ministers attach great importance to correspondence being answered promptly, and 
your reply should be sent within 15 working days of the above date. If, 
exceptionally, this should prove impossible, an interim reply should be sent within 
the same timescale. You should be~ that No I 0 periodically calls for!! sample 
2f letters sent ~ 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 
232/01; further information is available from 00 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. 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY** 

' Delete as appropriate. 

() 

Revised I" April2002 



!Jnknown sighting 

'Ministers@defence. mod. uk' 

Subject: Unknown sighting 

Hi, 

Page 1 of 1 

On Saturday evening, approx. between the hours of 12:00 and 01 :OOhrs; 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. 

I was just curious to know if a) anyone else has reported this; b) was it something the MOO were testing? 

Yours Sincerely 

P.S. If you need to contact me, you can either e-mail me, or my telephone number 

26/06/2002 



· .isters 

From: 

Sent: 
To: 

Thank you for your further copy of your original email . 

For a reply, please provide_your.Jull postal address. 

Many thanks, 

MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit 
Room 222, Old War Office Building, 
Whitehall, London SWlA 2EU 

26/06/2002 

Page 1 of 1 



t ' ~· 

Clower Airspace) 
Operations & Polley 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2NSBP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(SWilchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 
I July2002 

020 7218 2140 

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. 

· N ATS 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 sincere! y, 



.iiEF EXECUTIVE'S OFFICE 

National Air Traffic Services Limited, T1415, One Kemble Street, London, WC2B 4AP. 

Telephone: · Fax: 
1 

11 1 
E-mail: first~lastname@nats.co.uk 

WITH COMPLIMENTS 



COMPANY SECRETARY'S OFFICE 

Yeadon 

11 June 2002 

Dear 

Thank you for your letter dated 7 June regarding reports of UFO's. Unfortunately NATS 
d~ecords of the type of information you require. I am forwarding your letter 
to at the Directorate of Air Staff, Ministry of Defence who will be able to give 
you a more detailed response. 

·Yours sincerely 

U:IUFO response letter.doc 
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• 
National Air Traffic Services Ltd 
Registered address: 
One Kemble Street 
London 
WC2B4AP 

7 June 2002 

Dear Sir 

From time to time, you probably receive reports of unidentified flying objects 
(UFO'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. 

Wbat do you do with these repo1ts when you receive them? 
Does NA TS have any expertise in craft of extra-terrestrial origin? 
Is the 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 



• 

Dear 

From:...-! 
Direct~ff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Polley 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

·· .•. 

Room 6173, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N 5BP 

Telephone (Direct diaij 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

01,![ Reference 

B/UAS/64/3 
ate 

28 June 2002 

020 7218 2140 

Thank you for your letter of26 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'h 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 191
h 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. Our sole concern is then to 
establish whether or not the sightings present a threat to the seCI.Irity 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 jitrther investigation. '". 

"As Jar 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 ofRAF 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 - F orrnerly 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. DI55 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 of30 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 



~-

Dear Sir, 
I am writing,- i!T reply to the plea i111 the lfewsletter reg»rding- the obj 
seen irr the sky on approximately 16 May th.is year. I too saw this object 
for a good four minutes from start to finish. 

My house is situated at with An 
unrestricted view over Moss ~itt,Highfields and acro~s to the castle. 
Sitting by my lounge window, I observed two bright light:! ;~.t approximAtely 
9.40pm approaching from the Acton· Trussell/ Penkridge direction.At first 
my thoughts werw of a. low nying pl;~.ne, (very low) with lights on· the wings 
coming tow~rds my direction.'lhe lights we·re at first horizontal tn each 
other but after about one minute they very steadily moved in an arc from 
horizontal to vertical and then climbed up vertica.ly. t see sketch) 

On seeing this l. w;:~ .s intrigued as to what w.anoeuvre this "plane?" was 
t~~ing and w~nted to get a better view.! walked out on to the lawn ~nd 
after a further minute or so the two bright lights started to dim,I could 
see the object was to ccme overhead.By now I could make out numerous 
coloured lights but no shape.As it fle•.1 ove,.,head I .<;tarted to make o:.>t 
twc perfect tria.ngles,but in line not one over the other as state1 in 
the Newsletter .However, the lights were a.s st?.ted but still none flasl'ti.ng 
as conventional lights do orr aircraft. There l."aS sound but very very faint. 
T:,e sound was of "· very high aircre.ft, 30 - 40 thousand feet but the .- · 
object ·.J?~s novhere near this ~1 ti tude, if it '-l2.s it •.Jould l":ave bean very 
big. 

It waved o~rhead in the direction of 3aswich Ho~se a~d out of view. 
I cennot beggin to explain- what it was but I know of no plane that can 
:na.~oeuvre in this manner :~..t such ?.. slow- speed.The tri.:=.ngles ,.tare equal 
in size and the dis~ance an~.rt did !Oct fluctu2.te e.t all.If it had not 
bee!"l in the t=tir I •..tould ha~e said t :-tP.t it could not fly ;=~~t P.ll. 

A ~eal eye opener, lets hope for more~ .I hope this h~s been of some use 
to you, 

;2.. L.I~H.I:i "DIM 1 O~~E""<::.I 

t'\0'14 $ O't'E1'l.H~). 

To<->A<t\:.5. i!,(...,~£'. 0 

0 

t 
0 

1 . . 
lr...,o L•~\.\I.S c.o.....e:. 
Tc.~..J,..l.US MY "b\U:C.T\o..l. <j<j • 0 0 . . . . 

0 c • . 

1-\aft.I"Z.ON 

[REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT[ 
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.. lllllllllllllllllllllaStafford, 111111 
iShe was mentioned in one of the Newsletter articles. She was ::·;;.·-· ,~·c:s · ;; 
:standing in a :front garden with 5 other people and the objects - .. ' -·· 
'Jwere seen in a northerly direction over · the town. They were below 
l 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. 

Hixon, Stafford 

i9.45 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 
lin went off in the direction o:f Uttoxeter. She ran into the house 
Jto phone her sister and when she came out again they had gone. 

:Mrs. 11111111111111111111111111111 Bradley, Stafford. 

: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. \vhen it came 
ioverhead there was a mass of lights underneath. Moved very slowly 
' and appeared to go in a~ eastward direction. 

Mr. &0Mrs.llllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll Stafford 11111111 
They were sitting in their lounge approx lOpm. 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! 
' 



PARLIAMENTARY UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE 
,OR DU'EHCE FOR THE: ARMED FORCES 

D/US of S(AF)/RNF 6123 and 6278 

MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

MAIN BUILDING WHITEHALL LONDON S 

Telephone 01·218 ...... . .... (Oirect OtaltingJ 

01-218 9000 rswnchboard) (I or-2 PAUI!S) 

\q~~ September 1988 

Thank you for your letter" of 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 i s then to establish whether or not the sightings present a 

. threat to the security a nd 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 
constituents and I enclose copies of these, which your constituents 
may find of interest. In order to mainta i n 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 sight i ngs could thus corres nd to aircraft followin g a holding 

William Cash Esq 



. ' 

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 Freeman 

Encl: 
UFO Reports 



~~ 
APS/US of S(AF) Ua~ 7PAG-t?S) 

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 line with our usual policy of maintaining the privacy of the 
report originators, identifying details have been obscured. 

11 September 1988 

c . 
I 



D1~/20 

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 

psssed 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 t~at 

we received a number of reports from members of the public, which 

appear to correspond roughly with the details 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 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 constit~ents will find this helpful. 

Roger Freeman 

¥illiam Cash MP 

Encl: 

UFO Reports 
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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. 

Roger Freeman, Esq., MP 
Under Secretary of State for 

the Armed Forces 
Ministry of Defence 
Main Building 
Whitehall 
London SWlA 2HB 



MR B. CASH. MP. 
CASTLE STREET, 
STAF:roRD. 

Dear Sir, 
I am vri tingo: irr reply to the ple" illl the lfewsletter reg>~.rding- the obj 
seen irr the sky on approxima. tely 16 May th.is year. I too saw this ol:tject 
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, I observed two bright lights ~t approxim,..tely 
9-40pm approaching from the Acton· Trussell / Penkridge direction.At first 
my thoughts wen of a low flying plane, (very low)vi th lights on· the vings 
coming tovR.rds my direction.'l'he lights we·re at first horizontal tr> each 
other but after about one minu te they very steadily moved in an arc fro~ 
horizontal to vertical <'lnd then climbed up verticaly.lsee sketch) 

On seeing this l wfl.s intrigued as to what lT'.anoeuvre tl'iis "plane?" was 
t>Jking ~nd w<'!nted 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,! could 
see the object was to come overhead .By now I could make out numerous 
coloured lights but no shape.As it flew ove:-head I .~tarted to make o•.1t 
twc perfect triangles,but in line not one over the other as state~ in 
the Ne·.tsletter . However, the lights were a.s st>_ted but still none flashing 
as conventional lights do on: ?-ircra.ft.There was sound out very very faint. 
The sound was of a. very high aircr".ft , 30 - 40 thousand f eet out the 
object was noW'here near this ~ 1 ti tude, if it was it would have been very 
oig. 

It ~aved overhead in the di rection of 3aswich House and out of view. 
I cennot beggin to explain: whet it was but ! know of no plane th'l.t can 
manoeuvre in this manner ~t such ~ slow speed.The tri~ngles were equal 
in size and t he dis~ance ap~rt c\id :tot fluctue.te e.t al l. If it had not 
been in the il.ir ! •.tould have said thet it could not fly ~.t e.ll. 

A =aal eye opener , lets hope for more! .I hope this h~s been of some use 
to you, 

A,, L...ll.i.-1-t'TS .D lr-1, o~':J"E'C.."T' 
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Stafford, 45700. 

:She 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 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 

;9.45 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 
:to phone her sister and when she came out again they had gone. 

Stafford. 

~her and says she is perfectly sane. She was out 
wa-1-k-frt'g.:-;t{ h her son in law who is a policeman at 9.30. It looked 

[like 2 headlights coming towards them, no sound. \</hen it came 
!overhead there was a mass of lights underneath. Moved very slowly 
' and appeared to go in an eastward direction. 

Stafford (52697) 

!They were sitting in their lounge approx lOpm. 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. 



WILLIAM CASH, M.P. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS 
LONDON SWIAOAA 

15 June 1988 

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. 

Roger Freeman, Esq., MP 
Under Secretary of State for 

the Armed Forces 
Ministry of Defence 
Main Building 
Whitehall 
London SWlA 2HB 
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·S-LA-Ops+Pol1 

From: lnfo-Access2 
Sent: 26 June 2002 17:27 

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 To: 
Subject: RE: Release of Information 

I obviously have seen neither the request nor the relevant letters, so it is difficult for me to comment on your draft, 
although no problems jump out. In terms of any Data Protection concerns, ther f9 1~ and Legal) has 
the policy lead, although with the amateur knowledge I have I can not detect an~r'i1l:mlrblrl 

The office transfer has now been completed without any problems. 

I will look forward to your response on the Ombudsman. 

Regards, 

-----Original Message-----
From: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll 
Sent: 26 June 2002 16:58 
To: Info-Access2 
Subject: Release of Information 

~ 
1. The Ombudsman case -~ unexpected domestic emergency and has not been in today. 
We are however discussin~~e 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 I have only confirmed that the MP wrote to the Minister 
(not provided an extract of exactly what he said), and provided an extract of the Minister's reply. As the 
correspondent named the MP I thought there was little point in not mentioning his name. I would be grateful if 
you would cast an eye over this just to make sure I have not breached any Code/Data Protection rules. 

« File:jS § SJ!2! j ffiie 02.doc » 

Thanks for your help. 



• LOOSE MINUTE 

DG Info 3/1/2 

25 June 2002 

DAS LA Ops and Poll 

Copy to: 
AD/ InfoExp-Access 
CL (FS)- Legal I 

POLICY ON DISCLOSURE OF CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN MOD AND 
MPS 

I . 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 
D< "~'><· J ._...,(£_ 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 
~;~ commitment that pre-existing documents, as distinct from information, will be made 
~ <:4 . ava!lable in re~ponse to r_equest~ ." It may, in the first instance, be appropriate to 
et~o~ the apphcant ofth1s fact m the response. 

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 (DP A) 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 . .!!!__ 
t~i~ conte_xtjJ_e!_Sonal_i~forl!lation can be taken to include statel!l~n~.Qf personal 
~Lnion, in addition to names, addresses etc. It is also relevant to note that the 
decision has been taken in the p_ast that il_is mpre_ 3PPJ'Qjlriate to release an abstract of 
an~- _c-~rrespondence between MOD and an MP, _~ath~_th~nj~~~-------·-·--·--- --- ·-

5. Gi_yen..thattheJtpplicant in qi.JestiQ!l has identified a specific MP the situation 
!1Jmls~s_9_w_pJ\!_x;, an<fitis-m~re- ~iffici.IIUQ.ii!Eh.~[~~l!J.!! pe,rson~~:I!:Iata·:· A.ithoi.igfi;. ·- -. 
assuming it is a simple policy statement, thm.i.sJit&e_ ~t)p.sitJyi.tyj_~_xele~-~ii!K!!.!L. 
~~~<;.tof !!Jetter JrQ!J!. the De[!arl~.!l!.t<J. !!Il MP, ~_esame can not .l!<:.~~~arily be 
said of a letter 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 abstr_!l£!.<?f.!heletter 
from MOD to the MP __l'.Q!JI\11he!1l:Jeenc::1Qse_d, as an example of the letter senfinfeply 
to enquTrTes about thls incident. An alternative would be to contact the MP in 
question to obtain their ascent for disclosure of the relevant correspondence 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 thatA.cknowledging correspondence on the issue is not 
synO!l.YI)1QUs Wi~:>_iiJgthe_cot1tentsoft~at correspondence, the decision as to 
the applicability ofthese exemptions should be based on the topic of the 
correspondence. 

1!!!11 
St Giles 830 :s 3 21!21 I I ol 
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Operations & Policy 1 
Ministry of Defence 

(Lower Airspace) 

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, 
Northumberland A venue, 
London. 

Dear~~illO 

- - - -
26-May 2002 

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. 

I 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. 

I very much look forward to hearing from you further. 

Yours sincerely 





• (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N5BP 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Sw~chboard) 

(Fax) 
(GTN) 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 
27 June 2002 

020 7218 2140 
020 721 8 9000 

Thank you for your letter of S'h 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 involvement 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. 

0 

The reason behind this decision was that since the 1950s reports of 'UFO' 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: DIISEC SEC4 
Sent: 26 June 2002 16:23 

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
01558 

To: 
Cc: 
Subject: RE: DIS & UFO reports 

of 30 years." We think that this may have been because before then we had the Working 
C:Paiftv-wtl,er~~-y,,~;\u<jied 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. 

From: DAS·LA-Ops+Pol1 
26 June 2002 14:29 
DIISEC SEC4 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: RE: DIS & UFO reports 

Thanks~~~~~O~ 
--Original Message---
From: DIISEC SEC4 
Sent: 26 June 2002 14:27 
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
Cc: DI55B 
Subject: DIS & UFO reports 

« File: why did di55 get ufo reports_.doc » 

~~~Q££Jilea!9brm of woros to use in your answer to why 0155 were sent UFO reports . Sorry for the 



• 
) 
I 
I 

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 DeceiTiEier2000,not to receive these reports any longer. 



• 5th June 2002 

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_ virtually strange. net/ufo/updates/2002/may/ m 12-007 _ shtml 

"Letter from London Sunday, May 12, 2002 

After half a century, it's RIP for the UFOs 

<snip> 

The Ministry of Defence Directorate oflntelligence has declared that it no longer 
wishes to be sent any reports ofUFOs (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." 

I 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 
ofUFOs"? 

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, 



\f' b > ~ ~ J> ~ 

L 
:f> () - ;,· 

5 t. 
""\ ,, 

- ~ 

() 0 \" 

~ 
c. \? d 5 \} 

t ) - --.--
0 

,. 
___,.,.. 

~ (/\. 
"'\ r ::!:: "'' p 

"" \r t 
~, 

r:.~ 
$.) ~ ,, \ 



., 

(Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 a 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room &n3, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N5BP 

Telephone 

E-Mail 

(D~ect dial) 020 7218 2140 
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000 

r:./.opspolla@op&£&1 I 45
1 

Your Reference 

Our Referenc~ .­
D/DAS/64/3 .--

Date 
'2S June 2002 

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 extraterrestriallifeforrns, 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. 
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	P.35 - Letter from UFOlogist East Yorkshire incident reported by RAF Tornado crew

	P.61-80 - BBC1 ‘Inside Out’ programme
 death of US pilot Captain William Schaffner  
	P. 150-51 - Colour photograph showing a ‘UFO’ near a RAF Lancaster display aircraft

	P.163-65 - Standard Operating Procedure for reporting UFO sightings MoD 1985

	P.250-68 - UFO sighting Staffordshire /West Midlands during May 1988 




