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Thank you for your e-mail of 4 June concerning Mr Nick Pope's involvement with the subject of Unidentified Flying 
Objects. Your message has been passed to me because this Department is the focal point within the Ministry of 
Defence for correspondence relating to 'UFOs'. 

First, it may be useful if I explain that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/ flying saucer' 
matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestiallifeforms, about which it remains totally 
open-minded. The MOD 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. 

With regard to Mr Nick Pope, I can confirm that he worked in the Secretariat (Air Staff), a former part of this 
Department between 1991 and 1994. Mr Pope is now working in another unrelated area of the MOD. The views 
expressed by Mr Pope on the subject of 'UFOs' are entirely his own personal opinions and do not represent, nor 
reflect, the views of the MOD. 

I hope this is helpful. 

1 
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From: lnfo-Access3 

Sent: 04 June 2003 1 0:19 

To: DAS4A 1 (SEC); DAS-LA OpsPol1 

Cc: lnfo-Access4 

Are you able to respond to this request received from the PS? I have heard you 
mention Nick a few times and think you know more about this than me! 

As Nick put himself in the public domain from all the books that he has written I am 
not sure that DPA applies. Grateful for your advice! 

From: 
Sent: t.-..-~-:-:'::::~~ 08:04 
To: info-access3@defence.mod.uk 
Subject: information verification 

Greetings-

My name i an American curious about a web article involving a Mr. Nick Pope 
allegedly of you Ministry of Defense. 

Mr Pope is reported to had been involved in the study of unidentified flying objects. 

Can you verify the existence of Mr. Pope and does he work for you? 

Sincerely, 

Do you Yahoo!? 
Free online calendar with sync to Outlook(TM). 

04/06/2003 



, 
e 

• 

Kent 

From: 
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 a 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N 5BP 

Telephone 

E-Mail 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 ..--

Date 
\'\May 2003 

I am writing with reference to my earlier letter to you of 21 March 2003. I promised to respond 
once I'd consulted other branches in the Ministry ofDefence on "Project Insight". I am sorry for 
the delay in getting back to you. I am afraid that, to the best of our knowledge, we are unaware of 
any project with that name. In your letter, you said you thought it might have been an American 
project and you might like to contact the US DoD at the Pentagon, Washington, DC 20310-0700. 
I hope this is helpful. 

I 



, 
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From: 
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 a 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N 5BP 

Telephone 

E-Mail 

(Direct dial) 020 7218 2140 
(Switchboard) .... 20 7218 
(Fax) 
das-laopspol1a@de · c . · 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 Y 

Date 
2J March 2003 

Thank you for your recent letter. Firstly, you enquired about a 'UFO' sighting from 
Skegness, Lincolnshire. You did not specify the date on which it occurred, but I can confirm that 
we have not received any sighting reports of 'UFOs' from Skegness in the last year. 

Second, you asked if we could provide you with any recently released documents. It 
might be helpful if I explain that, in the time remaining before the · full implementation of the 
Freedom of Information Act in January 2005, we will be reviewing the information we hold to see 
what material my be made more generally available via the MOD Freedom of Information 
Publication Scheme. This Scheme was launched on 29 November 2002 as the first step towards 
the introduction of the FOIA and can be found at www. fa i . mod .nk. A search under "UFO" 
will take you to the papers already released, which include those sent to you with our letter of 10 
September 2003. 

Finally, you enquired about a "Project Insight". We are currently consulting other sections 
within the Department to see if they have heard of any such project. Please be assured that we will 
write to you again as soon as we have heard from them. I hope this is helpful. 









To: 
Subject: 
Security Label: Signed 

Thank you for your message of 1 0 May concerning access to the papers on the Rendlesham Forest incident. Your 
message has been passed to this Department as we are the focal point within the MOD for correspondence regard 
'UFOs'. 

I am sorry to hear you have had trouble locating the documents referred to as "The Rendlesham Forest file". These 
·can be found in the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme at www.foi.mod.uk . A search under 
Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to these documents, or alternatively, you may wish to search under UFO, 
as this will take you to all the UFO classes of information in the Scheme. 

I hope this is helpful. 

19th May 2003 

I 
I 

1 



** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

·~~;'J /E-MAIL 

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

TO Ref No _.::;_S....;;.;5_7_ci~ /2003 

Date /3 -5 ~~-
·... ~ . 

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 (our target is 
now to answer 100% of letters from members of the public within this timeframe). 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 
of 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 DCI(Gen) 
232/01; further information is available from DG Info 

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 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

• Delete as appropriate. 

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE 

Revised 1" April 2003 

I 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Hello, 

public@ministers. mod. uk 
"The Rendlesham File" 

I am looking for the so-called "The Rendlesham File" that is to be found on 
your web site. Can you please help me where to find it? 

Reference: http://www.sky.com/skynews/article/0,15410-1218283S,OO.html 

:/ /www.sasser.net \ 
-\-~ " f~ ~~ 

'N\f.JW . . fo:,, MO~ . -lk_ 

~wee, ... · ,~ 

by c\N;~:'') t or 

1 
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Dear 

From: 
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N 5BP 

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

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D!DAS/64/3 
Date 
15 May 2003 

Thank you for your recent letter concerning access to information about 'unidentified flying 
objects'. This Department is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence 
regarding '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 the files containing 'UFO' sighting reports, 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 mefit 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 are routinely released to the Public Record Office when 30 years have elapsed 
since the last enclosure on the file . 

For information less than 30 years old, the Ministry ofDefence operates in accordance with the 
Code ofPractice on Access to Government Information (the Code), which encourages the 
provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example, cause harm to defence, invade 
on an individual's privacy, or if it would take an unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to 
a request. Information requested is supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under 
one of the exemptions in the Code. 



The Freedom oflnformation Act 2000 will come into force in January 2005, when it will 
supersede the Code. As part of our commitments under the Act, the MOD has launched a 
Freedom oflnformation Publication Scheme on the internet containing information the MOD 
makes available to the Public. This includes classes of information on UFOs and if you wish to 
look at these please go to www 0 to j 0 mod 0 u k and search under UFO. 

I hope this is helpful. 

Yours sincerely, 

I 
I 



Dear sir/madam, 
I am writing to you in the hope you can help me gain access to 

information about UFO investigation, sighting's or encounter's under the "Freedom 
of information act". Thank's 

Your's faithfully 



• 
Dear Sir, 

I am writing to you in the hope you can help me to see documental evidence 
of UFO sighting's or encounter's. 

Thank's your's st·nct::rer 

DA8 
1·o.!t4o, ........................... . 

16 MAY 2003 

Fltf =-==== 
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From: 
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 a 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N 5BP 

Telephone 

E-Mail 

Thank you for your letter dated 12 April 2003. 

(Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 

020 7218 2140 

das-laopspol1 alfi),t:lefe,nee~:Ft:iK== 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 .­
Date 
2~2003 

M"j 

Firstly, you mentioned a 'UFO' which allegedly crashed in Cannock Chase in 1974. I have 
looked through our files from around that date and could not find any papers relating to any such 
incident. 

You also mentioned an alleged incident in the Berwyn Mountains in that same year. Please find 
enclosed copies of sighting reports the Ministry of Defence received for the 23 January 197 4 and 
papers concerning enquiries made with various departments at the time. Personal details have 
been removed to protect the privacy of those who have corresponded with the MOD and MOD 
employees. 

The documents you may find to be of particular interest are the file note (marked 23) and the letter 
dated 11 March 1975 (marked 107) which appear to give an explanation of the sightings. The 
RAF Mountain Rescue Team mentioned in the documents as having participated in a search of the 
area, were based at RAF Valley in 1974 and RAF Valley's Operations Record Book for the period 
was examined. This book is a historical record of activities at the Station, but it contained no 
record of these events. 

With regard to your concerns about unknown objects penetrating the UK Air Defence Region, I 
should wish to assure you that the integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime is maintained through 
continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. This is achieved by 
using a combination of civil and military radar installations, which provide a continuous real-time 
"picture" of the UK airspace. Any threat to the UK Air Defence Region would be 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). 

The National Archives
Crshed UFO Cannock Chase
Correspondence relating to an alleged “crashed UFO” incident on Cannock Chase, Staffordshire, during January 1974.



• From that perspective, reports provided to us of 'UFO' sightings are examined, but consultation 
with air defence staff and others as necessary is considered only where there is sufficient evidence 
to suggest a breach ofUK air space. The vast majority of reports we receive are very sketchy and 
vague. Only a handful of reports in recent years have warranted further investigation and none 
revealed any evidence of a threat. Please find enclosed for your information a copy of the form 
which is used to report sightings to this office. 

Finally, as requested I enclose a hard copy of the document relating to the 'Flying Saucer Working 
Party' in 1951. I hope this is helpful. 



• 
STAFFORDSHIRE 

Saturday April 12th 2003 
Reference: JD/MOD/2/03 

Dear Sir, 

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

Ministry of Defence 
Room 6173 

Metropole Building 
Northumberland Avenue 

LONDON 
WC2N5BP 

RE: Information on Unidentified Flying Objects 

Further to your recent correspondence (your ref: D/DAS/64/3, ofthe 9th April2003), I would 
like to thank you for your speedy reply to my request and for the information you sent on the 
alleged UFO incident at Rendlesham Forest in December 1980. 

It is on the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects that I again write in the hope that you may 
be able to assist me with my research. 

I have been researching the subject for a number of years but am only now beginning 
correspondence with you as I have only just finished sorting the massive amount of information 
I have already obtained. 

In the course of my research I discovered information on an event that was alleged to have 
occurred in my local area in 1974 where an alleged 'crashed UFO' is said to have been 
recovered from Cannock Chase, in Staffordshire by the military, possibly in the same time 
frame that another or part of the same UFO was removed from the Berwyn Mountains in 
North Wales. 

I include below for your information, extracts from an article on the incidents based on the 
book "Cosmic Crashes" 

"One of the most contentious stories concerning crashed UFOs in Britain are the allegations 
surrounding the so called Berwyn Mountains Incident in January 1974 ..... claims that 
something had impacted on the Berwyn Mountains and that people had seen strange 
helicopters and lights and that there had been a strong military presence in the area during the 
time frame . 

. . .In 1996 .. .I was contacted by a credible guy, a very credible guy as it turns out, who used to 
work for ATV Television in the 1970's ... 

He told me that A TV had received a report of a fairly interesting UFO incident which had 
occurred in the Hednesford area ofCannock Chase on a particular night in January 1974 .... 



(2) 

... He told me that he could not remember the details of how they determined the exact 
location, but that it was in the Hednesford area ... 

. . . . They managed to get out there, it was snowing that particular night, and when they got out 
to the particular site, they found two guys sitting in a car by the edge of a field, and no less 
than 1 0 troop carriers, army lorries, with about 100 troops milling around and basically all hell 
breaking loose ... 

. . . These two guys had seen what they had initially thought was a plane coming down in a field. 
It looked like like a fire ball with something trailing behind it. When they pulled up and 
managed to get out to the field, they described it as a flying saucer. Now when I pressed the 
ATV guy, he said that was literally the description they gave "a flying saucer" ... 

... When the ATV team .. Pulled up at the field, the army was milling around, they would not let 
them enter the field and would not allow them to basically do anything .. 

. . But they did a small interview with the driver of the car who seemed to be very ill. He was 
sweating and had just shirt sleeves on despite the fact that it was throwing it down with snow. 
When they completed the interview and got back to their van, the camera man actually sneaked 
out from the back of the van and did a quite long detour round into the field from the reverse 
side .. 

. . He got into the field and found a huge circular bum mark in the field, he got this down on 
tape and took it back to the studios. The following day he said that people came from the 
Home Office and removed the film .. 

.. . What's interesting is that if you tie this in with the Berwyn Mountains case then you have 
got military presence at two fairly spectacular alleged UFO sites in Britain both in January 
1974 .. 

. . .In the Berwyn Mountains case, we know from the testimony of some of the people involved 
that there was a fall of snow that night. In the Staffordshire case, the witness told me it was 
snowing heavily. It's entirely possible that both incidents could have occurred in the same time 
frame .. 

. . In the account from the Ex British Army personnel, he said that his unit was based in the 
South of England and that they received, and this is the bizarre thing, the received advanced 
notice that they were going to be required to take part in some sort of operation and on the 
specific night in question they headed up towards Birmingham .. 

.. Now Birmingham is a stones throw from Cannock Chase and it's entirely possible that the 
team which eventually made it's way to North Wales was the very same one seen swarming all 
over the chase .. 

.. Given the fact that the Ex Army guy said they had prior knowledge they were going to be 
required and when I spoke to the ATV guy, he told me that the incident at Cannock Chase had 
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not been reported but the two guys in the car who were just in shock. I asked him "How do 
you explain that? and he said in his opinion the army had advanced notice that something was 
going to take place . 

Sect1on 40 .. When I interviewed she told me she was approached by a science journalist 
from a national Sunday Paper who was doing research for a story concerning the alarming 
increase in childhood cancers in the area. Now the ATV guy from Cannock Chase incident said 
that the guy who was ill in the car was suffering from radiation bums and actually died very, 
very quickly afterwards from his injuries . 

. . Now I've been looking into the allegations concerning where he was taken, where he died 
and so on and have literally hit a brick wall, not because I can't track people down but that all 
those I have found have really darned up almost to a level of fear being expressed., 

So in response to this incident I would like to make the following observations/questions: 

1. You (The MOD) has stated in the past that your only interest in the investigation of 
Unidentified Flying Objects are if they pose significant threats to the United Kingdom. If 
this is the case then these incidents clearly involves not only an Unknown object 
Penetrating the United Kingdom Air Defence Region, but one or more of these objects 
actually coming to grief over the United Kingdom. 

2. This surely must have warranted some sort of investigation, especially in view of the fact 
that, in both cases, the military are said to have been involved and expecting something to 
happen and that subsequently it is said that material was taken away from the site(s). 

3. The British Government must have clearly been involved in this incident and been clearly 
concerned over not allowing the truth to be known, if as the ATV cameraman states, the 
Home Office removed the film they had shot of the incident on Cannock Chase that night 
in January 1974. 

Do The Ministry Of Defence have any information on these particular incidents which could be 
made available to me (please could you pass on this letter to the relevant department if you are 
unable to assist me)? Were these incidents investigated? 

Finally a couple of quick requests which I hope you may be able to also assist me with. 

I am interested in exactly what information the MoD requires from those who are making 
reports to you of Unidentified Flying Objects and was wondering if you could send me a copy 
ofthe sightings report form used. 

Lastly, I understand that on your Website there is a 1951 report document issued by the so 
called 'Flying Saucer Working Party', I was wondering if you could send me a copy of this 
also. 

Again may I extend my thanks for the assistance you have given previously and I hope that you 
or your colleagues will be able to assist me with the requests in this letter. 

I very much look forward to hearing from you in the near future. 



4 • 
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UFO Researcher 
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Roswell 

From 
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N SBP 

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

NM 88202-0583 USA 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 
22 April 2003 

Dear 

I am writing with reference to your letter of 3 April addressed to the Ministry of Defence, 
Ministerial Correspondence Unit, regarding the papers released into the MOD Freedom of 
Information Publication Scheme relating to the "Rendlesham Forest" incident. Your letter has 
been passed to me 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 the alleged incident in Rendlesham Forest, all available substantiated evidence 
would have been looked at in the usual manner by those within the Department with responsibility 
for air defence matters. The judgement was that there was no indication that a breach of the 
United Kingdom's air defences had occurred on the nights in question and no further investigation 
into the matter was deemed to be necessary. Although a number of allegations have subsequently 
been made about these reported events, nothing has emerged over the last 22 years which has 
given us reason to believe that the original assessment made by the Department was incorrect. 

A copy of the file containing papers relating to these events was released to a member of the 
public in 2000 following a request made under the Code of Practice on Access to Government 
Information. The 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. 
The whole file was included in the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme in order to 

·- - - - - -

rsimpson
Rendlesham file forgery
Letter from MoD to a US letter-writer 22 April 2003 notes that one document that forms part of the MoD file on the Rendlesham incident is “a forgery.”
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make it more widely available to those who may not have been aware of its release. 

As for the document you enclosed with your letter, I can inform you that this was sent to the 
MOD by a member of the public who claimed they had received it from an unknown source. 
Although written on what appears to be MOD headed paper, it was not an official document, but a 
forgery. The covering letter from the member of the public and a loose minute from this 
Department (then called DS8) to an MOD Security Department about this letter are also included 
in the released file, but for ease of reference I have enclosed copies with this letter. Although the 
letter was a forgery, these papers form part of the "Rendlesham Forest" file and were therefore 
included when the whole file was released. 

I hope this is helpful. 

Yours sincerely, 



1984 
. . . ~ 

F~~- th~ ~ attention of Miss P. ~Titchmarsh 
· ·./· 

Ministr,r of Defence, 
Main ~uilding, 
Whitehall, . 
LONDON SWU. 2BB' 

Dear Miss Titchmarsh, 

re: UFO Matters and Rendlesbam Forest Sighting. 

. 
; 
< 

I enclose a copy of a letter which I received in January, together with 
a copy of the front of the envelope which contained the same, and would be gratefu 
to receive your comments thereon. 

Thanking you in anticipation. 

~.:: ~ .. . :..· .. .. 

.. ~ti~'-'- REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT 

--- - ---______________ , _ ___ ----··--



RIGINAL DOCUMEN 

1. I attach a 1etter 35d attachments we recently received from a 
for your information· ani whatever ~ction you think necessary. 

. . 
2. As you will see,-has sent us a copy of a letter which :purports 
to be a report of 1an~UFO crewed by several "entities" near RAF 
Bentwaters in 1980. This letter is clearly a forgery. Although it is written 

I : "7. ~. ·· . '--". 

on HOD headed paper ::i.t i:s most certainly not ~ official £'c::u.Mqf.\:.I do not want to 
be too ·alarmist about what could be simply a harmless joke, but this could prove 
rather embarrassing if it ever found its way to a news~per. The News of the World 
ran a very sensational story in October last year, alleg·\~ that a UFO had landed 
near RAF Bentwaters. They based this on a report by a USAl Colonel>of some 
unexplained lights near the base, which they had managed to get hold of. They 
would no ~oubt seize on this letter as further "proof" · that something had happened. 
There could also be Parliamentary interest. Sir Patrick Wall KP has recently 
asked 2 questions on the MOD's interest in UFO reports and might ask questions 
about this. In the worst case, then, this letter could cause a good deal of 
unnecessary and unwelcome bother. 

3. -addressed the letter to Hrs Titchmarsh, my predecessor in this 
post,~e had spol:en to her shortly after the News of the 'h'orld story 
appeared: my phone number has become fairly well known amongst UFO spotters. The 
reference to Ds8 in the text of the letter is also easily explained; anyone who 
has received ~ letter explaining our policy on UFO reports would know that DS8 
are the respo~sible division, although we do not, contrary to what the letter 
suggests, carry out investigations. 

4. By way of background, I attach a note explaining the 1imited extent of our 
interest in UFO reports and the 2 recent PQS. I should, of course, be happy_to 
speak to you about this. 

Q-()o it? ~~. - -. }Jl._ CU\.~ "-"""--. • 
A MATHE',vSON 
ns8 
HB 7230 2638 MB 

!REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT! 
_, 
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** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 
LJw T~~;tFo 

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

To __ ~~~~(_L~~j~P#~_· __ __ TORefNo 4-~ /2003 

cc. 

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 (our target is 
now to answer 100% of letters from members of the public within this timeframe). 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 
of letters sent Q,y 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 · · 
232/01; further information is available from DG Info 

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

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

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

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

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

• Delete as appropriate. 

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE 

Revised l" April 2003 



• Roswell, NM 88202-0583 USA 

Tel. 

3 April2003 

Ministry of Defence 
The Ministerial Correspondence Unit 
Room222 
Old War Office 
Whitehall 
London SW1A2EU 
United Kingdom 

To Whom it May Concern: 

Email: 

As a UFO researcher I have learned that on 29 November 2002 the MoD declassified and released 
a large number of documents relating to the so-called "Rendlesham Forest" UFO landing incident 
of December 1980 at Bentwaters/W oodbridge air bases in England. Indeed these documents have 
been posted on the MoD website. 

In particular, one document (page 107 as hand-numbered in the document set, copy attached to 
this letter) with an MoD letterhead mentions that "[t]ape recordings were made on which the 
entities are heard to speak in an electronically synthesised version of English, with a strong 
American accent. Similar transmissions intercepted irregularly by NSA since 1975. (See 
attached-- Flag A.)" [No attachments in evidence.] 

Naturally anyone serious about the field ofUFO studies would find this document stunning in its 
implications, and on 26 February 2003, I submitted a Freedom oflnformation Act request to the 
National Security Agency (NSA) for any existing transcripts of the intercepted transmissions to 
which the MoD document alludes. (I attach, for your reference, a copy of my FOIA request sent 
to them.) As you can see from their response (a copy of which is also attached hereto) they not 
only deny having any knowledge of the transmissions to which the MoD document refers, but also 
state: "In addition, we question the validity of the document as a true and legitimate British MoD 
document." 

This response is rather startling, as the document in question is posted on the MoD website, so 
that it appears that NSA is saying that the MoD has posted a less than legitimate document on its 
site, which I am quite confident is not the case. I would be most interested in any response that 
the MoD could communicate to me concerning this matter. Ahead of time, many thanks. 

Most sincerely yours, 
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Tel. 

26 February 2003 

National Security Agency 
ATTN: FOIA Office (DC321) 

STE 6248 

Dear FOIA Officer: 

Roswell, NM 88202-0583 

Email: 

A collection of documents recently declassified, as I understand, by the British government, has 
come to my attention, documents concerning the reported sighting and landing of an unidentified 
flying object in late December 1980 in the Rendlesham Forest region of England, specifically near 
the former joint US/UK air bases known as Bentwaters and Woodbridge bases, USAF/RAF. 

I attach hereto a copy of one particular document from this group, which as you can see is a letter 
from someone (name redacted) in the UK Ministry of Defence, reading in part: 

"Tape recordings were made on which the entities are heard 
to speak in an electronically synthesized version of English, with 
a strong American accent. Similar transmissions intercepted 
irregularly by NSA since 1975. (See attached-- Flag A.)" 
[No attachments in evidence.] 

I must say that I was delighted to see (1) this kind of governmental opertness on the part of the 
UK and (2) this evidence of cooperative interest between the two governments, and wish to learn 
more of this matter in connection with research that I am conducting. 

Accordingly, I request, through FOIA, that you release to me any transcripts that you have of the 
type of tape recordings cited in the British MoD document, or any other documents relating 
thereto. In the event that you possess such transcripts/documents but conclude that you cannot 
release them to me, I ask that in accordance with FOIA law you specify which of the nine 
exemptions justifies the non-release. Also I ask that if at all possible you reply within the twenty 
working days specified by law. If necessary I am willing to remit up to $20.00 in photocopying 
fees as part of your tasking of my request; if such charges would exceed this amount please check 
with me first. 

Many thanks ahead of time for your assistance, and I look forward to hearing from you. 

Sincerely yours, 



... .. .. . --

• 
NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY 
CENTRAL SECURITY SERVICE 

FORT GEORGE G. MEADE, MARYLAND 20755-6000 

Roswell, NM 88202-0583 

Dear 

FOIA Case: 42605 
19 March 2003 

This is in response to your 26 F~bruary 2003 Freedom of Informatim Act 
(FOIA) request, which was received by this office on 6 March 2003, for 
L.'l.fonnation rcl-attp..g to a "reported sighting nnd landing of an unidentifiet£ 
flying object in late December 1980 in the Rendlesham Forest region o£ 
England. specifically near the former joint US/UK air bases known as 
Bentwaters and Woodbridge bases, USAF /RAF." Specifically, you requesttxt 
"any transcripts that you have of the type of tape recordings cited in the lkitish 
MoD document, or any other documents relating thereto." Your request ias 
been assigned Case Number 42605. There is certain information relatingto 
this processing about which the FOIA and applicable Department ofDefmse 
(DoD) and NSA/CSS regulations require we inform you. 

For purposes of this request and based on the information you pi:'Uiided 
in your letter, you are considered an .. all other" requester. As such. you. are 
allowed 2 hours of search and the duplication of 100 pages at no cost. Silce 
processing fees were minimal. no fees were assessed. 

Your request has been processed under the provisions of the FOIA We 
are unaware of any such transcripts and/ or tape recordings as cited in tk 
British MoD document you provided with your request. In addition, we 
question the validity of the document as a true and legitLrnate British Mdl 
document. The National Security Agency /Central Security Service is 
responsible for centralized coordination. direction and performance of hitfLiy 
specialized technical functions in support of U.S. Government activities tD 
protect U.S. communications and produce foreign intelligence infonnatic:m. In 
addition, NSA helps ensure the security of U.S. Government computers_ 

Since your request relates to UFOs, it may interest you that NSA bas 
reviewed and declassified 461 pages of material related to UFOs and has made 
the material available on the Internet. You can access the NSA FOIA Home 

t·~', 



• 
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FOIA Case: 42605 

Page at address/URL: http:/ /www.nsa.gov/docs/efoia. The UFO material is 
found by clicking on "Frequently Requested Information. Released Records." 
There is also a listing of UFO terms for which we hold no rewrds. 

If you would like this office to provide you with a copy of the released· 
material, please be advised that duplication charges are $54~15 (461 pages-
100 free pages=361 pages x $.15 per page = $54.15). Costs are computed in 
accordance with DoD Regulation 5400.7-R, which assesses $.15 per page for 
duplication. There are no search fees since no search is required to locate the 
material. The material will be released to you upon receipt of your certified 
check or money order within 30 days of the date of this letter made payable to 
the Treasurer of the United States fn the amount of $54.15. 

Cprrespondence related to your request should include the Case Number 
assigned to your request, which is included in the first paragraph of this letter. 
Your letter should be addressed to National Security Agency. FOIA Office 
(DC321), 9800 Savage Road STE 6248, Ft. George G. Meade. MD 20755-6248 
or may be sent by facsimile to 443-479-3612. If sent by fax. it should be 
marked for the attention of the FOIA office. The telephone number of the FOIA 
office is 301 -688-6527. 

Chief 
FOIA/PA Services 
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From: 
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 a 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N 5BP 

Telephone 

E-Mail 

(Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 

02072182140 
020 7218 9000 

das-laopspol1 a@dElfei'ii~\G€R;m== 

Your Reference 

Our Reference / 
D/DAS/64/3 ¥ 

Date c1 April 2003 

Thank you for your letter dated 61
h April 2003 , in which you request paper copies of the 

documents relating to the alleged UFO sighting in Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in 1980. Please 
find them enclosed for your information. 



STAFFORDSHIRE 

Sunday April 6th 2003 
Reference: JD/MOD/1103 

Dear Sir~ladam, 

Ministry of Defence (MOD) 
Secretariat (Air Staft) 2a 

Room 8245 
M.ain Building 

Whitehall 
LONDON 

S\VlA2HB 

I am writing to you today in the hope that you may be able to help me_ I recently discovered an 
article which I had kept from some time ago about the publication of various material and 
documents relating to the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs) on your website. As a 
researcher, I was pleased to discover that such material was available particularly such 
information as that relating to the Rendlesham forest incident which I am particularly interested 
in, and the many other documents which were mentioned and the many others that were not. 
Unfortunately I do not have access to Internet facilities and have not been able to view the data 
which you have made available. I was wondering if there is any possibility of getting hold of 
paper copies/printouts of the material which you have made available and published on your 
official website as I would very much like to read it but as I said, simply do not have the 
facilities to access the website and printout my own copies. 

1 am grateful for any assistance in this matter which your department may be able to offer me 
in this matter and thank you for your time even if you are not able to assist me. 

I very much look forward to hearing from you in the near future. 

Yours Faithfully 

UFO Researcher 
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• 
From: 
Directorate of 'Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 a 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N 5BP 

Telephone 

E-Mail 

(Direct dial) 020 7218 2140 
(Switchboard) -20 7218 900 
(Fax) 
das-laopspol1a@defence~mo . 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 ..----

Date 
2 \ March 2003 

Thank you for your letter dated 17 March 2003 in which you requested a copy of 
documents concerning the alleged 'UFO' sighting in Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in 1980. 

The Ministry ofDefence file on this incident has been included in the MOD Freedom of 
Information Act Publication Scheme and can be viewed at www . fo i . mod . u k. A search under 
'Rendlesham Forest' will take you directly to these papers. Alternatively, ifyou wish to see all the 
material on 'UFOs' included in the Publication Scheme, please search under 'UFO'. 

I hope this is helpful. 



. . 

• 
1 ih March 2003 

e- treet, 
Co. Durham 

Dear Sir, 
I am writing in the hope that you would be able to 

provide me with any existing information, documents or 
memorandums relating to the unexplained aerial phenomena 
reported in the Rendlesham forest area, near RAP Bentwaters 
and Woodbridge on consecutive nights beginning 26th 
December 1980. Any information would be greatly appreciated. 

Yours Faithfully, 



Dear 

From: 
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N 58P 

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

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 
14 March 2003 

020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 

Thank you for your recent letter addressed to the Prime Minister regarding 'unidentified flying 
objects'. Your letter has been passed to the Ministry of Defence and this office is the focal point 
within the MOD for correspondence 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 w·hat 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 attempr 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. We could not justify 
expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit. 

With regard to the records of 'UFO ' sightings reported to the MOD, 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 ofthe public at the Public Record Office, Ruskin Avenue, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, 
TW9 4DU (Tel: 0208 876 3444 Fax: 0208 878 8905). Files from 1967 onwards will be routinely 
released to the Public Record Office when they have reached 30 years old, in accordance with the 
Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967. 

Requests for information from files less than 30 years old are handled 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 ofresources to respond to 
a request. Information requested is supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under 
one of the exemptions of the Code. 



In your letter you also mention "a top secret room- no. 801 " in the former Metropole Hotel 
where UFO reports were examined, and question whether it is still in use. Room 801 , Metropole 
Building is believed to have been used by the Flying Saucer Working Party which was set up in 
August 1950 at the suggestion of Sir Henry Tizard who thought "flying saucers should be 
investigated" . Records show that at the 11th meeting of the Joint Technical Intelligence 
Committee in June 1951 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" . The papers ofthe Flying Saucer 
Working Party and the final report have been released to the Public Record Office. Due to the 
public interest in this repmt, a copy has also been included in the MOD Freedom of Information 
Publication Scheme and can be viewed at www. fo i . mod. uk, search under UFO, and then 
Report. Directorate of Air Staff is the only department within the MOD which deals with UFO 
reports today and our interest is limited to that described above. 

Finally, you mentioned UFO reports possibly held by the F.B.I and C.I.A. Clearly this is a matter 
for the US government. If you wish to request information under the US Freedom of Information 
Act please look at the US Bureau of Administration's web site at www.foia.state.gov/ which 
shows material already released and gives details of how to make a request. 

I hope this is helpful. 

Yours sincerely, 



** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

To D~ LA f([P · TO Ref No 2-t" 3 /2003 

Date ·2 l- '2 ·- c...~ .. 

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 aware that No 10 periodically calls for~ sample 
of 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 
+he prc--edure~ sot out 1·, tho rod"" {<l ~ 1 11 p.xpl"'nat1on 1c contal!·neti t'n ) \. V .1. U \.;'- .&..£. \..L.&.V ............ . V \ '-+ ...L\..6 .a. V L ""-.1..a. L..A. A...l. ..I.U .a. .... w A. - • / 

232/01; further information is available from DG Info on 

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

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

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

Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod. uk; 
w: http://main.ehots.rnod.uk/min _parll 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

• Delete as appropriate. 

() -
Revised 5th August 2002 
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;!--. ' DA.s LA -fctf i . . , - - -~ -- -------

Dear MrBiair 
. i know that you are a very busy man & i don't wish to seem like a right pest but i 
was wondering if you could possibly release ali the u.f.o. fiie's that the military appear to have 
aquired from all over the country in the past 50 year's . I know that whenever anybody ask's 
:the military about the u.f.o.s that have landed near & sometime's right outside air base's aU over 
:the country since the early 1950s & to show you what i mean i wiil give you a few example's. 
• The examples are 
:(i) RAF Topcliffe when in 1952 during NATOs ' Exercise Mainbrace' two RAF officers & three 
aircrew observed a ufo apparently .foliowing a Meteor jet fighter as it was comming in to land . 

. (2) The West Mailing incident in 1953 when the two man crew of a Vampire jet night-fighter 
;reported observing a ufo while on a sector reconnaissance . 

(3) The RAF pilots close encounter over Southend in i 954. 

i(4) The landing at Broadlands in 1955 which at that time was the home of Lord Mountbatten. 

(5) RAF BENTWATERS/LAKENHEATH in 13/14 august 1956 when at least one ufo was 
~racked simultaneously by no less than three ground based radars & one airbourne radar. 

(6) The Wardle mystery of 15 February 1957 when a large circular object was seen by 
indepedent witnesses & it even prompted an MP called J.A Leavey to table a House of 
Commons question to the secretary for air requesting an explanation. 
i 

(7) RAFiUSAF Upper Heyford 15 March 1983 when an unidentified object described as a 
primary target by a US Air Force air traffic controller was tracked from about 5.00pm to 
9.15pm. 

J have listed here in this letter just a few of the many sightings over the past 50 years & 
although the cases that i have listed here are almost ali from before the 1970s there are more 
& more reports every year . There is also said to be a room where the air ministry is said to 
have conducted top secret research into the ufo phenomenon at one of its offices in 
Northumberland Avenue, london . The report that _i read stated that on the ninth floor at what 
was formerly the hotel Metropole, a top secret room --no.80i --where all reports of ufos were 
Collected & studied by experts. i dont know if the room in question is still being used by the air 
ministry to examine the ufo reports that continue to get reported to the military & police. It is 
!>aid that at least i O,()(X) reports on file somewhere in Whitehall that cannot be explained by 
conventional! phenomenon like balloons, aircraft, . birds or insects that make up about OO"A) of 
ALL ufo reports but there is stiU the 10% of reports that remain unexplained that ufoiogists find 
~nteresting & if i recall correctly there are even more files hidden in the offices of the F.B.I that 
are stiil classified above top secret on the grounds of national security but the U.S government 
claims that ufos dont exist so the question arises how can something that does not exist pose • 
a threat to national security "?. i know that you are a very busy man what with the comming war 
.f. all the problems that you are having to deal with at the present time but perhaps you could 
~wen get Mr Bush to release all ufo reports that are being held by both the F.B.i & CJ.A since 
the C.I.A are rumoured to have started a group that deals EXCLUSIVELY with ufos that are 
(eported in the U.S .. The group that the C.i.Aare rumoured to have started are calied M.J.12 
or MAJESTIC 12 to give it its fuil name & it was said to have been started in 1947 after the 
lflfamous Roswell crash . There will of course be people who will claim that there are no ufo 
Illes in the government archives but there are files from the i 950s that refer to unexplained 
tights following aircraft including one that flew to within five feet of concorde when it was flying . 
' SINCERELY 

GLASGOW 



East Yorkshire 

______ _ , _____ .. ___ --------------,----------:------

From: 
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1a 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N 5BP 

Telephone 

E-Mail 

(Direct dial) 020 7218 2140 
(Switchboard) 020 7218 9000 
(Fax) 
das-laopspol1 a@defeneeomeeH:J 

Your Reference 

Our Reference, __.... 
D/DAS/64/tl ~ 

Date 
l \ March 2003 

Thank you for your letter dated 11 February 2003, concerning a sighting of an 'unidentified 
flying object' over Hull and the surrounding areas back in December 1980. This office is the 
focal point for correspondence relating to 'UFOs'. 

I should perhaps explain that sighting reports are generally filed in the order in which they 
are received. However, it is sometimes the case that members of the public submit reports at a 
much later date, perhaps years after the sighting. These are not filed in chronological order. 

You will appreciate that it would not be practicable in terms of time and resources to 
conduct a complete search of all files from 1980 to the present day. However, I have examined 
those from around the time and can confirm that they contained no reports from either military or 
civilian sources pertaining to a sighting over Hull, around the last week ofDecember 1980. I hope 
this is helpful. 



Hull, East Yorks 
\ 

Dear Sir/Madam 

I am researching a case in the Hull and outlying area's which 

occurred aroud last week of December 1980. 

I appeciate this was some years ago, but feel you may be of help. 

Firstly, this is not a 'Criminal' case, so does not infringe 

anyones civil liberties, althogh, confidentiality is assured. 

There was anomalous aerial activity on Christmas week, and 

the following nights, the term U.F.o. has been used, though at 

this time, it is the only term applicable. I have a number of 

facts, and civilian witness testimony, and am trying to establish 

that some of the 'Services' may have witnessed this event/s. 

A book of the event is in process, and this enquiry is to further 

solidify the accounts. If you could pass this query on to your 

retired staff, and others who may be able to elaborate, on an 

already, very fascinating and enigmatic case, I would be very 

grateful. 

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

Telephone 

Dear 

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

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 
11 March 2003 

020 7218 2140 

ililll 

Thank you for your recent letter regarding the Board oflnquiry file into the aircraft accident 
involving Captain William Schaffner USAF. I will answer your questions in the same order as 
your letter. · 

1. I have not seen the BBC Inside Out programme, but can confirm that a number of 
photographs and details of Captain Shaffner's last communication with ground controllers 
were given to Captain Shaffner's two sons who visited the UK to take part in the 
programme. They in turn, made them available to the programme makers, as they are 
entitled to do. These documents do form part of the Board oflnquiry file. 

2. Yes, the Board oflnquiry file still exists in its entirety. 

3. Board of Inquiry files into aircraft accidents vary in size depending on the complexity of 
the circumstances of the accident and the amount of evidence gathered. The file involving 
Captain Shaffner is 4 inches thick. 

4. Once a Department has selected records for preservation, the Public Record Office (PRO) 
has to check, catalogue and allocate them a unique PRO reference. The PRO has limited 
resources and this process can take several months to complete. Once transferred there is a 
delay of 70 days before documents are publicly available. The Aircraft Accident Report I 
sent to you with my last letter has been assigned a PRO reference (AIR 2/19173) and we 
hope it will be transferred within the next few months. As there is a public interest in this 
particular accident the Board of Inquiry file is also to be reviewed for possible retention in 
the PRO. If selected, we expect it to be at the PRO by the end ofthe year. 

I hope this is helpful. 

Yours sincerely, 



' 
• DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 

From: lnfo-Records1 
Sent: OS March 2003 14:29 

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 To: 
Subject: RE: Request for information 

On collection there is a delay of 70 days (I assume that this is so the part of the PRO that collected the records has time to tell 
all the other departments at Kew that the record is there! I kid you not!). 

-----Original Message-----
From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
Sent: 05 March 2003 14:02 
To: Info-Records1 
Subject: RE: Request for information 

Than~ my ignorance, but can the Public look at these as soon as they are transferred, or is there any 
delay between transfer and public access?. 

----Original Message----
From: lnfo-Records1 
Sent: 05 March 2003 13:14 
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
Subject: RE: Request for information 

Your two questions: 

1. the Aircraft Accident Report has been assigned PRO ref AIR 2/19173. It has not been transferred to the PRO. In 
recent months there has been a considerable delay in transfers. However, I hope that transfer can be achieved with 
the next month or two. 

2. the BOI - as with the AAR transfer is likely to take some time, I hope that by the end of the year Kew will have it! 

Sorry this is all so vague, but PRO have to check our work and they have limited resources (I checker covering several 
Departments). 

-----Original Message-----
From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
Sent: 04 March 2003 10:20 
To: Info-Records1; AHB(RAF)-Head of 
Subject: RE: Request for information 

Than~ as I have answered my enquirers letter, I will send the file over to you. 

When I answered this person's last letter we sent him a copy of the Aircraft Accident Report (AAR) and told 
him it had been earmarked for the PRO. He has now asked for an indication of when it will be accessible at 
the PRO. Do you know? 

With regard to the BOI file, if you endorse the file for retention in the PRO, when is this likely to be a 
accessable to the public? i.e. as soon as possible or in 2022. 

1 



• 
-----Original Message-----
From: lnfo-Records1 
Sent: 04 March 2003 07:24 
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1; AHB(RAF)-Head of 
Subject: RE: Request for information 

~ 
The endorsement on the file - Destruction 2022 - is probably a Records 1 review decision. htz. Afj FS 

/ 3'fo/7o 
As [previously discussed I am quite happy to overrule this decision and endorse the file for the PRO, subject ~ ~ 
to a final check on any potential sensitivity (I expect none). DASC need not get involved. ~) 

Please let me have the file and I will arrange for a final review, and probable transfer tom the PRO. u/-vf'U>o3. 

-----Original Message-----
From: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll 
Sent: 03 March 2003 17:03 
To: AHB(RAF)-Head of; Info-Records! 
Subject: RE: Request for information 

~ files belong to DASC and I have only become involved with this one because 
Ufologists have taken an accident and made it into an elaborate UFO story. In order to answer 
the enquiries we received after the 88C Inside Out programme, I attempted to find out what 
happens to 801 files and in particular to locate the one for this particular accident. Although 
there are some 801 files open in the PRO, DASC were unable to say whether all the files are 
sent to the PRO or whether only a few are selected. I assumed that as this accident happened 
over 30 years ago the file would be in the PRO, but as we later discovered it was still held at 
Hayes. I now have the fiYP. the cor.er is marked for Destruction in September 2022 (50 years 
after the last enclosure).~haS alolady suggested to me that because this accident has 
become particularly well known (all be it for misguided reasons) that consideration should be 
given to permanently retaining this file in the PRO. I would fully support that view, but as I am 
not the owner of file, I do not think it is for me to say. 

~ have to approach DASC with this suggestion, or can you/your staff mark the file for 
~?_=]Also it would appear that these files are generally closed for 50 years, so could it be 

released to the PRO before 2022, as~tam:J~? 

~ 

-----Original Message-----
From: AHB(RAF)-Head of 
Sent: 03 March 2003 14:24 
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1; lnfo-Records1 
Subject: RE: Request for information 

TY~t I suggest to you both that, with the amount of interest which this incident 
has genera e over the years, as well as a 88C documentary an dusggestions of 
disinformation, we should simply place the 801 file in the PRO and refer enquirers there? 
What think you both? 

-----Original Message-----
From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
Sent: 28 February 2003 16:03 
To: AHB(RAF)-Head of 

2 
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Subject: RE: Request for information 

~ 
With the help of - Info-Records, Hayes have now found the 801 file and 
sent it to me. 

-----Original Message-----
From: AHB(RAF)-Head of 
Sent: 24 February 2003 11:25 
To: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
Cc: AHB3(RAF) 
Subject: RE: Request for information 
Importance: High 

We hold the original of the accident card and a computer printout from Flight Safety, 
but not the 801 file. If HAyes do not hold it then it was in all probability destroyed, 
but we will check the PRO's holdings as well, since it is older than 30 years old. 
The computer printout does make reference to the exchanges between the pilot and 
the ground controllers, but it is not a verbatim transcript. 
I am out of the office from 1130 today until Thurs 0900. If you - eed co ies of the 
card and the printout before then, or any other info please talk t x 

~ 
~ 

-----Original Message-----
From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
Sent: 21 February200315:05 
To: AHB(RAF)-Head of 
Subject: Request for information 

You may recall that last November the BBC made a programme about the loss 
of a Lightning aircraft on the 8 September 1970 which resulted in the death of 
the pilot, 
Captain William Shaffner USAF. I have been asked some questions by a 
member of the public concerning the Board of Inquiry file and I am trying to 
locate it. There are some 801 files in the PRO catalogue but these only go up to 
1968. DASC say they send their files to the archives at Hayes, but while Hayes 
have got some 801 files, they can find no trace of this one. Therefore please 
could you let me know if AHB holds the file? I know a copy of the aircraft 
accident card, some photographs of the aircraft and the transcript of the RT 
between the aircraft and the ground controller were given to the Shaffner family, 
but I do not know whether they came from the 801 file, or were stored 
separately. 

I am grateful for any assistance you can give. 

~Pol1 

3 



• Search Results 

~~;::;I~~iJ.!IJilltrim~ 

You ran a basic search on "Board of Inquiry" restricted to reference(s): A VIA. 

There were 14 hits within catalogue entry details. Hits 1 to 14 are shown below sorted by catalogue reference. 

PRO Reference 

A VIA 101/677 

A VIA 1011678 

A VIA 1011679 

A VIA 101/680 

A VIA 1011681 

A VIA 1011682 

A VIA 101/683 

A VIA 1011684 

A VIA 1011685 

A VIA I 011686 

A VIA 1011687 

A VIA 101/688 

A VIA 1011689 

A VIA 13/1380 

Title/Scope and Content Covering 
Dates 

Gnat T Mk I XR.568 near RAF Valley. Holyhead. Gwynedd on 14 Januaxy 1965: 1965 
AlB and RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry 

Buccaneer XK 524 at Holme. on Spalding Moor. Lines on 13 May 1965: AlB and 1965 
RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry 

Lightning Mk3 XP 739 near Wattisham RAF station. Suff on 29 September 1965: 1965-1966 
AlB and RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry 

Sioux XT 125 Helicopter near Musaymir. Aden on 6 December 1966: AlB and 1966-1967 
RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry 

Lightning T 4 XM 971 near ColtishalL Norf on 2 January 1967: AlB and RAF 1967 
reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry 

Lightning Mk 3 XP 699 near W attisham. Suff on 3 March 1967: AlB and RAF 1967 
reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry 

Vulcan B2 XL 385 destroyed by flre at RAF Scampton, Lines on 6 April 1967: 1967-1968 
AlB and RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry 

Gnat T 1 XM 707 near Kemble, Glos on 30 June 1967: RAF and AlB reports and 1967 
proceedings of Board of Inquiry 

Shackleton Mk 3 XF -702 near Lochailort, lnvers on 21 December 1967: AlB and 1967-1968 
RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry 

Vulcan B2 XM -604 near Cottesmore. Rutland on 30 January 1968: AlB and RAF 1968 
reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry 

Hunter TYA XL-611 near Salisbury, Wiltshire on 14 May 1968: AlB and RAF 1968 
reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry 

Lightning T 5 XS-418 on transit flight to Stradishall, Suffolk on 23 August 1968: 1968 
AlB and RAF reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry 

Lightning T6 X5-896 at Tengah. Singapore on 12 September 1968: AlB and RAF 1968 
reports and proceedings of Board of Inquiry 

Data and photographs presented at board of inquiry into accident to Breguet 1968 
Atlantic 43 aircraft at F arnborough on 20 Sept together with associated 
information 

Sort results by covering dates. 

Sort results by former reference. 

Sort results using relevance ranking. 

http:/ /catalogue. pro.gov. uk/Search WithinHits. asp?fl dLettercodeRef= A VIA&fldDivision 14/02/2003 



From: 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

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

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

Telephone: (Direct dial 
(S 
(Fax) 

CHOts address: DAS-LA-Ops+Poll 
E-Mail: das-laopspoll@defence.mod. uk 

FAX MESSAGE 

TO: General Section - DR2 Bayes 

SUBJECT: Location of file 

DATE: 18 February 2003 

NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING THIS COVER: 1 

I would be grateful if you could inform me whether you hold a Board of Inquiry 
file for the following RAF aircraft accident. I have examined the PRO catalogue 
which contains a number of Board of Inquiry files (PRO reference AVIA 101 
series) but these only go up to 1968. 

The file I am seeking concerns the loss of Lightning F6 XS894, 5 Squadron on 
8 September 1970 ofT the Yorkshire coast. The pilot, Captain W Shaffner USAF 
was killed. 

I believe the branch which dealt with Aircraft Accidents at the time was the 
Directorate of Flight Safety (RAF) so the file may have the prefix DFS(RAF). 

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



i . 

• 
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DAS 

102No. ....... . . o 6 r: r: ~ .. ·2ao3 ....... .. 
..... ..,.,,.."") 

Operations & Policy 1, 
Ministry of Defence, 
Room 6/73 Metropole Building, 
Northumberland A venue, 
London. WC2N 5BP. 

Dear 

East Yorkshire. 

Sorry for the long delay in replying to your letter of 5 November 2002. 
Thanks for the enclosures of the Aircraft Accident report and the Accident card for · 
the tragic events involving Captain W. 0 . Schaffuer on 8 September 1970; thes~ were 
very much appreciated. I note that some photographs and a tr~nscript of Captain 
Schaffuer's last cotntnunication with RAF Patrington featured on the BBC InsideOut 
website, are these a part of the Board oflnquiry report? 

After reading the report that you kindly sent, my curiosity is satisfied and I am sure 
there was never any UFO in the C(lptain Schaffuer tragedy; this was a later invention · 
when theGriinsby Evening Telegraph and Hull Daily Mail newspaperspublished Pat 
Otter's story in October 1992. However, there are a few questions about the Board of . 
Inquiry report for the Schaffuer accident, which will help clear up some other widely 
spread ambiguous ideas, 

1. Does the Board oflnquiryreportfor the Captain Schaffuer air accident exist in 
it's entirety, are any parts missing or destroyed? 

2. How thick is the Board oflnquiry report of the Captain Schaffuer accident? 
(Several UFOlogists, authors and others, who claim knowledge of it state 
different values for the thickness, one UFOlogist said it was 11 inches thick 
and another stipulates over 4 inclres thick). Knowing the approximate 
thickness would beuseful in further deconstructing the mythology. 

3. In your last letter you mention that a copy of the report is 'earmarked for . 
preservation ihthe Public Record Office in the near future.' Can you give any 
indieatio'h when that reportwill be accessible? · 

Thanksagam. Looking· forward to your reply, I remain 

' -~ 



' . · 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: DAS-LAOpsPol1 a@defence.mod.uk 

Subject: RE: E-mail of 9 feb 21 :55 

Thank you for replying. The problem is that the met office have no record of unusual weather on this occasion 
and so this is what has made me extremely curious. 
After having E-Mailed them I have sent the same message to several authorities just to see if I can get an 
explanation though it is looking like it will remain a mystery. 
Once again thank you for your 

-----Original Message-----
From: DAS-LAOpsPol1a@defence.mod.uk [mailto:DAS-LAOpsPol1a@defence.mod.uk] 

2003 11:46 . 

Your e-mail of 9 Feb 21:55 to public@ministers.mod.uk concerning strange weather conditions 
over Leyland in Lancashire on 3rd Feb, has been forwarded to this office, which is the focal point 
within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 'unidentified flying objects'. 

Considering the content of your e-mail, it perhaps might be more appropriate for you to contact 
the Meterological Office. Their address is: London Road, Bracknell, Berkshire, RG12 2SZ (Tel: 0845 
300 0300 Fax: 0845 300 1300). Alternatively, you can e-mail them at enquiries@metoffice.com 

I hope this is helpful. 

14/02/2003 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Signed By: 

DAS-LA OpsPol1a 

12 February 2003 11 :46 

E-mail of 9 feb 21 :55 

das-laopspol1a@defence.mod.uk 

. .. .. .. -··-·-··-··-······--·---------··· 

Page 1 ur' i 

Your e-mail of 9 Feb 21:55 to public@ministers.mod.uk concerning strange weather conditions over 
Leyland in Lancashire on 3rd Feb, has been forwarded to this office, which is the focal point within the 
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 'unidentified flying objects'. 

Considering the content of your e-mail, it perhaps might be more appropriate for you to contact the 
Meterological Office. Their address is: London Road, Bracknell, Berkshire, RG12 2SZ (Tel: 0845 300 0300 
Fax: 0845 300 1300). Alternatively, you can e-mail them at enquiries@metoffice .. com 

I hope this is helpfuL 

Yours sincerely ._a 

12/02/2003 



** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

\_-.~,/E-MAIL 
TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

TORefNo 154-tr /2003 

Date\~~~~ 

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 
of letters sent Q.y 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 tl1e public must be in accordance with 
the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is 
232/01; further information is available from DG Info 

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 . SWlA 2EU 

:Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk; 
w: http:/ /main. chots.mod. uk/min _pari/ 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

• Delete as appropriate. 

() 
~--cf 

INVESTOR tN PEOPLE 

Revised sm August 2002 
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Ministers 

From: 

Sent: 09 February 2003 21:55 

To: public@ministers.mod.uk 

Subject: Wierd Weather ??? 

Dear Sir or madam, 

I live in Leyland in Lancashire a small town just south of Preston. 

Page 1 of 1 

On Monday 3rd February in the early evening it was snowing lightly there was hardly any wind , when all of a 
sudden a very very bright light lit up the curtains and for a split second appeared to be heading straight for the 
window. This was followed immediately by an extremely loud bang like a crack of thunder but a lot louder. 
Then everything went back to normal. No more thunder or any more flashes. To me it seemed as if this 
phenomenon had occurred right outside my window. 

On speaking to others they were saying the same thing ? I know for a fact that this also occurred at the same 
time as far away as Royton , which is the other side of Manchester. 
I have never in 51 years known it to either thunder or lighten whilst snowing and this did not seem like either 
of those things. 

It has been suggested that it was a Meteor but if this was the case it would have been on the TV news. The 
incident has not been in any papers or news programs to my knowledge. 

Can you shed any light on this subject. 

Yours faithfully 

My address is 

10/02/2003 
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From: 
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 a 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N 5BP 

Telephone 

E-Mail 

(Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 
das-laopspol1 

Your Reference 

Our Referenc~~ 
D/DAS/64/3 • 

Date 
\\ February 2003 

020 7218 2140 

Thank you for your letter dated 27 January, which was passed to this office. We are the 
focal point within the Ministry of Defence for ·· correspondence relating to 'unidentified flying 
objects '. 

You requested a copy of documents concerning the alleged UFO sighting in Rendlesham 
Forest, Suffolk in 1980. The Ministry of Defence file on this incident has been included in the 
MOD Freedom of Information Act Publication Scheme on the Internet and can be viewed at 
www. fa i . mod. u k. A search under Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to these papers. 
Alternatively, if you wish to see all the material on UFOs included in the Publication Scheme, 
please search under UFO. 



** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

To __ ~DAs~~·~LA~~~9~~~-- TO Ref No 11S2.. /2003 

Date 6~~ ~ 

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 a..bove 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 
of 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 · ) 
232/01; further information is available from DG Info on 

Under Service First, ·an 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 re~1arly 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 . SWlA 2EU 

CHOtS: Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.ni<?d.uk; · 
w: http:/ /main. chots.mod. uklmin _pari/ 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

• Delete as appropriate. __ _,_ -... t·~)' -
'll.>_.,~ 

lNVESTOR IN PEOPLE 

Revised 511: August 2002 



-Dear Sir /Madam • 
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East Yorkshire 

Dear 

From: 
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

25/t 

Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N 58P 

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

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 
4 March 2003 

020 7218 2140 
I I ; • I 1,1 

I am writing with reference to your request for a copy offile D/DSS/7517- Unidentified Flying 
Objects- Satellite Debris. 

I am now in a position to provide a copy of the file, which is attached. Personal details such as 
names and telephone numbers have been removed in accordance with the Data Protection Act 
1998. 

Yours sincerely, 
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The National Archives
UFOS & Satellite Debris
Copy of a MoD file on “UFOs and Satellite Debris” from 1979 released to a UFOlogist in East Yorkshire during 2003. These papers include a copy of a Home Office briefing on satellite accidents circulated to police and emergency services following an incident in 1978 when a Russian satellite powered by a nuclear reactor disintegrated over northern Canada.
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F6 Division 
(Emergency Services) 
Home Office 
Queen Anne's Gate 
LONDON SVIlH 9AT 
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l. SU:·i~H\RY.. t.S F'CLLCV-UP TO REFTEL CPROCE!Hr'RES u;: I1!TE~;D lC: 
V3E i.rl CG!WECT!ON VITH POSS!DLE GV?:i1S'.:AS I11F'ACT r.:~ :;:~YLA3) • 
CUTLI!n!:D DELCii M't£ f:lOCZDU:~ES P.ELAT liJ.l TO f,VIAT IOH td:D AIR 
~-•t:c-r.-,."" C'""T"'~"' ''HI"u U~ ,..._,)r·?./' r-·;~·-·-,, ·o··- ·1--.~ •·r~'' l~'• :rr J.l.. I.,.•H n .... ·:.., t:1 L... - t"!:..L;.... ~:.., ,\ J. .... ! . . ~~,.;, .• i' hl.ll bl:; r, J.(J~l 

IH1EtJDS TO USE. SKYl..t,B ACTio;: CFFICE::\S f:l ALL PCS!S S~:o~U..D 
NOTE TKAT rARAS 7 MJD G BELO'd ESTABLISH S1~-nLA.~ .. f·~OC81URES, 
~HICH 'VlLL BE US:D BY TI-:E D£PARHi~:1-!T' S s:~YLMl COi:T li:GENCY 
tJC:11~IliG GROUP ltl COIIV£Yl!lG I!irOi~t·l/(fiCli' Oii Sl(YLt-.s•s fiNAL 
C'1Bl!S AND HEErl"fRY ~fO POSTS. EHD SU::JMf~HY • 

2.IIJ ASSE:SSHlG Y}~ RISK TO P.!RCRAVT rR0:1 Tl·Z RF.:ENTRY Or 
Sl\)1.t.B FHAGNErJ!S, TJ{,S rEDERAL AVlf<TlON t;D:H:iiSTRATlOtJ HAS 
tx:CIDED lHAT THE RISK, ALTHOUGH NOT LftRGE, ISAVODJ.Sl..l:: 
MW Ti:ERE1CRE THAT- CC:RT1UN t~CT IG~{S Mf. A??R Of·R I-
ATE lil US CONTROLLED ,'\IRSPACE. 1HE Fr..A HiTEHJS 10 USE ITS 
t.IR iRA.f.FIC CONTROL SYSTEi·l TO SEQUEiH IALL Y C."LOSC: t:!..OCKS Of 
lJ{~:·iESTIC l\!RSPACE LYliiG Ut:OER POTE~iTIAL P.EEtnRY DEBH IS l 
TtU;CJ~S AHD TO DIVERT AIR Ci1.~RIERS F'RO:.f EHTERI!\G THESE r::LOCKS ( 
FGi{ PEillCDS ON IHE C:RDF.R Cr TVEIH'l' Hl!iUT-S PER DLOCK SHOULD 

nrr:: i-'REDIC!ED Fl!JAL REEHTRY GRlliTS THnEATEH AT AIRSPACE. 

3~ ll~ ACCNHiAHCE \11TH FAA RES?ONSIBILITIES \ilTHIN 11--'.£ 
If~ 'f E7l iU\:i' l G N ~L C l V l.L A V It1 T l01J OR G A !HZ AT I 0 N <l c: ~G) , T HE r i~ f... 
}{El.S lSSt.~:!ri t:H lHTERNATIGNAL CLASS ! NOT ICE TO AIR!•1E~i 
( "OT''') ~·····r.-·· n7? I <'> JU"r 7 ~·..-,!:) '·1 ""' D ,, ... D .. D le-T·' ~...,u..,. ... ,.,/ . .. r<. ,~,~1 \".'t_.'/,wt..ti t.; _ 4.:~, ~lr.. 1' ~~., wr \.!,:\L -"' .1.: t... ... ). 1•\ J.b' ! J. t.• 1 

10 II~TF.iiii.~TlOf~t.l. NOTAt·1 OF?ICES ADVISlHG (A) Of INTC:/·:D£D 
llS t.C'TICUS t''lTH R!:SPECT TO CI\'lL AI.t\Sf'AC£ tHiDE:R US CO!iTl\C'..._ 
/dtD <B ) T H '\ ·r i HE 'F' A A I NT n; D S T 0 [·Ltd•:£ A VA I L A EL c: T >-:t: I I-: ;.:· (n tl A -
TJC'f: (;~CESSARY ~·o PERFORM SUCH PROCEDUR:S il=" Sl:·'ilLA.q 
f,C.flONS t.i~£ DED:ED liECESSAR Y B'l' OT }-i.ER COUNTRIES. 

4. ALTHOUGH THZ EXACT TlME AND LOCATIO~; C~ SK't'LAB i\EENTHY 
Cf.dlHOi BE ACCL."l/;IELY PREDICTED, TE£-r,?P?.OXl~~ATF. Tlr,l[ t.;F 
Ll}''·'LY nE,...l:~·Ry cn··~~s~o.•·'r\ r•;i' TO A r·,,. .• ," r:- ~r·•·c.·:-:-,,,,.,. r•v;; 

\t- I\ £. .. .1 \ , \of r:, n L.. 1 , t J "" t. -.J t A~ 1 J. - l \..:' ~ \., .) •• -..J -~ ""'i,.J J .,, ._ 

(~Sl'TS, CAN BE DETERMH;~D ~iTH Ir;C'~EASI!tG CE::nrd~H'I t,S !li:7: 
1·1r1E Of RE:£1iTRY lS A??ROAC}:..C:D. BASED Uf·O:i PH~~JECi 10'15 'f·) 
tE i}R G V I !) E: D T 0 r>·::: F 1< A 0 F -l HE T ! i·~ E ~~ !i J G E G--3 F<: P. ? H I C L (l C A T J Q :~ 
OF n·IE SATELL!Ti: DUlliNG THE P'P1AL f:EE:l;·;RY FH.I\SE, TV.£ F;,,\ 
\!ILL TRtdi~'11T, Vl.A. !HTERtiAT !OIIAL .liOT,~ti, Tl-J.E GEOGRAPHIC 
CGOiH>lllATES Of I.I.~SPACE BLOC:-<S ::liTH CC;I~ES?CiiDING TIMC:S !)VR-
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. I~i!G ~nUCH TH l.Lf:.CKS /,i\E F'f>TE:fTin.LY \,'JTJ:Iu TH£ I~iPt\CT 
FCOTii! I:JT. IH::: Dlf-!r~!~Sl:iiCS CF TlL:;:sc f..t.O~i{S ',flU .. D:::. ~~PF:l OXI-
f-t'\Trt.Y· 2pC~3 l'd X 200 Ja1 E~~TEl:DilJG f'Rc-.:1 G:/OUiD L~V£:.1. U? • 

.;. DLnltlG n--:r: Fli!AL 2~ HGURS Pf:!('~-: TO H£r·:nrRY, A SE:RICS Or 
VGIJ'1 !·iCTM~S t:IU. n: 1"iiMJS~HTTf.D. Th':!:SE UJLL HEFLECt THE 
IllChE/;Sl!iG C.:rnt~l:iTY \iJ.JH VHICH T~~ ACTl!;\L P.EEr:rR Y C?~ "GITS­
NAY HC:·DETEnt-;Hli:.:D.· l"lt.E PLMHIED tJOTAN 'fRMJSNISSl~ii AUD CON­
TE11! f~P.E AS FGLLO~S~ 

-f\EEWiJiY Tlt=:E CUHDERSCCF!ED) NESSt:GE CONTEUT <Ul:r>ERSCCRED) 

T r~Ir:us 24 ms .. 
T IH !~US 12 1-:'~ s. 
T tH!HiS 6 HF1 S. 

T ;, __ .. ___ ..,._ ..... 

-.. 

SIOtJS tiA Y r;z EXPECTE~. 

PR£n zc·rr.:o T Ir-iEfH MiS F'C'R R E£1f!'RY 
1-'lU:D I CT tD 1 !r;i:: riil~t·:E: VC~ HE£ HTR Y 

. M\ EU I CTED ! lnE FT: Mi£ F~ H ££ ~ITR Y. 
!UFGHHt\TlCH ON /i!HSPACE J21~0CKS 
ACYUf;LL Y· /;FFECT£D 

.··--- ADVISCHY THAT SK)1..Jl.I3 HP.S REEU-
TER£D A!W r!C F'UTtl'JS1 TRANS~liS-

€o iHE IIWC:'it:i~TlCH IU ?tl.?.liS l-4 • ALO!W -\!I'CH A 
•f"f}Hr·i!-IT P IS BElHG THA~Si'1lrTZD DY TEE F'l1A TO flJ..L 
lliTEnt-;fiT!(;I-JAL fHI£,':(1 HF.:Cl?"IEHT COU1-iTR IES. THIS 
F'A/~ f.C!lCtJ M;D lt:TEirflCt:S lS ·f~CVIDED FCR YCltJ.~ 
f, P F R 0 Fill r'. n: . l1J AD V 1 S l ~-;G - H CJ ST C C UN T R IE S ' S K"z1. A B 
Of SXY'~f\/3 ST;),'fl!S M:D CCHTl~iGEHCY ACTIOHS BSltlG 

SM111.E NOT Mt 
Ct. ASS I 
OUTL I ~E CF" 
USE AS 
CONTACT POI!~! 
TAK£1-~ DY rAt~. 

ANY };ECISicN B~G!\RD!HG "OrE CLCSH;G C:F t~ DlVERSlOH OF AIR-
-0\AFT FLlGHTS n:t:."1 THE r-LCCKS Of f1IRSP,"4CE TO EE lDE!~T IF"IED 

W ·nr: Ff\:'. liGTtif.~S 15-·SOLELY.THAT OF Tr£ GO\:'EREt·l.EtiT Hf~Vl:iG 
RESf'CUS1i3I!..!T)'. fOH Tt-IAT tdflSPt:CE. POSTS SX&ULD REPC~Y ANY 
.SIGtJl.V.tc,;u; ;·~EC.~UTIONARY i'REPAi1t;TIOi:S BY LOCf'.l. AVlt\'[ ION 
A liT Hen lT l £ S T HAT CON£ ! 0 T H2ll1 A Tf E lri l 0 U • 

7. td.L P05iS triLL DE fltOVIDED h'lTH H!FC'Rt1l~TICN TO PASS 
13 HOST CC!JUTF\Y fdiTHGnlTIES ON THE PROJEC'fED REEHTRY PMU'~­
t1£TEHS OF" SKYLAB BEGINNit~G AT T l'ilNUS ~8 HOURS, SUCH ~lES­
SAGES \!lLL liOT lDENJIFY ;SPECifiC AlF:SPACE f:LOCXS B!JT V.!LL 
PROVIDE SUFrlCIEHT IIJFDRI·:f-~1'!Cii TO f•LLOV lDENTlP'ICATlOU Of.~ 
THE PROJECTED nn:NTP.Y TRAC}~ t:.?O ASSOCIATED DEC:~ lS FCOT-
fRlfll'. P?. ED ICI 1 C:l UFD ft.H: S i-JlLL DE: P:< CV IDED BEG !tW I UG AT 4 8 
;OURS Ef:Fo:-:n: EXPECTED REENTRY CT i1IUUS 48) Al·iD I1T T t1!HUS 
36, T t1INUS 24, T r;I:!US 18, i MINUS 12, T MiliUS 6, T !1H1US 
2 AflD f, T T. T r.E m: SSAG E AT T V! lLL DE FOt .. L CIJED BY A m: SS1~GE 
COUFIRtHtlG THE T-a:r:t;TRY AS S~O~l AS CC:!:rlRMA'fUY REPCZ1TS ARE 
RECEJVC:D. THIS CCU'...O OCCUR FRCM 0!~£ TO SIX }{!)UclS AF!£H 
~EEtilRY. 
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MEMORANDUM 

To 
From ~ 

n.szc MB. 
Date cl1J~ 1/t • 
Your ref 

Tel X 
Our ref 

Subject ...... .. ............ fA~.t.~.C.l~ ....... ~.S ... ., .... ............... . . 
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Ref: 
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Official communications ~o be a1dressed to the Chief Superintendent 

NORTH WALES DIVISIONAL PoiicE HEADQUARTERS 
' ' ' • ; " I •• •· 

POLICE 

COUNTIES OF CLWYD AND GWYNEDD 

TEL. No.-

BODHYFRYD 

WREXHAM 

CLWYD 

LL12 7BW. 

Dj?j·•mjD? I. · ... Kl " " Your Ref: Date: 22nd June, 197?. 

Ministry of Deferce (D.S. 8c), 
Roo~ R24l, The Main Buildin~, 
Hhi teh~:J.11, 

LO:·iDO:~, 

S14 1. 

Dear Sir, 

- Saturday 16th J~ne, 1979 -
LJ.ar'r~llen 

At 5 a.m. 0n Satu-cday, lt:t:: .Ju-;P, 1~"7~· !-'is:" of the above 
')'dress ~-res wo~r~~ 11p by t".e soun~ of oO!T~thiP. !: faJ.li ·:g o~ t~~ ro0: c~ ~~r 
1eou='e. i'~isc-- we:1t O'Jtside ;;end four.d t•,rer,ty pieces of rock type d~br:i s. 
No da:rat;e h::;d 'b~e~ csused to the hous~. Niss- vJr-;:o concerned becsw"~ 
the debris is ~ot like 2ny subst~~ce in, on or arou~d the hous~ q~d ~elieved 

it ~ay have co~e fro~ the sky, ne-chaps the sky lab satelite. 

At 2 clay, l?tr J1.:ne ~~is:=:- re't)orted t"'1is :i c-o::ide~t to 
Const .ry'ole at T,langolle"l Folic, St<'ltion, and as a resuJ.t yo•1 
were inforMed ~y telepho"e. 

I now attqch the sanple you re~uested. 

The debris collected was divided into t~ree sa~ nles and pl?ced into 
~arked sealed po1ythene bags. The other two 1'3a~n1es have bP.en ret~ir,ed et 
T,l_anC"ollP-n. 

'!ours f<'.i thfuJ.ly, 

!REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT! 
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UK CONFIDENl'IAL 

D/DSTI/1 7/9 

DS Be Sqn Ldr···· 
DEBRIS FROM SPACE 

Reference: D/S4(Air)8/1B 

: 

1 • I attach a copy of the Home Off ice circular on sate 11 i te ace iden ts which you 
requested. 

2. On 
for the 

18 June 79 

UK CONFIDENTIAL 

.. 
Met 

IUNC_LASSI-F~ EDI 
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..... ..., 

LOOSE MINUTE 

D/S4(Air)8/1B 

DDS1'.I 

CopiE:e to 
DI54 
DI55 

\REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT\ 

1. You spoke to me in March about the increasing interest in debris froc spac~ 
and the circular which, at your request, the Home Office would be sending to 
Civil Police Forces to ene~~e that any d~brie found by the public wae reported 
to MOD. I agreed tr4lt as ~r br,~ch (then knbwn ao S4f(Air)) already handled 
cor~eapondence about UFOs, it might be quoted in tho circular as the addr~es to 
which the Police should 't!ITite. So far we have had no letters or telephone calls 
from the Police or.. this subject. 

2. I did get a telephone ~all yesterday however froM Ms of 
BBC TV vho addressed me by nail~ and said she would like to use in a docuraentary 
a piece of a Co~~ch the Eaetbourne Police had sent recontly to 
Squadron Lead..:r ___.in Old War Office Building. I fcbbed her off but 
she will probably ring again and I should be gr~teful for urgent advice on the 
answer she should be given. 

3. I ar11 still not clear how she got my name unless it was quoted by the 
Eastbou:ne Police. Incidently, I have not seen the Home Office circular. Do 
you think I could have a copy? 

/3 Jun ?9 
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HOl\1E OFFICE 
Queen Anne's Gate, LoNDON, SWlH 9AT 

Direct line: 01-213 

Switchboard: 01-213 3000 

Our reference: 
Your reference: 6 June 1979 

The Chief Executive 

County Councils )) in B~~gland and Wales 
District Councils 

London Borough Councils 

The Director General, the Greater London Council 

The Town Clerk, City of LoDdon 

Chief Officers of Police )) in England and Wales 
Chief Fire Officers 

Dear Sir 

Satellite Accidents - SfiLAB 

The United States spe.oe laborato17 "SKYLAB" 1s 8%pected to descend 
fro• orbit within the next .few nets. A note is enclosed givi.Dg information 
about the . . situation as at present kDovn or foreseen. This may be used in 
answering enquiries from the public. 

2. The special arra.ngemctnts described in Home Office Circular Ho ES 5/1979 
will not be applicable, siDce §XYLlB oonte1g P9 nuclear material. 

3. The risk of injurf or damage by debris from SKYLAB falling in this 
country is extremel;r remote. In the unlikely event of an incident occurring, 
the normal emergency services (fire, aabul.ance, police) should be able to 
handle the situation within their normal resources. 

4. If, despite the probabilities, debris does land in this country, the 
police are likely to beco• aware of the fact locally. Chief officers of 
police are asked to give ~ticulars of ~ confirmed landing of debris as 
promptly as possible to Mr - Head of S4 t (Air), Ministry of 
Defence, Main Buildi.Dg, Whitehall, London SWU. 2HB, preferably by telephone 
(no. ). 

5. ADy enquiries about the 
Home Office, F6 Division (Mr tel. no. 
tel. or Mr tel. no. 
(DO uLuc-...... ,..._ Office hours the 
contacted, tel. no. 

Yours taithtul.ly' 

be addressed to the 
Mr __ ... 
or by telex 

duty officer may be 

!REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT! 
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'fHS AMERICAN SPACE STAT ION m::;".UB 

SK!LAB vas lau:a.chad as R. a:tn<".a laboratory in 1973 and w~ ma.."lned 
until February 1974.. It. he..r.; r.ow coma to the en.1. ot itr.a life and 
is expected to fell tn earth t01rarla the end of Ju-:le or the first 
half of July 1979., 

The aatellite is about 100 f'e.at long by 20 feet wide i3lld weigha 
about 70 tonso It contains no :nucbar material. It is fitted 
with gas j~ts by which its attitud~ in apace can be corrected, but 
it has no propu.l..·don system vhich could take it away from the earth, 
nor can it be destroyad. As it gradually loses speed it falls 
closer to the sa...~h, and vhen it e:ntentJ tha outer &tmoa.phera this 
will happen more quickly. It is :sx~oted that eventu.el.ly friction 
with the air will CB.'W!-3 it to break up, probably into sollle thousands 
of pieces mos·t of vhioh will be burnt up before they r~ach the 
earth's saTface~ but it 1a possibl9 that many pieces could survive 
and strike the a.u-th ov~r a vid.s area. 

The descent of the satellite is being continuously monitored and 
the US authorities a..., ma.ld.D(; infomaUon regularly availR.ble to the 
media. But the time of its fall :i.e unlikely to be k:lewn mora 
accurately until about 10 days oofore it happens, and an indication 
of the area in which ths d®~ris might land will probably not be 
available until a few hours 1m advance. 

SKILAB circlas ~he $aF.~h0in an orbit which lies between the 
latitudes of 50 N ru::t'l 50 S" This just croases the southern-most 
part cf Cornwall~ but if it breaks up the pieces might be scattered 
up to abo·ut 50 mil0.a 0aeh side or the orbit and the area. in which 
fragments might lar.d include!~ most of Cornwall, southern Devon and 
Dorset, the Isle of W:light and the coastsl areas of Hampshire and 
Sussex. If &r.Y pieeea should drop hore they are far more likely to 
fall comparatively harmlessly in open country than to cause any 
injury or damage to 'buildings. It ia extremely unlikely, however, 
that any debris will land. in this countcy, having regard to the 
small area affected com:pa.~d 1fi th tha area of the eerth traversed 
by the satellite' a orb:l:~a. 

Even if a forecast can be made, nearer the time, as to tha area 
in which SKYL!.B may come down1 it will be quite impossible to 
say where any par-ticular pi~ce would land. The emergency P.ervices 
(fire, ambulance and police) are accustomed to dealir~ with accidents 
causing damage or injury., If an;yone should suffer from SKYLAB's fall, 
any claim for compensation would be dealt with in accordance with 
the appropr:Lat11 intarnatic:ml convention, under which the launching 
state would be reaponoible for settling claims. 
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1 ~-....... ~ 

Queen An~~~:. ~~!oiN~:WlH 9ATL;. d ~~t~~·~o iNl 
Our reference! 
Your reference: 

Direct line: ox-213 ~~ 2 3 APR;;~; 
Swit~hboard: OI-213 3000 ~ 

20 April 1979 1.. --.... _ .. ___ _ 

For Action: 

For Information: 

Dear Sir 

Introdt:.ction 

Chief Officers of Police in England and Wales 

Chief Fire Officers in England and Wales 

Chief Executives/Clerks of -

The Greater London Council ~~d all County 
Councils in England and Wales 

The Common Council of the City of London, 
London-Borough Councils and all District Councils 
in England and Wales 

Home Office Circular No ES 5/1979 

Satellite Accidents 

Following the descent of a nuclear-powered Soviet satellite in Canada on 
24 J~~~~ry 1978, conside~ation has been given to contingency arrangements 
for dealing with the ?Ossibility of a similar incident in the 
United Kingdom. It is recognised that the likelihood of such an accident 
is remote. Moreover, the additional hazards to life from nuclear-powered 
satellites are very s~ali and are li~ted to potential exposure to 
radiqacti ve debris follo·Jiq; accidental re-entry. Nevertheless, the 
special considerations that affect the use of nuclear materials ana the 
safety standards applied to them make it prudent to devise plans to deal 
with such ~ incident on United Kingdow territory, should it ever occur. 

2. A crash involving a satellite which was not powered by nuclear fuel 
vould present problems v;hich would fall to be dealt with through nor-.aal 
major accident procedures. This circular is therefore concerned only ~th 
contingency arrange:::~ents for dealing with the craeh of a satellite which is 
Y~o~~ to be nuclear-powered or whose ener~J source p~s not been established 
(but see paragraph 21 for ~eporting arran;;ements for non-nuclear space 
objects). Si~~lar circulars are being issued by the Scottish Office and 
Northern Irela~d Office. 

Features of a S~tellite Accident 

3. In the absence of extensive experience it is difficult to make any 
fi~ assunptions about the f~atures of a satellite accident. A ~Ajor 
problec is that the preci.ictio:J. of :the location of a satellite's. point of 
return to earth is very C:ifficult. Although it is likely that k.no\ .. ledse · 
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of changes in the orbital pattern vhich might lead to 
premature return to earth would ba availa"ole '013XJ.Y hours 
or even days 'before re-entry occc.rrod, it would not be 
such that a reasona"oly accu:ra.te prediction of the final 
orbit over the earth cou.lQ. be ~ae until 12-24 hours 
·oefore itlpact. Even then forecasts of the pz-ecise point 
o:f re-entry alor..g this track might still be ;.n error "by 
thousands of I:ilome~!"ea. It is therefore probable t:r.a.t 
accurate t-i<?.rn.ing would r.:.•)t be available until a :J:'ew minutes 
before impact, ani. it is possible tha:t there m.ight be no 
varni.ng at all. 

4. On re-entry into the earth's atmosphere, the be}'l.aviou.r 
of the satellite would l~gely be determined by its mechanical 
con.st:ruction. Some sat;elli tea are designed in such a vay that 
they will disintegrate on 1•e-entry; others are so des4,c-ned 
that fairly lm-ge components will re:ca.in intact on enterir)g 
the earth's atmosphe:r.-e.. The debris from a crashing satellite 
might thus vary fro:c IJinute dust :particles to heavy and 
sizeable objects, and the latter night inoluae the radioactive 
source - but any part migh·~ bo radioactive. 

5. Although the para.metors of the orbit of a cre.shi.ng 
satellite can be fairly closely defined, cebris might fall 
over an area 2000 kilo~etres long by 2CO kilo~etroa wide. It 
would not therefore be F¢ssible to alert police forces on a 
selective basis; ~ the event of a wa~ng that a satellite 
might crash b c:r- neaJ:" the United Kingdom, all police forces 
would have to be alerted. 

6. The crash of a nuclear-po•~red satellite would present 
particulu problems such as -

a. there would be a possible radiation haza.:rC., 
the degree of which could not be determined in 
advance; 

b. debris from the crashed satellite might be 
scattered over a ve~y large area, pe~haps the greater 
part of the country; 

c. individual pieces of debris might be very small, 
yet each might present a small Tadiation hazard. 

· There h~uld be no e:~losion of the type associated with the 
detonation of an atomic bomb • . 

7. If the n.:alfll:lctionil:lg of a satellite be~:lJ;.a kno;m before 
it cer..a out of or"oit the i•Iinizt:cy of :,~fence C·:.JD) w·ould oo 
responsi-ble fer arrar..ging for th3 preparation cf e11. assessment 
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~~ef Officers will r~ doubt wish to consider in advance 
what proced~re should ba instituted locally to allocate 
reference :nv.llbers to fi!!dings. Ona \fay w""'uld be for the 
force operatio~ headqua.-ters to allocate a ~Lique serial 
ZlllLlber to each f-i :ndin,.;; as soon as there is retJ.son to 
believe that it lilay have cooa from a satellite. B.3.ch 
~eference nuaber should consist of t·wo letters idantifyu1g 
the police fol"Ca concar-.acd followed by a nuziber allocated 
locally (e.e. ~~). Following &l~ the letters to be 
incorporated in those reference numbers: 

Avon and Scmsrsat AV Lincolnshll-a 
Bedfordahire BE ll..erseyside 
Cambridgeahl.ro CA li"..atrop-:>li tan 
Cheshire en Norfolk 
City ·of wndon CY I~orthamptonshire 
Cleveland (JV NorthurJ.bria 
Cumbria C!\1 North Vales 
Derbyshire DE North Yorkshire 
Devon a:1d Cormiall DC Nottir..gnamshire 
Dorset DO South Wales 
Du:-ham DU South Yol•!:shire 
Dyfod-Powys DP Staffordshire 
Essex EX Suffolk 
Glot..ceatershil~ GL Surrey 
Gr<~ate::- ?·!s..'1cl..a3ter GM Sussex 
Gusnt GW Thames Valley 
Hampshire HA Wardc-.kshixe 
R3~"tfo:::.-dahir.a 1m West Hercia 
Iiurr.ber.sido HU West 1-Ii d..l ru:.d s 
Xent 1m West Yorl~hire 
1.:.-mc a.z h.irc LA iriltab.ire 
Leiccster-ahh-e m 
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o~ the possible risks to the United Kingdom. ! Government 
decision would then be sought on whether the police should 
be alerted and i-tether a puhlic statenent should ba made. 
If eu.ch action vera decided on, overall responsibility for 
the measures to deal with an incident t'lould be exercised 
from a. central control point in. Whitcr.all, in a canner 
similar to p:roc(:dures already established to handle a 
terrol'ist incid..;nt and wi·;;:o. sieilar Hinisterial and. senior 
official representation fl"'m all the Government D,9partmenta 
concerned. 'Ju:rnir.g to tha police would be given by means 
of a broadcast over t!le ?olice l1ational Con~ttter (PliC) system. 
The focal point for the collection of scientific dsta would 
be the Atomic \{0 apons Resoa~·ch Establis:C.mant (A'JT-G), 
Alder!!laston, ~1hich ~'Ould ix. coz:.junction with the national 
Radiological Protection Board lNRP3) arr~Jge for eppropriate 
scientific and technical advice to be made available to 
central Government and to police forces vho might be involved. 

8. . On receipt of the warning message, police forces should 
arrange to gather reports of debris. Chief fire officers 
should be infor.:ed of the va.rning and asked to no'tify the 
police pl~mptly of any reports which thuy ~Y receive. Fire 
service personnel are tra:i.J:!od to fight firos involving 
rsdioactive sources ar~ have a limited range of equip-~nt for 
the detection of re~iation;. they are able to confirm the 
presence of sone but not all types of radioactivity, and are 
not able therefore to say authoritatively that debris is not 
radioactive. 

9. When reports of suspected or actual locations have been 
receiv~d, tha police should take such steps as may be needed 
locally to prevent people entering areas which cay be ~~erous 
because of radioactive material (see also ~~agraph 15 balov). 
For advice as to the d~~ers of radioactivity and for the 
examination ar...d. disposal of suspect material they should call 
upon the National .A::n·ar.gementa for Incidents involving 
Radioactivity (the !iAIR scilcne). Under tr..is the i r"r.ed.iate 
atter~ance of the Stage 1 contact is requested, followed if 
necessary by calling out the Stege 2 establishnent 
(Eome Office Ci~culsrs ~ 7/1972 andES 3/1977). The NAIR 
repl~sentatives should advis9 local police on ~~eir o~~ 
initiative until contact is establish0d with, a~1 scientific 
and tecr..:1ical a.C.vice received from, .!.·;;~ B.nd/or NR?B under the 
arrange:cents described in paragraph 7. .:Ul persons should ba 
told to keep well away from possible radioactive debris. 
Although highly unlikely, soue lsrge piaces of debris might 
have rt~diation fields of si~.~fica:1ce over distances of the 
order of iOO ~"tres, end so~e limited evacuation might be 
necessary; ~~despreaa continuous con~~~tion is, however, 
unlikely. Advice on the degree of evecustion rec:_ui::.-ed -would 
be available in the first instance from the NAIR representatives 
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and_ subsequently from representatives of tha AWRB and the 
NRPB. In the cas.e of damage requiring rescue or firef'ightillg 
operations, the possible hazard fro~ rsdioactivity should be 
borne in mind and existing disaster pl.an.9 ralating to rescue 
operations in such circumstances should be i.Llplementod as 
appropriate. 

~. 10. DGta.ils of all findings of material which the :police 
have reason to believe is satellite debris should be reported 
ir:imediately, together tritb. a. brief outline of the action taken 
and quotir.g a 1mique reference n~ber idontifying the :police 
force concerned. Such re-oorts should be sent vie the Fi"iC 
system ·to New Scotland Ya.-~ (froo where they tdll be pa.s:sed to 
the central control poi.."lt) in accorda:rJ.ce .. n.th standard p!'Ofor""....a 
headings - see Annex A. This will enable a nationwide picture 
of confiruad sf8'htings to be built up and consideration to be 
given to the need for specialist assistance. The central 
control point · l.-1.11 pass the reports received to the scientific 
data centre at A~~ (paragraph 7 above). If debris is expected 
over a considerable area of the country it may be necessa..-y to 
set up a field operations centre to provide overall direction 
Of both land and air searches, and this ce:1tre l'iOuld operate 
within gen-::ral directions provided by the central control point. 
Special communications equipnant available at the ce~tral control 
point could be daployed locally if there were a need to reinforce 
facilities in· particular areas. 

11. If the warning tir.e was cnly a matter cf Irlnutes, it wrould. 
not be possible to alert police Zorces before reports of falling 
debris "bee:an to come in. ! Pl·W bros.dcast yould., ho~ever, be 
sent as soon as possible and a subsequent message ~~uld confirm 
that the central control point B.:'r:i~-e:nents hed b.aen established. 
The reportfi r~quired under pa.ra.;,?Taph .8frfJ-bova shouid . then be 
passed ~ediately to the control point. 

12. If no warning at all were received, the first indication 
that a satellite had crashed might be reports to the police of 
debris. In r:.any cases such reports misht prove to be false or 
it might be possible to establish i~nediately tr~t the debris 
could not bwe come from a satellite. lir .. enover a report of 
debris has been confi~~ed, ho~ever, and there are r.o valid 
.reasons for believ)~ that·the debri3 could not have fo~ed 
part of s satellite, the action outlined in pe~~graph 9 abov~ 
should be t~en a.r.d the central cont:..-ol point: si'lol.:.ld be notified 
immediately. Tee ap:."'l'Qprie.te co::.1tact is the Du.ty O:'ficor. on 
01-- o:: -. Action ·vould then be take :c. to bring tha 
c~ntral control :point arrangements into operation if necessary. 

13. Since rmch of the debris rivuld "te very s!:.'e.ll BE.r.y of the 
fraf,~nts wou:i.d r.ot be sighted ad u::noticed irrc:.Uisted debris 
tight be scatteNd over an axea of thousands of square 
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kiloto:etres. A reajor aear-.~h operation m:.l~ht have to be 
mo:t.m.ted to locate radioactive fTagtlanta. Whather to 
mount a search, .ar.d if so 'l.;hat area o11ould be covered, 
would bo decided by the c9ntral control point. 
Arrangements t<rould ba made to deploy, t't3ir.g the 
franH;n;ork of the N.Altl. schema, the resources of ev-a-ry 
available tecrurical support service, includi~ teens from 
MOD, NRFB, United Kjne:dom AtoiD.c :b'nergy .A.uthori ty (lT'iC.A3.A), 
British Jruclcar r'uels Li:ruitod (:ari"FL) a:nd the Elec·crici ty 
Generating Boards, using specialist aircraft and vehicle 
search techniqu~w~ In rural s.reas the z:.ost effective 
initial search to locate L:ajor sources of radioactivity 
might be from the air. Police forces "rould then b~ asked 
to organise ground searches of specific areas under 
arrangements by the central contl'Ol :point or fo:r-\lard 
operations centre and with the advice of AYRE and ~~ 
staffs. 

14. Special arrangements li-ould be ~!lade centrally. urper 
AWRE advice for the recovery of all fr~ents, when they 
had been located and a::~ined, and these :would be notified 
to the police forces concer~sd. Where, in the interests of 
public safoty, and a.!l· se-ienti.Ld.c ·advice 1 a fragment 
is removed fro:n the :t:oint of- impact, tm central control 
point should bo informed vhero _it is to be stored lo-rhile 
awaiting recovery. 

15. It- is for the Goverr.rr.ent to decide whether, end if eo 
by what means, a public l."8.rlli!'..-J of dange:- from ra.dioactivi ty 
should te given. In ~aching that decision, the need to 
prevont unnocess~~J elarm would be carefully considered. 
Chief Officers should thcrefo:oe ensuro that r.othing is done 
locally to anticipate a Gove~ent statement. 

Press and Publici~r 

16. It is essential that those dealing locally with a 
satellite acc-ident and the Government team in 'W'ci.tehall 
should not issue inconsistent statenonts. Chief Officers 
should ensure that all local press enquiries are directed 
to a senior officer at force headquar-ters, l-Tho is briefed to 
deal ¥Tith them, working in close liaisor. '\fi th Govern!'lent 
Information Officers vho l:ould make appropriate arrangements 
to co-ordinate the nstional dissemination of information 
from \lhi tehall. 
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Extra Costs 

17. International law makes provision for a country in which 
a satellite falls to be reimbursed for any darr:age and other 
costs arising from the incident. In order to establish facts 
and enable costs to be calculated, for inclusion in any claim 
submitted by the United Kingdom, police forces (and fire and 
local authorities) should keep a record of all debris found 
and all action taken from the receipt of the warning message 
(or, if no warning message is given, from the receipt of the 
first reports of falling debris) until the incident is closed. 

Claims Procedure 

18. The Government is under an obligation to consider claims 
from the general public for injury or death following a nuclear 
accident and there is already a registration procedure in 
existence for this purpose. In the ev~nt of a nuclear powered 
s~tellite accident a Government announcement would be published 
about how to obtain registration forms to proviQe information cf 
assistance in looking into claims for compensatio~ by thos~ in 
the affected area at the relevant time. 

Communications 

. /0 
19. As indicated in paragraph/{, reports will be sent via the 
PNC terminal in New Scotland Yard and from there, depending on 
the volume of traffic, by Telex or by courier to the central 
control point. Ar.y general directions issued by the control 
point will be sent by these means. 

20. Me~sages addressed to the central control point should be 
confined to operational matters concerning the search for debris, 
public control, etc. Any enquiry about subsidiary administrative 
matters arising in consequence of the operations envisaged in 
this circular should be addressed to th Home Office, F6 Division -
by telephone to Mr (tel ) or 
Mr (tel no Telex message. The 
normal Home Office Telex number is The additional 
number tllll (answer back code ffiay be activated to 
handle such messages exclusively when the need arises 

Non-nuclear debris from space 

21. As indicated in paragraph 2, the contingency arran5ements set 
out in this circular are applicable to the crash of a satellite kcown 
or believed to be carrying radioactive material. Nuclear po·,.;ered. 
satellites are few but many non-nuclear Gatellites and oth~r space 
debris are in orbit and there is continuing likelihood of such objec~s 
falling from space and par~Qf them surviving re-entry to the 
atmosphere and landing on the earth's surface. Though the likelihood 
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is small the police may become aware of such debris if the 
fall is observed and reported to them. In that ev~nt it would 

1· be appreciated if chief officers would intorm the Ministry of 
. Defence so that the object may be examined and if possible 

identified. The point of contact at the Ministry of Defence 
is Mr li Head of S4f(Air), Ministry of Def•elnlcl.el'illl•• 
Main Building, \>ihitehall, London SW1A 2!1B (tel no • ) • 

Yours faithfully 

!REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT! 
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SATELLITE ACC'T...DE::fr REPORT PROFOR11A 

To be reported via the Police liational Computer terminal in 
Neu Scotland Yard to t.he Government Central Control Point 
(See paragraph .81J'O 

ADDRESSJ!.'""'E - 02B6 SATELLITE 

-~ 

ALPHA 

BRAVO 

CHARLIE 

DELTA 

ECHO 

FOXTROT 

HOTEL 

nmu 

JULIET 

Proi!l (state nama of force). 

I!.fj;a/Time (state ONE, tw of sighting; 
TWO, time report sUbmitted). 

F.sfe~nce No (state local uniqu~ ~f no *). 

,tr,g,.ct location of debris. (giving grid referanee 
and map sheet number whore possible; otherwise 
by direction and distance from easily identified 
point on Ordil.a.nce Survey map). 

12-:lt!cn;..iption (state rough size am shapa, material, 
whether radj~active). 

Ca~ties/Demn~ (brief description of dead/ 
seriously injur•ed am damage to property) • 

]! (state location, telephone nUmber if available, 
of guide to lead investigator to incident). 

Aeti?~ (state what action taken locally or 
proposed and any other relevant infor.nation). 

,!s,s.jvStB.n~ already at or ordered to scene, other 
than police. 

~:!§.tf .. nce Rea,.J.ired (state type and approziJ:late 
number). 

* It will be ver; i.mporla.nt, in making initial reports and 
to assist subsequ8nt action and enquiries, to idautify each 
fiT-dir~ of p~~sibly ~ar~erous debris by ~sns of a r~ference 
nuLl bar u.'lique to that i'ind.illt~. T".o13 rsfel'ence m.Uiicer, when 
allocated, shou:!.d be notified to tho sa concerned ui tl1 ?-Ction on 
the spot as ltell as to the central govern:aent control point. 
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE D38c 
Main Building Whitehall London SW1A 2HB 

Telephone 01-218 (Direct Dialling) 
01-218 9000 (Switchboard) 

The Cl:.ief Superintendent, Y f . . . l l . H , our re erence 
D:~v~s1.ona Po ~ce eacH'!.uarters D/2AT/DR 
EO DRY.FH.YD Our reference 

D/S4(Air)8/7 
Date 

';l RKJ-! .• J\}1 , 
Clywd, LL12, 7Bl,'J 

28th June 1979 

Dear Sir, 

Receipt of ,your letter of 22:n.d June, 
\·d th debris samples passed to yo·::.. by l'iiss 
of Lle.n.gollen, is ackno~vledged. 

Tha:r.k you for advising us of this incident 
and for forvrarding the samples. 

Yours faithfully, 
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•• DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 

From: Sec(HSF)1a 
Sent: 04 March 2003 12:59 

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
RE: Release of file 

To: 
Subject: 

Yes, I can confirmthat I am happy for it to be released. 

-----Original Message-----
From: DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
Sent: 04 March 2003 11 :29 
To: Sec(HSF)1a 
Subject: Release of file 

We discussed a little while ago the release of our file from 1979 on satellite debris. I have the 
papers ready to send to my enquirer, but could I just confirm that you are happy for us to send 
a copy of the whole file including the Home Office circular. I have remove personal 
information such as names, and telephone numbers. 

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 



.. 

East Yorkshire 

Dear 

• . ... _. . . . ..... _ h .. 

From: 
Directorate of 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 
12 February 2003 

020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 

I am writing concerning the request you made under the Code of Practice on Access to 
Government for copies of two Ministry of Defence files. 

Please find enclosed a copy of file D/DSS/76/6- Unidentified Flying Objects- TV Discussion. 
You will notice that personal data has been removed. This is to protect the privacy of those who 
have corresponded with the MOD and MOD employees. 

With regard to the other file you requested (D/DS8/75/7- Unidentified Flying Objects­
Satellite Debis), we are currently consulting another department about the release of these 
documents and as soon as we have a decision, I will write to you again. 

Yours sincere! y, 



• 

Hull 
• t .. I . 

Di of 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 

Ow: Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 
7 January 2003 

020 7218 2140 

Thank you for your letter of 6 January in which yo~ made a request under the Code of Practice on 
Access to Government Information for copies offwo Ministry ofDefence files. These files are 
currently held in archives, but they have been recalled and when I have received them, I will write - -
to you again. In the meantime, you asked what charges may be incurred. 

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. These cost include locating relevant material, photocopying, and the removal of 
personal details to protect the identity of MOD employees and those who have corresponded with 
the MOD. 

If when we receive the files it looks likely that your request will take more than four hours to 
complete and a charge will be necessary, I will provide an estimate of the cost so that you may 
decide if you wish us to proceed. 

I hope this is helpful. 

Yours sincerely, 



• £~taff (LOwer Airspace) 
Ministry of Defence 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, 
Northumberland Avenue, London. 
WC2N 5BP 

6Janmuy 2003. 

Hull. 
East Yorkshire. 

DAS 
10.2No. ······~~·················· .. ·· 

- 7 JAN 2003 

Ftt E . 
t~n~::..-==:-:::-:---- ~ 

Under the new Code of Practice for providing information to the 
public (relating to FOI law implementation), I request whether the following two files 
may be released in their entirety and what charges may be incurred for copying them 
etc? 

D/DS8/7 5/7: UFO Satellite Debris 

And: 

D/DS8/7 5/6: UFO: TV Discussion. 

In anticipation of your reply. 
Yours sincerely 



Thet San 

. . 

.. ~·:\:~~i '· . ' . . :·:· . . . . . . 
· · <:·.~· REStRICTED/UNCLASSIFIED· MOD Form 329 D 

.;MirNISTRY. OF. .·DEFENCE 

... ~.:t 

J!~;w· -: 
Date opened 

.,,, ., ·.-· .. 

' ·Referred to 

· 1. AlTENTION. IS DRAWN TO THE 
NOTES ON THE INSIDE FLAP 

2. ENTER NOTES OF RELATED FILES. 

DIVISION 

ON PAGE 2 OF THIS JACKET 
~ 

FOR REGISTRY USE ONLY 

·- ... ' ; ~. :·;i: -..;·. 

SUBJECT . : : 
. :· . '\ ' \_1 \*, ~ ~\\~-~~· ·~ '/"_ . 
. ··JJ .. ~~~&'w.~ ... -........ ~.~6~·""""'''~~~ ........ .. --y;L -,.... r'\~ ... . 

.... -····~~~ .......... ~~ ............................ . 
., .......................................................................................................................................... -................ . 

·DATE Referred to DATE Referred to DATE' 

1111111111111111111 
D/OSSnS/6 

,". 

... · :. '·'< 
·• ;,_ :.. .' . ' . ~ ,.; :_ ··. ·'·i~1) . ' . . 

(to be completed· as necessary, and in any event when the file goes oUfi of current use) "> . ' . . :. . ~~-,. 1 • . 

.• (i) This file may be downgraded to UNCLASSIFIED on.-... _ .. ___ ............................ -.-· .. .. 
' · (insert date) · 

APPOINTMENT 
Date .... - ............... - ........ -·---AND BRANCH.-.......... - .... -··············-··---·-... - .... . 

.. ~ ~. 
' ....... '-.• 

,, .. · 
. ·- .. ·. · ..... -

,· ·. 

Jm). 
i 

l 
f 
I 
i 

,. 
-..;; ,., 

-- u.-.·· 
. I ' 

.---\I . ~ I 

~=,\t 
·! ? 

i . . 

! I 

The National Archives
UFO Yorks TV Programme
Copy of a MoD file on a Yorkshire TV programme covering UFOs in 1979 that featured an interview with the head of the MoD branch S4 (Air), Patrick Stevens, who was at that time the most senior official responsible for UFO matters. A copy of this file was released to a UFOlogist in East Yorkshire during 2003.
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Rqxm No ... MD.al.. ...... Transmitted on .. Y.o.rkshire . .TV .o:-•. '~Tuesday .Calendar'' 
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Short Title .............. u,F~Os··· .................................. . 

. ·' 
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Richard Whiteley: Halla and welcome to "Calendar Tuesday" whoever you are ·and 

indeed wherever you are. Well, I say that because this afternoon we're going to ·ask 

some rather ••• well, rather disturbing questions like - de U.F.Os exist? Should we 

believe people who claim they've had a close encounter of the third kind? Have 

the world's governments conspired in a ga!ac~ic cover-up as indeed ce'rtain 

members of the House of Lords seemed to indicate last week, or is the whole thing 

just plain and simply 'in the mind'? Well, with us to try and answer those que.stions 

are the Reverend Ray Nielsen who is the Secretary of the European Headqu~rters 

of the Aetherius Society which believes very much in the existence of U.F .Os. ··we 
· .. 

have Mr.Brian Straight, a co-ordinator of Chrysis, that's the U.F .0. rese3rch 

organisation based in Cleveland County. We've got Miss Heather Cooper,· an 

astronomer and lecturer at Greenwich Planetarium in London and· in our Lon9on 

studio Mr.Patrick Stevens, who's the ·Assistant ·Secretary in the Air Force 

Department of the Ministry of Defence. 

Well, before we actually get involved in that discussion, let's first of all see 

for ourselves films of reported U.F:os shot recently in Italy and in New Zealand, 

sightings like these led to the debate in the Hou8e of Commons ... or rather the 

House of Lords last week. 

(Filmed extracts) 

Well, as the man said the chances ar-e a million to one, but still they come. 

Let's find out if people believe they really are coming. Let's ask you, first of all, 
Reverend Ray Nielsen, can I hear it first from your own lips, you personally .are 

100%, nay, a 1,000% convinced that U.F.Os do exist? 

Rev. Ni~lsen: Yes, I have absolutely no doubt whatsoever, after studying: the 

subject very thoroughly, mind you, since 1960. I believe that flying saucers are 

here, they have beon coming here for centuries and the fact that there is a 

controversy is due that certain information is not released, so there fore thare is 

argument and I think that information should be made public by all world 
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governments and I agree absolutely wholeheartedly with the Lords debate. 

R. Whiteley: Okay, now you're holding a model of a U.F.O., we would. cap it a 
.•. 

flying saucer, you believe, do you, that U.F.Os look like that? 

Rev. Nielsen: I believe that a certain type of fiying saucer is like this one, this is 
what we in the Aetherius Society refer to as a scout craft, it's the type (_)f 

craftwhich Adamski* photographed, indeed Stephen Darbyshire of the Lake Distri.c_t 

photographed twenty years after Adamski. It's been featured in almost all 

government reports as being widely reported in newspapers, all over the w~rid 

especially by papers like the Brazilian Press, for example, who published fully ?11 
the photographs taken by their Brazilian Navy many, many years ago and this type 

of crs~t is, shall we say, a very commonly seen craf-t. 

R. Whiteley: Okay, well, you've made your position perfectly clear, thank you very 

much indeed. Heather Cooper, as an astronomer, what is your view? 

Miss Cooper: My view is that perhaps 95% of UFO sightings can be explained by 

other phenomena such as meteorological phenomena, natural phenomena in .the 

atmosphere and manmade things like balloons. There is perhaps a residue, 5%. qf 

sightings, which haven't been explained and those are the ones we should be 

interested in. Now there has been an attempt to do this, Professor Alan Heinek*, a 

very distinguished astro-physics Professor in the States, has been analysing the 

small minority of sightings which haven't been explained by other means. He's 

whittled it down to about 2% now af'!_d those 2% haven't yet been explained. But I 

think I speak for most astronomers when I say that I think that these 2% of 

sightings will be explained by phenomena which perhaps aren't yet understood, but I 

don't see why we have to start recoursing to imagining people from other 

civill:::3tions are coming to contact us and I'd like to describe my thoughts on that a 
bit later. 

R. Whiteley: Yes, okay, well, lots of fascinating points there, but let's go strai·ght 

to you, Bl'ian because your job at Chrysis is basically when you hear of them you go 

out and investigate sightings. People ring you up and say - look, there's beef! a 

sighting and you nip off straightaway and have a look. Is that basically what you 
do? 
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Mr. Straight: Not really, no, it depends very much on how important we consider 

the sighting is. If it's just lights in the sky, or something like that, W"> won't 

bother. If we get a sighting which is obviously of an unusual object , say, cl~se to 

the ground seen by a large number of people then we tend to go out on that. Our 

position, however, is very similar to Heather's, that we believe that there is at 

present absolutely no scientific evidence for the existence of U.F .Os, howev~r 

there is •• after scientific analysis has been applied to UFO sightings a disturbing 

residue of cases which are left unexplained. We are more !11terested in looking· at 

these unexplained caBes in an attempt to try and explain exactly what they are. 

R. Whiteley: Well, Patrick Stevens in London, yo~'ve heard there the view of the 

people in the studio here. Can I ask you then what - if I may put it this way - ~he 

professional view is of the existence of U.F .Os because one of your· jobs is to· deal 

with U.F.Os. 

Mr. Stevens: Well, I can tell you what the Ministry of Defence view is and that .is 

very similar to Heather Cooper's, that there's no doubt at all that there · r,re 

extraordinary phenomena in the skies that can be seen and there's no doubt in our 

mind that most of the reports come from eminently sensibie and responsible people. 

The only question is what is behind those phenomena and what worries us is the way 

people immediately transfer · the term UFO, they've seen something which is 

unexplained and unidentified and they immediately turn that into a flying saucer 

and they immediately transpose that· into ~lien spacecraft. There is no evidence 

for this whatsoever. 

R. Whiteley: What about this 2% that Heather says is unexplained? 

Mr. Stevens: I think Heather made the point there that there are a great many 

extraordinary ... there are very many strange reasons to account for the phenomena 

and there may well be a residue which cannot be explained because you haven't got 

sufficient detail, or because you get a conflict of evidence sometimes and 

sometimes the situation is very unusual, the atmospheric conditions are rare and 

you can't quite explain what it is. It's rather like a mirage, if you look and see 

~omething in a mirage you cannot possibly know what is the other end of that 

mirage unless you have independent evidence. 
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R. Whiteley: Just again, I'm anxious to get things quite clear, can I hear it f_rorn 

your lips, that officially the Ministry of Defence is not saying U.F .Os do not exist? 
.... , 

Mr. Stevens: What we say is there are strange things to be seen in the sky, what 

we say most emphatically is we don't believe that. those represent alien spacecraft, 

we don't believe there's been a single alien spacecraft in our sky. 

R. Whiteley: Ah, well, you, Ray Nielsen, probably wouldn't agree with that? 

Rev. Nielsen: Well, of course I wouldn't agree with that. There are a good many 

people around the world who wouldn't agree with that for the simple reason th?t if 

you research this subject very, very carefully and, Mr.Stevens, I remember a case 

in 1962 where we're not talking about a thin pinpoint of light in the sky, we're 

talkir.9 about an encounter that a member of this country had and he was seventy­

five feet away from an object which he described perfectly as a craft of this 
... 

nature. That man released his information after his experience and his account. w~s 

published in the daily Press with a full explanation from your Department saying 

that what he'd seen was the reflections of his headlamps off a low flying cloud and 

yet your Department did not investigate that man until the day after you rele·a~·ed 

that statement. Now that is the kind of treatment I think that this ••• the peciple 

in this country are fed-up with, is the too simple explanation of something which 

obviously is an encounter of a very unusual kind. 

R. Whiteley: What you're saying is that it's too easy to laugh it off, what y'ou 

would call is a sighting? 

!'ev. Nielsen:_ Yes, absolutely, especially one of that close proximity. 

R. Whiteley: Well, Brian Straight ••• I mean Brian Straight is not laughing it off, 

you don't laugh off every cl<lim that's made do you? 

Mr. ~traight; No, certainly not, but Chrysis itself has recourse to a number of 

people with university backgrounds in everything from astronomy through phys!cs 

to psychology and our researches have indicated very strongly that the UFO 

phenomena is very much connected with the psychology of the witness. We think 

that this is very important, in that if you examine - as Ray said UFOs have be,en 

seen for hundreds of years, if you look at the sightings, the UFO itself al"'(ays 

·mirrors the level of technology of the society in which the witness exists ...... 

;· 
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R. Whiteley: Are you saying basically •••• are you saying that a person who 
actually wants to see a UFO probably will? 

Mr. Straight: No. 

R. Whiteley: .. because of that state of mind. 

Mr. Straight: No, I'm not saying that, what I'm saying is that ther~ appears to be 

some external phenomenon which is very badly understood which witnesses 

interpret in certain ways, exactly what that e~!..ernal phenomenon is .i? of course 

very difficult to say, as I say Romans saw flying. shields, Americans saw steam­
powered airships, people nowadays see spacecraft. 

R. Whiteley:_ Yes, but I mean the design hasn't actually changed,· r"mean they're 

very old-fashioned, they've been like that for years and years, haven't they, that 
shape? 

Rev. Nielsen: Well, I think logic tells you that if - and I'm not being dogmatic 

here, I'm just saying what we believe and other people too - if we believ·~ that these 

are intelligently controlled, and I believe they are, then whoever can manufacture a 

craft that can transverse millions of rniles of space and stiil be that size must be 
pretty well advanced • 

. R. Whiteley: Lady and gentlemen, just hold it there for a couple of. minutes, I 

want you all to listen to a clip of tape recorded specially for us by Mr.Raymond 
Cass of Bridlington. 

Mr. Cass: UFOs are a visual phenomenon. Things seen in the sky. Voices or radio 

signals of unknown origin are an audio curiosity which nevertheless have interesting 

parallels with UFOs. Pre:::er.t d::::y UFO investigators a&o di..-ided roav• bet·.vearo the 

nut::: and bolts theory, that is extra-terrestrial craft of a tangible nature and a rival 

and revolutionary hypothesis rapidly gaining ground that the UFOs are non-physical, 

possibly projections from the collective unconscious of mankind. 

. ....... 
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R. Whiteley: We'll, Mr.Cass there posing a couple of questions, but he goes on to 

claim that he has in claim recorded unexplained abnormal voices speaking·. ,in 

polyglot, that's an element where two or more voices are combined in one set. of 
speech. Listen to this. 

(Extract) 

Well, Mr. Cass reckons that he's recorded that polyglot far out in space. 

We've listened to it again and again and again and it seems to be a combinatio,n of 

sort of German, but we thought we heard the word a couple of times "Elvis", now, 

you know - I'm being serious, we thought we heard the name "Elvis". Now... we're 
all laughing away - you're not. 

Rev. Nielsen: I'm not. 

R. Wniteley: No, because you believe that but can I ask you, Mr.Stevens. in 

London, what do you think about this polyglot claim, recording voices from out of 
space? 

Mr. Stevens: Well, it's very difficult. All I got there was a bit of atmospherics and 

a couple of words which might have come from anywhere and I've no idea what they 

were, or what was said and I can't really comment seriously on that, but I wqt 
comment on what was said earlier on, which is that •• this idea that these alien 

spacecraft are not material and you find ·that the ufologists get forced more ond 

more into these extraordinary explanations. They suggest that there are tens of 

thousands of visits every year, it's i~co!lceivable that these can be fresh visits from 

distant •• some perhaps ten hundred light years away, so they must be hiding 

somewhere and when it can be proved that they aren't hiding it somewhere, people 

have to invent the kind of paranormal explanation, that they come from other 
space time continuance. 

R. Whiteley: He3ther Cooper, I wonder why don't these people land? 

Miss Cooper: Well, there are two wonderful paradoxes which Patrick has brought 

up: astronomers believe that we are very, very common in the universe, that life is 

probably very likely to be common, we're made . out of the mcst widespread 

chemicals and elements and that sort of thing. Okay, so life is common 'in the 

universe then. why on earth are all these people corning to look at us, are we some 

sort of celestial curiosity. So if all these things are indeec; artifacts of another 

civilisation coming to look ct us, why are they doing so? On the other hand if life 

'isn't common in the universe then why do we see so many UFOs? 

.... 

'.'.:.-
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R. Whiteley: Why don't they land then? ~ . ' 

Rev. Nielsen: Well, they have. The fu1swer very simply, Richard, is that they·have 

landed, that at the moment they are unable to land openly as many people would 

like them to, for example, in Central Park or Hyde Park.· . They are govern~d ~ery 

strictly by a law we believe which 'unables' them to directly interfere with our free 

will, in other words their introduction into our atmosphere is part of a controlled 

plan, something which has already been planned to help mankind, if mankind. wants 

to be helped, but if he treats the subject with ridicule, with contempt~· with 

scientific and .intellectual narrowmindedness, then they can only help us to. the 

degree that we accept them. 
•\. 

R. Whiteley: You're taking the brunt of this I think really, but never rnind. Most 

of the photos we see of flying saucers ••• 

Rev. Nielsen: ••• are blurred. 

R. Whiteley: Yes. 

Rev. Nielsen: Out of focus. 

. .. --

\ .. ~ . 
·: 

R. Whiteley: With the great sophistication we've got these days in photography ~nd 

tele vision and so on, why ••• 

Rev. Nielsen: I've gone into this very, very carefully, as you can well imagii}e, 

and a lot of photographs have been taken to general film in Hollywood, Kodak 

examines an awful lot of them, and i_t's the same not only with flying saucer 

phenomenon but with an awful lot of terrestrial phenomenon. It's very, ver·y 

difficult to photograph a clear picture of phenomena of this type. I believe that 

around each of these spacecraft that visits this earth is what we caB a field or 

force field and til is interferes, or interrupts with the P.mulsion on., the fl!m ;;.J tl!at 

you cannot get an absolutely clear-cut •••• as a matter of fact •.•• 

R. Whiteley: What's your view on that, Brian, do you agree with that? ·> 

Mr. Straight: Well, no, it's very .... obviously one hesitates to say that all the 

photographs that have been handed in to you •• research groups and governments 

are fakes, in fact. I've never yet seen a photograph which could not be faked in 

some way and to me that means that the photograph is, thert: fore, devalued. What 

interests me much more is why people need to think that these photographs are pf · 
. -

extra-terrestrial objects. You know, I think that there's a ve~y ...• in modern man 

there is some sort of need to believe that these things are extraterrestrial and 

they're brothers from out of space who're coming to save us. It seems to me that's 

··.·.·. 
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a much more interesting thing to look at than actually to take the photogr~ph 

apart, because you can't ever really prove when it comes to the sort of nth .degree 

of analysis whether a photograph is genuine or not, you can only say whether 'it's 
likely to be. 

R. Whiteley: Well, what I'm able to do now actually is to introduce you to some 

exclusive "Calendar11 film which we managed to take the other day, have a look at 

this. 
. .. 

(Film) 

You can see it there, it's coming through the murk there, you can· just 

see •••• there it is. Well, Ray Nielsen, that film has come into our possession, does 

that say anything to you? 
. . 

Rev. Nielsen: Not really, no, to be really honest with you, I mean I'd have to·see 

it in freeze frame and identify it, the same way that the New Zealand Government 

is taking the trouble to examine the film there. 

R. Whitele": Yes, okay, it was a difficult condition for you to see it in the bright 

lights of the studio on the monitor. Heather, did you have any theories on that? 

Miss Cooper: Well, I thought it was a frizby but I'm not saying anything morel.. · 

R. Whiteley: Well, actually that's very good because .. what a clever girl you are, 

because we have to come clean. We shot that yesterday afternoon in the garden 

outside the studios by tossing a tureen· ... covers a dish from the canteen up in the 

air. 

Rev. Nielsen: Well, freeze frame would have shown that up. 

R. Whiteley: You reckon? Okay, yes, I take the point. Now a lot of people say, 

indeed the House of Lords said on Ti 1ursday, governments - certnin gcvern:!"!ents arA 

hushing up the whole question of U.F.Os, so let me first ask you if you, very briefly; 

go along with that? 

Rev. Nielsen: Yes, I do. I was part of a scientific delegation last year to New 

York where I met Sir Eric Geary*. who's leading the delegation to the United 

Nations and I met scientists including Professor ~einek and they are all agreed that 

after years of investigation the evidence is overwhelmingly against, I'm afraid, the 

idea that everything's in the open. I'm afraid that there is a cover-up, t~e· big 

powers do not .•.• 

R. Whiteley: You r.all it the Cosmic Watergate I see. 
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Rev. Nielsen: Yes, that term was coined by a nuclear physicist by the name of· 
Dr.Stanton Cleeton* •••• 

R. Whiteley: Okay. Well, let's ask Mr.Patrick Stevens of the M.O.O., he is the 

man who'll be called upon to defend us from these things eventually: is the 

government covering up on these things, I mean do you know that they exist ,but 

you're sort of saying ... the government's saying 'nonsense, they don't exist', when 
you really know they do exist? .,, 

Mr. Stevens: It's total nonsense the idea of a cover-up and this is a thing which t.he 

ufologists keep corning back to, they know that if there were visits from· alien 

spacecraft on anything like the scale that's suggested, it must have come to ·the 

attention of governments, so when governments deny that they know anything at all 

about alien spacecraft ever having arrived, the ufologists promptly say it must b.e ·a 

cover-up, but there really isn't any cover-up, there's nothing to cover up, there 

never have been any alien spacecraft here and all the evidence, including the very 

extensive scientific studies done by the Americans, indicate that there's nothing at 

all in the way of alietl spacecraft visiting here. UFOs there are, in the sense .Of 

things which are seen in the sky and require explanation, but there are perfectly 
sensible explanations for them. 

R. Whiteley: Well, of course Mr.Nielsen thinks that they are friendly, but I ju~t 

wondered if you gentlemen in the Ministry of Defence are taking precautionary 

steps in case th~.:y do exist and in case they're hostile. Are there any defence 

systems we have to use against them? 
'. 

Mr. Stevens: No, at least to use against curious phenomena in the sky, you don't 

need any defence systems. I don't know how I can convince somebody who really 

believes that there's a cover-up. Lord Strabolgi sRid in the House of Lords the 

other day, speaking on behalf of the Government he said 'really there is no cover­

up' and he gave his total assurance. What evidence can I produce? 

Rev. Nielsen: He's hardly liable to say anything else, but permit me to say th.is, I 

mean the Earl of Kimberley and I were discussing this the other day and he doe~rt't 

regard the House of Lords debate as being o defeat. You don't expect somebody to 

turn round and say - 'oh yes, yes, you're right, all these years we have been 

withholding evidence', you can't. say that. All that we can hope is that there are at 

least ten governments now who have told the U.N. that they are willing to submit 
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evidence that they have collected over the years, let's hope that gradually when 

this cornes out in the open, more governments will follow suit and say - there yo.u 

are, there's the evidence, you make up your own mind. 

R. Whiteley: Heather, I know you haven't said, you know, that you don't believe .. ~ 
you're prepared to believe the 2%, but is there one thing would convince you as an 

astronomer that they exist. Would one have to land basically in Hyde Park and 

chaps get out of it for you to believe •••• . .. 

Miss Cooper: I'~ like that very much indeed. I want physical evidence which can 

be analysed in the laboratory basically, I want... . .. 

R. Whiteley: A bit of metal or what? 

Miss Cooper: A bit of metal, if it haL1 an unusual composition, if it had unus~al 
radioactive properties or something like that. I would like perhaps to ••• for fTlOre 

astronomers to see UFOs, it's very strange that astronomers don't see UFOs, 

they're the chaps w'1o're out all night observing. People who're out at night don't 

tend to see UFOs, it tends to be - and can I come back to your psyc~ological point -

people perhaps who want to see UFOs do see them. 

R. Whiteley: Very briefly because we've only got thirty seconds left. 

Rev. Nielsen: Well, in the House of Lords it was menticnad that 2 Ministry of 

Defence document was published where it listed eighteen people who had had 

contacts over the last two years. 

Mr. Stevens: I've got that document in my hand 

hand •.•• 
I have that document in my 

R. Whiteley: (interrupting) Well, we're focussing on it, we can see a jolly good.~ .. 
Mr. Steven~: i can tell you straightaway that il is nolhi11y likt: ••. n~JJJutely lik~:: e:my 

i·v1inistry of Defence document; it's got these alleged sighiings, but. anybody who 

knows anything about Ministry of Defence documents could tell you that's a fraud. 

(interruptions) Refer to anybody who knows anything about the Ministry of 

Defence, there's no date, there's no such Department .... 

R. Whiteley: (interrupting) Thank you very much ;r;deed. All of you in the st.udio 
thank you very much. 

• .. ooOoo ... 

~ denotes phonetic spelling 

! . 
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_ 13 _ V.!._f.HfOiNT fl(:{tl~~!"i_!i)S l.Y.(.:11 €) ' 
· FLYING SAUCER NEWS 

, . · Sight i ngs continue unabated, appea I i ng to newcomers; o I d hands tend to skip 
them; veterans real lse that povernments knew In 1947 that Saucers were real and 
_had made contact. : · ' · 

. :In 1947. :Aii!the !ie~, lnvestlgatio~s, pontificatlons of the past-31 years 
have·_ been a ·cyn leal cover-up. Let 1 s face that • 

. ~- ],,,· ::': : Let's:p!ease; too,· spaPe a thought of thanks to the Space PeopZes tor the 
i" prodlgious.effort of providing constanth1or1d-wide s_ightings, and let's be grateful 

._for the progress _we earth! ings have made in truly opening our minds, 

so that the Space-Peoples can Increase the repeat-visits-to-the-same-area­
·because weal l now welcome/accept their quiet help, and our group aura has I ightened 
enough to · 

_ratse_the_frequency of contacts. 

- - HOME NEWS ; 
======--=== 

o i/·o··a ··o o · o o o o o · o o ··o o o o o o o o o o o .. o o o o. o o o o o o o o o o o o o o 
o_ .: UFO/ 4S/MEM0/666/78 .. :. :: . . . :· . - ; :-;-..: ~ . . . . _· ; ; COPY 17 I 75 0 

o--MINISJRY OF DEFE~CE DEPARTMENT OF AERIAL-STUDIES 
0 

~ *** CLASSIFIED T6 ALL PERSONNEL BELOW. AGDO 2 ~ _ 

o !;;ONTACTS FOR THE YEAR ENDED 22/2/78 (23l AS FOLL0\1S: o 
o 1<5634 LEICESTER 559/7C CLASS 5 23/ 5/77 e935 o 
o ·-1<5635 BRADFORD · > I I A/? CLASS 5 24/ 5/77 I .116 o 
o K5636 LONDON CSWl, 559/7C CLASS 3 16/ 6/-77 0600 o 
0 1<5637 0 

·o K5638 LONDON (S\'il . 559/7C CLASS 5 23/ 7/77 1755 o 
o . 1<5639 FALMOUTH . 558/0'X CLASS 2D 23/ ·7/77 1721 o 
o 1<5640 · LLANELLI 555/C4S CLASS 5 I I B/77 0931 o 
·o K5641 SOUTHALL !)40 OKI'i/2 GLASS _16 II/ 9/77 1159 o 

,,.,:,.,-o >K564-2 LEEDS 559/7C CLASS. 5 18/10/77 04.45 o 
o 1<5643 BELFAST 088/23 CLASS 16 22/11/77.·2350 o 
o K5644 ABERDEEN 088/23. . CLASS 6 .. 23/1.1 /77 0020 o 
o 1<5645 SLOUGH 559/7.C . CLASS., 5 . 14/.1 ?/77 1807 o 
o K5646 BELPER H6/44/46 ClASSJ6~; 23/12/.77 2300 o 
o 1<5647 DERBY 559/Kvl ·_• CLASS. ··s . 31 !12/77 1305 . o 
o "1<5648 TRURO .559/? · _..'' . CLASS 'a .. "2/ 1/78 0430 o 
o . . 1<5'549. SELElY 1080/46- :- CLASS 16 . 23/:1/78 1056 o 
0 K5650 GlASGOW 559SER I ES CLASS 5 . I I 2/78 0945 0 

o K5651 LONDON <El 7A/7C CLASS 23 22/ 2/78 1201 o 
. o /.*ENDLIST . . . o 

o CLASSIFICATION NOTIFIED TO THE FOLLOWING DEPARTMENTS: o 
o METRPOLITAN POLICE o 
p . DEFENCE <AI.R FORCE) o 
o DEFENCE (CJVILl o 
o SPECIAL PATROL GROUPS o 
o B.~.C. (INTELLIGENCE BRANCH) o 
o SUB-REGIONAL CO~~ROLS o 
o Ca~PUTER DATA SECTION o 

o MICROWAVE COiv\'vlUNICATIONS NETI'IORK o 
o /*END LIST . , o 
o FURTHER CONTROLS AND DATELINE NETWORK CMDAR VIA NDHQ. C~ELTENHAM o 
o OPERATION 23 t{OTIFICATION TO SECTIONS B H \~ Z VIA NDHQ CHELTENHA~1 o 
o· NOHAD CYBERTECR L'INKF6 o 
o ·DATA COMPILATION NETWORK SECTIONS . H K W o 
o 1 FURTHER NOflFICATION FOR ACTION TO BE TAKEN VIA COMM. 46 (78} o 
o RLO CIA NORJI.O UFO 23 o 
o · *** Ll STED AND CLASS IF I ED - .. . -.. , o 
0 

/*END COPY 17/ 
0 

75 CLI\SSIFIED 2298/44/C/AGOO 2/23M 0 

.0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
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. "I would I ike i"o mention to you wha·t a wonderful sight my husband and 1 .._; 
about four weeks ogo. li" was one whole field covered in /\ngel Hair. The flelc. 1s 
gro~m for hay so there is clover and lo·t-s of tufts of grass and it was on a Sunday 
morn·lng at 7.15 a.m. ' It was a lovely morning, so peaceful ond quiet and ·nobody 
was about, only us and we always take Simba, our dog, on th!s field. Then · ~m sa~/ 
it- it was lovely, everywhere was this Angel Hair. I was picking it up on my 
hands and as it was melting, Simba was l lcking it off I Ike I ittle droplets of 
water and on every tuft of grass they i coked I ike I itt I e. s i I very domes and they 
g I i stened in· the sun I i ght. The who I e fie I d was covered. Now they can 1 t say 1-r ~1as 

spIders 1 webs because it wou I d have tal<en m i I I ions of spiders to· have done that in 
one night. Even my .husband said that, It was so thick. It was a· lovely sight." 

Mrs ...... Faversham, Kent. 
. .. . 

()()()()()()()()()()()(~()()()()()()()()()()()()()()()()()()()()() 

Kent and Sussex Courier 23.6. 78 (credit C.E.\1oodcraft) 

~!!~Q!=~~2~~~~~g!g~=g~~~=tQ~=t2k~gt=~M~~!~~=~M~~~¥2k~ 
11 1 1 could not believe my eyes,' safd 34 .year old Mr. , who is 

carrying out a geology survey_ for the S6uthern Water Authority. 1 I was looking down 
·the valley towards Lady Castle Stewart.1 s est11te when I just saw something sll.houettro 
against a high bank of fir trees. The forest around:· the radio station· is something 
.I Ike 6.00 t_t above sea level and I was sort of looking down on lt. It was 500 to 
600 ya.rds ·away and about 50 to 60 ft below me, but about lOOft above the ground, ' 
It was flying down the valley towards Nutley and I would have only seen it because 

: It was out I i ned against the trees. It ·move"d on over: the A22 and vanished In the 
horizon. From where my mate, , ~nd I picked up seeing It we reckon it 
covered about four mi I es in three .. i"o· four seconds. 

I am colour .bl ind but. my mate· tel Is me it -was I lght coloured underneath and 
·red .ori ;top·.·.··.·The·.>flrst glance, the f .irst instant impression, was of the shape of a· 
high-powered. ·speed boa-r, · the sort that race in the channe I • There was no eng in~ 
noise and I coutd not imagine anything I ike a plane travel I ing that fast and that : 
low. ·ft was moving too fast for a crop spraying machine, and anyway ttiere is 
noth.ing .to spray there. It's just for~st. I contacted the police in the hope that 

.someone else might have reported seeing it. It was about 2.30p.m. on Tuesday 
June 13, and as the object went over the big lay_.by on the A22 I thought a lorry 
driver or someone who stopped there might have seen it or coul.d have corroborated 
the slght_ing. 

l suppose a couple of seconds had passed before I tapped my mate on the 
shoulder to draw his attention to the object. He agreed with me that we could not 
see wings on it. It ~~s about 20 to 30 feet ~ng. I could not get a true shape 
of Its depth because I was I ook I ng at It sideways and on top and it. f I ew diagonally 
across our. view·. I had the imoression It was ~/edge shaped with possibly a slight 
rise in the middle. it was· very eerie because it moved at such a fantastic speed, 
300 to 500 mph, we worked out, and very low. to the ground. 

I have never seen anything I ike it. When the Biggin Hi! r air show is on we 
always hear the noise of the· jets as they scream over tha hi II, but this· was 

. compZeteZy siZent. I suppose we might have heard a murmur if we had not had the 
rig running. I just could not explain it •. It was good day! ight and · I don't drink. 
It could not have been an aeroplane. It just did not click with anything I had 
ever seen before." 

..... 

() () () () () () () () () () () () '>'> () () '> () () () () () () <;<) () () () ()() ()() 

Wythenshawe Express and Recorder 2.6.78 
11
-- and we're walking along Nearbrook Road, BP-ncbill 

·lookin~s sister whfm a strange object suddenly appeared just above- the 
rooftoP.~ as they approached Broadoak Road, shaped I ike a wor I d war two tin he I met, 

- ·iJged 13 said: 'It was massive, bigger than a jet plane. There were I ights 
9) I around it and h1o beams coming out- from it. 1 · 

- aged 14, 9dded: 'It was low down, jus-t- above the house, and it hovered 
f.or a coup I e of minutes ancl -I" hen d i sappe<Jred. We ran -tov1ards it trying to get u 
closer I ook. 1 It \~as-· s second c i ose encoun1'er . Onc0 when he wa s on hoI i d'O!y in 
Wa I es, ·he sat~ 'r .... o bright. things' f I <Jsh aero:;:; the sky • . 'Tlawe wzs no exp I an:~;- ion 

• ) -J '· 

( 
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Subjec . 

Report of U.F.O. 

h\INUTE SHEET . Reference 

r·1 · · 4 

Station .::~ ... :':~.?E:7.':'.~~·-························· · ······ · ······ · ···· Date 21st ..:..pril 1070 . ...................... :;. ............... ~ ..................... . 

Chief Superintendant-
I 

21st April 1978, I attended 
and · there intervie•.-Ied Hr 
wife-- Telephone N 

ort that at 7 .OCa~ ?r:!. :.:..:.; 
Gulc~r, ~u~ -e ~~f~~: 

ears, --~tcher, and. his 

stated at 8. 30r:n she l t)cY.e'i fro:n 1"1er r<:s.r ~·cr-.. ~· . -- .. - -- ~ "·-·· - .. 
t object in the sky upo:1 closer exa:::inc.ticn she sa'-' 

what apl eared to be a round white brit):t coj.ect c:.rcund 4 tb:es ::;~c-.;-~:­
than a star. She sumr;:ond her husband, :1e locked. throu;r. the \~i:".·~c~-­
and sa .-: the same. 

1-';.r .. then looke-:;_ at the object through his bir)ocul:;:rE; a.:-.~ 
described it <' S round, bright red circu~c.r in· shape t.,.i th a dark b::i 
circumscribimg asrr:all area to the up;;er half of the s:;here • 

. ~~ IIIII stated the object hung arou~d for 1 hour flyi::g in a 
North South direction, then went away in a western direction. 

He could only describe its locatior: as directly above the 'lt"il.:.;;~:: 

of Scapego~t Hill. 

The area around Scapego~:t hill is surrounded by varies t:--~:es c: 
transmitting and receivin€;CA.erio..ls :L ha•re ·checked t!:ese out ~md ~:..:. 
rippe3r in o:d.er. I ha11e s~cken to perk:::cr.:-~el ;;t the 3BC: ra·:ic 
transmitting station at Fole t-:oor an· they have infcrr.:~d r.:.:: that 
all is in order. 

Could a copy of this plec.se be passei to t~!e •,\·ar de!-'ert!~E-nt 
at \·lakefield for tr:ere inforo.uticn. There !-.ave been nc other rer ~:-t5 
of a UFO in this area .at this time. 

FC 
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Form 65. 
------------~------i--------~---------r~~---------.-----~~ 

STATION. , .. , ,__ "1"1 DIVI510N .• , Q n v ,. DIVN. H.Q. ···'< _ 1:_.! 

RANK. 

SUBJECT 

.i.t!.;.;..:;· .. n..~...~o. :.,. 'aJ ... JtO:t'G.::! I~ r1 r '· REF. REF. '/ ~-1..'!> ! / • 

.• 

in 
by 

!:c~ r:.thr;·r- r.z nc:.:--ts c:t u t:fv h:~ve l,o~n r~:co ivc'l. nt 
thin nt::--.t:~.cn. !t 1:-iJ.l bo rwc.•n that i\-z'o - dj_:l not 
r.~1;;· o/·t t1::L'J 1\!!:\t~- -~~r \trlt;J.~ t.;. -J.i.r.:" ~.;ho :\:(~:!...1.uiriac~ · a~:,.y ~-r)t.icl" 
t:t.lo ovc:m:Li!g nc·'.-:s im.lJ.c:t:\.:1 r.!:~~: tho J.oc~J. pC.}"Cl"" rc :7o:Ct('d 
n ~1ir-~~ -~4J~:' .. 1. c~ c1:f. c ;..f~~~ ~~~J .. [:::~ c·~;~~u ·t :\..21 ~;11.\-: .. :ot:-~vll c~f ~a.1~~111d c:~!l 
~-1.,~-,~--l'O..:J,.,::.<•r"":r,..,. 1''.; ~ .•• , .,_. 
v .... 1.....,.,.1 t~ .t., ... J ... -u.a...lv..t.."''\1 "-·t...:r""'• 

I n.nk tl!a:t thi!~ cover!.r~.;; ,-~;port '.in f'o::?:-r~J.cd. to 
He::'.c1(1U(~r~~l~~1 ~taf.for:l. fc::- t;it.;.::J.r inZo:r-.. :aationo 

Tha Chief con3tnb1o o 
STAP.lO~ID. 

- . 2 

Chief Superintendent He~ings, 

Please for¥ra.rd to Headquarte 

11 4 78 ·· -·-- ------ - - , Sup 
·.- · · - •. Q . . : •.• : ..... ., ··- .. .._.. . 
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DOWN nx the forest . B:t JP.Cvt §-;5ll and GILL mA~"fiN 
.somoth!ng glowed .•• 
and yesterday pollee were 
.sc-archir .. :; for a UFO· 
which started a flre .. · 

But n'r.-:t tl1ey •v.·ept the 
a!·c~ wil h a ·G'I.!lCt'r counter 
ec>U:liCr !o;: pos~iUle rad~o­
ac:ivlty. · 

The UF'O c~rr.e down In 
the King-.ta1~ding l\rCa ot 
A15lldO\'·i:l ForC'st, nc.n Enst 
Grlns~.::J.d, SL~S:,C:<, on \\'cd ... 
nc . ..:d~!.Y n~ght. 

It W~l:j ::.e~i\ by ~!rs 'M. R.:· 
XnotL:n~. cf Yew Trer. r':lnn, 
C!O'.::~~llO~I.;;C l .. {Hl(', Nut.lc;r. 
S~c rcportt·d a my:stcr~cus 

00.11 c-r li~l)t dropj)in~ through 

~\\~ ~:~r~~\~t l:~o 1~~o t~j~lf~?; 
the g;.·vun<.l. 'l'hq time: : 10.30. 

!i:"lntt:di:\ll•ly fire 'hro!.;.e ou~ 
1:1 t,wo al'CQ.$-One sprcadlng · 

to tllrCc a.or-cG, the ot.ner tO Inwood's daughters, Jncqucline, 
or.e &tre. 13, e.nd Chris!inc, 15 • 
. Firc:nen put_ -cut the bl::l.ze. Tor;clhar, th4:'Y 3:.1.·.-.· them~ 

~"-nd. c.s . police coml:\C? . chnr~e colota· from red to 
through the ::,."t:ot·cllcd ea.tt.n '

4 
blue to _,vhi Lc t..o ,r;1·cen. · 

ye~tcrctn.y, (arne reports !ro_mj_ ··It Wa!i moving ('n';\~icnllt 
o~hcr pr.ot,lo who hnd -va!r · ov'l?'r Twc.slcdown, Aldcl':shot, 
nc<:scd·thc stre:nge sightin~;. •. "My nrst imprc!-'.::iiO!l when 

P;\~e 8~~~~~{;;i~l\n ~~~iJ'~ · . ~·u~t~;~~d tl~~tt ~f. v~{~ ~~1~I1t 
11-act nnswcr0d an emergency T.'l<l~ tslm· w;;ts ovcdu~nd." 
call from o. buf!led school S.'\id ·con.:.;l.aQ1c Inwood. ~ 

. w,reto\ker. '11)o tin:e ~ {1.50. 11;· ;;,,r~;;t~c~n~ t~~tl.~?6·l~ 

Colours lin,;;~~- all the time lt w-a.s 
c.hni1:;ing colour. Re ended up 'bOOKing a . 

multi-coloured U&'O. ·The· 
:J.1.year~old or:lcer Htationcd .at 
A~h. nca1: A1dt·rshot, · 1-:tood 
v:ntch\n.o;: the object tor 25 
minutes. 

Vlith hlm wns t.h..:' ca.rett•'ker. 
Pet-er Im\'OOd, aged 50, a 
fo~·mer mcJnbel· o! the Ro:vr.l 
o:c.sarver Corps, e.nd Mr 

"I f:~W passing aircraft 
. bec.,\l.H"' . the lli~ht sky wns 

very clcllr n.nd I'm n.OOolutclY 
er.-nphatic th;:~ot this was not 
one. 

"I clldn't l>clicvc In UFOS 
bC!O'I'c~ but now I l1ave. M 
open mlnd on the matter." 

He wound up mn.kin.tt an 

oinci~1.l report t.o cour.ty po1lce 
ileadQunrLc~ 1n Gu!ld!ord • 

Caret..a:,("r lnvtorx\ to1d how 
· he foC\J..'J~d his blm,::ul:\rs on 

the •::n:ip;h~ Hn~lnp; cbjcct • 
".All I 11~'.d to ctrin'.: ~\<\t 

ni1~ht ··,.,..n..<; L\lcozade," he !laid. 
"'l'h!..-; wu.o; no aircraft or 

h~lkovter, l'd .stake my life 
on tlmt. 

"E-venlunll:r. artl..•r more 
th!\n two hours, lL dro;m•~rt 
be-hind &.""~me trees on t11e 
horl:ton nnd we wen~ to bed.'' 

Sc<~red 
The st!·nnr.!c enr.oHntcr w~.r; · 

ah:o witnc;-;sctl in H1.rnl.•o:ou~h 
bv housC<wil.'c Mrs Mau1·e~?n 
Slater. oC Hindle Close. at'ld 
her 11-vco1.r-old sen, Andrew. 

The boy, and two pals, ?.'ere 

Pl~~~gg ~~c~. t~;al;Jrc~!·a~~~a 
f.is mother. •• \Ve saw a l:u·ge, 
clgnr-shnped ot.jcct ho\'ering 
O'.o'er the plo.ylng fie-lds." 

'l1le tilne:,. 9 o'clock. 

;wt;i C/1./J;;:;.c~. 

.. .... : 
• ~ I• '• . 

Scare<!, tho boys meed to' 
Anrtrcw'a heme. llls nl.Ot.her 
v.·nl1tt.'d outside to 1;tare 1nt.o 

i~io s\11e · ·(1\.~~~c~is~~1Pecru-~!f..l 
11al"l\!n.g Ug!tts slle coU.:d nO't 
cxpla.in. . 

~1eanwh\1t:', b~ck 1n Stu:.'>ex, 
p.c.llce, who ha.ve cnll~<.l off tl:le 
'UI·'O hur.t sng:.;c~t L?o'O 
n~p!.mntion~ : nircr:~rt !rum 
DC':\r\~y Out.wick or /urny 
1h~n:s. 

·rhc 1-.liHi:;try N nerenc'l' 
C<.·nti111~s Lh;lt Hues <:.oi!ld 

}~~.~~ ~~l~~~lt'~51~ t~·~ :f~r~'\~et 
And tlnr<'.'> wetc c..:-rtu.inly 

fired by soldier~ on. e:<.erci:;;cs. 
'nc•w Ash. : 

But t.he fln.l'cs aTe .• .,.;11lte--· 
not like the multi~c\)!o\\red 
li~~hts sit:hled-anu 011ly ln.st 
10 ,.:;ecom!~ 

•· so· if nn:.·one sr~.w nnythlng 
· e1sc it must hQ.\·e ~en one or 

those famous UFOs" s-aid a.· 
Mini~try o! Defence spokes-
man. · 

;!.· lb. 
4 r-e-p·:d~ L. c~ jet~ ~ /~/l(~r L?: __ ·- ·. -. 

p 
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BY, POLICEl\IA"N '~ 

. A former Royal Ob;crver f 
Corps f!l€'l"h"~ "-..t - --"--------- .·· 
told ycst 
coloured..; 
object wh 
Wcdne.sda 
Inwood, ! 
Craggs, 24 
said the ~ 
and Hamj 

At thj 
l\laurccn. 
Farnboroj 
and two 1 
cigar-sbai 

· hu1·crEd C 

a local r~ 
said it hi 
and red l 

Mr.anw 
in the I 
Ashdown 
Grinstead 
\\hich WI 
resident ; 
heathlan( 
~ailed oq 
~~~ ~~-~i 

Do'PVn 
t' 

lJl1 
By Ian l\lorton 

POLICE were searching 
part of Ashdown Forest 
in Sussex and carrying 
out radioactivity checks 
today after a UFO inci-

. dent in which r;orse was 
set on fire. . 

. In a separate incident t·.,·o 
men wntched a mu!ti-ccl·J<tred 
UFO for more than an hour 
near Aldcrshot and a Farn­
borough woman reported ti1.:1t 

'her \'otm!:: son had ten• 
frightened ·bv a UPO. 

The si[:htiil:;;;; arc the l:it"-.;t 
in a s'eric.;; of UFO repo1 t~ m 
the Surrey and St;s~ex areas, 
some of them by peopie with 
exp~rience of aeronautical 
matters. 

In the Kino;st:lndlntr :tre::t of 
Ashdo\\'n Forest :t 10-st;·ot:g 
pollee sq:tad searched the 
grour:d fo:- a UFO said ro 
have sc~ fire to r:orse at about 
10.30 !.1.;.~. n;~~h t. 

A resident at a nea:·by 

' 

- ·-- ·--.... - ··---~ .. --... .t:.....J...o..-:.~;,_ .. _ 

: ~IULTI-COLOt5J~ 
UFO SIGHTED 

UY POLlCE~f.\ ;\" 
.J> I ; .. .=t f'.~ 1/Li77l 
~A fonn('r Jioyal ObH'r\·er 
.orp; memhrr· and a pulic<'man 
nld yesterday of a multi­
~ol_uurcu . unirk11tilied flving 

• l~JC'Ct wh1ch ):l~th watched on 
:\·cduc;day nt;;';lt. .\tr Peter 
_!lll'uod, 50, and Pc Alan 
:'~aggs, 24_, -~oth of A~h. Surrer, 
.:11d the lJ J- 0 11 as orer 5urrey 
and Hampshire. . 

At the same time ).frs 
!\Iaureen Slater. :56, of nearbv 
Fmnborough, H<lllls, her son 
a_nd ti1·o of his fr;<!r.ds saw a 
ctgar·shnped U F 0 which 
ho1·ert>d close to thr. ;rrouud at 
a ~oc~l recreation ground. She 
satd It ha? flashing blue, green· 
and red. lt!!hts. 
• Meanwhile a police search 
m the Kingstandir:g area: of 
A~!tdOII'n Forest near Ea<:t 
Gn.n-;tead, Sussex, for a U F 0 

1 wh!~h was reported by a iocal' 
rc.srrot,nt to ha,·e set fire t~ 

( hr;~thland on Wednrsda_v was 
.: ~ailed off ye~terday after noth· 

· - wg was found . 
. - . . - . ~· ..... 

"') ~) 
-~-.P.--. _ _..._. -.-

\ 

{--~,1- _eo. "!'fi rv-.; .)_ . . o U J4"" £1>. 
liJ .1r e _ fi v >(~C) t!;.a=:~ u \ JL · ~u 

el(' ~~ b·IJ.·)"'·' 
!arm rcpo{tL~l • a "'n~vstcry corpbrar a'l R:\F West D!·av­
objcct which fell from the sky ton, r;111!! his o!d base. wile:-e 
and broke in two a:; it hit th~ it w,~o; con;1r:t1e;i that the R.-\F 
ground, ca:;.>ing the fire, 5.lid had no knowledge of t.he 
In"pect-Jr P•1t Re:::an, of E;IS~ obJect. . 
Gri11stcad. At the S:Hne _tune a -;t,·oman 

at F:wabo:·oug::n ran2: pohcc Firemen put out t!1e blaze. 
Police were checkinii: fo:­
possible radioactivity as we!! 
as ev!dPnce of the Ial!u;z 
object. 

Red· white, blue 
A policeman at Ash, Surrey, 

who was formerly in the l!Al-', 
.sa:d he \vn.~ched a. ~ult! -
coloured UFO fo:- more than 
''0 """l!l)llt,~ . .5 
• P~ ·AI;n 'craggs was call~d 
to Ash Vialsh School by the 
carNaker who had b,•c-n 
watchin;; the object for more 
than an ho:n·. 

Both men saw the UFO 
ch:mge colour from red to 
blue to white and finl!:v to 
green. It llloved en-,~tic::~l!·;· i!; 
the .;;k•t over 'I'we~li'ri•Y.vn, 
Aldcrshot. travE."l.:ing north. 
P:~ ·_ Craggs, _ a on~· time 

· t-o s:w ·her 1·oung: son had been 
fri!!htenej !_,;· an oi:!Ject in the 
;;k\· wh:ch !.';:tve oJt b!'ig:ht 
golden fl.<'>iJes as h hovt::·ed 
over Pl.l1·ing: fields. 
8 LOS A:-1GELES: What a o­
pe:.; red to be a meteor !'hsh€d 
ar:ro~s the sky above L(;3 
Angeles lt?a,. ing- a !tail of bni .. 
lian: li·~ht an~l o:·on1:')t!n~ bun­
d:-eds of tekJ:hc.ne ::ails 1 UP:). 

I 
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A. Date, time and duration of 3i$ti~o (Local times to be quoted). 

E. DencriP.tion of ob,ject. (Number of objects, size, shape, colours, 
brightne~3, sound, smell, etc). 

/;~({- ~LI- ~~~ ~ r--w-IJ:e --~ fJU-tU . 
',A JJ_ -~-< JZjU: ~~~_/_ J!--#( '~-- i: A ~ 

C. Exact no~ition observer. (Geographical location. Indoors or outdoors. 
Stationary or moving) •. 

y ?\J?~ CJz; / 
~· 

(N~~ binoculars, other optica.l.devico, _3till or D. Hmr observed. 
movie camera.). 

E. Direction in which object wa.a first seen. (A ·la.ndm~k may.ba more u::.~ful 
than a. badly estimated bearing) • 

. ..,/'· 

F. Anr{le of sight. (Estimated heights are unreli11.ble). 

---
G. Distance. (By reference to a known lapdmark v.herever :possible). 

H. Movementn. (Changes in E, F and G may be of more use tha.n estimates of. 
course and speed). 

--
J. Met_eorolol{ical. conditions during observations. (Moving clouds, h.:l.ze 
mist etc). . 



jREDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT! .,,;~~~'''" "'''"" · ·= ':~:-;~Vi.~: ~ <L\;; }. !l', 
'-':1(~~-~~:· ; :·.~ ,-~;:~~/i :f~P· - . 

- ~·41: ' ' . . 

." ~.- / 
' . .J 

:-:·r ob,jects •. (Telephona lines; high volta~ · linea; reservoir, la.'lce 
· .. <1L!lp or marsh; river; high buildings, tall chimneys, steeples, spirea, 

· 'l'V or radio masts; airfields; generating· plant J factories, . pits or other si tea 
with flood-lights or other night lighting)~ 

L. To whom reported. (Police, military organisations, the press etc) • 

N. Any backec-ound on the informant 

. ~.__ ~~~ C:f:7 
that may be volunteered. /~· . 

. . 
0. Other wi tnes·s~s. 

P. nate and time of receipt of report. 

!REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT! 
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f" Jl• ., . 

• 
~. Date, time and duration of si~tin~4 (Local times to be quoted). 

B. Description of ob,ject. (Number of objects, size, shape, colours, 
brig!Ytne::w, sound, smell, etc). . 

J;:h c.. J.-17 --iryt~·- AWc.-.ie-l!.y ,-,&-~~ e~_h._ 
IJ'/{;)j - ·-J~u - ;.uf -9~ - ·~¢e) f /e ~ 

C. Exact no~ition observer. (Geographical location. Indoors or outdoors. 
Stationary or moving) •. 

Jv CN cJ~ ~eR 9/e_J;( / ~, 
A~~~ _/(;:~~ 4~ 

D. Ho\T observed. (Naked~, binoculars, other optical.devico, .atill or 
movie camera.). ,_---- · 

E. Direction in which object waa first seen. (A ·lan~k may.be more us~ful 
than a. badly estimated boa.ring). 

F. An~le of si5ht. (Estimated heights are unreli~ble). 

G. Distance. · (By reference to a. known lapdma.rk v.herever possible). 

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

..; • Meteorological condi tiona during observations. (Moving clouds, h.l.ze 
mist etc). 

:··-~· 



-- • • • ·~-- - •• ¥ --~ • • • - -- '.:""':" ... ·-- •. - - -

!REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT! .·- _,. :i _., -

, .. 

1_- ) 
· ·-<~' . 

-··:·r ob_j~ •. (Telephone lines; high volta9;e · linee; reservoir, lake 
, . .:...np or marsh; river; high buildings, tall chimneys, steeples, spires, 

· 'J.'II or radio masts; airfields; generating- plant J !'actories, pits or other si tas 
with flood-lights or other night lighting). 

-~ -

L. To whom reported. (Police, Uu.lita.ry organisations·, the press etc). 

M. 

N. Any background on the informant that ma;r be volunteered. 

0. Other wi tnes's-es. 

P. Ib.te and time of receipt -of r-eport. 

!REDACTED ON ORI~INAL D(?SUMENTI 

;:' •. 



•' 
RE:PO?.T OP Alr UNXI!E:JI.'TIFmD FLYTITG OBJE!CT -- _...,__ . 

A.. futc. tirne and duration of 3iP;hti~~ (Local times to be quoted). 

? -(0 rrn. 
B. ,De:.cription of object. (Number of objects, size, shape, colours, 
bri,¢~tne~~. sound, smell, etc). · 

~ e- U~r-fo t£ )<0{ -A&~ 7~ -r 
~,( .1~-t. -t )~ ~Llj . 

C. Exact no~ition observer. 
Stationary or moving).. -

(Geographical location. Indoors or outdoors. 

D. HO\r observed. 
movie camera.). 

~() 
(N~~binoculars, other optical.devico, .atill or 

.• 

E. Direction in which object was first'seen. (A ·land.ma.l.-k may.ba mora us~ful 
than a badly estimated boa.ring). 

F. An~le of sight. (Estimated heights are unreli~ble). 

G. Distance. (By reference to a. known lapdma.rk v.herever possible) • 

.. 
~ A-/-JL ~ c;.· ~ 

3-4- }~ ~~ 
H. Movements. (Cha.nges in E, F and G may be of more use tha.n estimates of. 
course and speed). 

--
.J. Meteorological condi tiona during observations. (Moving clouds, ha.z~ 
mat etc). 

. ,, ... 
_., • ..._¥ 



!REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT! 
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···:·r ob,jects •. (Telephone lines; high volta9;e·linea; 'reservoir, lake 
· .. .::..;np or ma:r:sh; river; high buildings, tall chimneys, steaplea, spirea, 

· 'J.''I o:::: r;:;.Cio masts; airfields; generating" plant; factories," pits or other sites 
with flood-lights or other night lighting). 

t. _Towhom reported. (Police, military organisations, the press etc). 

T>r F- {N) 

·An. 

N. Any background on the informant that may be volunteered. 

0. Other ~i tnas·ses. · · 

P. Date and time of receipt of report • 

. .. 
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\REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT\ 

THIS REALI.Y IS NONSENS"S. THBRB 'S NOTHING TO COVER 
.AI.L THB l'~VIDF:NCE AVAILABLE TO !·!OD, \·lE DON'T Bh'I1IEVE 
HAS BVER Brr··~N A.N :\LJ -r<~N S~:>ACB CRAI<'T HRRB. 
f''I.RST: LORD STRf\EOLGI , SEBAI<ING IN THB liOUS><; OF LORDS LAST 
\'/Elo:K, GAVE AN 1\SSUHANC rj TH!\.'1' THERT~ \JAS ITO GOVriRNT•iENT COVim UP 
l]) YOU DON'T 'P.EITBVE nn.c, I DOH' T KNOW HOH TO CONVINCE YOU. . • 
BUT I 'LI1 TRY. 
SBCOND: THE AR.R.IVAL OF ONE ALIEN SPACE CRAF'r 1llOUI,D BE A 
STumJfNG EVENT. Till~ SKI3S FULL OF PJ1IEN SPAC.E CRAFT, AS THE 
UFOLOGISTS CLAIN, COUI1D NEVER BE K3l~T HIDDEN FRON THE 
SCIENTIFIC COT·TI·1UNITY gVEN IF THE GOVERNl'·iBWr 'diSHED. ANY 
IDEA 0}, A COVBH UP ELJST INCLUDE TH3 SCIENTIFIC CO!;J·iUNI'.PY' 
AND ANYONE HHO BELIEVB3 THAT 'diLL BliJ.LIEVE ANYTHING. 
THIRD: I'LL TELL YOU PR:~CISEIJY \·lHAT IIAPPimS ABOUT UFO 
RB.POE1rS IN EOD. I HAVB ONE I.ADY '•iHO SPENDS A sr::ALL PART 
OF mm TIE~ DEAI,IHG \HTH UFO EW~UIRIES. UFO REl)OHTS AHE 
SENT TO THE OPERATIONS AND SCI ENTI PIC STAFFS. AT }~ACH PLAC!~ 
ONE PERSON, Pfi.RT 'ril~~~, };00K8 AT THEI1: TO SEr:: IF THSR3 IS Al~Y 
THING OF Dl~FSNCE INTEH.B:JT. HOTHIHG HAS EVF.:R SUGGESTE:D Jt:LIEN 
SPACE CRAFT. 

THIS PAP?.R SHO-~·.rs THE I~~HG'rHS ~~0 l:'JH'ICH SOFE PEOPJ,S GO TO 
CONVTlW-8 OT!-I'\RS THAT THE r:OD D0'1S SBRIOUS UFO R~S~~ARCH. 
IT PRNTENDS TO BB A I1IST OF P30PL'S CONTACT~D IW FOD ABOUT 
UFOS • J,J:S~~.IJ\: -DR..:::::2:5(rJ?I.;E~:::..Ci-GWf"<1. 09:'0-D·"'"HY"'-'.:.J-.!iO-~A BOU 'P. :~·I_fJ'~'&S - mn:s-;;;Rs 
K5643 to K5ri51 • AHYOI:f"! YH0'·1Il1G ANY'.rHTNG AP.CU'f FOD CAN BXPI,AIN 
IT TS fHOl-rEY. THBR'B IS NO D-r;:-py:.\TV~NT OF A3RL'J! S'I'UDr~s IN FOD, 
THE LAYOUT IS RHRBISH, TIFm1~ IS NO PROP:r;:R CIJ .·\SSIFICArno:N AND 
SO OH. IT IS A F'AY.E. J-rO!lB BI1UNTLY, A I1IE. BUT I Sli?POS-r.i 
SOI:TR P'EOPJ,:S BKLJ ~VB IT. 

THIS IS HONSENS1L UFOLOGIS'rS KUO'!l THAT IP '.i'Ht<;RE HAD B'~m:T 
AC,fiVITY ON ANY'l:'rU JiG J.Trm 'PH"'! i.3CI\I,-.;J Trti'lY CLfl.n:: , IT l1iU8T HAVE 
COI!JE 'rO TH3 NOTI CJ.; OF GOV Im.T:;- f,~U:NTS, ~·!HEN GOVEm-E·,::Bi'TTS DI;ny AJ1JJ 
KrTO'rllEDGB OF AJ1IEN S:PACi~ CRi;,::<'r, 1TF'OI!OGIST~) DON'T Ei~LIEVE IT. 

?EI:\.Htt.PS ,,~'E IJ:.T !~~OD .i\.RB F_tJ.RTIJY '.LO BJJ!iT-:~E, \;.rE 11t\.\T I~ T ~\l~f:~!·r 'l'f.:'["S 
EAS.Y WAY ou·:r AIID c.TU81' SAID uTHERE IS NO J!lVID~: .rcE THAT UPOS POS~: 
A THHE!d 1'0 DEF"SIWE::. T·HAT H_o_S SAV:r;D US PRCI-~ A:F:.GUI•:SI·FL3. vHL-~.T 
\'I':B SAY NO':! IS }!ORE TO THE POI1lT - UFOS HAVB N . .:~TURi(L Bi.?L~iH-TIO:~S. 
LIKE FIHEBAI1LS AHD SO ON: THEY AltE !fQ1'. ALIEN SPACE CHA/Pl'. 

HB GET SOI:I'l<~ RBPORTS 'JI TE THIS DESCRIPTI OH Al'TD TH3P.E C OUID 
BB A 1-WH~ER OF 6XPJ,.:'..HATI OH 'J. ON'E POfJSI BJ~E EXPLARA.TI ON IS 
AIRORAFrr SEEN H~AD-ON PJ~D THEREFORE A??3ARJHG TO BE S'I'ATJOHA;l.Y, 
1t!HTCH THBH TUlli-T AT AH AHGLB AND CAH TIIERBFO:lE BE ST';EN 7·0 B8 
rOVING AT SP'S'3D. IT IS STRM~G·~ ~~O'd DIFFICULT I? IS TO JUI:-G-~ 
DI C!'l'\~·.ff"'ti' L·\Qrn Y"' ·'R ~ · r4' GOT 1' .TA ~n..~.r "J-;.'"DO!?'T'C! 0'~ t. 170,1·7 C'·!T'T SAT"h~lT;J':,·:.~ •.J_._~_.: ·.J..:J• ."1..•-'.L. . .. \. . - ~ , ... ..... ~• .(\.:_;j- ~ .. -- ~, ......... I\J, .... _ ... -

RE-EHTRY, BUT ORE DBSCRIB'~T) "t·3 OVAL THING '•!JTH A. \:lHJT~ C;OC1TIT 
':THICH HOVERED AND THEI·I ~)!lOT OFF AT GREAT SP1~ED". 

\REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT\ 
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(l THERE IS Sm·TSTHING 3XrrRAORDINA.RY ABOUT THE CLAH,T OF HUGE 
jf N1HTI3~RS OF SIGHTIHGS. '.11-IAT IS THE POINT OF .ALL 1'IBSB VISITS 
tf OVER SO lviANY DECADES, TO NO APPARENT PURPOSE? DO "THEY" I•J:HD 

BEING SBEN OR NOT? IF THI';Y DON'T, '·!HY HAVE ''TH:!SY" NBVEP.. 
COHJi'UNICAT~m i.'!ITH GOVBRlTHBNTS'? ~·JHY IS TI-ffiRE NO EVIDENCE ON 
RADAR FOR THIS HfJGg HUFB'~R OP VISITS? HHY H:~.s :rfODR.BLI1 Brll;K 
RADIO T:sLE~_:;co:?B JP~VB~ FOUIJD ANYTHING RB!:~OT~,y R1SBVBLilTG AN 
AJ1IBN SPA.CE CRAFT? ';!BY RAVS !W AR'r'?ik'ACTS BEt;;N FOUND, NO 
BROK"SN BITS OF SPAC:B CRA'FT? '!THY IS THERB NO·:r A SHTGIJ"8 
CONVJJ'TCING PHOTOGRA"PH"r:S OF AT1IRN SPACB CRAFT? ASSUFJ:NG "BACH 
SIGHTING IS NOT A VISTT F?..OH AlTOTH~R STAR, ':!HERE ARB '£!8Y 
HIDIHG? 

UFOI,OGIST3 H.t~.VB TO PTVSNT NO!lE EXTRAORDIHA.J.li.Y STO::tiBS TO 
EXJ?LAIN THE DICW~PANCIES. THE ALI~NS ARB HIDING IH A IDJGE 
HOLE IN THE EARTH'? OR Tim EARTH IS HOijLO',v. OR TH:.jy AR8 
IN THB DE"FTHS OF THB SBA. OR TI-mY COHE FROY "ANOTH3R ~)P~\CE-· 
Tir·'"E COH~'Il.J1.il.J1·':". IT ISN''l' JUST A OU~STION OF VISITS BY ALI:S1I 
SPACB CRAFT. UFOIJOGISTS ARB FOTWFJD II-JTO EXPI,~dt~TIOHS THAT A~:~ 
AV:!AYS r,ro~;~ EXTRAORDINARY AND INCAPABLE OF BJ.;ING BITHBPc PRO~nm 
OR DISPROVED. 

:PEOilLE SAY "I HAVE SRJ~N A UFO", AS THOUGH TH3R.B IS C?B 
SPECIAL KIND OF THING UP TH.SRE. BY DEFINITION IT IS 
UrTI:O:?U·:riFIED, JUST AN Ul'J~:\PJ.!AINED PHZlTm:;:mo~;. THEY 'J:R.'JJSPOSJ<.: 
"UF0 11 JN·:rO "PLYil~G ~3AUCER 11 

, AND BBFO::tE YOU KN0'.11 I J: H.;!.S B3COf::E 
li.N AJJIBN SP AC3 CRAF·:r 4 

I 1,·JAS 'rALKillG TO A I:ADY ABOUT U.FOS, AND SHE SAID ".AJ-1 1 BUT 
I'VE S3-~E A UFO". SHE D'~SCRIB;m IT - JUST AFT."i~ DTJSK 1 vr.r('[ 
HIGH, GI,O':JING-, T:TOVING IHRimUiddHS ABOUT rl1Hn SKY. I 'I'OJ,D fnR 
THAT 1tJAS A CIJASSIC DT3CRIPTICN OF A EET'i:OROLOGICAl R•i.I1IJOOlf •• 
BUT SHl~ SAT n "NO 1 T T , lAS A UFO". 

THE NAJV:'-i UFO STICKS. BUT IT J1JST r.ffEANS S0FBTHING YOU DON_'T 
1'"'\,.'\r'tr'\I",,.T-r· f'i T.'\ 
r.r'.J'vVIJU J 0 ~, • 

-~ ...:;:t',:..:ro::...--~.,:;;~::;.;'(p;,.. T~"~n;.:,".;.T.;;;.S.....:.'T.:..;t:..=.Y IT D~?ENDS i·JHICH 'rJAY YOU TACVI B TH~ PRO"PJ,Br·r. IF YOU SAY 
CCl'!Ji'Jl1:.1:1. "tt:VERYTHIN'J. STRAHGE IN THB s~-y IS A UFO, AN:!J EVERY UFO IS AH 

AI1IgK SPACE CRAF:r, THBN YOU AR~ Ii~J TROU~v:•~. IF YOU SAY "THBR;~ 
AR3 STRANGf.i PH'-:ffQI.~ENt.., \·THAT ,\R~ 'PH3 PCS0IRL F. CAUS3S?" YCU 
FIND THBRE ARg PI !'i""·T'rY OF SENSIBlB CAUS11~S. 'J'R3N 'PH3RE IS NO 
NEED '['0 INVRH'I' TEE FAW.rASTI C EX}'LAl'TATI ON OF AI J BN SPAC"3 C:rV.},1' -
FOR ~·iHICH TH"iRE IS NOT ONE JOT OF DIRECT BVI D:s:J:ICE. 

BBSI DES, r,m;.;N YOU I100T< AT TEE SUGG 8STION8 ABOU'l' AliEn 
SPACE CRAFT, YOU FIND Tii3Y . .t'iliE FULL OF INTE~NAL IfTCOiT8IS'!'3i,7CI:: 

,I 

tl ' 

- 3 -
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!·:.'.JTY. STRANGE 
'i'iu .. IWS 

THERE IS NO DOUBT THAT THERE ARE PLENTY OF STRAUGR 
THIW'rS TO SE1<1 IN TH~; SKY, REPOHTED BY R~SPONSIBLE PEOPI r.: 
THE Ol"l1JY OUBSTI on IS 1•rHE'NIBR TH~SE SIGHTINGS REPR~SENT 

1

~. 
NATURAL 'PHFlNOTi:BNA OR ALIEN SPACB CRAFT. ';~lE SAY THERE ARE 
NATURAL EXPJ.ANATI OiifS - FIRBBATJI1S, lFIET BAI~LOONS, AIRCRAFT 
LIGHTS, r~ITRAGBS AND SO ON. THE~E IS NO UEED TO I1JV.8NT 
ALIEN SPACE CRAFT. 

t 
liE DON'T BBI,IEVE THERE HAS EVER BE!~N A SINGLE VISIT BY 

AN !.LIEN SPACE CRAFT. THERE ARE LOTS OF STRAHGE PHENONENA 
IN THE SKY, BUT THERE ARE PERFECTI.1Y NATURAL EXPI1ANATIONS 
:E'OR THEN. 

~t1!AT EXPLANt-'i'IONS THERE ARE I>!ANY DIFFERENT EXPI,ANATIONS. HUGE QUANTITIES 
-~-- OF SPACE DEBRIS ENTER THE ATr:OSPH~RE, AS HETEORS AND FIRB­

\ BALLS; BRIGHT PIJAl,JE·rs AlTD EVEN THE NOON HAVE BEEN REPORTED 
! AS UFOs ; S .ct ~ ;<.;LLI TE D3BRI S ( 600 BITS Im-3HT ER EVERY YEAR) ; 

.-:TRAGB P~ 

i ST EL110 1 S FIRE, BALL LIGHTNING, CURIOUS CLOUD FOR!-tc\.TIOHS; 
; I·iBT BAJJLOON3, AIRCRAFT LIGHTS, Alm LAHDIHG LIGHTS; KITES r 
f EVEH BIRDS; CAR liGHTS ON DISTANT HILLS. A STUDY BY THB 
1 COLORP~DO UNIVT~RSITY REPORT}~D 50 EXAI-IPV~S - AND ADDED THAT IT 

\lAS INPOSSIBLE TO LIST THEl1 ALL, THERB \·!3R~ Sih2LY 'fOO lTANY. 

AI:I1 THOf3B PH1{NOEENA CAN BE HJ:SINTERPRETJ<::D IJ? SEEH 
UNBXPECTENJY AND BRI~~J?LY. ~'iiTH DISTORTIONS OF I!IGHT, 3VEN 
r·URAG11;S, TR~ I~:oST ORDINARY THHF}S ARE QUITE UNRrJCOGHISABLE, 
AS AHYONE l·JHO HAS s~gH A J'::JRAGB IH TH1 D~SERT CAN SAY. 

~~CIAI1 'E£l[~WT3}_TA SOT·IE OF TH3 'PHBNGr•mNA ART<: V"Q,RY STRANGE. FOR B:\:AFPL1~: 

3TRONAUTS 

FIJDiBAJ.J,S: ARB Vi~?._Y L"\RGB I-~~TC.:OH.S, V3RY DI?F3R~lTT FROT·T TH'S 
USU.·U, nsHOOTIUG ST:',R". .THEY R\.V-:.; VIIliD COLOL'P .. S, AHD COLOUR 
CHr.NGES. TH3Y EAY BREAK UP, r'II TH FRAGF8NTS CI~CULING OR 
FIJYDTG AS IF "IN FOREATIONn. '1:1BY ARB SO BRIGHT ~l'HAT PEO?I,~ 
OFTEN UND3RBSTJTI~A'l'E THB DIST•H:c:;-;;. 

· BIIJ,L J,IGHTlTD11i-. STRArTG~ SI18C?~UC1U, 'PHgNOEEHOH, ':T.HBN YO'J G-BT 
A(f)-;O:'iil'JG-BA:LL THE SIZTs OF A FOOTBALL, 1:!HICH l1RIFT3 N3A.R 'l'H'~ 
GROUND, OR EVEH HIGH IN THE Aiit. IT HA.S BT~3N KHO';·.'N TO DRIFT 
J\J,ONG PO':!BR CABI·E~3 AND 'l'3LE?HOTT8 IJHF:S. 
SUHDO~S, ARE n-:;;F'I,BCTI Ol·IS O:r.' TIB SUH "'ROT" J,AYERS OF reg CRYSTA:t: 
"f:NCLcfuDS. IT'S Ri\TIIER IJI1.3 SE:::IHG THE SUH TIT A CJ,OUDY FfRRn::; 
YOU ALSO G'ST HOOH-DAYS. 
SA.TEI1T,ITE DE7:F.IS CAN OFTEN PRODUCE DRltiFA'l'IC PR~;HOI~~NA 
BUH.H~3 lE? ON R S-l:iHTRY, SOI,:E'.l:Ilv!ES SPLIT11ING UP. 

t 
OF COURSB ~rH8RE .t\.RF! "UFO"s, IN T:tm SENSE OF UNID:3HTIFIED 

THilWS IN THB SKY. THE TROUBLE IS TH...:;.T SOI·E PEOPLE 
II~J.=EDIATELY THANSPOSE 11U:FO" INTO ALIK~ SP .ACB CRAFT. 

TIDJ 1968 COLORADO STUDY LOCK.3D AT T~iE CL:~IE THAT AS:!'Fmr.:,tJ~S 
HAD EEPOS.TED UFOS. THE ASTRONAUTS HAD REPO~TBD T<AHY STRA.l·TGE 
PHENOT~~HA, BUT ALL E:(CEPT TIBBE '·.'ER.E EXPJ.1AU8D. THERE \·:"\S 
NOTHING TO SUGG"iST THAT THE UlrSXPI.~.INED SIG!-I'.i:IHGS 'd~~RS .Aliim 
SPACE CRAFT. R~W~}\iBE?.. THAT S?AC3 CRAFT USiJALLY HAV?.~ SEALL 
AND SEEARY T:lJNDOCJS. 

- 1 -



EKQ!(· RADAR IS IlT sm'IS 1:!AYS I,:031.E FALI.I.BLE THAN T~ RUL1Ul EYE. 
, !·TAlTY TECHNICJ\J, PROBIJEI1TS PRODUCB ~"'ALSE BCHOES1 l;· DUST, }"'LOCKS 

L
w he1-t l"he. OF BIRDS , ATI-IOSPHERI C CONDITIONS. A C OJ.I.f,:ON OHB IS KHmm AS 
bi.-l.(su b.:-u.l}<.~ AHQr·:ALOUS PROPAGATIOl{...,/-. Al~YHAY IT DOES HOT FOl.LO~.·T TIHT VISUAL 
10-ff \CL.tftr.i 1"' AND RADAR SIGHTINGS ARE OF THE SAl.:E PHENOW~~NA. 

!h. Q. co.l'n'\. o 5 ph ere. 

DIFFICUI.T CAS:FlS SOK8 CASB'l ARE DIFFI CUI/1.' TO EX?LAI:N, B~CATJSE THE 
Dii!SCRIPTIO!~ IS TOO VAGUE OR THE 3VIDENCE TOO REHOTE, CGUPI~D 
i:IITH BXCE?TIONAIJ CCHDI'l'IONS. IF ON'!'J ACCEPTS THAT NATURAL 
EXPIJANATIO:TS COiJ"SR. r:o;3T SIGHTilTGS, IT IS AN- EHOREOUS AHD 
IRRATIONAl, JUFP TO CLAIE TH~T 'rHE RESIDUF~ CONSTITUTE ALIEN 
SPACE CRAFT 1o!HEN ~,HERE IS NO POSITIVE EVIDENC"S THAT THBY ARF. 
ALIEN SPACE CRAFT. 

DETAILED REPORTS AL\'!AYS U:tT·iiSE TO B~rAIJUATE SUCH REPORTS 1."ITHOUT THE FIRST-
HAND BVIDS1JCB. UFO STORIES .tL."qE J.1IABLg 'rO BE g:;:mEI,J,IS!ffiD '·liTH 
EACH SUCCB~-3SIVE TEJ_JLIHG. TO ASS"SSS THErf: Olm 'JOULD H!~VE 'J:O 
RE~AD THE 8Tfi.T:8I-8NTS OF VITI·mssgs, AlTD KNO'il PRECISE DIRBCTIONS 
TIH1<iS, ATI-TOSPH:SRIC CONDI 'J.liOJ~S AlTD SO ON. SO;YJ,:. -~T;f'r_;; /:f;~~ 

!Ill v ;:_: sv $;t·;r:,r:~::.·::.~ • (),•1 1.1 ;.:,; ( r;t :"T TV /1/'? ()~j :',I~ f))/i') ::: rwo P!iD/1 ... ,£ ;;, t.r (/?: ~::.) f. 
/·iU".~ Q;,.[J;.v:t-•. •.:r s·.,..'l)C:i; ;_ ... 4<·~.':-:f~ 7,4lli- ~~;_,J Y."!fP 1

/ LOri ~VkR.. k·"L: .. ~~7· l.Dr."t~.:.l.;: ~·~<;-
\ 1vo- o"' .'E. ;:· J .:.·,~· IN t... ()/ i ;;; ~ r: J/') ;.,. rr. 

Q".f:";;Hit_t~ r:IJ.JJY UFOLOG-I~3'i:S SEEI·~ TO ACCEPT Ul"O REPOiiTS UlJCRITICALLY. 
TH8 COLOI?_-'I.DO REPO:~T EXAI··IIHED T';IO li'A:·~OUS CASES QUOTED :SY 

FR"!<;~.JCH -·-· 

LEfi.DING UFOlCGISTS. OHB r!iAS AN OI·JJ I,L\.NTJSCRIP·:C DESCRIBING 
.A. Ul~O SB31·J IIT TiiE ~CtJIR'rr~E}:JTH CF~.lJ'rUR)~: IT \'1~::-.. s A. :B,l-1-IZE BY 
Ti;fl{c,ITI1U!-i cgHTURY SCHOOLBOYS. 'l'HB OTIB~t ~.-!AS THE SO-C.:'..LLED 
TULLI PAJ'?YIWS R~~J:'ERRIHC'r TO UFOS Il~ ?liE TII1IB OF THE PHAROAH 
THUTI·10S1~ III: THEY ASSESSED 'l1H,\'r A P.A.KE T00. ANY'I!AY NO-Dri3 
CAN PRODUCl~ TH3 P APYB.US. ;f 

IH 1968 TH~i US AIR FORCE GOT COLOHADO UNI'!":~SI TY TO ~)0 AH 
IITD:SPRHDB!,TT S'I•lJIJY. 'l'H!HR VSR.Y DETAIIED SOIEliTIPIC ANALYSIS 
HAS PURLI~lHBD, AND IT~3 I·1AIN CCNClUSimr \,rAs (I OUOTT':): "NOTHII'Tn 
HAS Ci)J!:"E FRC'It; TH8 STUDY O::"' UF03 IN THE LAST 21 YEARS THAT H.''-.S 
ADDED TO ·SCIENTIFIC KlTO':·!LElX-i-E 11

• THE REPOH.T \'lAS ENDCI:SED :BY 
A PANEL OF TH~~ NA':L'IO:NAJJ ACAD~FY OF SCIENCES. THE ADVICr~ 'lir.i 
HAVE HAD IS TH:\T NOTHING HAS HAPP:~NED SINCE ?H3N TO CAUSE TRS 
UNITED ST.\.TES Ji.UTHORITIES TO ClL~ITGE THEIR VIE't/S. 

I 
IT IS OFTtm CI1AIN;~D Tfu\.T THE FRENCH I·TNISTER OJ:' DEFEl-ICE, Ili 

A 1974 BROADCAST, SAID THAT UFOs '1·J~~E REAIJ. I HAVE RE:•D ?HE 
TRAlmCRIPT. II'S SAID 'I'HAT THE 1-'RBl,iOI.-:EN A ;·:Eri.:S G 3NUil-Tr; AH D 
RE?OHT'f:D JW Sl'~lfSIRL 8 P gQ?LE. :BU'l' HO~llii·~H.B DID liE SAY T:L:;.T OFOs 
\</ERE REAL IN THE SENSE OF BEING ALIEH SPACE CRAFT. 



·~·. f • 

\•!H~RFJ THBRE'S SFOKB THE UFO INDUSTRY IS TvL'I..KING A GREAT DEAL OF S1"'OKE, TO THE 
ij_'ii~( ]):R/5 CONFUSION OF CCI,1YON SENSE LAHD TO ITS miN SUBSrrAHTIAL PROFIT? 

LORJ& •. D3BATE VERC LONG· DEBATE. ABOUT THR:~E HOUI"-?.S. EARL O:F IIAI~SBUHY 
A SCIENTIST, MADE SOEE TF_;LLING l1 0INTS ABOUT THE PhEiiOl·:r.;N.~.' 

. THAT GET CALLED UFOS (SUN DOGS, GREEN FLASH). J.JO.RD HE':iL~TT 

. \'lAS BRIEFED }'OR TH3 D3BATT5 BY SIH BlmNARD LOVgLL. H~ ~AtD 
: JODRELL EANK RADIO 'l'j~};3SC0?3 H:\.D B~i~H G.iJ -~.i.tlTUH Ji'OH 30 YB~\RS 
I.AND NEVBR S!~Ei~ ANYTHING ':PHAT COULD :i_JOSSIBLY BE AH ALIEN Sl)AC8 
i -
I CRAFT. 

NBvJ· YEAR SIGHTING<-) THE SIGHTING Ov'E~l @JGLAHD ON Nl~':i YEfcRS EVE H/1..8 ATTRIBUTBD 

·c:r.r ftf;_I~~y /~P~B 

}:>·;:,~?J j'.._J ].;~ 

TO THB RE-ZiJTHY CF ThE LAUtCEH;H. O:E' A RUSSIAN SATELLIT]:;, C0~3LC: 
1or8 I 'U'''0 Hr--.-D ON 26 1""'~'"''B"'~ , .. ,,f,DJY ··rT r;,-r-., 100 R D b ' _iJ... fJ v ::.~ .J.. - .LF~AJ ~~!·4 :_i,I.t. 1~ 1~ ... ~\. J ii...u_J ll.!...:t.J ) 3.t OitTS 
RECEIV3D IE FiOD \'.,'ER3 CCN8IST1<:NT i;iiTH RB-~-5-~TRY O!i' SPACE DEBRIS 

THE: .l'rt<Ji:f Z3ALAND SIGETILGS LTTHACTJD SUCH 1!liD3 PUBLICITY 
THAT THE lf~'.~ Z3AIAUD GOVBIU~T/:ENT FAY FAf'B AN ANNOUlWI~E3NT. 
TW~ ADVANCI~ INF'ORFATIOK FRCl·~ OUR HIGH COI·::<ISSIOH THI:::K8 LE.:\.Vr,;s 
LITTL~ DOUBT THAT J1H3RB ':!ILL BE A NAT1.J:?.~!J, ~3XPLU!ATION. 

THB FACT 'PHAT TH~Ro;;; \f~R3 BO'CH VISUAL AND RADAR SIG~ITIHG-2 
CC'?f4'U~~D 801\'B 1'-;;;0Pl·~. "!"~ ALR~ADY YNO~·! THA? COirDJI:HONS LT~D TC 
1:lH!~T IS Kl10-I:' i\.S ANOF;\TOUS PROl"AGATIOlT, ~:rH~RS R!\.D,\R. PUI,SBS 
ROUHCl-} OFF J,AnRS IN THE ATI'·'OSt'Hr.:q'~: AND I':r' IS lTCT YET SHO'JH 
THAT TJ.I8 VT~iUAI1 /\IfD RAD~\R. SIGH'PilJG[3 t'!~R'-~ C•l'' r;:w~; 81\FE ?HiriG-. 

",·iE DOrJ'T Ir·DTF~·STIGi\.'l'E TC: TI-I~ ?GIJ~T ~.~rn:.::RE ?0~-)I'fi 1JT~ 
INV~STIGATJ 01\ IS i':.\ DB, BT<;C \U;,;:;; '·:8 OI-!T,Y J,OC'1Y '?(>R DB?ENCr'! 
IFPIICATICI\1~: O:NCB TI1~ flf".B:~:.o;;;..~~ STAFJi' AR3 SATISFI~D 'I:HS'1:~ 
AR}:! NC SUCH D•..-:'liCATICNS, NO FUSTH'SH INVESTIGATIONS ARB I',~).D:.~. 
Jy:OD USED TO 'SN:JUIRE A BIT FU~t'rH~m SQi·.~B YEAR::> AGO, AND THBl{ 
ABOUT 10 PER CEl'~T \'!E:i8 ur~r:~XPI,AINT~D. BllT rrHI~Y ~'/Elf3 OhLY 
UNEXPI!l';,INBD B3CAU3E TIIi<) l'~ETAIJ.S 'd8RE VAGUE:. 

FFTCIAL SECRETS A.J.JJJ GOVHEUIFBNTS PA?~]RS ARB CQVgR.ED EY TH'i<~ OF£'ICIAL SI~C?~3TS 
';'~ ACT, BUT RELEASE OF' DOCUI::.:~J:.l 'l18 O:'lJr B~·! AU'rHO!G SI<~D. Tn'S OJ:J.,y 

REASON' CUH UFO SIGHTIHGS AR~~ NOT I>iAD::; PUBLIC IS THA'l1 ALJJ 
CORRi:JSPOHDEHC~~ HTTH THE PUBLIC IS COHFIDE~·;TIAL Br<~T';J'F~~;£1 OUR­
SELVES AND Tl:E \·!RITE~. ~'ils CCULD t~OT R3L~~i~SE IT ·\·,ITHOU~2 }::;TTE3R 
GET·riNG P~Ri1:ISSION FRCT: EVE!tY ':.'RIT~~R OR D:;ILETIHG rrm~ N1\J.~S i.Hf· 
ADDRESSES TO PR:~1SERV:O; 'I:HE l;·:RI?~I?'S P~IV.ACY. YOU WCUI,DN'T l:!:K::; 
IT IF YOU ':!ROT3 TO A GOVE~fEBNT DEPAB.TF~NT AHD TH3Y PP..CL?'l'L Y 
PUBJ~ISHBD YOUR JJ3TT~R. 

NOllf, I HA V~ ONI, Y Ol'T~ LADY PART Tn:g ON UFOS. I COULD NOT 
SPAR.B H~;{ FCI;, A COUPI·!': OF !·~ONTH:-i EDITING THOSE PAPE~S. ANl""f~Y 
vlHAT' S TH"! PO rNT? ~1/E HAD 800 REPOq~S LAST Y'~AR, .(A~~D I. D£~ ~ .... 
SUPPOSE 'PH:?.Y DIFFBR T-llCH FRO!•: THE Tr;:NS OF THOUSAri~S 0~ R?~s-~.t:. 
Rli!OEIVr:D BY UFOJ,OGISTS - E:\C:~PT THAT J!OST OF OUR R1iJ!'m.u.s. iiL<? 

n ,, .· .. , . " 1 , ~1-,:. .f',. . • . 

GIVTm ON CJ,'P.\'=1. 'PRO-FO!?.T~A.TL 1r1 i'·J.' ··• '.,n·. ·- ·. • · · 
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REPOrtT OF /Jr UNXDE~"TIFmD F'LYTilC OBJECT ---- - -
..•. , ··. -, 

• "'I• •. \ I 

. a. T~to. time and duration of si0htin~4 (Local times to be quoted) • 

. 
e..~ 

B. Dencription of object. (Numbe-r of objects, size, shape, colours, 

~~~ ~l~:t['·~aoh~ bha_ / ~ /w~b~ ~~~ 
C. 2xact no~ition observer. (Geographical location. Indoors or outdoors. 
Stationa:ry or moving) •. 

D. HO\T observed. (Nak~, binoculars, other optica.l.device, .3till or 
movie camera). 

E. Direction in which object was first seen. (A ·landmark may.ba more u3~ful 
than a badly estimated bearing). 

F. Anr,.le of sigi:t. (Estimated heights are unrelia.ble). 

G. Distance. (By reference to a. known la.,ndmark v.h~rever possible). 

H. Mov'3ments. (Changes in E, F and G may be of more use than estimates of. 
course and speed) • 

..; • Meteorological cond.i tiona during obrfervations. (:V.oving clouds, haze 
:ii3t ate). 



__ ...,.il:r::.:&SoU:;.l,'{;;~. : 

i~ .. . 

.,._I 

\F.EDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOC_UMENl] 
... 

. . ·. 

\., 

···:·r ob,jects • . (Telephone lines; high volta.9;e ·lines; reservoir, lake 
· .. .::..Jlp or marsh; river; high buildings, tall chimneys, steeples, spirea 

. t 

'J.'V or radio masts; airfields; generating· plantJ !a.ctories, pits or other s1tes 
.with flo~d-lights or other night lighting). 

L. To whom reported. (Police, milit~ organisations, the press etc). 

0. Other witnes·ses. 

0 

• \)J, -· ', .~L~ . '"'~~J to Sc..h.cct'c.h.Jck.n.. " I...:. '"' ' . lX~ ~ ~ ---
Co..~~. eP-CJf.JU . = ~ ~ ~~-

P. Date and time of receipt of report. 

b-s~~ ~~ c~ ~ ~\.\~~)-

. l~EOACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT] 



Fro 
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N SBP 

D INFO(EXP)R 1 c 
Room 012 
Old War Office 
Whitehall 
London 
SWIP 2EU 

Telephone 

CHOts 

E-Mail 

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

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 

das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk 

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/1 
Date 
11 February 2003 

RELEASE OF INFORMATION- FILE AF/584 AIR 2/19083- UFO REPORTS­
JANUARY 1974 

Copies of the contents of the following folders in this file have been released today to a member 
of the public in accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information (the 
Code). 

Folders 584/1/13 
584/1/14 
584/1/15 
584/1/16 
584/1117 

All personal details were removed to protect the privacy of those corresponding with the MOD 
and MOD employees. 

The Code states that where information is released it should be noted on the minute sheet of the 
file, but as this file was requisitioned from the Public Record Office, in accordance with your 
instructions, I have not added anything to it. You may of course, wish to add a copy of this letter, 
but I will leave this to your discretion. The request for information and copies of the papers 
released have been placed on file D/DAS/64/3 Part Z Enclosure 23 which is held in this office. 
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MOD RECORDS ORGANISATION 

To 

Records Requisitioned from the Public Record Office 

The enclosed records were requisitioned for you from the Public Record Office (PRO). 

They must not to be mutilated, altered, annotated or added to in any way; and on no 
account must they be passed to any other authority without written permission from this 
branch. 

You will be held personally responsible for this material whilst it is on charge to you, and 
accountable for any breach of the above instructions. 

THESE RECORDS MUST BE RETURNED TO THE ADDRESS BELOW BY:-

16th MARCH 2003 

DO NOT RETURN DIRECTLY TO THE PRO 

D INFO(EXP)RECORDS lc 
Room012 
Old War Office 
Whitehall 
LONDON 
SWIA2EU 
Tel/Fax 

Please sign one copy of this receipt and return it to the address above. 

Received: AIR 2118873 
AIR2118903-~ z?/,jo~ -W.~o/ pt ·~ 
AIR29/4200- RAF C~ K:t.c~ 

Rank._l>.....r.:::::. _____ _ 

Date ~ ~ l d ·aoo']. Tel No 

IJ~ ~ &, ~ /-a....J ;,.. ~A,/.7-(t8'87 ~ """ M zqfrflOO. 

&,f;t._ ~ ,z._r~r %00.3 



MOD RECORDS ORGANISATION 

Record Requisitioned from the PRO 

The enclosed piece, was requisitioned for you from the Public Record Office (PRO) 
It is not to be mutilated, altered, annotated or added to in any way and on no account is it 
to be passed to any other authority without written permission from this branch. 
You will (be held personally responsible for this material whilst it is on charge to you, 
and accountable for any breach of the above instructions. 

THIS RECORD MUST BE RETURNED TO THE ADDRESS BELOW BY:-

Return to 

19th March 2003 

DO NOT RETURN DIRECTLY TO THE PRO 

D INFO(EXP)R lc 
Room012 
Old War Office 
Whitehall 
LONDON 
SWlP 

Please sign one copy of this receipt and return it to the address above. 

Received: Air2/19083 - Pc""-~J ,z/z(ZCJo3 

Signature Name 

Rank D 

Date h {z.[ ':100'3. Tel No 

S"-¥4{r/t~ 
~8\-( rfty 
!?>4/ ,, tS' 
5?;4 (/fifo 
S"?;4( 1/,? 
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f Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 

Operations & Policy 1 
.._ _____ f 

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

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

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 
11 February 2003 

I am writing with reference to your request for the release of documents concerning the alleged 
'UFO' crash in the Berwyn mountains range in Wales on 23 January 1974. 

Please find attached copies of the sighting reports the Ministry of Defence received for the 
23 January 1974 and papers concerning enquiries made with various departments at the time. 
Personal details have been removed to protect the privacy of those who have corresponded with 
the MOD and MOD employees. 

The documents you may find to be of particular interest are the file note (marked 23) and the 
letter dated 11 March 1975 (marked 1 07) which appear to give an explanation for the sightings. 
The RAF Mountain Rescue Team mentioned in the documents as having participated in a search 
ofthe area, were based at RAF Valley in 1974, so I also examined RAF Valley's Operations 
Record Book for the period. This book is a historical record of activities at the Station, but it 
contained no record of these events. 

1 hope this is helpful. 

Yours sincerely, 

The National Archives
UFO Berwyn Mountains
Copies of MoD papers covering sightings of unidentified aerial phenomena on 23 January 1974 at the time of the Berwyn Mountains incident in North Wales, released following a request from a UFOlogist in 2003.
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~~R-E-DA_C_T_E_D_O_N_O_R-IG-IN_A_L_D_O_C_U_M_E_N_____,T[ · ' 

Dear Mr .. 

o1~!'(1\ir) 58'~/1/13 

15 Hnrch 19711-

Thank you for your lott0r o.r 10 Ibrch, tho 
contents of which hn.vo been noted.. 

-Po.ru' f~ I~ ~· 
A r j14- ro 4 (11-. P oAJ 11 

A~;. ~~I ~~l4 

{AGO ~~s 

Youra faithfully 

[REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT[ 
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SUNDAY HARC~ TilE TENI'H !974 LONOON U.K. TJME !4.52 

Dear 

Thmk you for your letter d.1tcd February nth, the information it contained 

HJS intercstin~ and of value particularly when one discovers that the five 

reports you passed on of sir,htings on the e\~inG of January 23 come from 

locations t-.hich, when plotted~ all seem to lie along the same North to South 

or South to North track;. The object that fell close to Corwen in North \<lales 

on that evening, since POSITIVELY verified in all aspects except location, 

h:Jwever lies not upon that track so one Pas to ass1..liTle that either it wus not 

the sky object common to the eyes of the five observers or that it was and 

that it changed course. That point of analysis however can await further 

investigation. 

That 'something' came down ln the Berwyn mountains on that night I am certain. 

A visit to the area witmin 96 hours ~nt on to include many interviews with 

local residents many of whom saw a ball of incredibly bright white light come 

in and hit the reverse side of Bwlch y Gaseg, a hill spot heighted at I805 ft 

or therabouts. The point of impact laying on the reverse side of the hill 

allowed only the flash and strong tremor together with the immense bang to be 

ol:Gerved, felt and heard by those near enough to be affected. My point being 

that even though some local residents did not experience all three reactions, 

they occurred. And they occurred at the same time. 

It is certain to the minds of both my friends mo came with me and to me 

that we were visited by an object that evening. It is a shame that reaction 

to this highly important piece of news was met with such lack of enthusiasm . 

by those Who could have helped so much to further mankind's knowledge for may 

I humbly point out that there are only two ways at the manent that man's 

knowledge of the universe is extended. One by light and two by meteors placing 

aside for the mcment the achievements of NASA. 

!REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT! 
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PAC£ TVD. 

Hay I humbly make reference to your sentence, " Help to a private individual 

is a different matter again however ••• " 

Please be kind enough to understand that I seek no action from your 

department or in fact assistance from any source whatever purely for my 

own enlightenment. 

If the logical application of a good idea, regardless of where or from 

whan it originated, results in the kncwledge of mankind being extended then 

obviously it is beneficia?- for us all. HopefullY: (!) somewhere along the vay 

we are all 'private' individuals. We are certainly individuals. One hopes 

that the country 1 s defence system is not controlled by some marrmoth, nerveless 

uninterested computer. Well may it be that it can tell us how, can it tell us 

why though ? 

No, each idea, whether subni tted by civilian clerk or NATO General, market 

gardener or me is worthy of consideration on one level only. Is it a good 

idaa and worth acting upon, not whether the individual sul:mi tting it is @.fi 

classifieS. as being 1 private 1 or not. let us try and use the imnense 

technological summit now reached by man for the extension of lnowledge and 

not the termination of life as has been the case up to now. War is over so 

it might be a reasonable idea to find sane new ways of using all our 

glistening objects of war. Phantoms included. 

Enclosed a cutting from the London Evening Standard for ,YOur attention. And 

perhaps the Ministry of the Furthering of Man's Knowledge could see it in 

their heart to alert RAF Coningsby to the possibility of their being another 

such visitation and if this is the case then the :immediate scrambling of one 

of their Phlmtans would be much appreciated ! 

so far, I leok forward to meetigg you one day. Perhaps 

• 

:-- "':"" ···· .. ·--

- , 



Dea:r 
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J\,:~1\USTRY OF DEFEf-.~CE 
Main Building Vlihitehcll london SW1A 2HB 
Telephone 01-21 H 

01-218 !lOCO 

(Di•ect Di~l:ing) 

(S·witchb.:.oord) 

Your reference 

Ou:- re~er~r.cn 

AF/7464/72/S4f(Air) 
Date 

I 

\ \ i:1a!'cC 197 5 -------------·-----------------·----·------------

·Thank you fo~ you.r letter asking for inform'lt5 on abcut the incir:e11t that ccctJ.l'red 
in N<.,rth ·,vales on 23/?..4 Je.nuary 1974. 

I should ':e:rb.aps first explain that the Hbistry of DefE:nee invest~.g2.tos r•eport.s of 
unider.tified. fl;ying objec-ts (UFOs) solely to see if there a:oe ~n;r defence i::•.rlicstic!~::>. 
We c~nnot noruslJ.y pursue our research, other thnn for defence reasons, to a point 
where l)Ositive corcel3ti.cn wj_th a known object is estebl "u:3herl, nv:r.• to <1dvise obse:rver•s 
of the probable idontity of the object seen. 

Viit!::. l~ce;a:rd. tv ·t:'18 w;enk of the ev,~nir:. 0: of 23 Janua!'Y in the ne~ ·.vyr, llct:r,t?.ins; we 
did recGi-;re n. nt~.aib8l1 of l'ep(l:t'ts of an t:!'lttsu~:ll o·bject sean in the s~~· just ·bG~~01'3 
~0.00 r:n 0:1 the e·ve:;nin,s in ~uestior.. These c:;.mc f:rcra l'iHlesden, G!'eenford. in 
~,.ddle~c.·{ 'f~,, Hi,, B'·o~+,,., 1·n Ll.n"'o'ns1·i.,e ~ .... c_1 Ctiry: .. ,...,ll Ro··· l·n <::, ... -ex T'.~,..'J·· · ~J. • .:;:; ..... - , J.~"-"'-• ;.-.l-- ~ · ~ "'UJ. ~ .. .... l . - l -.J. c...... •-a·\" - "" ,, ..... _~,..,::,:;:, • ..t"":O 

deso~i'bed a .brig::t li. g~nt r;cGh tn the ncrt1:-v; e~rG "'l:~:i . ch sppe~l'ed. to be falling tcw:1!'ds 
the horizon. Ona zeport ga~e the time precisely ae 9.57 pm, end another s3id that 
the object 3p;>021·e0. -to brt:<:;k u;-, fcllo·sir:~ "· b:ci11 i~nt fl::;sl1 of l~eht. Later on 
personnel of the: 3o;:-al AL' Por·~e 1k>>.mtain ::esc;.te Tcn::1 pa:rtici??.t .:::cl :i.n a SE'!::n.·ch of the 
a:rca whc~e t:1c ~bjcct •vn~ t'c(·· t:-;3h-~ to :!:.avo cm~e uc•·Nn: bu~i ss ~'OU probably kn0•.v nothing 
·1rss fou::d.. 

1'-uece r;por t:;; 0f 5 "o:r.ight 1 ight ap;,arerrtJ ,v :':.!ll i:•s tvA':i:ds t!:e hori zcr" and. t:Jen 
explcd:i n;.: CC•'.tld. v. s-J.J. hav.=:, been oallsed by t:16 descent of a met eo:• th.!'ou.g'::l. t!'e <:: t.i.\osrhs:o,,o 
burning u~ as it ryent an~ fi~ally disinteg~ating b8£o~e it reac~ed the grou~d. Such 
a hypot:-1e~is "JCJt~ld also ex:;:;la.in the sbsr;r:~r:, of !:ll? si.:;ns of irn_b:a~ t . It :}"lf> al<;o bee:-~ 
suggested t!!~~ 8bOU"t an f.i.OU.l" .:1r-d 8 half ~a l~~-5.9).1 ~ ·~ (: ..,3:..~ ;;ra the~G Vi-_;.~ an e~l·tb t~emo!' 
in the B3:'\\'yn ~.:c;J!.~ ; ·. ai. ~s \Vl-!ict~ ~~ . .:roduced n 1und8lid.e ~.·.:~ t-~1 t;c iseE! J.i:;:~ denctt:t~. CJ!~s. 
This lat.~e~ as~~; s~~ of -G~~8 e,ffa.ir hcvleVel' is cut-35.3.a t~::.e f.ie1d. c:t' t!~t .. ~) .~ Fc~cs Depa·.rt­
mant, and is ~ct considered t0 be connected with t~e ~epo~ts rcferrei tc above. 

I hope this lnfcrrnqti~n will be of scmehelp to you. 

\REDACTED ON ORIGtNAL DOCUMENT[ 
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Hidden copy to: 
DS8b 
I"Iet 0 9 

. '· .• • .' ; .,..,;·· •. -,;:"'._.', : ·J • -·t'?'-' 
~ . ··r.J..\. -~ :......L..,.;.,. ~ .......... ,~t-i I}'·'·-

· •• hen \"Je spo1-:e on tr.te tele:p1:;.ono I pro::1ised to let you have u nv...:.JlL:tv..:ry 
of the various reporto wo h-t;"We received of' al1 unusual object seen 
ir1 the sky on tho evening o:r 23 JarlUa....-y. These were !ive in nu:::tber, 
fro::.i l,;illesden, Greenford in I1iddlesex, l1ill Hill, .Boston in 
.Lincolnshire and Chig;well l{ow in Lu.ssex, (we received no reports 
fro;:n Noz'th ',~ales). ln eaC.:'1 ca.se tLe tirue of observation. ;..;Cis s:tat·~d 
to have been either 10.00 pm or during t he precoed.ing quarter of a..'l 
~:our. In one case it was specified :precisely as 9. 57 p:n. .~·:.s to 
tLe nature of the object . seen, we were given the !ollowing details:-~ 

.·,.pp_eru;apce 

i. Cone-sha;poo, sent ott sparks, yellow; 

iii. \-:hite vertical track in sky, folloWied by green flash; 

iv. Brilliant !lash or light, object appe,ru-ed to brea'r.c u); 

v. Green •,d th long tail. 

Direction o! Obs~,.;:y..§tion 

~ ·· ...,s ...... .,,...d, (lo"''.-.IJr.,. ..... c·r ... -.:~1!' ;.;l."l'\-.....,_,."i'.., f""'o ··. '·' .;l,e~- t1r..~~'· ...... .L_,.t;J._ ~Wvr..L. e:.J • v ... ~~-J.G \., ' ""· c.•.~"\.,;,.;;i. ......... U\.1.. ....... .-.. .J.. -u. ,~ ........ ~~--·~ , 

ii. Northwards; 

iii. ~~ort:h-westwards; 

Y. 

:FTO 
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:..·i=-ect.io::1 o! llovcLeu"' 
- - - - ------ - - ----·---.... !t 

i. .. , 11. 
~·i.i l.~.-.g to earth; 

ii. l*'allifl.g to oarth; 

iii . .Falling to earth; 

i v. .i?alling; 

v. Travelling f.:r."' :u east to west. 

lt is intei-estiug that reports three end tour both descri1.:e ~ tellin§ 
object whicu disappeared in a flash. This could h.ave beon a "bolide' 
or meteor that disintegrates during its passage th.rougl'l the atmosphere. 
-iisintegration would be associated with an ai.r explosion whicb could 
·be audible up to a distance of 50 miles. 

I Wl sorry i! I sounded so;nO"..:.hat U!'lenthusiastic on the telepll0::1.J 
about your suggestion that h.~ aircraft be uaed to identi.fy a"'1? 
"'1aterial !rom the object which may have reached the ground. r n:1ould 
e.."'Qla.in tnat the interest of the Hinistcy ot De.fence in ur:id-7ntified 
i'lyin.g objects ia dix·ected to\':a.rds any i :;:plications they :.ey l"une tor 
.:.:.c.tion.al de!e.nce, ar~ ti:a.c we have no interest i .n the::; f:ro:.'l r.1 p"..lr~ly 
acade...ri.c or scienti.f.'ic point o! vie·w. •ie a:re of course severely 
li.lited (not letUit by .Pa.rlia;:;.e.nt) in tne uses to t-shic~ "~e ca'1 put 
.::-ssou.rcus provided speci!ice-lly .!or defenc.e. There are certain :!'ii!lds 
.i.::. w~li ·~L it is a recognised practice (coastal search and roscue i~1 
oue such area) !or us to assist ot.her Goverr .. ;;r.ent Depart.nen'ts. 'J}her~ 
aJ:·o ce::-tail: other areas i n ,,.-r:ich (subject to a coda of rJ.les) w-:: can 
;,;ive assistance to other recognised agencies or bodies i L both t.h~ 
:.:;ublic ar.d private sectors. l:elp to a :?=ivate i:o.dividual is ~1 
i!i!.fere!lt .cattel· again Lo·.icter, and requir·es very d~tE~.iled cons1dero.­
~ion on e case by case basis, whi•:!J., al.most by de.!inition, .makes a 
swift response unlikely. I s.i-:"lould in short be at fault 1! I were to 
lca\·e yo;.1 with t:'::ie Llpression thnt on. a::J.:J f't:tu ::";? occasion ~esist:ance 
could autoDaticall;r be .:nade evailuble. 

I e.r~closc a su:;~rzl ary or all U:E"' reports reeei v~d in the t'lir:.istry since 
19~,9 categorised acc.oy'ding to ou.I' ostimetior or t :t2e likely c.uuae, in 
t~: : e 1..:ope tl'.:.at you rr.wy ..ti.nd it o! so=.e ii.~terest. 

Xours .faithi'ull:y 

/REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT/ 
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S4F(Air) 

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS 

Reference: ,·) 

A. S4F(Aii')584/1/)-2 dated 29 January 1974. 

1. 'rlith regard to the 4 reports forwarded with reference A it would appear that 
•1rs _, s sighting (note time, description and movement) was not related to 
the others. A copy of a fifth report, received via Met 0 7, is attached. 

2. In all cases weather at the time and location of the reported event wa.s dry 
with small amounts of cloud and good, locally moderate, visibility. Earlier, rain 
associated with a cold front had moved eastwards across the area but by 2200 hours 
only the extreme SE of Kent was still affected. Winds in the lowest 50,000 ft of 
the atmosphere were from W'ly points. Also, no radio-sonde or meteorological 
research balloons were launched in the vicinity near the tim~of interest. 

3· No satisfactory meteorological explanation can be offered to account for what 
Mrs-- observed but, if not an aircraft, it might have been due to light 
reflected from objects above the flats. ee light from a vehicle which was at first 
stationary and then moved. 

4.. The passage of a meteor could prc'!ide a reasonabl~ e:~plans.tion fer the cthe:-
sightings. This need not have been a meteorite, which ~:ould have reached the 
earth;s surface, but may have been a "bolide" the destruction of which in the 
atmosphere would be associated with an air explosion which could be audible up to 
a distance of about 50 miles. If nothing is found at ground level then a bolide 
would appear to provide a possible answer - Dr lllllt's comment concerning the 
green flash and the object disappearing whilst still 20° above the horizon is 
noteworthy. 

_r February 1974 
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MEl\1 0 RAND Ul'.tl 

TcC"+R ( M-,e) ~+--·. From 

Tel. Ext.._ 

S b. t IJt.it\'::.i:;:;>r:\~lt:.:C f'"·ii•.JL C::f~··H .. :C(S· 
u ~ec -··----.. -------·--··.;;:-.. -•. --·-----,-·---

Q~~~'-.t'JJ.. ~4t (p. 1.z) ';)r;_ 4/1 jn. d..u.\~& ~-'=\ (\c-;"'-f-+. 

~ ,._ ..)~\~ ~ "-'-'--~'6"t-'-\,_"':$"\A,/\ cv. 

~ O.N ~·'\_ C\..-\v._~.~J4_ "\0~~-...,, ~. 
h,_ tr'\ ~~ v.s.\\'!. \:; (]~'~ . 

Rank/ Name in 
.AppointmcnL ______ , __ block 

Complete tbis form in manuscript unless there are s:;eci.al reasons for typing. 
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MODForm4A 

MEMORANDUM 

From S ·re. t c 

Ref. S (~tc./ ?...11/ cl's R Date Tel. ~ ~~ Ext.-

SubjecL---·------·---~-· t~-~ . .:-·------·-·---··-····-···-
~ "-f \ L..-,_:: ,._, , .., ~ <;; '!> 4 f (PI ' rt.) r~ f, /r3 e( • .t ./ 

-z._ ~ ~-44A. "1 It . 

~ ~,;;vr~ ~~ ~ ~ a~ 

().... 1...)-\.~ a-J-ti.~ -1-.J· ~.J,, ~- CV <(:. ~ 

~ ~ a1r~·u- ~ 4../-""- tX. ~(;_,..,:A;_ 

a--t;_~, ~ A.tt ~...,~. 

~- e........- ~1 ~ ~ c:r ... ;_,~ 1 ~ ~f­
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Complete this form in manuscript unless there are special reasons for typing. 

J.-P.Ltd • .56-236!1 
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/ 

LOOSE MINUTE 

S4f(Air)584/1/1~ 

\'':, r. 
<)~~\' .\o5' 

~~~~ \\'' 5'~ 
/ /~~\ 

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJEC~-5' ~ 
/ 

The attached reports of an unidentified 
flying object are forwarded for investigation. 
All appear to refer to the incident reported 
in the ~tional press and on the radio and 
television on 24 Jan. It was then suggested 
that this might have been .a meteorite, but .Cso 
far as we know) this has not yet been confirmed. 
Addressees are requested to report their 
findings, together with any comment they may 
wish to make, to S4f(Air). 

2. In order to assist us to analyse reports 
for statistical purposes, any suggestions as 
to the possible identification of the object 
seen would be helpful. 

\REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT\ 



• •• 
R8PORT OF AN UNID6~'"TIFmD FLYDTG OBJECT 

A. Date, time and duration of sip;htin5. (Local times to be quoted). 

B. De:Jcription of ob,ject. (Number of objects, size, shape, colours, 
brightness, sound, smell, etc). 

& . .A.1.. .\(_ , ~\_, h--.~ • & ~ ~ ·, \\.. ((__~~ C-.u.J\ , l~ "'~ j-t~.A.--~ 

C. Exact po~ition observer. (Geographical location. Indoors or outdoors. 
Stationary or moving) •. 

D. Ho\'1 observed. . (Naked eye, binoculars, other optical .. devico, .still or . 
movie camera) • · · 

E. Diroction in which object was first seen •.. (A .landm~k may '"bo mora useful 
than a badly estimated bearing). 

.. 
F. Angle of sight~. (Estimated heights are unrali11.ble). 

G. Distance. (By refere~ce to a known lapdma.rk wherever possible). 

I l 

H. Movements. (Cha.nees in E, F and G may be of more use than estimates .of_ 
course and speed),· 

J. Meteorological conditions during observations. (Moving clouds, haze .. 
mist etc). 



' • 

·,e 
!REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT! 

K. Nearby objocts. (Telephone lines; high volta.~ lines; reservoir, lake 
or dnm' nw.:vop or ma.~oh' rivo:r:J hie;h buildinso, to.ll ohimnoya, otooploa, opiroo, 
TV or radio masts; airfields; generating plant; factories, pits or other sites 
with flood-lights or other night lighting). 

L. To whom reported. (Police, mili~ary organisations, the press etc). 

N. Any background on the informant that may be volunteered. 

•. 

0. Other witnesses. .. 

P. Date and time of receipt of report. 

II 

.. •_: 

!REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT! 



REPORT OF AN UNID6NTIFmD FLYING OBJECT . 

~A. Date, time and duration of sighting. (Local times to. be.quoted). 

B. De3cription of object. (Number of objects, size, shape, colours, 
brightness, sound,. amel~, etc)~ I . . _ , 

IJ{!:_i:;_ .~ ~ dA.. ... ~d - ~~ {SLoA_ 
&'t:C-i~-Q ~cl)'(? .u.-- ~r~r -~) ~ ~~ 

c. Exact po~ition observer. · (Geographical location •. Indoors or outdoors. 
Stationary or moving) •. ,. . 

D. How observed •.. (Naked eye, binoculars, other optica.l .. devico, .. still. or .. 
movie oamera). · '.. . · 

E. Direction in which ob ect was first 
than a badly estimated, bearing • 

seen •. ·: (A 'iandm~k_ .may. '-Do mora useful 

£~ 
,. 

F. Angle of sig!lt ~.: (Estimated heietts a.;e unreliable). 

Ct&\J~r- t{.o" ~ ~ ~ --~/ /~ 
~(- Jp_

0 ~ b.-\. ko+R' 1~ -~ ;~-t~~ 
~~- ~~~· .. 

Distance. (Br. refere~ce to a known lapdma.rk wherever possible) •. G. 

H. Moveme~ts. (Changes in E, F and G may be of more use than estimates .of~ 
course and speed) • ·. · 

J. Meteorological conditions during observations •. (Moving clouds, haze'· 
mist etc) • · \ J­

\__ "> ,._ 
x:_Q 

\_QJ!$ . 

' '\ ~ u \)'~~~\ \) 
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. "' !REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCU~ENTI 

K. NnarbY objects. (Telephone lines; high volta~ linea; reservoir, lake 
o~ dnmt uwnmp or marBh' rivorJ high buildinga, tall ohimneyo, otooploo, npirog, 
TV or radio masts; airfields; generating plant; factories, pita or other sites 
with flood-lights or other night lighting). 

L. To whom reported. (Police, military organisations, thepreas.etc). 

_... . 

q.t) ~. 

((~, 
N. Any background on the informant that maz be volunteered. 

o. Other witnesses. ,. 

fu~ ~ tb .............. 

P. Date and time of receiEt of reEort. 
: 

. ' 

. ~ ..... 

...•,., 

f I 
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A. fJc:t.te, time and duration of sic;htin5:. (Local times to be quoted). 

B. De:Jcription of' object. (Number of objects, oiza, ohape, colours, 
brightnosa, sound, smell, etc). 

~ 1/1. ,.__ • ~ ~\:.'-\;:) ~ J .S .v .1\ VV\-\ ~ J ~ ,3 -~~ ('...{-t' L\::. c,." ~ \ 
. ~ . \._ (.,01_ "' .NV\ 

C. Exact no~ition observer. (Geographical location.. Indoors or outdoors. 
Stationary o~ moving)., 

D. How ob8ervod. (Naked eye, binoculars, other optica.l,devico, .still or_ 
movie ca~nora). . 

E. ' Diroction in which ob,ject waa first seon •. (A .lru~dm~ic may ''be more useful 
than a badly estimated bearing). 

\_ c~& \<_ ~ '' '( .. J ~JN "'(h \( \ .l: 1,-.w. "\ C ~ "'­
VW ~\),·~~) 

F. Angle of sight. (Estimated heights are unreliable). 

G. Distcmce. (By reference to a known lapdma.rk wherever possible). 

H. Movements. ( Cha.ngea in E, F and G may be of' more use than estimates of .. 
course and speed) •. 

J. Meteorological condi tiona during observations. 
mist a"tc). 

(1/..oving clouds, haze .. 
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K. l'I0.:3;fb.y ob,jocts. (Telephone lines; high volta~-:e linea; reservoir, lake 
or dn.m; mratup Ol." mru:onht rivorJ hie;h buildi?go, ta.ll olJ.imnoyo, otooploa, opiroa, 
TV or radio masts; airfields; generating plantt factories, pits or other sites 
with flood-lights or other night lighting). 

L. To whom reported. (Police, military organisations, the press.etc). 

M. 

:rr. 

o. Other witnes3'0S. . .. 

P. RLtc and time of receipt of report • 

. . ' .' ~, 
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REPOnT OF AN UNim:::NTIFmD FLYTIIG OBJZC'1, 

"-· na.-:~.t!, time and duration of sigi1ting. (Local times to be quoted). 

B. De:·:ription of object. (Number of objects, size, shape, colours, 
brightne~s, sound, smell, etc). 

C. Ex,-~ct po::Iition observer. (Geographi~al location. Indoors or ou·L:vo::c~. 
SL .. tionary or moving) •. 

+ t>.~ . ~~ ,J\ \-tz . 
\ ~C_M-~ l. ~ \ ~ \ C ...v0 

D. Ho\7 observed •. (Naked eye, binoculars, 
movie camera.). 

:S. 1 t\ ""-~ i k. ~ G i) ~ j v~Vt \ '"'- c~ 
~ VIi\. ~~ .'l.. ' ~ \..J · : "'- 1\ v"t? ~V\ 

other optical device, still or 

E. Direction in which object was first seen. (A .landm~k ma.y be mora useful 
than a ba~y estimated bearing). 

F. Angle of Bight. (Estimated heights are unreliable) • 

G. Dim;.:--..nce. (By reference to a. known la:ndmark wherever possi"ola). 

H. Movements. (Changes in E, F and G ma.y be of more use than estima·.:;~s of .. 
course and speed) •. 

~~ \) J. (..\)\ -A.~ J ~ 
- ~ -

J. \ 'R. ~ ~ \~ \) J\ \~ • 
J. Met.:~orological condi tiona during observations. 
mist etc). 

(Moving clouds, h:3.ze . 
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K. Nea.rby ob,jects. (Telephone lines; high voltagre lines; reservoir, lake 
or da.ru; swamp or marsh; river; high buildings, ta.ll chimneys, steeples, spirea, 
TV or radio masts; airfields; generating plant; factories, pits or other sites 
with flood-lights or other night lighting). 

L. To whom reported. (Police, military organisations, the press etc) • 

N. Any backs;round on the 
.__ o , t'\ 0- () o X 

that may be volunteered. 

.~ 

0. Other witnesses. 

. P. Date and time of receipt of report. 

ll - ~o A~ 
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,-~-. REPORT OF AN UNIDENTIFil~D FLYING OBJSCT 

A. Date, time and duration of sighting. (Local times to be quoted). 

B. Description of object. (Number of objects, size, shape, colours, 
brightness, sound, smell, etc). 

jL-u-~--f-Jw ,~{ cr1~t ~- ~tt ~ ~ u-- JLjtJ; -~ -
tb ,~~ e-l - c...f,~~d ... / ~~ ~ a~ tt\r ~1<.(._(. .. 

C. Exact position observer. (Geographical location. Indoors or outdoors. 
Stationary or moving). 

D. How observed. (Naked eye, binoculars, other optical device, still or 
movie camera). 

E. Direction in which ob"ect was first seen. (A landmark may be more useful 
than a badly estimated bearing • 

F. 

G. Distance. (By reference to a known 1~'1dmark wherever possible). 

H. Movements. (Changes in E, F and G may be of more use than estimates of 
course and speed). _ 1-- (,- · . 

u~.t- a_f ~- ypoe_l ~ J-{ (~~ , ~J-
A. ~ c-.jjJU .. t--e-d 4 ~ o,J;;( (fo{- C>'VL cy '7 Ct-t-u~­
/{~0<)" q ""o::t/~ S~-c,( · 
J. Meteorological conditions during observations. (Moving clouds, haze 
mist etc). 

- - ~ 



------------- _ ..... .. .. . .. _ ............ . .. .. .. . ... . --- ----------------------------. 
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K. Nearby objects. (Telephone lines; high volta~ lines; reservoir, lake 
or dam; swamp or marsh; river; high buildings, tall chimneys, steeples, spires, 
TV or radio masts; airfields; generating plant; factories, pits or other sites 
with flood-lights or other night lighting). .. 

~~(i 

L. To whom reporte4. (Police, military organisations, the press .. etc). 

M. 

/ft]}) t::~- j) eN 

... 

( 

lf:l:c rl Tf. 
N. Any background on the informant that may- be volunteered. 

0. Other witnesses. 

P. Date and time of receipt of report. 

!REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT! 
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oi-LA OpsPol1 
•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.·-·---·-·--:-."""·"·"·"·"·""·"·"·"·"·"·"·"·"·"·"-""·"·"·"·"·""·"·"·"·"·"·"·"·"·""·"·"·"·"·"·""""·"·"·"·"-"·""·"·"·"·""·"·"·"·"·"·"·""·"·"·"-"·"·"·"·"·"·"·"·"·"·"·"-"·"·"·"·"·"·"-"· ... ··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-"·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·.o.•.•.•.•.•.• ..... •.•.•.•.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·.o:-.•.•.•.•.-.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-"·····-·-·-•.o.·.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

To: 

Subject: RE: Documentation 

De a~ 

Thank you. I will send the documents to you today. 

From 
Sent: 11 February 2003 11: 11 
To: DAS-LA OpsPoll 
Subject: Documentation 

Dea~ 
Than~ng up the relevant documentation for me. 
My address is as follows: 

Thank you once again. 

11/02/2003 



DA.A-Ops+Pol1 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
20 December 2002 17:09 
AHB2(RAF)1 
Request for Information 

I have received a request for information about an alleged 'UFO' incident on 23 January 1974. I have reason to 
believe that RAF Valley's search and rescue unit and possibly a mountain rescue team were involved, and there may 
be mention of it in Valley's F540. 

Do you have the F540's for this period and if so could you possibly send me a copy of the January 197 4 extract from 
RAF Valley's? I will not release any of it to the correspondent without consulting you first. 

Have a lovely Christmas and I will speak to you again in the new year. 

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 

1 



DA·A-Ops+Pol1 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
20 December 2002 16:41 
I nfo(Exp )-Records1 
Request for files 

I would be grateful if you could recall these two files from the PRO for me. They are due for release in 2005. 

AF/7464/72 Part II (AIR2/18873) UFO Reports 1973-74 /~ t> · 

AF/584 (AIR 2/19083) UFO Reports Jan 1974 

Thanks. Have a very Happy Christmas. 

20 December 2002 
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oi-LA OpsPol1 
•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.o.o.•.o.•.•.•.•.•.o.o.-.v . ._•.•.•.•.•.o.•.•.•.•."'.•.•.•.•.•.•.•-•.•.•.•-"•-•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.o.o.•.o.•.•.•.•.•.•.• . ..-.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•-«•.•.•.•.•.•:•.•.•.•.o.-.._•.•.•.•-•-•.o.o.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•-•.o.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.o.•.".•.".•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.o.o.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•-•.o.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.o.•.•.o.•.•.•.•.•-"•-•.•.•.•.•.o.v.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•-•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•-•-•-•.•.·.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.·-·.•.•.•.•.•.•.•-•-•-

From: DAS-LA OpsPol1 

Sent: 20 December 2002 17:23 

To: 

Subject: RE: Request for Information. 

Signed By: das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk 

Security Label: Signed 

De a~ 

We only make a charge if the work involved in responding to a request for information is likely to exceed 4 
hours work. At present 1 would not expect your request to exceed 4 hours, but on retrieval of the files, if it 
looks like this may be the case, I will advise you so that you may decide whether you wish us to proceed. If a 
charge is involved the fee is £15 per hour for every hour over the first 4 hours. 

From 
Sent: m~~~ 2002 16:51 
To: DAS-LA OpsPol1 
Subject: Request for Information. 

Dear -
Thank you for your response. 
If you have any documents that you can send me concerning the alledged incident in question, please 
let me know and I will send you my address. 
Would there be any cost involved and if so how much? 

Best wishes 

PM 
Subject: Request for Information 

De a 

I have been passed your message of 3 December in which you requested documentation concerning 
an alleged 'UFO crash' on the Berwyn mountains on the 

23 January 1974. This department is the focal point within the MOD for correspondence concerning 
UFOs. 

Our files for this period are currently held at the Public Record Office awaiting release in 2005. I 
have asked for them to be recalled and will write to you again when I have had a chance to examine 
them. In the meantime, please could you send me your address, as these records are not held 
electronically and if there are any we can send you, they will have to be sent by post. My e-mail 
address is das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk. 

Also, you may wish to look at the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme which was 
launched on the 29 November and can be found at www.foi.mod.uk. A search under UFO will take 
you to all the classes of information on UFOs included in the scheme. 

23/12/2002 



DA.OpsPol1 

To: 
Subject: Request for Information 

Dear~ 
I have been passed your message of 3 December in which you requested documentation concerning an alleged 
'UFO crash' on the Berwyn mountains on the 
23 January 1974. This department is the focal point within the MOD for correspondence concerning UFOs. 

Our files for this period are currently held at the Public Record Office awaiting release in 2005. I have asked for 
them to be recalled and will write to you again when I have had a chance to examine them. In the meantime, please 
could you send me your address, as these records are not held electronically and if there are any we can send you, 
they will have to be sent by post. My e-mail address is das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk. 

Also, you may wish to look at the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme which was launched on the 29 
November and can be found at www.foi.mod.uk. A search under UFO will take you to all the classes of information 
on UFOs included in the scheme. 

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

1 



DA .. A-Ops+Pol1 

From: lnfo-Access3 
Sent: 04 December 2002 09:20 
To: 
Subject: 

DAS-LA OpsPol1 ; DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
(U) Request for Information. 

Do you know what this refers to? 

Would you like to respond - I've only been given an ~mail address. 

Grateful for your views 

Information Exploitation Access 
829 St Giles Court 
1-13 St Giles High Street 
London 
WC2H 8LD 

Email: lnfo-Access3@defence.mod.uk 

Tel: 
Fax: 

Sent: 03 Decem 
To: Info-access3@defence.mod.uk 
Subject: Request for Information. 

Dear Sir/Madam, 
I wonder if you would be so kind as to release the documentation/information surrounding the alleged crash of a UFO 
into the Berwyn mountain range in Wales. 
The incident took place on January 23rd 1974 and involved the MOD and the Army. 

Kind regards 

1 
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ENCLOSURE 22 IS PLACED ON 
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, 
Subject: RE: Pilot Observation 

De a~ 

Page 1 of 1 

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 is supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under one 
of the exemptions in the Code. The Freedom of Information Act 2000 will gain full public access in January 
2005 when it will supersede the Code. 

With regard to your request for copies of 'UFO' reports from Pilots for the last 5 years, I should inform you that 
we receive reports from a variety of sources and they are filed on manual files in the order in which they are 
received. No separate record is keep of any group of individuals. This means that the only way to identify 
reports specifically from Pilots is to search all our files for the whole five years. Any found would then have to 
be copied and all the personal details (such as Names, address, telephone numbers etc) removed to protect 
their privacy. I hope you appreciate that this would be a very time consuming task for such a long period of 
time and therefore such a request is likely to be refused under Exemption 9 of the Code (voluminous & 
vexatious). We also have charging arrangements for more complexed requests requiring over 4 hours work, 
so this could also attract a fee. If, however, you could narrow your request to a more manageable amount of 
material we may be able to assist you. 

Finally, you may be interested to see the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme which was 
launched on 29 November 2002. It can be found at www.foi.mod.uk and is the first step towards the 
in pie mentation of the FOIA. A search under UFO will take you to all the classes of information on UFOs 
included in the scheme. 

From 
Sent: 30 January 2003 16:00 
To: DAS-LAOpsPoll@defence.mod.uk 
Subject: Re: Pilot Observation 

Thank you so much for youre reply.Regarding the pilot reports you handle is there any way that i 
could get a copy ,say of the last 5 yrs, and would be most grateful to hear about youre policy on 
freedom of information. 

31/01/2003 



e DAS-LA OpsPol1 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Signed By: 

DAS-LA OpsPol1 

30 January 2003 13:19 

'public@ministers.mod.uk' 

Pilot Observation 

das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk 

Security Label: Signed 

Page 1 of 1 

Your e-rnails of 24-27 January have been passed to me by the MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit. 

This section was formerly Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a. The Directorate was merged with the Director of Air Staff 
and reorganised. We are now part of the Directorate of Air Staff and our new title is Directorate of Air Staff 
(Lower Airspace) Operations & Policy 1. We are the focal point within the MOD for correspondence regarding 
'unidentified flying objects' and we also have other duties concerning Freedom oflnformation issues. 

I hope this is helpful. 

das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk 

30/01/2003 



' . , ' ** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

Lw ~~ /E-MAIL 

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

TO Ref No \00\ /2003 __;_ ____ _ 
Date ~Get(\ ~ 

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 
of letters sent £y 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 mustbe 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 . Whitehall, SWlA 2EU 

Correspondence; e: !!ill~g§.{g@~~.IDQQJ!~; 
w: http:/ /main.chots.mod. uk/min _pari/ 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

• Delete as appropriate. 

() 
"""' 

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE 

Revised Sib August 2002 
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Ministers 

From: 

Sent: 24 January 2003 16:00 

To: public@ministers.mod .uk 

Subject: pilot observations 

Is it at all possible to find out the workings of a section in the M.O.D. called ,secretariat (air staff) 2a.l have 
come across this name several times in my reading ,and find myself asking ,if there is total denial why is it 

there . thanks 

27/01 /2003 
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Ministers 

From: Ministers 

Sent: 24 January 2003 17:35 

To: 

Subject: RE: pilot observations 

Signed By: ministers@defence.mod.uk 

Security Label: Signed 

Thank you for your email to public@ministers.mod.uk. For a reply, please re-send your 
message to this email address (Ministers@defence.mod.uk) and ensure that yoy_pdd your full 
Qostal address. 

Alternatively, you might like to email low_f!:ying_@defence.mod.uk, or visit 
the http:/lwww.mp_d.uk/iss_ues/lowf1Yln9Lindex,_html webpage, as Secretariat (Air Staff)2a is 
now part of DAS. 

Many thanks, 

MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit 
---Old War Office Building, 
~London SWlA 2EU 

27/0112003 
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Ministers 

From: 

Sent: 24 January 2003 17:46 

To: ministers@defence.mod.uk 

Subject: Re: pilot observations 

Is it at all possible for you to tell me the workings and findings of a DAS section ,Secretariat (air staff)2a.l was 

given youre details by the mod.thank you. 

27/01/2003 



• 
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Ministers 

From: Ministers 

Sent: 27 January 2003 08:58 

To: 

Subject: RE: pilot observations 

Signed By: ministers@defence.mod.uk 

Security Label: Signed 

Thank you for your email. For a reply, please provide 'lQ....L!IJYII postal address. 

Many thanks, 

MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit 
Room 222, Old War Office Building, 
Whitehall, London SWlA 2EU 

27/01/2003 

Page 1 of 1 
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• Ministers 

From: 

Sent: 27 January 2003 16:21 

To: Ministers@defence.mod.uk 

Subject: Re: pilot observations 

i would be very gratefil to hear youre reply~~~~~······· Smithton Inverness,~ 

27/01/2003 



·.1 

t--LA OpsPol1 

To: 
Subject: 

De a 

I have been passed a copy of your e-mail of 15 January in which you requested copies of documents held by the 
MOD on UFOs. This office is the focal point within the MOD for correspondence regarding UFOs. 

First, it may be helpful if I explain that the MOD 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 UKs airspace 
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is 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 requests for information from our files, you may wish to be aware that our files are passed to the 
Public Record Office when they reach 30 years old and are then open for public viewing. Requests for information 
from records less than 30 years old are dealt with in accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to Government 
Information (the Code), which encourages the provision of information unless its disclosure would, for example, 
cause harm to defence, invade on an individual's privacy, or if it would take an unreasonable diversion of resources 
to respond to a request. Information requested is supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under one of 
the exemptions of the Code. The Freedom of Information Act 2000 will gain full public access in January 2005 when 
it will supersede the Code. 

If you would like to view information included in the MOD Freedom of Information Publications Scheme please go to 
www.foi.mod.uk and search under UFO. 

I hope this is helpful. 

-defence.mod.uk 

1 



• ** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

L~ ~~~~~MAIL 
TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

~ " ,_,T~ --- W(L.A)P~ TO Ref No _~ ____ /2003 

~ Date I~ .Jon ~ 
; 
0 ; 
~ 

~ 
~ = < 
z 
~ 
> s 
~ 
~ 

0 
~ 
~ 
~ 

The Prim@ }.4ffi.ister/SofS/ivfin(AF)7Min(DP)/USef8/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 Ptvf&>Hniste£/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 
ofletters sentQ:y officials onthe PM's behalf for hisperusal. 

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 · 
232/01; further information is available from DG Info 

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 
Old War Office . SWIA 2EU 

. Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk; 
w: http:/ /main.chots.mod.uklmin _parV 

-;. ** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

• Delete as appropriate. 

• 
Revised 5th August 2002 

, 
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Ministers 

From: 

Sent: 15 January 2003 10:46 

To: public@ministers.mod.uk 

Subject: Freedom Of Information 

To whomever it may concern, 
I am writing to you to request copies of any documents held by the MOD relating to the sighting of UFOs under the Freedom Of 

Information act 2000. 

Thankyou for your time, and please send any information to: 

16/01/2003 
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From: 

Sent: 29 January 2003 14:27 

To: DAS-LA OpsPol1 

Subject: Re: MOD FOI Publication Scheme 

Dear 

I'm afraid that I responded too quickly, as I have just found the documents exactly where you 
said they'd be! (Can you imagine?) I guess that they just weren't obvious enough for my 
unobservant selfl Because my interest is very casual, and for my own personal edification, I 
suffered no inconvenience. Again, thank you for your time and attention. 

Sincerely, 

Se anuary 1:56AM 
Subject: MOD FOI Publication Scheme 

The MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit have passed me your message about your difficulties with 
accessing the UFO Rendlesham Forest file in the MOD FOI Publication Scheme. This office is the focal 
point within the MOD for correspondence concerning UFOs. 

There have not been any problems with the Publication Scheme, but I note you were advised to look at 
www.foi.mod.uk. This is correct except there should be no dot after uk and this may be why you have been 
unable to access these records. I appologise for any inconvenience this may have caused you. 

If after trying again you still have difficulties, you can e-mail me direct at das-laopspol1 @defence .mod.uk 

29/01/2003 

flo 
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DAS-LA OpsPol1 
•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•-•.•.•.•-•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

From: 

Sent: 29 January 2003 14:00 

To: DAS-LA OpsPol1 

Subject: Re: MOD FOI Publication Scheme 

Dear 

Thank you so much for your reply! I was sent a list of the links to the reports, so I never really 
had the URL's. The original e-mail looked like this: 

Date Next version 

rr:llUnidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident 
d 1980 (Part 1) 01/12/1980 n/a 

~Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident 
B 1980 (Part 2) 01/12/1980 n/a 

rr:llUnidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident 
d1980 (Part3) 01/12/1980 n/a 

~Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident 
B 1980 (Part 4) 01/12/1980 n/a 

8Unidentified Flying Objects Rendlesham Forest Incident 
d1980 (Part 5) 01/12/1980 n/a 

I've had several friends try to access them also, considering my lack of expertise with 
computers, but they all had no luck as well. I looked around at the site you mentioned, but 
couldn't find specific references to these reports, although it's possible I missed them-- there's 
a lot of information there! I will continue to try to poke around and see if I can't call them up, 
but in the meantime, would it be possible to purchase hard copies? Please let me know at your 
earliest convenience. I appreciate your time and your assistance! 

Sincerely, 

-- Original Message ----

To 
Se~Uffii~~~. January 29, 2003 1:56AM 
Subject: MOD FOI Publication Scheme 

29/01/2003 
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The MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit have passed me your message about your difficulties with 
accessing the UFO Rendlesham Forest file in the MOD FOI Publication Scheme. This office is the focal 
point within the MOD for correspondence concerning UFOs. 

There have not been any problems with the Publication Scheme, but I note you were advised to look at 
www.foi.mod.uk. This is correct except there should be no dot after uk and this may be why you have been 
unable to access these records. I appologise for any inconvenience this may have caused you. 

If after trying again you still have difficulties, you can e-mail me direct at das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk 

29/01/2003 



Dear 

The MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit have passed me your message about your difficulties with accessing the 
UFO Rendlesham Forest file in the MOD FOI Publication Scheme. This office is the focal point within the MOD for 
correspondence concerning UFOs. 

There have not been any problems with the Publication Scheme, but I note you were advised to look at 
www.foi.mod.uk. This is correct except there should be no dot after uk and this may be why you have been unable to 
access these records. I appologise for any inconvenience this may have caused you. 

If after trying again you still have difficulties, you can e-mail me direct at das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk 

1 



To: 
Subject: 

+Pol1 

Ministerial Correspondence 
MOD FOI Publication Scheme 

Reference Treat Official Correspondence 863/2003 

Please note that the URL which you gave the correspondent in the above was incorrect. The correct URL is 
www.foi.mod .uk (there should be no dot after uk). This may seem a small thing but means the link fails if a dot is 
added. 

I have advised the correspondent and would be grateful if you would note this should you get any other enquiries of 
this nature. 

DAS-LA-Ops+Pol1 
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'1QI"No . ....................... ;. .. . 

2 8 J A N 2003 <_ 

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

To~· ·· .... pt\S""-L...&··. ···· ..• . .-..a(~J J'6~~Pt1?__.__·· _ TO Ref No <t> b3 /2003 

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 ~alls for~ sample 
of letters sent 2Y 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 

~~~·U'LU ~Q$~~~~~~~; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk; 
w: http://main.chots.mod. uk/min _parV 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

• Delete as appropriate. 

() -INVESTOR lN PEOPLE 

Revised 5th August 2002 



e Ministers 

From: 

Sent: 23 January 2003 21:59 To: Ministers 

Subject: Re: FOI publication 

Dear Sir, 

Page 1 of2 

Unfortunately these links are not working either. I had a friend a bit more savvy with computers try 
to access them, and he couldn't either, which leads me to believe that the problem is somewhere on 
your end. I'd really like to see this stuffl If you cannot locate the file locations, would it be possible 
to obtain hard copies? Of course I'd be willing to pick up any costs involved. 

Thanks again for your help! 

Sincerely, 

---- Original Message ---­
From: M in ister~ To::······ Se t:l hursday, January 23, 2003 3:23AM 
Subject: RE: FOI publication 

jful Unidentifi ed Flying Objects Rendlesh~m Forest Incident 
~-JJ980~(Part 2__)_ 

l @ Unidentifigd Flying Objects RendleshamF orest Incident 
- 1280 ... (Pat13) 

Date Next version 

01 /1211980 n/a 

01/12/1980 n/a 

01/1 2/1980 n/a 

01112/1980 n/a 

01/12/1980 n/a 

Hopefully above will work OK (someone appears to have moved these from thei r original 
location on our website!). 

Regards, 

24/01/2003 



Ministerial Correspondence Unit 
Room 222, Old War Office Building 
Whitehall, London SWlA 2EU 
email: Ministers@defence.m_od.uk 

24/01/2003 

Page 2 of2 
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e Ministers 

From: Ministers 

Sent: 22 January 2003 08:54 

To: 

Subject: RE: FOI publication 

Signed By: ministers@defence.mod.uk 

Security Label: Signed 

Thank you for your email to Q.tJblic@ministers.mod.uk. The links you are looking for can be 
found via www.foi.rnod.uk. For ease, they are: 

Unidentified Flying Obj!=cts Reodlesham For~st Incident 1980 (Part 1) 

l.)nidentified Flyjog Object~ RendiE;sharn Forest Incident 1980 (Pa~t2.) 

l.)nidentifiE:!d Flying Objects Rendlesham f=orest In.,...c..._._id.....,e"-'n-'-'t,_,1.,_,9""8""0'----l( .!....'Pa~rt'-'"--'"3'-1-) 

l.)ojdentifie_d Flying Objects Rendle~ham Forest Incident 1980 (Part 4) 

Uni9entified Flying Qbjects Bendlesh_am Fo_rest Incio~nt.J .. 9~.~o __ ---\..( .!....'Pa~r'-"t_..5'-J_) 

Regards, 

MOD Ministerial Correspondence Unit 
Room 222, Old War Office Building, 
Whitehall, London SWlA 2EU 

24/01/2003 
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• Ministers 

From: 

Sent: 22 January 2003 02:42 

To: public@ministers.mod.uk 

Subject: FOI publication 

Dear MOD: 

After a quick search of your site, I am unable to find any information that I'm told was 
recently released under the new FOI act on the subject ofU.F.O.s. Was this information ever 
actually published and, if so, is it somewhere on your site? I'm interested to see any official 
reports that might be available. 

Thank you for your assistance. 

24/01/2003 
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e· 
DAS-LA OpsPol1 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Signed By: 

DAS-LA OpsPol1 

27 January 2003 11 :41 

RE: more information 

das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk 

Security Label: Signed 

12 

This department is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 'UFOs'. We 
know of no other UK government department with an interest in 'UFO' reports. 

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. 
The MOD examines any 'UFO' reports it receives solely to establish whether what was seen has any 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 UK 
from an external military source, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. 
We believe that 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 an aerial identification service. We could not 
justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence remit. 

The reports and correspondence we receive are placed on manual files and released to the Public Record 
Office when they have been closed for 30 years (in accordance with the Public Records Act 1958 and 
1967). The MOD also operates within 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. 

For further details of our policy and to see MOD documents which have been released in the MOD Freedom 
of Information Publication Scheme, please go to www.foi.mod.uk and search under UFO. 

I hope this is helpful. 

Sent: 26 January 2003 03:38 
To: das-laopspoll@defence.mod.uk 
Subject: more information 

greetings, 
i would like to receive more information about the procedure of the UFO matter. Could 
you tell me wich department in the whole british bureaucracy who is the main database 
of information or the main phenomenon inspecting expert. 

regards, 

Protect your PC- Click here for McAfee.com VirusScan Online 

27/01/2003 



DAS-LA OpsPol1 

To: 
Subject: can u help? 

li- ,i, 
1 have been passed your e-mail of 16 January concerning the Rendlesham Forest incident in December 1980. This 
office is the focal point within the MOD for correspondence relating to UFOs. 

You mentioned that you had read the papers on this incident and queried how we came to the conclusion that there 
was nothing of defence concern. It may therefore help if I explain that the integrity of the UK's airspace in peacetime 
is maintained through continuous surveillance of the UK Air Policing Area by the Royal Air Force. 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. From that perspective, reports provided to us 
of 'UFO' sightings are examined in consultation with air defence experts, where necessary, to determine whether 
there is any evidence of a breach of UK airspace by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is such 
evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We believe that it is possible 
that rational explanations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for reports, but it is not the 
function of the MOD to provide an aerial identification service and we could not justify expenditure on investigations 
which go beyond our specific defence remit. 

In the case of the Rendlesham Forest ("Bentwaters") incident all available substantiated evidence was examined at 
the time in the usual manner by those within the MOD/RAF with responsibility for air defence matters. The 
judgement was that there was no indication that a breach of the UK's air defences had occurred on the nights in 
question and no further investigation into the matter was necessary. Although a number of allegations have 
subsequently been made about these events, nothing has emerged over the last 22 years which has given us reason 
to believe that the original assessment made by this Department was incorrect. 

In your e-mail you also asked about Dl55 and DS8. Dl55 are a branch of the Defence Intelligence Staff and reports 
of sightings were sent to them 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 UFO reports sent to DIS over a 30 year period yielded any 
valuable information whatsoever and DIS therefore decided in December 2000, not to receive these reports any 
longer. DSB was a former name of my branch, which is now callled the Directorate of Air Staff (DAS). Our role is 
to deal with all reports and correspondence regarding UFOs, in consultation with air defence experts where 
necessary. 

Finally, you may wish to be aware that the in November 2002 the MOD launched its Freedom of Information 
Publication Scheme. This is the first step in the introduction of the Freedom of Information Act which will gain full 
public access in January 2005. The Scheme can be found at www.foi.mod.uk and a search under UFO will take you 
to all the classes of information on UFOs included in the Scheme. 

I hope this is helpful. 

das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk 

1 
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/E-MAIL 

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

TO Ref No 6 \Ci /2003 __ __..;_ __ _ 

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 
ofletters 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 o.ut in th. e C. ode (a full explanation is c~en) 
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 W . 2EU 

Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod. uk; 
w: http:/ /main.chots.mod.uk/min _parl/ 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

• Delete as appropriate. 

() 
"" 
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Ministers 

From: 

Sent: 16 January 2003 21:54 

To: public@ministers.mod.uk 

Subject: can u help? 

i recently read about the bentwaters incident and was curious about a couple of things. 

the report admits something happened, but the object was not tracked on radar. 
the m.o.d states it did not present a threat to national security so was not investigated further (even though 
the official line is "the m.o.d does not waste public funds etc on such matters) 
surely then, if something happened that could not be explained and was not tracked on radar then this must 
constitute a breach in air defence? 

my second query is during reading those documents there were mentions of two departments 0155 and DS8? 
what do they do? 

i am not looking for a smoking gun or anything i am just interested in the subject, more so from a technology 
point of view. 
i also a that the subject matter is not as black and white as it appears. 

west yorkshire 

17/01/2003 



Epsom 

From 
Directorate of Air Staff (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 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 
15 January 2003 

020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 

Thank you for your recent letter regarding your research on 'unidentified flying objects'. This 
department is the focal point within the Ministry ofPefence for correspondence regarding UFO 
matters, but you may wish to note that our title ana address have changed to those at the head of 
this letter. 

It may be helpful if I explain that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 
'UFO/flying saucer' matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial 
lifeforms; about which it remains totally open-minded. I should add that to date the MOD knows 
of no evidence which substantiates the existence of these alleged phenomena. Any reports of 
UFO sightings received are examined solely to establish whether they 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 UK 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. 

If you wish to see papers on UFO matters released as part of the MOD Freedom of Information 
Publication Scheme, please look at www I fa j I mod I uk and search under UFO. 

I hope this is useful. 

Yours sincerely, 



r . ---------------- ··-------···-··-·-·····-····. ······--····-·· 
• 

Epsom, 

To Whom It May Concern: 
I am a Graphic Design student studying at The Surrey Institute of Art and 

Design. As part of one of my modules I am researching the phenomenon of 
Unidentified Flying Objects. 

I would be very grateful if you could answer the following questions: 

• Do you regard UFO's as extraterrestrial? 
• Do you regard UFO' s as a national security risk? 
• What is your opinion on the UFO phenomena? 
• What makes a credible witness? 

Answers to the above questions and any other relevant information would be 
gratefully received. 

Yours Sincerely 
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To: 
Subject: RE: http://channels.netscape.com/ns/atplay/content.jsp?file=alien9.inc 

De 

Since the launch of the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme on 29 November, 
there have been a number of misleading press reports concerning our release of papers 
concerning an alleged 'UFO' sighting in Rendlesham Forest in 1980. It may therefore be 
helpful if I clarify the situation. 

As is the case with other UK government files, Ministry of Defence 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. The MOD does, however, operate 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 closed files is supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under one 
of the exemptions in the Code. 

The MOD "Rendlesham Forest file" consists of over 170 pages which were not originally 
on one file, but were gathered together sometime after these events. Some papers are 
contemporary and others, later correspondence between members of the public and the 
MOD. A copy of the Rendlesham file was first released to a member of the public in May 
2001 following a request made under the Code. Five papers were witheld under 
exemptions of the Code, but these were later released on appeal. Since May 2001, 22 
others have requested and been sent copies of the file. 

On the 29 November the MOD launched its Freedom of Information Publication Scheme. 
This is the first step in the introduction of the UK's Freedom of Information Act 2000 
which will gain full public access in January 2005, when it will supersede the Code. 
The FOI Publication Scheme has given us the opportunity to make the Rendlesham file 
more generally available to those who may not have previously been aware of its 
release. If you wish to view the Publication Scheme, please go to www.foi.mod.uk. A 
sear_ch under "Rendlesham Forest" will take you straight to these documents, or 
alternatively, if you search under 'UFO' you will be able to find all the UFO classes 
of information in the scheme. 

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

From: 
Sent: 
To: das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk 
Subject: 
http://channels.netscape.com/ns/atplay/content.jsp?file=alien9.inc 

I would like to know what you have to say about the subject 
matter http://channels.netscape.com/ns/atplay/content.jsp?file=alien9.inc. 
By the way my school Kellogg is the number one graduate business school in 
the world because of the best ethics in the world and other stuff as 
reported by Business Week. See your own "Economist" ratings 
at http://education.guardian.co.uk/higher/news/story/0,9830,809623,00.html 
which placed Kellogg numero uno and your Oxford and Cambridge in 72nd and 
74th, probably because one of them accepted sleezy Bill Clinton as a student. 
I am not a "yuppy-puppy", my expertise lies in a totally different area, a 
scientific field. 
Your mod.uk site seems to be silent about the 20 or so reports you 

1 



,repor,ly have released on the subject. I do not believe in UFO's, but 
your ence is defeaning and probably unneceasarily suspicious. About time 
you ta e the pith helmets off your heads so you hear the questions if for 
nothing else cause we (or at least my adopted country) saved your butts in 
WWII while we lost half a million soldiers. 

Cheers, 

2 
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GetaGiggle 

Joke of the 
Day 

CompuSwami 

Are There Aliens Among Us? 

Tuesday. 

British Military 
'Suppressed UFO Info' 

The British government tried to 
cover up one of the country's 
most famous sightings of an 
unidentified flying object, a 
parliamentary watchdog ruled 

The "Rendlesham Files," which were finally 
published on the Internet Sunday, contain 
eyewitness accounts by U.S. Air Force officers at a 
military base close to Rendlesham Forest, near 
Ipswich in eastern England, who saw a brilliantly lit 
object land in the forest in December 1980. 

1 Paranormal The incident is widely 
i Trivia: regarded as one of the 

News of the i Play Now! most significant UFO 
Weird i sightings - the British 

~ • Paranormal Coverage equivalent of the 194 7 
j • News of the Weird incident in which a 
; • Sci-Fi Trivia 

i)imwoRK s:llEciAL; spacecraft supposedly 
They're Dumb j crashed at Roswell, New Mexico, with aliens aboard. 
but True! j 

' Several people had complained to the British I parliamentary ombudsman, Ann Abraham, that the 
Ministry of Defense had refused to divulge full details 
of the Rendlesham witness accounts. Abraham ruled 

Daily Clicks , the ministry had "withheld three documents relating 
• Read the Funnies j to reported sightings of unexplained aerial 
• Lottery Results j phenomena in 1980- the Rendlesham Forest UFO 
• UFOs & Ghosts 1 incident." 
• Today in History ) 
• Print Central ! A . . . 
• Entertainment weekly ; ~1mstry sp~keswoman sa1d the files had not _been 
• strange News : deliberately Withheld and had always been available 

1 to anyone who asked. 

:, •... w.w.·.·····-··········.w.·.··········w···················""·······························J In late December 1980, U.S. officers investigating 

what they thought must have been a crashed plane 
in the forest saw a triangular "strange glowing object" 
that sent farm animals into a frenzy. 

''The object was described as being metallic in 
appearance and triangular in shape, approximately 
two to three meters (seven to 10 feet) across the 
base and approximately two meters (seven feet) 
high," reads a report in the file by Deputy Base 
Commander Lt. Col. Charles Halt. 

http://channels.netscape.com/ns/atplay/content.jsp?file=alien9.inc 

What is the first thing 
you do when you get 
online? 
0 Check my mail. 

0 Play games. 

0 Check my horoscope. 

0 Catch up on current 
events. 

0 Take silly polls. 

0 Sorry, I can't tell you. 

Silly Stuff 

• CompuSwami 
• Penalty Shot 
• Whack a Terrorist 
• Sci-R Trivia 
• Misheard Lyrics 
• Slip Shot Diner 

Special Features 

• PlayFour! Puzzle 
• News of the Weird 
• The Answer Man 
• Laughable Lawsuits 
• Play Memory Match 
• Game Cheats & Codes i 
• Oddly Enough News j 
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"It illuminated the entire forest with a white light," he 
added. "The object itself had a pulsing red light on 
top and a bank of blue lights underneath. The object 
was hovering, or on legs." 

Skeptics say the witnesses were merely seeing the 
beam from a lighthouse on the nearby coast. 

But the report adds that the next day three 
depressions seven feet in diameter were found in the 
grass and that readings of beta and gamma radiation 
were 10 times higher than normal. Disturbances 
were also noted on air force radar at the time. 

Later in the night, a second UFO was seen, 
described as a red sun-like light. "At one point it 
appeared to throw off glowing particles and then 
broke into five separate white objects," said the file. 

A Ministry of Defense memo in the file notes that: 
"No evidence was found of any threat to the defense 
of the United Kingdom. In the absence of any hard 
evidence, the MoD remains open minded." 

Until last week, only around 20 members of the 
public had seen the file. The government said it 
would also be publishing other files on reported UFO 
sightings on www.mod.uk. 

The Rendlesham File contains a Ministry of Defense 
memo suggesting British requests for audiotapes 
made by the American officers at the time were 
brushed aside by the United States. Later reports by 
UFO enthusiasts claimed that photographs and 
tapes were taken away by senior U.S. officers. 

Back to UFO Main 
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Di (Lower Airspac~) 
Operations & Policy 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room &n3, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenuet'", 'tnrtrri"""'---­
WC2N 5BP 

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

Your Reference 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 
2 January 2003 

020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 

I am writing in reply to your letter of 24th December 2002, in which you requested a detailed map 
ofRAF Woodbridge and the section ofRendlesharitForest where it is alleged a 'UFO' was 
sighted. 

All the papers the MOD holds on this incident have already been sent to you and are also now part 
of the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme which can be found at 
www.foi.mod.uk. We do not hold any maps ofthe area and are therefore unable to provide the 
information you are seeking on this occasion. 

Yours sincerely, 



Director of Air Staff ( Lower 
Operations & Policy la 

Ministry of Defence 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, 

Northumberland Avenue, 
London 

WC2N5BP 

24th Dec 2002 

I am wrighting this letter to respectfully ask for more information on the sighting 
of a U.F.O near R.A.F Woodbridge. Would it be possible to provide me with a detailed 
map ofR.A.F Woodbridge and the section ofRendlesham Forest where the sighting is 
said to have taken place. 

Thank You for your time and effort in this matter. 



From: 
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 a 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N SBP 

Telephone 

E-Mail 

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

~~~~aopspol1 a@der££Qt§iQ§ 

Your Reference 

Our Reference~ 
D/DAS/64/3 .-

Date 
2-.2 December 2002 

I am writing with reference to your letter of 8 December 2002 in which you request a copy 
of documents concerning the alleged UFO sighting in Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in 1980. Your 
letter was passed to this office by the Public Record Office, as we are the focal point within the 
Ministry of Defence for correspondence relating to 'unidentified flying objects'. 

The Ministry of Defence file on this incident has been included in the MOD Freedom of 
Information Act Publication Scheme and can be viewed at www. foj .mod .uk. A search under 
Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to these papers. Alternatively, if you wish to see all the 
material on UFOs included in the Publication Scheme, please search under UFO. I hope this is 
helpful. 
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Our Ref: SR 1/lB 

\ 2-- oL-

PUBLIC 
RECORD 

OFFICE 
The National Archives 

We are forwarding the attached letter, since the subject appears to be more appropriate for 
reply by you than by this Office. 

We have not informed the writer of the disposal of the letter. 

Reader Information Services Department 

Kew, Richmond, Surrey TW9 4DU, United Kingdom 

Tel: +44(0)20 8876 3444 Fax: +44(0)20 8878 8905 Minicom: +44(0)20 8392 9198 
Web Site: http://www.pro.gov.ukl E-mail: Awarded fur excellence 



Dear 

12_ From 
Di Staff (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 

Our Reference 
D/DAS/64/3 
Date 
20 December 2002 

020 7218 2140 

I am writing with reference to your recent (undated) letter concerning documents about an alleged 
'UFO' incident near Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in December 1980. It may assist you ifl clarify 
our position with regard to the documents on these events. 

As is the case with other government files, MOD files are subject to the provisions of the Public 
Records Act of 1958 and 1967. This Act ofParliament states that official files generally remain 
closed from public viewing for 30 years after the last action has been taken. The Ministry of 
Defence does however, operate 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 ofresources to respond to a request. Information requested from 
closed files is supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under one of the exemptions in 
the Code. 

The MOD Rendlesham Forest file consists of over 170 papers which were not originally on one 
file, but were gathered together sometime after these events. Some papers are contemporary and 
others, later correspondence between members of the public and the MOD. A copy of the 
Rendlesham Forest file was released to a member of the public in May 2001 following a request 
made under the Code. Since then, 22 others have requested and been sent copies of the file. 

On the 29 November 2002 the MOD launched its Freedom oflnformation Publication Scheme. 
This is the first step in the introduction of the Freedom oflnformation Act 2000 which will gain 
full public access in January 2005, when it will supersede the Code. The FOI Publication Scheme 
has given us the opportunity to make the Rendlesham file more generally available to those who 
may not have previously been aware of its release. If you would like to view the Publication 
Scheme, please go to www. foi. mod .uk . A search under 'Rendlesham Forest' will take you 
straight to those documents, or alternatively, if you search under 'UFO', you will be able to find 
all the UFO classes of information in the scheme. 
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In your letter you also asked a number of questions regarding these documents and I will answef ., e these in the same order as your letter. ' ' -.. 

1. No, these documents were not "kept secret from the public". As explained above, .MOD 
files are generally closed for 30 years, but requests for information can be made in 
accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information. 

2 & 3. All the known MOD documents on these events have been released and can be accessed 
on the website mentioned above. 

4. We were recently sent a copy of extracts of an audio recording alleged to have been made 
by Lt Col Halt, but such a recording is not part of our contemporaneous records of the 
incident. 

I hope this is helpful. 

Yours sincerely, 

The National Archives
Audiotape Lt Col Charles Holt
MoD confirm they have been sent a copy of the famous audiotape record by Lt Col Charles Halt during his UFO experience in Rendlesham Forest, near RAF Woodbridge, Suffolk, in December 1980. But they note “…such a recording is not part of our contemporary records of the incident.”
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MOD 
Secretariat (Air staff) 2a, 
Main Building, 
.Whitehatl, 
London, 
SW1A2HB 

Dear Sirs, 

'J' ,, .. ; . ~ :<· ~ '" \'c' " " • 
·--... -.......... ,~ ... "'-' •' 

For years and on numerous occasions in the past (From 1994 onwards) I 
have corresponded with this department and the secretary of defence about 
an unidentified flying object incident in Dec/Jan of 1980/81 Out side of the 
Bentwaters military base near Rendlesham forest. 

Over this period of time I have asked if any documents and statements exist 
in MOD files other than the Halt memo, and were told that this was all that 
exist in your files. I asked many times if the cover~ng letter from the base 
commander was available with no positive response. 
A recent article in the UK UFO Magazine detailed how new documentation 
has now been made available including this covering letter. 

I would like to obtain copies of all the available new documentation, please 
could you tell me how.l can achi.eve this. · · 

Also could you answer these questions for me? 

1. Was the covering letter and other documentation kept secret from the 
general public? 

2. Is there ANY kind of evidence/material in document form or other 
formats being withheld from the public in relation to this incident? 

3. It has been stated by the MOD and the secretary of defence in letters 
to me in the past that 'those with r-esponsibility' and 'my officials' 
studied ALL the available evidence at the time. Does a listing of this 
evidence exist? Does a report of the investigation or any internal 
documentaticm exist that shows how the conclusions by the MOD were 
reached? If the answer is yes, how and when will a copy be available 
for the general public? My communication from the secretary .of 
defence (John Spellar - 30th· October 1997) mentions 'departmenta• 
records'. 

e:f\c. :t3 ·. 
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4. Does the MOD have a stance on the Halt audio recording that is 
available in the public domain? Does this form part of any corroborative 
evidence looked at by the officials? 

I look forward to any clarification you can give me on this interesting event. 

All the best. .. 
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Dear 

From: Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a 1 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB · 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
· (Switchboard) 

(Fax) 

Your reference 

Our reference 
D/Sec(AS)/64/3 
Date 
19 December 1997 

1. Thank you for your recent undated letter addressed to the 
Prime Minister concerning the alleged events at Rendlesham Forest/ 
RAF Woodbridge in December 1980, which has been passed to the 
Ministry of Defence for reply. 

2. The MOD's position with respect to these alleged events was 
explained to your MP, Don Fpster, in a letter from the Under 
Secretary of State for Defence dated 30 October, which you should 
by now have seen. I am afraid there really is nothing further 
that I can add. 

Yours sincerely, 

I 
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MINISTERS' CORRESPONDENCE UNIT 

2870 
Ref No ___ ~/......,19::...::9;...L..7 

Date ·~ 5 NOV 1991 

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

A 

B 

The letter has been acknowledged by No.lO. Please 
send a full reply within 20 working days. 

The letter has been acknowledged by No.lO. Please 
consider whether there is anything which can usefully 
be said to the correspondent and action accordingly. 

No acknowledgement has been sent. In this case, 
however, it is obviously important that both an 
acknowledgement and a full reply are sent. 

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

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

; further information is available from DOMD on extension 

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

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

1 
"'-n"\"~ r,~ r,;:j:.P ,!CE 

i M\~4\~ in • \,j i "": :. ·.' ·~ · 
MINISTERIAL CO . - SEC {,<\,:;;:; /1 ~ - . . . .. - . . 
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10 DO\VNING STREET 
LONDON SWlA 2A.A... 

From the Assistant Private Secretary 

Dear Correspondence Secretary, 

, .. ,, . 

13 October 1997 

PRI\IE M:E';ISTER'S OFFICE CORR£SP0:\l}El'\CE SECTION 

\Ve have a regrettable and unprecedented backlog ofsome eight weeks' :. 
correspondence here. We are doing what we can to rectify thls but are making little· 
inroad into it- mainly due to the Prime Minister's postbag being double that of his 
predecessor. 

To this end \ve shall be forwarding letters on to departments L1. the normal manner 
but, until further notice, we shall not be acknowledging nor recording any letters whlch 
come to you from this office for treat official action from today on, unless notified to the 
contrary . I would be very grateful therefore, if you would ensure tt1at a reply is always 
sent on our behalf. What this may mean for your department is tt1at you receive a larger 
batch than normal in the initial stages of this exercise. You \Vill be receiving those letters 
received here in both August and September. Please deal with them in date order as far 
as possible. The folders \vhich we send to your department \\"ill be clearly marked as to 
the dates received in this office. 

The Prime i\linister is ·very keen that his correspondence is replied to as quickly as 
possible and I would be \:ery grateful if you could try, within your ot.m probably stretched 
resources, to meet his request. 

Can I please ask you to ensure that all those within your depc:mment who deal with 
Prime Minister's treat official correspondence are made aware of this ~mporary 
arrangement. 

The Correspondence Secretary 
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2\10 
PRIME MINISTER'~ 

CORKESPONDENCESEC110N 
Email: 

NoackntJw~latsbttltVM- · 
It is im;:c.•r14rtltiWJI_...#llf!lo/ 
admowledgtmtllt "ltftl., ,.,., 
Departrmnt, and a FIIIJ. .._,., 

Dear Prime Ministen-.. lF NECBSSAIIY 
' 

I am writing to you in hope that you and your new Government may be able to 
help me get some information that has been denied under a previous one. 

I have been corresponding with the MOD about an event that happened outside of a 
Military Facility in DEC 1980. I have enclosed a pack of correspondence between 
them and myself for your viewing. I have also prepared a similar set for my local 
member of parliament. 

As you can see by my enclosed letters and covering sheet, I am only asking some very 
basic questions about a highly unusual incident. I am not interested in harming the 
MOD or the country in any way. But still the MOD will not answer the questions. 

The MOD say they investigated the incident at the time, when I enquired they only 
had one sheet of paper on the incident (the Halt Statement), surely this is wrong if 
they investigated fully because as Col Halt says in his official report " Numerous 
individuals witnessed the activities in paragraph 2 and 3" 

I can not see how an full investigation could have been made without all the witness 
statements, and if they were taken why do the MOD tell me they have only the one 
paper the Halt statement. How could this be? 

If there were no statements taken would it be possible to look at the investigation 
report. If not would it be possible to access a copy of the original cover letter that 
accompanied the halt statement, which was written by the Base Commander, of which 
the MOD also do not seem to have. 

If you could help clarify this situation or help in getting answers to my questions it 
would be greatly appreciated. 

2870 
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DEPARTMENT OF TilE AIR FORCE 

(() 13 Jan 81 

Unexplained Lights 

IV\ f) CC 

l. Early in the rnornin9 of 27 Dec BO (.'lppr·oxirttJtely OJOOL), t110 US/\F 
security-police palroln:~n St~l·: unusual li9hts outside the !Jtlck 9ate <lt 
1~1\f Hoodbridse. Tllinkin::; an air·cruft mi<.Jht have crashed or· ~cc:1 fer·cetl 
do1·:n, they cilllod fo:, p.~naission to go outside the gate to invcst.~gate. 
The on-=duty fl iuht chief r·esponded t!nd allOI-ICcl thr·ee patr·o1n!~:l ~~ ::-:·~­
ceecl bn foot. The inclividu,lls r·eponeJ seeing a stt·c1ngc glc1·ring object 
in the for·est. The o!)jecl 1·:as descr·ibcd as being metal ic in c:ppcarance 
and triangulcu in sh,lpe, appr·oxi111ately t1·10 to thr·ee meters clCr"O$S the 
base i\nd approxilll,ltcly t~·:o meters hitjh. It i1lw:dnJtcd the entlr·e forest. 
1-1ith a vrhite liqht. TIH~ object itself had tt pulsing red light on lop and 
'' lJ<tr1k(s) of bl~H~ 1 iC]llts undemeath. Tile object was hovering or on legs. 
As the palt·olrncn 0pprol1ched the ouject, it maneuvered through the trees 
and disappeared. f,t this tim~ the ,1nimals on a neurb)··farm H~nt into i'l 

frenzy. The object l·tas br·iefly sighted ,lpproximately an hour latet· near 
the back g<l tc. 

2. The next duy, tllr·ec depressions 1 l/2" deep and 7" in diamder Het·e 
found 1-1ller·e the objr.ct had been sigh,ted on the ground. The follo1·1ing 
night (29 Dec BO) the area 11as checked for radiiltion. 13eta/ganuiiJ readings 
of 0.1 rnillirocntq(:ns ·.-:~r·e recorded 1-lith peak readings in the tht·ee de­
pn~ssions and nca~- the center of the tr"it~ngle fo~~o.ed by the dept·essions. 
A nearby tt·ee held modr>rate (.05-.07) n~a<jings on the side of the tree 
toward the depressions. 

3. Later· in the night a r·ed sun-like light \-ras seen through the trees. 
It rnovcd about and pulsrd. At one point it appeared to thro·.-t off glo\·ling 
par·t.iclcs and then brokr. into five scpclr·ate 1-1hite objects and then dis­
appeared. lm.rnecliatcly thereafter, thr·ee star-like objects 1·1er·e noticed 
in the sky. tvro objects to the north ancl or~e to the south. a 11 of \-th i ch 
Here about 10° off the horizon. The objects rnoved rapidly in sharp angulc:r· 
rnovenrents and displayed n?d, green ancl blue lights. The objects to the 
nor-th appeared to be: elliptical through an 8-12 rovtcr· lens. They then 
tur·ned to full circles. The objects to the north remuined in the sky for 
an hour or more. The object to the south 1-tas visible for t1·10 or three 
hours and bcilmed do1-m a stream of liCJht from tirne·to time. rlumcrous indivi-
duc1ls, including the und~rsigned, \·ritne~;scd the activities in paragraphs 

• 
z /fJZJII/J/-
Cl(:r~~(S l. l~t;~ lt Col, USAF 
Deputy Base Contnandcr· 



\REDACTED ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT\ 

':!~!~iliilillli- ·-secretari~-t(Air - st~i£>2~~ R~~~ -~;~~-~--
Main Building, Whitehall, london SW1A 2HB 

Telephone (Direct Dialling) 071 2182140 

(Switchboard} 071 218 9000 
(Fax) 

Your reference 

Our reference 

D/Sec(AS)/12/3 
Date 1 November 1994 

1. Thank you for your letter to the Secretary of State, which has 
been forwarded for reply to this office as the focal point within the 
Ministry of Defence for unexplained aerial phenomena, often 
characterized as "UFO" reports. 

2. I can confirm that no new information has come to this office's 
attention in respect of the alleged incident at Rendlesham Forest/RAF 
Woodbridge in December 1980. You asked at what level the decision was 
taken that the UK's security was not compromised that night. The 
decision was, quite properly, coll~ctively reached by officers within 
the MOD/RAF sections wi_t.h responsibility for air defence matters; 
their judgement was based on the available evidence. Furthermore, it 
is not our policy to enter into detail about the procedures the MOD 
adopts for making threat assessments. The Deputy Base Commander of 
RAF Woodbridge at the time of the event, Lt Col Halt, made an official 
statement regarding the incident, but significantly made no 
recommendation that a further investigation should be carried out. 

3. Nothing has subsequently emerged which has given us any reason to 
believe that the original assessment made by this Department was 
incorrect. 

4. Your letter goes on to mention RAF Rudloe Manor in Wiltshire. RAF 
Rudlcc Manor is tho Headquarters of the RAF Police, which does serve 
as a focal point, amongst other things, for flying complaints. In the 
past, Rudloe Manor was the RAF coordination paint for reports of 
unusual aerial sightings. However, once such reports were received 
they were simply forwarded to this office for appropriate action. 
Nowadays Rudloe Manor, along with other RAF stations, forward such 
reports directly to this office. 

5. I hope this is helpful. 

Yours sincerely, 

' \~EDACTED .ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT\ 



M.O.D, 
Secreariat (Air Staff) 2A. 
Main Building Whitehall. 

I am writing with some questions pertaining to Unexplained aerial phenomena, 
often referred as UFO's. 

I am hoping that you could clarify your position on the 1980 (DEC) incident 
between Rendlesham and Woodbridge Air bases. 

In earlier letters it was mentioned that Lt Col Halt made an official statement regarding the 
incident and that he made a recommendation that no further investigation be carried out. 

Could you clarify when and how Lt Halt recommended this action as it is not mentioned in his 
official report? 
Could you let me know when and how the M.O.D was informed of Lt Halts recommendations as 
they are not included in his report? 

' . 

If as procedure would have it Lt Halt was debriefed by Defence Intelligence it possible to obtain 
any briefing notes/statements so that I may clarify this point? 

Does the M.O.D have an interest or opinion in the latest revelations by Lt Halt, in which he 
claims there was an absolute defence threat, high level involvement, and cover-up by Defence 
Intelligence, or other Intelligence departments? 

I was also told in a letter that "the decision was taken that the U.K's security was not compro­
mised", are there any notes/documents that support this statement from the people who made this 
decision? 

It was also wrote in the letter that this decision was based on the available evidence. Could you 
please clarify this point for me : 
I. If the Halt statement is the available evidence, 
2. I fits all the evidence. 
3 or if there is other evidence that accompanies the Halt statement in any form? 

Another point I feel needs to be clarified is Paragraph 1. Of the Halt statement. Lt halt uses the 
word "they" meaning other than him and later states "That three patrolmen proceeded on foot". 

Who are the three patrolmen?, as they were the best and nearest observers to the phenomenon 
why were their statements of the nights occurrences not taken? 
If they were is it possible to see them? 



. I 

Dear 

From: Secretariat(Air Staff)la1, Room 8245, 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE,· 
Main Building, Whitehall, london. SW1A 2HB 

Telephone (Direct dial} 0171 218 2140 
(~witchboard} ~. 
(Fax} -

Your reference 

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

3 0 October 1996 

1. Thank you for your letter of 8 October. 

2. May I first correct the misunderstanding in Paras 3 and 4 of 
your letter. In para 2 of my letter to you of 7 Nov 94 I said 
that: 

"The Deputy Base Commander of RAF Woodbridge at the time of 
the event, Lt Col Halt, ~ade an official statement regarding 
the incident, but significantly made no recommendation that a 
further investigation should be carried out." 

Nowhere in my letter do I state as you suggest that Lt Col Halt: 

" ... made a recommendation that no further investigation be 
carried out". 

3. I attach for your information a Hansard extract of the 
responses given by Mr Soames the Minister(Armed Forces) to two 
Parliamentary Questions tabled by Martin Redmond MP in July of 
this year about the alleged incident at Rendlesham Forest. 

Your sincerely, 

.--_,..._. ·-



·. 

R~~dl.es.~~ Forest (Incident) 

Mr. Redp1o.E~: To ask the Secretary of State for 
Defence (l) w_ha~)i:spol}~e his Department made to the 
repon subrilltted ·by Lieutenant Colonel Charles Halt 
relating to events in Rendlesham forest in December 
1980; what interviews were held; and if he will make a 
statement; [39247] 

(2) who assessed that the events around RAF 
Woodbridge and RAF Bemwaters in December 1980, 
which were reported to h.is Department by Lieutenant 
Colonel Charles Halt were of no defence significance; 
on what evidence the assessment was made: what 
analysis of events was carried out; and if he will make 
a statement. [39249] 

Mr. Soames: The report was assessed by the staff in 
my Department responsible for air defence matters. Since 
the judgment was that it contained nothing of defence 
significance no further action was taken. 



( · . . 
'· ;_.'-. 

Dear Secretariat( Air Staff)2a. e 
Many thanks for your letter of 30th Oct. 1996. 
Also thank you for pointing out my error over the quote from the 
'Halt' statement. 

I am writing again with some questions on the 1980 (Dec) incidents, 
between the Rendlesham and Woodbridge airbases. 

I: In reference to the letter of 7th Nov. 1994 from yourself, it mentioned, 
'that this decision was based on the available evidence. Could you clarify 
'Available evidence'? 
A: was the Halt statement 'the evidence'? 
8: Is it the only evidence? 
C: If there is other evidence what form did it take? 

2: A point of the 'Halt' statement states 'Three patrolmen proceeded on foot'. 
Who are the patrolmen? 
Were there statements taken? 
If so is it possible to see them? 

3: 'Halt' also states in paragraph three of the statement, 'Numerous individuals witness 
the activities'. 
Who were these individuals? 
Were they interviewed or had they given statements? 
Is it possible to see these statements? 

From looking at the 'Halt' statement, it seems that the M.O.D would have to have at 
least interviewed, or asked the other witnesses for statements. 
If this is not the case please could you tell me why they weren't? 

Thank you again for taking the time to help me try to understand the events of the nights 
in question. 

All the best... 



Dear 

From: Secretariat(Air Staff.)2a1, Room 8245, 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE, . .. .. 
Main Building~ V\fhitehall, london. SW1.A 21-JB · 

Telephone (Direct dial) 
(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 

Your reference 

Our reference 
D/Sec(AS)/64/3 
Date 
\ j November 1996 

1. Thank you for your undated letter which we received on 
13 November. 

2. The MOD position regarding the alleged incident at Rendlesham 
Forest in December 1980 is that the events were judged by those 
with responsibility for air defence matters at the time to have no 
defence significance. Although a number of allegations have 
subsequently been made about these reported events, nothing has 
emerged over the last 15 years which has given us reason to 
believe that the original assessment made by this Department was 
incorrect. 

3. I am afraid there is nothing more that I can add to the 
comments I have previously provided. 

Yours sincerely, 



Dear 

Thankyou for the last letter received from you in Nov 1996. 

I am enquiring about the incident of Dec 1980 between the Woodbrige and 
Rendlesham air bases. 

I am not asking about any new information, as I already know the MOD standpoint on 
this. 1 also know the MOD standpoint that the event was of "no defence 
significance"and I thank you for clarifying that with me in your last letter. 
AI I I am asking is for a reply to the questions below so as to help me understand the 
event in question. 

The questions I have are: 

In the letter from you dated 7th Nov 1994 it mentioned, "that the decision was based 
on the available evidence" 
A. Was the Halt statement' the evidence'? 
B. Is it the only evidence? 
C. If there is other evidence what form did it take? 

2. A point of the 'Halt' statement states 'Three patrolmen proceeded on foot'. 
Who were the patrolmen? 
Were their statements taken? 
If so is it possible to see them? 

3. 'Halt' also states in paragraph three of the statement.'Numerous individuals 
witnessed the activities'. 
Who were these individuals? 
Were they interviewed or had they given statements? 
If so is it possible to see them? 

From looking at the 'Halt' statement, it seems that the MOD would have to have at 
least interviewed, m had statements fro all the other witnesses involved, if only to 
show that Halt wasn't halucinating in any way. 

Also Is it possible to see the cover letter that was attached to the Halt statement. when 
it was sent by the Base Commander to the MOD? 

1 thank you in advance for any help you can give me. 

All the best... 



.. 
-· -····- -- -·- ----·-- -------------··· --··· --- --········- - -- -·-·· ········- .... 

~~;;-E~~~etariat (Air Staff) 2a1 

Main Building, Whitehall, London SW1A 2HB 
; ~~:;:: ,: ' . . -

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

(Fax) -

Your reference 

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

2_oJune 1997 

Dear 

1. Thank you for your letter of 21 May concerning events which 
are alleged to have occurred at RAF Woodbridge/Rendlesham Forest 
in December 1980. 

2. I am afraid that there really is nothing further I can add to 
the information I have given in preyious correspondence on this 
subject. 

Yours sincerely, 



From: Secretariat(Air Staff)2a 1, Room 
MII\IISJR.Y ()F DEFENCE .. · · .. . . <·\ . . 
Main Buil~i~g, Whitehall, Lo~don. SW.1~ ~liP · 

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

(Fax) -

Your reference 

Our reference 
D/Sec(AS)/64/3 
Date 
\ j November 19 96 

Dear 

1. Thank you for your undated letter which we received on 
13 November. 

2. The MOD position regarding the alleged incident at Rendlesham 
Forest in December 1980 is that the events were judged by those 
with responsibility for air defence ~atters at the time to have no 
defence significance. Although a number of allegations have 
subsequently been made about these reported events, nothing has 
emerged over the last 15 years which has given us reason to 
believe that the original assessment made by this Department was 
incorrect. 

3. I am afraid there is nothing more that I can add to the 
comments I have previously provided. 

Yours sincerely, 



r ~-
\·~.- · -· ' t 

Room8245. 

Dear 

Many thanks for your letter of 30 th Oct. 1996. 
Also thank you for pointing out my error over the quote from the 
'Halt' statement. 

I am writing again with some questions on the 1980 (Dec) incidents, 
between the Rendlesham and Woodbridge airbases. 

1: In reference to the letter of 7th Nov. 1994 from yourself, it mentioned, 
'that this decision was based on the available evidence. Could you clarify 
'Available evidence'? 
A: was the Halt statement 'the evidence'? 
B: Is it the only evidence? 
C: If there is other evidence what form did it take? 

2: A point of the 'Halt' statement states 'Three p&trolmen proceeded on foot'. 
Who are the patrolmen? 
Were there statements taken? 
If so is it possible to see them? 

3: 'Halt' also states in paragraph three of the statement, 'Numerous individuals witness 
the activities'. 
Who were these individuals? 
Were they interviewed or had they given statements? 
Is it possible to see these statements? 

From looking at the 'Halt' statement, it seems that the M.O.D would have to have at 
least interviewed, or asked the other witnesses for statements. 
If this is not the case please could you tell me why they weren't? 

Thank you again for taking the time to help me try to understand the events of the nights 
in question. 

All the best.. 

.....---"'·~,-------. 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

SEC (AS) 2 
13 NOV 1996 

' 
FILE ~4--l3 



From: Secretariat(Air Staff}2a 1 ,, Room o"".4::l~~ 

MINISTRY OF · FENCE, . . .. 
Main Buildirig; Whitefi·arrLondon. SW1A 2HB 

Telephone (Direct dial) 0171 21.8 2140 ''J~,":,~t:%':r 
,(Switchboard) 017 ··' · · • :ii • . ·J.·J.· 
(Fax) 

Your reference 

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

-:> 
0 

October 19 9 6 .::::> . 

Dear 

1. Thank you for your letter of 8 October. 

2. May I first correct the misunderstanding in Paras 3 and 4 of 
your letter. In para 2 of my letter to you of 7 Nov 94 I said 
that: 

"The Deputy Base Commander of-RAF Woodbridge at the time of 
the event, Lt Col Halt, ~ade an official statement regarding 
the incident, but significantly made no recommendation that a 
further investigation should be carried out." 

Nowhere in my letter do I state as you suggest that Lt Col Halt: 

" ... made a recommendation that no further investigation be 
carried out". 

3. I attach for your information a Hansard extract of the 
responses given by Mr Soames the Minister(Armed Forces) to two 
Parliamentary Questions tabled by Martin Redmond MP in July of 
this year about the alleged incident at Rendlesham Forest. 

Your sincerely, 



r. 
\;· .· 

R~_~dl.es_~~ Forest (Incident) 

~Ir. RedplcmQ: To ask the Secretary of Stare for 
Defence (1) what ·response his Deoartment made to the 
report subriiinec(~by Lieutenant Colonel Charles Hale 
relatin2 to events in Rendlesham forest in December 
1980; ~hat inre:v!ews were held; and if he will make a 
statement; [39247J 

(2) who assessed that the events around RAF 
Woodbridge and RAF Bemwarers in December 1980, 
which were reoorted to his Deoartment bv Lieutenant 
Colonel Charies Halt were of io defence ·significance; 
on what evidence the assessment was made; what 
analysis of events was carried ou:: and if he will make 
a statement [39249] 

Mr. Soames: T.'le report was assessed by the staff in 
my Department responsible for air defence matters. Since 
the judgment was that it contained nothing of defence 
significance no fur-..her action was taken. 



M.O.D, 
Secreariat (Air Staff) 2A. 
Main Building Whitehall. 

I am writing with some questions pertaining to Unexplained aerial phenomena, 
often referred as UFO's. 

I am hoping that you could clarify your position on the 1980 (DEC) incident 
between Rendlesham and Woodbridge Air bases. 

In earlier letters it was mentioned that Lt Col Halt made an official statement regarding the 
incident and that he made a recommendation that no further investigation be carried out. 

' 
Could you clarify when and how Lt Halt recommended this action as it is not mentioned in his 
official report? 
Could you let me know when and how the M.O.D was informed ofLt Halts recommendations as 
they are not included in his report? 

If as procedure would have it Lt Halt was debriefed by Defence Intelligence it possible to obtain 
any briefing notes/statements so that I may clarify this point? 

Does the M.O.D have an interest or opinion in the latest revelations by Lt Halt, in which he 
claims there was an absolute defence threat, high level involvement, and cover-up by Defence 
Intelligence, or other Intelligence departments? 

I was also told in a letter that "the decision was taken that the U.K's security was not compro­
mised", are there any notes/documents that support this statement from the people who made this 
decision? 

It was also wrote in the letter that this decision was based on the available evidence. Could you 
please clarify this point for me : 
1. If the Halt statement is the available evidence, 
2. If its all the evidence. 
3 or if there is other evidence that accompanies the Halt statement in any form? 

Another point I feel needs to be clarified is Paragraph 1. Of the Halt statement. Lt halt uses the 
word "they" meaning other than him and later states "That three patrolmen proceeded on foot". 

Who are the three patrolmen?, as they were the best and nearest observers to the phenomenon 
why were their statements of the nights occurrences not taken? 
If they were is it possible to see them? 



.. ··' .. 

In paragraph three near the end Lt Halt mentions that "Numerous individuals witlless the aCfivi:~ - - -· 

~0 were these individuals? . ' 
2. Wer~ they interviewed or had they given statements ? 

As Lt Halt didn't" recommend no investigation" in the Halt statement then someone must have 
collated statements to save disintergration of evidence in the case of further investigation. 
Who? And are they available? 
If not please could you tell me why? 

The halt statement is dated 13th Jan. 91, can you give an explanation why it took almost 2 weeks I Oa-..·t.~ 
to write a statement that could have been an intrusion of defence, and for it to be investigated? us ·k 
Did the decision that the incident was no defence threat occur before or after the Halt statement? ~ 
I would appreciate it if you could please help in the clarification of these points, because I do not 
have all the relevant facts it gives the impression that the M.O.D Investigation procedure was 
sloppy and I would like to help clear this image up and present a clear picture of those nights in 
question. 

All the 

.JfJ.!f{ 

vt 0-l.L c:) •< 

<::k.LL 
~·.'ld 



Dear 

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

Telephone (Direct dial) 
·(Switchboard) 
(Fax) 

Your reference 

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

2.0 June 1997 

1. Thank you for your letter of 21 May concerning events which 
are alleged to have occurred at RAF Woodbridge/Rendlesharn Forest 
in December 1980. 

2. I am afraid that there really is nothing further I can add to 
the information I have given in pr~vious correspondence on this 
subject. 

Yours sincerely, 

- - - - --· ,,,_ ---·· ·-



,, 

De~ 

Thankyou for the last letter received from you in Nov 1996. 

I am enquiring about the incident of Dec 1980 between the Woodbrige and 
Rendlesham air bases. 

I am not asking about any new information, as I already know the MOD standpoint on 
this. I also know the MOD standpoint that the event was of "no defence 
significance"and I thank you for clarifying that with me in your last letter. 
All I am asking is for a reply to the questions below so as to help me understand the 
event in question. 

The questions I have are: 

In the letter from you dated 7th Nov 1994 it mentioned, "that the decision was based 
on the available evidence" 
A. Was the Halt statement' the evidence'? 
B. Is it the only evidence? 
C. If there is other evidence what form did it take? 

2. A point of the 'Halt' statement states 'Three patrolmen proceeded on foot'. 
Who were the patrolmen? 
Were their statements taken? 
If so is it possible to see them? 

3. 'Halt' also states in paragraph three of the statement,'Numerous individuals 
\\i.tnessed the activities'. 
Who were these individuals? 
Were they interviewed or had they given statements? 
If so is it possible to see them? 

From looking at the 'Halt' statement, it seems that the MOD would have to have at 
least interviewed, or had statements fro all the other witnesses involved, if only to 
show. that Halt wasn't halucinating in any way. 

Also Is it possible to see the cover letter that was attached to the Halt statement, when 
it was sent by the Base Commander to the MOD? 

I thank you in advance 

All 



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 
17 December 2002 

020 7218 2140 
020 7218 9000 

l.l 

Thank you for your e-mail of3 December, which has been passed to me, as this department is the 
focal point within the MOD for correspondence about UFOs. 

The recent press reports about the release of information concerning the "Rendlesham Forest" 
incident refers to the MOD Freedom of Information Act Publication Scheme which was launched 
on 29 November and includes classes of information on UFOs. If you wish to look at the scheme, 
please see www.foi.mod.uk. A search under UFO will take you to all the UFO material in the 
scheme and a search on Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to the Rendlesham documents. 

You mentioned the release of these and other documents to their appearance 
in UFO Magazine earlier in the year. I can confirm that a copy ofthe 
Rendlesham Forest file under the Code ofPractice on Access to Government Information (the 
~ay 2001. Since then 22 others have requested and been sent copies of the file. 
- lso requested a copy of the Flying Saucer Working Party- Report No.7. At the time 
of this request no copy could be found and it was thought not to have survived. However, during 
a routine review of files which had been retained in the MOD for more than 50 years, a copy of 
the report was found on an unrelated file. As we were aware in this 
document, he was informed that a copy had been discovered tt was released to him. Both 
of these sets of papers have been included in the MOD FOI Publication Scheme which has given 
us the opportunity to make them more generally available. 

You also asked ifthe MOD holds other classified material on 'UFO' matters and whether it plans 
to release any further documents in the future. 

The MOD holds approximately 250 files concerning UFO matters, the vast majority of which are 
unclassified reports and correspondence with members ofthe public. These files are subject to 
the provisions of the Public Records Act of 1958 and 1967. This Act ofParliament states that 
official files generally remain closed from public viewing for 30 years after the last action has 
been taken. The MOD, however, also operates in accordance wit~ 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 

------------------------- - - - -···· 

The National Archives
Rendlesham Forest
MoD letter 17 December 2002 explains how the papers covering the Rendlesham forest incident and the report by the Flying Saucer Working Party were discovered and released to the public.



would take an unreasonable diversion of resources to respond to a request. .Jnformatior1hel~in ---'-~ 
these closed files -can -thei~f~~~:-b~- r~q~ested and will be supplied wherever possible pfoYi<fi_rtg~ it ' 
does not fall under one of the exemptions in the Code. We will be keeping the FOI Pq~lic~tion · 
Scheme under review and material released in response to individual requests, may be-added to 
the scheme in the future. 

I hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in the future, please write to the address at the top 
of this letter, or e-mail me at das-laopspoll@defence.mod.uk 

Yours sincerely, 



To 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 
I) 

L""" fS·~ /E-MAIL 

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

TO Ref No <0 ~ 4 )._ /2002 
\ 

Date 4 · ,.Q..es:.. 

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 aware that No 10 periodically calls for~ sample 
of 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. AU replies to members of the public must be in accordance with 
the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is c~n) 
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 . Whitehall SWIA 2EU 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

• Delete as appropriate. 

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE 

Revised 5th August 2002 



-M~nisters 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Hello MoD 

'Ministers@defence.mod.uk' 
Rendlesham UFO documents 

The press has been carrying reports that the MoD has released documents 
related to the so-called Rendlesham Forest incident. 

Earlier this year, UFO magazine published several pages of previously secret 
lesham. These docs were obtained 
I gather that these documents are th 

the MoD has decided to release. 

also obtained a copy of a SOyr old report by the Flying Saucer 
Working Group. It is my understanding that an MP was told that no such 
document existed. But exist it does. 

* Are you able to confirm the existence of any other classifed 
documents or other classified materials held by the MoD or its agencies 
related to the UFO/ET subject? 
* Wouldn't it be a boon for the government that introduced the FOIA to 
demonstrate its commitment to the Act by disclosing all currently classified 
UFO information? 
* Does the MoD plan to release any further UFO documents? 

My address is:-

Sincerely 

UbiNetics Ltd 
www.UbiNetics.com 

fax: 

email: 

The information contained in this email and any attachments is likely to be 
confidential and legally privileged, and is for the intended recipient named 
above only. Any copying, dissemination, disclosure of or use of this email 
or its attachments unless authorised by us is prohibited, except that you 
may forward this email and/or attachments to a third party on a strict "need 
to know" basis. If you have received this email in error ease not 
immediately by replying to the email or by calling ease 
then delete this email and any full or partial copi e 
intended recipient must be aware and accept that email is not a totally 
secure communications medium. Although we have taken all reasonable steps to 
make sure this email and any attachments are free from viruses, we do not 
(to the extent permitted by law) accept any liability whatsoever for any 

1 



virus inf~ction and/or compromise of security caused by this email and any 
,_attachment. No contract may be formed or documents served by you on or with 
us by this email or any attachments unless expressly agreed otherwise by us. 
Any views expressed in this email or attachments by an individual are not 
necessarily those of UbiNetics Limited. 

2 



From: 
Directorate of Air Staff (lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 a 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
Room 6/73, Metropole Building, Northumberland Avenue, London, 
WC2N58P 

Telephone 

E-Mail 

Your Reference 

Our Referenc~ _, 
D/DAS/64/3 • 

Date 
1 (, December 2002 

I am writing with reference to your e-mail d_ated 4 December 2002, which was passed to 
this office. We are the focal point within the Miriistry of Defence for correspondence relating to 
'unidentified flying objects'. 

With regard to your request for a disclosure of records, it might be helpful if I first explain 
that Ministry of Defence files are subject to the provision of the Public records Act of 1958 and· 
1967 and remain closed for 30 years after the last action on the file has been taken. It was 
generally the case that before 1967 all MOD 'UFO' files were destroyed after five years as there 
was insufficient public interest in the subject to merit their permanent retention. However, as a 
result of growing public interest the files have been routinely preserved since 1967 and released to 
the Public Record Office. Any from the 1950s and early 1960s that survived are pen for public 
viewing and if you (or a representative) would like to look at these files they are held at the 
following address: 

The Public Record Office 
Ruskin Avenue 
Kew 
Richmond 
Surrey 
TW94DU 

Tel: 020 8876 3444 
Fax: 020 8878 8905 

Files from 1972 onwards will be opened annually as they reach their 30-year maturity point. 

With regard to the files that are less than 30 years old, I can inform you that the 
Department receives, on average, about 400 sighting reports from members-·ofthe public each year 
and a similar number of letters, some of which may also contain sighting reports. The information 



t • 

• is filed manually in the form it is received qnJkanch files _and therefore contains the personal · 
d~tails of all those contacting and corresponding with the Department. MOD has a duty to protecf ' ' 
this third party confidentiality and the 30-year period is deemed appropriate for this purpose. 
Before access could be given to the material, ·staff would need to be diverted from their essential 
defence-related tasks to receive the material from archives and scrutinise and remove all of the 
personal information from many thousands of documents. The latter action would be necessary 
because the alternative, to contact everyone providing the information to secure their agreement to 
the release of their personal details, would be unworkable. I regret, therefore, that your request 
for copies of all this material is refused under Exemption 9 of the Code of practice on Access to 
Government Information (voluminous or vexatious requests) and Exemption 12 (Privacy of an 
individual). We would, of course, be happy to look to see what information might be made 
available if you could be more specific about the period, or reports of particular sightings that you 
are interested in. This would then enable us to consider whether a more focused effort on a limited 
amount of material might be possible. 

If you are unhappy with the decision to refuse your request for full access to MOD files and 
wish to appeal, you should write in the first instance to the Ministry of Defence, Directorate of 
Information (Exploitation), Room 819B, St Giles Court, 1-13 St Giles High Street, London, 
WC2H 8LD requesting that the decision be reviewed. If following the internal review you remain 
dissatisfied, you can ask a Member of Parliament to take up the case with the Parliamentary 
Commissioner for Administration (the Ombudsman) who can investigate on your behalf The 
Ombudsman will not, however, consider an investigation until the internal review process has been 
completed. I hope this is helpful. 

\( oUIS 



** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

~ ~ tYJ IE-MAIL 

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

TO Ref No b (, JJ 

Date 5 /;:) 0~ 

/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 10 periodically calls for~ sample 
of letters sent !2Y 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 accordar1ce wit.~ 

A I • I" A I • the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is n) 
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 
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 

Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk; 
w: http://main.chots.mod.uk/min _parll 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

* Delete as appropriate. 

1'"''\ 
l_) 

INVFSTOR IN PEOPLE 

Revised 5th August 2002 
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Sent: 04 December 2002 11 : 13 

To: Ministers 

Subject: resent message 

To whom it may concern. 

Page 1 of 1 

I am and have been greatly interested in foo fighters all my life and have seen a 
number over the years. Would it be foolish of me to ask for disclosure of records? 



.. 

DAS-LA OpsPol1 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Signed By: 

DAS-LA OpsPol1 

16 December 2002 10:56 

MOD Released material on UFOs 

das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk 

Security Label: Signed 

Dear 

Page 1 of 1 

Thank you for your e-mail concerning the press reports about material released by the MOD concerning 
UFOs. Your message has been passed to me because this department is the focal point within the MOD for 
matters concerning UFOs. 

The MOD Freedom of Information Act Publication Scheme can be found at www.foi.mod.uk. A search under 
UFO will take you to all the UFO matterial released. A search under Rendlesham Forest will take you to the 
Rendlesham Forest papers specifically. 

I hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in future, please e-mail me at das-laopspol1@defence .mod.uk 

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

16/12/2002 



&-LA OpsPol1 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

DAS-LA OpsPol1 
11 December 2002 12:05 
DAS-LA OpsPol2 
MOD Released material on UFOs 

Thank you for your e-mail concerning the press reports about material released by the MOD concerning UFOs. Your 
message has been passed to me because this department is the focal point within the MOD for matte ~"S concerning 
UFOs. 

The MOD Freedom of Information Act Publication Scheme can be found at www.foi.mod.uk. A searci1 under UFO 
will take you to all the UFO matterial released. A search under Rendlesham Forest will take you to the Rendlesham 
Forest papers specifically. 

I hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in future, please e-mail me at das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk 

~Staff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 

1 
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• ow Flying 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Signed By: 
Security Label: 

Ministers 
09 December 2002 09:02 
Low Flying 
FW: UFO reports 
ministers@defence.mod.uk 
Signed 

-----Origina l Message-- ---

~~~~ ~ @#2~§ll£§0r 2002 12 : 06 
To : public@ministers.mod.uk 
Sub j ect : UFO reports 

i f p ossibl e 
recentl 
Regards 

lates t Reports o n the UFO phenomena 



l'agc _of l 

; - -·. _'}' . DAS-LA OpsPol2 
- ·- ·- ·- ~·-·-·-·-·.•.-.•.•.•.•.•. •. •. •. •.•.•.•.·- ·-·-·- ·-·- ·-·-·-·-·-·-·- ·-·-·- ·- ·-·- ·-·-·-·-·--...... _._._._._._._._ ..... _._._ ....... _._._._ ... _ ... _._._._._._._ ... _._._._._._._._._._ ._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._ ._ ... _._._ ..... _._._ ............ ... _._._._ ........ •.•.•.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· ...... _._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._ ... _._._._._._._._._._ ..... _._._ ......... _._._._._._._._._._._._ ..... _._._._._._._._ ._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._ .. ~~-'-/"'·'· '· '· '· '·'·'·'· .-r\ 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Signed By: 

DAS-LA OpsPol2 

12 December 2002 11 :34 

MOD Released material on UFOs 

das-laopspol2@defence.mod.uk 

Security Label: Signed 

De a 

Thank you for your e-mail dated 3 December concerning the MOD Rendlesham Forest file released in the UK 
Freedom of Information Act 2000, Publication Scheme. Your message has been passed to me because this 
department is the focal point within the MOD on matters concerning UFOs. 

The MOD Publication Scheme can be found at www.foi.mod .uk . A search under UFO will take you to a.l the 
released information on UFOs. A search on Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to the Rendleshan 

Forest papers. 

I hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in future, please e-mail me at das­
laopspo 11 @defence . mod. uk 

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

12/12/2002 



Is-LA ~psPol1 
To: DAS-LA OpsPol2 
Subject: MOD Released material on UFOs 

Thank you for your e-mail dated 3 December concerning the MOD Rendlesham Forest file released in the UK 
Freedom of Information Act 2000, Publication Scheme. Your message has been passed to me because this 
department is the focal point within the MOD on matters concerning UFOs. 

The MOD Publication Scheme can be found at www.foi.mod.uk . A search under UFO will take you to all the 
released information on UFOs. A search on Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to the Rendlesham Forest 
papers. 

I hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in future, please e-mail me at das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk 

(Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 

1 



• ** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

~~~ /E-MAIL 

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

TO Ref No G~4 o 12002 

Date 4:- - ( 2-. . r:5'-

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 
of letters sent Q1 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 accordru.1ce with 
the procedures set out in the Code (a full explanation is c~en) 
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 
2EU 

CHOtS: Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk; 
w: http://main.ehots.rnod.uk/min _parll 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

• Delete as appropriate. 

INVESTOR IN PEOPLE 

Revised 5th August 2002 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

public@ministers.mod.uk 
UFOs 

------------------

Sir: How can I receive a copy of the Remsdlesham UFO incident? Couldn't 
locate it on your website. Send any data to: j§(J!=-lf ._gj -

East Chicago, In., 46312, USA. rhanks~ /s/ 
1'-''-''-'"'-'' ' -,...,1 

1 
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I From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Signed By: 

DAS-LA OpsPol2 

12 December 2002 11 :33 

MOD Released material on UFOs 

das-laopspol2@defence.mod.uk 

Security Label: Signed 

Thank you for your e-mail of 3 December concerning the MOD Rendlesham Forest file released ~n the 
Freedom of Information Act 2000, Publication Scheme. Your message has been passed to me because this 
department is the focal point within the MOD on matters concerning UFOs. 

The MOD Publication Scheme can be found at www.foi.mod.uk. A search under UFO will take you to 211 the 
released information on UFOs. A search on Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to the Rendleshar'1 
Forest papers. 

I hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in future, please e-mail me at das-laopspol1@defence.rr:od.uk 

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

12/12/2002 



--LA OpsPol1 

To: 
Subject: 

DAS-LA OpsPol2 
MOD Released material on UFOs 

Thank you for your e-mail of 3 December concerning the MOD Rendlesham Forest file released in the Freedom of 
Information Act 2000, Publication Scheme. Your message has been passed to me because this department is the 
focal point within the MOD on matters concerning UFOs. 

The MOD Publication Scheme can be found at www.foi.mod.uk. A search under UFO will take you to all the 
released information on UFOs. A search on Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to the Rendlesham Forest 
papers. 

I hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in future, please e-mail me at das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk 

Directorate Staff (lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 

1 
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• 
** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

L:.N~~ /E-MAIL 

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

To w C0) e-YP TO Ref No b ~~ . /2002 

Date 4 ~ {)..R~ lJ-. 

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 1 0 periodically calls for ~ sample 
of letters sent }2y officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal. 

An Open Government Code of Practice on Access to Government Information came 
into .r,._,.,...A 1."' 1997 All rppl;es to ID"'mbers o.fth/3 .,..,,t.,.l;c "''YY'U""' b""' l·n a0""0rrt"nc· 0. nrl•tt ......... L ...LV..L\,.1'-' J..L .... . • ~..l.V .1 ~V..L.L .l.l. VJ:-'U.LI~.J.. ..1..1...1. ~L ....... .L..l. \.1\..1 Ua.l.,~Li VY' .J. 

the procedures set .out in the Code (a full explanation is c~n) 
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 
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 . Whitehall, SWIA 2EU 

~~~~~~~~~~ e: ministers@defence.mod.uk; 
w: http://main.ehots.rnod.uk/min _pari/ 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

• Delete as appropriate. 

() 
-... 

INVRSTOR tN PEOPLE 

Revised 5th August 2002 
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e Parliamentary-Asst Clerk3 

From: 

Sent: 03 December 2002 14:29 

To: public@ministers.mod .uk 

Subject: UFO Documentation 

Dear Sir I Madam, 

Page 1 of 1 

1 believe that according to the Freedom of Information Act, documentation relating to UFO sittings in the UK 
has at last been released to the public and that they were to be posted on your web page. I can not find these, 
can you please tell me when this will be made available and where I can find them. 

Kind Regards 

03/12/2002 



/ 
( --

DAS-LA OpsPol2 
... _._ ................. _ ......... _._ ... _._._._ ... _._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._ ..... _._._ ..... _._ ... _._._ ....... _ .......... •.•.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-o.•.•.•.·-·-·-·---"·-·-·-·-·-•.•.• ... •.•.•-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· ·-"·-·-·-•_ ... _._._._._ ... _._ ... _._ ....... _._._._._ ........ -.--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-"' ·'·'·"-'-'·'·'-'-'·'·"·'-"-' ·'·' ·"- "-'·'·'-'-'-'·"-""·"·'·' ·' ·'·"'·'·'·0.'.'•'·'·' ·' ·'·' ·'·'·'·'·'·'·'·'·' ·""'·'·'·'·"·'·'·'-'-'·'·'-"'-'·'·'-'-'-'·'·'-"-'-'·'·"-"-"- " '-"-'-"-'·'·'·' ·0. .... '. ,,; ..J: 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Signed By: 

DAS-LA OpsPol2 

12 December 2002 11 :32 

MOD Released material on UFOs 

das-laopspol2@defence.mod.uk 

Security Label: Signed 

The Lord Chancellor's Department have forwarded to me your e-mail of 29 November concerning the UFO 
papers released by the Ministry of Defence concerning UFOs. This department is the focal point within fne 

MOD for matters concerning UFOs. 

If you wish to view the documents released under the MOD Freedom of Information Act, Publication Sch:3me, 
please go to www.foi.mod.uk and search under UFO. 

\. ...... -· 

I hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in future, please e-mail me at das-laopspol1 @defence.m.Jd.uk 

Directorate of Air (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 

12/12/2002 



'AS-LA OpsPo11 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

DAS-LA OpsPol1 
11 December 2002 11 :55 
DAS-LA OpsPol2 

Subject: MOD Released material on UFOs 

Dear 

The Lord Chancellor's Department have forwarded to me your e-mail of 29 November concerning the UFO papers 
released by the Ministry of Defence concerning UFOs. This department is the focal point within the MOD for matters 
concerning UFOs. 

If you wish to view the documents released under the MOD Freedom of Information Act, Publication Scheme, please 
go to www.foi.mod.uk and search under UFO. 

I hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in future, please e-mail me at das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk 

'nir~~~of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 

1 
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TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

To~~~40~~· _L_L_~~· ~r~tP~· · __ _ TO Ref No E> I2E:,S /2002 

The P.Rme ~4ioistr riS• ,fS/Min(AF)/Nfio(DP)V~MS/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 P~illvii:nistefillepartment*. 

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 
of 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 · 
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 . SWlA 2EU 

:Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk; 
w: http://main.ehots.rnod.uk/min__parl/ 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

• Delete as appropriate. 

lNVESTOR IN PEOPLE 

Revised 5th August 2002 



LORD CHANCELLOR'$ DEPARTMENT 
ROOM 6.24, SELBORNE HOUSE 

54-60 VICTORIA···sTREET 
'' 

... ,, 

LONDON ··,. 
.. , SW1E6QW 

oil 

Transfer of P·ublic Correspondence 
' . "'I '' . 

o I 

. We received the attached correspondence.'"After consideration, the::Subject 
.::matter:is--more=apprepFiate,to..y.oof-department. · · · 

·'' I I 
' ' 

( ) The correspondent has been informed of the transfer. 
I I 

( ) The .correspondent has not been informed of the transfer. 
'' 

( ) The correspondents have been informed of the transfer. 
, .. 

( ) The correspondents have not been informed of the transfer. 

If your department is no longer responsible for the issue(s) raised, please 
forward the correspondence to the appropriate office, do not return it to this 

department. 

Thank you. 

' ' 



.. 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Could you please treat this as a Treat Official. 

Thanks 

4Mvate-s-e-dretary to Yvette Cooper MP 

One fo 

Thanks 

~I Messa, e-----
From: . ................... lllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll 
Sent: 29--N-ovembe 2002 05:24 
To: coopery@parliament.uk 
Subject: Freedom of Information ( IT and E-Government Policy) 

This message has been sent from the House of Commons WebSite Constituency 
Locata Service Your email address will not be divulged unless you reply by 
email to this message 

I am please to hear that the Government Policy is to be relaxed in the near 
future on certain classified WFO sightings, I would be very interested in 
perusing any such documents, especially if made available on the internet. 
When any such documents are released, could I please be informed with 
details of how to access them. I presume that some form of database will be 
opened to the public. If then could ou e-mail me the link 
addresses. Regards, 

The sender left the following as their name and address: 

Co. Durham -

Message Ends. 

PLEASE NOTE: THE ABOVE MESSAGE WAS RECEIVED FROM THE INTERNET. 

On entering the GSI, this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet (GSI) virus scanning 
service supplied exclusively by Cable & Wireless in partnership with Messagelabs. 

GSI users see http://www.gsi.gov.uk/main/new2002notices.htm for further details. In case of problems, please call 
your organisational IT helpdesk. 

1 



-DAS-LA OpsPol1 

From: 
Sent: 16 r 2002 13:31 
To: DAS-LAOpsPol1 @defence.mod.uk 
Subject: RE: Released material on UFOs, Reply 

Importance: High 

Thank you. 12/16/02 7:30 am CST 

Regards, 

-----Original Message-----
From: "DAS-LA OpsPol1" <DAS-LAOpsPol1@defence.mod.uk> 
Sent: Mon 6 :53:08 -0000 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear 

Thank you for your e-mail of 9 December concerning the release of MOD 
documents relating to an alleged UFO sighting in Rendlesham Forest, 
Suffolk in 1980. Your message has been passed to me as this department 
is the focal point within the MOD for correspondence relating to UFOs. 

I have not seen the article in the NY Times, but if it states that the 
released material contains photographs, then this is incorrect, as the 
MOD does not hold any photographs of this alleged incident. 

If you wish to view the released documents, please go to www.foi.mod.uk 
and search on Rendlesham Forest. If you wish to look at all the 
material on UFOs included in the MODs Freedom of Information Act 
Publication Scheme, please search under UFO. 

I hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in the future, please 
send your e-mails to das-laopspol1@defence.mod.uk 

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

1 



e 
OAS-LA OpsPol1 

To: 
Subject: 
Security Label: Signed 

De a 

Thank you for your e-mail of 9 December concerning the release of MOD documents relating to an alleged UFO 
sighting in Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in 1980. Your message has been passed to me as this department is the 
focal point within the MOD for correspondence relating to UFOs. 

I have not seen the article in the NY Times, but if it states that the released material contains photographs, then this 
is incorrect, as the MOD does not hold any photographs of this alleged incident. 

If you wish to view the released documents, please go to www.foi.mod.uk and search on Rendlesham Forest. If you 
wish to look at all the material on UFOs included in the MODs Freedom of Information Act Publication Scheme, 
please search under UFO. 

I hope this is helpful. If you wish to contact me in the future, please send your e-mails to das-laopspol1 
@defence.mod.uk 

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

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

1 



Low Flying 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Hi The r e , 

2002 03:03 
lowflying@defence. mod. uk 
Request for Assistance, re; The [so-called] Rendlesham File and related photos. 

12 /7/0 2 9 : 00 pm CS T 

I have read in todays NY Time s , section 4 , pg . 7 about the recent release of the so­
cal led Rendl esham File , i. e ., the UFO phot os . I have al so , this evening , r egi stered 
wi th your web-s it e . For t he l ife of me I am unab l e to locate or s hould I say navi gat e 
to the actual photos . Wou ld you be s o kind as to provide me with a link , o r othe r 
such guidance , in orde r to f aci li tate my abi lity t o v iew . I am not a so- called " UFO 
buff " or a c onspiracy theor i st but rather jus t an ordinary guy who has read about the 
recent posting of these photos and , well , I am curious & wo uld like to (as it i s said) 
t a ke a gande r. Your as sis tance i s a ppreciated. Should you d es i re the arti c le that I 
have refe r red t o , i. e ., "The Wo rd f or Word" art i c l e I would be more than happy to send 
i t t o you via any numbe r of me t hods/web - sites . Pl ease advise and thanks . 

Regards , 

* ***** 

1 



-.~: * TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

~ Ft:, i":? /E-MAIL 

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

TORefNo G~·2C.. /2002 

Date~~~~c 

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 
of letters sent Q:y officials on the PM's behalf for his perusal. 

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

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 . SWlA 2EU 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

• Delete as appropriate. 

Revised 5th August 2002 

- - - -- - - --- --· ... 



Rendlesham Files Information Release 

... 
' Ministers 

From: 

Sent: 03 December 2002 20:26 

To: 'OPCA.Enquiries@ombudsman.gsi.gov.uk'; 'public@ministers.mod.uk' 

Subject: Rendlesham Files Information Release 

Page 1 of 1 

Thank yo~ and the Ministry of Defence for seeing to the public release of the "Rendlesham 
Files". It is too often that one of the strangest enigmas of modern times is continually met with derision, fear 
and ignorance. This may have been appropriate during the "dark ages" of a few hundred years ago, but it's 
uncalled for today. Like many other unexplained phenomena before, this too will one day be solved, and the 
more information that is credible and made public, the quicker the solution will be in hand. 

Thanks again from "across the pond", 

Anchorage, Alaska USA 

04/12/2002 



'AS-LA OpsPol1 

To: 
Subject: Qj!§~£9J Forest Papers 

Dear 

Thank you for your recent letter in which you requested a copy of documents concerning the alleged UFO sighting in 
Rendlesham Forest, Suffolk in 1980. 

The Ministry of Defence file on this incident has been including in the MOD Freedom of Information Act Publication 
Scheme and can be viewed at www.foi.mod.uk. A search under Rendlesham Forest will take you directly to these 
papers. Alternatively, if you wish to see all the material on UFOs included in the Publication Scheme, please search 
under UFO. 

I hope this is helpful. You may wish to note that our branch has reorganised and we are now at the following 
address; 

Ministry of Defence 
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
Room 6/73 
Metropole Building 
Northumberland Avenue 
London 
WC2N SSP 

Alternatively, you can e-mail me at das-laopspol1@defence.mod. uk 

1 
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MINISTRY OF DEFENCE (MOD) 
Secretariat (Air Staff) 2a 

Room8245 
Main Building 
Whitehall 
London 
SW1A2HB 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

No.,.thent B.,.anch 

I am writing to request a copy, under the terms and regulations of the freedom of information 
act, of any documents relating to unidentified flying objects in the UK, and in particular the 
Rendlesham forest UFO Incident. 
If your department Is unable to fulfil this request, I would be grateful if you could transfer my 
request to the appropriate department or office on my behalf. 

Yours Faithfully 

-

s Co-Ordinator 
orthern Branch 

And- member of BUFORA 



·-DAS-LA OpsPol1 

To: 
Subject: 

Dear 

'-Reports of"Sightings of UFOs 

If ()~~ :LOU'/.. 

1 am writing in reply to your e-mail of 3 December, which has been passed to me as this department is the focal point 
within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence about UFOs. 

You asked why the MOD does not publish any reports of sightings of UFOs on the MOD Website and it may help if I 
first explain the MODs position with regard to 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. Any reports made to 
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 UK 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 that 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 identification 
service and we could not justify expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond our specific defence 
remit. 

With regard to publication of these reports, all the reports we receive contain the name, address and personal details 
of those who have corresponded with the MOD. Before publication these would have to be removed in accordance 
with the Data Protection Act 1998. Given the MOD's limited interest in these matters we do not believe the 
expenditure of cost to do this on a continuous bases, for no defence purpose, could be justified. The MOD does, 
however, operate in accordance with the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information, 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 is 
supplied wherever possible providing it does not fall under one of the exemptions of the Code. I note that you have 
requested "recent records of sightings inside the UK". If you would like to be a little more specific about the 
information you require, (for example, a particular period or location) we will see what reports can be made available 
to you. In addition, you may like to look at the MOD Freedom of Information Publication Scheme at www.foi.mod.uk. 
This shows all the material published by the MOD and a search under UFO will take you to directly to this class of 
information. 

Finally, you say you have written "tons of times" but never received a reply. We have no record of previous 
correspondence from you, so if you wish to contact us in future, my e-mail address is das-laopspol1 
@defence.mod.uk. Alternatively you can write to me at the following address; 

Ministry of Defence 
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy 1 
Room 6/73 
Metropole Building 
Northumberland Avenue 
London 
WC2N SBP 

I hope this is helpful. 

1 



. -·--------

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** / ,. . 

LrJW~~ /E-MAIL 

TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

To DP6 (U'<) (~ e TO Ref No ___,G""'-.5q--+-'f-'-, _/2002 

Date 4 · (~ ---0\.; 

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 !Q periodically calls for~ sample 
of 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 c · ) 
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 · 2EU 

CHOtS: Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk; 
w: http:/ /main.chots.mod.uk/min _parl/ 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

• Delete as appropriate. 

r-) 
\..,.._"' 

INVESTOR L"{ PEOPLE 

Revised 5th August 2002 



•• .. 
Parliamentary-Asst Clerk3 

From: 

Sent: 03 December 2002 14:32 

To: public@ministers.mod .uk 

Subject: PLEASE READ ME AND REPLY 

DEAR SIR/MADAM 

Page 1 of 1 

I AM WRITING TO ASK WHY YOU DONT PUBLISH ANY REPORTS ON SIGHTINGS OF 
U.F.O'S IN YOUR WEBSITE AT WWW.MOD.UK 
THERE ARE SO MANY SIGHTINGS EVERY YEAR BY MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC AND GOVERMENT 
SERVENTS ! 
I WOULD LIKE TO ASK YOU FOR THE RECENT RECORDS OF SIGHTINGS INSIDE THE UK PLEASE. AS 
I KNOW THIS TYPE OF INFORMATION CAN BE GIVEN OUT TO THE PUBLIC BY THE MOD! 
I DONT REALLY THINK THE MOD WILL REPLY TO THIS EMAIL BY POST AS I WROTE TONS OF TIMES 
AND NEVER GOT NO WHERE ! MAKES YOU THINK DONT IT ! 

LAST PLEA FOR A REPLY !!!! 

YOURS SINCERL Y 

03/12/2002 



f 

·S-LA OpsPol1 

To: 
Subject: 

Dear-

1 am writing with reference to your e-mail of 2 December in which you gave a description of something you saw but 
were unable to identify over Washington on 4 October 2002. Your message has been passed to me as this 
department is the focal point within the Ministry of Defence for correspondence about UFOs. 

It may be helpful if I explain that the MOD does not have any expertise or role in respect of 'UFO/Fiying saucer' 
matters or to the question of the existence or otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally 
open-minded. Any reports we receive, are examined solely to see if there is any evidence that UK airspace might 
have been compromised by hostile or unauthorised air activity. Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the 
UK from an external military source, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each reported sighting. We 
believe it is posssible 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 and we could not justify 
expenditure of public funds on investigations which go beyond or specific defence remit. I am therefore unable to 
help with identification of your particular sighting. 

You also mentioned that you had read the article on CNN.com about the Ministry of Defence papers on UFOs which 
have been released under the MOD Freedom of Information Act Publication Scheme. If you would like to view these 
papers, they can be found at www.foi.mod.uk. A search on Rendlesham Forest will take you straight to the papers 
on this particular incident, or a search on UFO will find all the information on UFOs included in the Publication 
Scheme. 

I hope this is helpful. If you wish to e-mail me in the future, my address is das-laopspol1 @defence.mod.uk 

Ministry of Defence 
Directorate of Air Staff (Lower Airspace) 
Operations & Policy1 

1 
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To 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

~~/E-MAIL 
TREAT OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

DU (\/>) Pd TO Ref No b Sb ~ /2002 

Date Lf. . )2,. ~ · 

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 
ofletters 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 . . A.ll 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 
2EU 

CHOtS: Ministerial Correspondence; e: ministers@defence.mod.uk; 
w: http:/ /main.chots.mod. uk/min _parll 

** TO BE GIVEN A HIGH PRIORITY ** 

• Delete as appropriate. 

INVESTOR lN PEOPLE 

Revised Stb August 2002 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

ufo.bmp 

2002 19:37 
public@ministers. mod. uk 
I was reading the ufo story 

I was reading the ufo story on the CNN.com site I think I saw part of the 
samething here in the USA. 
Here, is what I saw. 

had something happen to me on Oct,4.2002 
It happen on October Friday the 4th 2002 around 8:30PM. PST. I was hearing 
something like bat noise but not a high low pitch, but a double low pitch 
noise of the same kind of like a bird call. It was foggy at the time, as 
they where circling counter clockwise over my head about SO feet, I counted 
five of them. My X-wife came over to drop of my son off, I told her to look 
at this, We watch this happen for about an hour. They where giving of light 
white and a blue like nucleus type center. I made a drawing of it to try to 
show you what I saw. I guess Washington State is very active in this kind of 
thing I wish I had something to record or trace it with. here is a pic. of 
what it looked like when it lite up and about the size of a seagul. 

1 
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	P.20-22 - alleged “crashed UFO” incident on Cannock Chase, Staffordshire

	P.26-27 - MoD letter part of MoD file on Rendlesham incident is
 “a forgery.”
	P.68-96 - MoD file on “UFOs and Satellite Debris” Russian satellite disintegrated over northern Canada

	P.101-135 - MoD file on Yorkshire TV programme covering UFOs 

	P.139-163 - MoD papers sightings of unidentified aerial phenomena Berwyn Mountains incident

	P.209 - MoD confirm audiotape of Lt Col Charles Halt UFO 
Rendlesham Forest
	P.233 - MoD letter Rendlesham forest incident & report by Flying Saucer Working Party




